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One out of three Ukrainians ready to join organized counteraction to corruption

The results of the 2018 USAID/ENGAGE Anti-Corruption Poll demonstrate that 36.4% of
Ukrainians are ready to join some form of organized action against corruption. Respondents
give the biggest support (12.6%) to reporting to the mass media or making statements in social media
to reveal dishonest civil servant behavior. Every 10th citizen reported readiness to participate in
meetings and public protests, support anti-corruption NGOs, sign local petitions or report corruption
cases to law enforcement bodies. The actual level of anti-corruption engagement reported by
respondents is 11.5%, which means there is a potential for increasing anti-corruption citizen
engagement. Individuals whose families have personally experienced corruption over the past 12
months show more readiness to join anti-corruption actions than the general public (45.6%.)

While corruption continues to be perceived as among Ukraine’s top three problems, citizens
regard political corruption of the highest echelons to be the most serious problem: When rating
the importance of different types of corruption, 92.5% of respondents regarded it as a very serious or
rather serious issue. Everyday corruption that respondents themselves may encounter in their daily
lives is seen as a less serious problem (81.6% of respondents named it a very serious or rather serious
problem). Corruption in business is estimated as very or rather serious by 72.4% of respondents.

While the general perception of the corruption level did not change much since 2015, people’s
certainty about corrupt authorities has increased significantly over the past three years. The Rada,
President and Cabinet of Ministers all deemed more corrupt — by a percentage points increase of 12
to 20 compared to 2015. Moreover, citizens see a lack of willingness to tackle the issue by these
institutions of national governance. Instead, on the government side, people see the greatest
willingness to overcome corruption in new specialized anti-corruption bodies (16% of respondents
see good intentions of the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, the National Agency on
Corruption Prevention and the Specialized Anti-Corruption Prosecutor’s Office). On the non-
government side, numbers are much higher: A lot of respondents see a willingness to overcome
corruption among ordinary people (72.7%), mass media (47.3%) and NGOs (41.9%). In
contrast, the barriers to people’s participation in anti-corruption activities is lack of trust in achieving
positive changes in the situation through such actions (71.8% of respondents), lack of guarantees
protecting personal safety of participants (70.9%), distrust in the government handling anti-corruption
(deterring 68.3% of people) and two thirds (66.4%) reported the lack information about civic actions
against corruption.

This executive summary provides an oversight of the key findings for Ukraine in relation to
each of the broader research themes addressed in the survey.

The USAID/ENGAGE Anti-Corruption Poll was commissioned by Pact in the framework of
the Enhance Non-Governmental Actors and Grassroots Engagement (ENGAGE) project of USAID,
implemented by Pact!. This large-scale pan-Ukrainian survey of public opinion on corruption in
Ukraine is aimed at monitoring perception of and experience with corruption in Ukraine since 2007.

The purpose of USAID/ENGAGE is to increase citizen awareness of and engagement in civic activities at the national,
regional, and local levels.



This research employed the methodology applied in similar periodical studies conducted between
2007 and 2015 under earlier USAID projects.

The survey was carried out in July—August 2018 and covered 10,169 respondents. The
theoretical sample error of the survey is 1%. The sample formed for the survey is representative for
the adult (aged 18 and older) population of Ukraine as a whole and for every oblast of Ukraine. The
survey was conducted using random multistage sampling with quota selection at the last stage.

The Kyiv International Institute of Sociology conducted all fieldwork and data processing for
the survey.

Overview of Findings

Changes in corruption perception

e Most Ukrainian residents are convinced that corruption is common in Ukrainian society: nearly
two thirds (65.5%) think it is very common, 21.2% think it is rather common (giving it 4 out of
5 points), 9.2% say it is not very common (2-3 out of 5 points), and only 1.1% believe there is
no corruption in Ukraine at all. Respondents’ evaluation of corruption levels remains the same
as in 2015: From 1 to 5 (where 1 stands for ‘not common at all” and 5 means ‘very common’),
the general corruption prevalence was rated 4.52 and 4.53 in 2015 and 2018, respectively.

e People think that the most corrupt are the court system (62.2% believe it is very widespread
there), health care services (rated as very corrupt by 55.0% of respondents), and the prosecutor’s
office (54.3%). However, in respondents’ opinion, the level of corruption in everyday life has
slightly decreased. Compared to 2015, there is a decrease in corruption perception indices of 13
out of 19 sectors, in particular, higher education (the proportion of people assessing it as very
corrupt has gone down from 47% in 2015 to 38% in 2018), the prosecutor’s office (from 62.4%
to 54.3%), tax services (from 47.2% to 41.6%), and real estate registrars (from 38.7% to 33.4%).

e Unlike corruption perception in sectors where citizens directly interact with the government,
people’s conviction about corrupt authorities has increased significantly over the past three years:
73.2% are certain that corruption is very widespread in Verkhovna Rada (12.6 percentage points
more than in 2015), 67.6% believe that corruption is very widespread in the Cabinet of Ministers
(12.8 percentage points more than in 2015), and 66.1% say that the President and his
Administration are very corrupt (19.7 percentage points more than in 2015).

Changes in corruption experiences

e According to respondents’ perception, 41.5% households have experienced corruption
encounters over the past 12 months, where 30.6% reflects respondents’ personal experiences and
10.9% shows their family members’ experiences. Overall, 53.1% of respondents experienced no
corruption. During 2011 survey, 60.1% of respondents mentioned that they or their family
members faced corruption by the government (the list of alternatives in the 2015 survey was
slightly different).

e People who most often experience corruption cases themselves are those aged 30 to 45, with
higher levels of education and financial well-being.

e Overall, considering any forms of corruption (bribe extortion, voluntary bribing and the use of
personal connections), respondents’ experiences show that the most corrupt sectors are higher
education (some form of corruption was encountered by 61.8% of people who have dealt with it
over the past 12 months), getting permissions from government authorities (corruption
encounters happened to 56.7% of respondents when they tried to receive services there),
licensing at automobile registration and traffic service centers (54.3%), health care services
(53.2%), the judicial system (52.1%), seeking employment with state institutions (51.3%), and
the National Police (51.3%). The lowest corruption incidence is in the sector related to applying
for and receiving unemployment aid or other social benefits (15.1%).

e Compared to 2015, corruption experiences in different sectors remain nearly as common, with
the exception of the health care sector, where we can trace a decrease in corruption behavior.
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In the long run, we can note growing corruption incidences in the judicial system, land
privatization, ownership and use, real estate registration or privatization — due to increasing bribe
requests in these sectors. At the same time, corruption is slightly decreasing in dealing with
government authorities for business regulation, receiving state-subsidized housing, installation
or repairs of utilities for communal services or connection, and applying for or receiving
unemployment aid and other social benefits (including pensions, subsidies, etc.).
Near-corruption practices in the health care system, which were assessed separately, continue to
be high, but the is also cause for cautious optimism in comparison with previous years. The
proportion of people who encountered corruption or corruption-related practices (buying
medicines or medical instruments to visit a doctor; ‘donating’ to hospital/medical office funds;
having to provide free services or make unofficial payments in hospitals or polyclinics) has
decreased from 88.1% in 2015 to 79.2% in 2018.

Corruption as a policy issue
Corruption is perceived as one of the top three concern of citizens. The vast majority (93.7%) of
Ukrainians see it among the main problems of the country: 75.7% deem it to be very serious and
18% view it as rather serious issue. Citizens put high living costs combined with low salaries
(95.8%) and worries about the military conflict in the east of Ukraine (93.9%) amongst the three
key problems.
When rating the importance of different corruption types, 73.2% of respondents regarded the
highest level political corruption to be a very serious issue and 19.3% took it as rather serious
(92.5% in total). Everyday corruption that respondents themselves may encounter in their daily
lives is seen as a less serious problem (53.3% of respondents named it a very serious problem
and 28.3% said it was rather serious; 81.6% in total). Corruption in business is estimated as very
serious by 47.4% of respondents and rated as rather serious by 25%.
The majority of people think that a lack of adequate punishment for corruption (80.1% of
respondents) and dishonesty of politicians and public officials (58.1%) are the causes of
corruption. People’s habit of solving issues in corrupt ways was mentioned as a cause by 39.6%
of respondents.
The majority of respondents consider punishment to be the most effective anti-corruption
remedy: to guarantee inevitable criminal punishment for corruption (58.4% mentioned it among
the first three options, of which 23.9% named it as the first choice), to abolish MP immunity in
the Ukrainian parliament (56.2% mentioned it among the first three options, of which 29.0%
named it as the first choice) and to lay off civil servants with a further ban on holding a similar
public office (53.0% mentioned it among the first three options, of which 12.2% named it as the
first choice).

Attitudes to government and non-government actors

Ukrainians still place the greatest responsibility for combating corruption on the national
government institutions. Most respondents believe the President (63.0%), Verkhovna Rada
(41.7%) and the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine (37.7%) to be mainly responsible for addressing
corruption in the country.

The share of people who place responsibility for anti-corruption actions on the public is 10.6%
(in the preceding research rounds, it grew from 15.8% in 2007 to 18% in 2011 and 24% in 2015).
The highest levels of civil responsibility are characteristic of younger age groups (under 45) and
people who have attended higher education.

Very few people see a willingness to address corruption by the national government: 6% see it
in the President of Ukraine, 4.9% in the Cabinet of Ministers and 4.1% in Verkhovna Rada.
Though this number did not exceed 12% even in 2015, figures for each of the highest bodies of
power have shown a statistically significant decrease. Instead, on the government side, people
see the greatest willingness to overcome corruption in new specialized anti-corruption bodies
(16% of respondents see good intentions of the National Anti-Corruption Bureau of Ukraine, the
National Agency on Corruption Prevention and the Specialized Anti-Corruption Prosecutor’s
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Office). On the non-government side, numbers are much higher: A lot of respondents see a
willingness to overcome corruption among ordinary people (72.7%), mass media (47.3%) and
NGOs (41.9%). Willingness among the business community to overcome corruption was
mentioned by 22.5% of respondents.

Fighting against corruption

e Less than half of respondents (46.8%) believe that public influence can help decrease corruption
in the country. Another 9.8% are convinced that the one thing people can do is abstain from
offering and giving bribes to civil servants. And 34.8% believe that the public has no influence
on corruption levels in the country.

e Readiness to join organized anti-corruption actions is stated by 36.4% of respondents.
Respondents give the biggest support (12.6%) to reporting to mass media or making statements
in social media to reveal dishonest civil servant behavior. Individuals whose families have
personally encountered corruption over the past 12 months show more readiness to join actions
aimed at curbing corruption (any of those suggested in the survey) than the general public, and
the difference is statistically significant.

e Feeling that such activity directly concerns themselves or their family (69.3%) and guaranteed
safety (61.5%) are the most motivating factors when it comes to participating in counter-
corruption actions. Another important factor is perceived collectivism: Compassion to corruption
victims can motivate 56.8% of respondents, and another 54.1% are ready to join their relatives
or friends in such actions.

e The most essential barriers to people’s participation in anti-corruption activities is a lack of trust
in positive changes to the situation through such actions (demotivating 71.8% of respondents), a
lack of guarantees of personal safety for participants (70.9%), distrust in the government
handling anti-corruption (deterring 68.3% of people). 66.4% are not informed of how to join.

e Anti-corruption experience was confirmed by 11.5% of respondents. The prevailing activities
are statements revealing corruption encounters made in the media and on social networks — just
as in the question about efficiency of public action against corruption and people’s readiness to
join it (4.2%). Anti-corruption activism involving petitions to the government is also becoming
a rather popular civil activity tool, used by 3.6% of respondents during the year preceding the
survey.

This press-release was prepared by Pact as part of the USAID/ENGAGE activity,
which is funded by the United States Agency for International Development (USAID). The
content of this press-release is the sole responsibility of Pact and its implementing
partners and does not necessary reflect the views of USAID or the United States
Government.
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CORRUPTION IN UKRAINE

perception, experience, attitudes

ANALYSIS OF NATIONWIDE SURVEYS 2015 - 2018

SURVEY DESCRIPTION

Key facts:

= Polling agency: Kyiv International Institute of Sociology

= Population: adults (218y.0.) from all over Ukraine and Kyiv city (except uncontrolled territories)
= Survey method: face-to-face interview

» Sampling: multistage random sample with quota selection at the last stage

» Margin of error: £1.5%

I 2 S R

Fieldworks Feb 21 - Mar 21 Feb 19 - Mar 24 Mar 18- Apr 30 Aug 15 - Sep 17 Jul 3-Aug 1t
Sample 10 580 10 577 10639 10173 10 169
Unique features

* Representative for each of 24 oblasts*, the city of Kyiv, and for the whole of Ukraine
= Sample size allows to study corruption experience in particular sectors
= Comparable methodology allows to track changes from 2007

areas of Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts
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s ISSUES FOR DISCUSSION

promise.

1. Attitude to problem of corruption

2. Attitudes to government & non-government actors

3. Changes in perception of corruption level

4.Corruption experience

5. Citizens anti-corruption activism

«CORRUPTION» PERCEIVED AS POLITICAL CORRUPTION

How serious are the following problems in Ukraine today? (very serious + serious)

v I
High cost of living and low salaries | ELEED
I - oo I

Miitary action in the Donbas region

Grand and political
I - - I

corruption

C BEm
I - I
¢ 5o
I o - I
p—— [P
N BEy

High cost and low quality of public sarvices

st and lo services

Crime

Unfairness in the system of justice

Uncontrolled government

se

-
Orug evuse N 553
Corruption a
Excossive barsavcracy TN 53.0% [ OTTUPLION 3t oy 0, o, I
everyday level
I co.4- I
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% Corruption in
\business - -

Loss of control of Crimea

IMPUNITY IS THE PROBLEM - INEVITABILITY OF PUNISHMENT IS THE SOLUTION

Which of the following measure are likely to be most

What are the three main causes of corruptionin Ukraine? R A SO 2 :
effective in fighting and preventing corruption?

No adequate punishment for .
9 P Ensure that criminal responsibility

for corruption is inevitable

Dishonesty of politicians and ’ ,
: vy F.l 58.1% Remove Immunity from Rada
public officials A g
deputies

58.4%

corruption

Citizen habits to solve their Remove corrupt officials from their

problems using corruption public offices and ban them f

including bribery viorking in public office in future

Define the authorities and

_
Absence of clear proceduresin bl ¢
g responsibilities of government
governmental (nstitutions, m Sp v & N
_

officials dlearly and improve internal

excessive bureaucracy
Y corruption controls in government

=
Improve citizen legal literacy  20.8%
e

Low level of public awareness
about procedures and rulesin
governmental (nstitutions
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ORS RESPONBILE FOR FIGHTING CORRUPTION ARE NOT WILLING TO

Who is responsible for overcoming corruptionin Ukraine? Who is willing to overcome corruption in Ukraine?
(willing very much + rather willing)

63.0% . Focident and his Administration 6.0%
43.6% I \(orkhovna Rada of Ukraine 4.1%
30.4% I [ ahinet of Ministers of Ukraine 4.9%
3.9% m. Local self-government 10.9%
2.7% | Qblast government 5.3%
19.8% S ational Anti-Corruption Bureau 16.5%
15.2% I Judicial (court) system 4.0%
15.2% SN Special ACProsecutor’s Office 16.0%
14.6% I Prosecutor’s of fice 4.5%
11.5%0 — MAPC 16.3%
10.4% EEEEEEE  Secwity Service of Ukraine 11.2%
5.4% National Police B.4%
10.6% E— Ordinary citizens 72.7%,
1L7% m Mass media 47.3%
1.3% W Mon-governmental organizations 41.9%
1.0% 1 Business community 22.5%

ONLY NABU AND SSU ENJOY POSITIVE DYNAMICS OF TRUST

Local self-government

(city/hromada) _ Security Service of Ukraine

Oblast government

President and his
Administration

Prosecutor”

_
National Anti-Carruption Bureau -
|3.3%

Cabinet of Ministers of

Ukraine

Judicial (court) system
4%
Verkhovna Rada of E
Ukraine
o E 2015 =208

Q: Towhat extent do you trust [NAME OF THE INSTITUTION]? {completely trust + rather trust)

CITIZENS' ROLE IN ANTI-CORRUPTION IS SEEN AS RATHER PASSIVE

Ordinary citizens are responsible for
overcoming corruption in Ukraine

Can the publicinfluence the reduction of corruption by
doing the following?

No, the public can not influence the

25.00%
< 24.0% reduction of corruption
20.00%
Not offering or refusing to pay bribes
18.0%
o 15.8%
5.00% Reporting corruption to the media
including sacial media
108%
10.00%
Reporting corruption cases to law
enforcement authorities and NAPC
5.00%
Participating in discussions or
commenting on draft laws,
regulations or policies
0.00% 2 L
2007 201 2015 2018 0% 20%
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PERCEPTION: CORRUPTION HAS SOMEWHAT INCREASED

638%  655%
Gose Share of people who believe
corruption is widespread in
Ukraine, has somewhat INCREASED
40%
2015 2018

~+—Corruption is very common in Ukraine

PERCEPTION: CORRUPTION INCREASED THROUGHOUT POLITICAL INSTITUTIONS

How widespread s corruption in the following levels of government?
(% of «verywidespread»responses)

I - - I

Werkhovna Rada of Ukraine
60.6%

Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine
5480

President andbis Administrotion TN 5 -~ I

46.4%

7%
Oblast government

42.3% m 2018

2015

I -+ I

Local self-government {city /hromada/village/settlement)
34.3%
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PERCEPTION: THROUGHOUT PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION, CORRUPTION HAS SOMEWHAT DECREASED

How widespread is the corruption in the [name of the field]?
(% of «very widespread» responses, top 5 institutions)

Court system
66.0%

0%
Healthcare

cE 0%

3%
Prosecutors'office

62.4%

w2018

il

6% 2015
53.0%

MuTHHUA

tratrat . 45.1%
Land privatization, ewnership, and use

45.2%

FAMILIES OF 41.5% OF THE RESPONDENTS FACED CORRUPTION DURING THE LAST YEAR

Have you or your family members directly Share of thase who faced corruption - personally of
faced corruption during the last 12 months ? family members
80%
Difficult to
say/ Yes, | faced 70% 67.0%
it

Refused
s.4ouml

personally Boas

306%
50%
1.5%
40%
30%
209
members Not me, but
faceit my family 10%
53.1% members
facedit .
10.9% 2007 2009 20n 2018

CHANGES IN HEA

SECTOR WILL DRAG GENER

ORRUPTION EXPERIENCE BECAUSE OF VOLUME

Share of respondents that contacted with different state sectors

R sissspeenminemmesmer. RELICIIT summm———————"
Unemployment ald and other social aid (pensions, etc.) [N 25.2% I
Schools administration and teachers [N 21.7% I

Utilities installation or repairment (phone, gas, electricity or water 16.3%
F & Y

Universities and thelr educators | o... [l
Cepaicnl yenrpy MBC (oTpumanna Boaificbkix npas, peecTpadyid, Mool
, 2%
TexornAa asTomobina)
Hauonanska noniyis (skmosaoyn natpynoHy nonigio) [§8.6% Il
IprBarniauin, BONOAINHA T3 KOPUCTYBAHHA 3eme |5,3°/°
Peecrpauin abo npusatmzauia of'exrie nepyxomoct (GyanHrm,

14.7%

KBapTHPH)
OTpumarHA pi3HKUX 4038018 B OpraHax Bnaaw (Bkn4aoNm 4038 Ha

63 2%
Gyalamuyreo) 14.2%

Q: Over the past 12 months, have you or your family member dealt with government authorities or with any of the state institutions?
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HEALTH CARE: SHARE OF THOSE FORCED TO PAY FOR SERVICES DECREASED BY 10

T buy medicines or devices before To deliver money into "charitable” funds To provide free services or pay
going to doctor or hospital of the hospital, cabinet, or other funds unofficially {outside of the cash desk) in
hospitals or policlinics in exchange of
medical service

23.8%

Yes - | was forced Yes — | was Forced
34.8%
. . 14.9% -
¥es = | did it on my owm Yes - | did it on my own es = | did it on my own
22.4% 13.8%

m2018
2015

5% 63% 0%

No - but I was forced [3 > Mo - but | was forced [ 3 No = but | was forced [4 N
2.7% 4.5% 6%

Mo = and nobody forced
me

Mo = and nobody forced
me

Mo = and nobody forced
me

Q. Please tell me whether you or your family members did the followingin order toreceive medical services? - % of those who applied forstate
medicine institutions in the past 12 months

SECTORS WHERE MOST CORRUPTION IS REPORTED ARE NOT THOSE WHERE MOST CONTACTS OCCUR

Sectors where corruption is most reported (9% of those wha contacted the sector in 12 months)

Universities and their educators TR . :-: I - o7

58 6%

Different governmental permits (including building permit) I ¢ 7 I n=422

56.5%

MIA Service Centers (drivers licences, auto registration or technical | EEEG__—— N - I n=g40

chedkup)
Healthcore I N EEEE - - n=6491
Court system _433;;::].%_ n=332
2018 2015

B.0% 2008 A0.0% BO0

Qi Was abribe {in the form of a gift, Faver, service or maney) requested from you or your family member?
Q: Didl you or your Family member offer abribe (gift, favor, service or money) to obtainthe services?

Q:Did you, your family member use personal connections or favoritism to obtain the service from the government autharity?

IN ZAKARPATSKA OBLAST, KYIV AND RIVNE OBLAST MORE THAN HALF

OF UKRAINIANS EXPERIENCED CORRUPTION

96.3%| I
6 o rrrl
65 11111

I A47.2% 45.3% 46.2% 44 4% 42 49 42,00 41.7% 412% 411% 39,59 39.4%

> > X

> 2 > 2
R RO IR &
W o P F P
M ¢S &
&N o W &
2/ Q +& %»° &
mmm Yes, myself or my family members faced corruption personally w—YRDAIHE
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EXPERIENCE OF CORRUPTION IS MORE COMMON FOR PEOPLE AGED 30-45, Wi
EDUCATION AND BETTER FINANCIAL

HIGHER
DITION

Personal experience with corruption, by age groups Personal experience with corruption, by type of
settlement
30.8% 329% 277%
. . 23.5%
18-20 years 45-59years 50 years and older Rural
Personal experience with corruption, by level of Personal experience with corruption, by family’s
education financial condition

38.9% 37.5% o
- 30.5% 338%
01% 227% 27.2% il

Eler ¢ Highschool  High school oe University

graduate

dlothes and we can
some amount deferred

ANTI-CORRUPTION ACTIVITIES: 36,5% ARE READY TO JOIN AND 11,5% REPORTED PARTICIPATING

Readiness and actual participationin AC activities

AC activities include:

60.0%
+ participating (n discussions on draft laws,
regulations or policies
+ Initiating and signing petitions
405 + reporting corruption to the media, including social
media
+ appealing to MPs
20.0% + reporting corruption cases to law enforcement
authorities and NAPC
= + filing complaints about corruption with
5% govermnment agencies in which it was observed
0.0%

+ participating (n meetings and public protests
@ Those ready to participate in AC activities + supporting anti-corruption NGOs and civic
m Those who done any of AC activities Initiatives

REPO!

G CORRUPTION TO MEDIA IS THE MOST POPULAR AC ACTIVITY

Readiness and actual participationin AC activities

Reporting corruption to the media, mcluding social media, to attract 4.2%
srenton e 26 I
2.2%

Participating in meetings and public protests

g T —
Supporting anti-corruption NGOs and civic initiatives and participatingin | 1.9%
their activities 8.8% _
Initiating and signing petitions to local, regional and national-level 36%

sovemen oo« I

Reporting corruption cases to law enforcement authorities (NABU, police) | 1.8%
and NAPC a5+ [

= Done during the last 12months m Ready to participate
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GER AGE, CORRUPTION EXPERIENCE, HIGHER EDUCATION AND HIGHER INCOME ARE THE BEST
EDICTORS FOR PARTICIPATING IN AC ACTIVITIES

Readiness and actual participation in AC activities,

Readiness and actual participation in AC actlvities,
by age

by corruption experlence
415% 35 cop .

45.6%
26.8% 305%
17.0%
13.0% 1.0% gg59% . hidd 7.5%
Il ™= e

Ready to participate in AC activitles Done any of AC

attvitles Ready ipate i AC activitles Dono any of AC 3

1844 B45-59 w60+ u Me or my family members faced corruption personally

= No, neither me nor my family members face it

Readiness and actual participation in AC activities, by Readiness and actual participation in AC activities, by
education

57.6% income
45.5%
" 6.9%
- 327% 296% i
2 15.7% s 199%
68% 97% 79% 9%
= W [
Ready to participate In AC activitios Dono any of AC ativitles

Done any of AC ot

mWe do not have enough meney even for food

m Elementary

' High school/specialized w We have enough money for food, butit is difficult to buy clothes/ enough money for

food and cloth
University undergraduate/graduate {

0 buy some expensive things/

g we want

LINKS TO PERSONAL INTEREST MOTIVATES AC ACTIVITY,

WHILE SECURITY CONCERNS AND DESPAIR DISCOURAGES IT

Factors that motivate engagement in AC

Factors that discourage engagementin AC activities
activities

Feeling that it directly concerns my

Lack of feeling that it can change something 71.8%
interests or interests of my Family

Security guarantees for you and your Feeling of physical insecurity for yourselfand %
Family, ensuring your anonymity yaur farnily 9

Compassion to peaple who face Lack of trust to autharities, including
certain problem 56.8% anticorruption authorities 68.3%

Q: What can motivate you to engage into anticorruption activities?

Q: What can discourage you from engaging into anticorruption activities®
=% of “very motivating" and “rather motivating” responses

= % of “very discouraging” and “rather discouraging" responses
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