PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN AMALGAMATING
AND TERRITORIAL DEVELOPMENT OF COMMUNITY

RESULTS OF INTER-REGIONAL RESEARCH

THE RESEARCH WAS CONDUCTED - #™) Associnion
BY EXPERTS OF ASSOCIATION FOR ) seLrorcmuzaTion
COMMUNITY SELF-ORGANIZATION ™%
ASSISTANCE AND ODESSA
INSTITUTE OF SOCIAL ~_& opessa
TECHNOLOGIES WITH e
PARTICIPATION OF REGIONAL TECHNOLOGIES
PARTNER ORGANIZATIONS AND
SUPPORTED BY THE

FOUNDATION

uLY - L W
SEPTEMBER é A
2016 v

COMMUNITIES: =
B AMALGAMATED

PLAN TO AMALGAMATE

[ FIRST ATTEMPTS WERE
ABORTIVELY

THERE WERE RESEARCHED
CONDITIONS, CREATED BY PUBLIC AUTHORITIES FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

USING MECHANISMS OF POWER-PUBLIC INTERACTION DURING THE FORMATION OF
COMMUNITIES

INFORMING ABOUT REFORM AND PUBLIC ACTIVITY

EXPERT POLL: 597 RESPONDENTS FROM GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC AWARENESS
SEMI-STRUCTURED DEPTH INTERVIEW: Eg INTERVIEWED

ANALYSIS OF LOCAL NORMATIVE LEGAL ACTS: KINDS

ANALYSIS OF WEB SITES AND PUBLICATIONS IN THE LOCAL MEDIA: 7“ SOURCES

CONDITIONS CREATED BY AUTHORITIES FOR PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

AMALGAMATED .
COMMUNITY
REGULATIONS

REGULATIONS FOR REGULATION SOCIAL-ECONOMIC STATUTE OF
EXECUTIVE BODIES ABOUT STAROSTA DEVELOPMENT AMALGAMATED
OF AC'S COUNCILS. (VILLAGE MAYOR) STRATEGY OF AC COMMUNITY (AC)

BALTSKA CITY AC HAS PROGRAMME OF DEVELOPMENT 0 OF ANALYZED STATUTES OF AC CONTAIN THE
OF CIVIL SOCIETY POSSIBILITY OF ADVISORY POLLS

INFORMING OF COMMUNITY RESIDENTS ABOUT THE REFORM

AT FIRST INFORMATION REQUEST RESPONSED
oNLY ABouT 2/3 commuNITIES

onLy 30% oF AC HAVE THEIR OWN SITES. BUT MOST
OF THEM DO NOT HAVE ALL ADOPTED NORMATIVE
ACTS ONIT

REGIONAL COUNCILS AND ADMINISTRATIONS DO
NOT USE THE FULL POTENTIAL OF OFFICIAL
NEWSPAPERS FOR REFORM

SOURCES OF INFORMATION RECEIVING:

HEAD OF COMMUNITY 18.7%

41% OF GOVERNMENT
REPRESENTATIVES
BELIEVE THAT RESIDENTS OF THEIR
COMMUNITIES ARE INSUFFICIENTLY

INFORMED REFORM

LOCAL DEPUTIES 59,29%

meoia  36,6%
37,2% SUFFICIENTLY

INFORMED ABOUT THE REFORM™

«FOR» AND AGAINST» AMALGAMATION

44,5% COMMUNITY

RESIDENTS ARE AGAINST,
AMALGAMATION

57%

RESIDENTS
ARE INTERESTED IN
AMALGAMATION WITH
OTHER COMMUNITIES?

MAIN ARGUMENTS
«FOR» AMALGAMATION:

£} MORE POWERFUL BUDGET
L} IMPROVEMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES

£} MORE AFFLUENT COMMUNITY

1: ACCORDING TO THE RESULTS OF EXPERTS POLL

2: ACCORDING TO THE RESULTS OF INTERVIEW WITH REPRESENTATIVES OF GOVERNMENT



INTERACTION BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC DURING AC’S FORMATION

THE MAIN INITIATORS OF AMALGAMATION OF TERRITORIAL COMMUNITIES:

[ e

- COMMUNITY MEMBERS THROUGH LOCAL INITIATIVES

87%

INTERVIEWEES
CONFIRMED THAT
PROSPECTS OF
AMALGAMATION
WERE DISCUSSED WITH
NEIGHBORING
COMMUNITIES

FCOMMUNITY
DISCUSSIONS ABOUT
AMAGLAMATION OF
TERRITORIAL COMMUNITIES
HELD ENOUGH
ACTIVELY *

18.8%

49 % RESPONDENTS REPORTED
THAT REGIONAL STATE
ADMINISTRATION ATTRACTED
COMMUNITY MEMBERS

TO THE DISCUSSION OF
LONG-TERM PLAN

39% OF GOVERNMENT REPRESENTATIVES NOTED THAT THERE

WERE NO PROBLEMS WITH RESIDENTS PARTICIPATON IN

THE MAIN PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED DURING THE
AMALGAMATION OF COMMUNITIES:*

Q IMPERFECTION OF LEGISLATIVE BASE - lu'ﬁ%
Q RELUCTANCE, RESISTANCE OF DISTRICT AUTHORITIES - 5,4%
a REMOTENESS FROM CENTER AND MAIN
BUDGET INSTITUTIONS - 5.5%
a PEOPLE'’S INDIFFERENCE, PASSIVITY - 3,7%
Q LACK OF INFORMATION - 3,2%

THE INTEREST OF THE PARTIES IN CODPERATION

42,4%

OF GOVERNMENT
REPRESENTATIVES
BELIEVE THAT LOCAL
COUNCIL CONSTANTLY
CONSULTS
WITH RESIDENTS

33,3%

PUBLIC EXPERTS
BELIEVE THAT RESIDENTS
ARE INTERESTED IN
PARTICIPATION IN
DECISION MAKING
PROCESSES

57%

OF GOVERNMENT
REPRESENTATIVES
ICONSIDER CONSTRUCTIVE AND;

25% RESPONDENTS

CONSIDER CITIZENS
PARTICIPATION IN REFORM

NECESSARY CONSULTATIONS NONPRODUCTIVE?
OF COMMUNITY RESIDENTS, go/
O PARTIALLY
AMALGAMATION EFFICIENT

FORMS OF COOPERATION

4;% BELIEVE THAT IN

VILLAGES MOST EFFECTIVE
FORMS OF DIALOGUE BETWEEN
AUTHORITIES AND RESIDENTS ARE
GENERAL MEETINGS
AND PUBLIC HEARINGS?

zg% BELIEVE THAT SUCH

FORMS ARE ROUNDTABLES,
THEMATIC TALKS

EH% INTERVIEWED REPRESENTATIVES
OF LOCAL AUTHORITIES NOTED THAT
IN THEIR COMMUNITIES WERE
NOT CREATED AND
WOULD NOT CREATE
SELF-ORGANIZATION BODIES

54,9% INTERVIEWED EXPERTS BELIEVE THAT
DURING ALLOCATION OF FUNDS WERE TAKEN INTO
ACCOUNT INTERESTS OF PERIPHERAL VILLAGES AND THEIR
COMMUNITIES

THEIR INTERESTS WERE TAKEN INTO
ACCOUNT THROUGH:

DEPUTIES

MEETING OF RESIDENTS
OF PERIPHERAL COMMUNITIES

RESEARCH OF
PUBLIC OPINION 24%

48%
36,9%

ASSESSING THE IMPACT OF REFORM

71.5% QUALITY AND AVAILABILITY OF SERVICES PROVIDED IN COMMUNITY WERE
67.8% BUDGET OF AMALGAMATED TERRITORIAL COM

60,4% ADDITIONAL FUNDS ARE WIDEL
96,7% ADDITIONAL FUNDS




