Activities report

My work as IPF fellow was focused on collecting data for research and policy paper, analyzing the information gathered, and writing the papers.

Regarding the data collection, the most important part was field work in three Bulgarian sites, one village, a small town, and Sofia. The village, presented in my report as Trud, and the town, presented as Sreden (the names were changed to preserve the anonimity of the informants) were selected following two main criteria – a public scandal, past, running, or under construction, and accessibility of the field, because in order to have a good access to a variety of social actors and to establish a relation of mutual confidence with them, I had to be properly introduced by people trusted by the local communities. These conditions were met by Trud and Sreden. The specific topic, a public scandal, largely facilitated the field work and the interviewed and the focus groups were eager to discuss it. The same could be said about Sofia. Regular extensive interviews were held with 28 people from Trud, Sreden, and Sofia, short interviews with local people were used when a specific detail needed clarification, while the contrasted points of view were discussed in focus groups. Besides the field work in local communities, I did interviews with local NGOs, interested in anticorruption activities. These interviews were really useful for better understanding the needs of the local NGOs, and for learnig what type of arguments would be most appreciated and taken most seriously by the potential users of my texts. Last but not least, I would like to thank Daniel Smilov and Ivan Krastev for their help to get oriented in the extensive literature on corruption.

Regarding the interpretation of the data, my main task was to analyse the common characterististics of the public scandal as a process, and the networks or steering committees which were able to launch and maintain it. A list of the common characteristics of the succesful public scandals and the failed ones, might be useful for NGOs looking for a specific issue which might mobilize public support for their anticorruption actvities. The analysis of networks or steering committees initiating a public scandal, or failing to do so despite their efforts, might be useful for institutions looking for a local partner in their efforts to combat corruption.

As far as the writing of the policy paper itself is concerned, it presented specific difficulties, because it was my first exercise of this type. Despite the heroic efforts of my mentors and IPF trainers, the final product still remains in mid-way between a narrative report, research article and policy paper.   

