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1. BoBep

OBOj [OOKYMEHT TIM COAPXW pe3yntatute o4 WUCTpaxyBaheTo 3a
pacnpegenbata 1 UCKOPUCTEHOCTA Ha CpeAcTBaTa 3a 34pYyXeHujata of ONWTUHUTE
on OyyetckaTta ctaBka — TpaHcgep oo HBO op onwtuHcknte Byetn 3a 2012 wn
2013 rogunHa Bo 15 onwTtnHM Bo Penybnvka MakegoHuja: LTun, KapbuHuu, KovaHn,
YewwnHoBo — O6neweBo, KnyeBo (3aegHO co npugageHute onwtuHM 3ajac,
Ocniomej, dpyroso u BpaHewTunua), MNnacHuua, MakegoHckn bpog, debap, Masposo
— Poctywa, UeHTap XKyna, Ctpyra, butona, Moruna, Hosaun n emup Xucap).

LlenTa Ha oBaa aHanusa e Ja ce Harnacu (hakToT [eka OApXIMBOCTa Ha
3Opy)XeHujaTa U TpaHCNapeHTHOCTa U OTYETHOCTa BO TPOLLEHETO Ha jaBHUTE Mapw
Of cTpaHa Ha 3gpyeHujata He Tpeba, egHOCTaBHO, Oa Ce OCTaBu Ha BofjaTa Ha
fioKanHuTe BnacTu.

OBOj OOKYMEHT ro apryMeHTupa NOBPLUHMOT MpUCTan Ha foKamnHuTe BrnacTy
BO NNaHnpameTo 1 pacnpeaenbarta Ha cpeacTBa 3a floKanHuTe 3a4pyKeHuja.

Bo aHanusaTta ce wnaeHTMdwuKyBaHu ronem 6poj npawawa BO BpcKa CO
cocTojbata co cdmHaHcuckute u dyyetckute npaktnkm Ha EJNIC 3a pacnpegenda Ha
cpefcTBa 3a 34pyXeHujata Kom moxar ga ce nogobpar.



2. MeToaoJioruja

Bo nepuwopot jaHyapu-mapt 2014 roguHa, dPoHpaumjata 3a pas3Boj Ha
nokanHata 3aegHuua — LWtmn, LeHTapoT 3a ogpxnue pasBoj Ha 3aegHuuata —
Hebap, LleHTapoT 3a pa3Boj Ha 3aegHuuata — KnyeBo u MnaguHCKUMOT KynTypeH
ueHtap — bwutona, cobupaa nogatouuM 3a yTBpAyBawe Ha coctojbarta co
duHaHcucknTe n byuetckute npakTnkn Ha EJIC 3a pacnpenen6a Ha cpeacTtBa 3a
agpyxeHujata 3a 2012 roguHa u 2013 roguHa Bo 15" onwTuHM Bo Peny6nuka
Makeponuja: WTtun, Kap6uHum, Kovann, YewnHoBo — O6neweso, Knyeso (3aegHo
co npugapeHute onwTtuHu 3ajac, Ocnomej, Opyroso, BparewTnua)?, MnacHuua,
MakegoHckn bpog, [ebap, Masposo — Poctywa, LeHtap XKyna, Ctpyra, butona,
Moruna, Hosauu, Jemnp Xucap.

N360poT Ha ONWTMHUTE € HanpaBeH crnopen OCHOBHUTE KapakTEPUCTUKM Ha
ONWTUHUTE: PEervoH, ronemuHa, ypbaHu/pypanHu M eTHUYKaTa 3acTaneHoCcT Ha
HaceneHueTo.

Bo uetupute pernonn (LLUtun, Knyepo, [Oebap n Butona) cobupameTto Ha

nogarouuTe ro crnposedyBaa 4 rnokanHuW KoopAuHaTOpuW, crnoped MNpPeTXOA4HO
M3roTBEH MNpawanHuKk Ha gedwHMpaHn npawawa W yTBpAeH nnaH 3a
nMnnemMeHTaumja.
CobuvpareTo Ha nogaTounTe ce OABMBALLE NPEKY KOHTAKTW CO rpagoHadvanHuuuTte,
cpeabu co BpaboTeHMTe BO agMuHUCTpauumjaTa 3agofmkeHu 3a copaboTka co
30pyXeHuja u oggeneHunjata 3a duHaHcMparwe M OyueT U npaBHO-HOPMATMBHU
pabotun. MNMogatouute ce cobupaa v Npeky yBug BO AOKYMEHTUTE Ha OMNWTUHUTE
(byLeT n 3aBpLIHa cmeTka) cnoped 3akoHOT 3a crobogeH npuctan 40 UHopmaLmm
O[] jaBeH KapakTep, NPeKy KOPUCTEHE Ha 3aKOHCKMN AedrHupaHnTe Gapatra.

Co uen ga ce ytBpau coctojdoata Ha PUHAHCUCKUTE U OyLIeTCKUTE NMPaKTUKK
Ha onwTuHWTe 3a pacnpegenba Ha cpeacTBaTa, kako W 3a ga ce yTtBpaaT
npeauMssBuunTe BO npouenypute, AobveHuTe nogaTounm ce opHecyBaaT Ha
nraHnpaHun n TpaHcepupaHm cpeacTea of cTaBkaTa TpaHcdepu 40 3apyXKeHunja of
ONWTUHCKNTE OyLIeTM Kako M MPOLEHTOT Ha CpeacTBaTa KoM Ce MnaHuMpaHu W
TpaHcdeprpaHn BO OQHOC Ha BKYNMHWOT ByLIET NO OMNWTKMHKU; NpoceYHaTa BUCUHA Ha
AodeneHnTe CpeacTBa Ha 3gpyXeHujaTa, HaYMHOT Ha pacnpegenba Ha cpeacTearta
(jaBEH KOHKYpC, NULLIAHM KpUTEPUYMN); 0bnacTuTe Ha AenyBake Ha 34pyXeHujaTa.

MopaToumute®, cobpaHn oA ONWTUHWUTE, ce AUCTPUBYMpaHW [0 NOKamHW
3apyxeHunja og vYetnpute permonun (LLTun, Knueso, [ebap n butona). KomeHntapure,
3aKny4oumTe 1 NpenopakiTe of 3apyeHunjata ce MHKOPNopupaHn BO OKYMEHTOT.

1O,£I,H0CH0 19 onwTuHK, co npupageHuTe onwTtuHKM 3ajac, Ocnomej, OpyroBo u BpaHewTuua BO
pernmoHot Knueso.

2 MNopgatoumTe 3a OnwTtnHKUTE 3ajac, Ocnomej, Apyroso, BpaHewTnua ce ogHecysaat 3a 2012 rogmHa n
jaHyapwu-anpun 2013 roanHa, 04HOCHO 40 HUBHOTO NpUcoeamHyBarbe KOH Knyeso.

3 JetanHn nopatouM 3a onwTuMHWUTE ce npe3eHTUpaHu BO [punosute 1 M 2 BO pamMKM Ha
nyb6aunkaunjaTa.



3. AHa/IM3a

Op nopatouuTte, npe3eHTUpaHM BO oOBaa nybnukauuja, € BUONMBO Aeka
ONWITUHNTE TOAUIHO OylleTnpaaTt cpencTtBa BO cTaBkata TpaHcdep oo HBO on
onwTUHCKNOT GyyeT. MeryToa, NnocToM pasnuka nomery niaHupaHuTe CpeacTtsa u
peanHuTe TpaHcepn [o 3apyxeHunjata (Tabena 6p.5). Oa ykaxyBa Aeka
ONwWTUHUTE OBaa BbylleTCcKa CTaBKa ja YyBaaT Kako OCUrypyBaH€e CO KOe Cce NokpuBaaT
Apyrm Tpowouu u npu npBuoT pebanaHc Ha OyLIeTOT OBaa CTaBKka cekoraw ce
HamanyBa.

MopatokoT geka nomanky og 1% oa OyleToT Ha ONWTUHUTE OndaTeHn co
aHanusata e TpaHcdepupaH Ha 3OpyXeHuja, NoKaxyBa [eka WHTepecoT Ha
ONWTUHUTE 3a copaboTka CO 34pyXeHujaTa OKOMy BaXHW Mpawana, Kou ce
ogHecyBaaT Ha nogobpyBare Ha yCrnoBUTE 3a XXMBOT BO OMWTMHATA, CE yLUTE He €
Ha 3a40BONMTENHO HWBO W 3ApYXeHujaTa He ce KaTeropmsvpaaT Kako 3HauvajHu
aKkTepu 1 4ONropoYHM NapTHEPU BO MPOLLECOT Ha pas3BojoT Ha 3aedHuLaTa of cTpaHa
Ha EanHuMumMTe Ha nokanHaTa camoynpasa.

Bo 2013 roavHa onwTtnHUTE TpaHcdepupane noManky cpeacrsa Ha
3gpyxeHujata, oTkonky Bo 2012 rogmHa (Tabena 6p.4). Oa ce noBp3yBa CO
OApPXKyBakeTO Ha nokanHute u3dopu Bo 2013, 0AHOCHO NMPOMEHa BO COCTaBOT Ha
n3bpaHMTe COBETHULUM W rpagoHayYanHUUM Ha KOM OuYMrnefHo noaaplikata 3a
30pyXeHunjata of OnTUHCKMOT BylleT He UM € NPUopUTET, HUTY, NaK, NPean3BUK 3a
3roniemyBarb€e Ha CTaBkaTta M yHanpegyBawe Ha copaboTkarta Co rpafaHCKMOT CEKTop
BO 3aegHuuaTa.

MopaTokoT Aeka npocevyHaTa BWCUMHA Ha FpaHTOBUTE Of OMNWTUMHUTE 3a
34pyxeHunja ce asmxun Bo nHtepsan og 10 000,00 go 50 000,00 MK[ (Ta6ena 6p.6)
noKaxkyBa [JeKa ONnwTUHUTE AodenyBaaTt CpeAcTBa 3a noaapLluka Ha 3apyKeHujaTa 3a
KpaTKOPOYHWN aKTUBHOCTU UNW NoAaapLUKa 3a OA4ApPeAeH HacTaH unu akuuja n Hemaat
cTpaTeLlka onpegenda 3a gonropoyvHa copaboTka.

Hajronem 6poj Ha rpaHToBM O OMNWTMHCKMTE OyLeTM nmma JoOeneHo Ha
30pyXeHunja kon genysaaT Bo obnacrta Ha Kyntyparta MU yMeTHOCTa, AeMokpaTujaTta u
YOBEKOBMTE MpaBa Kako M nogaplika 3a ornepaTMBHM TPOLLOUM Ha 3OpyXeHujaTa
(Tabena 6p.7). Camo 4 onwTMHM HanpaBurne TpaHcdep OO0 34pYXKEeHuja of apyru
CTaBKM BO OMWTUHCKMOT OyleT. BkynHnot usHoc (Bo 2012 u 2013) Ha cute
TpaHcepn on apyrn ctaeBkum usHecysa 502 135,00 MKO. Merytoa, Bo HuedHa
OMNWTUHA He MOCTOM TpaHcdep Ha HaAMNeXHOCTU of onwTuHaTa A0 34pyXeHujaTa.
Mako noBekeTo ONWTUHU goaenyBaart cpeactea of ctaBkata TpaHcdep go HBO 3a
NOKpUBaH-€ Ha onepaTUBHM TPOLLUOLIM Ha 34PY>KEHMja Ko aenyBaaT JIoKanHo 1 ce co
cneumdmnyHM Lenn n 3agadn, cenak HeEmMa HajaBa 3a pa3BuBaH-€ Ha METOJ0Mornja 3a
TpaHcdep Ha HaANEeXHOCTH.

Bo ogHoc Ha npouenypuTe n BOCNOCTaBEHNTE MEXAHU3MM BP3 OCHOBA Ha Kowu
ce pogenysa oMHaHCUCKaTa NOAAPLUKA Ha 3OpyXeHujaTa o4 OnWTUHCKMOT ByueT 3a
noaapLuka Ha 3aapyxeHnuja, og 19* onwTvHM camo 6 onwWTUHKM M pacnpenenysaaTt
cpeacTBaTa npeky jaBeH koHkypc (Tabena 6p.1). OctaHaTuTe onwTuHU paboTtaT Ha
NPMHUMNOT CO NoAHecyBawe Ha Gapawe of CcTpaHa Ha 34pyxeHue n 6e3 ogpeaeHu
Kputepnymmn 3a pacnpegenta CoBeToT goHecyBa oanyka. Co nogaTtokoT geka camo
7 ONWTMHM MMaaT pas3BMEHO KpuUTepuymmn 3a pacnpegenba Ha cpeactsa 3a
noagpLuka Ha 34pyXeHuja o4 OnwTMHCKMOT ByleT e BUAnuBO aeka pacnpegenbarta
Ha cpeacTBata reHepanHo e HeTpaHcnapeHTHa. VictoBpemMeHo, nogatouuTte
nokaxyesaaT M [Jeka BO 4 OnwTuHM, 34pyXeHuwjata Kou pobune cpenctsa oA
onwTuHcknTe OGyyetn, cdopmanHo HemaaT obBpcka [a AocTaBaT uM3BewTaun 3a

4 LWTnn, KapbuHum, KoyaHu, YewmnHoso-O6neweso, Knueso (3aeaHo co npuganeHnTe onwtuHM 3ajac,
Ocnomej, Apyroeo u BpaHewTunua), MnacHuua, MakegoHckn bpog, [Oebap, MaspoBo-Poctywia,
UeHTtap *yna, Ctpyra, butona, Moruna, Hogauun u Jemup Xucap.



noTpoweHuTe cpeactaa. OBa nokaxysa Aeka AobpuTe NpPakTUKK 3a 3ronemMyBakbe Ha
TpaHCNapeHTHOCTA N OTYETHOCTA Ha ONWTUHUTE Npu pacnpenenda Ha cpeacTea 3a
nogaplka Ha 3gpyXeHujaTa He ce YCBOeHM BO MNoBeke of MonoBuHata of
OMNLITUHUTE KON Ce BKITyYeHWN BO aHanusara.

Pasnukute Bo paboTata u npakcata noMery pasnnyHuTe OnWTUHU NOKaxXyBa
HeJOCTaTOK Ha €AWHCTBEH, OAHOCHO CTapeLLKO-MAaHCKU npuctan KoH pasBojoT U
OLPXMMBOCTA Ha 3A4pYyXeHujaTa of CTpaHa Ha floKanHuTe BNacTu.

Cnopeg nogatouuTe, 3Ha4yaeH gen og craekata TpaHcdep go HBO, og
ONWTUHCKNTE ByLIeTM e TpaHcdepupaH Ha JNoKanHW cCrnopTcku knybosu. Ha Bakos
Ha4uH, jaBHOCTa AobmBa norpellHa crnvka 3a U3HOCOT Ha cpeacTBa KOM peariHo ce
TpaHcepupaaT a0 34pyXeHnjaTa, Koj 3Ha4YnTeTHO € noMars BO O4HOC Ha U3HOCOT CO
KOj ce noaap>kyBaaT NoKanHUTE CrOpPTCKN KiybGoBu.

Bo ogHoc Ha pasnukata Mmery ypbaHu 1 pypanHu onwTUHWU, OCBEH Toa LUTO
BKyneH Opoj pypanHuM oOnwTuvHM AojenysaaTt noman 6poj Ha rpaHTOBW, HO CO
norosiemMa BUCKHA, He NOCTOjaT BUAMNMBM U FONeMM pasfinkm BO OOHOC Ha MPOLEHTOT
Ha TpaHcdepupaHu cpeacTBa 3a NOAAPLUKA Ha 34pYXXeHuja of ONWTUHCKMOT ByLleT,
HWUTY, Nak, BO npoueaypuTe 3a pacnpegenta Ha ucture.

KomeHTapute n peakumuTte oA 3apyXeHuja on YyetupuTte permonu (Ltumn,
Butona, Kudeso u [lebap) 3a nogatoumTe of aHanu3aTa reHepanHo ce ogHecyBaaT
Ha cymaTta BO cTaBkata TpaHcdep go HBO Bo onwTtmHcknte GyLetu, ocobeHo
nopagn daktot geka Taa Bo 2013 rogMHa BO MNOBEKETO OMWTWMHM € HamareHa.
30pyxeHnjaTa cmeTaaTt Aeka ONWTUHUTE He Ce 3anHTEepecrpaHn 3a OCTBapyBake Ha
[ONropoyHa, edekTMBHa copaboTka CO rparaHCKMOT CeKkTop M 3atoa byueTckaTa
CTaBKka € HamarieHa.

Opyra 3abenewka Ha 3gpyxeHujata e admpmaumjata Ha OMNWTUHUTE KOH
HeKou 3OpyXeHuja Kon gobuBaart cpencTBa o OMWTUHCKMOT ByLeT, a NokanHo ce
oKapaKTepuanpaHn Kako 34pyXeHuja co YfieHoBM co naptucka onpegeneHoct. Oea,
noBp3aHO CO HeTpaHCMapeHTHOCTa Ha pacnpegenbata Ha cpeacTtBaTa oA
OyueTtckata crtaBka TpaHcdep go HBO, nperctaByBa cepuo3eH npeausBuK 3a
HaAYMHOT Ha TPOLUEHETO Ha rparaHCKNTE Napu 04 CTpaHa Ha ONWTUHUTE.

30pyXeHnjaTa pearupaaT u 3a camarta ctaska TpaHcdep go HBO kojawwTo BO
HEKOM OMWTWUHM € NpeTCcTaBeHa Co BKyNHa cyma BO OyLIeTOT, OAHOCHO BO ucTtaTa ce
BMETHATU U cpedcTBaTa 3a nogaplika Ha CnopTcku knyboBu 1M Ap. CO WTO ce AaBa
norpeliHa cfnvka 3a cymaTa nfaHupaHa 3a noggplika Ha 3gpyxeHuja. Bo Hekoun
onTUHM® OBaa CTaBKa e pasferieHa, co LUTO jaCHO e onpeaeneHo KoMKy CpeacTsa
ce NnaHupaHn 1 NOTPOLLEHM 3a NogapLUKa Ha 3apYyXeHuja, a KONKy 3a ApYyru Lenu.

34pyxeHujaTa KOMEHTUpaaT 1 3a 3HaeHETO, UCKYCTBOTO U ekcnepTm3aTta Ha
YNEeHOBUTE Ha 34pY)KeHujaTa KoM He ce BO LLeNOCT UM BOOMLUTO HE CE MCKOPUCTEHM
oL, NpeTCTaBHUUMTE Ha NOKanHWTe BnacTu BO CUTe CeKTopu U oaaenexuvja. Mako
HeKou 3gpyxeHuja umaart notnuwaHo MemopaHoym 3a copaboTka CO OMWITUHUTE,
cenak BpaboTeHWTe BO OMWITUHUTE, YNEHOBUTE HA OMLWITUHCKATE COBETU W
rpagoHavYanHuUnUTE He M UCKOPUCTYBaaT pecypcuTe Ha 34pyXeHujaTa.

> Kunueso, 3ajac, Ocnomej, Apyroso, MakeaoHcku bpoga.



4. Copao6orkara co EauHuuuTre Ha JIOKAJIHUTE
CaMOYIPaBU BO TEKOT HA UCTPAKyBabETO

- Bo KnueBcknoT pernoH, npouecoT Ha cobupare Ha nogatouute noTpebHu 3a
aHanmMsata Cce peanu3vpalle Cco OTBOpeHa W KBanuTeTHa copaboTka co
npetctaBHuunte o cute onwTtuHu (Kudeso, B3ajac, Ocnowmej, [Opyroso,
BpaHewTunua, MNMnacHuua, MakegoHcku bpog).

- Bo LLUTMNckmoT permoH, npouecoT Ha npubupawe Ha NogaToum ce peanvavpalle co
OTBOpEHa U KBanuteTHa copaboTka Co NpPeTCTaBHULMTE Ha onwTuHUTEe KapbuHum,
YewmnHoBo-Obneweso n KovaHun, gogeka Bo onwTtuHa WTtun, n nokpaj Hanopute aa
ce pobujat noTpebHuTe MHGOpPMauun npeky cpeadu u yBMA BO OOKYMEHTWU, ce
poctaBn n Gapamwe cnopen 3akOHOT 3a crnobogeH npuctan Ao uHdopmaumn o
jaBeH kapaKTep npeky Koe ce gocTaBuja 6apaHuTe nogatouum.

- Bo [1e6GapckmoT pernoH, NnpouecoT Ha cobmpake Ha nogaTouun ce peanuampalle co
OTBOpeHa W kBanuTeTHa copabotka co onwTtuHute Lentap XKyna u Crpyra.
MpouecoT Ha cobuparwe Ha nogatoum BO onwTuHa [ebap ce peanuaupawe co
penymHa copabotka. [logatoumte kom ©Gea p[ocTaBeHM oOf OnwTMHaTa ce
HEenoOTMNOSHN.

MpeTcTaBHmMumTe of onwTtnHa MaBpoBo — PocTylle BOONWTO He copaboTyBaa un He
M goctaBuja NoTpedHMTE nogaTouu.

- Bo ButoncknmoT pervoH, npouecoT Ha npubuparwe Ha nogaTouuTe NOoTpebHM 3a
aHanuMsata ce peanu3vpalle Cco OTBOpeHa W KBanuTeTHa copaboTka co
npeTcraBHuumMTEe of onwTtuHute HoBaum n Oemunp Xucap. Bo onwtmHa Moruna ce
Joctaeu 6apawe cnopepf 3akoHOT 3a crnobofeH npuctan 4o MHgopmauumn of jaBeH
KapaKkTep Ha KoellTo ce JocTaBuja NOTNOMNHN nogaTouum.

MpouecoT Ha npubupawe Ha nogatoum Bo onwTtuHa butona ce peanuaupalle co
ogpeneHn npeamssmun. W nokpaj Toa WTO ce goctaBu Gapare cnopen 3akoHOT 3a
cnobogeH npuctan Ao UHgopmaumm, ce fobuja HENOTNONMHU MHAOPMALUUKN KON ce
oAHecyBaaT Ha npawanata 3a 2013. Kako npumynHa e HaBedeHo Aeka M3eelwTajoT
3a (oMHaHCMCKa noadpluika Ha 34pyXeHuja Ha rparaHy of OyLeToT Ha OonwTuHa
Butona 3a 2013 e BO noaroToBka U He € yCBOEH of cTpaHa Ha CoBeTOT Ha
onwrTtmnHata. Bo gonncoT e HaBeaeHo geka ke ro objaBaT MO HErOBOTO YCBOjyBaH-€
LUTO € M peariHa NpakTuka Ha onwTuHa buTtona.



10.

5. [Ipenopaku

[a ce 3ronemu n3HOCOT Ha OyueTckaTa CTaBka - TpaHcdepu OO0 3OpyXeHuja BO
O[HOC Ha BKYMHWOT ByLIeT Ha onwTMHaTa Kako HeOnxo4eH YeKop 3a yHanpeayBahe
Ha copaboTkaTta mery onwTuUHUTE 1 3gpyxeHujaTta. Hajmanky 1% oa BkynHWOT ByLeT
Ha onwTMHaTa Aa 6uae nnaHupaH 3a nogapLIKa Ha 3apyXeHuja.

Bo npouecoT Ha nnaHupawe Ha OyLeToT, ocobeHO 3a cTaBkaTa TpaHcdep OO
30pyXeHuja ga ce peanuaupaaTt KOHCYNTaTMBHM cpeabu cO npeTCcTaBHUUM Ha
34pyXKeHuja.

BocnoctaByBatbe Ha nporpama 3a (MHaHCMpawe Ha 3ApYXeHujaTa Co jacHo
yTBPAEHW NPUOPUTETU Of CTPAHA Ha OMLUTUHUTE.

PasrpaHuyyBarke Ha cpegctBata HaMeHeTU 3a 3OpyXeHuja o4 cpeacreata Ha
OnwITMHaTa HaMeHETU 3a JTIoKarnHM CNopTCKM kryboBKn, 0QHOCHO ByLIETOT 3a CTaBkaTa
- TpaHcdep A0 3OpyXeHuja ga ce ocnoboam on cpeacTBata HaMeEHETUM 3a
fioKanHuTe CropTCKM KNyboBm 1 UCTUTE Aa ce noaapKyBaat npeky Apyra cTaBka.

PasBnBame Ha jacHa meTogororvja 3a pacnpegenda Ha cpeacTea o OMWTUHCKMOT
OyueT 3a nogdplka Ha 34pyXeHuja, OAHOCHO pasBMBakbe Ha KpUTEpUymn u
npouenypv 3a yHanpegyBawe Ha MNpakTUKUTE 3a [oAenyBawe Ha UHAHCUCKM
cpefcTBa Ha 3gpyXeHujaTa o4 CTpaHa Ha OnWTUHUTE.

lMoaroToBka Ha NpaBUNHWK 3a (PUHAHCMpare Ha 3ApYXeHuja Koj Ke Mma jacHu
KpuTepuymMn 3a [oCTaByBake Ha MNPOEKTHU wuaeu U HUBHO UHAHCMpame
(BKIy4YyBajkm rm obpacumTe 3a Npennosn N Ha4YMH Ha NogHECYyBaHE U3BELUTAN).

- OBa ke goBefde [0 3roneMyBake Ha OOPXIMBOCTA Ha 34pyxeHuwjata. BoegHo,
AONrOpoYHO Ke ce noaobpu nNpouecoT Ha eBanyauuvja, MOHUTOPUHT U U3BECTYBame
3a CnpoBedeHNTE NPOEKTU N aKTUBHOCTU Ha 3ApYXeHujaTta of CTpaHa Ha fnokanHuTe
camoynpaBu u Ke ce o06e3begn noroniema TpPaHCNAPEHTHOCT U OTYETHOCT BO
TPOLLEHETO Ha jaBHUTE napu, Kako M Ha QYHKUMOHanHocTa BO paboTata Ha
onwTUHUTE.

OnwTnHnTe ga objaByBaaT jaBeH NOBMK 3a JOCTaByBake Ha bapana (npeasior naew,
NporpamMckM akTMBHOCTW, WHULUMjATUBM W 3aeAHWMYKM akuuu) 3a NoAApLuKa Ha
30pyXeHMWja of OMWTUMHCKMOT ByLleT.

Bo Komucuute 3a pacnpenenba Ha cpefctBa 3a noAadpluka Ha 3apyXeHuja of
onwTUHCKUTe ByLieTn fa buaat BKIy4YeHn 1 NpeTCcTaBHULM Of 34pYXXeHujaTa.

PasBuBatbe Ha MeTofonorvja 3a TpaHcdep Ha HaanexHoctTn on EavHuumte Ha
nokanHaTta camoyrnpaBsa Ha 34py)KeHujaTa.

MoTpe6HO e onwTWHWTEe Ja MMaaT BOCMOCTABEHa UM PEAOBHO axypupaHa Gasa Ha
noaaToLM 3a CMTE OpraHM3aLuy KoM akTUBHO [ejCTBYBaaT BO OMNLITUHUTE.



6. lonostHUTE/THU UHPOPpMALUUA

- Mprmepok Ha NpalanHMKOT No Koj ce npubupaa nogartouunte
- Mpunor 1 n 2 — [letanHn nogatouu 3a OnwTUHUTE

IIPAIIIAJIHUK 3A EJIC
OnwTtnHa
PakoBoguTen Ha cekTop/ogaeneHue:
MpawanHMKOT ro NOMOHMUI:
KoHTakT: Ten , e-Mmaun

1. Janu onwTuHaTa uM3aBojyBa (PMHAHCUCKM cpencTBa oA CBOjOT OyueT 3a
noaAapLUKa Ha foKanHu 3gpyxeHuja?

Ja He

2. Konky cpenctBa oa OyleTOT Ha onwiTMHaTa ce NflaHUpaHU 3a AUPEKTHa
chuHaHCcMCKa noaAapLUKA Ha NIOKaslHU 3apYyXeHuja?

loguHa MK roguiuHo % o4 roguHNoT ByLIeT Ha oNwTMHaTa

2012 rognHa

2013 rognHa

3. KO.HKy cpeancTtea oa 6yueTOT Ha BallaTta onuTuHa ce Tpch¢>epMpaHM 3a
AVNPEKTHa d)VIHaHCVICKa nogapukKa Ha NnoKasniHu 3p,py)KeHMja?

logmHa MK[ roguiuHo Bpoj Ha 3gpykeHunja kom gobune cpeacTea

2012 rognHa

2013 rognHa

3 a) [lokonky He cTe TpaHccepupane, o6jacHeTe ja npu4nHara.

4. Konky cpenctBa ce TpaHcdepupaHu Ha NOKarnHU 3ApyXeHuja on apyrute
CTaBKu?

loguHa MK[ roguiuHo HasuB Ha 3gpyxeHuja kon gobune
cpefcTea

2012 rogmHa

2013 rognHa

4 a) [lokonKy He cTe TpacHdepupane, objacHeTe ja npMinHarTa.

10



5. 3apyxeHuja 3a Kom onwTuHata obesbeaunal/TpaHccepupana cpeacrea?

lognHa Hasus Ha 3gpyxeHue | HasuB Ha MKO
NPOEKT/akTUBHOCT

2012

rogvHa

2013

roguvHa

6. Janu cpepcTBaTa HameHeTUM 3a rpafaHCKUMTe opraHusauuu ce gopenyBaatT
npeky jaBeH KOHKypc/ ornac?

Ha He

7. Danu nmaTte NuwaHM KpUTepMyMu 3a pacnpegenta Ha cpeacTBaTa HaMeHeTH
3a nopapLiKa Ha rpafaHCKUTe opraHusauumn?

Ha He
8. [Nanu rparaHCKuMTe OopraHusauMuM Ha KOMLUTO UM ce AoferieHn cpencTBa
MMaaT obBpcKa fa focTaBaT U3BeLWTaj?

Ja He

Ookonky e ogrosopoT JA

9. Konky naTtm Bo TeKOT Ha peanusaumjaTta MmaaT o6BpCcKa Aa gocraByBaaTr
um3BewTaj?
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IIpuior 1

1. HauuH Ha pacnpegen6a Ha cpeacTBaTa Oof ONWTUHCKUTE OyLleTU 3a NogAapLUKa Ha 3apyXxeHuja n doHaauum

Tabena 6p. 1

WTun OnwTuHaTta roguiHo nNnaHnpa UHaHCUCKU cpeacTBa 3a nogaplika Ha 34pyXeHuja of onwTuHckuoT Byyet. CpeacrteaTta ce
JoJenyBaaT NpeKy jaBeH KOHKYpPC CO pa3BUEHM KpUTEpUyMHM 3a pacnpegenba.
3apyxeHujaTa, ko umaat 4oOMEeHO cpeAcTBa of OMNWTUHCKUOT OyLeT, umaat obBpcka Aa goctaBaTt (OMHaANeH HapaTUBEH U
(PUHAHCMCKN N3BELUTAj, MO 3aBPLUYBAHETO HA MPOEKTHUTE aKTMBHOCTMU.

Kap6uHuu OnwTuHaTa rogmwHo nnaHvMpa (OUHAHCKUCKN CPeACcTBa 3a NoaApLuka Ha 3[4ApYyXeHuja ofd onwTuHckMoT Byuet. Cpeacrteara ce
JoJenyBaaTt Mnpeky jaBeH KOHKypC 6e3 pasBueHu KpuTepuymy 3a pacnpegenba. Ho, nopagu Henoctoewe Ha akTUBHU
30pYyKEeHuja BO onwTMHaTa, cpeacTeaTta He ce pacnpegernysaar.

Ko4yaHu OnwTuHaTta rogmwHo nnadvpa (OUHAHCKMCKN CPeacTBa 3a noaapluka Ha 34pyxeHuja og onwTtuHckMoT Byuet. Cpegcrteara ce
Aojenysaat npeky jaBeH KOHKYPC CO pasBUEeHU KpuTepuymmn 3a pacnpegenba.
3apyxeHujaTa, kon umaat gobmeHo cpeacTsa of OnNWTUHCKUOT ByleT, umaaT obBpcka Aa goctaBaTt (PUHANEH HapaTUBEH U
(PUHAHCMCKMN N3BELUTAj, MO 3aBPLUYBAHETO HA MPOEKTHUTE aKTUBHOCTMU.

YewmHoBoO- OnwTuHaTa rogmwHo nnaHmMpa (OUHAHCUCKU CpeacTBa 3a noaapLuka Ha 3apyxeHuja ogd onwTtuHckMoT Byuet. Cpegcrteara ce

O6neweBo Aofenysaar Npeky jaBeH KOHKYPC CO pa3BUEHU KpUTepuyMmn 3a pacnpegenba.
3opyxeHujaTa, KoM umaaTt obMeHO cpeacTBa Of OMWTMHCKMOT OyLleT, mmaaT ob6Bpcka Aa gocTaBaTt roguilleH HapaTMBEH U
PUHAHCMCKMN U3BELUTA].

KvnyeBo OnwTtnHute Kuveso, 3ajac, Ocnomej u [IpyroBo rogulHO nnaHmpaat UHaHCUCKM CpeacTBa 3a noaapLuka Ha 3apyXeHuja o

(3ajac, onwTuHckmTe Oyyetn.Cpeacreata kou ce AofenyBaaTt of OMWTMHCKMOT OyLleT Ha 3A4pyXeHujaTa He ce JodernyBaaTt npeky

Ocnowmej, jaBEeH KOHKYpPC, HUTY CMOpPeS pPa3BUEHN KpUTEPUYMMU.

OpyroBo, OnwTuHata BpaHewTnua He nnaHupa, HUTY TpaHcdepupa (UHAHCUCKM CpeAcTBa 3a noggpluka Ha 3OpyxeHuja of

BpaHewTnua) OMLTMHCKMOT ByLIeT.
Bo onwtuHa Ocrnomej cpepctsata ce pacnpegernyBaaTt crnoped MNpaBWUiHUK WM 34pYyXeHujata ce obBp3aHu ga pocrasat
3aBpLUEH M3BeLUTa;.
Bo onwTtmnHa KuueBo, Bo 2012 roguHa, Oaparata of 34pyXeHujaTa rM pasrnegyBa M npenopadyBa 3a (PUHAHCUpare
KomucujaTa 3a dpmHaHcum m 6ylet. Bo 2013 rognHa, cnopea passueH npaBuIiHWK, rpagoHavanHukoT npenopadvysa go CosetoT
KOMKY W Ha Kou 3apyxeHuja ke buaat gogeneHu cpenctsa of onwTuHckuot Byuet. CpegcreaTta ce pacnpegenyBaHun Bp3
OCHoBa Ha bapata of 34pyXeHujaTta.

MnacHuua OnwTrHaTa roguHo He nNnaHupa pMHaHCUCKM CpeAcTBa 3a NOAAPLUKA Ha 3ApYKeHWja o ONWTUHCKMOT OyLleT.

MakenoHcku Bpoa

OnwTuHaTa roaviiHo nnaHupa UHAHCUCKU CpeAcTBa 3a noaaplika Ha 34pyKeHuja of onwTUMHCKUOT ByleT. CpeacTeaTta He
ce [JofenysBaaT MNpeKy jaBeH KOHKYpC, HUTY ce pacnpefernlyBaaT crnopel pasBWEeHU KpuTepuymu 3a pacnpefenta.
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pagoHayYanHUKOT Ha OMwTUHA e OBnacTeH co oanlyka Ha CoBeToT Aa oAnydyyBa 3a cuTe Gaparsa KoM NpUCTUrHyBaaT Oo
CoBeToT oA NpaBHM U OU3NYKU NMLA, a ce of NoMana MHaHcKMCcKa KOHCTpyKUuMja. 34pyXKeHujaTa, ko gobune cpencTsa o
onwTUHCKMOT BylleT cnopef Gaparbata Kou MM nogHecyBaaT Ao OMNWTMHaTa 3a AodenyBare Ha CpedcTBa, MMaaT obBpcka aa
JocTaBaT HapaTuBeH U (OUHAHCUCKU U3BELLTaj, HO 3Apy)XeHujaTa He JocTaByBaaT U3BeLlaTw.

Deb6ap

OnwTuHaTa roamwHo nraHupa UHAHCUCKU CPeACTBa 3a noaaplika Ha 34pyKeHuja of onwTUHCKMOT ByleT. CpeacTeaTta He
ce pacnpegesnyBaaT NpeKy jaBeH KOHKYpC, HO Cropes nuLlaHn Kputepuymu. 3apykeHujaTa, kou gobune hmHaHCUCKn cpeacTea
o[ OMNWTUHCKMOT ByLieT, HemaaT 06Bpcka 4a 4OCTaBaT M3BELUTa].

MaBpoBo-PocTywie

Hewma nopgatoum.

LleHTap XXyna

OnwTuHaTta rogmwHo nnaHmpa UHaHCMCKN CPeACcTBa 3a NoAaAdpLUKa Ha 3OpyKeHuja of onwTuHCKuoT ByueT. Cpeacreata He
ce pacnpefenyBaaT NpPeKy jaBeH KOHKYpPC, HO CMopea pasBuMEHU KpuTepuymu. 3OpyxeHujata, ko gobune UHaHCUCKK
CpeAcTBa oA ONWTUHCKMOT BylieT, HeMaaT obBpcKa Ja gocTaBaT U3BELTa).

Ctpyra

OnwTtnHaTta roguwwHo nnaHupa pUHaHCUCKM CpeacTBa 3a nogapllka Ha 3OpyXeHuja o4 onwTMHCKMOT ByueT. Cpeacrteata ce
pacnpefenyBaaTt NpeKky jaBeH KOHKYpC, Cnopea pa3BueHu KputepuyMmn. 3apyeHunjaTta, kon gobune douHaHCUCKU cpeacTea of,
OMLITUHCKMOT OyLleT, nmaaTt obBpcka Aa AOCTaBaT rogulleH HapaTUBeEH U (DUHAHCUCKM M3BELUTaj MO 3aBpLUYBaH-ETO Ha
NPOEKTHNTE aKTUBHOCTW.

Butona

OnwTuHaTa rogmiliHo nnaHupa UHAHCUCKX CpeacTBa 3a NoAapluka Ha 3ApY)KeHWja oA onwTUHCKMOT ByleT. CpeacteaTa ce
pacnpefenyBaaT npeky jaBeH KOHKYpPC, Crope/ pasBueHn Kputepmymn. 3apyxeHujaTta, ko gobvne duHaHCUMCKU cpeacTsa of
OMWTUHCKMOT OyLieT, nmaaT obBpcka Aa [ocTaBaT roaulleH HapaTUBeH M (OUHAHCUCKU M3BELUTaj MO 3aBpLUYBaHETO Ha
MPOEKTHWUTE aKTUBHOCTM.

Moruna

OnwTuHaTa roauwHo nraHupa UHAHCUCKU CPeACcTBa 3a noaapluka Ha 34pyKeHuja of onwTUMHCKMOT OyleT. CpeacTeaTta He
ce pacnpefenyBaaT MpeKy jaBeH KOHKYpC, HO CrMOped pasBUMEHW KpuTepuyMu. 3apyKeHujaTa, Kou Jobwune dUHaAHCUCKM
CpeacTBa of OMNWTMHCKMOT GyLieT, maaT obBpcka Aa 4OCTaBaT rogulleH HapaTMBeH U (PMHAHCUCKU M3BELLTA].

HoBauu

OnwTuHaTa rogmwHo nnaHmpa UHaHCMCKN CPeACcTBa 3a NoAAdpLUKa Ha 34pyKeHuja of onwTuHCKuoT ByueT. Cpeacreata He
ce pacnpegenyBaart Npeky jaBeH KOHKYpC 1 He MOCTojaT paBueHu Kputepmymmn 3a pacnpegenba Ha cpegcreaTta.

3apyxeHunjaTa, kon gobune puHaHCUCKM cpeacTBa of ONWTUHCKMOT BylleT, umaaT obBpcka Aa JocTaBaT roAulleH HapaTuBeH
1N (PUHAHCUCKN N3BELLTA].

HDemunp Xucap

OnwTtuHaTa roaviiHo nnaHupa MUHAHCUCKU CPeAcTBa 3a noaaplika Ha 34pyKeHuja of onwTUHCKUOT ByueT. CpeacTearta He
ce pacnpegfenyBaart npeky jaBeH KOHKYPC, U He NOCTojaT paBUeEHN KpUTepUyMu 3a pacnpenenba Ha cpefcTeara.
3opyxeHujaTa, koM umaaTt gobreHo cpeacTBa oA ONWTUHCKMOT BylLieT, MMaaT o6Bpcka Aa AocTaBaT HapaTUBEH U (PUHAHCUCKU
M3BeLLTaj No 3aBpLUYBaHETO HA NPOEKTHUTE aKTUBHOCTMU.
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2. KBaHTMTaTUBHM NoAaToLM 04 UCTPaXKyBaH€TO

o KonkaB npoueHT o4 BKYNMHUOT 6y|,|eT Ha OonNwTUHUTE € NNaHUpaH 3a aKTUBHOCTHU
Ha 3apyXeHuja?

Tabena6p.2 | 0-1% 1,01 - 2% 2,01 -3% 3,01 -4% 4,01% -<
2012 13 1 1
2013 13 1 1

- Bo 2012 roguwHa, Hajronem nNpoueHT OA BKYMHWOT OyueT nnaHupaH 3a noggplika Ha
3gpyxeHunja uma onwtmHa Mormna co 3,14%, a pogeka HajMan MpOouUEeHT OnWTuHaTa
MakepoHckn bpoa co 0,04% o BKYMHMOT ONWWTUHCKM ByLleT.
- Bo 2013 rogmHa, Hajronem npoueHT oA BKYMHWOT OyLleT nnaHWpaH 3a noggpluka Ha
3gpyxeHnja uma onwtuHa Mornna co 2,54%, a pogeka HajMan MpOUEHT OnwTuHaTa
MakegoHcku Bpog co 0,04% o BKyNHUOT OMLUTUHCKM OyLIeT.

100

50 02012

0 B 2013
0-1% 0-1% 4,01-
<

Tabena 6p. 2a 0-1% 1,01 — 2% 2,01 -3% 3,01 -4% 4,01% -<
Ypb6aHu 7
OMLUTUHMU
PypanHu 6 1 1 1
ONMLUTUHMU

O Yp6aHu onwtuHU

- Ypb6aHu
ONWTUHU

B PypanHu onwTtUHM

0- 2,01 4-

3%

- Of yp6aHuTe onwTMHKU, Hajroniem MPOLEHT o4 BKYMHUOT OyLleT nnaHvpaH 3a noggpLuka Ha
3gpyxenvja mma onwtuHa Lebap co 1,22%, a pgogeka Hajvan MpouUeHT onwTMHa
MakegoHcku Bpog 0,04% o4 BKYMHMOT ONLWTUHCKK ByLleT.

- Op pypanHute OnwTUHW, HAjroflem NPOLEHT 04 BKYMHWOT OyLleT NnaHupaH 3a noagpLuka Ha
3gpyxeHujata uma onwTtuHa Moruna co 3,14%, a gogeka HajMan npoueHT 3ajac v Opyroso
co 0,07% of BKYNHUOT OMWTUHCKM OyLIeT.

- OnwTtmHute BpaHewTnuya u [lnacHMua He nnaHupaat UMHaAHCMCKAa noggplika 3a
3[pYy>XEeHMja BO OMLUTUHCKUTE ByLIEeTN.

- He noctoun Bnanuea pas3nnka nomefy pypariHn n yDGaHVI OnuwTnHM BO OAHOC Ha MNMPOLUEHTOT
Ha nnaHunpaHun cpeactsa 3a nogapLlika Ha 3D,py)KeHVIja o OMWTUHCKNOT 6yueT.
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o Konky cpencrBa ce bylieTupaHu BO cTaBKaTa 3a 3gpyxeHuja (MKO)?

Tabena 6p.3 | 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000

2012 10 3 1 1 1

2013 10 3 1 1 1

02012
2013

0-1.000.000 1.000.001- 2.000.001- 3.000.001- 5.000.000 -<
2.000.000 3.000,000 4.000.000

- Bo 2012 roguHa, HajmHOry cpeacTtea OyLieTupaHu 3a nogapLuka Ha 3gpyXeHuja og BKYMHUOT
ONWTUHCKM BylleT nma onwTtmHa Ctpyra — 5 005 000,00 MK[, a Hajmanky onwTuHaTa LieHTap
>Kyna — 40 000,00 MK[] o BKYMHMOT OMNLWTUHCKM ByLleT.

- Bo 2013 rognHa, HajmMHoOry cpenctea GyLieTupann 3a NogapLUKa Ha 34pyXXeHuja o BKYMHUOT
onwTtmMHCckM Byyet mma onwtuHa Ctpyra — 4 813 000,00 MKL, a HajManky onwTuHaTta
Opyroso — 30 000,00 MK[1 o BKYnHMOT ONLWITUHCKM ByLleT.

Tabena 6p.3a | 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000
Yp6aHu 1 3 1 1 2
OMNWTUHU
PypanHu 9
OMNWTUHU
9
8
7
6
5
: O Yp6aHu onwtuHm
i B PypanHu onwtMHU
0

0-  1.000.001 2.000.001 3.000.001 5.000.000
1.000.000 - - -<
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000

- Opg ypbaHuTe onwTrHKM, HajMHOry cpeacTBa GyleTnpaHu 3a noggpluka Ha 3apyXeHuja of
BKYMHMOT OMNWTKMHCKM Oyuet mma onwTtuHa Crtpyra - 5 005 000,00 MK, a Hajmanky
onwTtmHata Jemump Xucap — 100 000,00 MK o4 BKYMHMOT ONLWTUHCKN ByLleT.

- Of pypanHute onwTUHKU, HajMHOry cpedcTBa BylleTupaHu 3a nogapLuka Ha 3gpyKeHuja og
BKYMHWOT OMNWTUHCKN ByLieT nma onwtuHa YewmnHoso-Obneweso - 1 170 000,00 00 MKL, a
Hajmanky onwTuHata Opyroso — 30 000,00 MK o4 BKYMHUOT ONWTUHCKKN ByLleT.

- OnwtmHuTe BpaHewTnua u [MnacHuua He nnaHvpaat dUHaAHCUCKa noagpluka 3a
3[pY>XEHMja BO OMLITUHCKUTE ByLIeTw.

- Bo ctaBkaTa 3a noggpluka Ha 3pyXeHuja BO Hajronem 6poj og onwTuHUTE ce ByyeTtnpaHm
0o 1.000.000 MKL. Ho, nHTepecHo e aeka BO oBaa pamka ce aswkat 9 pypanHu OnwTuHU n
efHa ypbaHa. byyetckata pamka Ha ypbaHWTe ONwTWHM € MorofiemMa Co Toa LWTO efHa o4
onwTuHuTe Byletmpa n noseke og 5.000.000 MKA.
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o Konky cpepcrBa ce NOTpOLUEHM BO CTaBKaTa 3a 3gpyxeHuja (MKO)?

Tabena 6p.4 | 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 | 3.000.000 4.000.000
2012 11 2 1
2013 9 1 1 1
15
10
5 I 32012
. 2012 B 2013
0- 2.000.001 5.000.000
1.000.000 - -<
3.000.000

- Bo 2012 rogmHa, onwtuHa CTpyra TpaHcdepupana HajMHory dpuHaHCUCKM cpeacTtBa — 3
729 303,00 MK[1 o onwTMHCKMOT OyLleT 3a NogapLuka Ha 34pyXeHuja, a HajMarky onwTuHa
LleHTap XXyna — 12 000,00 MKL.

- Bo 2013 roamHa, onwTuHa CTpyra TpaHcdepupana HajMHory uHaHCUCKM cpeacTtBa — 2
515 485,00 MKl oa onwTUHCKWOT ByLieT 3a nogapLuka Ha 3apyxXeHuja, a HajManky onwTnHa
onwTuHa WTun — 20 000,00 MKL.

Tabena 6p.4a | 0-1.000.000 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000

Yp6aHu 4 2 1
OMWTUHU
PypanHu 6 1
OMWTUHU

6

4

2 - O yp6aHu onwtnHm

0 yp6aHy onuITuHK B pypanHu onwTUHU

0- 2.000.001 5.000.000
1.000.000 - -<
3.000.000

- Op ypbaHute onwtuHK, onwTtuHa CTpyra TpaHcdepupana HajMHory (oUHaHCUCKU CpeacTBa
— 3 729 303,00 MK oa onwTuHcknOoT OyLleT 3a moadplika Ha 3OpYyXeHwja, a HajManky
onwTuHa WTmun — 20 000,00 MKL.

- Og pypanHute onwTuHW, onwTuHa YewwuHoBo-ObnewesBo TpaHcdepupana HajMHory
duHaHcuckn cpegctea 1 017 000,00 MKO op onwTuHCKMOT OylleT 3a nogaplika Ha
34pyxeHuja, a Hajmarnky onwTuHa LleHtap XKyna — 12 000,00 MKA.

- OnwTtnHuTe KapbuHum, Opyroso, BpaHewTtuua u MNMnacHuua He TpaHcdepupane cpeacrea
Of onwTUHCKUTE BYLIETOT Ha 3apyXeHuja.

- Op craBkata TpaHcdep o HBO oa onwTuHCKMOT BylleT 3a NogapLlka Ha 34pyXeHuja BO
Hajronem ©6poj og onwTMHUTE ce noTpolienn o 1.000.000 MK,
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e KonkaB npoueHT oa OyueTupaHuTe cpeAcTBa 3a noaapluka Ha 3apyXeHuja ce
gogeneHu-TpaHcdepupaHu Ha 3gpyXeHujaTta?

Tabena 6p.5 0-30% 30,01-50% 50,01-80% | 80,01-100% 100% - <
2012 5 2 6 2 1
2013 7 0 5 2 1
7-
6
54
4
34 02012
24 m2013
1
04 v v
0-30% 30- 50- 80- 100%-
50% 80% 100 <
e KonkaBa e npoceyHaTta BUcuHa Ha rpaHTtoBuTte (MKLO)?
Tabena 6p.6 0-10.000 10.001 — 50.000 | 50.001-100.000 | 100.001- 300.001 -
300.000 <
2012 87 153 12 6 3
2013 26 61 12 5 1
200
100 | @ 2012
. 2012 W 2013
0- 10.001- 50.001- 100.001 300.001
10.000 50.000 100.000 - -<
MKA, 300.000

- Bo 2012 rogmHa, HajroneMuoT rpaHT AodeNieH of OMWwTUHCKM OyueT 3a nopaplika Ha
3gpyxeHuja usHecysa 1 125 000,00 MK o onwtuHa Ctpyra Ha LleHtapot 3a nuvua co
WHTenekTyanHa nonpeyeHocT ,lMopaka Hoea“ — CTpyra.

HajmanuoT rpaHT goaeneH oa onwTuHCKK ByLleT 3a noaapLuka Ha 3apyXeHuja n3HecyBa
3 000,00 MK[] Bo onwTtuHa HoBauu Ha noeeke 3gpy>KeHuja 3a pasnnmyHn Lenu.

- Bo 2013 roguHa, HajroneMuoT rpaHT OOAerneH o onwTuHckM OyleT 3a nopgpluka Ha
3apyxenunja nsHecysa 802 000,00 MK oa onwTturHa YewmnHoBo-ObnelweBo 3a egykaumja Ha
Jeua of npeayynnuiLHa U yYunuiiHa Bo3pact.
HajmanuoT rpaHT gogeneH oA onwTuMHCKM OyleT 3a nopapllka Ha 3apyXeHuja nsHecyBa 3
000,00 MK[] Bo onwtHa HoBauwm 3a pa3nuyHu Lenu.

Tabena 6p.6a | 0-10.000 10.001 — 50.000 | 50.001-100.000 | 100.001— 300.001 - <
MKO MKO MKO 300.000 MK MKA

Yp6aHu 61 139 15 8

OMLUTUHMU

PypanHu 53 70 15 5 4

OMLUTUHMU
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150

100 O Yp6anu onwtnHm

B PypanHu onwtuHm

Yp6aHu onwtmHn

0- 50.000 - 300.001
10.000 100.000 -<
MKZ

- Bo ypbaHuTe OnwTUHW, HAjroNnemMmnoT rpaHT AoderneH Of ONWTUHCKM ByLieT 3a nogapLuka Ha
3apyxeHunja mnsHecysa 1 125 000,00 MK Ha LeHTapoT 3a nuua co WHTenekTyanHa
nonpeyeHocT ,lopaka Hosa“ — Ctpyra.

HajmanuoT rpaHT gogeneH oA onwTuMHCKM OyleT 3a nogapluka Ha 3apyXeHuja nsHecysa 4
000,00 MK[] Bo onwTtmHa CTpyra Ha 3I ,[lemokpaTcku kny6“.

- Bo pypanHute onwTuHW, HajronemMmnoT rpaHT AoAeneH oA ONWTUHCKMOT ByLieT 3a noaapLuka
Ha 3apyxeHuja n3Hecysa 802 000,00 MK oa onwtuHa YewunHoBo-ObnelweBo 3a egykauuja
Ha geua oA npeayyYnnuviIHa U y4YMnuLHa Bo3pacrT.

HajManuoT rpaHT gogdeneH oA onwTuHCKKM BylleT 3a noggpLuka Ha 3apyxeHuja nsHecysa 3
000,00 MK[, Bo onwTnHa HoBauw 3a pasnuyHu Lenu.

- Hajronem 6poj Ha rpaHTOoBM ce popeneHu co BucuHa nomery 10.000 u 50.000 MKO.
PypanHuTe onwtuHn gogenysaat noman 6poj Ha rpaHToBM, HO CO NoronemMa BUCKHa.

e OOnacTt Ha genyBawe Ha 3ApPYXEHMja Ha KOM UM ce AoAeryieHM cpeacTBa oA
OMWTUHCKN ByLeT?

Tabena 6p.7

Pepn.6p. | O6nacTt Ha genyBake Bpoj Ha opraHu3auum
1. Kyntypa n ymeTHoOCT 45
2. [emokpaTtuja n YyoBekoBu Npasa 39
3. HApyrn 36
4, CnopT, xobu, pekpeauuja 35
5. KynTypHW pasnuyHoCcTH 30
6. Jeua, mnagu, ctygeHTu 18
7. Jlnua co noce6bHN noTpedu 17
8. lNpodecrnoHanHn opraHnsaumm 17
9. YKenu 14
10. CouujanHu n xymaHnTapHu pabotu 12
1. YKnBoTHa cpeanHa 10
12. Pa3Boj Ha rpafaHcko onwTecTBo 9
13. PypaneH pasBoj 6
14, Ctapu nnua 4
15. O6pasoBaHue 1 Hayka 2
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IIpuior 2

1. deTanHu nogaToumn 3a ONWTUHUTE

»__Konky cpeacrtBa og 6yLeToT Ha onwTUHaTa ce NJ1aHMpaHu 3a AMpeKTHa hMHaHcMcKa noaapLika Ha 3apyxeHuja?

Pepn.6p. | OnwrunHa MKL % MKL %
2012 2013
1 Wrun 1 300 000,00 0,21 800 000,00 0,13
2 Kap6uHuu 200 000,00 0,40 200 000,00 0,40
3 Ko4yaHu 1200 000,00 0,52 1200 000,00 0,52
4 YewmrHoBO — O6neweBo 855 000,00 1,08 1.170 000,00 1,33
5 KnueBo 1540 000,00 0,29 1295 000,00 0,18
3ajac 91 000,00 0,10 70 000,00 0,07
Ocnowmej 320 000,00 0,31 360 000,00 0,31
Opyroso 150 000,00 0,34 30 000,00 0,07
BpaHewTtuua 00 00 00 00
6 MnacHuua 00 00 00 00
7 MakegoHcku Bpoa 410 000,00 0,04 485 000,00 0,04
8 He6ap 3 000 000,00 1,20 3400 000,00 1,22
9 MaBpoBo — PocTtywie Hema nogartouu Hema nogartouu Hema nogartouu Hema nogartouu
10 LeHTap Xyna 40 000,00 0,18 45 000,00 0,22
1 Ctpyra 5 005 000,00 0,90 4 813 000,00 0,80
12 Butona 3 700 000,00 0,47 4 600 000,00 0,57
13 Moruna 850 000,00 3,14 780 000,00 2,54
14 HoBauu 400 000,00 Hema nogartouu 400 000,00 Hema nogartouu
15 HOemup Xucap 100 000,00 0,20 135 000,00 0,30
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Konky cpeactea of 6yueToT Ha onwTiHaTa ce TpaHcepnpaHm 3a AMpekTHa hHaHcUCKa NoAApLUIKA HA 3apYXeHuja?

Pen.6p. | OnwTtuHa MKO Bpoj Ha MKOQ Bpoj Ha 3apyxeHuja
2012 3apyxeHuja Kou 2013 Kou nobune
pobune cpepcTBa cpeacTBa
1 Wrun 889 795,00 15 20 000,00 1
2 Kap6uHum 0 0 0 0
3 KouaHu 839 070,00 20 747 304,00 18
4 YewmnHoBo — O6neweBo 693 000,00 4 1 017 000,00 3
5 KuyeBo 484 847,00 14 760 152,00 13
3ajac 21 000,00 2 00 00
Ocnowmej 146 375,00 4 41 000,00 3
Opyroeo 00 / 00 /
BpaHewTnua 00 / 00 /
6 MnacHuua 00 / 00 /
7 MakepoHcku Bpoa 118 340,00 3 72 000,00 2
8 Deb6ap 2 300 000,00 12 2 400 000,00 13
9 MaspoBo — PocTtyLue Hema nogatoun Hema nogaTtoum Hema nogaTtouu Hema nogatoumn
10 LleHTap Xyna 12 000,00 1 0 0
11 Crtpyra 3729 303,00 26 2 515 485,00 20
12 Butona 2 749 000,00 130 Hema nogatouu 68
13 Moruna 680 000,00 4 625 150,00 5
14 HoBauu 310 300,00 29 725 000,00 34
15 Demup Xucap 56 000,00 2 90 000,00 2
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Mn

POLIEHT Ha AoAeNeHU-TpaHcepupaHn cpeacTea 3a nog,

ApLUKa Ha 3.qpy>|<e|-mja on 6

LyeTupaHuTe cpen

CTBa.

MnaHupann 2012 MoTpowenun 2012 § 2012 Mnanupanu 2013 | MoTpowenn 2013 § 2013
Pepn.6p. | OnwrunHa MKLO MKLO % MKLO MKLO %
2012 2012 2013 2013
1 Wrun 1300 000,00 889 795,00 | 68,45 800 000,00 20 000,00 2,5
2 Kap6uHuu 200 000,00 0 00 200 000,00 0 00
3 Ko4yaHu 1200 000,00 839 070,00 § 69,92 1200 000,00 747 304,00 62,27
4 YewmrHoBO 855 000,00 693 000,00 | 81,05 1.170 000,00 1017 000,00 86,92
O6neweBo
5 KnueBo 1 540 000,00 484 847,00 § 31,48 1295 000,00 760 152,00 58,69
3ajac 91 000,00 21 000,00 § 23,07 70 000,00 00 00
Ocnowmej 320 000,00 146 375,00 | 45,74 360 000,00 41 000,00 11,38
AdpyroBo 150 000,00 00 00 30 000,00 00 00
BpaHewTtnuya 00 00 00 00 00 00
6 MnacHuua 00 00 00 00 00 00
7 MakepoHcku 410 000,00 118 340,00 | 28,86 485 000,00 72 000,00 14,84
Bpop
8 He6ap 3 000 000,00 2500 000,00 § 83,33 3400 000,00 2400 000,00 70,58
9 MaBpoBo Hema nogartoum Hema nogartoum / Hema nogartoum Hema nogartoum /
PocTtywe
10 LeHTap Xyna 40 000,00 12 000,00 § 30,00 45 000,00 0 00
1 Ctpyra 5005 000,00 3729 303,00 74,51 4 813 000,00 2 515 485,00 52,26
12 BuTtona 3 700 000,00 3 700 000,00 } 100,00 4 600 000,00 Hema nogartoum Hema nogartoum
13 Moruna 850 000,00 680 000,00 § 80,00 780 000,00 625 150,00 80,15
14 HoBsaum 400 000,00 310 300,00y 77,57 400 000,00 725 000,00 181,25
15 HOemup Xucap 100 000,00 56 000,00 | 56,00 135 000,00 90 000,00 66,66
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o [lpuunHM 3a Hepacnpea

efieHn cpeAcTBa 3a noAApLuKa Ha 3nPymeHMja of OMWTUHCKUTE ByLIeTH.

Pepn.6p. | OnwTunHa MpuunHmn
1 Kap6uHuu Ha Teputopujata Ha onwTtuHa KapOuHumM Hema rparaHcKn opraHnsaumm Ko OejcTByBaaT akTUBHO, HUTY ,Nak,
Ce BKIyYeHW BO HEKOj NMPOEKT.
2 Ocnomej 3apagu HegocTaTok Ha cpeacTBa Bo OyLleToT Ha onwTuHa Ocnomej, BKYNHO NiiaHUpaHUTE CpeacTBa He ce
peanuanpaHu.
Opyroeo 2012- Hemare AOBOMHO (hUHAHCUCKK cpeacTBa.
2013- Hemare 0oBOMHO (hMHAHCUCKKN CpeacTBa, Npes npucoeanHyBane co onwtuHa Knudeso 9.5.2013
3 MnacHuua Mopaam GnokmMpaHa cmeTka Ha onwTuHa MNMnacHuua, Hema U3BPLUEHO HUKAKBa pacnpenenta Ha OUHaHCKCKK
CpefcTBa 0f CBOjOT OyLIET 3a 30pyrKeHuja.
4 MakenoHcku Bpoa 2012-MogHeceHo G6apawe oa 3apyxeHune MapyT og 2011 roguHa, Koe nNoToa npecTtaHano Aa QyHKUMOHMPA.
3apagu HegocTaToK Ha cpefcTBa BO OyLIeTOT Ha onwTMHAaTa NiaHMpaHNTE CpeacTBa He Ce peanunanpaHu.
2013- 3apagun HegoCcTaToOK Ha CPeAcTBa, Ha 2 3apyxeHuja (Cnoptckn pubonoseH knyb ,Knen* n ®K  Mupue
AueB“ M.Bpopa) He um Gune TpaHcdepupaHu cpeacTaa.
5 LleHTap Xyna Hepoctur Ha pyHaHCKUCKM cpefcTBa BO TOj nepuog.
o Konky cpenctBa ce TpaHcdepupaHu Ha 3apyXxeHuja oa APYry CTaBKU 0f ONLWTMHCKMOT oyuyet?
Pep..6p. OnwTuHa MK roauwHo Hasue Ha 3apyxeHuja ko aobune
cpeacTBa
1 KunueBo 95 420,00 AHcambn ,TaHeL*
Ky ,,Kouyo PaumH* Knueso
3apyxeHue ,,MHcnaep* Kuyeso
3apyxeHue Ha cnenu nuua Knyeso
Ocnowmej 36 375,00 3npyxeHue ,Ckana Ckynu“, Ckonje
2 MakenoHcku Bpoa 170 340,00 3apyxeHue xeHu JlyHa“, M.Bpog
Kyl ,7 CentemBpu“ M. bpoa
3apyxxeHne ONWTUHCKKU COjy3 3a yYnnuLIeH
cnopt
3 Deb6ap 200 000,00 decTmBan Ha anbaHcku TeaTtap Bo MK.
4 Butona 951 000,00 Hema nogatoum
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1. Hyrje

Ky dokument i pérmban rezultatet e hulumtimit pér ndarjen dhe shfrytézimin e
mjeteve pér shoqatat nga komunat prej kategorisé buxhetore — Transfere tek OJQ
prej buxheteve t& komunave pér vitin 2012 dhe 2013 né né 15 komuna né
Republikén e Maqgedonisé, edhe até: Shtip, Karbinci, Kogan, Ceshinové-Obleshevé,
Kércové (sé bashku me komunat e bashkangjitura Zajas, Oslomej, Drugové e
Vraneshnicé)s, Pllasnicé, Makedonski Brod, Dibér, Mavrové—Rostushé, Qendér
Zhupé, Strugé, Manastir, Mogilé, Novaci, dhe Demir Hisar.

Qéllimi i késaj analize éshté gé té theksohet fakti se géndrueshméria e
shoqatave dhe transparenca e pérgjegjésia né harxhimin e parave publike té
shogatave nuk duhet thjesht té lihet né déshirén e geverive lokale

Ky dokument argumenton qasje sipérfagésore té& qeverive lokale né
planifikimin dhe ndarjen e mjeteve pér shoqatat lokale.

Né analizé, éshté identifikuar numér i madh i problemeve lidhur me gjendjen
e praktikave financiare dhe buxhetore t& NJVL pér ndarjen e mjeteve pér shogatat té
cilat mund té pérmirésohen.

® Te dhénat pér komunén Zajas, Osllomej, Drugové, Vraneshtivé jané té viti 2012 dhe janar-prill té viti
2013, gjegjésisht deri né bashkangjitje me Kércovén.
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2. Metodologjia

Né periudhén janar-mars 2014 Fondacioni pér zhvillim t& bashkésive lokale —Shtip,
Qendra pér zhvillim té géndrueshém té komunitetit - Dibér, Qendra pér zhvillim té
bashkésive - Kércové, dhe Qendra kulturore rinore - Manastir, realizuan aktivitete pér
mbledhjen e té dhénave pér verifikimin e gjendjes sé praktikave financiare dhe
buxhetore t&€ NJVL pér ndarjen e mjeteve pér shogata pér vitet 2012 dhe 2013 né

152 komuna né Republikén e Magedonisé, edhe até: Shtip, Karbinci, Kogan,
Ceshinové-Obleshevé, Kércové (sé bashku me komunat e bashkangjitura Zajas,
Oslomej, Drugové e Vraneshnicé)7, Pllasnicé, Makedonski Brod, Dibér, Mavrové —
Rostushé, Qendér Zhupé, Strugé, Manastir, Mogilé, Novaci, dhe Demir Hisar.
Zgjedhja e komunave éshté béré sipas karakteristikave: rajoni, madhésia, principi
urban/rural, pérfagésia etnike e banoréve.

Né katér rajonet (Shtip, Kércov, Dibér dhe Manastir) mbledhja e informatave u
realizua nga 4 koordinatoré lokal sipas pyetésorit® t& parapérgaditur me pyetje dhe
sipas njé plani té definuar pér implementim.

Mbledhja e informatave realizohej népérmjet kontakteve me kryetarét e komunave,
takime me té punésuarit né administraté té autorizuar pér kontakte me shoqatat dhe
nga njésia pér buxhet dhe financa dhe punéve juridiko-normative.Té dhénat u
mblodhén edhe népérmjet gasjes né dokumentat e komunés (buxhetit, llogarisé
pérfundimtare) dhe pérdorimit té Ligjit pér gasje té liré tek informatat me karakter
publik, népérmjet kérkesave té definuara me ligj.

Me géllim qgé té vértetohet gjendja e NjVL pér praktikat buxhetore dhe financiare pér
shpérndarjen e mjeteve, si dhe vértetimin e sfidave né procedura, t&€ dhénat e fituara
kané té béjné me mjetet e planifikuara dhe ata té transferuara nga kategoria
buxhetore transfere tek shoqgatat nga buxhetet komunale si dhe pérgindja e mjeteve
té cilat jané té planifikuara dhe té transferuara nga buxheti i pérgjithshém i
komunave, lartésia mesatare e mjeteve té shpérndara shoqatave, ményra e
shpérndarjes sé mjeteve (konkurs publik, kritere té shkruara); sferat e veprimit té
shoqatave.

Té dhénat e mbledhura® nga komunat jané distribuar tek shoqgatat lokale né té katér
rajonet (Shtip, Kércové, Dibér dhe Manastir). Komentet, pérfundimet dhe
rekomandimet prej shoqatave jané té inkorporua né dokument.

’ Te dhénat pér komunén Zajas, Osllomej, Drugové, Vraneshtivé jané té viti 2012 dhe janar-prill té viti
2013, gjegjésisht deri né bashkangjitje me Kércovén

® E bashkangjitur né publikim éshté edhe pyetésori.

° Té dhéna detale pér komunat jané prenzentuar né Annex 1 né kornizat e publikimit.
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3. Analiza

Prej t& dhénave té prezantuara né kété publikim shihet garté se komunat ¢do
vit buxhetojné mjete né kategoriné Transfer tek OJQ prej buxheit komunal, por
egziston dallim né mes mjeteve té planifikuara dhe transfereve reale tek shoqatat
(tabela nr.5). Kjo tregon se komunat kété kategori buxhetore e ruajné si sigurim me
té cilén mbulohen shpenzimet tjera dhe gjaté rebalansit t& paré té€ buxhetit kjo
kategori gjithmoné zvogélohet.

E dhéna se mé pak se 1% prej buxhetit t& komunave té pérfshira me kété
analizé u éshté transferuar shoqatave, tregon se interesi i komunave pér
bashképunim me shoqgatat rreth pyetjeve té réndésishme qé kané té béjné me
pérmirésimin e kushteve té jetés né komuné&, akoma nuk éshté né nivel té
déshirueshém dhe shoqatat nuk kategorizohen si aktoré té réndésishém dhe
partneré afatgjaté né procesin e zhvillimit t€ bashkésisé nga ana e Njésive té
vetgeverisjeve lokale.

Né vitin 2013 komunat u kané transferuar mé pak mjete shogatave sesa né
vitin 2012 (Tabela nr.4). Kjo lidhet me mbaijtjen e zgjedhjeve lokale né vitin 2013,
gjegjésisht ndérimit né pérbérjen e késhilltaréve té zgjedhur dhe kryetaréve, té cilét
si¢ duket pérkrahjen e shogatave prej buxhetit t&€ komunés nuk e vendosin si prioritet,
as edhe si sfidé pér rritien e kategoris€ dhe pérparimin e bashké&punimit me sektorin
civil ne bashkeési.

E dhéna se lartésia mesatare e granteve té dhéna prej komunave pér
organizata |éviz né lartésiné prej 10 000,00 deri 50 000,00 MKD (Tabela nr.6) tregon
se komunat ndajné mjete pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave pér aktivitete afatshkurtéra ose
pér pérkrahjen e ngjarjeve ose aksioneve dhe nuk kané qasje strategjike pér
bashképunim afatgjaté.

Numri mé i madh granteve prej buxheteve t& komunave u jané ndaré shoqatave té
cilat veprojné né sferén e kulturés dhe artit, demokracisé dhe té drejtave té njeriut si
dhe pérkrahje pér harxhime operative té shoqatave. (Tabela nr.7).

Vetém 4 komuna kané béré transfer tek shogatat prej linjave té tjera buxhetore nga
buxheti komunal. Buxheti i pérgjithshém i té gjitha transfereve nga linjat tjera éshté
502 135,00 MKD. Megijithaté, né asnjérén prej komunave nuk egziston transfer i
kompetencave prej komunés tek shogatat. Edhepse, mé shumé komuna ndajné
mjete prej kategorisé Transfer tek OJQ pér mbulimin e shpenzimeve rriedhése pér
shoqatat gé veprojné lokalisht dhe jané me detyra dhe qéllime speciale, prapé se
prapé nuk ka angazhim pér zhvillimin e metodologjisé pér transfer t& kompetencave.

Né lidhje me procedurat dhe mekanizmat e vendosura né bazé té té cilave
ndahen mbéshtetje financiare pér shogatat prej buxhetit t& komunés prej 19
komunave vetém 6 komuna i ndajné mjetet pér mbéshtetie t€ shoqatave prej
buxhetit komunal népérmjet konkursit publik (Tabela nr.1). Komunat tjera punojné né
principin e parashtrimit t& kérkesés nga ana e shoqatave dhe pa kritere té caktuara
pér ndarje, Késhilli sjell vendim. Me té€ dhénat se vetém 7 komuna kané zhvilluar
kriteriume pér ndarjen e mjeteve pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal,
shihet qarté se ndarja e mjeteve éshté pérgjithésisht jo transparente. Njékohésisht,
té dhénat tregojné se edhe né 4 komuna, shoqatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej
buxhetit t& komunés, formalisht nuk kané obligim té dorézojné raporte per mjetet e
harxhuara. Kjo tregon se praktikat e mira pér rriten e transparencén dhe
pérgjegjésiné e komunave gjaté ndarjes sé mjeteve pér mbéshtetje té shoqatave nuk
jané miratuar né mé shumé se gjysmén e komunave té cilat jané té kycura né
analizé.

1% Shtip, Karbinci, Kocani, Ceshinovo-Obleshevo, Kercové (me komunat e bashkangjitura Zajas,
Osllomej, Drugové dhe Vraneshtice), Pllasnica, makedonski Brod, Diber, Mavrove-Rostushe, Qender
Zhupe, Struge, Manastir, Mogila, Novaci dhe Demir Hisar.
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Ndryshimi né punén dhe praktikat né mes t& komunave té ndryshme tregon mangési
né gasjen staregjiko planifikuese kah zhvillimi dhe géndrueshméria e shogatave nga
ana e institucioneve.

Sipas rezultateve nga analiza sasi té konsiderueshme té linjés buxhetore
transfer tek OJQ, prej buxheteve t&€ komunave u jané transferuar klubeve sportive.
Né kété ményré, publiku ndérton fotografi t& gabuar pér vlerén e mjeteve té cilat
realisht transferohen tek shoqatat, e cila éshté shumé mé e vogél né krahasim me
vlerén mé té cilat mbéshtéten klubet sportive lokale.

Né lidhje me ndryshimin né komuna urbane dhe rurale, pérve¢ asaj se
komunat rurale ndajné numér mé té madh té granteve sesa ato urbane, porn é vileré
mé té larté, nuk ekzistojné dallime té dukshme né pérqgindjen e mjeteve té
transferuara pér mbéshtétien e shoqatave nga buxheti i komunés, as edhe né
procedurat pér ndarjen e tyre.

Komentet dhe reagimet e shoqgatave prej katér rajoneve (Shtip, Manastir,
Kércove dhe Dibér) pér té dhénat e analizés pérgjithésisht kané té béjné me sasiné e
kategorisé buxhetore Transfer tek OJQ né buxhetin komunal, edhe pér shkak té faktit
se né vitin 2013 né shumicén e komunave éshté zvogéluar. Shoqatat vlerésojné se
komunat nuk jané té interesuara pér bashképunim afatgjat dhe efektiv me sektorin
gytetar pér até shkak edhe éshté zvogéluar katégoria buxhetore.

Tjetér vérejtje e shogatave éshté se afirmimi i komunave kah disa shoqata té
cilat fitojné mjete prej buxhetit komunal, dhe lokalisht njihen si shogata me anétaré
me pérkatési politike. Kjo duke shikuar kah jotransparenca e ndarjes s€ mejteve prej
linjes buxhetore Transfer tek OJQ pérfagéson sfidé seroze pér ményrén e ndarjes
dhe harxhimit té parave té qytetaréve nga ana e komunave.

Shogatat reagojné edhe né vet linjen Transfer tek OJQ, e cila tek disa
komuna éshté e pasqyruar si shumé e pérgjithshme né buxhet, gjegjésisht né té
njejtén jané future edhe mjetet pér pérkrahjen e klubeve sportive etj. Me cka jepet
fotografi e rejshme pér shumén e planifikuar pér mbéshtétjen e shoqatave. Né disa
komuna'' kjo kategori éshté e ndaré me cka qarté éshté caktuar se sa mjete jané
planifikuar dhe harxhuar pér shoqatat, e sa pér géllime tjera.

Shoqgatat komntojné edhe pér njohurité, eksperiencat dhe ekspertizat té
anétaréve té shogatave té cilat nuk jané plotésisht apo aspak té shfrytézuara prej
pérfagésuesve té geverive locale né té gjitha sektoret dhe njésité. Edhepse disa
shogata kané nénshkruar Memorandum me komunat, pérséri t& punésuarit né
komuna, anétarét e késhillave t&€ komunés dhe kryetarét nuk | shfrytézojné resurset e
shoqatave.

1 Kércove, Zajas, Osllomej, Drugove, Makedonski Brod.
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4. Bashképunimi me njésité e Vetgeverisjes Lokale gjaté
hulumtimit

- Né rajonin e Kérgovés, procesi i mbledhjes sé& informatave té nevojshme pér
analizén realizohej ndérmjet bashké&punimit t& hapur dhe kualitativ me té gjitha
komunat (Kércové, Zajas, Osllomej, Drugové, Vraneshticé, Pllasnicé, Makedonski
Brod).

- Né rajonin e Shtipit, procesi i mbledhjes sé informatave té nevojshme pér analizén
realizohej ndérmjet bashképunimit t€ hapur dhe kualitativ me komunat Karbinci,
Cesinové-Obleshevé dhe Kogan, pérderian né komunén e Shtipit edhe pérskaj
mundimeve gé té fitohen informatat e nevojshme népérmjet takimeve dhe qasjes né
dokumente, u dorézua edhe kérkesé sipas Ligjit pér gasje té liré tek informatat me
karakter publik, népérmjet sé cilés u dorézuan té dhénat e kérkuara.

- Né rajonin e Dibrés, procesi i mbledhjes sé informatave té€ nevojshme pér analizén
realizohej ndérmjet bashképunimit t& hapur dhe kualitativ né komunat Qendér Zhupé
dhe Strugé. Procesi i mbledhjes sé té dhénave né komunén e Dibrés u realizua me
bashképunim té pjeséshém, t&€ dhénat e dorézuara nuk jané té plota.

Pérfagésuesit e Komunés Mavrové Rostushé aspak nuk bashképunuan dhe nuk i
dhané té dhénat e nevojshme.

- Né rajonin e Manastirit, procesi i mbledhjes sé informatave té€ nevojshme pér
analizén realizohej ndérmjet bashképunimit t& hapur dhe kualitativ né komunat
Novaci dhe Demir Hisar. Né komunén Mogila, u dorézua kérkesé sipas Ligjit pér
gasje té liré té informatave me karakter publik, gé pastaj té€ plotésohen té dhénat.

Procesi i mbledhjes sé informatave né komunén e Manastirit u realizua me pengesa
me cka u fituan té dhéna jot & plota né lidhje me vitin 2013 edhe pérskaj dorézimit té
kérkesés sipas Ligjit pér gasje té liré té informatave.

Si shkak éshté paraqgitur se Raporti pér pérkrahje financiare t& shoqatave té
gytetaréve prej buxhetit t&¢ komunés sé Manastirit pér vitin 2013 éshté né pérpunim
dhe nuk éshté i miratuar nga ana e Késhillit t¢ komunés. Né letérkémbim éshté
theksuar se do ta publikojné pas miratimit cka éshté edhe praktiké reale e komunés
sé Manastirit.
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

5. Rekomandime

Té rritet sasia e kategorisé buxhetore — Transfere tek shogatat né marédhénie me
buxhetin e pérgjithshém té€ komunés si hap | patjetérsueshém pér pérparimin e
bashképunimit né mes té komunés dhe shoqatave. Mké sé paku 1% prej buxhetit té
pérgjithshém té komunés té planifikohet pér mbéshtétjen e shoqatave

Né progesin e planifikimit t& buxhetit, posacérisht kategoria transfer tek shoqatat té
realizohen takime konsultative me pérfagésuesté shogatave.

Vendosja e programit pér financimin e shogatave me prioritete qgartésisht té
vendosura nga ana e komunés.

Ndarja e mjeteve té caktuara pér shoqatat, nga mjetet e komunés té caktuara pér
klubet lokale sportive, gjegjésisht buxhetit pér kategoriné -Transfer tek shoqatat, té
ndahet prej mjeteve caktuara pér klubet sportive lokale, dhe té njetat t& mbéshteten
prej ndonjé kategorie tjetér.

Zhvillimi i njé metodologjie té garté pér ndarjen e mjeteve nga buxheti i komunés pér
mbéshtétje té shoqatave, gjegjésisht zhvillimin e kriteriumeve dhe procedurave pér
pérparimin e praktikave té ndarjes sé mjeteve financiare shogatave nga ana e
komunave.

Pérgaditja e njé pyetésori dhe regullorjeje pér financimin e shoqgatave e cila do té
keté kriteriume té garta pér dorézimin e projekt ideve dhe financimin e tyre (duke i
pérfshiré edhe formularét pér propozime dhe ményrén e sjelljes sé raporteve).

Kio do té sjell deri tek zmadhimi i qgéndrueshmérisé sé shogatave.
Njékohésisht, né ményré afatgjate do té pérmirésohet procesi i evaluimit, monitorimit
dhe raportimit pér projektet dhe aktivitetet e kryera té shogatave nga ana e
komunave té sigurohet transparencé dhe pérgjejgjési né harxhimin e parave publike,
si dhe funkcionaliteti né punén e komunave

Komunat té publikojné thirje publike pér dorézimin e kérkesave (propozim ide,
aktivitete programore, inicijativa, aksione té pérbashkéta) pér mbéshtétien e
shoqatave prej buxhetit t&€ komunés.

Né komisionet pér ndarjen e mjeteve pér mbéshtétjen e shogatave prej buxhetit
komunal té kygen edhe pérfagésues té shoqatave.

Zhvillimi i metodologijisé pér transfer t& kompetencave prej NjVL tek shoqatat.

Komunat, éshté e nevojshme qé té kené ngritur njé bazé té té dhénave, regullisht té
azhuruara pér té gjitha shogatat té cilat aktivisht veprojné né komuna.

31



6. Informata plotésuese

- Shembull i pyetésorit sipas té cilit mblidheshin t€ dhénat
- Annex 1/2 — Té dhéna detale pér komunat

PYETESOR PER NJVL
Komuna
Udhéhgqgés i sektorit/njésisé:
Pyetésorin e plotésoi:
Kontakt: tel , e-mail

1. A ndan komuna mjete financiare pér mbéshtetjen e shoqatave lokale prej buxhetit té
saj?

Po Jo

2. Sa mjete prej buxhetit té¢ komunés jané planifikuar pér pérkrahje financiare té
drejpérdrejta pér shoqatat lokale?

Viti MKD né vit % prej buxheit komunal

Viti 2012

Viti 2013

3. Sa mjete prej buxhetit sé komunés suaj jané transferuar pér pérkrahje direkte té
shogatave lokale?

Viti MKD né vit Numri i shoqatave qé kané fituar mjete

Viti 2012

Viti 2013

3 a) Nése nuk Keni transferuar. Spjegoni shkakun.

4. Sa mjete jané transferuar pér shoqatat lokale prej kategorive tjera buxhetore?

Viti MKD né vit Emri ishogatave té cilat kané fituar mjete

Viti 2012

Viti 2013

4 a) Nése nuk jané transferuar, tregoni shkakun.
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5. Shoqatat pér té cilat komuna ka siguruar/transferuar mjete?

Viti Emri i shoqatés Emri i projektit / MKD
aktivitetit

2012

2013

6. A shpérndahen mjetet e parapara pér shoqata té qytetaréve népérmjet konkursit/shpalljes
publike?

Po Jo

7. A keni kritere té shkruara pér ndarjen e mjeteve té parapara pér pérkrhajen e shoqatave
qytetare?

Po Jo

8. Shoqatat qytetare qé kané fituar mjete a kané obligim qé té dorézojné raport?
Po Jo

Nése pérgjigja éshté PO

9. Sa heré gjaté realizimit kané obligim té sjellin raport?
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ANNEX 1

1. Ményra e shpérndarjes sé mjetve nga buxheti il komunave pér pérkrahje té shoqatave dhe fondacioneve

Tabela nr. 1

Shtip Komuna c¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik me kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarje.

Shoqatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim qé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar, pas mbarimit
té aktiviteteve.

Karbinci Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal Mjetet ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik pa kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarje. Por pér shkak t& mos ekzistimit t& shoqatave aktive né komunaé,
mjetet nuk ndahen.

Kogan Komuna cdo vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shogatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik me kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarije.

Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim qé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar , pas
mbarimit té aktiviteteve..

Ceshinové- Komuna c¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet ndahen népérmijet

Obleshevé konkursit publik me kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarije.

Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim qé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar, pas mbarimit
té aktiviteteve.

Kércové Komunat Kérgové, Zajas, Osllomej dhe Drugové ¢do vjet planifikojné mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit

(Zajas, komunal. Komuna Vraneshticé nuk planifikon, as nuk ndan mjete pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave nga buxheti komunal

Osllomej, Mijetet té cilan ndahen nga buxheti komunal nuk ndahen népérmijet konkursit publik, as edhe sipas kriteriumeve té zhvilluara.

Drugové, Né komunén Osllomej, mjetet ndahen sipas regullores dhe shoqatat jané té obliguara t& dorézojné raport pérfundimtar. Bo

Vraneshticé)

Komuna e Kérgovés né vitin 2012, kérkesat e shogatave | kontrollon dhe | rekomandon pér financim Komisioni pér financa dhe
buxhet. Né vitin 2013 sipas regullores sé zhvilluar Kryetari | komunés | rekomandon késhillit se sad he cilave shogata do tu
ndahen mejte prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet ndahen me kérkesé prej shogatave.

Plasnicé Komuna nuk bén planifikim vjetor pér mjete financiare pér pérkrahje té shogatave prej buxhetit komunal.
Makedonski Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet nuk ndahen népérmjet
Brod konkursit publik, as edhe sipas kriteriumeve té zhvilluara pér ndarje. Kryetari | komunés éshté | autorizuar prej késhillit, té

vendosén pér té gjitha kérkesat té cilat vijné tek késhilli nga persona fizik dhe juridik dhe jané prej mjeteve té vogla financiare.
Shoqatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal jané té detyruara té dorézojné raport tek NjVL, por shoqgatat nuk
dorézojné raport..
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Dibér

Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shogatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet nuk ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik, por sipas kriteriumeve té zhvilluara pér ndarje. Shogatat qé kané fituar mbéshtétje financiare nuk kané obligim
qé té dorézojné raport.

Mavrové-Rostush

Nuk ka té dhéna

Qendér Zhupé Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet nuk ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik, por sipas kriteriumeve té zhvilluara pér ndarje. Shoqgatat gé kané fituar mbéshtétje financiare nuk kané obligim
qé té dorézojné raport.

Strugé Komuna c¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet ndahen népérmijet
konkursit publik me kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarije.

Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim gé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar , pas
mbarimit té aktiviteteve.

Manastir Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet ndahen népérmijet
konkursit publik me kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarje.

Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim gqé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar , pas
mbarimit té aktiviteteve.

Mogila Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shogatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet nuk ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik por me kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarije.

Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim gé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar , pas
mbarimit té aktiviteteve.

Novaci Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet nuk ndahen népérmjet
konkursit publik dhe nuk ekzistojné kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarje.

Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim qé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar , pas
mbarimit t€ aktiviteteve.

Demir Hisar Komuna ¢do vjet planifikon mjete financiare pér pérkrahjen e shogatave prej buxhetit komunal. Mjetet nuk ndahen népérmjet

konkursit publik dhe nuk ekzistojné kriteriume té zhvilluara pér shpérndarije.
Shoqgatat té cilat kané fituar mjete prej buxhetit komunal kané obligim qé té dorézojné raport narativ dhe financiar , pas
mbarimit té aktiviteteve.
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2. Té dhéna kuantitaive nga hulumtimi

e Sa éshté pérqindja e mjeteve té planifikuara pér aktivitete té shoqatave prej
buxhetit t& pérgjithshém té komunave?

Tabela nr. 2 0-1% 1,01 — 2% 2,01 -3% 3,01 -4% 4,01% -<
2012 13 1 1
2013 13 1 1

- Né vitin 2012. Pérqindje mé t& madhe pér pérkrahje té aktiviteteve té shoqatave prej
buxhetit t& pérgjithshém ka komuna e Mogilés me 3,14 %, pérderisa pérgindje mé té vogél ka
komuna e Makedonski Brodit me 0,04% prej buxhetit t& pérgjithshém.
- Né vitin 2013. Pérqindje mé t& madhe pér pérkrahje té aktiviteteve té shoqatave prej
buxhetit t&€ pérgjithshém ka komuna e Mogilés me 2,54 %, pérderisa pérgindje mé té vogél ka
komuna e Makedonski Brodit me 0,04% prej buxhetit t& pérgjithshém.

100

50 | O 2012

0 2012 | 2013
0-1% 0-1% 4,01-
<

Tabela nr. 2a 0-1% 1,01 — 2% 2,01 - 3% 3,01 -4% 4,01% - <
Komuna 7
Urbane
Komuna 6 1 1 1
Rurlae

O Komuna Urbane

B Komuna Rurale

Komuna Urbane

0- 1.01 2,01 3,01 4-<
1% -2% -3% -4%

- Prej komunave urbane, pérgindje mé té madhe prej buxhetit t¢ komunés té planifikuar pér
pérkrahje t& shoqatave ka komuna e Dibrés me 1,22%, pérderisa pérgindje mé té vogél ka
komuna e Makedonski Brod me 0,04% prej buxhetit t&€ pérgjithshém komunal.

- Prej komunave rurale, pérqgindje mé té madhe prej buxhetit t& komunés té planifikuar pér
pérkrahje té shoqatave ka komuna e Mogilés me 3,14%, pérderisa pérqindje mé té vogél
kané komuna e 3ajac dhe Drugovo me 0,07% nga buxheti | pérgjithshém komunal.

- Komunat Vraneshtica dhe Plasnica, nuk planifikojné pérkrahje financiare pér shoqatat né
buxhetin e komunave. OnwTtuHUTe BpaHewTuua 1 MNnacHMua He nnaHupaaT duHaHCKUcKa
noAaapLUKa 3a 34pYXeHuja BO OMWTUMHCKUTE ByLIeTw.

- Nuk egziston ndonnjé ndryshim | madh né mes komunave urbane dhe rurale sa | pérket
pérgindjes sé mjeteve té planifikuara pér pérkrahjen e shoqgatave prej buxhetit komunal.

e Sa mjete buxhetohen nga kategoria buxhetore pér shoqatat (MKD)?

tabela nr.3 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000

2012 10 3 1 1 1

2013 10 3 1 1 1
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02012
2013

0-1.000.000 1.000.001- 2.000.001- 3.000.001- 5.000.000 -<
2.000.000 3.000,000 4.000.000

- Né vitin 2012, mé sé shumti mjete pér pérkrahje té shogatave prej buxhetit té pérgjithshém
komunal ka komuna e Strugés — 5 005 000,00 MKD kurse mé sé paku komuna Qendra e
Zhupés— 40 000,00 MKD prej buxhetit t& pérgjithshém komunal.

- Né vitin 2013, mé sé shumti mjete pér pérkrahje té shogatave prej buxhetit t& pérgjithshém
komunal ka komuna e Strugés — 4 813 000,00 MKD, mé sé paku komuna Drugovo — 30
000,00 MKD nga buxheti | pérgjithshém komunal.

Tabela nr.3a 0-1.000.000 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000
Komuna 1 3 1 1 2
Urbane
Komuna 9
Rurale
9
8
7
6
5
4 O Komuna Urbane
: B Komuna Rurale
1
0
0- 1.000.001 - 2.000.001 - 3.000.001 - 5.000.000 -
1.000.000 2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000 <

- Prej komunave rurale mé sé shumti mjete pér pérkrahje té shoqatave prej buxhetit té
pérgjithshém komunal ka komuna e Strugés - 5 005 000,00 MKD, mé pak komuna Demir
Hisar— 100 000,00 MKD prej buxhetit t& pérgjithshém komunal.

- Prej komunave rurale mé sé shumti mjete pér pérkrahje t&é shoqatave prej buxhetit té
pérgjithshém komunal ka komuna e geshinovo-Obleshevé - 1 170 000,00 00 MKD, mé pak
komuna Drugové— 30 000,00 MKD prej buxhetit té pérgjithshém komunal.

- Komuna Vraneshtica dhe Plasnica nuk planifikojné pérkrahje financiare pér shoqatat né
buxhetin e komunés.

- Né linjén buxhetore pér pérkrahjen e shoqatave numri mé | madh | komunave jané té
buxhetuara nga 1.000.000 MKD por interesant éshté se né kété kornizé lévizin 9 komuna
rurale dhe njé urbane. Korniza buxhetore e komunave urbane éshté mé e madhe sepse njéra
prej komunave buxheton mé shumé se 5.000.000 mkd.

e Sa mjete jané harxhuar nga linja buxhetore pér shoqatat (MKD)

tabela nr.4 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 | 3.000.000 4.000.000

2012 11 2 1

2013 9 1 1 1
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10

02012
M 2013

2012

0- 2.000.001
1.000.000

5.000.000
- -<
3.000.000

- Né& vitin 2012, komuna e Strugés ka transferuar mé sé shumti mjete financiare — 3 729
303,00 MKD prej buxhetit t&€ komunés pér pérkrahje t& shogatave, kurse mé sé pakti komuna
Qendér Zhupé- 12 000,00 MKD.

- Né vitin 2013 2013 komuna e Strugés ka transferuar mé sé shumti mjete financiare — 2 515
485,00 MKD prej buxhetit t&¢ komunés pér pérkrahje té shoqatave, kurse mé sé pakti komuna
Shtip — 20 000,00 MKD.

Tabela nr.4a 0-1.000.000 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000

Komuna 4 2 1

urbane

Komuna 6 1

rurale

Okomuna urbane

komuna urbane B komuna rurale

0- 2.000.001
1.000.000

5.000.000
- -<
3.000.000

- Prej komunave urbane , komuna e Strugés ka transferuar mé sé shumti mjete financiare — 3
729 303,00 MKD prej buxhetit t& komunés pér pérkrahje t&€ shoqatave, mé sé paku komuna
Shtip — 20 000,00 MKD.

- Prej komunave rurale, komuna e geshinovo-Obleshevo ka transferuar mé sé shumti mjete
financiare 1 017 000,00 MKD prej buxhetit t&¢ komunés pér pérkrahje té shogatave, a mé sé
paku Komuna Qendér Zhupé— 12 000,00 MKD.

- Komuna Karbinci, Drugova, Vraneshtica dhe Plasnicé nuk kané transferuar mjete prej
buxhetit komunal pér shoqatat.

- Prej linjés buxhetore Transfer tek OJQ prej buxhetit komunal pé pérkrahje t& shoqgatave né
numrin mé té madh té komunave jané harxhuar deri né 1.000.000 MKD.

e Sa pérqgind prej mjeteve té buxhetuara pér pérkrahje té shoqatave jané ndaré -
transferuar shoqatave?

Tabela nr.5 0-30% 30,01-50% 50,01—80% | 80,01-100% 100% - <
2012 5 2 6 2 1
2013 7 0 5 2 1
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e Sa éshté mesatarja e lartésisé sé granteve (MKD)?

Tabela nr.6 0-10.000 10.001 — 50.000 | 50.001-100.000 | 100.001- 300.001 -
300.000 <
2012 87 153 12 6 3
2013 26 61 12 5 1
200
150
100 I 02012
50
. 2012 m2013
0- 10.001- 50.001- 100.001 300.001
10.000 50.000 100.000 <
MKA, 300.000

- Né vitin 2012, grantin mé té madh té ndaré prej buxhetit komunal
shoqgatave éshté 1 125 000,00 MKD nga komuna e Strgés Qendrés pér persona me pengesa
intelektuale “Poraka Nova’— Struga.

Granti mé i vogél i ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té shoqatave éshté

pér pérkrahje té

3 000,00 MKD né komunén Novaci pér mé shumé shoqgata pér géllime té ndryshme.
- Né vitin 2013, grantin mé té madh té ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té& shoqatave
éshté 802 000,00 MKD nga komuna ¢eshinovo-Obleshevo pér edukim té fémijéve t€ moshés

parashkollore.

Granti mé i vogél i ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té shoqgatave éshté 3 000,00
MKD né komunén Novaci pér géllime té€ ndryshme.

Tabela nr .6a 0-10.000 10.001 — 50.000 | 50.001-100.000 | 100.001— 300.001 - <
MKLO MK, MK, 300.000 MK, MKLO
Komuna 61 139 15 8
urbane
Komuna 53 70 15 5 4
rurale
150
100 O Komuna urbane
50 B komuna rurale
0 Komuna urbane
0- 50.000 - 300.001
10.000 100.000 -<
MKA,
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- Né komunat rurale, granti mé i madh i ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té
shogatave éshté 1 125 000,00 MKD Qendrés pér persona me pengesa intelektuale ,Poraka
Nova“ — Strugé.
Granti mé i vogél i ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té shoqatave éshté 4 000,00
MKD né komunén e Strugés pér SHQ SHQ ,Klubi demokratik®.

- Né komunat rurale, granti mé i madh i ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té
shogatave éshté 802 000,00 MKD nga komuna geshinovo-Obleshevo pér edukimin e
fémijéve t&€ moshés parashkollore .
Granti mé i vogél i ndaré prej buxhetit komunal pér pérkrahje té shoqgatave éshté 3 000,00

MKD né komunén Novaci pér géllime té€ ndryshme.

- Numri mé | madh | granteve gé jané ndaré jané me lartési prej 10.000 dhe 50.000 MKD.
Komunat rurale ndajné numér mé té vogél té grantve por me shumé mé té médha.

o Sfera e veprimit té shoqatave té ciléve u jané ndaré mjete prej buxhetit komunal?

Tabela nr.7

nr.rend. | Sfera e veprimit Numri | organizatave
16. Kulturé dhe art 45
17. Demokraci dhe té€ drejtat e njeriut 39
18. Té tjera 36
19. sport, hobi, rekreacion 35
20. Vecori kulturore 30
21. fémijé, té rinj, studenté 18
22. Persona me nevoja té veganta 17
23. Organizata profesionale 17
24. Gra 14
25. Puné socijale dhe humanitare 12
26. Mijedisi jetésor 10
27. Zhvillimi | shoqérisé civile 9
28. Zhvillim rural 6
29. Persona té moshuar 4
30. Arsim dhe shkencé 2
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ANNEX 2

1. Té dhéna detale pér komunat

o Sa mjete prej buxhetit t&¢ komunés jané planifikuar pér pérkrahje financiare direkte pér mbéshtetjen e shogatave locale?
Nr.rend. | Komuna MKD % MKD %
2012 2013
1 Shtip 1 300 000,00 0,21 800 000,00 0,13
2 Karbinci 200 000,00 0,40 200 000,00 0,40
3 Kogan 1200 000,00 0,52 1 200 000,00 0,52
4 Ceshinovo — Obleshevo 855 000,00 1,08 1.170 000,00 1,33
5 Kérgové 1 540 000,00 0,29 1 295 000,00 0,18
Zajas 91 000,00 0,10 70 000,00 0,07
Osllome; 320 000,00 0,31 360 000,00 0,31
Drugovo 150 000,00 0,34 30 000,00 0,07
Vraneshticé 00 00 00 00
6 Pllasnicé 00 00 00 00
7 Makedonski Brod 410 000,00 0,04 485 000,00 0,04
8 Dibér 3000 000,00 1,20 3400 000,00 1,22
9 Mavrové — Rostushé nuk ka té dhéna | nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té dhéna
10 Qendér zhupé 40 000,00 0,18 45 000,00 0,22
11 Strugé 5 005 000,00 0,90 4 813 000,00 0,80
12 Manastir 3700 000,00 0,47 4 600 000,00 0,57
13 Mogila 850 000,00 3,14 780 000,00 2,54
14 Novaci 400 000,00 | nuk ka té dhéna 400 000,00 nuk ka té dhéna
15 Demir Hisar 100 000,00 0,20 135 000,00 0,30
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e Sam

ete prej buxhetit té komunés jané transferuar si mbéshtetje direkte financiare shogatave?

Nr.rend. | Komuna MKD Numri i shogatave qé MKD Numri | shogatave gé
2012 kané fituar mjete 2013 kané fituar mjete
1 Shtip 889 795,00 15 20 000,00 1
2 Karbinci 0 0 0 0
3 Kogan 839 070,00 20 747 304,00 18
4 ¢eshinovo — Obleshevo 693 000,00 4 1017 000,00 3
5 Kérgové 484 847,00 14 760 152,00 13
Zajas 21 000,00 2 00 00
Osllome;j 146 375,00 4 41 000,00 3
Drugovo 00 / 00 /
Vraneshticé 00 / 00 /
6 Pllasnicé 00 / 00 /
7 Makedonski Brod 118 340,00 3 72 000,00 2
8 Dibér 2 300 000,00 12 2 400 000,00 13
9 Mavrové — Rostushé nuk ka té dhéna | nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té nuk ka té dhéna
dhéna
10 Qendér zhupé 12 000,00 1 0 0
11 Strugé 3729 303,00 26 2 515 485,00 20
12 Manastir 2749 000,00 130 nuk ka té 68
dhéna
13 Mogila 680 000,00 4 625 150,00 5
14 Novaci 310 300,00 29 725 000,00 34
15 Demir Hisar 56 000,00 2 90 000,00 2
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o Pérgindja e mjeteve té ndara-transferuara pér pérkrahjen e shogatave prej mjeteve té buxhetuara

Planifikimi 2012 Té harxhuara 2012 | 2012 Planifikimi 2013 Té harxhuara 2013 2013
Nr.rend. | Komuna MKD MKD % MKD MKD %
2012 2012 2013 2013
1 Shtip 1 300 000,00 889 795,00 | 68,45 800 000,00 20 000,00 2,5
2 Karbinci 200 000,00 0 00 200 000,00 0 00
3 Kocan 1200 000,00 839 070,00 | 69,92 1200 000,00 747 304,00 62,27
4 ceshinovo - 855 000,00 693 000,00 | 81,05 1.170 000,00 1017 000,00 86,92
Obleshevo
5 Kércové 1 540 000,00 484 847,00 § 31,48 1295 000,00 760 152,00 58,69
Zajas 91 000,00 21 000,00 § 23,07 70 000,00 00 00
Osllomej 320 000,00 146 375,00 | 45,74 360 000,00 41 000,00 11,38
Drugovo 150 000,00 00 00 30 000,00 00 00
Vraneshticé 00 00 00 00 00 00
6 Pllasnicé 00 00 00 00 00 00
7 Makedonski Brod 410 000,00 118 340,00 | 28,86 485 000,00 72 000,00 14,84
8 Dibér 3000 000,00 2 500 000,00 § 83,33 3400 000,00 2 400 000,00 70,58
9 Mavrové - nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té dhéna
Rostushé
10 Qendér zhupé 40 000,00 12 000,00 § 30,00 45 000,00 0 00
11 Strugé 5005 000,00 3729 303,00 74,51 4 813 000,00 2 515 485,00 52,26
12 Manastir 3700 000,00 3700 000,00 § 100,00 4 600 000,00 nuk ka té dhéna nuk ka té
dhéna
13 Mogila 850 000,00 680 000,00 § 80,00 780 000,00 625 150,00 80,15
14 Novaci 400 000,00 310 300,00 § 77,57 400 000,00 725 000,00 181,25
15 Demir Hisar 100 000,00 56 000,00 § 56,00 135 000,00 90 000,00 66,66




o Shkage pér mos ndarjen e mjeteve pér mbéshtetjen e shogatave prej buxhetit t&¢ komunés.

Nr.rend. | Komuna Shkaqe
1 Karbinci Né teritorin e komunés sé karbincit nuk ka shoqata qytetare té cilat veprojné né ményré active , as edhe nuk
jané té kycura né ndonjé project.
2 Osllomej 2012 dhe 2013 — pér shkak t& mungesés sé mjeteve né buxhetin e komunés Osllomej, mjetet e planifikuara
nuk jané realizuar.
Drugové 2012- Mungesa e mjeteve financiare
2013- Mungesa e mjeteve financiare, para bashkimin me komunén e Kérgovés 09.05.2013
3 Pllasnicé 2012 n 2013 — Pér shkak té llogarisé sé bllokuar t&€ Komunés Pllasnica nuk ka kryer asnjé ndarje financiare
prej buxhetit té saj pér shoqatat lokalem
4 Makedonski Brod 2012-kérkesa e dérguar prej shoqatés Garut né vitin 2011 e cila pastaj ka pushuar sé funkcionuari. Pér shkak
t& mungesés sé jeteve financiare mjetet e planifikuara nuk jané realizuar
2013- Pér shkak té mungesés sé mjeteve, dy shogatave (Klubi | peshkataréve sportiv ,Klen* dhe KF ,Mirge
Acev® M. Brod) nuk u jané transfeuar mjete
5 Qendér Zhupé Mungesé té mjeteve financiare né até periudhé.
e Sa mjete u jané transferuar shogatave lokale organizatave gxtetarez Ere'l kategorive tjera té buxhetit komunal?
Nr.rend. Komuna MKD né vit Emir | shogatave gé kané fituar mjete
1 Kércove 95 420,00 Asambli ,Tanec"
SHKA ,,Kogo RAcin* Kérgové
Shoqata ,,Inspaler“Kérgové
Shoqgata e personave té verbér Kércové
Osllomej 36 375,00 Shoqata ,Skalla Skupi“, Shkup
2 Makedonski Brod 170 340,00 Shoqata e grave ,LUNA", M.Brod
SHKA 7 Shtatori“ M. Brod
Shoqata lidhja komunale e sporteve shkollore
3 Dibér 200 000,00 | Festivali i teatrit shqiptar né MK.
4 Manastir 951 000,00 nuk ka té dhéna
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1. Introduction

This paper contains the results from the survey for funds allocation from the
municipal budgets and usage of these funds by the associations, especially the
budget item — Transfer to NGO in the period of 2012 and 2013 in 15 municipalities in
the Republic of Macedonia: Shtip, Karbinci, Kochani, Cheshinovo-Obleshevo,
Kichevo, (along with the newly added communities of Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo and
Vraneshtica), Plasnica, Makedonski Brod, Debar, Mavrovo-Rostusa, Centar Zupa,
Struga, Bitola, Mogila, Novaci and Demir Hisar.

The goal of this analysis is to emphasize the fact that the associations’
sustainability and the transparency and accountability in the process of spending
public money, should not be left only on the will of the local authorities.

This paper, arguments the shallow approach of the local authorities in the
process of planning and allocation of funds to the local associations.

The analysis covers various issues in direction of improving the current

situation of the financial and budgetary practices of the Units of Local Government in
the process of funds allocation to local associations.
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2. Methodology

In the period of January — March 2014, Local Community Development
Foundation — Shtip, Centre for sustainable community development — Debar, Centre
for community Development — Kichevo and Youth Cultural Centre — Bitola, conducted
a survey for determining the current situation of the financial and budgetary practices
of the Units of Local Government for funds allocation to local associations in the
years of 2012 and 2013 in 15" municipalities in Republic of Macedonia: Shtip,
Karbinci, Kochani, Cheshinovo-Obleshevo, Kichevo (along with the attached
communities of Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo, Vraneshtica)”, Plasnica, Makedonski
Brod, Debar, Mavrovo-Rostusha, Centar Zupa, Struga, Bitola, Mogila, Novaci and
Demir Hisar.

The selection of the municipalities was made according to basic characteristics of the
municipalities: region, size, urban/rural and ethical background of the population.

In the four regions (Shtip, Kichevo, Debar and Bitola) the survey was

conducted by four local coordinators following previously prepared questionnaires
with defined questions and developed implementation plan.
The process of data gathering was made through contacts with the Mayors, meetings
with representatives from public administration responsible for cooperation with local
associations and departments for finance and budget and legal-normative sectors.
The data was collected through review of municipal documents (budget and official
annual balance sheets) and using the official requests within the Law on free Access
to Public Information.

Following the objective of defining the current situation of the financial and
budgetary practices of municipalities for funds allocation, as well as determining the
challenges in the procedures, the gathered data are directed towards the planned
and transferred funds from the budget line — Transfer to NGOs and to the percentage
of funds that are planned and actually transfer to associations; the average amount
of the transfer funds by grant; procedures for funds allocation (public call, written
criteria) associations’ mission.

The collected data™ from the municipalites are distributed to local
associations in the four regions (Shtip, Kichevo, Debar and Bitola). The comments,
conclusions and recommendations are incorporated in the paper.

12ActuaIIy 19 municipalities with the attached communities of Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo and
Vraneshtica in the Kichevo region.

> The collected data for the municipalities of Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo and Vraneshtica are referring to
2012 and January — April 2013, or until their attachment to Kichevo municipality.

' Detail information about the municipalities is presented in Annexes 1/2 within this publication.
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3. Analysis

According to the presented information in this publication, it is obvious that
the Local Governments annually plan to transfer funds from the budget line —
Transfer to NGOs from the municipal budget to associations. But, there is a
difference between the planned and the real transferred funds to local associations
(Table No 5). This shows that the municipalities use this budget line as security and
as reserve for covering other costs and within the first change of the budget, this
budget line is the first to decrease.

The information, that less than 1% from the annual budget of the
municipalities is aimed for support local associations, shows that the interest of the
Local Governments to cooperate with associations on important issues directed
towards community development, is on low unsatisfying level and the associations
are not categorized as important actors and long-term partners in the process of
community development by the Units of Local Governments.

It is visible that in 2013, the municipalities transferred fewer funds on
associations, than in 2012 (Table No 4). This relates to the Local Elections 2013, or
the change in the elected municipal councilors and Mayors who don’t see the support
and cooperation with associations as priority and challenge to increase the budget
line — Transfer to NGOs and strengthening the cooperation with the community civil
sector.

The information that the average amount of grant to associations is between
10 000,00 and 50 000,00 MKD (Table No 6), shows that the Local Governments
support short term associations’ projects or specific event or actions. The Units of
Local Government don’'t have strategic goal for long term cooperation with the civil
sector.

Associations that work in the areas of culture and art, are the biggest
beneficiaries of municipal funds, second are the associations working in the field of
democracy and human rights and third big amount transferred to associations from
municipal budgets is for covering operational costs to local associations (Table No 7).
Only four municipalities made transfer to associations from different budget lines
from the municipal budget. The total amount (in 2012 and 2013) is 502 135,00 MKD.
But, there is not even one Local Government that made transfer of responsibilities
from municipality to associations. Although most municipalities allocate funds to
associations from the budget line — Transfer to NGOs for covering operational costs
to local associations with specific objectives and tasks, yet, there is no sign for
developing methodology for transfer of responsibilities.

Related to the procedures and incorporated mechanisms for allocating
municipal funds for support to associations, from 19" municipalities, only 6
municipalities allocate funds through open call (Table No 1). The rest of the
municipalities operate on the principle of requests made by the local associations
and City Council decision, with no developed criteria for allocating. The information
that only 7 municipalities have developed criteria for fund allocation shows that this
process is generally not transparent. At the same time, the information shows that in
4 municipalities, the associations that received funds from the municipal budget don’t
have the formal obligation to report on expenditure about these funds. This
concludes that the good practices for increasing the transparency and accountability

> Shtip, Karbinci, Cheshinovo-Obleshevo, Kichevo (along with Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo and

Vraneshtica), Plasnica, Makedonski Brod, Debar, Mavrovo-Rostusha, Centar Zupa, Struga, Bitola,
Mogila, Novaci and Demir Hisar.

50



of the local authorities for allocating municipal funds are not adopted in more than the
half of municipalities that are included in the analysis.

The differences between the work and practices among different
municipalities show lack of unique, strategic, planned approach towards development
and sustainability of local associations by the local authorities.

According to data, significant part of the budget line — Transfer to NGO from
the municipal budget is transferred to local sport clubs. This way, the public gets
wrong impression about the amount of money really transfers to associations, which
is smaller than the amount of funds that Local Government transfers to support
sports clubs.

Related to the difference among urban or rural communities, beside that that
the rural municipalities support smaller number of grants, but with higher amount of
money for the grants, there are no visible differences in the percentage of transferred
funds for support to associations, or differences in the allocation procedures.

The comments and reactions of the associations from the four regions
(Shtip, Bitola, Kichevo and Debar) for the presented data are generally directed
towards the amount of the budget line — Transfer to NGOs from the municipal
budget, especially because of the fact that this budget line is decreased in most
municipalities in 2013. The associations conclude that the local authorities are not
interested in creating long term, effective cooperation with the civil sector and that’s
way the budget line is decreased.

Another note from the associations is that in some municipalities, several
associations are in more close to the local authorities than other; these associations
are also labeled as associations with political affirmation. This related to the not
transparent process of funds allocation from the municipal budgets, represents a
serious challenge in the process of spending citizens” money by the local authorities.

The associations reacted on the budget line — Transfer to NGOs from the
municipal budgets in direction that this amount is presented in total and covers funds
for support to sports clubs and other expenditures, which creates a wrong picture of
the total amount planned for support associations. In some municipalities’®, this
budget line is divided and clearly represented the total amount planned for support to
associations and other budget items for other goals.

The associations comment on the usage of knowledge, experience and
expertise of the members of associations, which are not in full, or not at all used by
the local authorities in all sectors and departments. Although some associations have
signed Memorandum for cooperation with the Local Governments, still the
representatives from the local institutions, municipal councils and Mayors are not
exploring the associations’ resources.

16 Kichevo, Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo, Makedonski Brod.
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4. Cooperation with the Units of Local Government in the
process of the survey

- The process of data collection needed for the analysis in the Kichevo region was
realized within open and quality cooperation with representatives from all
municipalities (Kichevo, Zajas, Oslomej, Drugovo, Vranteshtica, Plasnica and
Makedonski Brod).

- In the Shtip region, the process of data collection was realized within open and
quality cooperation with representatives from municipality of Karbinci, Cheshinovo-
Obleshevo and Kochani. In Shtip municipality, besides all efforts to obtain the
needed information through meetings, documentation review and phone calls, at the
end a request, using the Free Access to Information Law was sent and only than the
information was received.

- The process of gathering information in the Debar region was made within open
and quality cooperation with the municipality of Centar Zupa and Struga. In the
municipality of Debar there was partial cooperation, the received information were
incomplete.

Representatives from the Municipality of Mavrovo - Rostuse did not cooperate and
did not submit the required data.

- In Bitola region, the process of gathering information needed for the analysis was
made within open and quality cooperation with representatives from the municipality
of Novaci and Demir Hisar. In municipality of Mogila, requests using the Law on Free
Access to information were sent and only than the needed information were received.
The process of obtaining the needed data in municipality of Bitola was realized with
some challenges. Although, the request using the Free Access to Information Law
was used, the received information, for the year of 2013 was incomplete. The
municipality stated that the reason for not sending the information is that the Report
on financial support to association in Bitola municipality is in its preoperational phase
and not yet adopted by the City Council. The response from the municipality states
that it will be published after its adoption which was to today practice in Bitola
municipality.
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5. Recommendations

. To increase the amount of the budget line — Transfer to NGOs related to the total

amount of municipal budgets as a necessary step for improving the cooperation
among local authorities and associations. At least 1% of the total amount of the
municipal budget to be planned for support to associations.

In the process of budget planning, especially for the budget line — Transfer to NGOs
within the municipal budgets, consultative meetings with representatives from
associations to be held.

Incorporating program for financing associations with clearly determined priorities by
the local authorities.

Delineation of the funds intended for associations from the municipal funds from the
funds intended for the support local sport clubs. The budget line — Transfer to NGOs
to be cleared from other funds.

Developing clear methodology for funds allocation from the municipal budget for
support to associations. Developing criteria and procedures for improving the
practices for funds allocation from the municipal budget to associations.

Preparing set of rules for financing associations by the local authorities with clear
criteria for developing project ideas (including the needed documentation, application
forms, and clear procedure for reporting).

- This will lead to increasing the associations’ sustainability, improve the long term
process of evaluation, monitoring and reporting for the implemented projects and
activities and secure increased transparency and accountability in the process of
spending public money, as well as improved functionality of the municipalities.

The municipalities should announce public call for requesting applications (project
ideas, program activities, initiatives and joint actions) for supporting associations from
the municipal budget.

Representatives from associations should be included in the work of the Commission
for allocation of funds for associations from municipal budgets.

Developing methodology for transfer of responsibilities from the Units of Local
Government to associations.

It is necessary for the municipalities to have established and regularly updated data-
base for all associations that work in the municipalities.
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6. Additional information

- Sample from the questionnaires used in gathering information for the survey
- Annexes 1 and 2 — Detail information about the municipalities

Questionnaire for the Unites of Local Government

Municipality

Manager of sector/department:

Questionnaire was filled by:

Contact:

Phone: , E-mail:

1. Does the municipality plan to financially support associations from the
municipal budget?

Yes No

2. How much funds from the municipal budget are planned for direct financial
support to associations?

Year Annually MKD % from the annual municipal budget

2012

2013

3. How much funds from the municipal budget are transferred to direct
financial support to associations?

Year Annually MKD Number of associations that received
financial support

2012

2013

3 a) If none explain the reason.

4. How much funds are transferred to associations from different budget lines?

Year Annually MKD Name of the associations that received
funds

2012

2013

4 a) If none explain the reason.




5. Names of the associations that received financial support.

Year Name of the Name of the MKD
association project/activity

2012

2013

6. Are the funds intended to associations allocated trough public call?
Yes No

7. Does the municipality have written criteria for funds allocation to
associations?

Yes No

8. Do associations that received financial support from municipal budgets,
have the obligations to send reports to municipalities?

Yes No
If the answer is YES

9. How many times during the realization period do they have to send reports?
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ANNEX 1

1. Methods of allocation of municipal budgets to support associations and foundations

Table No. 1

Shtip The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are allocated through
Public Call with developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have the
obligation to submit final narrative and financial report after the implementation of the project activities.

Karbinci The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are allocated through
Public Call without developed criteria for allocation. But, because of the non-existence of active associations on the territory of
the municipality, the funds are not allocated.

Kochani The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are allocated through
Public Call with developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have the
obligation to submit final narrative and financial report after the implementation of the project activities.

Cheshinovo- The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are allocated through

Obleshevo Public Call with developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have the
obligation to submit annual narrative and financial report.

Kichevo The municipalities of Kichevo, Zajas, Oslomej and Drugovo, annually plan financial support to associations from the municipal

(Zajas, budget. The funds are not allocated through Public Call, nor have developed criteria.

Oslomej, Municipality of Vraneshtica doesn’t plan or transfer funds for associations’ support from the municipal budget.

Drugovo, In municipality of Zajas, the funds are allocated through Set of Rules and the associations have to submit final report.

Vraneshtica)

In municipality of Kichevo, in 2012, the requests for financial support to associations were reviewed and recommended for
funding by the Commission for finances and budget. In 2013, following the Set of Rules, the Mayor recommends to the City
Council how much and to which associations funds should be transferred. The funds are allocated through associations’
request for financial support.

Plasnica

The municipality doesn’t plan financial support to associations.

Makedonski Brod

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are not allocated
through Public Call, or through developed criteria. The Mayor is validated by the City Council to decide on all requests sent
from legal and individuals (with small financial construction). The associations that have received funds from the municipal
budget have the obligation to submit final narrative and financial report after the implementation of the project activities, but the
associations don’t fulfill this obligation.

Debar

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are not allocated
through Public Call, but with developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal
budget don’t have the obligation to submit reports.
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Mavrovo-Rostushe

No information.

Centar Zupa

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are not allocated
through Public Call, but through developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal
budget don’t have the obligation to submit reports.

Struga

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are allocated through
Public Call with developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have the
obligation to submit final narrative and financial report after the implementation of the project activities.

Bitola

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are allocated through
Public Call through developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have
the obligation to submit final narrative and financial report after the implementation of the project activities.

Mogila

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are not allocated
through Public Call, but through developed criteria for allocation. The associations that have received funds from the municipal
budget have the obligation to submit annual narrative and financial report.

Novaci

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are not allocated
through Public Call, or through developed criteria. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have
the obligation to submit annual narrative and financial report.

Demir Hisar

The municipality annually plans financial support to associations from the municipal budget. The funds are not allocated
through Public Call, or through developed criteria. The associations that have received funds from the municipal budget have
the obligation to submit narrative and financial report after the project activities implementation.
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2. Quantitative data from the survey

o What percentage of the total municipal budget is planned for activities of
associations?

Table No 2 0-1% 1,01 - 2% 2,01 -3% 3,01 -4% 4,01% -<
2012 13 1 1
2013 13 1 1

- In 2012, the biggest percentage of the total budget planned for association support is in
municipality of Mogila with 3,14%; and least, municipality of Makedonski Brod with 0,04%
from the total municipal budget.
- In 2013, the biggest percentage of the total budget planned for association support is in
municipality of Mogila with 2,54%; and least, municipality of Makedonski Brod with 0,04%
from the total municipal budget.

100

| 02012
2012 B 2013

0-1% 0-1% 4,01-

Table No 2 a) 0-1% 1,01 -2% 2,01 -3% 3,01-4% 4,01% - <

Urban 7

Rural 6 1 1 1

OUrban
B Rural

Urban
0-1% 1.01- 2,01- 3,01- 4-<
2% 3% 4%

- From the urban municipalities, the biggest percentage of the total budget planned for
association support is in municipality of Debar with 1,22%; and least, municipality of
Makedonski Brod with 0,04% from the total municipal budget.

- From the rural municipalities, the biggest percentage of the total budget planned for
association support is in municipality of Mogila with 3,14%; and least, municipalities of Zajas
and Drugovo with 0,07% from the total municipal budget.

- The municipalities of Vraneshtica and Plasnica don’t plan financial support to associations
from the municipal budgets.

- There is no visible difference between rural and urban municipalities related to the
percentage of planned funds for associations’ support.

e How much finances are planned in the budget line — Transfer to NGOs from the
municipal budgets (MKD)?

Table No3 | 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000

2012 10 3 1 1 1

2013 10 3 1 1 1
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02012
2013

0-1.000.000 1.000.001- 2.000.001 -

3.000.001 - 5.000.000 - <

2.000.000 3.000,000 4.000.000

- In 2012, municipality of Struga planned 5 005 000,00 MKD for financial support to
associations from the total amount of the municipal budget, which is the biggest amount
planned from the rest of municipalities in the survey. Municipality of Centar Zupa planned 40
000,00 MKD for financial support to associations from the total amount of the municipal
budget, which is the smallest amount planned from the rest of municipalities in the survey.

- In 2013, municipality of Struga planned 4 813 000,00 MKD for financial support to
associations from the total amount of the municipal budget, which is the biggest amount
planned from the rest of municipalities in the survey.

Municipality of Drugovo planned 30 000,00 MKD for financial support to associations from the
total amount of the municipal budget, which is the smallest amount planned from the rest of
municipalities in the survey.

Table 3 a) 0-1.000.000 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000
Urban 1 3 1 1 2
Rural 9
101
8
6-
O Urban
a
H Rural
2_/
0
0- 1.000.001- 2.000.001- 3.000.001- 5.000.000 -
1.000.000 2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000 <

From the urban municipalities, municipality of Struga planned 5 005 000,00 MKD for financial
support to associations from the total amount of the municipal budget, which is the biggest
amount planned from the rest of municipalities in the survey. Municipality of Demir Hisar
planned 100 000,00 MKD for financial support to associations from the total amount of the
municipal budget, which is the smallest amount planned from the rest of municipalities in the
survey.

- From the rural municipalities, municipality of Cheshinovo-Obleshevo planned 1 170 000,00
MKD for financial support to associations from the total amount of the municipal budget,
which is the biggest amount planned from the rest of municipalities in the survey. Municipality
of Drugovo planned 30 000,00 MKD for financial support to associations from the total
amount of the municipal budget, which is the smallest amount planned from the rest of
municipalities in the survey.

- The municipalities of Vraneshtica and Plasnica don’t plan financial support for associations
from the municipal budgets.
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e How much funds are transfer to associations from the municipal funds (MKD)?

Table No 4 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 | 3.000.000 4.000.000
2012 11 2 1
2013 9 1 1 1
15
10
5 I @ 2012
. 2012 W 2013
0- 2.000.001 5.000.000
1.000.000 - -<
3.000.000

- In 2012, municipality of Struga transferred 3 729 303,00 MKD, which is the biggest amount
transferred to associations from the rest of municipalities in the survey. Municipality of Centar
Zupa transferred 12 000,00 MKD which is the smallest amount transferred to associations
from the rest of municipalities in the survey.

- In 2013, municipality of Struga transferred 2 515 485,00,00 MKD, which is the biggest
amount transferred to associations from the rest of municipalities in the survey. Municipality of
Shtip transferred 20 000,00 MKD which is the smallest amount transferred to associations
from the rest of municipalities in the survey.

Table No4a) | 0-1.000.000 | 1.000.001- | 2.000.001 - | 3.000.001 - | 5.000.000 - <
2.000.000 | 3.000.000 4.000.000

Yp6aHu 4 2 1
OMLUTUHMU

PypanHu 6 1

OMLUTUHU

OUrban

Rural B Rural
Urban

0- 1.000.001 - 2.000.001 - 3.000.001 - 5.000.000 -
1.000.000 2.000.000 3.000.000 4.000.000 <

- From the urban municipalities, Struga transferred 3 729,00 MKD, which is the biggest
amount transferred to associations from the rest of municipalities in the survey. Municipality of
Shtip transferred 20 000,00 MKD, which is the smallest amount transferred to associations
from the rest of municipalities in the survey.

- From the rural municipalities, municipality of Cheshinovo-Obleshevo transferred 1 170
000,00 MKD for financial support to associations from the total amount of the municipal
budget, which is the biggest amount transferred from the rest of municipalities in the survey.
Municipality of Centar Zupa transferred 12 000,00 MKD, for financial support to associations
from the total amount of the municipal budget, which is the smallest amount transferred from
the rest of municipalities in the survey.
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- The municipalities of Karbinci, Drugovo, Vraneshtica and Plasnica didn’t transfer any funds
from the municipal budgets for associations’ support.

- The biggest amount transferred from the budget line — Transfer to NGO from the municipal
budgets is 1 000 000,00 MKD.

o What percentage from the budgeted funds aimed at associations’ support are
transferred to associations?

Table No. 5 0-30% 30,01-50% 50,01-80% | 80,01-100% 100% - <
2012 5 2 6 2 1
2013 7 0 5 2 1

71

6

54

4

3 02012

24 @2013

14

04 v :

0-30% 30- 50- 80- 100%-
50% 80% 100 <
e What is the average amount of the allocated funds by grant (MKD)?
Table No. 6 0-10.000 10.001 — 50.000 | 50.001-100.000 | 100.001- 300.001 -
300.000 <
2012 87 153 12 6 3
2013 26 61 12 5 1
200
100 | I 2012
. — W 2013
0- 10.001- 50.001- 100.001 300.001
10.000 50.000 100.000 - -<
MKA, 300.000

- In 2012, the largest amount of fund for grant to association was transferred by the
municipality of Struga, 1 125 000, MKD to the Center for Persons with Intellectual Disabilities
"Nova poraka" - Struga. The smallest amount of fund for grant to association was transferred
by the municipality of Novaci, 3 000,00 MKD to various associations with different objectives.

- In 2013, the largest amount of fund for grant to association was transferred by the
municipality of Cheshinovo — Obleshevo, 802 000,00 MKD for the purpose of education for
children. The smallest amount of fund for grant to association was transferred by the
municipality of Novaci, 3 000,00 MKD to various associations with different objectives.

Table No. 6a 0-10.000 10.001 — 50.000 | 50.001-100.000 | 100.001- 300.001 - <
MKD MKD MKD 300.000 MKD MKD

Urban 61 139 15 8

Rural 53 70 15 5 4
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150

100

50

0

OUrban

B Rural

Urban

0-10.000 10.001- 50.000- 100.001- 300.001 -
MKAO 50.000 100.000 300.000

<

- In the urban municipalities the largest amount of fund for grant to association was
transferred by the municipality of Struga, 1 125 000, MKD to the Center for Persons with
Intellectual Disabilities "Nova poraka" - Struga. The smallest amount of fund for grant to
association was transferred by the municipality of Struga, 4 000,00 MKD to association
“Demokratki klub”.

- In the rural municipalities the largest amount of fund for grant to association was transferred
by the municipality of Cheshinovo-Obleshevo, 802 000,00 MKD for the purpose of education
for children. The smallest amount of fund for grant to association was transferred by the
municipality of Novaci, 3 000,00 MKD for different objectives.

- Most grants are awarded in between 10 000,00 and 50 000,00 MKD. Rural municipalities
awarded fewer grants, but with large amount.

Working area of associations that received municipal financial support:

Table No. 7

No O6nact Ha genyBawe Number of associations
31. Culture and art 45
32. Democracy and human rights 39
33. Other 36
34. Sport, hobby, recreation 35
35. Cultural differences 30
36. Children, youth, students 18
37. People with disabilities 17
38. Professional organizations 17
39. Gender issues 14
40. Social and humanitarian work 12
41. Ecology 10
42. Civil society development 9
43. Rural development 6
44, Old people 4
45, Education and science 2
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ANNEX 2

1. Detail information about the municipalities

How much funds from the municipal bud

et are planned for financial support of associations?

No. Municipality MKD % MKD %
2012 2013
1 Shtip 1 300 000,00 0,21 800 000,00 0,13
2 Karbinci 200 000,00 0,40 200 000,00 0,40
3 Kochani 1200 000,00 0,52 1 200 000,00 0,52
4 Cheshinovo - Obleshevo 855 000,00 1,08 1.170 000,00 1,33
5 Kichevo 1 540 000,00 0,29 1 295 000,00 0,18
Zajas 91 000,00 0,10 70 000,00 0,07
Oslomej 320 000,00 0,31 360 000,00 0,31
Drugovo 150 000,00 0,34 30 000,00 0,07
Vraneshtica 00 00 00 00
6 Plasnica 00 00 00 00
7 Makedonski Brod 410 000,00 0,04 485 000,00 0,04
8 Debar 3 000 000,00 1,20 3400 000,00 1,22
9 Mavrovo- Rostushe / / / /
10 Centar Zupa 40 000,00 0,18 45 000,00 0,22
11 Struga 5005 000,00 0,90 4 813 000,00 0,80
12 Bitola 3 700 000,00 0,47 4 600 000,00 0,57
13 Mogila 850 000,00 3,14 780 000,00 2,54
14 Novaci 400 000,00 / 400 000,00 /
15 Demir Hisar 100 000,00 0,20 135 000,00 0,30
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How much funds from the municipal bud

et is transferred for direct support to associations?

No. Municipality MKD Number of MKD Number of
2012 associations that 2013 associations that
received support received support
1 Shtip 889 795,00 15 20 000,00 1
2 Karbinci 0 0 0 0
3 Kochani 839 070,00 20 747 304,00 18
4 Cheshinovo - Obleshevo 693 000,00 4 1 017 000,00 3
5 Kichevo 484 847,00 14 760 152,00 13
Zajas 21 000,00 2 00 00
Oslomej 146 375,00 4 41 000,00 3
Drugovo 00 / 00 /
Vraneshtica 00 / 00 /
6 Plasnica 00 / 00 /
7 Makedonski Brod 118 340,00 3 72 000,00 2
8 Debar 2 300 000,00 12 2 400 000,00 13
9 Mavrovo- Rostushe / / / /
10 Centar Zupa 12 000,00 1 0 0
11 Struga 3729 303,00 26 2 515 485,00 20
12 Bitola 2 749 000,00 130 Hema nogatoum 68
13 Mogila 680 000,00 4 625 150,00 5
14 Novaci 310 300,00 29 725 000,00 34
15 Demir Hisar 56 000,00 2 90 000,00 2
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Percentage of transferred funds for financial support to associations from the planned municipal budgets.

Planned 2012 Transferred 2012 | 2012 Planned 2013 Transferred 2013 § 2013
No. Municipality MKD MKD % MKD MKD %
2012 2012 2013 2013
1 Shtip 1 300 000,00 889 795,00 | 68,45 800 000,00 20 000,00 2,5
2 Karbinci 200 000,00 0 00 200 000,00 0 00
3 Kochani 1 200 000,00 839 070,00 § 69,92 1 200 000,00 747 304,00 62,27
4 Cheshinovo 855 000,00 693 000,00 § 81,05 1.170 000,00 1 017 000,00 86,92
Obleshevo
5 Kichevo 1 540 000,00 484 847,00 31,48 1 295 000,00 760 152,00 58,69
Zajas 91 000,00 21 000,00 § 23,07 70 000,00 00 00
Oslomej 320 000,00 146 375,00 | 45,74 360 000,00 41 000,00 11,38
Drugovo 150 000,00 00 00 30 000,00 00 00
Vraneshtica 00 00 00 00 00 00
6 Plasnica 00 00 00 00 00 00
7 Makedonski 410 000,00 118 340,00 § 28,86 485 000,00 72 000,00 14,84
Brod
8 Debar 3000 000,00 2 500 000,00 § 83,33 3400 000,00 2 400 000,00 70,58
9 Mavrovo- / / / / / /
Rostushe
10 Centar Zupa 40 000,00 12 000,00 § 30,00 45 000,00 0 00
11 Struga 5005 000,00 3729 303,00 ) 74,51 4 813 000,00 2 515 485,00 52,26
12 Bitola 3 700 000,00 3 700 000,00 § 100,00 4 600 000,00 Hema nogartoum Hema nogartoum
13 Mogila 850 000,00 680 000,00 § 80,00 780 000,00 625 150,00 80,15
14 Novaci 400 000,00 310 300,00y 77,57 400 000,00 725 000,00 181,25
15 Demir Hisar 100 000,00 56 000,00 § 56,00 135 000,00 90 000,00 66,66




Reasons for NOT allocated funds from municipal budgets to associations.

No. Municipality Reasons
1 Karbinci On the territory of Karbinci municipality there are no active associations that work on any local project
activities.
2 Oslomej Lack of finances in the municipal budget.
Drugovo 2012- Lack of finances in the municipal budget.
2013- Lack of finances in the municipal budget, before attaching to Kichevo municipality (09.05.2013).
3 Plasnica Due to a blocked account Plasnica municipality, has not made any allocation of funds from its budget to
associations.
4 Makedonski Brod 2012 — Association “Garut” in 2011 applied for financial support, but then ceased to function.
Because of lack of finances in the municipal budget, the planned allocations were not realized.
2013- Because of lack of finances in the municipal budget, two associations that applied for financial support
(Sports Fishing Club “Klen” and Football club “Mirche Acev” were not transferred any funds.
5 Centar Zupa Lack of finances in that period.
¢ How much funds are transferred to associations from other budget lines from municipal budgets?
No. Municipality MKD Annually Name of the associations that received
funding
1 Kichevo 95 420,00 Ensemble "Tanec"
KUD “Kocho Racin” Kichevo
Association “Inspaer” Kichevo
Association of blind people Kichevo
Oslomej 36 375,00 Association “Skala Skupi” - Skopje
2 Makedonski Brod 170 340,00 Women's association “Luna” M. Brod
KUD “7 Septemvri” M. Brod
Municipal Alliance for School Sports
3 Debar 200 000,00 Festival of the Albanian theatre in Macedonia
4 Bitola 951 000,00 /
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