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EFFECTS OF PERCEIVED ORIGIN ON ANTI-MIGRANT
SENTIMENTS AND ACTS OF SOCIALLY INDUCED HATRED
IN BULGARIA

Abstract: The paper studies the effects of perceived immigrants’ origin on anti-immi-
grant sentiments in the Bulgarian society by focusing on social distance and some aspects
of socially induced hatred towards immigrants. Spread and approval of hate speech and
hate violence against immigrants and variations associated to the perceived different back-
ground and origin are analyzed. With respect to social distancing, two clusters are differ-
entiated - “distant” and “close” on basis of origin and the differences between them are not
only in the degree of acceptance, but also in the ranking of preferred roles. With respect to
act of socially induced hatred results are more ambiguous. Origin has a substantial role on
the spread of hate speech, but this is not the case with the spread or (perceived) involve-
ment of different groups in violence. Inclination to intervene and stop violence differs
according to the origin of victims and perpetrators and further studies are needed to iden-
tify determinants.
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Introduction

Two main lines of theorizing and analysis can be distinguished with respect to sources
of anti-immigrant sentiments, according to which they are to be attributed to economical
(O’Rourke & Sinnott, 2006; Dustmann & Preston, 2007) or cultural (Davidov & Meuleman,
2012; Billiet & De Witte, 1995; Ceobanu & Escandell, 2008) confrontation. Most of the
papers arguing that anti-immigrant sentiments are due to cultural confrontation assume,
implicitly or explicitly, that symbolic concerns and anticipated sociotropic effects (Hain-
mueller & Hopkins, 2014) are related to perceptions of the otherness of the immigrants
in terms of values, religion, culture, ethnicity, race, etc. (Gorodzeisky & Semyonov, 2015;
Gorodzeisky, 2013; Scheepers, Gijsberts, Coenders, 2002). There is however, little research
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on the way specific cleavages of difference and perceived forms of otherness affect anti-im-
migrant sentiments and in particular on the effects of perceptions of origin of different
groups on the concrete sentiments towards them (some notable recent exceptions being:
Blinder & Markaki, 2018; Heath & Richards, 2019). Studies on the effects of perceived ori-
gin on anti-immigrant hate speech, hate crimes and hate motivated violence are even scarce.

The paper tries to fill this gap by analyzing the effects of the perceived immigrant’s
origin on anti-immigrant sentiments in Bulgaria measurable through social distancing
towards different immigrant groups and through manifestations of socially induced hatred.
The paper contributes as well with analysis of the spread and acceptance of anti-immigrant
hate speech and hate motivated violence.

The study is part of a larger research, funded by the Bulgarian Science Fund, and
draws on data from a set of representative surveys on attitudes of Bulgarians towards immi-
grants and refugees at the peak and after the wave of intensified migration.

The paper is structured as follows: the first part introduces the main theoretical
notions and concepts; after that the second present the methodology of the empirical
study; the third part presents the data and results of the research; finally, the last part con-
cludes with an overview of the most important findings and some notes on possible future
research.

Theoretical framework

Studies focused on sources and consequences of anti-immigrant sentiments are abun-
dant, however rarely comprehensive (Ceobanu & Escandell, 2010; Gorodzeisky, 2013).
There are two main lines of theorizing and analysis, which only seldom and only recently
overlap (Hainmueller & Hopkins, 2014; Gorodzeisky, 2013). The first line of inquiry is
grounded in political economy and is concerned with economic self-interest or collective
economic interest like labor market competition and fiscal burden (O’'Rourke & Sinnott,
2006; Dustmann & Preston, 2007). The second - sociopsychological — suggests sources of
anti-immigrant attitudes are to be found in the perceptions of a sociotropic effect (Hain-
mueller & Hopkins, 2014) on the host country and society. Studies in this paradigm are
much more heterogeneous and study a variety of factors such as identities and values
(Davidov & Meuleman, 2012; Billiet & De Witte 1995), nationalism (Ceobanu & Escandell,
2008), perceived threat (Scheepers et al., 2002). Despite abundant research, there is little
proof that anti-immigrant attitudes are based on the real or anticipated effects on the per-
sonal economic situations. More consistently, recent research shows that attitudes towards
immigrants are “mostly driven by symbolic concerns about the nation as a whole” (Hain-
mueller & Hopkins, 2014, p. 227) or by “concerns over the conditions or characteristics of
the immigrant population” (Markaki, Longhi, 2013, p. 332).

Dustmann and Preston (2007) present evidence that racial or cultural prejudice is an
important component to attitudes towards immigration when it comes to immigration
from countries with ethnically different populations.

Similarly, according to Gorodzeisky and Semyonov (2009) anti-immigrant senti-
ments, and specifically exclusionary attitudes, can be formed on grounds of national ori-
gin or national membership and on grounds of race and ethnicity. The first type is directed
“indiscriminately’ at all non-nationals (or ‘foreigners’) regardless of their race or ethnicity”
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and the second is “directed ‘selectively” only at non-European ethnic and racial minorities”
(Gorodzeisky & Semyonov, 2009, p. 416). The two authors argue that Europeans are more
willing to endorse exclusion of immigrants of non-European origin than immigrants of
European origin. This thesis is further developed by Gorodzeisky and Semyonov (2015),
according to which ethnic and racial prejudices toward non-European/non-White minori-
ties and competitive threat (both at individual and country levels) are two independent
sources of attitudes toward all immigrants, i.e. prejudiced attitude serves both as surplus
to perception of threat and as independent factor for anti-immigrant sentiments. What is
more, according to them, “racial prejudice toward non-White/non-Europeans should be
seen as an independent (and additive) source of negative attitudes toward immigrants in
general” (Gorodzeisky & Semyonov, 2015, p. 20).

As suggested by Gorodzeisky in another line of research (Gorodzeisky, 2011) not only
ethnical or racial prejudice form anti-immigrant sentiments, but also perceptions of the
economic conditions in the country of origin. Using data from the first round of the ESS
and cross-referencing attitudes towards immigrants from poorer versus richer countries
in Europe, she identifies four categories of attitudes: pro-admissionists, total exclusionists,
poor country exclusionists, rich country exclusionists). According to Gorodzeisky (2011),
exclusionary views directed exclusively at foreigners from ‘poorer countries in Europe’ or
at foreigners ‘from richer countries in Europe’ are quite substantial, although the majority
of people do not distinguish. Similarly, Blinder & Markaki (2018) found evidence that both
economic conditions in the country of origin and origin from within or out of EU and can
play a role in attitude towards immigrants. In their conclusions the two authors go further
than Gorodzeisky, arguing that the economic conditions in the country of origin are much
more important for anti-immigrant sentiments than European or non-European origin.

In a recent article Heath and Richards (2019) present evidence that there is consid-
erable over-time stability in the attitudes towards immigrants and sentiments towards dif-
ferent groups of immigrants. According to them, immigrants “of the same racial or ethnic
group as the majority are preferred to those from a different ethnic group or those from
poorer countries in Europe, who in turn are slightly preferred to those from poorer coun-
tries outside Europe” (Heath & Richards, 2019, p. 17). The two authors as well conclude
that there are more negative attitudes towards Muslim migrants and the least desired are
migrants with Roma origin.

With regards to anti-immigrant prejudice, earlier works of Pettigrew (Pettigrew, 1998)
argue that waves of intensified migration led to increased prejudice, direct and indirect
discrimination, political opposition, and extensive violence to immigrants and immigrant
minorities.

Building on the previous findings on hate crimes and hate speech (Spasova, 2019)
the current study assumes that the main factor for aggression and violence in intergroup
relations and in particular the ones targeted at immigrants, are precisely prejudices — dis-
torted categorizations of social groups. Prejudice is understood as a “negative assessment
of a social group or a negative assessment of a particular individual that is based on his /
her group affiliation” (Crandall & Eshleman, 2003: 414), which is spread through culture
and internalized through experience (e.g. Dunham, Chen, Banaji, 2013).

Acts of hatred - hate motivated violence, hate crimes and hate speech, are deviant
acts, motivated by prejudice, which serve to further confirm the prejudices of the group
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with which the perpetrators identify. Following Allport’s classical understanding, hate
here refers to a complex mental phenomenon representing a “permanent organization of
aggressive impulses to a person or group of people” that is a difficult structure in the men-
tal and emotional life of the individual (Allport, 1979: 363). In this sense, hatred is sta-
ble over time - sentiment, not emotion or affect, and yet more or less passive, but driving
impulse associated with the behaviour. Hatred is what acts as a “motivating force for vio-
lence” (Kressel, 2002).

It is important to point that hatred does not have to be the main motive for a crimi-
nal or violent act in order for that act to be classified as manifestation of socially induced
hatred. As other researchers point out (McDevitt, Levin, Bennett, 2002); Perry, 2009; Wal-
ters, 2011), even when hatred is not the main motive for a particular criminal act, it can
still play a significant role in overall motivation, for example in choosing a victim. Similar
is the difference described by Herek, Berrill and Berrill (1992) between “expressive” and
“evaluative” hate-motivated attacks: expressive violence aims to destroy or harm the vic-
tim because of his / her identity and belonging to a certain group, and evaluative violence
is directed to the specific victim due to its perception as an obvious goal.

Although hate speech is not necessarily violent in itself, a number of studies have
unambiguously linked the use of hate speech to the triggering of violence (e.g. Yanagiza-
wa-Drott, 2014; Benesh, 2012). The term includes incitement to violence, radicalism and
genocide, which constitutes a crime according to the law, as well as insults and qualifica-
tions based on identification and belonging to a certain group, which in itself is not crimi-
nalized. The study uses a definition of hate speech, according to which these are “forms of
expression that disseminate, incite, facilitate or justify harm (specifically, discrimination,
hostility or violence) based on the victim’s social or demographic affiliation to a group”
(UNESCO, 2015).

Essential for understanding the effects of hate speech are studies of the so-called “dan-
gerous speech” (Benesh, 2012) and “language of fear” (Buyse, 2014), which emphasize the
frequency of use and the speakers of hate — whether they are officials, journalists or ordi-
nary citizens. According to research on media content preceding acts of genocide, the use
of hate speech by officials or in the official media is key to objectifying hatred and radical-
ism into violence (Benesh, 2012; Leader Maynard & Benesch, 2016).

Research methodology

Empirical data are collected via a series of PAPI (Pen-and-paper assisted personal
interviews) studies with a structured questionnaire. The information mainly used in the
analysis is from the last survey which was conducted in the period September-October
2019, as already mentioned - after the depletion of the massive inflow of migrants from
third countries. For comparison on several occasions in the analysis data from the wave
conducted in November-December 2017 is used. Taking into consideration the importance
of spatial and psychological proximity and distance (Liberman & Chaiken, 1996), both
studies are designed as a two-stage nested sample and use a sample model that is nation-
ally representative for the adult population. The samples are random stratified with a vol-
ume of 840 individuals in 2019 and 800 individuals in 2017. The stratification is accord-
ing to NUTS 2 by the size of the settlement. The settlements are grouped in six groups and
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the sample excludes settlements with less than one hundred people (which is 1% of the
general population). The nests are 80 with ten interviews per nest. The source of infor-
mation for the sampling plans in both surveys is the 2011 census - the breakdown by age
groups for each settlement. The stochastic error at 50% is estimated to be + 3,5%. Data are
weighted by sex and age.

To study anti-immigrant sentiments, the study employs an adapted variant of the
Bogardus social scale (Bogardus, 1959). Inspired by Simmel’s ideas on geometry of social
life (Wark & Galliher, 2007), Bogardus devised a scale intended to measure prejudice and
to “reduce rationalizing...as much as possible” (1959, p. 30). The original scale is elegantly
simple and consists of seven roles with an increasing level of social proximity and closer
contact. Respondents are asked to select the closest degree of intimacy that they find suit-
able for representatives of certain ethnic groups. In the current study four of the degrees
of proximity of the Bogardus social distance scale are used — immediate neighbour, direct
supervisor or employer, married to a close relative, close friend. The social distance scale
is modified using a Likert-type scale with four response categories for each separate role,
thus turning the cumulative Bogardus scale into a set of separate questions with unidi-
mensional scale.

Manifestations of socially induced hatred - hate speech and hate violence - are stud-
ied with questions for experience, for opinion and with a battery of original projective ques-
tions, specially developed for the research. The projective questions are designed to suggest
responses describing the alleged behaviour of the respondents in various situations of immi-
grants/foreigners related violence, defined solely by the origin of the victims and attackers.

Results

With respect to social distance and acceptance, despite small variations, immigrants
with different origin can be grouped into two clusters with similar in-group results and sig-
nificant difference from each. The first cluster includes immigrants that are accepted more
and easily and thus can be labeled “close immigrants”. Those are immigrants from ethnic
Bulgarian descent born and raised outside of the country and other Europeans from coun-
tries in or out of the EU. The second cluster includes immigrants that are accepted less,
especially with the increase of social proximity, and can be labeled “distant immigrants”.
This cluster includes immigrants from Africa, the Middle East (Syria, Iraq, Afghanistan,
etc.) and China [Figure 1}.

Approximately one third of Bulgarians would feel completely comfortable if their
immediate neighbour is someone from the “close immigrants” — a European from out-
side the EU (34%) or ethnic Bulgarian from another country (31%), and one third (32%
and 33% respectively), would feel some degree of uncomfortably. For the immigrants from
Africa and the Middle East proximately two thirds say they would feel uncomfortable (31%
- “completely uncomfortable” and 31% “somewhat uncomfortable” for a person from the
Middle East and 34% “completely uncomfortable” and 29% “somewhat uncomfortable” for
a person from Africa). Only 9% and 8% of Bulgarians, respectively, would feel completely
comfortable if their neighbour is someone from Africa or the Middle East.

Regarding direct supervisor or employer, 25% of Bulgarians state they would be com-
pletely comfortable if a European from outside EU or an ethnic Bulgarian from another
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country is on that position and 36% - that they would feel uncomfortable (16% - “com-
pletely uncomfortable” and 20% “somewhat uncomfortable” for an ethnic Bulgarian and
15% “completely uncomfortable” and 21% “somewhat uncomfortable” for European from
outside EU) if this is the case. As in other positions, the acceptance of the other three
groups is significantly lower. Least comfortable Bulgarians would feel if their direct super-
visor is a person from the Middle East as this hypothetical situation would be completely
comfortable only for 10%, somewhat uncomfortable for 24% and completely uncomfort-
able for 31%.

The distribution of the social distance preferences towards different groups of immi-
grants for the position of a close relative by marriage displays even more pronounced dif-
ferences between the two clusters and almost identical result for the groups in each of them.
29% of Bulgarians would feel completely comfortable if they become relatives by mar-
riage with someone from the group of the close immigrants, whereas only 7% (or 6% for
Africa) would feel this way in the same situation but with a person from the group of dis-
tant migrants. Albeit with a minimal difference, the people from Africa are least desired -
20% have indicated that for them origin doesn’t matter, 6% would feel completely comfort-
able, 23% - somewhat uncomfortable and 50% — completely uncomfortable.

It is important to note that for all levels of proximity there are differences with regard
to the stated irrelevance of the origin. For example, on the kinship by marriage where the
discrepancy is biggest, 31% of the respondents have stated this for immigrants from a
European descent, 29% - for an ethnic Bulgarian from another country, 22% - for immi-
grants coming from the Middle East and 20% - for immigrants from Africa. Such a dis-
crepancy should not exist, if, as the answer suggests, in reality the origin of the relatives by
marriage is irrelevant. A possible explanation would be the existence of a certain degree of
social desirability in these responses, which, however, does not work well enough for the
distant immigrants.

A social distance index that reflects the level of comfort was created to enable a com-
parison that includes both the tested migrant groups and the tested social roles. The index
was created by assigning weight to the different levels of comfortability and takes values
between 0 and 100 where 0 means completely uncomfortable for everyone, and 100 - com-
pletely comfortable or origin is irrelevant for everyone. The index reveals several rather
interesting results. It is somewhat surprising to note that for the above discussed positions
ethnic Bulgarians from another country are less desirable than other Europeans. As it will
be seen in the analysis below however this is not the case for the position of close friend.
Further, for the group of closer immigrants, the most accepted role is the one of an imme-
diate neighbour, while for the group of distant immigrants the most accepted role is that
of direct employer. This difference is another important cleavage in the clustering of the
groups of immigrants as close and distant.

For the next tested role — the one of a close friend, most accepted by Bulgarians are
the ethnic Bulgarians from another country with 78% of the respondents willing to accept
them. Europeans from a third country come to a second place with 71% willing to accept
them. Immigrants from the Middle East, Africa and China are, as expected, considerably
less accepted. A person from China would be accepted as a close friend by 44%, a person
from the Middle East — by 38%, a person from Africa - by 35%.

111



Lyuba D. Spasova, Effects of perceived origin on anti-migrant sentiments and acts of socially...

Though the social distance for this role is quite high, especially for the cluster of dis-
tant immigrants, a comparison with data from 2017 shows a probable increase in the level
of acceptance. Methodological considerations should be kept in mind, concerned with the
fact that in 2017 acceptance was not tested for different groups but for all immigrants at
large. Data show that in 2017 — much closer to the peak of the migrant inflow, only 23%
would accept an immigrant, regardless of origin, as their close friend. In 2019 acceptance is
several times higher for the close immigrants and much higher even for the distant immi-
grants. A possible explanation for these results is the reduced sensitivity towards the topic
due the decrease in the migrant inflow that, one might argue, is linked to reduced percep-
tion of potential threat and the lessening of social panics.

Furthermore, the results on the assessment of hate speech prevalence allow some very
interesting observations.

According to the respondents, statements containing insulting qualifications (the
respondents are given the freedom to decide for themselves what qualifies as an insulting
statement) are most commonly against immigrants from Africa and the Middle East. 21%
say they have heard such statements often, 40% - rather rarely and 39% - never. Next in
prevalence are such statements against immigrants from China, followed by statements
against immigrants of Bulgarian origin from other countries and statements against citi-
zens of other European countries. Most rarely respondents have heard insulting statements
against immigrants from third European countries — 5% have heard such statements often,
30% - rather rarely and 65% — never.

Quite similar, but with much lower values, is the distribution of the prevalence of the
more serious type of hate speech — those containing threats and aggression (again, respon-
dents are given the freedom to decide for themselves what qualifies as threats and verbal
aggression). According to the results, such statements against immigrants from Africa and
the Middle East are again the most common, but here 9% have often heard such statements,
27% have rarely heard them and never 64%. As insulting statements, statements containing
threats and aggression against immigrants from third European countries are most rare —
3% have heard such statements often, 19% - rather rarely and 78% - never.

To enable a comparison simultaneously of both types of hate statements for all immi-
grant groups an index of hate speech was created by assigning weight to the three variables
in the scale for distribution assessment. The index takes values between 0 and 100 where 0
means that none ever heard such statements and 100 - that everyone estimates such state-
ments as rather common [Figure 2].

As visible from the index, the difference between the distribution of statements con-
taining offensive qualifications and those containing threats and aggression is in the level
rather than in the proportions. This applies both to the ratios within each group of immi-
grants and to the ratios between the different groups. The similar distributions suggest a
hypothesis that there is a relation between the two groups of statements, which hypothesis
is supported by the correlation analysis. The results show that there is a statistically signif-
icant association between the respondents’ assessments of the degree of prevalence of the
two types of statements, with the values being highest when both statements are related to
the same group of immigrants. For example, for immigrants from third European countries,
who according to the respondents are subjected to both statements containing insults and

112



Socioloski pregled / Sociological Review, vol. LV (2021), no. 1, pp. 106-129

statements containing threats and aggression to the smallest degree, the correlation values
are: Appr. Significance = 0.000; Cramer’s V = 0.541. For the immigrants from Africa and
the Middle East, most commonly subjected to both types of hate statements, these values
are: Appr. Significance = 0.000; Cramer’s V = 0.487.

With regard to dangerous speech — anti-immigrant and anti-refugee hate speech by
public figures - according to the data of the current survey, 11% of Bulgarians accept the
use of offensive phrases by politicians, 10% - by journalists, 22% consider acceptable the
use of hate speech by ordinary people, and 15% - by themselves [Figure 3]. In terms of
proportion, this distribution corresponds to the results of 2017, although there has since
been a significant decline in the overall level of acceptance. To an identical question in
2017, 19.2% of respondents indicated that they accept the use of hate speech and insulting
phrases by politicians, 20.1% — by journalists, 44.1% — by ordinary people, and 35.6% -
by themselves.

Although the sample does not allow observations and conclusions on the level of
hate crime victimization or hate crime offending of immigrants, the results connected to
eyewitness experience of aggressive behaviour and acts of violence provide some infor-
mation. A relatively small proportion of the respondents report having witnessed aggres-
sive behaviour by or against foreigners and immigrants, with aggressive acts perpetrated
by immigrants generally being less than those against them. 7% have witnessed aggres-
sive behaviour by citizens of other EU countries, immigrants from third European coun-
tries and immigrants from the Middle East and Africa and 4% - by immigrants from Asia.
Instances of aggressive behaviour targeted at citizens of other EU countries have been seen
by 12% of the respondents. 8% report having seen aggression targeted at immigrants from
the Middle East and Africa, 7% — at immigrants from third European countries and 5% -
at immigrants from Asia.

Results from the projective questions, show that acceptance and approval of anti-im-
migrant violence is much higher than the reported incidents of violence. In an imaginary
situation of violence against immigrants, and it should be emphasized that the victim is
defined only on this basis, 80% of respondents agree that violence is never justified but
20% are of the option that “immigrants are guilty - they had to stay where they are from”
The data unequivocally show a high degree of normalization of acts of physical violence
and hate crimes, moreover, that the results of 2017 are exactly the same, i.e. this attitude
is stable over time.

The set of projective questions on the presumptive reactions of the respondents in
situations of violence also show a strong influence of prejudice against members of out-
groups. Although a situation specifically with immigrants has been not tested, results are
important for understanding attitudes towards different groups of immigrants. In the gen-
eral case - a situation of violence that is not defined in any way, 13% of Bulgarians assess
the likelihood of intervening to stop the violence as very high, 32% are likely to inter-
vene to some extent, 29% - to a small extent and 27% would not intervene at all. In situa-
tions where the victims are of Bulgarian origin and the perpetrators belong to various out-
groups, the willingness and likelihood of intervention to stop the violence is close (within
the margin of error) to that in the general situation. Although with a small difference, it
is interesting to note that in the case of attackers from another ethnicity and in the case
of attackers from another race the percentage of people who think they would most likely
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react is higher. In case of attackers from another ethnicity 14% assess the likelihood of inter-
fering as very high and 28% - as nonexistent, and in case of attacker from another race -
15% assess the likelihood of interfering as very high and 27% - as nonexistent. In situa-
tions where the positions are reversed and Bulgarians are the perpetrators, and the victims
are members of out-groups, the willingness to intervene is lower than in the general case.
For example, in a situation in which the victims are of another race or another ethnicity,
8% are likely to intervene to a very large extent, and 31% would not react at all. With vic-
tims of another religion those percentages are 8% and 32% respectively and with victims
of foreign origin — 7% and 32%.

The differences in the attitude and likelihood of reactions in the different situations
are clearly seen from the index chart created by assigning weight to the various degrees of
likelihood [Figure 4]. The index takes values between 0 and 100 where 0 means that no
one will react and intervene and 100 - that everyone estimates the likelihood of interven-
ing as very high.

Discussion and conclusion

The study shows that perceived origin has a significant effect on anti-immigrant sen-
timents in Bulgaria both is terms of social distancing towards different immigrant groups
and in terms of manifestations and acceptance of acts of socially induced hatred.

With respect to social distancing and acceptance of immigrant, two clusters are dif-
ferentiated - “distant” and “close”, as the distinction between the two is not only in the lev-
els of acceptance, but also in the differing ranking of roles according to acceptance pref-
erences. The differences in the ranking of roles indicate that the roles are not necessarily
monovalent in terms of social distance and is an important indicator for attribution of
immigrant groups to the two clusters.

Although in general it seems that immigrants in the “distant” cluster as a rule origi-
nate from countries that are more distant in terms of geography or culture and those in the
“close” come from countries that are closer, social distance is not direct reflection of geo-
graphical or cultural distance. For example, the results evidence that people from China
are generally more preferred than people from the Middle East for almost all social roles,
although the latter are closer both culturally and geographically. Furthermore, contrary to
expectations, ethnic Bulgarians living in another country, who are supposedly closest in
terms of culture, are not the most preferred group for three out of four tested positions.
Further research is needed to deepen the understanding of these results and establish pos-
sible explanations.

With regard to spread and acceptance of acts motivated by socially induced hatred,
perceived origin of immigrants has substantial effects, although results are much more
ambiguous. Spread of hate speech vary for immigrants of different origin and groups can-
not be clustered. Spread and acceptance of hate speech do not exhibit dangerous trends,
as acceptance of statements containing aggression and threats, is lower than acceptance
of statements containing insults, and dangerous speech is less accepted hate speech used
by ordinary people.

A relatively small proportion of respondents report having witnessed acts of vio-
lence in which immigrants or foreigners are involved - either as victims or perpetrators.
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Nevertheless, results show that, on the whole, immigrants and foreigners are (considered)
more often the victims of violence than the perpetrators. Again, there is no ground for clus-
tering different groups with respect to involvement in violence.

There are differences in the inclination to intervene and stop violence dependent on
the roles and origin of victims and perpetrators. However, the association of inclination to
react in different situations is very strong with the principal inclination and further study
is needed to identify strongest determinants.

Comparisons with data from previous years reveal some contradictory data. While
there is a marked decline in anti-immigrant sentiments in terms of social distance and
approval of anti-immigrant hate speech, the approval of anti-immigrant acts of violence has
remained stable over time. Further research in the next years is needed to study whether
those results are a random variation, a temporary phenomenon or a trend and in fact - a
shift in anti-immigrant sentiments.
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Jby6a [I. Cracosa'

byrapcka akagemuja Hayka,

Wucturyt 3a dpunozodujy u coLyonorujy
Codmja (byrapcka)

YTUDIAJU ITEPIUITMMPAHOT IIOPEKJIA HA
AHTUMUTPAHTCKA OCERAIbA 1 YMTHOBE JPYIITBEHO
MN3A3BAHE MPJXIbE ¥ BYTAPCKOJ
(ITpesog In Extenso)

Caxerak: OBaj paj mpoydaBa yTuilaje IepLNUIMPAHOT IIOPEKIa MUTPAaHATA HA aHTH-
MurpaHTcka ocehama y 6yrapckom apyuItsy, ycpencpebyjyhm ce Ha connjanny gucranmy
U TI0jefi/IHe aclleKTe [PYIITBEHO M3a3BaHe MP>Kibe [IPeMa MUTPAHTUMA. AHAIU3UPajy ce
HIUpere 1 0f00paBame TOBOPa MPXKibe 1 HACU/ba 113 MPXKEbe IIpeMa MUTPAHTUMA, Kao 1
BapujalMje MoBe3aHe ca NepIMUIMPAHNM PA3TMINTIM OKOTHOCTMMA 1 TopeknoM. Kapa je
ped o coLMjaTHOj AUCTAHIIN, U3/IBajajy Ce ABa K/IacTepa — ,JaleKn” U ,,0lIUCKI ', Ha OCHOBY
HOpeK/Ia, a pasinke Meby wIMa HICY caMo y CTelleHy IIpUXBaTama, Beh 1 y panrupamy
Ke/beHuX yora. Kaja je ped o 4nHOBMMa APYIITBEHO M3a3BaHe MPXKibe, PE3YATATI CY
MHOT0 iBOCMUCTIeHuju. [TopekIo MMa CYMITHHCKY Y/IOTY Y LIMPemhy TOBOPa MP)Kibe, aj
0BO HUje CIy4aj ca pacHpOCTpameHoM (MM IePLUNNPAHOM) YK/bydeHohy pasmmdn-
THX Ipyna y Hacube. CKIIOHOCT Ka MHTEPBEHIIjU U 3ayCTaB/batby HACU/ba PAas/IUKYje ce
IIpeMa ITOpeKIy KPTaBa U MOYMHIIIALA, @ HEOIIXOJIHO je Aa/be poydyaBambe fa 6u ce mpe-
HO3HaJIe leTepMUHAHTe.

K/byuHe peun: conyjanHa gyucTaHILa, aHTUMUTPAaHTCKa ocehama, TOBOp MpXKibe,
Hacube U3 MPXKibe

YBon

Mory ce pasnMKoBaTy fiBe IIABHE TMHIje TeOPeTUCaba I aHA/IN3e Y IOITIey U3BOpa
aQHTUMUTPAHTCKMX ocehara, IpemMa KojuMa ce Ta ocehama MOry MpUIICaTV €KOHOMCKO]
(O'Rourke & Sinnott, 2006; Dustmann & Preston, 2007) uay Ky/aITypOJIOLIKOj CYKoOIbe-
noctu (Davidov & Meuleman, 2012; Billiet & De Witte, 1995; Ceobanu & Escandell,
2008). Behnna pajjoBa koju TBpfie fja Cy aHTUMUTPAaHTCKa oceharba 13a3BaHa Ky/lITypoyIo-
IIKOM CyKoO/peHOUINY IIPeTIOCTaB/bajy, AUPEKTHO UIN HHAUPEKTHO, f1a CY CUMOONTNYHA
3a0puHYTOCT 1 ouekuBaHu corporporncku edexrn (Hainmueller & Hopkins, 2014) mose-
3aHIU Ca TeplerIjaMa APYroCcTyt MUTPAHaTa Y CMICITY BPELHOCTH, Peluruje, KyIType,

! Ispasova@bas.bg

116



Coyuonowxu tipeineg, vol. LV (2021), no. 1, ctp. 106-129

eTHUYKe IpUMATHOCTH, pace uth. (Gorodzeisky & Semyonov, 2015; Gorodzeisky, 2013;
Scheepers, Gijsberts, Coenders, 2002). MebyTum, He IOCTOju JOBOJBHO UCTPAKMBAA O
HAYNMHY Ha KOjy crenn4Hy pacKopany usMely pasnuka u neplynupanux o6mmka fpy-
TOCTM yTUYy Ha aHTUMMUTPAHTCKa ocehamba, a HapounTo Ha epeKkTe MepliemInja MopeKIa
PasIMYUTUX IPYIIa Ha KOHKpeTHa oceharba IpeMa mbyMa (HeK1 Off 3HaYajHUX 13y3eTaKa
cy ucrpaxmaun: Blinder & Markaki, 2018; Heath & Richards, 2019). Jom cy pebe cry-
[uje 0 yTUIIajyMa IepIUINPaHOr ITOPeK/Ia Ha aHTVIMUTPAHTCKIU TOBOP MPKIbe, 3/I0UIHE
U3 MpXHbe 1 HaCu/be 13a3BaHO MP>KEbOM.

OBaj paji OKyIIaBa fia IIOMYHM Ty IIPAa3HIHY aHA/IM3MpPajyhy yTuliaje nepUumpaHor
HOpeK/Ia MUTpaHaTa Ha aHTUMUTIPaHTCKa ocehama y Byrapckoj MepeHa Kpos3 coLjijamHo
AUCTaHLMpPAabe Y OHOCY Ha pasHe MUTPAHTCKe IPYIIe U KPO3 UCHO/baBamkbe APYIITBEHO
usasBaHe MpXme. Pasi Takobe faje aHamusy mupema 1 IPUXBaTaba aHTUMUTPAHTCKOT
rOBOpa MPJKEbe 1 HaCU/ba U3a3BAHOT MPIKIbOM.

Crynuja je feo mmper ucTpaxubama Koje ¢puHancupa byrapcku ¢omp 3a Hayky, a
3aCHOBaH je Ha ITOflallIMa 13 HU3a Pelpe3eHTaTYBHIX aHKeTa 0 cTaBoBuMa byrapa mpema
MUTPAaHTUMAa U M30ernuiiamMa Ha BpXyHIIy Taaca [ojadyaHe MUTPaliyje, Kao 1 OCTIe mhera.

CrpykTypa paja je cnepieha: mpBu ieo yBoau I/IaBHe TeOPUjCKe II0jMOBE 1 KOHLIEIITE;
HaKOH TOTa, IPYTH [ie0 IIpeiCTaB/ba MeTOMO/IOTHjy eMIupujcke cTyauje; Tpehu feo mpu-
Kasyje MOJjaTKe ¥ pe3y/ITaTe UCTPaXXIBaba; Ha KPajy, IOCTIe N Jeo 3aBpllaBa ce Impe-
I7IefloM HajBaXXHUjUX CasHamba 1 ofipeheHNX HamoMeHa o MOryhuM ncTpakuBamuma y
6ynyhHocTn.

Teopujcku okBup

IMocToju Benuku 6poj cTyauja ycpencpeheHnx Ha u3Bope 1 MOC/IENNIIe AHTYUMUTPAHT-
ckux ocehama, ami cy oHe peTko cBeobyxsaTHe (Ceobanu & Escandell, 2010; Gorodzeisky,
2013). Pasnukyjy ce ABe ITIaBHe JIMHMUje TeOpeTHUCaba I aHa/IN3e KOje Ce BeoMa PeTKO U
TeK y HoBuje BpeMe npekiamnajy (Hainmueller & Hopkins, 2014; Gorodzeisky, 2013). ITpsa
JIMHNja UCIUTUBAba 3aCHOBAHA je Ha MO/IMTIIKOj eKOHOM)U 11 GBI Ce eKOHOMCKIUM JIN4-
HVIM MHTEpeCcHMa VI 33jeTHNYKIM eKOHOMCKVIM MHTepecHMa Kao IITO Cy KOHKYpeHIInja
Ha Tpxumty paga u ¢puckanuu repet (O’Rourke & Sinnott, 2006; Dustmann & Preston,
2007). Jpyra, cOnMONICUXONOUIKA IMHNUja, YKasyje Ha TO fa Ce M3BOPY aHTUMMUIPAHTCKIX
craBoBa Mory Hahu y meprenuujama couuorpornckor yrunaja (Hainmueller & Hopkins,
2014) Ha sem/by u ApymTBo fomahnna. CTynuje y 0BOj mapajurmMu cy MHOTO XeTepore-
HIje 11 IIPOyJaBajy MHOIITBO (aKTopa, Kao IITO Cy uaeHTuTeT! 1 BpefHocty (Davidov &
Meuleman, 2012; Billiet & De Witte 1995), Hanmonanusam (Ceobanu & Escandell, 2008)
U IepIynupaHa npetma (Scheepers et al., 2002). Ypkoc 06MMHUM UCTPa>KUBABUMA,
HeMa MHOTO JI0Ka3a fla Cy aHTYIMUTPAHTCKM CTaBOBY 3aCHOBAHM Ha CTBAPHIVM VTN O9eKM-
BaHUM YTUI[aj¥Ma Ha TMYHY €KOHOMCKY cuTyanujy. HajHoB1ja McTpakxuBama MHOTO
IOCTIeHYje TIOKasyjy fia Cy CTABOBU IIpeMa MUTPAHTVIMA ,,YITTABHOM 113a3BaHM CUMOOTINY-
HoM 3abpunyrouthy 3a Haumjy y uenuan” (Hainmueller & Hopkins, 2014, ctp. 227) nimn
»3abprHyTouthy 360r ycrmoBa nin Kapakrepuctuka Murpanrcke momynanuje” (Markaki,
Longhi, 2013, str. 332).
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Hactman u IIpecToH fjajy foKase a Cy pacHe My KyATYPOJIOLIKe IIpeipacyfie BaKHa
KOMIIOHEHTa y CTaBOBMMa IIPEMa MUTpal/ijaMa, KajJja je ped 0 MUTPaLljyu U3 3eMaba ca
eTHMYKM pasmuInTiM cTaHoBHMINTBOM (Dustmann and Preston (2007).

Ha cninyan HaunH, npema fopoxasejckoj u CeMjoHOBY, aHTMMHUrpaHTCcKa ocehama,
a HapOYUTO MCK/bYYVMBY CTaBOBM, MOTY HACTATU HA OCHOBY HAI[OHA/IHOT IIOPeK/Ia MK
HallVIOHa/IHe IIPUIIAJIHOCTI U Ha OCHOBY pace M eTHUYKe npunagHocty. [Ipsu tum je
»HECEeTIEKTVBHO YCMepeH Ha CBe 0cobe Koje He IPUIIazajy jenHoj Hauyju (v "cTpaHLe’),
6e3 0631pa Ha BUXOBY pacy WM eTHUYKY IIPUIATHOCT , @ IPYTH je ,,yCMEPEeH CeNIeKTUBHO
caMo Ha HeeBPOIICKe eTHIYKe 1 pacHe MamuHe” (Gorodzeisky & Semyonov, 2009, cTp.
416). OBy ayTopu TBpfie fa ¢y EBporpanu cipeMHUju ia onoOpe ofdanyBame MUTpaHaTa
KOj¥ HeMajy eBPOIICKO IIOPeKJ/IO Hero MUIpaHaTa ca eBpOIICKMM Iopek/ioM. lopoasejckn n
CemjoHoB (2015) mame pasBujajy OBy Te3y, IpeMa K0joj Cy eTHUYKe U pacHe Ipenpacyne
IIpeMa HeeBPOICKIM/HeOeTauKuM MambyHaMa ¥ KOHKYPEHTCKa IpeTha (KaKo Ha MHAU-
BUJIYaJTHOM, TaKO U Ha Jp>KaBHOM HUBOY) [iBa He3aBUCHA U3BOpa CTaBOBA IIpeMa CBUM
MUTPAaHTMMA, Tj. Ipefpacy/a CIy>KU U Kao BUIIAK Y HepLeNLMji IpeTmhe U Kao He3aBH-
cHU (aKTOp aHTUMUTPaHTCKUX ocehama. IllTaBuiie, IO MUII/bEY OBUX ayTOPA, ,pacHe
Ipenpacy/e mpeMa HeOeTauKuM/HeeBPOIICKIM IpyIaMa Tpeba mocMaTpaTi Kao He3aBMu-
caH (M JOJATHM) U3BOP HETaTMBHUX CTaBOBa IIpeMa MurpaHTiMa yorure” (Gorodzeisky
& Semyonov, 2015, str. 20).

Kao mto AnacTtasuja Topossejcku ykasyje y Apyroj IMHUjU UCTpakKMBamba
(Gorodzeisky, 2011), antumurpanrcka oceharma HICY M3a3BaHA CAMO €THIYKIIM W/IN Pa-
CHUM IIpefipacyfaMa, Beh u meprenmmjama ycioBa y sem/py mopekia. Kopucrehn moparke
us npBor kpyra EBporckor connjamsor npernena (ESS) u ykpirajyhn craBose npema mur-
paHTMMa U3 CUPOMAIIHNjUX HACYIPOT HoratujuM sem/baMa EBporte, ayTopka mpernosHaje
YeTUpU KaTeroplje CTaBoBa: IIPO-aIMUCUOHNUCTE, TOTATHE eKCK/Iy3MOHNCTe, eKCKITY3U-
OHICTe CUPOMALIHNX 3eMajba ¥ eKCKIy3MOHMCTe Oorarux seMasba. [oponsejcku (2011)
cMaTpa Jja Cy eKCKITy3MOHMCTUYKMY TIOITIefiY YCMepeH) MICK/bYIMBO Ha CTpaHIle U3 ,,CUPO-
MaurHnjux 3eMaba EBpone” win Ha cTpaHie ,u3 6oratujux semaspa EBpore” mpunndHo
6pojuu, naxo ux sehuna jpyan He pasnnkyje. Vcro tako, brajugep 1 Mapkaxky Hauum cy
JloKa3e Ia KaKo €KOHOMCKU YCIOBM Y 3eMJbY IIOPEKJIA, TAKO U IIOPEKJIO Y OKBUPY WM BaH
EY, mory a nmajy yiory y craBy mpema murpanTtuma (Blinder & Markaki, 2018). ¥ cBojum
3aK/by4IlIMa OBa [Ba ayTopa Uy KOpak Aarbe of fopoxnsejcke, TBpAehn a cy eKoHOMCKH
YCZIOBU y 3eM/bM IIOPeK/Ia MHOTO BaKHM)Y 32 AHTMMUTIPAHTCKa ocehara Hero eBpoIcKo
VLU HeeBPOIICKO IIOPEKIIO.

Y HefaBHO 06jaBbeHOM WIaHKY XUT U Puyappc mpyskajy fokase o 3HauajHOj CTabMII-
HOCTJ TOKOM BpeMeHa y CTaBOBMMa IIpeMa MUTPAHTUMa 11 ocehamyiMa peMa pasHuM rpy-
naMa MurpaHara. [1o lBUXOBOM MUINIUbEbY, MUTPAHTH ,J13 MICTE PACHE WM € THITYIKE IpyTIe
Kao BehnHa IpUXBAT/BMBM)H Cy O] OHUX U3 PA3IMYUTe eTHIYKe IPYIIe MJIM U3 CUpOMa-
IIHMjMUX 3eMasba EBpolle, Koju cy MIIaK JlOHEK/Ie IPUXBAT/BUBUjU OJf OHUX U3 CUPO-
MalIHujux 3eMaba BaH EBpone” (Heath & Richards, 2019, str. 17). OBu aytopu Takobe
3aK/by4yjy fa II0CTOje HEeTaTUBHYjU CTABOBM IIpeMa MYC/IVIMAaHCKIM MUTPAHTIIMA, TIOK Cy
HajHEII0>KE/bHMjY MATPAHTY POMCKOT IIOpEeKJIa.
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Kapa je ped o mpefpacynaMa IpOoTUB MUTPAHATa, Y PAHUjUM pafoBuMa, [leturpy
(Pettigrew, 1998) TBpaM fa Cy Tajacu IojadaHe Murpanyje fosenu o sehux npeppacyna,
IVMpEeKTHE ¥ UHAMPEKTHE JUCKPUMMHALMj€E, IIOMUTUYKE OIO3UIMje ¥ pacIpOCTPareHOT
Hacu/ba Hajl MUTPAaHTVIMA ¥ MUTPAaHTCKMM MambJHaMa.

Hapnosesyjyhu ce Ha mpeTxofjHa Ca3Hamba O 3/I0YMHIIMA 3 MP)XKIbe U TOBOPY MPXKibe
(Spasova, 2019), oBa cTyaMja IPETHOCTaB/ba Ja Cy IVIaBHU (aKTOP 3a arpecujy 1 Hacusbe y
opHOCKMa n3Meby rpymia, a HApOUNTO OHUX KOje Cy yCMepeHe Ha MUTPaHTe, YIIPaBo IIpe-
Ipacyzie — MCKpMB/beHe KaTeropusalyje ApymTBeHNxX rpymna. [Ipenpacyne ce cxpartajy kao
»HeraTMBHa OLieHa HeKe [PYIITBeHe IPyIle WM HeraTuBHa oljeHa ofjpeheHor mojennHna Ha
0cHOBY werose npumagHocty rpymy’ (Crandall & Eshleman, 2003, str. 414), xoja ce mupu
IIyTeM KYIType ¥ MHTepHanu3ayje nyteM uckycrsa (Hip. Dunham, Chen, Banaji, 2013).

UMHOBM MPKHb€e — HaCU/be 13a3BaHO MPIKIbOM, 3/I0YVHM 13 MPKIbe U TOBOP MPIKIbe
— Cy IeBUjaHTHU YMHOBY MOAICTAaKHYTH IpefpacyfaMa, KOjy CIy>Ke [ ce JOAaTHO IOTBP/ie
Ipepacype TpyIe ca KojoM ce ToInHyoIy naeHTuduKyjy. [lpema OnmopToBoM Kmacud-
HOM CXBaTalby, MPKIba Ce OBJle OFHOCK Ha KOMIIJIEKCHY MEHTAJ/IHY I10jaBy KOja IpefCcTa-
B/ba ,[IEPMAHEHTHY OPraHM3alIjy arpeCHBHIUX MMITY/ICA IpeMa 0COOY MM TPYIIN JBYAN
TO jeCT TEIIKY CTPYKTYPY Y MEHTaTHOM J eMOIIMOHaTHOM >KuBOTY nojeanHa (Allport,
1979, str. 363). Y ToM CMUCITY, MpXba je BpeMeHCKM cTabuiHa — ocehame, a He eMoLuja
mnn adeKT, ¥ Mambe-BIIIe TACHBaH, AU TOKPETAYKY UMITY/IC OBEe3aH Ca IOHAIIAHbEM.
Mpkiba je OHO LITO fieyje Kao ,moKpeTayuka cuta Hacupa” (Kressel, 2002).

BaxHo je nctahu fa Mpxma He Mopa fa 6yie [JTaBHI MOTUB 33 KPUMIHAIHY WIIN
HACYJTHM YUH KaKo OM ce Taj YMH KIacU(PUKOBAO Ka0 UCIIOJ/baBatbe NPYLITBEHO 3a3BaHe
Mmpxbe. Kao mto Harmamasajy gpyru ucrpaxusaun (McDevitt, Levin, Bennett, 2002);
Perry, 2009; Walters, 2011), yak 1 Kajja Mp>Kiba Hifje IIABHM MOTHUB 3a ofjpebenn kpumm-
HaJIHN 4MH, OHA 1 Jla/be MOJKe Jla IMa 3Ha4ajHy Y/IOTY Y IJe/IOKYITHOj MOTMBAIMj!, Ha IIPK-
Mep y ogabupy xprse. CTdHa TOMe je pas/nKa Kojy ¢y omycamn Xepek, bepnm n bepun
(Herek, Berrill & Berrill, 1992) usmely ,,excipecuBuyx” u ,,eBanyaTuBHUX Hallajia 13a-
3BaHUX MPXKEOM: €KCIIPECHBHO HACWU/be MMa 3a LIV/b Jja YHUILTY VIV IOBPEIY XKPTBY 300T
EHOT UICHTUTETA I IIPUIIATHOCT ofpeleHoj IpyIn, [JOK je eBayaTUBHO HaCU/be yCMe-
PEHO Ha KOHKPETHY XPTBY 300T BeHe IepLielNiije Kao OYUIIeTHOT LI1ba.

Vako roBop MpKibe HIje 00aBe3HO caM IO ceOu HacuIaH, ofpebennu 6poj cry-
IMja HeABOCMICIIEHO TI0Be3yje YIIOTpeby roBOpa MpiKibe ca IIOKpeTambeM Hacuba (HIIp.
Yanagizawa-Drott, 2014; Benesh, 2012). OBaj TepmnH o6yxBara HOACTPeK HA HACUIbE,
pajiMKanu3aM U TeHOL U, IITO IIpeMa 3aKOHY IpelcTaBjba 3/I04MH, kKao U Bpehame u
kBamuduKaIyje 3acCHOBaHe Ha MACHTN(UKAIVjU ca M IPUIIATHOCTH ofpeheHoj rpynu
Koja caMa 110 ceOu Huje KpMMUHANIN30BaHa. Y CTYAMjU ce KOPUCTH fedUHMIjA TOBOPa
Mp)Xibe IIpeMa K0joj Cy 0BO ,,00/IiIM M3pakaBama Koju Lpe, MOACTNIY, omoryhasajy
VIV OIIpaBJajy HaHOLIeHe LITeTe (a IIOr0TOBO AVICKPYIMMHALIV]Y, HeIIPUjaTe/bCTBO MK
Hacube) Ha OCHOBY JIPYIITBEHe MM eMorpadcke IPUIATHOCTHU KPTBE HEKOj IpymIu”
(UNESCO, 2015).

3a pasyMeBame yTHIIaja TOBOpa MP)Kibe IIPeCyIHe CY CTYAUje TAKO3BAHOT ,,0IIaCHOT
rosopa” (Benesh, 2012) u ,,jesuka crpaxa” (Buyse, 2014), koje Har/IalIaBajy y4ecTaaoCT
rOBOpa Mp)Kibe U GPOjHOCT OHUX KOji Taj TOBOP KOPUCTe — 6e3 063Mpa Ha TO fia JIN je pey
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o yHKI[MOHEpUMa, HOBUHApUMa 1iu 06uaHnM rpabannma. IIpema ucTpaxusamy Mej-
CKOT Cafipykaja Koju IIPeTXOAN YMHOBMMA FeHOLNM/A, yIoTpeba roBopa Mpxxibe Meby GyHk-
LIOHEpYIMa VTN Y 3BaHMYHIM MeINjuMa je K/bYd 32 00jeKTUBU3ALIN]y MPXKEbe U PafjiKa-
nmusMa y Hacusbe (Benesh, 2012; Leader Maynard&Benesch, 2016).

MeToponornja uCTpakKuBama

EMnupujckn mopamy cakyIbajy ce MyTeM HU3a MHTEPBjya IUIleM y nuije (eHITI.
PAPI) ca cTpyKTyprcaHUM YIUTHUKOM. VIHpOpMalije Koje ce KOPUCTe Y aHA/IM3U YIJIaB-
HOM IIOTUYY U3 IOCIeA’mer NCTPAXUBabha KOje je CIIPOBEIEHO y CEeNTeMOpY 1 OKTO-
6py 2019, kao 1mTo je Beh NOMeHyTO — IOC/Ie CMambemba MaCOBHOT IIPIMIMBA MUTPaHATa
u3 3eMaspa Koje Hucy wianute EV. Tlopebema paan, y aHanusu ce y HeKONIMKO HaBparta
KOpUCTe TIOfjaliy 13 Tajlaca MITPaHara y Iep1rofy HoBeMbap—paeuembap 2017. roguse. Ysu-
Majyhn y 063up 3Hadaj mpocTOpHe U ICKXOoLIKe OmusnHe u ygabenoctu (Liberman &
Chaiken, 1996), o6e cTyauje 3aMuILIIbeHe Cy Kao ABOCTelleHN yrHexheHn y3opak u npu-
MelbYjy MOJe/T y30pKa KOjy je HallMOHATHO PeIpe3eHTaTNBAH 32 Of[Pac/io CTAHOBHUIITBO.
Ysopum cy HacyMu4Ho crpaTudukoBanu n obyxsarajy 840 ocoba 2019. u 800 ocoba
2017. ropune. Crpatudukanuja je ypahena mpema NUTS 2 Ha 0cHOBY BemdnHe Hacesba.
Hacespa cy mopie/beHa y 1ecT IpyIa, a y3opak He o0yxBaTa Hacesba ca Mame Off CTOTUHY
pynu (ogHOCHO 1% yKymHOr cTaHOBHHUIITBA). VMa 80 rHe3za ca 1o meceT o6aB/beHUX
uHTepsjya. VsBop nHdopManmja 3a y3opkoBarme y obe CTyAuje je MOMIC CTAHOBHUIIITBA
n3 2011. ropyHe — Moyiesia IpeMa CTapOCHMM I'pylaMa 3a CBako Hacesbe. [Iponemyije ce
fla cToXacTUuKa rpemka Ha 50% usHocu * 3,5%. Ilomanu ce monzepuiny mpema mnouny u
rofyiHaMa CTapOCTH.

Y nwby npoydaBama aHTUMUTPAHTCKUX oceharba, CTyAUja IpHUMerbyje Ipunaroheny
BapmjaHTy borapmycose ckare conmjanse gyctanie (Bogardus, 1959). Vincrmpncan 3ume-
JIOBMM HJiejaMa 0 TreoMeTpuju apyirBeHor xuBota (Wark & Galliher, 2007), Borapayc je
CMICIIIO CKaJTy 3a Mepembe Ipefpacy/a I 3a ,CMambehe PAl[OHANIN30Bama... ¥ Hajsehoj
moryhoj mepu” (1959, str. 30). IIpo6uTHA CKala je M3Y3€THO jeTHOCTABHA VI CACTOjU Ce Off
cepaM yiora ca pactyhmm HUBoOM corujanHe 6nusnte u 6moker KourakTa. Of ncnura-
HJIKa ce TP Jia ofabepy HajOMDKI CTelleH MHTMMHOCTY KOjyi CMaTpajy oarosapajyhum
3a MpeJiCTaBHUKe OffpeheHNX eTHIYKNX TPyHa. Y 0BOj CTYAUjM KOPUCTe Ce YeTUPU CTe-
neHa 6usyHe Ha BorapaycoBoj ckamu couyjaiHe IUCTAHIE — IPBY CYCell, HEOCPEIHN
Hagpebhenn nm nocmogasal, CynpyXHuK 6/mckor pohaxa u 6nmusax npujaresb. Ckana
conmjamHe AVCTaHIle MOAUPNKOBaHa je moMohy ckanme cmraHe JInkepTOBOj, ca YeTHpPU
KaTeropuje ofroBopa 3a CBaKy 3aceOHy Y/IOTy, 4iMe ce KyMyaaTuBHa borappycosa ckaa
IpeTBapa y HU3 3aceOHMX MIUTakba Ca jefHOAMMEHSIOHATHOM CKaIOM.

Hauynuu ucnopbaBama JPyIITBEHO M3a3BaHe MPXKIbe — TOBOP MPXKIbe ¥ HaCU/be
U3 MpXHbe — IPOyJaBajy ce Ha OCHOBY INTaba O MICKYCTBY, MUIIbEY U 6aTepuje opu-
TMHAJTHUX IPOjeKTUBHUX UTaba, CIelMja/HO IPUIPEM/bEHNX 3a OBO MICTPAXXIBAIbE.
ITpojexTrBHa MKUTaka UMajy 3a LNb [a YKaXKy Ha OArOBOpe onucyjyhn HaBogHO MOHA-
IIambe ICOUTAHMKA Y Pa3HUM CUTYyal[jaMa Hacl/ba IOBE3aHOT Ca MUT'PAaHTMMa/CTPaH-
IIVIMa, TeUHMCAHOT CaMO Ha OCHOBY ITOPEKIa XPTaBa I Hallaava.
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Pesynratn

Kapa je ped o conujanHoj AMCTaHIM U MPUXBaTamby, YIIPKOC MaluM Bapujalujama,
MUTPaHTY Pas3IMYNUTOr TOPEK/Ia MOTY Ce MOAEIUTI Yy [iBa KJIacTepa ca CIMYHUM Pe3yil-
TaT¥Ma y OKBUPY KJIaCTepa U 3HATHOM pasnukoM usmehy wux. [IpBu knacrep o6yxsaTa
MUTpaHTe KOjy Cy BUIle I JIaKiile pruxBaheH, Te ce MOTYy HasBaTH ,,0/IMCKUM MUTPaH-
tma’”. To cy MUTpaHTM e THIYKOT 6YrapCKor MopeKsa, ainn poheHn u ofrajeny BaH byrap-
cKe, Kao 1 ocranyu EBporbanu n3 semama EY 1 Ban mwe. [Ipyru xmacrep obyxsara Mu-
TpaHTe KOjJii Cy Mambe IpuxBaheHu, HapounToO yciey nosehaHe conmjante ynabeHOCTH, U
MOTY Ce HasBaTH ,,Ja/lleK/IM MUTPaHTUMa . Y OBOM KjacTepy ¢y MUrpaHTu us Adpuke, ca
Bruckor ucroka (Cupnja, Vipak, Asranncras uta.) u u3 Kune .

[Tpubmmxuo Tpehnua Byrapa 61 ce ocehana moTIyHO 1arofHO YKOMMKO 611 BIIXOB
IPBU Cycel 6110 HEKO U3 IpyTie ,6/McKMxX Murpanara’ — EBpombaHnH 13 sem/be BaH EY
(34%) mmu erHnaku byrapus 13 Heke apyre 3embe (31%), mok 6u jemHa Tpehuna ocehama
onpebenn crenen HenarogHoctu (32%, ogHocHo 33%). Kaga je ped o Mmurpantuma ns
Adpuxe n ca Brmckor ucroka, ornpuinke e TpehnHe xaxy kako 6u ce ocehanu Herma-
rogHo (31% ,,moTmyHO HemarogHo , 31% ,,JoHeKIe HemarogHo™ 360r ocobe ca brnckor
UCTOKA, @ 34% ,,TIOTITYHO He/marofHo 1 29% ,,JOHeK/Ie HeflarogHo” 360r ocobe us Adpuke).
Caera 9% onHocHO 8% Byrapa ocehao 611 ce MOTITYHO JIaTOZHO YKOMMKO 611 BbUXOB Cycef
6mo 13 Adpuke, onHOCHO ca Brckor ncToka.

Kapa je peu o HemocpenHoM HagpehernoM nam nocnonasiy, 25% Byrapa usjasmyje
fia 611 M 6MJIO TIOTIIYHO ITPUXBAT/BUBO Jia je Ha TOM II0I0Xajy Heku EBporpanyH Ban EY
vy eTHUYKK ByrapyH us Heke Apyre 3emibe, OK 36% Kaxke fa 6u ce ocehany HermarogHo
(16% - ,IIOTITYHO HenmarofHo', 20% ,,TOHeKIe HearogHo  36or eTHuuKor byrapuHa; 15%
,IIOTIYHO HearogHo” u 21% ,,foHeK/te HefarogHo  36or EBpornbannza Ban EY). 3naTHO
je HIDKM CTelleH NpMXBaTalba 0CTajle TPU TPyIle Ha APYTUM IHoNIoXajuMa. Byrapu 6u ce
ocehany HajMame JIATOTHO YKOIMKO OU HBIXOB HemocpegHu Hafpehenn 6uo ca bauckor
UCTOKA — ¥ TOj XMIIOTeTUYKOj CUTYaLMjy MOTIYHO TarogHo 6u ce ocehano ceera 10%,
TOHEKJIE HearogHo — 24% u moTIyHo HemarogHo — 31% byrapa.

IucTpubyuja mpedepeHTHe COLMjaTHe AUCTAHIIE IIPpeMa PAasINIUTIM IpyHaMa Mu-
rpaHara Kaja je ped 0 0cobu Koja je Cympy»XHMK O/MCKOT pohaka ykasyje Ha jour ymambu-
BUje pasimke n3Mehy iBa KacTepa MCIMTAHNKA, @ TOTOBO MICHTUYHE Pe3y/Tare 3a Irpyme
YHYTap CBaKOT Off BbuX. YKYIHO 29% Byrapa ocehaso 6u ce OTIIyHO 1aroHO YKOIMKO 61
y BUXOBY IOPOAUIY ITyTeM XXeHnzoe/yaaje folta ocoba 13 rpyme 6IMCKIX MUTPaHAaTa,
IOk 6m ce cBera 7% mwux (1 6% Kaga je ped o Adpukaniyuma) tako ocehano y ucroj
CUTYaLlMju, a/IU KaJja je ped 0 HeKOMe U3 TPyTIe fajeKUX MurpaHara. Vako ca MMHMMA-
HOM pas/IMKOM, byAu 13 Adpuke cy HajMarbe MoXe/bHN — 20% UCIMTaHMKA U3jaBUIIO je
fla M HedMje IIOPEKIIO Huje BaXKHO, 6% 6u ce ocehano mormyHo nmaropHo, 23% — foHeKsIe
HEarofgHo, a 50% — MOTIIYHO HeNlarofiHo.

BaskHO je HATIOMEHYTH fia 3a CBe HUBOE O/IM3NHE ITOCTOje PasynKe y MOITIEAY MCKasa-
HOT 3Hadaja mopexsa. Ha mpumep, kajia je ped o Homacky Heke 0co6e y MOPOAMILY Iy TeM
xeHnpbe/ynaje, rae je packopak Hajsehn, 31% mcnmuTaHMKa je TO U3jaBUIIO 32 MUTPAHTE
€BPOIICKOT ITOpeKIa, 29% — 3a eTHMYKe byrape us Heke npyre semsbe, 22% 3a MUTpaHTe
ca Brmckor ncroka, a 20% 3a murpanTe us Appuke. OBakas packopak He 6u Tpebano ga
IIOCTOjU J1a je, Kao LITO OfiTOBOP Cyrepuille, HOpeKo pohaka Koju yase y OpORUILY IyTeM
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xeHupgbe/yaaje y crBapHocT HebuTHO. Moryhe objalmere 6umo 61 nocrojame onpehe-
HOT CTelleHa [PYIITBEHe II0XKe/BHOCTHU Y OBMM OfITOBOPUMA, 1ITO, MebyTum, He dyHKIIMO-
HIIIIE [JOBO/BHO OOPO Kafia je ped 0 ,,Ja/leKUM~ MUTPAHTHIMA.

MHupexc conujanine JucTaHIle KOjy OfjpaskaBa HMBO JIATOIHOCTY 3aMUILJbEH je TaKO
nma 61 ce omoryhuo nopeheme koje 06yxBara Kako ocMaTpaHe rpylie MUTPaHaTa, TaKO
U IocMaTpaHe ApymTBeHe yaore. OBaj MHAEKC HAIlpaB/beH je Ha OCHOBY 3Hayaja Jofierbe-
HOT pasHUM HUBOMMA JIATOZHOCTYM U KopucTu BpefHocty usMeby 0 u 100. rae 0 o3Ha-
YaBa IOTIIYHY HEJIATOJHOCT 32 CBe, a 100 — IIOTIYHY JIATOJHOCT, I/ie je IIOPEKIO HEOUTHO
3a cee. OBaj MHJEKC OTKPMBA HEKOIMKO IIPUINYHO 3aHMM/bUBUX pe3ynTara. JloHeKkIe je
nsHenabyjyhe Buzetu a cy 3a rope HaBefieHe yore eTHUYKYU Byrapu mare [O>Ke/bHI OFf
ocramux EBporpana. MehyTnm, xao mro he ce Bugern y aHanusu Koja ciemu, 0BO Huje
CIy4aj Kafia je ped o 6muckum npujare/sbuma. OcuM TOra, 3a rpyny OMCKUX MUTPAHATA,
HajIpUXBAT/bMBUja je YIOra IPBOT CyCea, JOK je 3a TPYIy Ha/leKUX MUTPaHaTa HajIpu-
XBaT/bMBHja YZIOTa HEIIOCPETHOT Iocnofasiia. OBa pas/inKa je jolll jefjlaH 3HaYajaH packKo-
PaK y TpyIncamy MUTpaHaTa Kao O/IMCKUX U JAJIEKUX.

Kapa je ped o cienehoj TecTupaHoj ynosu — ynosu 61icKor mpujaterba, byrapuma cy
HajIPUXBAT/bUBUjU €THUYKM Byrapu Koju >KuBe y HEKOj pyTroj 3eM/bl, IpK 4eMy je 78%
VCIUTAaHMKa CIPEMHO fla X npuxsaTi. Ha gpyrom mecry cy EBponbannm us semasba BaH
EY, rue je 71% ucnmraHmKa cipeMHO Jja X IpuxsBaT. MurpanTtu ca bauckor ucroka, us
Adcpuxke u Kitte cy MHOTO Matbe IPUXBAT/BYBY, Kao 1ITO je i odeknBano. Ocoby us Kune
61 xao 6cKor npujateba IpUXBaTIIO 44%, 0coby ca bmckor ncroka — 38%, a ocoby
u3 A¢puxke — 35% ucnnTaHuKa.

Mako je mHmeKC coumjanHe NMCTAHIIE 32 OBY Y/IOTY IPUIMYHO BUCOK, HAPOUMTO 3a
K/IacTep fla/ieKUX MUTpaHaTa, opeheme ca nmogaryma n3 2017. mokasyje moryhm mopacr
y HUBOY IpyXBaTama. Tpeba MMaTH Ha yMy MeTOJOJIONIKA pa3MaTparba Koja ce OflHOCe
Ha unmbeHNIy fa 2017. mpuxBaTtame HIje TeCTUPAHO 3a pas/InduTe Ipye, Beh yomnmreno
3a cBe murpante. [logaru nokasyjy fa 6u 2017. roguse — Koja je BpeMeHCKY 611 MHOTO
6/11Ke BpXYHILY IpUInBa MUrpaHara — cBera 23% Byrapa npuxBaTuao Murpanra, 6es
0631pa Ha BErOBO MIOPEKIIO, KA0 CBOT O/11CKOr mpujaTesba. Togune 2019. cTomna mpuxsa-
Tama je HeKO/IMKO ITyTa BHUIIA 32 6/I1CKe MUTPAHTe, @ MHOTO BUIIIA YaK U 3a JajleKe M-
rpanTe. Moryhe o6jalmerse 3a 0Be pe3y/ITaTe jecTe CMalbeHa OCET/BMBOCT Ha OBY TeMy
yCrel, CMarbeHOT IPUINBAa MUTPaHaTa, WITO je, IpeMa HEeKMM TBPJbaMa, IIOBE3aHO ca
CMameHOM TepreniujoM Moryhe nperie 1 yomaxaBameM conujante Gpobuje.

ITopen Tora, pesynTaTu nMpouemeHe pacIpOCTPambEeHOCTI TOBOPA MPXKIbe IIPYKajy
BeOMa 3aHMM/bJBA 3allaXKamba.

[Tpema ucnuTaHNIMMA, U3jaBe KOje CafpsKe yBpembuBe KBamnuKaiyje Hajuemrhe
Cy ycMepeHe poTuB MurpaHata us Adpuxe u ca biamckor ncroka (mpu demy je ucru-
TaHMIMMa JjaTa c1060fa a CaMOCTA/THO 3aK/byye IITa ce KBanuduKyje Kao yBpe/buba
usjasa). Ibux 21% kaxke a uecTo 4yjy TakBe nsjase, 40% VX dyjy IpUINIHO PETKO, a 39%
- uukaga. Ha cregehem mMecTy o pacpocTpameHOCTH Cy TaKBe 13jaBe IIPOTIUB MUTPA-
HaTa u3 KuHe, a cjiefie nsjaBe IpoTuB MurpaHara 6yrapckor mopeksa u3 Ipyrux 3eMasba
U U3jaBe IPOTHB AP>KaB/baHa IPYTUX €BPOICKNUX 3eMasba. VcnuTanumu Hajpebe uayjy
YBPEI/bYBE M3jaBe O MUTPAaHTMMA 13 eBPOIICKMX 3eMajba BaH EBporicke yHuje —5% Takse
usjaBe 4yje 4ecTo, 30% — IPUINIHO PETKO, a 65% — HUKAJA.
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Beoma je cnmuHa, amy ca MHOTO HIDKMM BPeFHOCTIMA, pactopeheHocT 0361/bHM X
BpCTa TOBOPA MPXKIbe — OHMX KOjI cafipyke IIpeTibe U arpecujy (1 oBfe je MCIMTaHUIIMa
fata c1oboyia ja caMyl 3aK/byde IITa e KBaMU(UKYyje Kao IpeTHha U BepOarHa arpecuja).
Ha ocHoBYy pesynrara, TakBe U3jaBe IIPOTHB MUrpaHara 13 Adpuke u ca bamckor nctoka
HOHOBO Cy Hajuernhe, ain oBfie je BUX 9% Ty/I0 TaKBe 13jaBe, 27% UX je PETKO 1Yo, a 64%
- Hukapia. Hajpebe cy yBpempuBe nsjase, usjaBe Koje cajip>ke IpeTHe U arpecijy IpOTUB
MUTpaHaTa U3 eBPOIICKMX 3eMajba BaH EY — TakBe usjase 4yno je 3 % ucnuranuka, 19%
— BEOMa PETKO, a 78% — HuKaja.

Jla 61 ce omoryhmno ncroBpemeHo nopebeme oba Tuma usjaBa MyHNX MPXKEbe IpeMa
CBMM IpyllaMa MUTpaHaTa, HallpaB/beH je MHIEKC TOBOPa MP>Kibe TAaKO IITO Ce Kao 3Ha-
JajHe y3MMajy Tpu Bapujabie Ha CKalu 3a olleHy pacropebenoctu. OBaj MHAEKC KOPUCTU
BpenHocTy usMehy 0 1 100, rae 0 3HaUM fa HMKO HUKAfA HYje 9y0 TaKBe u3jaBe, JOK 100
3HauM J1a CBU OBAKBe M3jaBe OLiewsYjy Kao IpumnaHo yobudajene [Ipadukon 2].

Kao 1mTo ce BUM Ha OCHOBY OBOT MHJIEKCa, pas3/ka usMeby pacnopebenocty usjasa
KOje cappyke yBpe/puBe KBamidukamje 1 OHUX Koje cafpike IpeTibe U arpecujy je y
HIBOY, a He y nponiopuujama. OBo ce OIHOCK 1 Ha CpasMepe YHyTap CBaKe TpyIle MU-
rpaHara 1 Ha ogHoce usmeby pasuux rpyma. Cinuna pacropebheroct ykasyje Ha mpert-
IIOCTABKY fla TOCTOju OfHOC u3Meby iBe rpyme usjaBa, a Ty IpeTIOCTaBKY IOTKPEIbyje
U aHanu3a Kopenanuja. PesynraTu mokasyjy nocTojame CTaTUCTUYKY 3HaYajHe TI0BEe3a-
HocTM u3MeDy oljeHa MCIIUTaHMKA O CTEIleHy PacIpOCTPambeHOCTH ABa TUIIA U3jaBa, ca
HajBehuM BpenHOCTMMA Kafla ce 00a THIIA M3jaBa OZHOCE Ha MCTY IpyIy MurpaHara. Ha
IIpuMep, 32 MUTPaHTe U3 eBPOIICKNX 3eMaba BaH EY, Koju ¢y, 1o MUlbewy MCIUTaHNUKA,
y HajMabeM CTEIeHy IpeaMeT KaKo yBPeI/bMBYX M3jaBa, TAKO U M3jaBa ca IpeThaMa I
arpecujoM, KopenauyoHe BpeJHOCTH Cy: allpoKcuMaTHM 3Ha4aj = 0,000; Kpamepos B-koe-
¢dunmjent = 0,541. 3a murpanTe us Adpuxe u ca biuckor ncroka, koju cy Hajuenrhe nsro-
>KeH! oOeMa BpcTaMa ¥3jaBa MpiKibe, OBe BPELHOCTI Cy: allpOKcuMaTHM 3Havaj = 0,000;
Kpamepos B-xoedpunujent = 0,487.

Kayia je peu 0 onmacHOM roBOpy — FOBOPY MPJKib€ jaBHUX TMYHOCTY IPOTUB MUTPa-
Hara 1 usbernnia — mpeMa rnoganuMa oBe aHkete, 11% Byrapa ogo6pasa yBpenbuBe
¢dpase xoje xopucTe nomurudapy, 10% — ¢ppase HoBUHAPA, BUX 22% cMaTpa IPUXBAT/bY-
BOM yIOTpeby ropopa Mpikibe Mehy 0OuaHNM /byanMa, a 15% ofobpasa COICTBEHY yIIO-
Tpeby Tor roBopa . Kapa je peu o cpasmepu, oBa pacnopebenoct oaro-
Bapa pesynTaruma u3 2017, nako je of Tajia JOLIIO O 3HAYajHOT MaJja Y Ie/IOKYITHOM
HMBOY IpuxBaTama. [ogune 2017, Ha uZeHTUYHO NNUTame 19,2% ucnuTaHnKa HaBeIo
je ma mpuxBarajy yrmorpefy ropopa Mpxme U yBpeUbMBIX ppasa Mehy monutnyapuma,
20,1% - meby HoBuHapuMma, 44,1% - mehy o6uunHuM pynuma, a 35,6% — comncTBeHy
ynoTpeby Tux ¢ppasa.

Mako oBaj y3opak He 03BOJ/baBa 3allakarba U 3aK/by4Ke Ha HUBOY BUKTMMM3aIMje
37I0YVHA U3 MP)XEbe WM 3/I049MHA M3 MP>KIbe KojuMa ce mopelyyjy murpanTu, onpehene
nHpOopMaIje MOry ce JOOUTHU 13 pe3yaTaTa Ha OCHOBY MCKYCTBa O4eBH/alla arpecu-
BHOT IIOHAIIIakha U YMHOBA HAcI/ba. PellaTMBHO Mamu 6poj HCIUTAHNKA IPUjaBUO je Aa
Cy 61y CBefIoLY arpecUBHOT OHAIIAba Off CTPaHe WIN IPOTHUB CTPaHalla I MUTPaHaTa,
IIpY 4eMy Cy arpecHBHM YMHOBY KOje Cy MOYMHIIN MUTPAHTY YITIaBHOM pehy Hero oHn
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nporyB bux. CeaM IIOCTO NCIUTAHNUKA OV Cy CBETOLY arPeCcHBHOT IIOHAIIaka rpahana
u3 Apyrux semamba EY, MurpanaTa ns eBpOICKIX 3eMa/ba BaH EY u Murpanara ca bin-
ckor ncroka 1 13 Adpuke, a 4% — arpecBHOT ITOHaIlIaka MUTpaHara u3 Asuje. [Ipumepe
arpecuMBHOT ITOHAIAka YCMEPEHOTr IPOTUB Ip)KaB/baHa OCTanux seMasba EY Bupeno je
12% ncnnranuka. Ibux 8% usjaBuio je fa je BUmeno arpecujy ycMepeny IpOTUB MUTPa-
Hara ca binckor ucroka 1 u3 Agpuke, 7% — IpOTUB MUTPAHATA U3 €BPOICKMX 3eMajba
BaH EY, a 5% - npoTus Murpanata us Asuje.

PesynraTn o61jeHN Ha OCHOBY IIPOjeKTUBHUX MITakba IOKA3Yjy [ Cy IpHUXBaTambe
1 ofo0paBarbe aHTUMUTPAHTCKOT HacK/ba MHOTO Behn off 6poja IpujaB/beHNX HACUITHIX
MHIYJleHaTa. Y 3aMMIIBEHO] CUTYallMji Hacuba IPOTUB MUT'PAHATa, IPY 4eMy Tpeba
HAaITIACUTH Ja Ce >KpTBa lepUHMIIe CaMO Ha 0BOj OCHOBM, 80% NMCIMTaHMKA CTaXKke ce fia
Hacu/be HUKaJja Hije ONpaBjaHo, anu mbux 20% je 3a onnujy ja cy ,MUTPAHTH KPUBU —
Tpebaso je fa 0OCTaHy TaMo ofaKiIe ¢y . Ilofany HeFBOCMICIIEHO ITOKA3Yjy BICOK HIBO
HOpMau3alyje YMHOBa (PU3MIKOT Hacu/ba U 3/I09MHA Y3 MPXKIbe, Kao U TO fia CY pe3yII-
taty u3 2017. MOTIYHO UCTH, Tj. OBaKaB CTaB je cTabuaH Beh Ayro BpeMeHa.

Hus npojexTMBHUX MUTama O IPETIIOCTAB/beHNM peaKlMjaMa CIIUTAHMKA Y HaCU/I-
HIM CHTyanujama Takobhe mokasyje cHaXXaH yTHIaj Ipefpacyfa MpOTUB IPUITASHUKA [PY-
r'ux rpymna. Jako Huje ucnuTaHa KOHKpeTHa CUTyallija ca MUTPAHTUMa, PE3YITaTH Cy
Ba)XHU 32 pasyMeBakbe CTaBOBa IIpeMa pasHMM IpyllaMa MUTpaHaTa. YOIIIITEHO y3€B —
y HaCM/IHOj CUTYyallMju Koja Huje fedMHuCaHa Ha mocebaH HauwH, 13% Byrapa ouemyje
Kao BeoMa Be/IMKY BepOBaTHONY MHTepBeHNUCaba pajy CipedaBamba Hacuba, 32% mbuX
611 BepOBaTHO VIHTEpBEHMCANIO y ofpehenoj Mepu, 29% — y Manoj Mepu, BoK 27% mHUX
yOIIITe He 611 MHTEpBEHMCao. Y CUTyaljaMa Kaja Cy )KpTBe OyTrapcKor MOpeKIIa, a Moun-
HIOLIM TIPUTIAfIajy PasHUM JPYTUM IpylaMa, BepoBaTHONA U CIIPeMHOCT Ha MHTEPBEH-
IVIjy pajiy CipedyaBama Hacusba je CIMYHa (Y OKBMPY MapriHe TPelIKe) OHOj y yOITIITe-
HOj cuTyanuju. VMako ca MajioM pasauKoM, 3aHMM/bMBO je IIOMEHYTHU JIa je, y CIy4ajy Kaja
Cy HamaJjauu U3 HeKe ApyTre eTHUYKE IPyIle U y CIy4ajy Kajia Cy Halaga4du gpyre pace,
3aberne>xeH Behu mpoleHar /by Koju MuC/Ie Aa 61 HajBepoBaTHUje pearosamu. Kana cy
HallafIauy U3 jpyre eTHIYKe TpyIie, 14% UCIIUTaHUKA OLleYjy BepoBaTHONY NHTepBeH-
Ije Kao BeoMa BeNMuKYy, a 28% mux kao HerocTojehy, ok je y cmydajy Kafa je Hamagay
IpyTe pace, 15% McIuTaHMKa OLeHITIO BepoBaTHONY MHTEPBEHIMje Kao BeOMa BE/MKY, a
27% mwux Kao Heroctojehy. Y curyanujama Kajia cy mosutinje o6pHyTe, OFHOCHO Kaja Cy
byrapy nounHmony, a npunagHUIY HEKUX APYTUX TPyIa )XPTBE, CHPEMHOCT Ha MHTEP-
BEHIMjy Maba je HEero y yonmuTeHoj cutyanuju. Ha npumep, y cutyanuju kaja cy >XpTBe
IpyTe pace MM eTHUYKe MPUIIAJHOCTY, 8% MCIUTAaHNKa 6U HajBepOBAaTHNUje MHTEPBEHM-
CaJIo Y BEJIMKOj Mepu, JOK 31% muX yoIuITe He 61 pearoBano. Y ciydajy KpTasa ipyre
Bepe, OBY IpOLeHTH cy 8%, ofHOCHO 32%, a y ClIy4ajy )KpTaBa CTpaHOT IIOpeKna, 7%,
OITHOCHO 32%.

Pasnuke y craBy u BepoBaTHOhN pearoBama y pasHIUM CUTYallMjaMa jacHO ce BUjie Ha
MHJIEKCHOM IpaMKOHY Ha KOjeM je 3Hauaj Hofie/beH Pas/IMIuTUM CTelleHIMa BepoBaTHohe
. Nupexc xopuctu Bpegroctu uameby 0 u 100, rae 0 sHaun ga Huko Hehe
pearoBatu 1 MHTepBeHMcaTH, a 100 3Hauy fa BepoBaTHONY MHTepBeHLIMje CBU OLelYjy
Kao BeOMa BeJKY.
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Huckycuja n sak/bydax

OBa cTyamja mokasyje fia nepUUIMpaHo IOPEK/IO MMa 3Ha4YajaH yTUIAj HA aHTUMU-
rpaHTcka ocehama y Byrapckoj, Kako y HOITIeAy COLMjaiHe JUCTAHIIe IpeMa PasHUM MU-
IPaHTCKUM I'PyIlaMa, TAKO U y IOIJIefy MICIIO/baBaba M NPUXBaTaiba YMHOBA APYIITBEHO
M3a3BaHe MPXKIbe.

Kapa je peu o conujannoj AUCTaHLM U IPUXBaTalhby MUTPaHATA, IOCTOje ABa Kila-
cTepa — ,Janekn” 1 ,0mucki’, a pasnnka nsMeby mIx Hije caMo y HUBOMMa [IPUXBaTamba,
Beh 1 y pasnmmunToM paHrupamy yaora y ckiafy ca npedepeHijujaMa y npuxsaramy. Pa-
3/IMKa y paHIMpaby y/Iora yKasyje Ha TO [ia yJIore HuCy 06aBe3HO MOHOBAJIeHTHE Y CMUCITY
colujaHe JJCTaHIle M TO je BaKaH IOKasaTesb 3a KaTeropusalyjy MUTPAaHTCKMUX IPpyTIa y
0Ba /IBa K/1acTepa.

Vako HavyelTHO U3ITIefia ia CY MUTPAHTH Y ,,aleKOM~ KIacTepy 10 MPaBUIy U3 3eMasba
Koje Cy ya/beHuje y CMUCITY reorpaduje ua KyniType, 10K OHU y ,,0MucKoM” KIacTepy
Ionase U3 3eMasba Koje Cy puandky O1vbKe, CollMjamHa AMCTAaHIA HUje JUPEKTaH Ofipas
reorpadcke UM KyITYpOJIOLIKe yAa/beHocTnn. Ha ImpumMep, pesynratu cBefode o ToMe Aa
cy wynu us Kune yrnaBHom npuxsaheHuju of /bynu ca bimckor 1cToka y roToBO CBUM
LPYLITBEHNM y/IOraMa, MaKo Cy /byAU ca Bimckor umcToka 6//Kn Kako Ky/ITYpPOIOLIKIA,
Tako u reorpadcku. OcuM Tora, HaCyIpoT OYeKUBaBIMa, eTHIYKY Byrapu koju xmuse y
HEKOj IPYT0j 3eM/bH, a KOjJi CY HABOLHO HajOMVDKM Y IOITIERY KYITYpe, HICY HajupuxBahe-
HUja TPyIa 3a TPM Off 4YeTUPU TecTupaHe ynore. HeonxonHo je gabe MCTpaskmBame KaKo
6u ce mosehaso pasymeBame OBMX pe3ynTara 1 Ipy>kuaa Moryha o6jaimemna.

Kapa je ped o pacripocTpameHOCTH U IpUXBaTatby Y/HOBA MOTUBMCAHMX APYIITBEHO
113a3BAaHOM MP>KIbOM, IIEpLMUINMPAHO IIOPEK/IO MUTPaHaTa ¥Ma OTPOMaH yTUILAj MAKO Cy
pesynTaTi MHOTO JBOCMIC/IEHM)jU. PacripocTpameHOCT roBopa MpiKibe Bapupa y Ioryeny
MUTpaHaTa pas3M4MUTOT IIOPEKIIA, I1a Ce He MOTY HallpaBUTU KIacTepy rpyma. Pacipo-
CTPambEHOCT 1 IPMXBaTabe TOBOPA MPJKIbe He II0Ka3yjy OIacHe TPEH/[0BE Kao LITO je TO
CITy4aj ca IpUXBaTalbeM 13jaBa Koje cajipyKe arpecujy U IpeTHbe, Ha HIDKEM CY HUBOY Off
IIpUXBaTalba YBPEI/bUBIX U3jaBa, JOK je OIIAaCHN FOBOP Mame NpKxBaheH roBop MpKibe
KOjU KOPUCTe OOMYHM JBYLIIL.

PenraTuBHO Masi yfieo MCIIMTaHMKA U3jaBHO je [ja Cy 61U CBeIOLY YMHOBA HACKba Y
KOjUMa Cy O/ YK/bydIeH) MUTPAHTY W/IM CTPAHIU — OV/IO KAo XXPTBE MU MOYMHUOLI.
YmpKoc ToMe, pe3ynTaTi II0Ka3yjy fia ce yIIIaBHOM MUTPAHTH U CTpaHIy demnrhe mocma-
TPajy Kao XPTBe, a He HOYMHMOLM Hacu/ba. Hu oBJle HeMa 0CHOBA 3a IpaB/ber-e KIacTepa
PasIMYUTHX IPyIIa y Be3u ca yK/bydeHouhy y Hacube.

ITocroje pasnuke y CHpeMHOCTM Ha MHTEPBEHIINjY U CIIpedaBakhbe Hacu/ba Y 3aBIU-
CHOCTH Of] YJIOTa M IIOPEeKJIa KPTaBa U MoYMHWIama. MehyTum, clipeMHOCT Ha pearoBarme
y pasnu4uTUM CUTYyalijaMa BeoMa je YBPCTO IT0Be3aHa ca CIpeMHoIIhy Ha pearobarme
YOIIIIITe, T1a je HEOIIXO/IHA HOBA CTYAMja Koja 61 ITpero3HasIa HajCHaXXHUje leTePMIHAHTE.

IMopebema ca mogalMa U3 IPeTXOAHNUX TOAMHA OTKPMBAjy M3BECHe IPOTUBPEYHO-
cTu. JJOK je 3abeneXxeH yHnaajbyB Iaj] aHTUMUTPAHTCKIX oceharba Kaf je ped o coLmjamtoj
AUCTAHIM U OF00OpaBamby aHTUMUTPAHTCKOT TOBOPA MP>Kibe, O0OpaBarmbe aH TMUTPAHT-
CKMX YJHOBA Hacu/ba Y Jla/be Ce 3a/Ip>Kajio Ha UCTOM HMUBOY. Y HapelHMM TOfIiHaMa Heoll-
XOJfHA CY JlaJba MCTPAKMBakba KaKo O ce MCIIMTAIIO [ia JIVL CY TV PE3YNTATH CIIydajHa Bapuja-
111ja, TIPOJIa3Ha MojaBa WM TPEH ], OMHOCHO — IPOMeHa y aHTMMUTPaHTCKnM ocehamnma.
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APPENDIX / ITPVIJIOT

Level of comfort (Index): / HuBo narogHoCTV (MHAEKC):

80.00
70.00 =
60.00 \\ ——
50.00
40.00
@BACK
20.00
4m HA3AL 10,00
0.00
Ethnic Bulgarian from European from Person from Africaand  Person from China / Person from Africa /
another country / outside the EU / the Middle East (Syria, Ocoba 13 Knuxe Ocoba 13 Appuke
ETHnykw byrapux u3  EBponsbannH BaH EY  Iraq, Afghanistan, etc.)
npyre 3emsbe / Ocoba ca bnnckor
uctoka (Cupuja, MpaH,
ABraHuCTaH uTa.)
e |mmediate neighbor / Direct supervisor or employer e Kindred by marriage with a
Mp.u cycepn / Henocpepxn Happehern unu close relative / bpauHu naptHep
nocnogasat 6nuckor pohaka/e
Figure 1. Social distance index (100 — complete acceptance by all, 0 - complete
estrangement by all) /
Ipacdukon 1. Vinaekc counjante guctaniie (100 — MOTIYHO IpuXBaTabe Of CBIUX,
0 - moTIyHO onbaunBame Off CBIX)
Hate Speech Index / lnaekc roBopa mpiibe
(100 - rather common according to all / cacBum yobuuajeHo npema cBMMa,
0 - nonexistent according to all / HenocTojehe npema cBrma)
70
60
50
40
4 BACK
30 -
20
4= HA3AL 10
0
Ethnic Bulgarian from  Europeans from EU/  European immigrants Immigrants from Africa Immigrants from
another country / EBponbaHnH U3 EY  from outside the EU/  and the Middle East / China / nmurpanTn
ETHuukm byrapux us EBponckn umurpaHtn  umnrpanTi ca banckor n3 Kune
npyre 3emsbe n3BaH EY NCTOKa
= Statements containing offensive qualifications / Statements contacting threats and aggression /
3jaBe Koje cagpi<e yBpeasbuBe kBanndukauymje W3jaBe Koje cappie npeTibe 1 arpecujy

Figure 2. Spread of anti-immigrant hate speech according to origin (index) /
Ipaduxon 2. Illuperbe aHTUMUTPAHTCKOT TOBOPA MP)KIbe IIpeMa HOpeKTy (MH/EKC)
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In your opinion, is the use of offensive qualifications against immigrants and
refugees acceptable (%)? / o Bawem MuLIbersy, fia v Cy NPUXBaT/brBeE yBPeL/buBe
kBanudukaumje NnpoTue murpaHarta (%)?
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Figure 3. Hate speech and dangerous speech acceptance /
IpadukoH 3. [IpuxBarare roBOpa Mp)Xibe U OIIACHOT TOBOPa
How likely are you to intervene in a situation of violence and prevent it if
(Index; “Not at all"= 0, “To a very large extent”= 100) / ¥ Kojoj Mepu je BepoBaTHO Aa
heTe MHTepBeHMCATN Y HACUHOj CUTyauuju 1 cnpeunty je (MHAekc:,YonwTe He =0,
»Y Beoma BenmKkoj mepu” = 100)
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@ BACK 20
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Anotherrace / ipyrapaca  Another ethnicity / ipyra Another religion / [ipyra Foreigners / CrpaHuu
€THUYKa rpyna Bepoucnosect

==@==_Bulgarians are victims attacked by people from / Byrapu cy xpTBe Hanaaa /byau 13
Bulgarians are perpetrators and victims are from / Byrapu cy nounHuouy, a xptse cy n3
==@==|n general / YonwreHo

Figure 4. Hate speech and dangerous speech acceptance /
IpadukoH 4. [IpuxBararme roBOpa Mp)Kibe U OIIACHOT TOBOPa
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