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To Ambassador Pirkka Tapiola, 
Head of the EU Delegation to Moldova 

 
Chisinau, 26 January 2015 
 

R E Q U E S T  

 
Your Excellency, 
 
I have previously submitted a sequence of alerting letters and memos (10 
October 2013, 10 January 2014, 02 July 2014, 12 September 2014, 31 October 
2014) concerning the critical situation in respect of human rights and the rule 
of law in Moldova. It is gratifying to learn that you grant them proper 
consideration. 
 
Unlike the correspondence referenced in the above, this time I shall not 
address specific examples of criminal judges and rogue prosecutors, nor shall I 
attach probative evidence of their wanton outrages and blatant disdain for 
legality. This time I kindly ask your permission to focus on the EU vague 
public position when it comes to subjects uncomfortable for the governance. 
Quite predictably, the deficiency of the EU attitude spawns the sense of doom 
amongst Moldovan people, because the external intervention is clearly the only 
hope left in a captive state, as Moldova is dependably diagnosed since 2010. 
 
I feel obliged to reiterate herein my previous requests to the EU Delegation in 
Moldova, along with calling upon you to convey them to the appropriate EU 
forums. 
 

* * * 
 
There is a pervasive perception in today’s Moldova that the human rights and 
freedoms, the rule of law and the independence of the judiciary have been 
sacrificed just for keeping the big lie animated. Thus far, the EU diplomatic 
rhetoric has been confined to encouraging the Moldovan government to 
continue reforms1, to congratulations for some progresses2, and to outlining 
that there is still a lot to do3. Before getting to my requests, allow me to refer to 
these three items with brief common-sense remarks: 
 
1: “Continue reforms”: For a reform to be continued, first it has to get ever 
started. People in Moldova, who still discern between “demagogy about 
reforms” and “reforms”, are somehow abashed to fail to see what is 
mysteriously visible only to the EU representatives and rapporteurs. In the 
meantime, real practical anti-reforms and in-depth cementing of Plahotniuc’s 
grip of judiciary, Prosecutor General’s Office and Anti-Corruption Centre are 
conspicuous. I am certain that you are quite aware about it. So are Moldovans, 
who treat the inducements to continue reforms as duplicity rather than a mere 
figure of speech. 
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Note: There has been an allegedly “practical step of judicial reform” intensely hyped 

lately – that of salary increase for judges. Considerable funds have been 
wasted, whilst the situation has continued to worsen afterwards, as no salary 
increase is able to disrupt mafiotic bonds. By adjusting wages you may 
temper small bribes, but not preclude obeying commands. The Plahotniuc’s 
effective lever is political coercion and cruel blackmail of judges, prosecutors 
and anti-corruption officers. The same blackmail toolset, which has been 
previously used against some EU representatives in Moldova prior to 2013 
(what Plahotniuc likes to boast of). It has coincided with the glorious season of 
raider attacks; unprecedented wave of criminal cases, fabricated against the 
robbed victims and Plahotniuc’s opponents; and suspicious silence of EU 
representatives beneath the veneer of the Moldovan bombastic “success story”. 

 
2: “Progresses”: One cannot be both serious and realistic in demanding reforms 
from individuals, whose activity is the very reason why the reforms are 
imperatively necessary. If we do mean changes, then they begin with changing 
people: the Plahotniuc’s Prosecutor General Cornel Gurin, the Plahotniuc’s 
Chairman of the Supreme Court of Justice Mihai Poalelungi, the Plahotniuc’s 
General Director of the Antic-Corruption Centre Viorel Chetraru, the 
Plahotniuc’s Chairman of the Court of Appeal Ion Plesca. Dismissing either of 
the enumerated henchmen would disturb the criminal machinery beyond the 
decorative façade of the “Moldovan state”. The Prosecutor General's Office is 
the central gear in maintaining the machine's discipline. To continue their 
debauchery, they need to preserve the chain complete, interlocked and intact. 
As long as they keep their positions, the criminal organisation is safe and the 
efforts to unshackle the hijacked institutions are patently futile. 
 
3: “There is still a lot to do”. We must regretfully add “a lot more than before 
2009”, since when the situation in Moldovan judiciary and prosecution has 
steadily and severely degenerated, despite the unprecedented financial and 
political backing of the EU and USA. We can hardly admit that the EU 
Delegation to Moldova has overlooked the rampant dichotomy between 
declarations and deeds, between engagements and failure to honour either of 
them, between the full power to act and the striking absence of political will; 
most flagrantly manifested in the field of human rights and freedoms, the rule 
of law, the independence of judiciary and law-enforcing agencies. 
 

* * * 
 
Until the last elections of November 2014, it appeared that the EU has been 
compelled to choose the least evil: to underpin the corrupt governance in order 
to forestall the communist rematch. Now the threat of such a historical 
setback no longer exists. Does the EU further envisage supporting the crooks, 
even though the only excuse had vanished? Many believe the peril itself was 
artificially inflated to deflect attention from robberies and crimes, committed 
by the Moldovan authorities under the EU blind eye. It is noteworthy that only 
from Banca de Economii [BEM] they have embezzled over 100 million euros, 
recently covered by the Moldovan Central Bank from national reserves, to 
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which the EU contributed significantly. It is also worth reminding that looting 
BEM is a direct consequence of the raider takeover of summer 2011. Although 
duly notified, neither the EU Delegation, nor other EU bodies had then 
reacted. As you know, the International Airport, Victoriabank, ASITO, 
Moldova-Agroindbank, many other objects of the mafia’s vested interest, had 
to undergo similar raider attacks and dire robberies. 
 
Last Friday Plahotniuc’s godson became Chairman of Moldova Parliament. 
Now the political depravity approaches its imminent climax: the chief of 
Moldovan mafia aims to become the President of the country – the very 
country that is continuously benefiting of an unparalleled EU support. I refer 
to Vladimir Plahotniuc (or Vlad Ulinici, according to his second identity), a 
former pimp and smuggler, the former chief financier of the Communist Party 
and Voronin’s family in particular, the one under the Interpol monitoring “for 
association to criminal organisations”, the one found by High Courts of London 
and Edinburgh as the organiser and beneficiary of raider attacks over 
Moldovan banks and insurance companies, the one who subjugated the 
Moldovan judiciary, Prosecutor General’s Office and Anti-Corruption Centre, 
the first deputy chairman of his pocket Democratic Party, the real master of 
Moldovan criminality. 
 

* * * 
 

F i v e  r e p e a t e d  r e q u e s t s :  
 
 
1. STOP BACKING UP BANDITS 
 
It is against the people of Moldova to prolong the life of tainted governance 
that defiantly infringes and flout commitments, cheats with impunity and 
unrestrainedly abuses of EU support and benevolence, impudently mocks the 
rule of law and human rights. Now the EU must seek to dissociate from its 
role of partner of such a political clique; the role to involuntary endow the PR 
hoax of Moldovan swindlers at the expense of the EU reputation; the role of an 
ally of some individuals, who would surely spend their life in jail if they were 
in your country. Please support sincere endeavour and results, not charlatans 
that keep foxing you with conceptions, endless evaluations and ruses like 
these. 
 
2. EU SPECIAL COMMISSION 
 
Two riddles intrigue my colleagues, human rights lawyers, and myself: 
(1) what sort of data feed the EU reports so that the basic institutional 
dysfunctions are managed to remain unaddressed or mentioned peripherally? 
and (2) whom have the EU rapporteurs been communicating with during the 
last four years, if always avoiding the defence attorneys – the sole credible 
feedback on the extent of the disaster in the area of human rights and rule of 
law? The sham of imaginary improvements in the legal sector can no longer 



Repeated Requests, 26 Jan 2015, p. 4/4 
 

supersede the truth in the EU reports. Therefore a dedicated EU legal 
commission for human rights and rule of law in Moldova ought to examine the 
cases of paramount social resonance (e.g. raider attacks and fabrication of 
criminal cases) and establish the list of criminal judges and prosecutors for 
subsequent inaction of EU sanctions. The EU commissioners will ascertain 
that the same names and signatures of a restricted group of perpetrators arise 
throughout all case files. 
 
3. PROTECT THE VICTIMS 
 
Unlike sponsoring utterly corrupt governance, the political protection of 
human rights victims does not require EU contributors’ money. After four 
years of politically driven arbitrary convictions, raider attacks and loutish 
dispossessions, fabrication of framed-up cases, unmatched debauchery of 
Soviet-type repressive organs; the tacit attitude of the EU Delegation to 
Moldova is punishing the innocent victims once more and inflict even more 
suffering and anguish. Flirting with criminals, only because they grabbed the 
power and hence call themselves official authorities, is an effrontery to law-
abiding citizens who still believe in European fairness, values and principles. 
We respectfully ask you to offer political protection to victims of Moldovan 
repressive organs’ arbitrariness. 
 
4. SANCTIONS ARE UNAVOIDABLE 
 
Crimes against human rights and the rule of law in Moldova are being 
committed not by legal frameworks or institutions, but by individuals, who 
captured the coercive agencies and are harnessing them for their criminal 
practices. There is no margin to persuade the bandits to govern decently and 
respect the legality – this would endanger their welfare and even existence. 
We do not have a slightest doubt that applying sanctions against a restricted 
group of transgressors, personally accountable for the abject disaster in 
Moldova, is unavoidable. Likewise the EU has fairly proceeded within the 
Ukrainian and Russian similar contexts. This will launch a crisp and 
unambiguous signal to the Moldovan civil society as on which side the EU is: 
the perpetrators of violations or three million of unprotected hostages. 
 
5. TRUTH AND EU-MOLDOVA AGENDA 
 
The truth about the Moldovan captured judiciary and prosecution system must 
be core to the EU-Moldova agenda, but not in a generalised and depersonalised 
form. We respectfully request to include the cases of raider attacks, politically 
driven reprisals and fabricated criminal cases in the EU-Moldova monitoring 
and to follow up the process of their remediation. 
 
With best regards, 
 
Andrei Nastase, 
human rights lawyer 


