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Republic of Moldova
The Year 2015 in Politics

ARMAND GO SU

Nothing will be the same from now on. 2015 is ooty a lost, failed
year, it isa loop in which Moldova is stuck without hope. dtthe year of the
“theft of the century”, the defrauding of three ksnthe Savings Bank,
Unibank, and theSocial Bank, a theft totaling one billion dollatmder the
benevolent gaze of the National Bank, the MinisifyFinance, the General
Prosecutor's Office, the National Anti-Corruptioou@cil, and the Security and
Intelligence Service (SIS). 2015 was the year wtmmtroversial oligarch Vlad
Plakhotniuk became Moldova's international brartkntified by more and
more chancelleries as a source of evil
', But 2015 is also the year of budding hope that society is awakening, that
the political scene is evolving not only for thera®, but for the better too, that
in the public square untarnished personalities doabpear, new and
charismatic figures around which one could builda#ternative to the present
political parties.

After a tense political campaign, the result ok tparliamentary
elections on 30 November 2014 was surprising, densig that the
population's anger at the political class had redcllarming rates. The
elections were won by the Party of Socialists (SPRM20.5% (25 seats), with
the Liberal Democratic Party (LDPM) right behingkih, 20.1% (23 seats), the
Party of Communists (PCRM), 17.4% (21 seats), teen@cratic Party (DPM)
— 15.8% (19), and the Liberal Party (LP) with 9.686d 13 deputies.
Calculations on paper indicated a wide majority56fout of 101 votes for a
new “pro-European” coalition between LDPM-DPM-LPhish had been
modified several times in the previous five years.

The Republic of Moldova seems to be in a profouadression, if judged by what the
polls show. For the question “How much you trust fbllowing institutions?”, the figures
are depressing. 66% do not trust the governmeait,884% do not really trust it. 67% do
not trust Parliament at all, and 25% do not reéllst it. 77% do not trust President
Timotfti at all, while 16% do not really trust hifi6% do not trust the justice system at all,
while 27% do not really trust it. 60% of respondedbd not trust at all political parties,
and 27% do not really trust them. Only 11% have esdrast in political parties. The
Church is in the top position in terms of trust,W&8% of respondents having a lot of
trust, and 36% only moderate trust. Please,Rgddic Opinion Barometer, Republic of
Moldova November 2015, p. 35.
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The Stolen Billion — Delayed Reaction Explosion

This time, however, the dynamic was different, @mndas caused by the
public announcement that Moldavian banks were missio more and no less
than a billion dollars. Right away, the Moldoviaa plummeted, going down by
30%, prices went up accordingly, the predictablsultebeing the dramatic
impoverishment of the population. According to WdoBank figures, the per
capita GDP fell from 2.238 to 1.740 US dollars, dddldova secured its
position as the poorest country in Europe. Undddlipwopinion pressure, the
Speaker of Parliament Adrian Candu published theorteissued by the
company (Kroll) which investigated the case. THiswever, was recently
contradicted by the General Prosecutor's Office and the NACemwithey
indicted former PM Vlad Filat.

Whoever counted on the idea that Moldova's cauldvould not boil
over was sorely mistaken. At least by half. Inepit the winter cold, groups of
hundreds of young people coagulated first on secedia, and then gathered in
the Grand National Assembly Squar&n initiative group formed, which went
on to form the Justice and Truth Civic Dignity Rtat (JTCDP). The first
major protest took place on 22 February 2015, utiteislogan “We want the
Leu back!”. Calls for unification with Romania weheard right from the first
large-scale JTCDP rally. However, the unionist rageswas more a diversion
to obscure the main demand of the protesters, whiels to conduct
investigations into the plunder of banks, find thdprits, punish them and
recover the billion dollafs The April 8 rally brought over 20.000 people he t
square. One month later, on May 3, about 20,006cjmants gathered agéin
Rallies against the current political class hadobez a social phenomenon.
Fairly early on, controversial oligarch Vlad Plakhiok, DPM's backer, became
the epitome of evil for protesters. It was also tiewd’'s reaction to the
manipulation perpetrated by the oligarch controledss andlirected against
the JTCDP. It is also true that the leaders of Rteform did not manage to
send a coherent message. The clarification camatasas the 7 June rally,
when the LP, campaigning in Ghiau, managed to hijack the JTCDP rally
where people were calling for an investigation itite theft of a billion dollars,

http://www.platzforma.md/un-interviu-cu-inga-grigo-si-liviu-vovc-despre-orasul-
demnitatii-platforma-da-si-planurile-de-viitor-gigetestatarilor/ (accessed 5 Jan. 2016).
http://petrunegura.blogspot.ro/2015/02/scrisoaeisa-dlui-nicolae-josan.html
(accessed 5 Jan. 2016).

4 http://www.platzforma.md/despre-o-manifestatie-det@st-cu-demnitate-adevar-si-
cintece/ (accessed 5 Jan. 2016).
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turning it into a support rally for Dorin Chirtoacnephew to LP chairman
Mihai Ghimpu, who was running for one more termmasyor of Chiinau’. The
result was dramatic: thousands started to shouartel’ at Chirtoag and
Ghimpu. Cars and buses came into the square vegs fand posters, which
increased the confusion, while Ghimpu was claintiveg the protesters who did
not support his nephew Chirtdawere “Moscow's agent”The message was
immediately echoed by other Liberal leaders, whdaded that the JTCDP was
“with Putin” On September 6, two rallies were held in the cemik
Chisinau, one with over 50.000 people involved, in the r@raAssembly
Square, by the Platform, where they spoke only Ruama while the second
meeting, the Russian speaking one, led by formemuanist Grigore Petrenko,
was held in front of the Science Academy, and wtsnhded by a few hundred
peoplé. Fear [was] spread that the two protests mighshclan obvious piece
of manipulation, as both protests were againsklgggocratic political class and
oligarch Plakhotniuk. There is no doubt that théscaere for recovering the
stolen billion. That this was done in Romanian as§lan was secondary. A
maximum of 30 protesters, led by Petrenko, passe&lakhotniuk's house,
Nobil Hotel, Plakhotniuk’s headquarter, then by @eneral Prosecutor's Office
headquarters, heading for the National Bank. NeaiProsecutor's Office, they
were attacked by about 80 to 100 policemen, inolgdpecial forces. The
epilogue to this story: Petrenko and a few othetgst leaders that were in front
of Plakhotniuk's house have now been in jail fdeva months. This is a sign
that the oligarch, who is said to control the jestsystem in Moldova, is afraid
of protesters, and tries to root out any protasedi at him personally. After the
grand protest on September 6, JTCDP protesterpimrtthe square, setting up
a tent camp. Shortly after, it was replicatgdanother tent camp, a few hundred
meters away, in front of Parliament. The secondpcavas organized by the
pro-Russian parties, SPRM and Our Party, chairethéynayor of Blti, the no
less controversial Renato Usdtyif the platform camp used exclusively the
Romanian language in speeches, posters, and sJdgansllies organized by
Igor Dodon and Usatyi were bilingual. In terms afnthnds, the socialists
followed to the letter the platform's agenda. Betwéhe first rally in February
and September, demands have evolved from invesiigat the billion dollar
theft and changing the managers of the institutresponsible with supervision

http://www.platzforma.md/racul-broasca-si-stiuca-saitingurile-din-piata-marii-
dezbinari-nationale/ (accessed 5 Jan. 2016).

Interview with Igor Baan, Chginau, September 2015.

Interview with Petru Negdr Chiinau, September 2015.
http://www.platzforma.md/demisia-bun-si-ce-facemHuh@parte/ (accessed 5 Jan. 2016).
http://ava.md/analytics-commentary/032564-analigkii-doklad-renato-usatii-put-ot-
inzhenera-kombinata-pitaniya-mzhd-do-vozmozhnogudidata-na-post-prezidenta-
moldovi.html (accessed 10 Jan. 2016
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and control of banks to demanding the resignatfdhegeneral prosecutor and
the heads of NAC and SIS. The lack of reaction fitthem powers that be in
Chisindau, whowere not impressed by the greatest wave of protedtse last
two decades, radicalized the mob that in Septech@anded the resignation of
the government, along with the PM, the resignatadnPresident Nicolae
Timofti, and early electiorl® A new rally, starting on Octobef"4confirmed
civil society's capacity to mobilize tens of thooda of people, which spread
well beyond Chiinau, in fact spreading all over the country. Now,hé real
danger of protests getting out of hand, the presgralled by the oligarch,
brandished the threat that the 7 April 2009 scenaright be repeated. The
greatest danger that was publicly circulated wddkeainian type evolution,
which all of society feared. The social tensionuasalated, also because of the
way in which the media controlled by oligarch Plakhuk depicted the
demonstrations organized by the platform, and tdmticuous attacks against its
leaders, especially slander direcsghinst Andrei Bistase, the chairman of the
Grand National Assembly Council

Tens of thousands of people in the streets weeeting great pressure
on the leaders of the governing coalition, who wessked for minimal
concessions. Hence the need for an outlet to repopalar pressure, the least
of which was to fabricate a guilty party.

The manipulation of protesters by introducing tiheme of union with
Romania, breaking up the mass of protesters intmd®éan and Russian
speakers, which resulted in two protests insteasmhigle one, the campaign of
demonizing the JTCDP run by the Plakhotniuk cotetbimedia, allowed the
“pro-European” coalition in Chkinau to hold on to power in spite of the
emotions raised by the huge protests, the biggedhe last two decades.
Lacking a decisive reaction from thosepiower, the civic platform could either
self-dissolve, or — seduced by the figures yieldgpinion polls — turn into a
political party. Which is precisely what happenéd. long as Plakhotniuk's
whole media machinery was attacking the new partyits leader, the chances
of this political construction grew. The main argmh for a large part of
Moldovan voters and public opinion was that Andkistase and his team
could not be bought by the oligarch. Consideringt tthe latest opinion poll
revealed the worst score for Plakhotniuk (85% dbtngst him at all and 7%
not really), establishingdistance from the oligarch is proof of political
intelligence for any party or politician.

Palitically, 2015 was a nightmare year which tufrtbe Republic of
Moldova from a “success story” into a failure oétBastern Partnership and the

0 Interview with Arcadie Barirosie, Chkiniu, September 2015.
1 Interview with Igor Boan, Chiiniu, September 2015.
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European Neighborhood Polféy Only now did it become obvious that the
“success story” sold in Brussels, Berlin, Paris,sWagton or Bucharest was
just window dressing for a lot of dirt, a lack ofilwto carry out reforms
demanded by the EU, and, most of all, a rejectibany attempt to start the
fight against high level corruption.

As the LDPM had the highest number of votes ofpat-European
parties, the position of prime minister went tothile that of Speaker of
Parliament went to the DPM. The wrong calculationtbe part of Liberal-
Democrat leader Viad Filat, who forgot that Moldois& a parliamentary
republic. In fact, Filat was not holding a singled, because the appointment of
lurie Leand, the incumbent PM, was imposed.

lurie Leand is maybe the most highly educated, cultured, liaind
empathetic political man in Gdinau. He definitely is, if not the only, then one
of the very few Moldovan politicians with whom West leaders have a dialog.
He certainly was the best foreign minister in thershistory of the Republic of
Moldova. He became PM on 31 May 2013, as a comg®iblution after the
Padurea Domneadcscandal, which led to the break-up of the Alliarfoe
European Integration ruling coalition. lurie Leancontinued, even more
successfully, to consolidate Moldova's brand namha “valedictorian of the
Eastern Partnership”. It was not just a PR opemattbe Filat and Leafic
governments achieved important reforms, taking tgstddes in bringing
Moldova closer to Europe. However, the reforms ehsas they were — proved
not to be enough to bring Moldova to the tippingnpthat put it irreversibly on
a European trajectory.

At the top of the LDPM, Filat, as chairman of thest important party
in the pro-European coalition in Ghiau, had his pride hurt by the fact that he
was overshadowed by the PM, which generated a aans$énsion in the
relationship with premier LeaacThe latter, in the end, abandoned the LDPM,
after nominating President Nicolae Timofti for asmneerm, and was rejected by
Parliament on 12 February 2015. Leasfmrmed his own Christian Democratic
political body, the European Popular Party of Metao

An obscure businessman, Chiril Gaburici, who hathitd him the
LDPM, was appointed head of the government, foseoea that are still not
clear. He was a sort of technocratic premier hepdipolitical government of a

12 Corina Rebegea, ,No Country for Oligarchs”, www.cepg/content/no-country-
oligarchs, (accessed 29 Jan. 2016); Anna Nemtsguajde the Uprising Against
Moldova’s Donald Trump”, www.thedailybeast.com/eles/2016/01/27/inside-the-
uprising-against-moldova-s-donald-trump.html , éssed 28 Jan. 2016); Natalia Otel
Belan,Marc Schleifer, ,Moldova's pro-Western Facadeiww.politico.eu/article/
moldovas-pro-western-facade-protest-chisinau-rusisgaine/, (accessed 30 Jan. 2016);
Stanislav Secrieru, ,Moldova: between Tough Loved am Popcorn Strategy”,
https://blog.pism.pl/blog/?p=1&id_blog=44&id_pos&&#, (accessed 22 Feh. 2016).
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minority coalition. However, his ministers were tratied by leaders of the
parties. Shortly after taking over governance, arrjalistic investigation
brought to light irregularities with the premiesshool records, more precisely
the fact that there was no high school diplomahemt®. However, this detail
did not bring to an end Gaburici's short politicateer. What was fatal to him,
however, was the fact that, on Jurf® Be demanded the resignation of the
entire leadership of the General Prosecutor's ©ffind the National Bank,
under accusation of tolerating the theft of thdidsil dollars from Moldovan
banks. In a letter to Timofti and Candu, PM Gahiwimounced that he would
resign if he was not granted satisfaction:

.Moldova is smothered by corruption, its finarcdgstem is bleeding. And
the price is paid by every citizen, but not by godty. After yesterday's meeting of the
National Committee for Financial Stability, | read that the entire financial system
of the Republic of Moldova is under siege, and #®teral financial institutions are in
danger. The government lacks leverage, and theamiénstitutions hesitate in solving
these problems. [...] | don't want to stand by ae@ sinterest groups destroy the
country. And | don't negotiate with anyone our dteh's well-being and futuré"

The poignancy of the letter did not impress thesjgtent of the country,
the Parliament and the leaders of the parties,nefused to dismiss the General
Prosecutor and the head of the National Bank, abGaburici resigned on the
12" of Juné®. After that, he refused even to appoint an intesiemier until a
new government was sworn'in

On July the 28, when Maia Sandu was nominated as*PMnd it
seemed that the sun was finally rising on Moldos#'set, Liberal leader Mihai
Ghimpu gave an interview to PRO TV Ghiu in which he critised her
candidacy’. Mrs. Sandu, Minister of Education, with an exeetl professional
reputation, thanks to her significant achievemémnt&forming the system, also
had a very good public image which she did not warsiacrifice on the altar of
political scheming in Chkinau. Therefore, she publicly presented several

13 http://iwww.zdg.md/editia-print/investigatii/cv-ulesenzurat-al-premierului (accessed 12

Jan. 2016).
http://www.trm.md/ro/politic/chiril-gaburici-cereeainisia-conducerii-pg-bnm-si-cnpf/
(accessed 15 Jan. 2016).
http://unimedia.info/stiri/video-ultima-ora-gabursi-a-anuntat-demisia-95570.html
(accessed 15 Jan. 2016).
http://inprofunzime.md/stiri/politic/chiril-gaburigefuz-sa-asigur-interimatul-functiei-de-
premier---1007231.html (accessed 15 Jan. 2016).
http://www.pldm.md/stiri/8774-maia-sandu-candidatflinctia-de-premier (accessed 12
Jan. 2016).

http://inprofunzime.md/stiri/politic/mihai-ghimpwdin-profunzime.html  (accessed 12
Jan. 2016); http://www.ziarulnational.md/mihai-gipmnu-faceti-din-maia-sandu-erou-
nu-este-ea-mai-desteapta-ca-noi/ (accessed 12QHp).
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conditions in order to accept the position of PMh¢ag them, changing the
prosecutor general and the governor of the NatiBaak). As the DPM and LP
announced they would not vote for Maia Sandu, LDBMposed another
candidate for PM, Valeriu StreleThe new government was endorsed by the
Parliament on 30 of Jul}

The long political crisis in Chkinau, the more and more obvious
oligarchic control over state institutions, and tfaélure to reform caused
international financial institutions to suspendatigins with the Republic of
Moldova, blocking financing, without which the cdonwas risking collapse.
Romania was the only country which, in an unclealitipal game which
sparked mistrust in Brussels and Washington, prednits eastern neighbor a
loan, the first installment of which (60 million BRJwas claimed to help
Moldova make it through the winter.

As the protests spread and grew, and the econsituation worsened,
the coalition decided, on 14 of October, to askili@r resignation of the general
prosecutor, one of the most important demands niadehe protesters.
However, the following day, October 15, on thetfolay of the parliamentary
session, General Prosecutor Corneliu Gurin addieBseliament to call for
immunity to be lifted for LDPM chairman Vlad FilaRarliament voted with a
wide majority to lift Filat's immunity, who was assed of defrauding the
Savings BanK. A sad but predictable end to one who may be tbst talented
Moldovan politician. His decline had started a whilck, in the spring of 2013,
when the Constitutional Court had issued that geamling barring Filat from
taking the prime ministerial chair. As PM Strebected decently and did not
distance himself from his former party chairmadat-iwho supported him and
promoted him to the position of premier, and optetkt justice run its course,
the DPM, together with the communists and the $istsavoted on 29 October
a censure motion that brought down the governthent

Since both Brussels and Bucharest said that themation of financial
aid to the Republic of Moldova hinged on a pro-f@an government taking
power, the DPM tried to disrupt the PDLM factionRarliament, and when it
became obvious that this attempt had failed, theyoanced negotiations with
the LDPM. However, the latter said they would tadat in government on
certain conditions: depoliticizing some institutsormand changing the Prosecutor
General and the head of anti-corruption, considéoede Plakhotniuk's men.
Both the LP and the DPM categorically rejected LD&tbnditions.

19 http:/iwww.agerpres.ro/externe/2015/07/30/aleefaublica-moldova-are-un-nou-guvern-

premierul-desemnat-valeriu-strelet-primeste-voteditcredere-al-parlamentului-17-20-
22 (accessed 12 Jan. 2016).
http://www.agerpres.ro/externe/2015/10/15/alerfauldica-moldova-ridicarea-imunitatii-
lui-vlad-filat-votata-in-parlamentul-de-la-chisindi-26-41 (accessed 12 Jan. 2016).

2L http:/Amww.dw.com/ro/guvernul-strela-cizut-ce-urmea#a-18815067 (accessed 12 Jan. 2016).

20
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The fact that both the Gaburici and Strejevernments were brought
down by the DPM, controlled by Plakhotniuk, whereythcalled for the
prosecutor general and the head of anti-corrugbdme changed, cannot be by
chance. Also, Maia Sandu, nominated for prime rtenjsvas rejected by the
DPM and LP for her demand for the general prosecatal head of anti-
corruption to be changed. The heads of the twatuisins are considered loyal
to Plakhotniuk, through whom the controversial atich controls the justice
system in the Republic of Moldova.

PCRM - Controlled Implosion

Even a superficial analysis of the political sitoa in Chsinau in 2015
would place at the top of the list of major evehis dissolution of the PCRM, a
party that has long been dominant on the politsc&ine in Chinau. Without
PCRM's controlled dissolution, many of the politigames in 2015, from the
Gaburici cabinet getting voted in to Chirtéacelection as mayor of Gimau,
ending with Plakhotniuk's attempt to craft for hetisa parliamentary majority,
would not have been possible. The number of sesdislly the communists had
been constantly dropping: 71 deputy seats (20@L)2805), 60 (April 2009),
48 (July 2009), 42 (2010) and 21 (2014). After fi¥e deputies left for the
Social-Democratic platform, Vladimir Voronin's PCRNad only 7 deputies
left. The grand party that dominated the politise¢ne is only a shadow of its
former self. Less than two years ago, the PCRM tlasapparent winner in
parliamentary elections.

How could the PCRM, the formerly large and powkedarty, end up
the shadow of today? A meeting that never happappdrently sealed the fate
of Moldovan communists. On 21 May 2014, in the s@#iu office of
businessman Emmanuil Grinshpun, the president efJéwish Congress of
Moldova, a Russian billionaire, Oleg Boyko, the dheaf Finstar Financial
Group, was waiting for Voronin. The leader of tl@menunists came in a car,
stopped in front of the building for a few minutéd®en left and didn't look back.
Voronin and Boiko were supposed to shake handé@randitions negotiated
in Moscow by Mark Tkachuk, the ideologue of Moldoveommunists, in order
for Russia to help in the upcoming election campaithe fundamental issues
were two: the election campaign was run under thgas of fighting against
the oligarchs and Moldova joining the Eurasian Wnidhat same evening,
Voronin gave an interview on the Moldova 1 chanmelyhich he said that his
country could not join the Eurasian Union, becatls# does not exist. More
than that, he reiterated his favorite thesis of tdmb suckling two sheep.
Voronin had flipped again, after a few years ofisgythat Moldova needs to

Romanian Political Science Review vol. XVI ¢ no. 1+ 2016
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turn to the East and join the Russia-Belarus-Kagi@khCustoms Uniéh The
following day, on the 29, Tkachuk sent a letter to the PCRM Politburo in
which he insisted that without support from Mosctire chances for Moldovan
communists in the elections get slimmer. In a dtangesture, Tkachuk
announced he would resign his parliamentary seat.lafe as 6 June, the
ideologue of the communists held a press conferemce&hich he blamed
Plakhotniuk for the situation in the PCRM, as Hegddly had bought Voronin
and had prepared a coalition between communistslambcrats. The Tkachuk
group was blocking this collaboration with the DPiMason for which Grigore
Petrenco, lurie Muntean, Alexandru Petkov, Zuraldulg which the press had
dubbed “the Taliban”, were removed, as the firgpstmade by the PCRM
Central Committee Plenary Session on 7 Fumter the Plenary, the PCRM
leadership abandoned their policy of integratinglddga into the Eurasian
Union and their critical tone towards tlestablishment and they resumed a
balanced, pro-European rhetoric. Another team fdrameund Voronin, headed
by Artur Reshetnikov, who left the party on 21 Dmber 2015, joining
Plakhotniuk's Social Democratic Platform. What themmunist Taliban” did
not understand, and still don't to this day, was tforonin's change of direction
was due less to the bags of dollars they belieheddmmunist leader got from
Plakhotniuk, and more to the Russian-Ukrainian lkcmfwhich was in a
volatile stage. Crimea's annexation, the mockena akferendum organized
there by the Russians in March 2014, the destakitiz of Donbass in April-
May 2015, the launch of the Novorossia project, l@adanajor impact on
Voronin. It was a sort of Kozak Memorandum, 2014ied, which caused the
communist leader to turn to the West. For a Moldoyeatriot, as Voronin
thinks of himself, the priority was the countrytalslity and the avoidance of a
Ukrainian type scenario.

The Kremlin did not regret the PCRM defection. difair Putin did not
trust Voronin, and found quickly in the SPRM, leg lgor Dodon and Zinaida
Grechannyi, the ideal instrument to promote Russearests in Moldova.
Various combinations that culminated with Renatoatyis abandoning the
election race raised the percentage for Socidilista 1 to 21%, turning the
party supported by Putin into the unexpected wiroighe 30 November 2014
elections. The vanity of the Kremlin leader, wh@d®to had been spread all
over the Republic of Moldova by Grechannyi and Dgdwad been satisfied.

Brussels was happy, because a pro-European myajwes taking
shape, and Moscow was too, since the socialistgostgd by the Kremlin were
leading. The PCRM turned from a leader of the ojptiposinto a “hinge party”,

2 http://newsmaker.md/rus/novosti/viadimir-voronialéhe-ne-lev-kak-partiya-
kommunistov-utratila-identichnost-i-oka-21028 (esed 30 Dec. 2015).

2 http://newsmaker.md/rus/novosti/delo-antifa-renst-0-popytke-gosperevorota-v-
moldove-11868 (accessed 30 Dec. 2015).
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ready to support a pro-European government witbetitng anything in return.
The PCRM hinge could be fixed by one man only, Réakiuk.

Plakhotniuk for Prime Minister

The most controversial public personality in Maldois oligarch
Vladimir Plakhotniuk®. Born in December 1965, probably (in other docutsien
this appears as 1 January 1966, most likely it wegsstered in January), in
Calarasi raion of the Moldovan Soviet Socialist Repubbne of the 15 USSR
republics. He obtained degree in food engineering from §€hiu Technical
University. A turning point in his career, accomlito himself, was supposed to
have occurred in 2002 at Cotroceni Palace, wheee tltlen president of
Romania, lon lliescu, introduced the future oligato the president of the
Republic of Moldova, Vladimir Voronin, who was Wisig Bucharest, in the
following words: “May | introduce to you my friendepresenting Romanian
business from Moldov&®. President lliescu's “friend”, Plakhotniuk, wastiaat
point an obscure Moldovan businessman who hadearin Bucharest under
conditions that are still not very clear. In 2002 was invited to the delegation
of Romanian businessmen, called to meet the prasifeMoldova, and the
delegation of Moldovan businessmen who accompahied to Romania;
Plakhotniuk had just been appointed to Petrom Maidthe branch of the most
important Romanian oil compaffy According to several sources, Plakhotniuk
was personally supported by various government stars in the Adrian

24 The personalities enjoying the most confidencee(fresponse) in the Republic of
Moldova, according to the Barometer of the Repuldligloldova. November 2015, p. 37,
are the following: Renato Usatyil1%; Igor Dodon- 6 %; Maia Sandu 5 %; Vladimir
Voronin — 4 %; lurie Leang — 4 %; Andrei Nistase- 4 %; Marian Lupu- 4 %. The
margin of error is +- 3%. Recently, in February @0the CBS-AXA poll confirmed the
ranking: Renato Usatyi — 11,5%; Igor Dodon — 7,7%cd#ei Nastase — 5%; Maia Sandu —
4,6%; Marian Lupu — 2%. http://www.timpul.md/artitspndaj-partidul-nostru---32-2-
psrm---20-3-da---13-5-pas---10-1-pdm---7-ppem--e8ap---5-2-pl---2-pldm---0-8-
88739.html (accessed 25 Feh. 2016).

In the November 2015 barometer, according to resgmio a closed question, how much
do you trust the following political figures, ViIdelakhotniuk is the figure with the least
amount of trust, 80%, with 7% saying they do nallyetrust him. Only 2% trust is within
the margin of error. President Timofti does noefaruch better. 78% do not trust him at
all, and 11% do not really trust him. Only 5% trisim. Usatyi fares best with this
question, with 24% trusting him, and 13% trustinm lvery much. Barometrul opiniei
publice cit., p. 38). The highest level of mistrust, acliog to the CBS-AXA poll, is
engendered by the same Vlad Plakhotniuk, with 98%awed by Filat and Ghimpu.

% http:/lunimedia.info/stiri/-19621.html (accessdillec. 2015).

% http:/irevista22.ro/60046/anticorupie-original-laiiou.html (accessed 15 Dec. 2015).
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Nistase governmeflt Most likely, Plakhotniuk got Romanian citizensthip
2002, when he was appointed director for Petrom dédd. The double
citizenship was revealed by the press as late d4.2®arting in 2009,
Plakhotniuk had another identity in Romania, untter name Vlad Uliniéf,
with different ID documents that listed a differeitth date, among other
things. Becoming very influential in communist pdent Voronin's entourage,
Plakhotniuk is believed by the authors of the 8@60e long research
Oligarkhicheskaya Moldovao be the godfather of Moldovan oligarchic
capitalism, based on the control of the main fimanitows. The bases of this
mechanism were laid between 2005 and 2009, duhiagsecond communist
governance. After April 2009, the time of the sdaxh Twitter revolution in
Chisinau, the Alliance for European Integration (AEI), whiruled in Moldova
since fall of 2009 until recently, not only did ndismantle the old financial
structures, but developed them creatit®Iyhe main oligarchs in the first year
of AEI governance were Anatol Stati, Vladimir Plakhiuk, the LDPM - Filat,
the LP — Ghimpu, the CPRM — Voronin, and a discbegtvery influential, with
their own businesses representing Russian busmé&smania (a group formed
around the 1990s around Lukoil Romdfjialn fact, the ranking of the richest
Moldovan largely confirms this I8t

The philosophy of the oligarchs is very simpleeylislice up Moldova
to maximize profit from any activity. The jewels tiie crown are: a) the
Ministry of the Economy, which controls Moldovaistiee industry and energy
complex, issues certificates and licenses (for exgad import), as well as the
Agency for Public Property; b) Customs, which iglenthe Finance Ministry,
bring in 70 to 75% of state revenue; c) the Natidank; d) the Ministry of
Transportation (the biggest grants and loans redeiwere aimed at the
development of infrastructuf®. How did Plakhotniuk succeed, within the
space of only a few years, to eliminate or reduoe weight of the other
oligarchs and grab hold of the Moldovan state? Gimliy, not with help from

27 http:/iwww.flux24.ro/cine-e-papusarul-de-la-chisidegatura-cu-psd-si-cosmin-gusa/

(accessed 16 Dec. 2015).
http://adevarul.ro/news/eveniment/vladimir-platiotroligarh-treilea-om-stat-dubla-
identitate-moldova-romania-1_50ad6el177c42d5a662394ffdex.html (accessed 15 Dec.
2015).

29 BogdanTardea, Victor Ciobanwiueapxuueckas Mondosa, Chisinau, 2013, pp. 605-606.

%" Ibidem pp. 618-621.

81 The amount of assets remains a mystery, and @itg behiculated vary wildly. Forbes
Russia claims that the assets of the richest Moli®ua 2010 were: Stati — $ 2.5 billion,
Plahotniuc — $ 2 billion, Filat —$ 1.2 billion, Yésiu Pasat — $1 billion, Nicolae Ciornai —
$1 billion, Oleg Voronin — $ 0.7 billion. The mogtausible figures offered in 2010 by
Delo magazinen Kiev are: Anatol Stati — 500 million $, Vladdotniuc — 300 million,
Nicolae Ciornai — 120 million.... Oleg Voronin — @@llion, lon Sturza — 30 million, Vlad
Filat — 30 million (tenth in the rankingbidem pp. 698-700.

%2 Ibidem pp. 605-606.
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various agencies, not even the Moldovan CustomakhBtniuk's key for
success is — according to most commentators —aiamter the justice system.
Former general prosecutors Valeriu Zubco (2009-pCG8 Corneliu Gurin
(2013-2016) were believed to be close associatéiseotontroversial oligarch.
Courts, commercial courts, the Center for Combatizgpnomic Crime and
Corruption (CCECC), the Supreme Council of Prosasuytthe Higher Council
of Magistrates, and even the Constitutional Caurs, sometimes said, all these
are supposed to be controlled by Plakhotniuk thmougrious blackmail or
corruption schemes.

Control over the judiciafy allowed Plakhotniuk to secure his assets, to
increase his wealth by hijacking businesses andlifigg the operations in
courts, and to secure veritable networks whichpaishe banks and courts in
Moldova, managed to launder for the Russian mafex @0 billion dollars in
only a few years.

But what do Plakhotniuk's assets amount to? Thatraeersial
oligarch's wealth statements are extremely parsoosn with relevant
information. Like the 2010 wealth statement, thwstfior all the subsequent
ones, talk nothing of the things that any childdhisinau knows by heart by
now. Those documents say nothing about the haedsjision stations, famous
discos and bars, or even the jet that the notoraigarch owns. There is
mention of only two apartments he owns downtownsiGhii and 4 garages
where he keeps his 3 Mercedes, the ones he listw@iag. The only company
mentioned is Prime Management SRL. Most of the tlwaalconcentrated into a
holding® run by a Dutch off-shore company. It concealsRhiene TV, 2 Plus,
Canal 3 and Publika TV television stations, the sigwortals, advertising
agencies, the hotels Nobil and Codru, etc, whike Itixurious jet that takes
Plakhotniuk around is the property of Nobil Air.

One would not exaggerate to say that a single caatrols an entire
country, albeit small and the poorest in Europetamnof that. This is a well-

33 The accords that lay the basis of the AEI showihg in which the main institutions of
the state are politically controlled. Moldovan Derais controlled the general
prosecutor's office as early as 2010, accordimyaweisions in the agreement.

34 http:/fjurnal.md/rofjustitie/2015/11/4/memoriu-$aade-mld-de-i-atacuri-raider-prin-
justi-ia-din-rm-1176356/ (accessed 15 Jan. 2016}p:/ljurnal.md/ro/economic/
2015/5/21/cronologic-cum-a-fost-jefuita-banca-dtataau-reidman-paznic-la-bem/
(accessed 15 Dec. 2015).

%5 OTIV Prime Holding BV. Most likely, the acronym T comes from the members of
his family, Oxana, wife, Timofei and Inochentie,nsp and Vladimir. The holding
comprises OTIV Prime Services BV, OTIV Prime Real aistBY, OTIV Prime
Hospitality BV, OTIV Prime Media BV, OTIV Prime Finaial BV.
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known fact among European commissioners and then&owof Europé®
Secretary General, or senigfficials with the State DepartméhtHowever, the
international agenda is rife with cases, and Maéddsvmuch too small, so that
Chisinau is only on Bucharest's radar. However, it wasBwest itself which
launched Plakhotniuk into big business, in 2002yashave shown above. His
door to high level politics was the next step. Tomtroversial character has
emerged from the shadows, where he was running back games, and
climbed the political stage after 2009, when powers taken over by the
communists. It is true that Plakhotniuk has plagegositive role in several
moments of crisis in the past, contributing to fibrnation of the AEI, the Viad
Filat government, and promoted a pro-European diseo Plakhotniuk was
also supposed to be the architect behind Preshdieatae Timofti's election, on
16 March 2012, after a long presidential hiatusilofost 3 year§, which kept
generating political crises.

In time, however, relations between the two VladsmPlakhotniuk and
Filat, broke down blowing up the government coatitin February 2013, when
the LDPM voted with the communists to dismiss Pthkiuk as the deputy
speaker of Parliament, and Lupu as President dRémiblic of Moldova, while
the DPM voted, also alongside the communists, teagbdown the Filat
government. This crisis ended up with Filat as setp who, to no avalil,
humiliated himself publicly by apologizing to Plakhiuk in the hope of
returning to his position as a premier. That wagsaless gesture, since the
Constitutional Court had decided that the man aemtusf corruption and
convicted by no-confidence vote cannot be prime isten. Behind that
decision, which brought quite an innovation to gprudence, was Alexandru
Tanase, son of the late Constantimindise, who published th&impul
newspaper, a unionist publication partially finashdem Bucharest. A talented
politician and attorney, Al. dhase had been one of Filat's fellow party
members, but eventually became a personal adver$dmg LDPM leader and
resigned from the Constitutional Court. Hence thspgions expressed by
observers of the political scene in @hiu that Plakhotniuk controls the
Constitutional Court of the Republic of Moldova.ldfs fall coincides with
Romanian PM Victor Ponta's takeover of relationshwWoldova, after the
landslide victory of the Social-Liberal Union inetlparliamentary elections of

% See Thorbjorn Jagland's itNew York Timeshttp://www.nytimes.com/2015/08/11/
opinion/bring-moldova-back-from-the-brink.html?_r=1

Discussions in Brussels, Bucharest orsiau with two European Commissioners and
foreign diplomats (September 2015).

Judge and head of the Higher Council of Magistratestructure controlled by the
controversial oligarch, N. Timofti was supposed®“Plakhotniuk's man”, according to
Sergiu Mocanu, an excentric fighter against corampin Moldova. In addition, the son of
the president, Nicu Timofti, had worked for Prim®,TPlakhotniuk's first TV station.
BogdanTérdea, Victor CiobanwQauzapxuueckas Mondosa, Cit., p. 619.
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December 2012 in Romania. Filat and the LDPM wead pf the European
Popular Party. The former premier in €h&au had been supported by President
Traian Bisescu. The ally of the Romanian Social DemocratMatdova is
Lupu and Plakhotniuk's DPM, and both parties atéénSocialist International.

After the elections of November 2014, it had beeahvious that Filat
no longer controlled anything, he had become a®haaf what had been the
most talented politician of his generation, withepb0% confidence in polls,
but also, according to Gimau gossip, one of the most corrupt. At Coalition
meetings he was quiet, accepting almost anythingvée asked. He was the
ideal partner because he did not raise any issoe.p€ople close to him said
that he expected to be arrested, but at the begjrofithe following yedr.

In the summer of 2015, Plakhotniuk resigned froarli@ment and
announced he would retire from public life. Thegalich's negative image and
his limited resources were the reasons invokedldgecassociates when asked
to explain this decision. However, Plakhotniuk, fesm the limelight, was
preparing new strikes. Underground, he feels likshain the water, controlling
from there informally state institutions, blackmalés, materials smearing his
adversaries, “he's responsible for nothing whifligncing everything™.

In spite of the fact that in summer Plakhotniukthgdirew from
Parliament, and on 15 October, when Filat's imnyumas lifted, he self-
suspended from the position of first vice-presideftthe DPM, when the
Democratic delegation was holding consultationdWitesident Timofti on 14
December, Marian Lupu proposed the DPM backer fang minister. The
discussion was extremely tense. The following dag, DPM chairman put up
an interview on infotag.md, threatening Timofti kvidismissal:

“We talked to the president, and there is pressmrhim, it is visible, | have
never seen Mr. Timofti in this state of agitaticand it is extremely obvious that
someone is applying unacceptable pressure on hinrhope he's not being
blackmailed, God forbid!... We shall see to wheteat President Timofti is captive,
how the ones pressing him have taken captive thsigential institution, because we
are already discussing a problem of national sgcuri

For the first time in almost four years of beiny dffice, President
Timofti answered through a firm communique categly rejecting Marian
Lupu's allegations, adding that, at the discussmmd4 December, the DPM
insisted that the head of state designate Plaliioas prime minister. Timofti
met western ambassadors, to whom he complained #imDPM threats.

In turn, the press in Chindu started speculating, saying that Timofti
was being blackmailed by Plakhotniuk with files lnis sons, in order to force

39 Interview with a member in the LDPM leadership (@Hiu, 26 September 2015).
40 www.platzforma.md/protestele-din-moldova-in-citavemente/ (accessed 20 Feb. 2016).
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him to accept the nomination wanted by the DPM. dftils answer was to
nominate lon Sturza, former Moldovan politician,aad years before gone to
Bucharest for business, where he collaborated Witk Patricid™.

Plakhotniuk's reaction was swift in coming. Thiaeks against Timofti
continued, the Constitutional Court was petitionad answered immediately
that the president has to take into account thenityajn Parliament, which can
at any time be bought and changed. Another frorg e@ened in Parliament,
where a number of MPs threatened to initiate disatiprocedures against
President Timofti.

In order for things to be even clearer, the camrsial oligarch posted
on social media on 21 December the decision tamretu active political life,
announcing he would “take part directly in formithg parliamentary majority”.
The result was not late in coming; three days,ld#&rcommunist MPs announced
they were withdrawing, enlisting in the oligarcBecial Democratic Platform.
As Plakhotniuk wrote on social media, it was “arportant step towards the
consolidation of a solid parliamentary majority'dfted on 24 December).

Far from being unanimously criticized, even thougtakhotniuk's
public image was very poor, the oligarch's decismanter politics was saluted
by some commentators. For instance, Vitalie Spénicebelieved that this
would legalize the most important part of the Maldio political and economic
underground. By keeping outside of formal politidakhotniuk's influence
rose, providing him with ample room to maneuver,ichhmade him all-
powerful. Sprincean believes that his entering formal politics wouldt gphe
spotlight on Plakhotniuk, cutting off his feedingpes from the underground,
ultimately curbing his influené&

Plakhotniuk's entrance into formal politics causad explainable
effervescence on the center right of the politicakssboard, on the pro-
European side. On 23f December, Maia Sandu announced she would launch
a civic platform, which would turn into a party,caton Sturza was nominated
by the president for the position of prime ministaying that from then on he
would get seriously involved in political life. THevo could rather have taken
over from pro-European leaders tarnished in coionpscandals, replacing
important chess pieces, which were at that poirgless. However, their
entering the arena did not change the rules ofjéimee. Which is precisely what
Moldova would have needed, after it became obvibasthe political model by
which it had functioned for over two decades waalaysmal failure. Sandu and
Sturza fit the pattern centered on charismatictip@ins, and not on doctrine,
values and priorities, and the two did not have tgemeous teams behind

41 http:/lwww.evz.ro/lomul-care-l-a-facut-miliardar-patriciu-810400.html (accessed 4 Jan.
2016).

42 www.platzforma.md/protestele-din-moldova-in-citavemente/ (accessed 20 Feb. 2016).
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them. Because of this political model there arenaooe confrontations of ideas,
programs, projects, and everything is now persoaogflict. In fact, the entire
political history of Moldova was a long series aicts of seduction”, followed
by “disappointment” in political leaders. The pogmity of an idea is directly
dependent on the leader's popularity. This is wigay the pro-European
political orientation is discredited in the eyes mibst of the population.
Precisely because the ones that promoted thisgpnojre discredited

The novelty, otherwise very important, in the yg8d5, was popular
mobilization. It hails back to th&lasnostpractices in the late '80s and early
'90s, when large crowds were protesting in theestieis the starting point of
democracy in all the former Soviet republics. Thgrity and Truth Platform,
in a very hostile environment, managed to bring tutthe streets tens of
thousands of protesters, asking them to get indpN®o take their country
back”, and to “punish” the people who stole thdidnl. What remains to get
done for the Dignity and Truth Platform, born odtte protests and which
officially registered in February 2016, is for a ¢onsolidate its profile and turn
the 2015 civic activism into election figures.

President Timofti Kept in Check

The political crisis in Chinau entered its decisive phase in the year that
Plakhotniuk returned to politics. The text was pdsbn 21 December, a few
days after President Timofti met western ambassaaiaat complained about the
pressure put on him by the DPM. Just like the desdi citizen Plakhotniuk
met “several foreign partners, officials who canee discuss the political
situation in our country, but also members of thatnatic corps”, to whom he

“presented the solutions... [for getting Moldova of the crisis — A.G emphasis] and |
was asked why | don't get involved in their implertagion, if such situations exist. |
promised | would get involved, and now the momeag bome for me to do it. Starting
today, | am getting back to the party and | willtiapate directly in the formation of
the parliamentary majority that will ensure a stapbvernance, and which | hope will
gather the necessary votes to elect the presidié¢ne o country in March”.

The first moves of the oligarch newly returned politics were: to
launch the Social Democratic Platform, with the ddmmunist defectors,
creating an offensive apparatus against Presidienoffi, the last standing in
the way of Plakhotniuk's political ambitions.

“3|bidem
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Laying the trap that was supposed to limit thesiolent's freedom of
movement was accomplished through a decision ofCibestitutional Court,
which practically forced the president to do whateRlakhotniuk wanted. The
Constitutional Court in Chinau is well known for its bizarre decisions, which
are not just the result of an overheated imaginafor instance, it barred Filat
from continuing as a premier; it ruled that theependence declaration trumps
the Constitution of the Republic of Moldova; it tteed Romanian the state
language, even though the Constitution still has A8, which states that the
official language is Moldovan. Just like analystsdhkinau had predicted, the
Constitutional Court, at very high speed, ruledPlakhotniuk's favor. And, in
order for things to be clarified as speedily assjiis, the chief justice of the
court, the controversial Alexandruiffase, explained the ruling on his personal
blog*, before it had been issued by the jusfitesfter calling his co-nationals
stupid for believing in horoscopes, and saying abaldovans that they have a
“rudimentary” society, the chief justice, who clairnto speak “a slightly more
elevated Romanian language”, clarified the obsesrih the Constitution:

“The party which wins in the result [sic] of parhentary elections a majority
which allows it to form a government, or a coalitithat forms a majority, proposes
to the President the name of the Prime Minister”.

However, the majority constituted in Parliamend diot reflect the
result of the elections, but the level of corruptiof politicians, who can be
blackmailed, bought and manipulated to form magsithat have nothing to do
with the will of the voters.

The clarifications provided by Alexandruarfase were supposed to
prepare for President Timofti's second nominatibrwas no secret that lon
Sturza did not stand a chance to be voted in byaR@nt. And this was in spite
of the fact that Sturza had led the Moldovan gowemt between March and
November 1999, when the country was closest toWest, had a very good
image, was an independent politician, was outdrgesemi-mafioso relations
between political-criminal groups in Gau, was a respected businessman in
Romania, where he came to reside, was a good managd an effective
communicator. All these details mattered not atTdile treatment to which the
Sturza team was subjected at the meeting on Jaduarproof of the fact that,
in Moldova, institutions and procedures are no &gspected, even in form.
The premier designate was not allowed to submigbigernance platform, and
President Candu said that only 47 MPs were presehe room, out of 101; the
boycott supposedly meant that “the attempt is dmred failed, and the

4 www.tanase.md/moldova-tara-oamenilor-care-creddrescop/ (accessed 1 Feb. 2016).

4 http:/iwww.constcourt. md/ccdocview. php?l=ro&tip=hrti&docid=553 @ccessed 1 Feb. 2016).
Hotarare Nr. 32 din 29.12.2015.
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president [Timofti- A.G. emphasis] has to make another proposal éoptsition
of premier”. After resuming consultations with pickl parties and taking into
consideration the latest clarifications from then&tutional Court, obviousf?.

Disappointed with the brutal treatment, Sturza¢drin his mandate to
the president, announced he was retiring from ipalitife, and went back to
Bucharest. Sturza had barely left Parliament th&MDchairman Lupu
announced that by 11 January, the Social Demodpéditform would hold the
simple 51 vote majority to have the government swior

The DPM pressure on President Timofti seems te maade him resist
Plakhotniuk's demands. It had become personal,hwiigde it highly unlikely
that the nomination of the controversial oligardn prime minister would be
accepted. There seemed to be a few things to iedibat: the firm response to
Lupu's accusations; the meeting with western analgiass; the New Year
address to the citizens of the Republic of MoldGvthe statement made after
the January 5 meeting with the leaders of parlidargnparties, to whom he
gave a week for negotiations, and asked them ®itdk account, in forming a
new coalition, the pro-European leaning of thezeitry, and for the candidates
proposed for prime minister to “meet the criteida ihtegrity and not be under
suspicion of corruptiorf®.

As promised, DPM chairman Marian Lupu submittedtatement on
January 11 forming a new majority around his patty support Viad
Plakhotniuk as a candidate for PM. The document sigeed by Lupu,
Ghimpu, Violeta Ivanova and londn. Lupu claimed he was signing on
behalf of 20 (Democrat) MPs, Ghimpu for 13 Libeydiganova for 15 ex-
communists, and Ban for 8 (former Liberal Democrats who stayedha party
led by Strele but who announced their support for Plakhotniuk)e new
majority numbered 56 deputies. Some commentatarggubout that this new
majority did not comply with Parliament rules, tbfare it was not legitimate.
However, only Democrats and Liberals make up gro@gsounting for 33

4 http:/iwww.dw.com/ro/investirea-guvernului-sturzasaat/a-18957906 (accessed 5 Jan.
2016).

“The year 2015 proved to us that the natural emdlsns with which we lived with our
European achievements, has to turn into concretenamf restoring health to public
climate, of eradicating corruption, including pimil corruption, of eliminating slips and
shortcomings in society. | am optimistic that itvisthin our power[s] to reach these
objectives. You have inspired this confidence inand | have heard the whisper of the
people, but then their cries of hope too. The eriplitical class has to bend its ear to
you, in order to achieve normalcy, achieve autltedéimocracy, in which the people is
sovereign, and its will sacred.” http://presedimig/rom/comunicate-de-presa/mesajul-de-
revelion-al-presedintelui-nicolae-timofti (accesdedan. 2016).
http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presa/pietad-timofti-a-purtat-consultari-
parlamentare (accessed 14 Jan. 2016).
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deputies, which is ho majority. According to thées) groups form in 10 days
from Parliament taking office. What Ilvanova andla® formed can be called
platforms, but not parliamentary groups, and thenguof the Constitutional
Court speaks of parliamentary factions, which make the majorit§’.
Consequently, Violeta lvanova andl&n's groups do not count, and therefore
the declaration of forming a new majority does apply in their casevhich
cancels the Declaration of forming a new majoribegally, there is a
declaration of support for Plakhotniuk's candidalbbyt not a declaration of
forming a majority, which is a Constitutional Coumtquirement, and the
declaration in support of the oligarch would noté¢he legal power to obligate
President Timofti to endorse him as PM.

In order to comply with the calendar imposed by lddoan law,
President Timofti would have had to nhominate ther M before January 14,
allowing him to have the 15 days prescribed by lawappoint a new
government and prepare a platform. The last dayviaing in the new
government was January 29, because that is whea thonths passed since the
no-confidence motion against the Stteg@vernment. In the event that this
calendar had not been complied with, the partiegladvbave had to call for snap
elections, which would have been a disaster forym@ihe latest public opinion
barometer indicated catastrophic figures for paritieParliament. According to
a November poll, first place would have been takgnOur Party (Renato
Usatyi), with 16%, followed by a party that did rmtist yet, the Platform for
Dignity and Truth, organizer of the protests (Andxistase), with 12%, the
SPRM (lgor Dodon) — 10%, the CPRM (V. Voronin) — ,7&%e PPEM (lurie
Leand) — 7%, the DPM (Lupu-Plakhotniuk) — 6%, the LP &himpu) — 5%".
Given the conditions, it is hard to believe tha MPs were in a hurry to give
up their privileges and vote against nominating phesident and in favor of
snap elections. The decisive move went to Presidémbfti, because the
nominated candidate had infinitely more opportesitto gain, on the second
attempt try, the necessary vote in Parliament. Eletice intensified battle
around the person the president was about to néeina

The president was supposed to decide based ofattars: the ruling
of the Constitutional Court, dramatically limitifgs room for maneuver, and
the position of Western governments, expressed higyr tambassadors in
Chisinau. Many abuses about to be perpetrated by Moldpalitical elites
have been blocked by Western ambassadors down thlerygars.

49 http://newsmaker/md/rus/kartoteka/vladimir-plahatk-vydvinut-dempartiey-na-post-
premera-eto-bylo-sdelano-zakonno-i (accessed 1£20416).

50 A CBS-AXA poll conducted in February 2015 confirmée results: Our Party (Usatyi) —
32%, the Socialist Party (Dodon) — 21%, the Diguity Truth Party (kktase) — 13.3%,
the Action and Solidarity Party (Maia Sandu) — 1@k& Democratic Party (Lupu) — 7%,
European Populars (Leat)c- 6%.
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The opposition opened two fronts. One againsthiiakuk, saying that
he did not meet the integrity criteria, as explciequired by the president at
the January 5 meetirigwith the parties. It was recalled that Plakhotniwds on
a list of people monitored by the Interpol, thag tligarch had defied a British
court, by moving seized assets. It was recalled tha British press had
reported how several offshore companies registéne®dcotland had been
involved in the theft of one billion dollars fromdtlovan banks, and that those
same offshore companies had taken part in the diahmaids in Moldova in
2010-2012, whose final beneficiary had been thates#lakhotniuk. Those
Scottish offshores were also involved in money tharmg schemes between
2012-2014, when $20 billion from Russia got lauedethrough Moldovan
courts and banks.

The second front the opposition opened was agaiestMPs who
joined Plakhotniuk, especially the 7 Liberal-DensickMPs?. They responded
publicly with a press release in which they repgdtakhotniuk's arguments,
bringing new geopolitical arguments for which thégcided to support the
controversial oligarch:

“The Republic of Moldova is in an unprecedentedsisri. considering the
geopolitical struggle in the region, the continoatof this political crisis might bring to
a halt forever the country's European integratioarse [...] The political parties that
oppose the European vector and plead for rapid redvdowards the East, for
integrating Moldova into a compromised Customs Untant also for the federalization
of the country, wish to throw Moldova right awayoirsnap elections, with the subsequent
formation of a new anti-European majority. The faefieation of the country and the entire
planned scenario would be a catastrophe for tliwend of our country. Right now we
believe that the Republic of Moldova needs stabitiyre than ever®.

Too Much Geopolitics

Geopolitical arguments are omnipresent in theadisse on the former
Soviet republic. Bessarabia was annexed by Stalithhé summer of 1940, in
line with the secret appendices to the Ribbentrapeidv Pact, and on 23
August 1939 its borders were redrawn, and a laggeqd the territory became

51 www.ziarulnational. md/pacatele-lui-plahotniuc-despare-tace-lupu/ (accessed 13 Jan.

2016)

Onuzapxuueckas Monoosa, Vladimir Hotineanu, lon Blan, Stefan Creangy Nae-Simion
Plesca, Gheorghe Mocanu, Mihaele Spatari, Aliona taGohttp://anticoruptie.md/
ro/stiri/pacatele-liberal-democratilor-care-au-atatita-vor-vota-un-premier-democrat
(accessed 12 Jan. 2016).
www.zdg.md/stiri-politice-cum-motiveaza-7-deputplitm-votul-pentru-un-guvern-pdm
(accessed 12 Jan. 2016).
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the Moldovan Soviet Socialist Republic, with anetipart being annexed by
Soviet Ukraine. Since everything, or almost evanghis geopolitics, essential
details on Moldovan society, economy and polities @nfined to oblivion. No

one wants to burden their memory with things thelee insignificant. Hence

the tragedy of this country, whom no one wantsdal avith in seriousness, and
which progresses only on internal impulses.

The veritable propaganda war between these twimifacinterpret the
Chissinau crisis exclusively as a confrontation betweenWh®. and Russia. In
the more sophisticated commentaries, Romania isgbaitributed a decisive
role in events in Moldova, due to such a busy ageimdWashington and
Brussels, occupied with other issues. Romania ppased to be using this
context to promote its own interests and people, ttost important of them
being Plakhotniuk. And that comes on top of the that he is detested by over
90% of the population. What, then, is Romania'ategy supposed to be? “The
worse for Moldova, the better for Romanfa’runs the slogan which pro-
Russian analysts in Gimau claim is Romania's slogan. According to them,
Plakhotniuk is Romania's ideal pawn for such atetrg of pushing the
Moldovan state to the brifk Plakhotniuk is supposed to be Bucharest's
guarantee for a failed Moldovan state, the firspsiowards a Moldovan and
Romanian union. That is also the geopolitical exateon supplied by the pro-
Russian analysts when writing that Romania andUtte. are categorically
opposed to early elections for the Moldovan Pariatnand therefore against
democracy. According to polls, these elections waallegedly favor parties
considered pro-Russian. No one is consideringdbethat they may be as pro-
Russian as they are pro-European. In other wandy, would be mere vehicles
for various semi-criminal leaders or groups use@doess state resources, as
has happened so far, while the West-East orientétisimple babble to be sold
to a humiliated voter base living in the pooresEafopean countries.

In fact, geopolitics was utilized cynically by isgonsible Moldovan
politicians, who were hiding their lack of appetite reforms by blaming the

% “Uem xyxe monmaBamaM, TeM Tyume pymsmam” (Cu cat mai #u pentru moldoveni, cu
atat mai bine pentru romani), Dmitri ChubashenkolaliBtniuk gotovit blitzkrig is
<Nobila> v Kondritzu”, http://pan.md/blog/plahotriksgotovit-blitskrig-iz-nobila-v-kondritsu
(accessed 19 Feb. 2016).

“Bucharest needs Plakhotniuk in order to definigvkill Modovan statehood, to bring
everything to full anarchy and disorientation, bafsall — to war. Romanian patrons will
keep Plakhotniuk in power, but will not give Moldoresources for development, limiting
itself to humanitarian spaghetti instead.ByXapecty HyxeH IlnaxoTHIOK, YTOOBI
OKOHYAaTCJIbHO y6HTL TroCyaapCTBECHHOCTDb MOJIZ[OBI)I, JOBCCTH BCC 10 THOJIHOM aHapXum u
JAC30pUCHTAllMU, a Jy4dle BCEro — 10 BOMHBI. PyMI)IHCKI/Ie TIOKPOBUTCIN 6yIIyT
ynepxuBaTh [lmaxoTHioka y BimacTH, HO He OyAayT naBarb MoimoBe pecypcoB Ha
pas3BUTHE, OrpaHMYMBIINCH T'yMaHHTapHbIMH Makaponamu'. Ibidem (accessed 19 Feb.
2016).
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regional and global context. And why give up thesguments, if they were the
only ones that could mobilize support in varioupitads and unblock loans?
Just as the Ukrainian political elite, the one imishau worked based on the
principle “the gentle lamb suckles two sheep” Twoeintry has been swinging
for over 20 years between Russia and the Weshgryo reap maximum
benefits, especially personal, after bringing thertry to the brink of disaster.
In order to save themselves, Moldovan leaders ammking the same
geopolitical considerations, in the hope of trickisomeone once again into
support, this time the West.

One contribution to the the geopolitical rhetorianipulation of the
West is also made by Bucharest, who has a longriexge in this game,
starting as far back as 1964, during the rule ehroanist leader Gheorghiu-
Dej. For the duration of this crisis, for the FgreiMinistry and the presidency
in Bucharest, as well as for the majority of polédns, the marching order was
maintaining at any price trstatus quan Chkinau, on the reason that elections
would bring to power Dodon and Usatyi, who are dsgly and openly”
supported by Russfa No dignitary in Bucharest has yet explained ié th
Moldovan elections should get suspendate diefor fear of Russia, or how
Moscow would help a pro-Russian politician, consitg how much trouble
Russia has with financially supporting the separagéigion of Transdnestr.

The Compromise that Prolongs the Agony

One day before the deadline for designating thenjge Wednesday,
January 13, a new round of consultations took pletereen the president and
the representatives of the majority group, congtitto support Plakhotniuk in
his bid to become prime minister. The presideneatejd the controversial
oligarch's candidacy, invoking the provisions ok ti€onstitution and the
Constitutional Court ruling of 22 April 2013, acdarg to which “any political
mandate has to be based on high integrity stantadd “it is contrary to the
principles of the rule of law the appointment tditgzal office of persons over
whom suspicions of lack of integrity loom”. Accongi to the Moldovan
presidency, Plakhotniuk “does not meet the intggriiteria necessary for his
appointment to the position of Prime Minister”, ahtg Parliament's decision
of 15 February 2013, when the oligarch was depbgedo-confidence vote as

% A post on social media from former PM Victor Powota 15 January 2016. The former
SDP leader has long been a supporter of PlakhdsniDRM, made official through
agreements signed at the central headquartere @0t in Kiseleff Blvd. Several pieces
of information coming from Chkiniau suggest that Ponta's entire presidential campaign
was supposed to have been financed by the consialzetigarch.
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deputy speaker of Parliament, accused of involvénrerillegal activities’.
President Timofti called on the majority to prop@@ew candidate, meeting
the integrity criteria, by the following day, Thdes, 14 January, at noon.
Commentators drew a parallel between Filip, who waisallowed to take up
the premier seat by ruling of the Constitutionalu@pand Plakhotniuk, who
was deposed for similar reasons.

The oligarch tried to overcome Timofti's resistgnedtacking his
arguments. Helping him, as on other occasions, @&ef Justice Alexandru
Tanase, who replied on social media that Filat cdwdde held any positich
This was an awkward move on the part of the hesticpiof the Constitutional
Court in attempting to help Plakhotniuk, attackimmgguments he had offered
himself in 2013, when he blocked Filat's accesthéohighest positions in the
state for integrity reasons. A few hours latemdse went back to social media,
saying that he had not commented on the presid#tisiori®. It was probably
this intervention that caused Timofti to requesltividual confirmations for the
signatures given by the depuffeson the Declaration that created the new
majority around the DPM, giving a deadline for 9:BM, January 14. This
latest request by the president seemed as anadditiefense line against the
Plakhotniuk-Enase tandem. One other ineffective move was thevavekletter
sent by Plakhotniuk to President Timofti on Janubdy in which the oligarch
tried to assure the president of the “honesty achdss” of his intentiofis
Even if appearances were kept up, and institutieesned to work, the tensions
in Chisinau had reached a peak, amplified by the rumors atheutesignation
of President Timofti, who categorically refusedd@signate the oligarch to the
position of prime minist&f. In this state of extreme tension, lacking pdditic
allies, President Timofti had a telephone convésatith lon Sturza, who was

57 http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presaduliesele-nicolae-timofti-respinge-

candidatura-domnului-vladimir-plahotniuc-la-funetia-prim-ministru (accessed 14 Jan.
2016).
http://unimedia.info/stiri/tanase--despre-deciziatimofti-de-a-I-respinge-pe-plahotniuc-
107697.html (accessed 14 jan. 2016).
http://unimedia.info/stiri/alexandru-tanase-nicitataici--intr-un-context-nu-am-
comentat-decizia-presedintelui-timofti-107706.httaccessed 14 Jan. 2016). Formally,
this was true, becau3énase had stated that Filat could have taken uppasigion in the
state. However, at that point Filat was under &r@sd no one was interested in him.
However, now commentators had transferred the aggtsnin the Court ruling of April
2013 from the Filat case to Plakhotniuk'sindse said that Filat could have held any
position in the state, indirectly saying that Platktiuk could as well, therefore President
Timofti's arguments were not valid.
http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presa/piessd-timofti-solicita-majoritatii-
parlamentare-reconfirmarea-semnaturilor-in-suséiaemui-candidat-la-functia-de-prim-
ministru (accessed 14 Jan. 2016).
http://www.realitatea.md/confirmat-plahotniuc-i-eris-o-scrisoare-lui-timofti-pentru-a-I-
convinge-sa-I-desemneze-la-func-ia-de-premierieitaici_32811.html (accessed 14 Jan.
2016).

Interview with Igor Bean (Bucharest, February 2016)
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in Bucharest, deciding to propose him once agaircawdidate for prime
minister. In fact, Sturza was getting ready to defmx Chisinau when he heard
news that Timofti had designated for the positidn poime minister lon
Paduraru, his chief of staft Marian Lupu recalled later that he found out abou
Paduraru's appointment while en route to the presisl@éasidence in Condrita,
with the list of signatures demanded by the presideln his intervention,
Timofti said that he had appointedderaru because “the coalition did not have
the necessary number of votes”. From then on, éviexy depended on the
deputies. If they did not accept the candidacy pttesident reminded them, “we
have met the premises for early elections, eveanghd do not want therf®. It
didn't take long for commentators to recall thaddraru's name appears in llan
Shor's self-incrimination, the one that led to #neest of former premier Filat.
In that document, #luraru is mentioned as go-between for Le Bridgep=om

in its relation to PM Filat, a major vulnerabilitgspecially considering that
Plakhotniuk controlled the General Prosecutor'sc@ffPolitical tensions did
not dissipate at all with#uraru's nomination. Friday, January 15 at noon, as
Sturza told the press, President Timofti was caredhthat Bduraru was
determined to operate reforms, starting to takecthmtry away from oligarchs.
However, 3 hours and a half later, the preside@tslidate not only withdrew
his candidacy, but asked Timofti to consider thedodacy of Pavel Filip,
proposed by the Plakhotniuk controlled majdfitfrhe president, shortly after,
nominated for the position of PM Pavel F‘?ﬁ,pthe candidate proposed by the
DPM majority, and Plakhotniuk's assocfite

8 http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presa/piagge-timofti-l-a-desemnat-pe-

domnul-ion-paduraru-in-calitate-de-candidat-la-fierde-prim-ministru ~ (accessed 14
Jan. 2015)

Marian Lupu told Publika TV: “This is a surprisidgcision, which we do not understand.
Not long ago, after discussions with the head afestand the presidency, we, the
leadership of the DP, were invited to see the geggito coordinate another proposal for
the position of prime minister; halfway there wergvénformed that the situation had
changed, and shortly after the decree was issuntfi’//presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-
de-presa/presedintele-timofti-l-a-desemnat-pe-ddron+paduraru-in-calitate-de-
candidat-la-functia-de-prim-ministru (accessed 44. 2015). DPM Chairman Lupu went
to President Timofti's residence accompanied byePEBilip, acting minister of IT and
Telecom, which was about to be proposed for théipnf prime minister.
http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presa/mi@sele-timofti-I-a-desemnat-pe
domnul-ion-paduraru-in-calitate-de-candidat-la-fiercle-prim-ministru ~ (accessed 14
Jan. 2015).
http://newsmaker.md/rus/novosti/nikolae-timofti-aivvokrug-kandidata-kak-
bylo-sorvano-povtornoe-vydvizhenie-v-p-21633 (aseels16 Jan. 2016).
http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presa/plesele-timofti-I-a-desemnat-
pe-domnul-pavel-filip-in-calitate-de-candidat-lanfitia-de-prim-ministru ~ (accessed 16
Jan. 2016).
http://jurnal.md/ro/politic/2016/1/15/socor-pavdig-este-o-persoana-dintre-cele-mai-
apropiate-ale-lui-vladimir-plahotniuc/ (accessed)&6.2016).
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In fact, Filip was among the few who stood by ttigarch during the
rally held by DPM in downtown Ckinau in support of Plakhotniuk's candidacy
for PM, on January 13. Not even chairman Lupu ordnary president Dumitru
Diacov were on the stage, next to Plakhotniuk,h@t bccasion. But Filip came
up alongside Plakhotniuk, whom he does busineds. Winly two names had
been considered in thBPM, aside from Plakhotniuk: Candu, Speaker of
Parliament, and Filip, Minister of IT and Telecom.

Several commentators said thaidéraru was the weakest link in
Timofti's entourage, and that the chief of stafftioé presidency played for
Plakhotniuk's team. @uraru's main mission was to block Sturza's nonanat
for PM. Raduraru is supposed to have convinced Timofti to inabe him,
persuading him that this move would destabilizekiRi#niuk®. Hence the
naiveté that made the president assure Sturz&atataru would start the fight
against oligarchs, mere hours before resigningelPaip's designation was a
clear victory for Plakhotniuk.

Faced with heavy opposition from protesters on #teeets, the
president supplied additional explanations:

“A majority of 55 MPs proposed a candidacy, thaMaf Pavel Filip, which |
had to accept, pursuant tihe decision issued on 29 December 2015 by the
Constitutional Court, which, at art. 118, statesptqu ‘there is no constitutional and
democratic reason for which the President shoutdlasignate as candidate for PM the
person holding a parliamentary majority, be it ewenopposition to the President’.
Beyond all personal opinion, | am obligated, in lmiéh my attributions as president, to
comply with the country's laws, and, in the presease, the rulings of the
Constitutional Court™,

The president's nomination sparked a new wavereétsprotests. In
spite of the bitter cold in C§indu, tens of thousands took over the central
square for days. Leading them was a troika of ipalileaders: the chairman of
the Socialists, Dodon, the eccentric mayor @ftiBthe head of Our Party,
Usatyi, and the head of the Platform for Dignityddiruth Party, Mstase. The
hatred of an impoverished, lied to, and manipulatedulation, which saw in
Plakhotniuk the epitome of evil, is the main comnfiok for these three leaders
and hundreds of thousands of people, brought tettkets in various corners of
Moldova by despair. All of a sudden, on the stre$t€hisinau you could hear
cries of “Romanian, Russian, Ukrainian, we areMdldovan!”. In a sense,
Plakhotniuk managed to create, in a few monthggnaneon platform bringing
together various Moldovan ethnic groups, traditigneopposed, usually

% Paduraru's reaction to these accusations: http:ifiriational.md/cum-raspunde-paduraru-

acuzatiilor-ca-l-a-tras-pe-sfoara-pe-timofti-siadit-jocul-pd/ (accessed 17 Jan. 2016).
http://presedinte.md/rom/comunicate-de-presa/datitan-presedintelui-republicii-
moldova-nicolae-timofti (accessed 16 Jan. 2016).
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artificially so. In fact, Plakhotniuk only brougtd life art. 12 of the Democratic
Party Statute, which “is in favor of the creatiordaaffirmation in the Republic
of Moldova of the civic nation according to thermiple ‘we are all Moldovans
— citizens of the Republic of Moldov&®"

The last hope for the protest leaders and thed&ttsousands out into
the cold was a visit by the U.S. Assistant SecyetdrState for Europe and
Eurasian Affairs, Victoria Nuland. That the US wauhtervene in Moldova
was an illusion, the idea that it would take th@umtry out from under the
control of oligarch Plakhotniuk. The drama in @miu was added to by rumors
that had persistently circulated in the summerd&2015, according to which,
Plakhotniuk had negotiated in Washington and Begtititical support in order
to gain total control of Moldovd The rumors were so intense that
commentators, journalists and politicians camediielde them, and were now
just waiting for confirmation or contradiction dfd theory according to which
the U.S. had sold out Moldova to oligarch PlakhdatniAccording to that same
theory, Romania was forced by the U.S. to reluttastipport the detested
oligarch®.

On Monday, January 18, Victoria Nuland was in Barelst, where she
held talks with Romanian top officials, includingaut the Moldovan crisis. It
mattered little that the statements made by the rigae official were much
more nuanced, what mattered was an article whegeethphasis was on
stability and support for the Filip governm&ntThe entire Moldovan press,
both the part controlled by Plakhotnitikand the part supporting the opposition,
Romanian and Russian speaking, carried the sanee tbea Americans, the
State Department, support PlakhotrifuRhis had only increased the confusion

T http:/iww.pdm.md/ro/pdm/statut (accessed 14 28A45). Igor Bean pointed out to me
this article in the DPM statute.

2 Interviews with various Moldovan journalists (@hiiu, September-October 2015),

interviews with Arcadie Ba#yosie, Igor Baan, Petru Negdr (Chisinau, September

2015).

The networks spreading the rumors, as | persorally during a number of research visits to

Chisinau, were sympathetic to Plakhotniuk and the DPMyelsas to Ghimpu and the LP.

™ http://www.hotnews.ro/stiri-esential-20736035-vitgenuland-despre-situatia-din-
republica-moldova-cel-mai-important-lucru-existergtn-puternic-pro-european.htm
(accessed 18 Jan. 2016). This HotNews piece of m@sssubsequently taken over by the
entire Russian language press in Moscow, with titles “The USA Supports Oligarch
Plakhotniuk!”. HotNews is a credible source in Romaa

S Roughly 80% of the press in Moldova is controlled Rigkhotniuk. Prime TV, 2 Plus,
Canal 3, Publika Tv, as well as major radio statiaresowned by the oligarch, as part of
the Dutch off-shore OTIV Prime Media.

® Most were news, with the title repeating the naiegoria Nuland and Plakhotniuk.
There have been somewhat more sophisticated corar@ntabounding in geopolitical
explanations, attempting to explain the US decisitliitarasiit pexxum: Bragumup
IInaxoTHIOK ~ MOJy4YWs — TOAJAEepkKy  Bammurrona”,  http://newsmaker.md/rus/
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regarding the West's intentions towards Moldova, ggbpulation of which had
every reason to feel left to the mercy of the aliha in poverty, corruption,
moral and material decay.

The Russian press did not miss the opportunitritwize Plakhotniuk,
the oligarch detested by an entire country, butppeuted by the State
Department”, emphasizing the fact that he is duplicitous ®\test, claiming
to support democracy, but in Moldova's case heg@nat the snap elections
desired by the majority of the population, accogdim polls. Public opinion was
thus being injected with the idea that Moscow iesel to the oppressed
Moldovan people, suffering as a result of the qotion and nepotism of a pro-
European elite pushing the country towards BrusdelRussia was with the
people, America supported the oppressor of the Ipedtakhotniuk. Victoria
Nuland's statements on the need to form a stablergment in Chinau
confirmed the theory according to which Moldovan®rev sold out to
Plakhotniuk, feeding the anti-Western Russian pgapda, and especially the
anti-American propaganda in Moldova.

The “confirmation” that the West supported Plakingt was the
turning point in the protests in Gmau. Gradually, the initiative in
coordinating the street protests — which continiredrebruary and March —
went to Dodon and Usatyi, who are considered amsén, and even pro-
Russian, in the case of the Socialist leader. Dodod Usatyi went from
inspiration (from the slogans of the protest mowethen to claim and play a
more important role in the street protests andi@rite the protester's agenda.
Only the leader of the new pro-European Dignity ardth Party, Andrei
Nistase, who started the civic protests in early 28&Bms to keep pace with
the new political trends. The rest of the partiesns to have lost ground. This
evolution could be observed at the protests spabiethe almost clandestine
Parliament session in Gmau on Wednesday, 20 January, when the Pavel Filip
government was sworn in within 30 minutes, in def& of regulatiorf§, 57

novosti/shtatnyy-rezhim-vladimir-plahotnyuk-poluchbdderzhku-vashingtona-21687
(accessed 19 Jan. 2016); Dmitri ChubashenKogenr oka3ascst 6ecCHIHBHBIM IPOTHUB
npymiero, kat Tauk, [lnaxoraroka”, http://pan.md/blog/formula-pravitelstva-plahotrka-
jadnost--strah--repressii-i-degradatsiya (accesedah. 2016), issued by several analysis
or news websites such as http://omg.md/index.php&ide11602 (accessed 18 Jan.
2016).

http://pan.md/politika/rossiya-1-plahotnyuk-nadikak-sutener-video (accessed 15 Feb.
2016). The report on Plakhotniuk is from TV Rossija https://www.youtube.com
/watch?v=ZNrhEyxqN6o (accessed 15 Feb. 2016).

This meeting was short notice, announced onlywahfeurs ahead, which runs against the
tradition of swearing in meetings. The premier geate, faced with the aggression of the
Socialist faction in the room, failed to submit fiatform, and the customary hearing
failed being held as well. The session sparked emiol protests in Chkinau.
http://www.mediafax.ro/externe/proteste-violentezhasinau-dupa-votul-parlamentului-
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votes out of 101. In order to formally comply withe legislation, the members
of government were secretly taken to President Tilmoesidence to get sworn
in, right before midnigH.

Most likely, these protests, violent in certaiagas, drew attention from
the West. The visit made by PM Filip to Buchardsgs than a week from
starting his term, was seen with suspicion by fpreembassies in Ginau,
Bucharest and Brussels. The haste with which tt@oCigovernment was
willing to loosen purse strings in favor of its Molvan partner was tempered by
both President Jean-Claude Junker and Commissiohannes Halif Several
diplomatic sources have confirmed that Brusseldedabn the Romanian
government not to hurry in supplying 60 million Bun loans for Moldova, and
to wait for the arrival of the IMF delegation to i§ihau and the release of aid
from Brussels. When Filip visited Bucharest, in iidd to making the
argument for stability, PM Ciofoalso talked about ongoing reform. Releasing
aid for Moldova was conditioned on “a few concreteasures, proving the will
to reform” on behalf of the Filip government. PMolgls promised he would
make public by the end of the week “a list of sel/eneasures the government
could take before releasing from Bucharest thigt finstallment”. In addition,
Ciolos continued: “l suggested intense dialog with céakiety in the Republic
of Moldova, with the protesters who want the Reubf Moldova to follow a
European cours&" That was a cold shower for PM Filip, who did espect
such a speech, in flagrant contradiction with etleng Romanian institutions
had, so far, issued officially in terms of MoldovEhat was puzzling for the
press in Chinau too, as they continued to cover the successlipfSvisit to
Bucharest and the release of the loan that wagydoimpay for the December
and January wages and pensions.

A few days later, PM Ciolo wrote a letter to his counterpart in
Chisinau, laying out the conditions for the I§anRight in the first few lines,

in-favoarea-guvernului-pavel-filip-ue-si-sua-inde@¥a-calm-si-dialog-foto-video-
14973808 (accessed 21 Jan. 2016).
http://www.realitatea.net/chi-inau-guvernul-luiyedfilip-va-fi-votat-azi-in-parlament-
sociali-tii-cer-proteste_1869977.html (accessedai. 2016).
http://www.realitatea.net/chi-inau-guvernul-luiyedfilip-va-fi-votat-azi-in-parlament-
sociali-tii-cer-proteste_1869977.html (accessedai. 2016).
http://gov.ro/print?modul=stiri&link=premierul-dem-ciolos-s-antalnit-cu-omologul-sau-
din-republica-moldova-pavel-filip (accessed 27 241.6)
http://gov/ro/print?modul=stiri&link=premierul-damn-ciolos-a-trimis-astazi-omologului-
sau-din-republica-moldova-pavel-filip-o-scrisoagre:detaliaza-continutul-discutiilor-
avute-la-bucuresti-in-data-de-26-ianuarie-2016eigatura-cu-acordul-de-imprumut-
dintre-romania-si-republica-moldova (accessed 30 2816). Reform of the judiciary
was mentioned only at the tail of the list, in dubehi to an anti-corruption package and
estate verification, etc., which the protesters beeh clamoring for from the start. Hence
the disappointment with the conditions set by Buebiar
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Bucharest reaffirmed support for “civic dialog betm authorities and the
representatives of civil society”, which seems tmfom a shift in attitude
towards Moldova. Political leaders and civil sogi& Chisinau were rather
dismayed by the conditions set by Rom&hiahich pinned to the end of the
list the issue of the judiciary, even though thiema of the public prosecutor's
office and anti-corruption were the main demandsnfiprotesters. A few days
later, the Civic Forum of Moldova, which gathergdther representatives of
civil society, protesters, and opposition and a&siParliament parties,
submitted a resolutidfhon 4 February, with a list of demands, much more t
the point, in which the emphasis fell more on thectioning of the National
Bank of Moldova, in order to prevent embezzlementtioe level that was
perpetrated in the three banks, but mostly on #fierm of the judiciary and
fighting corruptiof?®.

Brussels stopped being contemplative and lettisgrelationship to
Moldova run through Bucharest. The EC published r&é8ommendations
addressed to the Republic of Moldova on 15 Febffiafhey recommended
reforms for depoliticizing state institutions, comting systemic corruption,
reforming public administration (par. 4); the sesand impartial investigation
of banking theft (art. 6); providing for the indewence of the judiciary and
anti-corruption institutions, reforming the publzosecution system and the
fight against corruption (art. 7), etc. The genéngbpression left is that the 13
conclusions of the Council are much closer to wtha& civic and political
opposition demanded in 2015 from the powers thatnb€hisinau than the
semblance of conditions laid out by the Cgomvernment.

The parliamentary majority and the Plakhotniuktoolfed government

8 Interviews with politicians and civil society lears who attended the Civil Society Forum

in Chisindu (January 2016).
http://independent.md/doc-rezolutia-forumului-cige-solicita-protestatarii-de-la-
guvernare/#.VtUKj8dYnkl (accessed 4 Feb. 2016).

The proposals were truly revolutionary, depolific@ the judiciary: “4. Consolidating
rule of law, regulation and control institutions: @) The resignation of the Prosecutor
General; b) Parliament dismissing the top rankhefNational Anti-Corruption Council;
c) Selecting the future top ranks of the NationatiACorruption Council and the head
prosecutor for anti-corruption by a commission mante of trained experts who are
politically unaffiliated; d) Appointing with no day by the Government as justice of the
Constitutional Court of the candidate already id@dias a result of the competition held
in the year 2015". In article 5 the demand was madesview political party regulation
legislation, in art. 6 a demand for limiting thensolidation of media, in art. 7 a demand
for electing the president by popular vote by cliagdhe law, in art. 8 the cessation of
legal proceedings against protesters and the eetdfgsolitical prisonerdbidem

Council of the EU. Council conclusions on the Repulif Moldova, Press Release,
15/02/2016. They were translated and published hHe tMoldova's newspaper:
http://ziarulnational.md/cele-13-concluzii-ale-ciiuui-ue-cu-referire-la-r-moldova/
(accessed 16 Feb. 2016).
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have a few urgent issues to deal with. First oftladire is the release of the
loans, without which Moldova risks a financial ndaeltvn. The Chiinau
government will have to make a few reforms to cooeithe West of its good
intentions. So far, what Gimnau brandished as reforms is a long list of
dismissals of public officials and appointmentspebple close to Plakhotniuk,
as well as passing a few laws with bizarre prowsiantroduced at the last
moment. Rather hard to persuade the West with swedger fodder. The IMF
and the EU are less lenient than the governmeBugharest, and will demand
from the Filip government something more substatiian vague promises. In
turn, the government run by Ciglanade up of people dreaming of returning to
Brussels, to work for the EC or the European Exerkction Service, for
thousands of Euros in salaries, will not contrattet Commission in order to
fund Chginau. These people will not ruin the relationshipsytiheve built in
Brussels for the sake of more obscure arrangenmeat®e by who knows who
or why. The short circuiting of the relationshipgween Bucharest and Ghiau
by Brussels and Washington seems a fact that beafsming. The moment of
attention that Chinau enjoyed on behalf of the violent protests thatked the
investiture of the Filip government could be fasplaced by a lack of interest.
The regional instability may be an advantage fer dbposition, but so far the
Ukrainian crisis has been put to better use byRlaéhotniuk faction, which
threatens the West with the setting up in ParliaZnaepro-Russian majority in
case of early elections.

The most important political test for the majofyilt around the DPM
comes in a few weeks, when Timofti's term expifd®st commentators in
Chisinau believe that Plakhotniuk holds 61 votes towarelsoming president.
However, there are two problems facing him: stneedtests, which could
escalate, throwing Moldova into chaos; and foreggwvernments, aware that
Plakhotniuk as a president could mean an offieikébver of power by criminal
elements of post-Soviet origin.

After failing in becoming PM, Plakhotniuk could lierced into the
underground of politics, promoting as presidenloge associate, such as Pavel
Filip was. One name intensely circulated is thaMoihica Babiuc, Minister of
Culture, member of the DPM, and a close associafelakhotniuk. Any real
reform in Moldova is a direct threat to the contitwht Plakhotniuk wields over
various institutions. Since the West has a lot ¢aldvith (refugees, the UK
referendum, extending sanctions against Russia, Ukeainian crisis, the
tensions between Russia and Turkey, the Syriarscatc), after securing the
release of loans to Moldova and getting through idseie of selecting the
president, Moldova may not enjoy such much attentltherefore, the people in
power in Chiinau will give up miming reforms and will try to pudor an
authoritarian political regime. Moldova, howeves, mot Belarus, not even
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Armenia. It is much more influenced by the West aas a different dominant
political culture.

Early elections are still the only solutions faking the country out of
the political crisis it has been mired in. The mtirey are delayed, the more the
chances of a victory for a pro-Russian and antbgean faction taking power
will grow. By granting loans, even on conditiongetiWest is buying time.
Ideally, during these months the new pro-Europestigs such as the Dignity
and Truth Platform led by Andreidstase, or the Action and Solidarity Party
led by Maia Sandu, could end up offering the Moklovoters a plausible pro-
European alternative. Early elections, which novenseimprobable, could
become not only probable, but even desirable by dal condition the present
parliamentary majority and the Filip government dot achieve reform,
calming tensions by dialog with the opposition andl society.
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