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EU-Moldova Parliamentary Cooperation Committee

Wednesday 15 June 2011, 15.00 – 18.30
Thursday 16 June 2011, 09.00 – 12.30 

Room A1E-2

Brussels

MINUTES

                        Opening and first working session of the 13th meeting of the EU-Moldova 
Parliamentary Cooperation Committee

Opening statements by:

Ms Monica MACOVEI, Co-Chair of the EU-Moldova Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committee

Ms MACOVEI opened the meeting and welcomed the participants and the guests. 
She said that, since the last EU-Moldova PCC, in February 2010, there were many 
developments, the relations between the Moldovan Parliament and the European 
Parliament had been strengthened with the constitution of the Euronest Parliamentary 
Assembly and the negotiations on the Association Agreement were going very well, 
whilst the DCFTA had to be still negotiated. There was an exchange of views about 
the EU-Moldova relations in the EP Committee on Foreign Affairs and a delegation
of the same Committee had travelled to Chisinau and Tiraspol, as well as other 
meetings.

Ms MACOVEI informed the members about the topics to be discussed, following the 
agenda and gave the floor to Ms. Corina FUSU.  

Ms Corina FUSU, Co-Chair of the EU-Moldova Parliamentary Cooperation 
Committee

Ms. FUSU presented her colleagues from the Moldovan Parliament: Mr. Ghenadie 
CIOBANU, Vice-President of the Committee, Liberal Democratic Party; Ms Ina 
SUPAC, Vice-Chair of the Committee, Communist Party; Mr Andrian CANDU, 
Democratic Party; Mr Boris VIERU, Liberal Party; and Mr Nae-Simion PLESCA, 
Liberal Democrat Party. 

She made a short and comprehensive speech focusing on the topics on the agenda. 
She underlined that the most important objective of the Alliance for the European 
Integration of the Republic of Moldova is European integration, complicated but 
necessary to achieve. The European future of Moldova is also a commitment before 
70% of the population of the Republic of Moldova who want to join the EU and gave 
their vote for the democratic parties.
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In the last two years a lot has been achieved. The package of the European laws has 
been adopted and administrative and institutional changes were made as well, 
according to the models of the EU member states. 

A lot of work has been done for the negotiations of the Association Agreement.
Ms. FUSU thanked the European Union for the great support given to the Republic of 
Moldova. She stressed the importance to inform each citizen on what exactly joining 
the EU means including the necessary reforms, laws and instruments to be used. 
She stressed as well the problem of the Transnistrian conflict to be addressed and
expressed her hope that, on 21 June 2011, in the 5+2 format meeting, the adequate
solution would be achieved.
Ms. FUSU reviewed the social-political situation in the Republic of Moldova. She 
stressed the problem of political instability. On 5th of June the first round of the local 
elections took place, which would be followed by the second round on 19th of June.

Ms MACOVEI thanked her Co-Chair Ms FUSU for the opening speech and the 
overview of the current situation in the Republic of Moldova. She presented as well 
her colleagues from the European Parliament: Ms Tatiana ZDANOKA, Vice-Chair of 
the delegation; Ms Zita GURMAI; Mr Kyriakos MAVRONIKOLAS; Mr Theodor 
Dumitru STOLOJAN; and Mr Rafal Kazimierz TRZASKOWSKI.      
   

1. Adoption of draft agenda

The draft agenda was adopted with no objections.

2.   Approval of the minutes of the 12th meeting of the EU-Moldova PCC held in 
Chisinau on 16-17 February 2010

The minutes of the 12th meeting of the EU-Moldova PCC were approved with no 
objections.

3.  The state of play of cooperation between the EU and the Republic of 
Moldova:

Opening statements by:

-  Government of the Republic of Moldova
           - European Union

Addresses by: 

Mr John KJAER, Head of Division, on behalf of the EEAS

          Mr. KJAER, Head of Unit for Eastern Partnership European External Action Service,
gave a short overview about the current situation of the EU-Moldova relations.
The relations have been defined as very dynamic. Many meetings took place since the 
last PCC, in February 2010. From the EU side, an Action Plan on Visa Liberalization 
has been proposed. Concrete steps have been made, in order to start the negotiations 
on the Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade Area  and an Aviation Agreement was
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under preparation. EU was delivering macro-economical financial assistance to 
Moldova.
He recalled that the EU-Moldova Partnership and Cooperation Agreement was 
extended by mutual agreement and in order to provide guidelines for the future 
Association Agreement, an Action Plan on reform priorities was tabled by the EU 
side, in May 2010. 
He mentioned that Moldova made a good progress in most of the areas, but the 
political instability remained a problem. 
As it is stated in the last Progress Report, the progress was achieved, both in the 
legislative and on the implementation level. 
He stressed the following fields to be improved: political uncertainty, corruption,  
reform of the judiciary, prosecution and police and  implementation of certain human 
rights commitments.
The negotiations regarding the Transnistrian conflict in the 5+2 format were going 
well even though concrete achievements had not been achieved yet.
He mentioned that, according to observations, the first round of the local elections 
was peaceful, which was welcomed by the EU, and expressed the interest to see the 
final results after the second round of the elections. 

Ms MACOVEI reminded the members about the deadline for the amendments to be 
tabled on the Draft Recommendations, by 4 pm.    

Ms Daniela CUJBA, on behalf of the Government of the Republic of Moldova

       Ms CUJBA, Ambassador of the Republic of Moldova to the European Union,
highlighted the recent developments of the relations between the European Union and 
the Republic of Moldova. She underlined the European Integration as a strategic 
priority of the Alliance for the European Integration of the Republic of Moldova. The 
bilateral agenda of both the EU and Moldova aims at transposing the European values 
and standards in reform actions, undertaken on the national level in the Republic of 
Moldova. 

          The relationship EU-Moldova is based on common values, is full of substance, aims 
at transformations on the internal level and it showed positive results already. A good 
progress has been achieved on the negotiation of the Association Agreement.
Moldova is currently implementing the Visa Liberalization Action Plan, provided by 
the European Commission, at the beginning of the year. The first report was already 
presented. The Agreement on geographical indications had already been concluded 
and signed. Moldova was working as well on the negotiations on the common 
aviation area.
Ms CUJBA underlined that Moldova was very grateful to the European Union for the 
macro financial assistance provided and for many other tools to address and 
accomplish the objective of European Integration. 
She mentioned the great role of the European Union in the settlement of the 
Transnistrian conflict. 
She underlined the value of the Euronest Parliamentary Assembly and the active 
participation of Moldova in this regard. 

4. Follow-up of the recommendations of the 12th meeting of the EU-Moldova
          PCC of 16-17 February 2010
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        and 

5. Political, economic and social reforms in the Republic of Moldova
    

Ms MACOVEI underlined, in this regard, the issue of the implementation, as a very 
important one and asked the members to refer more to this issue. 
The previous recommendations referred to: the visa dialogue resulting in a concrete 
Action Plan provided by the Commission to the Republic of Moldova; the reform of 
the judiciary, fight against corruption and organised crime; the reform of the 
administration; demilitarisation of the police and the Transnistrian region issue. 
The DCFTA issue was going to be discussed as well.

Ms GURMAI asked about the assessment made under the Hungarian Presidency, as it 
had the priority based on the Neighbourhood Policy; and about the expectations 
regarding the upcoming Polish presidency. 

Ms MACOVEI said that there was concrete progress under the Hungarian presidency, 
and that progress was planned for the following Polish presidency as well.

Mr STOLOJAN asked the representative of the European External Action Service if 
the proposal of the German government regarding the Transnistrian issue had been
evaluated. 

Mr. KJAER answered that they were trying to support all the resolutions which could
facilitate the Transnistrian conflict settlement. Various proposals were being checked, 
including the one from Germany. 

Ms SUPAC stressed, in relation to the recommendation no. 11 of the last PCC, where 
the EU calls the Moldovan authorities to continue the efforts in order to harmonise the
national legislation with the acquis communautaire, that a comprehensive plan for 
legislative harmonisation had not been elaborated yet. 
She stressed that the Action Plan on Visa Liberalisation, which consists of 39 projects
of laws, was not adopted in the Moldovan Parliament yet, while between 2005 and 
2008 around 300 important legislative acts had successfully been adopted by the 
Moldovan Parliament;
Moldova does not have a comprehensive strategy regarding the justice reform system 
yet, even though 1 mil. Euro had been allocated by the European Union for this 
strategy; 
No comprehensive action plan regarding the reform of public administration was 
available either. Some principles for the planned reform would be: dissolving districts 
where there are less than 150 inhabitants and reducing the number of administrative 
divisions from the current 34, which might not be beneficial for the Moldovan 
villages.      
Ms SUPAC stressed the necessity to improve law implementation in the Republic of 
Moldova. 

Ms MACOVEI expressed her content that the political opposition is also present at 
the discussions; she asked the members not to bring internal disputes in the meeting, 
but to try to work efficiently and to cooperate together with the European Union. 
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What should be stressed is the contribution of each political actor, including the 
opposition, to the EU accession process.  

Ms FUSU said that, regarding the Action Plan on Visa Liberalisation, Moldova had a 
draft parliamentary resolution, signed by several MPs of the Alliance, which provides 
a package of laws. In one of the recent sittings of the Moldovan Parliament, this draft 
resolution had been debated, but it was decided to postpone the voting for the period 
following the elections of June 2011. Moldova had a step by step approach regarding 
this Action Plan, and had taken the responsibility to implement it.
Regarding the recommendations of 2010, Ms FUSU proposed to her colleagues to 
repeat the opinion about Moldova's progress in the reform of the judiciary and the 
finalisation of preparation to start the negotiations on DCFTA. 

Ms MACOVEI informed that later on a representative of DG Trade (European 
Commission) would come to discuss the DCFTA issue.

Mr CIOBANU informed about the reform of the judiciary. Some important steps have 
been made in the field of democracy and rule of law. There is room for a better 
implementation of the legislation.
The programme for 2011-2014 contains several objectives to lead to a more 
professional, independent and efficient judiciary. There are steps to be taken during 
that period, including: the reform of criminal system; trainings of judges; two years 
trainings of the law graduates; defining clear criteria for the selection and appointment 
of judges, while having a public register of candidates, a regular assessment of the 
judges performances; the reform of pensions; drafting of a distinct law on the pay on 
judges of the constitutional court; seniority should be the basic criteria for deciding on 
the pay of the judges; creating the title of 'Secretary General of the Court', which will 
act as an 'authorising officer' of the Court; the improvement of the transparency of the
Higher Council of Magistracy by publishing additional documents related to the 
decisions made and making available the transcripts of the meetings; the reform of the 
civil justice system; the obligation to inform all parties that could be affected by the 
court's decisions;  the reform of the prosecutor's office and so on. 
All the legislative acts are already debated in the Parliament and are soon to be 
adopted.

Mr TRZASKOWSKI indicated that the discussions in the framework of the 
Neighbourhood Policy are difficult in view of: the financial crisis; the sensitivity of 
the talks on the new budgetary perspective 2014-2020; and the on-going challenges in 
relation to the Southern dimension of the Neighbourhood policy.
He underlined however the existence of many opportunities as well: the two 
presidencies, the Hungarian and Polish, have as a top priority the Neighbourhood 
Policy and the EEAS and the Commission are strongly committed to push forth a new 
approach in this field. This new approach will mean a closer cooperation with those 
that can prove they take reform seriously and are committed to effect the required 
reforms, such as building deep democracy. He pointed out that Moldova is making 
palpable progress on the way to the European Union. 
The Polish government supports Moldova, believes in its progress, and expects to see 
concrete deliverables for Moldova during the Polish presidency. For example, the 
Polish government supports the Moldovan authorities to meet the benchmarks for visa 
facilitation and the DCFTA. 
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He concluded that although times are difficult for the EU right now, Moldova should 
take advantage now of the window of opportunity opened this year by the Hungarian 
and Polish presidency.  

Ms MACOVEI agreed that Moldova was moving fast on the way to progress, as a 
front runner in the Eastern Partnership. She pointed out, that the window of 
opportunity would not last long, and Moldova has to show concrete results.

Mr CANDU thanked the EU for the help offered to Moldova and expressed his belief
that it would be a success story.
He mentioned the financial crisis and constitutional crises in the Republic of 
Moldova.
He pointed out that a lot of work has been done, and Moldova sees its future only 
inside the European Union. He assured the Polish Presidency that concrete steps in the 
justice and economic reform will be already visible by the end of the year.  

The sitting was interrupted at 16:30 on 15 June

******

Opportunity to follow the presentation of Mr Graham WATSON, Rapporteur to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs on Moldova, of his Draft report on 
recommendation to the Council on the state of play of negotiations on an EU-
Moldova Association Agreement and exchange of views on the recommendation 
with Mr Miroslav LAJČÁK, Managing Director for Europe and Central Asia, 
EEAS

******

The sitting resumed at 17:30 on 15 June

Exchange of views with Mr Peter VAN DEN HEUVEL, EC, DG TRADE, on the 
negotiations of an Association Agreement and the launch of the DCFTA

Ms MACOVEI gave the floor to Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL.

Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL thanked for the invitation and informed that he is dealing 
with trade aspect related to Moldova. 
The Eastern Partnership initiative was set up in 2009 at the Summit in Prague. In the 
joint declaration than defined the multilateral and the bilateral track. The bilateral 
track focused on the new association agreements too. 
The European Union has a Partnership and Cooperation agreement with Moldova. 
The negotiations were going on related to the not trade issues of the Association 
Agreement, since the beginning of 2010. 
The trade side of the Association Agreement, the negotiation of a DCFTA, as a full
part of the Association Agreement, would still have to be negotiated.



FdR\892215\EN PE 467.6437

The key recommendations were formulated, as an important step in the process of 
preparations. Moldova accepted them and has committed itself to the accomplishment 
in order to start the negotiations; agreed to adopt an Action Plan in order to implement 
those key recommendations; and to report the implementation results every quarter. It 
is a three year programme. The first implementation report from Moldova was 
received in March of 2011. On the basis of reports, the European Commission will
decide if Moldova is ready to start the negotiations. 
If a country has not done enough to start the negotiations, than the negotiations will
become much more difficult over time. 
He stressed the importance for Moldova to continue its reform process, to convince 
the Commission that the country is ready to start negotiations. 
The Commission would make its judgement on the basis of the implementation 
reports from Moldova, but also on the basis of other report, including the World Bank 
and bilateral donors.
He named 4 key areas, where Moldova needs to make more progress: 

1. To formulate a food safety strategy
2. Competition
3. Technical standards and regulations and
4. Financial services.

Mr STOLOJAN inquired about the relation between the Association Agreement and 
DCFTA, and the consequences for the Association Agreement, to be delayed until the 
DCFTA would be in place.

Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL answered that indeed, the DCFTA is a component part of 
the Association Agreement. He said that he could not give an answer, if the DCFTA 
would delay the Association Agreement negotiations. Maybe a solution could be 
found after some consultations. 

Mr STOLOJAN pointed out that Moldova has a small tape economy.

Mr CANDU informed that Moldova is expecting to adopt a new competition law in 
September, October 2011. 
He asked what was meant by financial services.

Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL answered: financial services sector, banking and non 
banking; the banking law; supervisory of the banking system; and transparency.   

Mr CANDU asked for more details about the step by step actions of the preparation of 
negotiations for the Agreement of a Free Trade Area.

Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL answered that, the step by step approach means: respect of 
the key recommendation, preparing of  an Action Plan for implementation, 
implementing the necessary regulations and presenting results. 
Moldova has already access to the European market, in a very generous way, for 
industrial products and for some agricultural products. 
He said that if the progress in the preparation for negotiation would not be made, the 
negotiation of DCFTA and the Free Trade Agreement itself would not work. 
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Ms MACOVEI thanked Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL for the presentation and 
clarifications.

Mr STOLOJAN asked the Members of the Moldovan Parliament about the reason for
the difficulties to fulfil the standards of safety and health, regarding the 10 agricultural 
products for export in the EU.

Mr CANDU gave as reason the economic situation in Moldova. To comply with the 
standards technologies and investments are needed. 
Starting 2008 Moldova went through two types of crises, economic and political. It 
keeps investors and technologies away.

Ms CUJBA pointed out that the Moldovan Government is very much committed to 
the implementation of the necessary reforms and is working intensive together with 
the representatives of the EU.

Mr VAN DEN HEUVEL supported Mr CANDU saying that foreign investment 
would play a key role for Moldovan economic development.

Ms SUPAC pointed at the issue of selling the Moldovan land to foreign investors and 
proposed a referendum to decide on that issue.

Ms MACOVEI thanked the participants for the discussion and stressed the 
importance of cooperation between all the Moldovan political parties, regardless 
whether in power or in the opposition, with the support of the EU partners.
She mentioned that Romania's decision 20 years ago not to "sell the country to
foreigners" had as a result a halt to the foreign investments and the county's isolation. 
Such measures are not in conformity to the spirit and functioning principles of the 
EU. It was the same in the case of the anti-discrimination law. In the end, the only 
solution is the European solution, so time should not be wasted by delaying decisions 
and lessons should be learnt from the experience of other countries.   
She informed that the recommendations tabeled both by colleagues in the Moldovan 
and the European Parliament were received and would be discussed the following 
day.     

End of first working session

The sitting closed at 18.30 on 15 June

******
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The sitting resumed at 09:00 on 16 June

Second working session of the 13th meeting of the EU-Moldova Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committee

Ms FUSU welcomed the participants at the meeting and expressed the honour to 
moderate the second working session of the 13th EU-Moldova Parliamentary 
Cooperation Committee. 
She reminded the participants about the topics discussed during the first working 
session of the meeting and presented the topics to be discussed during the second 
working session, following the agenda.
The first topic proposed for the discussion was the Anti-discrimination Law. 
Ms FUSU explained that, the Anti-discrimination Law was tabled by the Government 
and sent to the Parliament, followed by discussions and protests by NGOs, other 
organizations and the Orthodox Church. As a result the law was withdrawn from the 
Parliament. Different debates took place, in order to explain the citizens the meaning 
of that law. The problem was discussed in the governing Alliance too, and it was
decided to postpone the voting of the Anti-discrimination law to the autumn 
parliamentary session 2012.
She mentioned that the most debated item of the Anti-discrimination law was the 
mentioning of the sexual orientation. Ms FUSU pointed out that the law includes all 
the important categories not to be discriminated, not only linked to sexual orientation. 

Ms MACOVEI informed about the Romanian experience regarding the Anti-
discrimination law, saying that Romania has gone through the same process, but the 
goal was the adoption and implementation of the antidiscrimination law and now it is 
no more an issue.  She stressed that, the Anti-discrimination law should be decided by 
and voted in the Parliament of the Republic of Moldova. This way the law will also 
have the effect of educating the people.

Mr CIOBANU said that the Anti-discrimination law was submitted to the Ministry of 
Justice, to include some provisions, and stressed that the law would not be meant to 
affect the families and the religious believes.
He said that Moldova is committed to adopt the Anti-discrimination law and to 
comply with the EU recommendations in this regard. 

Ms FUSU mentioned that Moldova made very good progress in the reform of the 
freedom of expression and mass media. She expressed her hope that the media would 
help to have a better and more constructive cooperation with the opposition and fight 
intolerance in the society.
She underlined that Moldova has signed and ratified Conventions; therefore the 
freedom of speech and freedom of religion should prevail, and no church can interfere 
in the state.

Mr CANDU clarified that, it was decided in the Moldovan Parliament, that the Anti-
discrimination law would be adopted in autumn 2011, not autumn 2012.

Ms MACOVEI clarified the expected time of adopting the Anti-discrimination law as 
autumn 2011. 
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She mentioned the positive side of the debates in the society, with different 
organisations and the church; it showed the progress of Moldova in the field of 
freedom of expression, as a part of democracy.       

6. Internal conflict in Moldova 
The prospect for a breakthrough in the Transnistrian conflict

Ms FUSU proposed to pass to the next topic of discussions, the Transnistrian conflict.
She reminded about the importance of the 5+2 format negotiations, which would take 
place on 21st of June 2011, in Moscow. She reminded the informal negotiations in 
June 2010 in Vienna, and November 2010 in Kiev. She expressed the hope that these 
talks would help to settle the Transnistrian conflict. 

Mr. VIERU stressed that, there were a lot of talks and discussions about the 
Transnistrian issue, but not many concrete actions were taken. The position of the 
Republic of Moldova is well known and is very different from the position of the 
Russian Federation.
The Russian Federation required two preconditions before the 5+2 negotiations to be 
resumed: first, equal status for the self-proclaimed republic of Transnistria in the 5+2 
negotiations; second, the presence of the Russian army on the territory of the
Transnistrian area. None of the preconditions can be accepted by the Republic of 
Moldova. 
Mr. Vieru stressed that the Russian troops are illegally on the territory of the Republic 
of Moldova. No matter what the final status of Transnistria would be, those Russian 
troops must be withdrawn, according to the international commitments made by the 
Russian Federation at the OSCE Summit in Istanbul in 1999.
A solution should be found, but it should not affect the principle of independence and 
sovereignty of the Republic of Moldova. There should be no rush in finding this 
solution and the Moldovans are ready to negociate as long as it will be necessary. 

Ms SUPAC underlined that all political parties of the Republic of Moldova have a 
common position, that the Transnistrian conflict should be solved, based on the 
principle of independence, territorial unity and sovereignty. A special status of 
Transnistria was adopted in 2005, by consensus. 
She stressed the problem of frontier demarcation between the Republic of Moldova
and Ukraine; she recalled the discussion about transfering 7 km of the territory of 
Moldova located in the region of Palanca in the property of Ukraine, which could 
become a precedent and be used by the Transnistrian region in the future. 

Mr CIOBANU asked Mr. KJAER for more information about the German Non-Paper 
regarding the Transnistrian issue.

Mr. KJAER answered that the 5+2 format was the best format for negotiations, for a 
balanced cooperation of different state holders and that there are different models to 
settle the conflict, including the German Non-Paper.  
  
Ms MACOVEI clarified that a Non-Paper is not a public document. It is a document 
used for the negotiation process. 
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Ms FUSU pointed out that the Transnistrian conflict should be solved by peaceful 
means, by economic and social reintegration, by building the trust and confidence 
within the population, by promoting fundamental freedom and human rights 
principles and by withdrawing foreign troops from the territory of the Republic of 
Moldova.
A Government Committee was set up, dedicated to the reunification of the Republic 
of Moldova, which was meant to create a government policy that would better 
respond to the needs of the people living in the Transnistrian region.
There were cases of people staying in the prison accused of spying for the Republic of 
Moldova; the case of Ernest VARDANJAN, who was released from prison with the 
help of the international community; the case of Ilie CAZAC, who is still in detention. 

7. Regional cooperation:
- Moldova's relations with its neighbors
- Moldova and the Eastern Partnership

Ms FUSU said that, the Alliance for the European Integration of the Republic of 
Moldova based its relations with neighbors on mutual respect. Moldova succeeded to 
develop very good relations with Romania and Ukraine. The Russian Federation tried 
to show its teeth to the Republic of Moldova using different actions, including: 
embargo on wine and fruit exports from the Republic of Moldova; the Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation made a statement, questioning the 
correctness of the local elections and the central electoral committee; during the 
commemoration of the national day of the Russian Federation, the Russian 
Ambassador presented Mr. JASRIMCHUK as the Minister of the Foreign Affairs of 
Transnistria, followed by the protest of the Moldovan diplomats and the Ambassadors 
of the European countries and of the USA, who left the room of the event. 
After few days there was a response from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the 
Russian Federation that the Russian Federation is respecting the territorial integrity of 
the Republic of Moldova.
    

Ms FUSU pointed out that the Moldovan relations with Romania seriously 
deteriorated during the communist government of the Republic of Moldova, as
Vladimir Voronin, the president of the Republic of Moldova at the time often accused
Romania of interfering in the Moldovan internal affairs. 
She explained that the Republic of Moldova was linked with Romania by history, 
common values and a common language.
Romania was a very good example for Moldova, due to the experience of working on 
and as a result joining the European Union. Moldova was passing the same road, and 
Romania could help Moldova in that regard.
She added that during a year and a half of activity the Republic of Moldova succeeded 
to: signed the Agreement of the small traffic at the frontier of the Republic of 
Moldova and Romania, which is being implemented; approve the Treaty regarding the 
border regime, ready to be ratified. Moldova has another 24 bilateral Agreements with 
Romania i.e. about the Romanian television on the territory of the Republic of 
Moldova. Two new Romanian consulates were opened; the Republic of Moldova
opened a general consulate in Iasi; Moldova received financial loans and support from 
Romania. In 2010 Romania and Moldova renewed the Agreement on Education, it 
covered 5000 grants for the Moldovan students studying in Romania (increased from 
3000 to 5000 grants).
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Mr STOLOJAN stressed that, as Moldova is a small country, both markets are very 
important for its development, the European and the Russian market. Moldova is 
situated between these two big markets, and needs good relations with both of them 
on political and economical level.
Romania, as a member of the European Union, has the obligation to provide security 
at the border of the EU. A lot has to be done, also by the Republic of Moldova.
He pointed at  the Transnistrian problem too.
He proposed that more people from the Republic of Moldova should have direct 
contact to the European Institutions and to learn from its experience.
Moldova should identify its priorities first, and then follow them.
Mr STOLOJAN stressed that Moldova should work more on its export capacities; it is
the only way to achieve economic growth. The Moldovan people working abroad 
should also contribute to the growth of the Republic of Moldova. 

Mr CANDU agreed with Mr STOLOJAN on the export issues and the Moldovan 
priorities. He said that a lot of work has been done. 
Moldova started a Project called "one plus one"; the Government gives one Leu for 
each Leu invested in Moldova from abroad.

Ms SUPAC stressed four main problems in the relations with the neighbouring
countries: lack of a political treaty between the Republic of Moldova and Romania; 
the lack of a treaty on the state frontier, the one was recently signed is only a technical 
one and not a political one; the state budget of Romania financed some political 
projects for the Republic of Moldova, Mass Media, NGOs which aim at the 
unification of the Republic of Moldova and Romania; and the massive granting of 
passports from the Romanian Government to the citizens of the Republic of Moldova.

Mr. VIERU mentioned that the relations between the Republic of Moldova and 
Romania were excellent, even the opposition was criticizing them.
He said that Moldova did not really need a political border treaty, because Romania 
did recognise at the political level the border between Romania and the Republic of 
Moldova in 1991. The border treaty between Romania and the Republic of Moldova
was very necessary from a technical point of view. 
Regarding the Romanian passports, he said that, the Moldovan citizens wanted to 
regain the Romania citizenship, which they lost following an abuse in 1940. Romania 
only responded to that and all this should be taken into account by the European 
Parliament. 

Mr CANDU mentioned that, statistically speaking, Romania issues 2000 passports per 
week, and that this is less than what France does for its colonies.

Ms MACOVEI asked the Members to try to cooperate better and to learn from each 
other’s experiences. 

Ms FUSU said that the Moldovan citizens, who obtained Romanian passports could
move freely in the European Union, seek a legal job and would always return home, 
what would fight illegal employment. 
She reminded the Members that the Russian Federation also issues passports to 
Moldovan citizens, living in the Transnistrian region and in the rest of the Republic of 
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Moldova. She underlined that the procedure to issue Russian passports is much more 
simple than the procedure to issue Romanian passports.
Ms FUSU said that there are no political projects financed by Romania in the 
Republic of Moldova. 
The only TV channel financed by Romanians is Publika TV, which is a private TV 
channel. She underlined that the TV channel NIT is financed by a political party in the 
Republic of Moldova, which was illegal. 

Ms SUPAC mentioned that the information about the projects and the Mass Media, 
which is annually financed from the state budget of Romania, is published on the 
official site of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Romania.

Mr CIOBANU spoke about the Moldovan relations with the Russian Federation. He 
pointed out that Moldova wants positive relations with Russia. 
The relations should be based on modern concepts of international law. 
He stressed that the Russian Federation intention to open a Russian consulate in 
Transnistria would not help the negotiations with the Transnistrian side; the Russian 
negative reaction to the Moldovan relations with Romania.
Despite that fact, the Republic of Moldova's position is to have good political and 
economic relations with Russia.
He recognised that the Russian Federation plays an important role in the crises in the 
Transnistrian region, as well as in the Moldovan exports, including the agricultural 
products and wine.
Moldova signed with Russia a Humanitarian Cooperation Agreement for 2011-2013 
and an Inter-parliamentary Committee has been created. 
It showed the potential for good trade relations between the Republic of Moldova and 
the Russian Federation.

Mr VIERU talked about the relations between the Republic of Moldova and Ukraine.
He said that Moldova has good relations with Ukraine, there were no serious 
problems. 
He mentioned some sensitive aspects as well: the process of drawing up the state 
border between Moldova and Ukraine, including in the Transnistrian area, where the 
experts had no physical access, and in the area of Palanca, in the south, Moldova was 
working already on that issues; and the issue regarding the property rights.
He said that Ukraine should play a more active role in the negotiations of the 5+2 
format and have a more independent position there.
He mentioned that generally the relations between Moldova and Ukraine were 
positive. 

The sitting was interrupted at 11:04 on 15th of June

******

The members of the delegations examined the recommendations and the amendments.

******
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The sitting resumed at 11:20 on 15 June

  8. Discussion and adoption of recommendations

Ms MACOVEI suggested first to discuss and vote each recommendation separately.

Ms MACOVEI read paragraph 1, with the tabled amendment by the Moldovan 
Delegation, "calls on the European Commission and the EU member-states to 
recognize a clear perspective of EU accession for Moldova which"

Ms ZDANOKA pointed at the meaning of the term "to recognize", from the 
amendment.

The Moldovan Delegation proposed to use the term "to reaffirm".

Paragraph 1 has been unanimously voted as following: 

Stresses the crucial importance of ongoing reforms and democratic development for 
the European integration and supports the goal of the Republic of Moldova as a 
European state to become a member of the EU in the future; calls on the European 
Commission, the European Council, and the EU member-states to reaffirm a 
clear perspective of EU accession for the Republic of Moldova which in 
accordance to Article 49 of the Treaty on the European Union. Highlights that, this is 
a valuable lever in the implementation of reforms and a necessary catalyst for public 
support for these reforms;

Ms MACOVEI read paragraph 2, with the tabled amendment by Mr UNGUREANU, 
"stresses the need for a balanced approach between the Eastern and Southern 
dimensions of the European Neighborhood Policy, including from a financial 
point of view"

Paragraph 2 has been unanimously voted as follows: 

welcomes the Joint Communication of the European Commission and the High 
Representative of the EU for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy on “A new response 
to a changing Neighbourhood”, and particularly the strong emphasis on differentiation 
based on the individual merits of each partner and on the principle of “more for 
more”; stresses the need for a balanced approach between the Eastern and 
Southern dimensions of the European Neighborhood Policy, including from a 
financial point of view;
believes that the Republic of Moldova could greatly benefit from this new approach 
considering its firm determination to move forward with concrete measures to ensure 
that reforms are sustainable and yield tangible results for the population; 

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from paragraph 3, tabled by Mr UNGUREANU, 
"believes that the future Association Agreement should explicitly refer to the EU 
membership perspective of the Republic of Moldova".

Paragraph 3, with the amendment, has been unanimously voted.
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Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from paragraph 4, tabled by the Moldovan 
Delegation, "before the end of the year 2011".

Paragraph 4, with the amendment, has been unanimously voted.

Paragraph 5 has been unanimously voted.

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from paragraph 6, tabled by Mr UNGUREANU, 
"in view of its proper implementation and aimed at tangibly facilitating the 
mobility of the nationals of the Republic of Moldova, including through a proper 
functioning of the Common Visa Application Centre"

Ms ZDANOKA proposed to shorten the amendment as following: "in view of its 
proper implementation and proper functioning of the Common Visa Application 
Centre".

The Secretariat proposed to use the term "effective implementation".

Mr. CIOBANU proposed to use the term "citizens" instead of "nationals". 

Paragraph 6, with the amendment, has been unanimously voted, as following: 

"in view of its effective implementation and aimed at tangibly facilitating the 
mobility of the citizens of the Republic of Moldova, including through a proper 
functioning of the Common Visa Application Centre"

Ms MACOVEI said that, regarding amendment 6 bis - new paragraph "Urges the EU 
that the visa liberalization offer addressed to the Republic of Moldova and other 
Eastern Partnership countries be at least as generous, in terms of calendar and 
content, if not more, than what has been proposed to other further-bordering 
countries, so as not to create incentives to grant foreign passports to citizens of 
Eastern Partnership countries, which may provoke destabilizing effects in those 
countries, and thus may be contrary to the security and interests of the EU 
itself", tabled by Mr. UNGUREANU, the Moldovan Delegation asked to stop, and 
have a dot after the "bordering countries", and to delete the rest of the amendment 
proposed by Mr. UNGUREANU.

Ms ZDANOKA asked for the clarification of the proposal. 

Ms MACOVEI read the proposed version of the amendment 6 bis - new paragraph, 
by the Moldovan Delegation as following: "Urges the EU that the visa 
liberalization offer addressed to the Republic of Moldova and other Eastern 
Partnership countries be at least as generous, in terms of calendar and content, if 
not more, than what has been proposed to other further-bordering countries."

Ms ZDANOKA said that she is against the proposed amendment. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote the 6 bis - new paragraph, in the version above. 6 
bis - new paragraph has been voted, with 6 votes for, 1 abstention and 1 against.
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Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from the paragraph 7, proposed by Ms GURMAI 
and Mr TRZASKOWSKI, "welcomes the assessment of the progress made under 
the Hungarian Presidency and encourages future Presidencies to continue this 
efforts". 

It was proposed to continue the amendment as following: "and in this regards 
expects the upcoming Eastern Partnership Summit, in Oslo, to reaffirm the 
membership prospective of the Republic of Moldova, in accordance with the 
article 49 of the EU Treaty".

The proposed amendment from the paragraph 7 has been unanimously voted, as 
following: 
"welcomes the assessment of the progress made under the Hungarian Presidency 
and encourages future Presidencies to continue this efforts and in this regards 
expects the upcoming Eastern Partnership Summit, in Oslo, to reaffirm the 
membership prospective of the Republic of Moldova, in accordance with the 
article 49 of the EU Treaty".

Ms MACOVEI proposed for the discussion the amendment 11 bis.

Ms ZDANOKA questioned about the existence of oral amendments.

Ms MACOVEI said that all the amendments were tabled before 4pm, the day before. 
Only the amendment 11 bis has been tabled after the recent discussion of the 
amendments and on the EUBAM. 

Ms MACOVEI announced that according to the Parliament's voting procedure, the 
amendment 11 bis, was an oral amendment; and if a member is against the proposed 
oral amendment, the amendment would not be considered.

Ms ZDANOKA said that she is against the oral amendment.

The amendment 11 biss has not been considered. 

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from paragraph 12, "welcomes Moldovan 
government’s firm pro-European commitment", tabled by Mr UNGUREANU.

Ms SUPAC proposed to use the term "takes into consideration" instead of 
"welcomes".

Mr. VIERU disagreed with the proposal.

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote the amendment from paragraph 12 as following: 
"welcomes Moldovan government’s firm pro-European commitment".

Paragraph 12, with the amendment, has been adopted with 6 votes pro and 2 
abstentions. 
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Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from paragraph 13, made by the Moldovan 
delegation: "welcomes the outcome of the early elections held in November 2010, 
which resulted in the creation of the pro-European governing Alliance; notes that 
three parliamentary elections have been held in the Republic of Moldova, which calls 
for an appropriate political solution; calls on Moldova's leadership to do its utmost to 
ensure long-term internal stability and to encourage dialogue with all political parties, 
rather than opt for fresh general elections, as a means to overcome the current political 
and constitutional stalemate and avoiding early parliamentary elections"

Ms ZDANOKA and Ms SUPAC were against the first part of the amendment, saying 
that it expressed a political force preference, and incorrectness.

Ms CANDU proposed to vote the initial version of the amendment. 
He mentioned that he had also a lot of arguments, but voting is the democratic way to 
use. 

Ms SUPAC proposed to remove "constitutional stalemate" and use the term of 
"political stalemate".

Ms. MACOVEI observed that since no compromise can be found the only solution is to 
move on to votes on the current amendment as it was tabled. 

Paragraph 13, with the original tabled amendments, has been adopted with 7 votes pro 
and 2 against. 

Paragraph 15, with the amendments tabled by the Moldovan Delegation, has been 
unanimously voted, as following: 

"welcomes the positive assessment of the November 2010 parliamentary elections by 
the OSCE/ODIHR Election Observation and expresses hope that the local elections 
of June 2011 will show further progress towards compliance with international 
standards"

17 bis - new paragraph, tabled by Mr UNGUREANU has been adopted unanimously.

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment of the paragraph 22.

encourages the Republic of Moldova to adopt comprehensive and effective anti-
discrimination legislation both in line and in spirit with the EU acquis and that includes 
discrimination based on sexual orientation as well; encourages the Republic of 
Moldova to adopt a Legislative Programme on implementation of the Action Plan 
stipulated between the Republic of Moldova and the  European Union regarding 
visa liberalisation that encompasses all the legislative acts adjusted to the acquis 
communitaire, including those regarding all types of discrimination; 
(Amendment tabled by the Moldovan Delegation)

Ms MACOVEI suggested, after discussions with the colleagues and the Secretariat, 
the following: "encourages the Republic of Moldova to adopt a comprehensive 
and effective anti-discrimination legislation both in line and spirit with the EU 
acquis, including EU Charter of Fundamental Rights"
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Ms ZDANOKA said that it was an oral amendment, and she was against the proposal. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote each amendment separately.

Ms CIOBANU said that, that the Moldovan Delegation withdraws the amendment 
from paragraph 22, made the day before, and agreed with the proposal made by Ms 
MACOVEI. 

Mr STOLOJAN supported to withdraw the amendment.

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote the amendment.

Ms ZDANOKA and Ms SUPAC were against.

Ms CIOBANU said that the proposal made by Ms MACOVEI was not a new 
amendment, but only a better formulation of the existent amendment.

The amendment of the paragraph 22 was adopted.  

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment 22 bis – new paragraph, tabled by Mr. 
UNGUREANU, "emphasizes to the Moldovan authorities the need to liberalize
air traffic services, which would have significant impact on the mobility of the 
Moldovan citizens"

Ms ZDANOKA was against the amendment. She said that it was a political opinion of 
one political force. 

Ms MACOVEI underlined that the amendment was about the liberalisation of the air 
traffic services and not about a political opinion. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote the amendment. 

The amendment 22 bis – new paragraph was adopted, with 8 votes pro and one 
against.

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment from paragraph 23, tabled by Mr. 
UNGUREANU: "further stresses the importance of regional cooperation in the 
Black Sea region and counts on the Republic of Moldova's active participation 
into EU policies and programmes in this space, including within an eventual EU 
Strategy for the Black Sea".

The amendment was adopted with unanimity. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote the amendment of paragraph 24, tabled by the 
Moldovan Delegation, to delete it: "is confident that the authorities of the Republic of 
Moldova will do their utmost in order to preserve and improve relations with the 
neighbouring countries, in the East and in the West, in accordance with the principles 
of international law".
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Ms. ZDANOKA suggested that paragraph 24 and 24 new be combined together. 

Ms. MACOVEI explained that it will first be voted for the amendment to delete art. 
24 and afterwards it will be voted on the paragraph 24 new. Even if the vote is to keep 
paragraph 24, this does not exclude keeping paragraph 24 new as well. 

The amendment of the paragraph 24 was not adopted. The paragraph 24 was kept
with unanimity. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote the amendment 24 new - paragraph. 

The amendment 24 new - paragraph was adopted with unanimity.

Ms. MACOVEI said that both paragraph 24 and 24 new will be maintained. 

Ms MACOVEI read the amendment tabled by the Moldovan Delegation: " welcomes 
the initiative of officially resuming the "5+2" talks hoping that they will serve as a 
significant step forward", of the paragraph 25:

welcomes the continued commitment over the past two years of the Moldovan 
authorities to find a solution to the situation in the Transnistrian region through 
peaceful means, in the 5+2 format, in accordance with the principles of respect for the 
territorial integrity, independence and sovereignty of the Republic of Moldova; 
welcomes the initiative of officially resuming the "5+2" talks hoping that they will 
serve as a significant step forward;

Ms SUPAC proposed to delete "over the past two years".
Ms MACOVEI said that it was not part of the amendment.

Ms MACOVEI proposed to move to the amendment 25 bis - new paragraph, tabled 
by the Moldovan Delegation. 

The amendment 25 bis - new paragraph was adopted with unanimity. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed for vote the amendment of the paragraph 26, tabled by Mr. 
UNGUREANU. 

The amendment of the paragraph 26 was adopted with unanimity. 

Ms MACOVEI proposed for vote the amendment 26 bis – new paragraph, tabled by 
the Moldovan Delegation: "Highlights the necessity of an active and constructive 
cooperation between the authorities of the Republic of Moldova and civil society 
and citizens of the left bank of Dniester river, as regards fundamental measures 
to consolidate confidence;"

Ms ZDANOKA proposed to use the term "inhabitants" instead of "citizens". 

Ms CANDU agreed with the proposal of Ms ZDANOKA. 

The amendment 26 bis – new paragraph was adopted with unanimity as following:
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Highlights the necessity of an active and constructive cooperation between the 
authorities of the Republic of Moldova and civil society and inhabitants of the 
left bank of Dniester river, as regards fundamental measures to consolidate 
confidence;

Ms MACOVEI proposed to the Members, after discussions with the Secretariat about 
paragraph 25, as a matter of good will, to accept the proposal made by Ms SUPAC 
and delete "over the past two years".

Ms MACOVEI proposed to vote paragraph 25 with the amendment and the deletion 
of "over the past two years".

The paragraph 25 was adopted, with the deletion of "over the past two years".  

Before the final vote, Ms ZDANOKA asked the Secretariat how many members the 
Moldovan Delegation has. It was replied that there were 14 full and 13 substitute 
members.

Ms ZDANOKA concluded that they did not have the right to vote the Resolution, 
because there was no quorum and asked the Secretariat to verify the quorum. 

A consultation of the rules took place and Ms. MACOVEI explained that everything 
that was voted for before the call for the quorum verification is to be taken into 
consideration as a valid vote. 

Ms. ZDANOKA pointed out that at the moment there was still no quorum and that 
should be taken into consideration for the final vote of the document as a whole. Ms. 
MACOVEI explained that the call for the quorum check should have been made at the 
beginning, before the vote had already started.  

Ms. MACOVEI recalled the recommendation to meet twice instead of once a year. 
She proposed that the second meeting take place before the end of this year.  

The quorum was verified by the Secretariat; 4 of 14 members of the EP were present, 
including MEP Preda, who had joined the meeting later (more than 25 % needed)

The Secretariat confirmed that there was quorum for the vote.

Ms ZDANOKA asked to vote again each amendment, previously voted with only 3 
MEP’s.

Each amendment previously voted by only 3 MEPs, has been voted again with 4 
MEPs, as requested by Ms ZDANOKA.

6 bis - new paragraph has been adopted.

Paragraph 12 has been adopted. 

Paragraph 13 has been adopted. 
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22 bis - new paragraph has been adopted.

Paragraph 25 was adopted, including the oral amendment to eliminate "over the last 
two years". 

Paragraph 22 was adopted as following (Ms. ZDANOKA abstains): 

22. Encourages the Republic of Moldova to adopt comprehensive and effective 
anti discrimination legislation both in line and spirit with the EU acquis;

Ms MACOVEI proposed the final vote of the whole resolution.

The resolution was adopted with 8 votes in favour.

9. Any other business

No.

10. Date and place of next meeting
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