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Introduction
This book is a compendium of newspaper articles, television 

reports, radio interviews and public court proceedings. Due to the 
fact that the same stories of corruption, deceit, political and eco-
nomic nepotism and fraud are being reported by various sources, 
there is some repetition throughout the book.  

The book is translated from the original Romanian and all ef-
forts have been made to retain the original context of all the legal 
proceedings.

Although the reader can come to his own conclusion, it is 
quite clear from the almost 40 year period covered by this volume,  
Traian Băsescu has displayed an almost contemptuous disregard 
for the rule of law and an ongoing propensity for abuse of power, 
from his days as a ship’s captain, through his rise through the then 
communist power system, through his tenure as Mayor of Bucha-
rest and through today where he holds the position of President of 
Romania and its inherent immunity from prosecution.

It is the sincere hope of the editors and publisher of this book 
that the information contained herein will help to end the current 
era political and financial intrigue, disgrace and shame that has 
dogged the top office of Romania for so long. 
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The Romanian Fleet:  Lost without a Trace in 
the Transition Triangle

Financiarul – 06/01/2008      
     “The main character was Traian Băsescu, in his capacity as 
Minister of Transport, at the time when the ships started entering 
the “Bermuda Triangle”. He was not alone; he was part of a group 
of another 80 people charged”.

“One should note that the case file accusing Traian Băsescu of 
“sinking” the Romanian fleet – Petromin case – was not opened 
by his political adversaries in PSD [the Social-Democrat Party], 
but by his own colleagues in the Democrat Party (PD), amazingly 
during the period when Traian Băsescu was in power! Implement-
ed for the first time in 1999 (the Attorney General was Mircea 
Criste, a former member of the PD), the case file accused Traian 
Băsescu that, in 1991, while the Minister of Transport, he signed 
the now famous contract of association with the Norwegian com-
pany “Klaveness”, whereby 16 ships were sold for one dollar a 
piece”.

“According to the data in the “Fleet” file, the Petromin Com-
pany did not receive a single dollar from the millions made by 
the Romanian-Norwegian joint association during the period of 
1991-1999. And to complete this circus of duplicity and conflict 
of interest, it was discovered that Traian Băsescu was acting direc-
tor of the Romanian-Norwegian joint venture while he was also 
the Romanian Minister of Transport”!
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Chapter 1
The “Fleet” File – a brief presentation  

Financiarul – 06/01/2008

•	 The “Fleet” file was implemented for the first time in 1999 

•	 The damages caused to the Romanian state was estimated 
by the investigators to over 11,000 billion lei Initially, 136 
persons were questioned and 80 subsequently charged for 
fraudulently setting up and developing the association of 
the company Petromin SA Constanta and the Norwegian 
private holding Torvald Klaveness Oslo. 

•	 In August 2004 the prosecutors separated the charges for 
51 of the accused persons. 

•	 Among the ones brought to court accused of having com-
mitted criminal deeds “strictly linked to the inappropri-
ate way in which they conscientiously exercised their job 
tasks” are the former ministers of transport, Paul Teodoru 
and Aurel Novac, the ex-president of the State Ownership 
Fund [Fondul Proprietatii de Stat], Radu Ovidiu Sarbu, 
the former Secretaries of State Calin Dragomir Marines-
cu, Gheorghe Adrian Marinescu, and Viorel Oancea. 

•	 In 2005, the DNA (National Anticorruption Division) 
prosecutors separated Traian Băsescu’s wrongdoings 
from those of the rest of the accused persons, based on 
fact that the Head of State benefits from immunity. 

•	  In September 2007 an expert report was finalized, costing 
140,000 lei, which concluded that no damages could be 
proven in the “Fleet” file. 

•	 Following the last expert report completed in Febru-
ary 2008, prosecution of all the persons charged ceased, 
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with the exception of Traian Băsescu. It is unlikely that 
when his immunity expires after leaving office, he will be 
charged, as there were no damages reported.

 “The conclusion is sad for us, hilarious for “outsiders”. Al-
most 300 ships have disappeared, but there is no one to blame. 
There are no damages, there is no criminal offense”. 

Too many ships
At the time of the so called Revolution of December 1989, 

Romania had 286 seaworthy ships in its commercial maritime 
fleet. They were managed by the former state enterprise Nav-
rom Constanta. Romania was ranked 9th overall worldwide.But 
a bright spark in the ministry decided that a commercial fleet of 
that size was now unmanageable, so on May 15, 1990 the state en-
terprise was split into three companies: Navrom, Romline, and si 
Petromin. Among these, Petromin received the 89 highest tonnage 
ships, thus becoming the strategic segment of the commercial 
fleet. Calin Marinescu, a.k.a. the “Shogun” was appointed Gen-
eral Director of the company. Of the 286 ships, at least 90 were 
in various states of disrepair, and they should have been taken out 
of service anyway. Still, there were 190 ships in good to excellent 
condition that were lost without a trace.

 
Passionfruit  

Since it had more and better ships, Petromin became an at-
tractive target for many businessmen, both Romanian and foreign. 
Within eight years, due to poor management, Petromin was in ru-
ins. Step by step, all its ships disappeared. Some of them were 
sold for a dollar, while others were arrested in various ports of the 
world for unpaid debts. Who is to blame for the total mismanage-
ment of Petromin? A criminal investigation was completed in an 
attempt to shed some light on the matter. The result is the infa-
mous “Fleet file”. Its protagonist was Traian Băsescu, Minister of 
Transport when the ships started disappearing after entering the… 
“Bermuda Triangle”. Again, he was not the only suspect, but was 
joined by another 80 co-conspirators.
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Accused by his own partners in power
“Financiarul” will present the “Fleet” file as it first came out 

of the investigators’  “blender”. You will see that many of the 
decisions made by governmental officials with regard to the Ro-
manian ships were downright stupid. Others could be considered 
having been made in ill-faith. You will be the judge of that, since 
the Court subsequently determined that there were no damages in 
this whole business.

We should underline the fact that the file that accuses Traian 
Băsescu of “sinking” the Romanian fleet, the Petromin case, was 
not opened by his political adversaries; members of the PSD, but 
by his colleagues in the PD and during his period in power! Initi-
ated for the first time in 1999, while the Attorney General was 
Mircea Criste, a former member of PD, the file accuses Traian 
Băsescu, while he was the Minister of Transport  in 1991, that he 
signed the now infamous contract of association with the Norwe-
gian company “Klaveness” which resulted in 16 ships being sold 
for one dollar a piece. As a result of this contract, the Romanian 
party was left without its ships, and with debts of approximately 
20 million dollars with a bank in Oslo.

Charges 
The charges were pressed based on verifications done by the 

General Division of State Financial Control at the Maritime Navi-
gation Company Petromin SA Constanta. The file recorded the 
following illegal activities: “In all cases, the companies set up 
abroad (by Petromin – author’s note) did not have the approval of 
the Romanian Government, as stipulated by the dispositions of the 
Decree-Law no. 104 of 30 March 1990.

The constitutive documents [by-laws] of such companies 
were approved by the Minister of Transport, Băsescu Traian. The 
ships belonging to the company Petromin SA Constanta hoisted 
the Liberian flag, also by the order of the Minister of Transport, 
thereby violating the provisions of the Decree no. 443/1972, 
which remained in force until it was abrogated by the Ordinance 
of the Romanian Government no. 42 of 29 August 1997, passed 
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while the CDR [the Democratic Convention of Romania] was in 
power. The damage caused to the company Petromin SA Constan-
ta by mismanagement during the period 1991-1999 is estimated at 
over 150 million dollars”. 

Profitable Bankruptcy…. Profitable for whom?                              
     Petromin disappeared as a result of decisions meant to make 
it profitable. That’s what was stated by senior management, then 
headed by Traian Băsescu. According to the documents filed with 
the Prosecution, by virtue of a memo of the Ministry of Transport 
(with no date and number), on March 31st, 1991 there was estab-
lished the need for obtaining a credit of 45 million dollars for the 
implementation of new technology on 15 of Petromin ships., On 
April 11th  just two weeks later in Oslo, Traian Băsescu, in his 
capacity of Minister of Transport along with the representatives 
of Petromin and of Klaveness  signed  a letter of intent where 
they agreed to the establishment of a Romanian-Norwegian joint 
venture. This joint venture was to be based in Liberia and for the 
express purpose of the exploitation of 16 Romanian ships. A key 
condition was that the Norwegian company must ensure the above 
mentioned credit of 45 million dollars to be established for the 
implementation of new technology on the 16 ships.

  
Minister and Director       
     On May 14th, 1991, it was decided that the joint venture called 
Petroklav be established with the head office in Liberia. Subse-
quently the location was changed, and the company “moved” to 
the Bahamas on July 26, 1991. All such steps were approved by 
the minister Traian Băsescu, as the Prosecution said, without hav-
ing obtained approval from the Romanian government, as the law 
required. The ships, which belonged to Petromin, hoisted the Li-
berian flag, also on the orders of minister Băsescu, although the 
legal dispositions in force at the time forbade it. The management 
of the company was entrusted by the contract to Klaveness.  The 
Norwegians kept their side of the bargain and obtained two credits 
of 45 and 64 million dollars from Christiania Bank in Oslo, using 
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the Romanian ships as collateral. By 1999, there were forced to 
sell 10 of the 16 ships contributed by Petromin to the association 
with the Norwegian partner to pay the installments for the 109 
million dollar credit.  But there was still an outstanding amount 
of 20 million dollars, so the remaining six ships were arrested and 
sold for the mortgage made in favor of Christiania Bank. Accord-
ing to the facts recorded in the “Fleet” file, the Petromin Company 
did not receive a single dollar from the millions borrowed by the 
Romanian-Norwegian joint venture for the whole period 1991-
1999. And to add insult to injury, it was discovered that Traian 
Băsescu was a director of the joint venture, while he was also 
Minister of Transport!

 “One does not gain from shipping, one loses from it”            
     Traian Băsescu has always claimed that the ships involved in 
the contract with the Klaveness Company were formally sold for 
one dollar to a foreign company, whose sole partner was Petro-
min, because it was compulsory. Some of the ships represented 
additional collateral for the credit of 49 million dollars (although 
the file recorded a credit of 45 million dollars – author’s note). 
They never meant to lose the ships, and the best proof was, in 
the vision of today’s President of Romania, the fact that they re-
mained in the inventory list of Petromin, with depreciation expen-
ditures. Confronted with the fact that Băsescu was entrusted with 
the management of the other company, the investigators had no is-
sues because the Romanian company held 50% of the shares. But 
the question still remains: if the contract with Klaveness was such 
a good deal, why did Romania lose its ships and why was it left 
with huge foreign debts? In May 2003, Traian Băsescu declared 
to the press that “One does not gain from shipping, one loses from 
it”. 

To make money from ships, one has to know when to buy 
them and when to sell them. We did not have the strong fleet they 
claimed. It was depreciated and/or badly made, because, during 
the past ten years Ceausescu was adamant about having all parts 
made in Romania. They were not put out for sale for fear that 



    11

criminal charges might be brought up. As minister, I could not 
deal with such things. They should have been dealt with by the 
Council of the State Representatives and subsequent to 1992, the 
FPS [the State Ownership Fund]. I was not the director of the 
joint venture with the Norwegians; I was the honorary chairman 
of the council of administration. I was not remunerated for such 
an honorary title. I was not paid by the Norwegians. I heard them 
say that they’ve been looking for my supposed accounts abroad. 
They couldn’t find anything, because there is nothing to be found. 
Everything is a political setup. They tried in 1993, as well, and 
Emil Constantinescu also tried to get me.  Now they are trying 
again, I hear that they appointed an expert,  Nicu Oprea, to make 
an assessment  because there was a criminal case against him. 
Nowadays, this Oprea is no longer in the country. He did the ex-
pert report and was let go. That is what I heard. I am not guilty and 
I am not intimidated by the file”. 

And where are the ships?     
     Whether Traian Băsescu is guilty or not, may never be deter-
mined. But at a certain point in time, he dropped a lead, which 
became interesting for the investigators. He declared that the 
best ships involved in the Klaveness contract had ended up in the 
hands of a PSD member and of a PNT member. “They fought for 
the ships. They bought them”, Traian Băsescu declared. None of 
the state authorities followed the lead of finding the “corpus de-
licti”. Nevertheless, political sources partially confirmed the dec-
larations made five years ago by the present day President. At least 
25 of Petromin ships belong to Romanian owners, who are now 
important businessmen in Constanta County. The conclusion is 
sad for us, and hilarious for someone from the “outside”. Almost 
300 ships have disappeared, but nobody’s guilty. There are no 
damages, there is no criminal offense. We shall bring up the story 
of a head of service within Navrom, charged with abuse in service, 
fraud and use of false documents. While being prosecuted, he suc-
ceeded in becoming… financial director of Poarta Albă Peniten-
tiary, with the rank of major. The Romanian justice can be proud 
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that, just as the scientists who roamed the Bermuda Triangle, they 
made just judicial theories. All that’s missing is the hypothesis of 
aliens and of the gate to another world…

Romline and Navrom, guarantors for limited liability compa-
nies (SRL’s)                
     The national maritime companies Romline and Navrom were, 
for a long time, the main debtors on the list of the Agency for the 
Capitalization of Bank Assets (AVAB), which had taken over the 
issues of Bancorex. Consequently bankruptcy procedures were 
initiated the for the two companies, in order to recover as much 
of the debt as possible, by arresting and executing the ships that 
roamed the seas of the world. Romline and Navrom were co-debt-
ors for a large number of credits taken from Bancorex by vari-
ous companies. For example, Navrom used its ships as collateral 
for the credits taken by 27 private companies, and for another 11 
private companies, it assumed the entire debt resulted from the 
credits taken from Bancorex. 

Romline also guaranteed the credits taken by six private ship-
ping companies with its own ships and it assumed the entire debt 
for three of them resulting from credit agreements signed with 
Bancorex. Many similar credits had been taken from Bancorex by 
various limited liability companies whose names ended in “ship-
ping”, had no fleet of their own, but used chartered ships instead.

A Guide for “fishing” a... fishing fleet     
       The same fate was shared by other ships of the Romanian 
fleet, as well. For example, another file that created chain re-
actions was the privatization of the Romanian Company for 
Oceanic Fishing (CRPO). It was discovered, as a result of an 
investigation, that ships owned by the company were involved in 
smuggling activities. Just as in the case of Petromin, beyond the 
evident violations of the law committed by the company manag-
er and by the “strategic” buyers, the CRPO file hides acts of cor-
ruption that were not investigated until the end. The conclusions 
of the investigation point to the top of FPS and even further. 
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The company was sold to the Greeks Ioannis Dimakos and 
Theodoros Lades, for the sum of one million dollars by the FPS, 
which held 51% of the shares through the end of 1997. Neverthe-
less, the Greeks were able to capitalize the assets of CRPO, as a 
result of an agreement signed by them with the management of 
the FPS, as early as the middle of 1997. At that time, bankruptcy 
procedure for the company had been initiated as it had not been 
able to reimburse a debt of eight million dollars owed to an Aus-
trian bank. The police investigations revealed a whole series of 
forgeries concluding that the Romanian oceanic fishing fleet had 
been sold for nothing.

The indictment made in 1998, where charges were pressed 
against Ion Crisan, former manager of CRPO, starting from April 
12th, 1996, and until the end of 1997, Theodoros Lades and Ioan-
nis Dimakos, the buyers of the company, underlines the respon-
sibility and the “contribution” of Sorin Dimitriu, the head of FPS 
at the time. It was typical that none of Sorin Dimitriu’s activi-
ties were found criminal. The only head that “fell” belonged to a 
simple FPS expert. In addition, the Ministry of Industry approved 
two ships be taken out of the country under the pretext of needing 
repairs that had to be made in a Greek port. In December 1997, 
based on the same investigation, the Court of Tulcea appointed 
Ioannis Dimakos as administrator of CRPO. It was never verified 
that Dimakos had actually paid for the shares bought from the FPS 
(the deadline for such payment was January 12th, 1998). At the 
same time, the Court of Tulcea included Harmony Shipping In-
ternational SRL of Constanta in the list of CRPO creditors, whose 
owners were Dimakos and Lades, but there were no documents to 
attest to their ownership. 
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Chapter 2

The Fleet Bluff 
“Cotidianul” – 10/17/2007 by Dorin Petrişor
“Thus the Fleet file remains pointless. The greatest corrup-

tion case has proved to be the greatest legal bluff in the history of 
Romania. 

The greatest corruption case in the history of Romania, 
burst like a soap bubble due to a CAP (cooperative farm ac-
countant).

The Fleet file, touted for more than ten years before prosecu-
tors, TV stations, and newspapers, consists of a small library with 
no less than 192 volumes, totaling almost 50,000 pages. It took a 
decade to find out that “the file is empty”. The main instrument 
of attack against Traian Băsescu in three electoral campaigns, 
the Fleet file was based on a childish error in the expert report. 
Two contributors, an electronics engineer and an accountant, who 
seemed not to have had the necessary qualifications, established 
that the damages caused to the Romanian state by the sale of the 
15 commercial ships of Petromin totaled over 300 million dollars. 

All expectations were that the huge sum, ended up in the bot-
tomless pocket of Traian Băsescu. 

What was wrong with the expert report? A woman added the 
inventory value of the 15 ships, drew the line, and under the result 
she wrote the sum obtained by Petromin from the sale of the ships. 
I am sure the accountant did the math over and over again, as she 
could not believe the proportions of the theft that she had discov-
ered. The Prosecutor entrusted with the case, immediately began 
to write the resolution for the initiation of criminal prosecution 
after having read the frightening figures. He obviously informed 
the party leadership of his discovery.

Five years later, other experts, but this time duly accredited, 
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go beyond the arithmetic phase.  They start from the inventory 
value of the ships, too. Technical experts let them know what the 
degree of depreciation was, according to their length of service. 
The first subtraction was made, since there is no buyer yet who 
would purchase a used commodity for the price of a new one. 
The following subtraction was represented by the bank credits 
that rest on the ship decks, as the same buyer would not agree 
to pay someone else’s debt. When the financial experts executed 
all those subtractions, they consulted the free market of the time 
and discovered that the ships were privatized at prices close to 
the ones that could be found in the shipping “newspaper ads”. It 
concluded that the state had not been harmed by the privatization 
of Petromin. Therefore, the Fleet file remained useless. The great-
est corruption case in the history of Romania has proved to be the 
greatest legal bluff in the history of Romania, which will mean 
nothing for the hectic market of political “analysts” of Romania. 
Do you think that they will “prove” that Băsescu had ordered that 
the expert report should be done properly?”
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Chapter 3
The excerpts from the former expert report in the Fleet file, 
where the name of Băsescu appears:

Gardianul – 05/16/2007 by Dan Bucura, Adina Anghelescu  
     “From the very beginning, the key character was Călin Mari-
nescu, director of Petromin SA and thereafter Secretary of State 
with the Ministry of Transport under Minister Traian Băsescu”. 

“The joint venture was thereby looted, and it served as a screen 
for hiding the fact that the entire management fee was collected 
by the Norwegian partner only, and such Norwegian partner paid 
big salaries to the freshly-appointed directors, Traian Băsescu and 
Virgil Toanchina”.

By this substitution “engineering”, the Norwegian partner, 
with the aid of representatives of the Romanian party, succeeded 
in doing away with the potential control of the Romanian state 
within the joint venture, Petroklav Bahamas. This was both over 
the shipping activities, and over the management of the credit en-
gaged for the account and against the exclusive collaterals / secu-
rities of Petromin”, reads the expert report of Dan Niculae Oprea.

After the previous episode, where we demonstrated how the 
puzzle pieces came together and determined that Romania’s com-
mercial fleet disappeared, we are now presenting the specific pro-
cedures used by Calin Marinescu, Traian Băsescu’s man. The duo 
Băsescu – Marinescu functioned perfectly, especially because the 
two both held high positions with the Romanian state, and the 
positions of directors appointed by the foreign partner during the 
relevant period.

At stake was the bankruptcy of one of the most important ship 
owning companies in Romania.

 
      As we previously demonstrated, the entire financial coup was 
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based on an association between the state-owned company Petro-
min SA and the Norwegian partner, Klavensess. This association 
gave birth to a joint venture named Petroklav, where Petromin SA 
contributed five high tonnage ore-carriers. On the other side, the 
Norwegian partner Torvald Klavensess undertook to ensure high 
performance management.

 
Băsescu’s lieutenant, acting as jolly joker

On April 11th, 1991, Petromin and Klavensess signed a first 
letter of intent whereby they laid the groundwork for the joint 
venture to be called Petroklav Bahamas. The scope of the com-
pany included the operation of a number of Petromin ships and the 
modernization of those ships to the technical standards that would 
allow them to penetrate the Western market. From the very begin-
ning, the key character was Calin Marinescu, director of Petromin 
SA and thereafter Secretary of State with the Ministry of Trans-
port under Minister Traian Băsescu. As we demonstrated earlier, 
Marinescu signed a series of agreements in the name of Petromin 
whereby big fees were given to a third party, a brokerage company 
from Norway, without any services having been rendered. 

State owned company, a screen for big fees 
All documents signed by Calin Marinescu for the whole dura-

tion of that business are actually null and void, since Marinescu 
had no legal capacity to endorse them. Nevertheless, the five high 
tonnage ships were transferred to the joint venture Petroklav Ba-
hamas. After nearly a year of operation, the income of Petroklav 
was zero! Although the management contract concluded by and 
between Petromin si Petroklav allowed subcontracting only to a 
company of the Klavensess group, without any other payment, 
the directors Traian Băsescu and Virgil Toanchina facilitated the 
payment of the management and brokerage fees which were es-
tablished with Torvald Klavensess at the same level agreed by and 
between Petromin si Petroklav. Thus the joint venture was looted, 
serving as a screen for hiding the fact that the entire management 
fee was collected by the Norwegian partner only, and the Norwe-
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gian partner paid big salaries to the freshly-appointed directors, 
Traian Băsescu and Virgil Toanchin.

 
The Norwegians changed the rules of the game 

After July 20th, 1992, the joint venture Petroklav moved to the 
back burner. From that point on, the former Petromin ships were 
supposed to undergo a modernization process, for which financing 
was needed. The Norwegian partner’s plan suddenly changed and, 
in order to obtain a credit, 18 companies were set up in Liberia, 
a fiscal haven. On June 11, 1992, the Embassy of the Republic of 
Liberia in Washington registered 17 of those companies, all hav-
ing the same head office. Moreover, 15 of them had as only asset a 
single ship once owned by Petromin. Apart from the 15, two other 
companies were registered, Petromin Overseas Incorporated and 
Petroklav Management Incorporated, held 100% by Petromin. 
Three months later the 18th company appeared, under the name 
of Bacesti Incorporated. Once the companies were established 
and the ships were transferred from one entity to another, the 
fleet looting process began in earnest. The whole procedure was 
described in detail in the expert report by Dan Niculae Oprea, a 
document which was “lost” by the people who are currently work-
ing with the file. 

 
The expert report talks about Băsescu without mentioning his 
name 

“As a result of the experience accumulated on the Bahamas 
structure, the partnership between the Romanian state and the 
Norwegian company reached new capabilities. The foreign part-
ner realized that even greater profits can be achieved if they were 
not a party in the joint venture. They did understand that  one has 
absolute control over the commercial and technical activites, de-
veloped with the assistance of some of the representatives of the 
Romanian party, on the account and in the name of the Romanian 
partner. The management of Petromin and of Petroklav accepted 
this radical change of the partnership philosophy for reasons that 
are not evident from the feasibility studies nor from the financial 
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analysis notes nor any other document in the file. They then set 
up the company Petroklav Management Incorporated in Liberia 
with the company Petromin its sole shareholder”. This is the only 
excerpt that exists in the “bomb” report presented by “Gardianul“. 
The chapter “Representatives of the Romanian Party“ mentions 
the former minister Traian Băsescu, his Secretary of State, Calin 
Marinescu, and the director Virgil Toanchina.

 
The great number of companies created confusion 

The Klavensess affair changed course to allow the people 
behind it to have control over the situation. Although the joint 
venture Petroklav Bahamas was responsible for obtaining the fi-
nancing of the technological upgrading of 15 ships from the assets 
of Petromin, Petroklav Bahamas was replaced by Petroklav Man-
agement Incorporated. “By engineering this substitution, with the 
assistance of representatives of the Romanian party, the Norwe-
gian partner succeeded in doing away with the control of the Ro-
manian state over the joint venture Petroklav Bahamas, both over 
the ship operating activities and over the management of the credit 
engaged only for the account and against the exclusive collaterals 
and securities of Petromin”, claims the expert report of Dan Nicu-
lae Oprea. Subsequently, the structures in Bahamas and Liberia 
were maintained in parallel.

 
Parallel operations – the key to “success”

Maintaining the companies in Bahamas and Liberia in parallel 
represents a special chapter in the expert report we are referring 
to. The author (who in the interim has been harassed by several 
investigating bodies) reached the conclusion that such action was 
extremely damaging to the Romanian state. “Maintaining the joint 
venture Petroklav Bahamas after the implementation of the Libe-
ria structure is also due to the scope of activity thereof: achieving 
profit from the exploitation of Petromin ships, through manage-
ment contracts. It was natural for the two structures to actively 
coexist, but, following the substitution of the Bahamas structure 
by the one in Liberia. The first was left without business and real 
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purpose, which leads to the conclusion that the financing project 
presented to the bank by the Norwegians did not promote the in-
terests of Petroklav Bahamas. 

There is no economic reason that can justify maintaining the 
two structures in parallel, except for keeping the appearance of 
cooperation between Petromin and Klavensess, in order to facil-
itate the development of the engagement whereby the gains of 
Petroklav Bahamas were fraudulently re-routed towards the Nor-
wegians”.

 
The new expert report in the Fleet file

Asked at what stage the Fleet file was, the DNA Chief  Pros-
ecutor, Daniel Morar, declared for “Gardianul“: “When the High 
Court sent the case back to us, 50 constitutional exceptions were 
invoked during the judgment process. The case was sent back on 
the grounds of the simplest of these exceptions, which made the 
work of the former prosecutor useless, and the exception admit-
ted was the one related to the competence of the prosecutor who 
signed the indictment. So now the probation is being remade. At 
this time a new expert report is being prepared for the Fleet file, 
where all the accused have appointed their expert parties and they 
come to the DNA almost daily. The newly-appointed prosecutor 
assumes responsibility for everything that is written in the file. 
The President’s immunity with regard to this file will last for the 
whole duration of his mandate. I have already explained this be-
fore, but I see that it has not been understood!” Yesterday, the 
General Attorney of Romania, Laura Kovesi, was also aware that 
the expert report that is being completed in the file where Traian 
Băsescu was accused was “suspended” for the duration of his 
presidential mandate. 
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Chapter 4

He set 37 ships on fire                       
      Jurnalul Naţional – 01/30/2008  by Andrei Bădin    
      “An explanation given by a former sailor could be that Băsescu 
was made a ship master by the Romanian Communist Party, with 
the blessing of the secret service [Securitate] without having the 
necessary experience”.

“Băsescu stayed in Rouen for 28 days, to give the Frenchmen 
all kinds of explanations. He was released only after he lied to 
them. “The French legal system functioned properly, that is, I did 
not have to prove that the contamination had not been my fault, 
instead the French authorities had to prove that the contamination 
was my fault”, Băsescu confessed on June 23, 1998, in an inter-
view given to the TV station Prima TV”.

“In his interview given to Prima TV in 1998, as in other dis-
cussions with journalists, President Traian Băsescu confessed that 
he performed special transportation assignments while he was a 
ship master. 

The present head of state did not wish to give details on the 
operations he was involved in. Tudorel Dănilă says that the so-
called “special Transport” were, in fact, weapon traffic.” 

“A friend of mine, D.B., who lives in Chicago, and who used 
to be a colleague [of Băsescu], had a very low opinion of him, 
that he was a low level informer, who would turn people in. And 
I asked, in what sense he was an informer? What did he do? The 
Institute guys would jump over the fence to go downtown, and 
Băsescu turned them in to the Securitate”. 

In the winter 1981/1982 today’s President, Traian Băsescu, 
was involved in a large accident that went down in the annals of 
modern maritime history. 37 ships caught fire in the port of Rouen, 



     22

France, and the Seine was polluted by the ship that was under his 
command. President Băsescu keeps silent about this event in his 
career, even though at one time he acknowledged his guilt in that 
incident and the fact that he defrauded the French authorities. One 
explanation given by a former sailor was that Băsescu was made 
a ship master by the Romanian Communist Party, with the bless-
ing of the secret service [Securitate] without having the necessary 
experience.

Jurnalul Naţional also produced proof of forgery of the evi-
dence related to the accident that occurred in 1981/1982, recog-
nized by Traian Băsescu himself. In his declaration, which we are 
presenting entirely, Băsescu acknowledges that he faked the evi-
dence related to an accident that took place in the Rouen harbor, 
in order to save himself and defraud the French state. The accident 
caused by Băsescu could also have another root cause: today’s 
President was made a ship master without meeting the legal re-
quirements.  

 
The Seine in Flames.        
      The incident provoked by the ship master Traian Băsescu took 
place 27 years ago. It was one of the first long voyages of Traian 
Băsescu as skipper. He was made the captain of the ship “Argeş” 
only three months after getting his master’s certificate. But this 
voyage was ill-fated. 37 other ships moored in the harbor caught 
fire as well. The French immediately realized that the fire origi-
nated from Băsescu’s ship and initiated an investigation. Băsescu 
remained in Rouen for 28 days, to give the French all kinds of 
explanations. He was released only after he lied to them. “The 
French legal system functioned properly, that is, I did not have to 
prove that the contamination had not been my fault, instead the 
French authorities had to prove that the contamination was my 
fault”, Băsescu confessed on June 23, 1998, in an interview given 
to the TV station Prima TV.                              
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Dissapearing Evidence.      
     In the interview mentioned above, the present day President 
acknowledges that he hid the evidence of his guilt in the acci-
dent of Rouen. “I explained to the Securitate officers what had 
happened with us there and, now I can say it in public, it is no 
longer a secret, we changed something in the equipment be-
fore allowing the French authorities on board, which made it 
impossible to demonstrate our guilt”, said Băsescu, candidly. 
 
 
Ship Master Without Attendance

     Tudorel Dănilă, a former sailor who emigrated to Canada in the 
80’s, explained for the Jurnalul Naţional, the path of a graduate 
from the Navy Institute up to the rank of ship master. Dănilă is a 
fan of the President’s. Nevertheless, he states what he knows. He 
says that it normally took nine or even ten years before a candidate 
could pass all the stages needed to the rank of ship master. Dănilă 
says that Băsescu graduated from the Navy Institute in 1974 and 
became a ship master in 1981. “It is practically, and even theoreti-
cally, impossible. Maybe some exemptions were made in relation 
to party achievements or other extra-professional activities. Such 
exemptions were granted only to people with connections. One 
needs acquaintances in high places for that”, said the former sail-
or, who still lives in Canada. He says that there have been cases 
of some captains who achieved the rank based on “connections”. 
Such was the case of Florentin Scaleţschi, who was promoted cap-
tain at the age of 27: “He was the talk of the fleet at the time. His 
mother was a good friend of Mrs. Găinuşă, who was a member 
of the Central Committee of the Romanian Communist Party and 
also a minister, if I’m not mistaken “.
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Irregular Presidential CV.         
     According to Dănilă, they used to say within the fleet that 
Băsescu was supported by someone important. “I am speaking 
as a sailor. It is impossible to become a ship master overnight, 
after only six years of sailing. One has to pass through several 
phases, from smaller ships to larger ships, and so on. I, as a sailor, 
am surprised at his rapid progression”, said the ex-sailor. He also 
stated that it is enough to read the presidential CV to realize that 
something is wrong, especially for someone who used to work in 
this field. “You are promoted to ship master and then you get the 
command of Biruinţa – the flag ship of the Romanian merchant 
fleet.  It seems too “condensed” to me, too prefabricated”, added 
Dănilă. He also specified that the exemption for being promoted 
to ship master before having the necessary experience was granted 
by the Party and, of course, the Securitate had a part to play, as 
well, as the latter had an important role in the navy. This was due 
to the fact that captains had to have the consent of the Securitate 
to leave the country. 

“Special Transport”.              In 
the interview given to Prima TV in 1998, but also in other dis-
cussions with journalists, President Traian Băsescu confessed to 
have made “special” transportation assignments while he was 
a ship master. Today’s head of state did not wish to give details 
on the operations he was involved in. Tudorel Dănilă says that 
the so-called “special Transport” consisted of weapons traffic. “I 
carried weapons to Iraq and I unloaded them in a Saudi Arabian 
port in the Red Sea”, confessed Dănilă. He also mentioned that 
the “special Transports” were made by the Securitate. The ship 
would be loaded at a special berth, in Galatz or Constantza, with 
special personnel only, and the ship master was the one that got 
direct orders from the Securitate concerning those special assign-
ments. Dănilă says that Băsescu could not have made any “special 
Transport” if the Securitatea had not trusted him. “All of us were 
strictly controlled. The ship master and the crew were chosen. 
They would not choose one of my captains, who had a big mouth 
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and would tell everyone what he was carrying. They [Securitate 
officers] would talk only with the ship master”, Dănilă explained 
the mechanism of the “special Transport”.   

Strange Things Happen in the Navy Institute    
      Dănilă also told us that even stranger was the admittance of 
Băsescu to the Navy Institute, at the age of 23. “One normally en-
ters the Navy at the age of 18 years, after graduating high school. 
At 22, one would nearly have finished one’s studies. We, the stu-
dents, were suspicious about the late-comers. That is, what had 
they been doing from 18 to 23 years? Did they attend another 
school? A friend of mine, D.B., who lives in Chicago, and who 
used to be a colleague [of Băsescu], had a very low opinion of 
him, that he was a squeak informer, who would turn in people. 
And I asked, in what sense he was an informer? What did he do? 
The Institute guys would jump over the fence to go downtown, 
and Băsescu turned them in to the Securitate”, Dănilă told us. 
When contacted, D.B. refused to give us details about the years 
spent in the Navy together with Băsescu.

“All of us, from the waiter up to the captain, were under the 
control of the Securitate, as we had to get their annual approval for 
navigation. For example, there were some interesting episodes; 
I dare say, which certainly aroused the interest of the Securitate 
in Romania. For example, when I was the commander of Argeş, 
3 months after I got my master’s licence. We caught fire in the 
Rouen harbor, not only me, there were 38 ships ablaze in the fire 
of Rouen, France. The ship suspected to have caused the contami-
nation / pollution, which made the whole basin of the Rouen har-
bor and the Seine become a single flame, with the length of 3 km, 
was my ship, because it was the largest ship in the area and we 
were unloading naphtha at the berth of the refinery Sholfrancaise. 
I spent 28 days there, under investigation. The French legislation 
functioned properly, that is, I did not have to prove that the pollu-
tion had not been my fault; instead the French authorities had to 
prove that the pollution originated from the Arges. During the 28 
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days, I had to go to court, as well, I was questioned by the French 
justice authorities and, after 28 days, the court declared that the 
guilt of the ship Argeş could not be proven. We left France, but 
the litigation continued, an accusation in the charge of the ship, 
claiming approximately 12 million dollars damages. There was 
litigation. I explained to the Securitate officers what had happened 
to us there and now I can say it publicly, it is no longer a secret; we 
changed something in the ship’s equipment before allowing the 
French authorities on board, which made it impossible for them to 
demonstrate our guilt… Once at home, I could not lie to my ship 
owner, and there were enough men in the crew who knew what 
had happened.”

Băsescu’s declaration for Prima TV on June 23, 1998, at 
23:30 hrs – in an interview given to Sorin Roşca Stănescu
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Chapter 5 
Biruinţa [Rom. “victory”]

Observator Cultural -  No. 435 August 2008 by Marius Oprea
“After getting the master’s license, he immediately took com-

mand of the ship Arges, which he brought back home seriously 
damaged by a fire that took place in Rouen; nevertheless, by fabri-
cating the evidence and obstructing the investigation, he succeed-
ed in saving Romania from paying substantial damages as a result 
of the incident caused by the precarious state if the equipment on 
board. That was actually his first and most important victory”.

“He was the only one who had the legal right to wear and fire 
weapons and who was entitled to use them to defend the ship, as 
part of the Romanian territory. On board his ship, he could decide 
on any matter, without consulting with anyone. He could celebrate 
marriages; he could arrest and incarcerate crew members, not to 
mention other sanctions. He was, thus, a kind of president and 
even more than that – he was both the government and the Great 
Assembly. As a sign of his supreme power, the commander had 
the right and the power to decide even on stranding or sinking the 
ship. During the seven years while he was a ship master, Traian 
Băsescu was the enlightened despot of a floating piece of Roma-
nia”.

“Being friends of the communist dignitaries, we think that, 
when he was assigned to the ship Biruinţa, Traian Băsescu had 
exceeded the status of a simple collaborator of the Securitate, 
which he is supposed to have had since his years as navy student. 
Since August 15, 1979, as he probably aware, his Securitate col-
laborator’s file no longer existed. From that point on, he achieved 
another status. He was no longer a docile, obedient instrument of 
the regime, but a part of it “. 

“In the Yemba harbor of Saudi Arabia, where they had just ar-
rived for loading, the crew of the 150,000 tdw oil tanker Biruinţa, 
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a leading ship of the fleet-since 1985, sent the following radiogram 
on New Year’s Eve signed by its commander Traian Băsescu, 

“This night between the years, the 40 navigators on board 
this floating steel city built in Romania send their thoughts to their 
country, to the leader of our Party, Comrade Nicolae Ceauşescu, 
to all their loved ones at home. Following the tradition, all crew-
men that are not on watch have gathered around the beautifully 
adorned winter [Christmas] tree and raise their glasses for the 
successes achieved by our people in the past year, for the accom-
plishments made by us, the sailors, who exceeded our traffic plan 
by 17%, and wish for even greater successes in 1986”. 

Three years after the tragic November 1979 disaster of the 
flag-ship Independenţa, another catastrophe occurred the morning 
of October 13, 1982, at 09:15 hrs that would trouble the leadership 
of NAVROM. That time, everything happened locally: “under 
conditions of still sea and very good visibility, the 150,000 tdw oil 
tanker Unirea sank approximately 40 miles SSE away from Ka-
liakra Cape, in the Black Sea. The sea depth is about 4,600 feet”. 
The sinking of the ship was caused by a mysterious explosion on 
board. Fortunately, the crew was saved by two Romanian ships, 
Motru and Tg. Bujor, which were in the area, and by a Soviet 
ship. Eight hours after the ship sank, a Bulgarian helicopter suc-
ceeded in saving the last live crew member. There was only one 
casualty. Unirea was the second ship in the series of the 150,000 
tdw oil tankers lost by the Romanian commercial fleet, and its 
sinking was considered the greatest naval loss worldwide of 1982. 
As in the Bosphorus disaster, where the oil tanker Independenţa 
was lost together with its crew, Traian Băsescu experienced those 
tragic moments in full, both as an individual and as a ship master. 
In the case of the oil tanker Unirea, the initial reports regarding 
its sinking concerned him even more, since his younger brother 
Mircea Băsescu was an officer on board that ship, following in 
his brother’s footsteps as a seaman. After the sinking of the first 
two great oil tankers, Unirea and Independenţa, came Biruinţa, the 
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third ship in the high tonnage series (150,000 tdw as well), also 
built at the Galatz Shipyard.

Upon its launch, they say that no ship master had the cour-
age to take over the command of Biruinţa, given the unfortunate 
events that had involved the previous oil tankers of the same class. 
Traian Băsescu was the only one who had the courage to take 
charge of it. It happened two years after the Unirea sank in the 
Black Sea and five years after the tragic end of Independenţa and 
its crew, in the Bosphorus strait. Then in October 1984, when he 
boarded the Biruinţa, with the commander’s stars on his shoulders, 
Traian Băsescu had his moment of glory as a sailor. He was not 
33 years old yet. But, as he confessed, those moments were full 
of great concern, for two reasons. First, there was the precarious 
state of the ship’s equipment, which, although she had barely left 
the shipyard, was made up of bits and pieces, just like the whole 
economy of Romania at the time. Based on directives, the builders 
had to rely on Romanian raw materials, consumables, and equip-
ment, as imports were drastically reduced.  He was right to won-
der how he was going to manage that huge ship, without literally 
getting his feet wet. Comrade Nicolae Ceauşescu made a quick 
visit to the ship, which was both stressful and an honor, at the 
same time. This was supposed to take place before commissioning 
the huge oil tanker. Young commander Băsescu did not hesitate 
to tell the “leading personalities of the Party and of the state”, 
present aboard the Biruinţa, how things really were. So he talked 
to them about the ship: “I complained both to Ceauşescu and to 
Dăscălescu about how bad some of the equipment was.” (inter-
view published in the Jurnalul naţional on February 10, 1995). At 
the time, the Romanian fleet was continuously growing and, to-
wards the end of the 80’s, it reached impressive scale as compared 
to the other sectors of the socialist economy. By the time of the 
“Revolution”, the Romanian fleet had reached approximately 17 
million tdw, which placed Romania 7th place worldwide, and ex-
ceeded the tonnage of countries like France and Germany, whose 
market value was estimated somewhere between 4 and 6 billion 
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dollars. The huge assessment difference can be explained by the 
dubious quality of the Romanian ships that broke down frequently 
and had reduced service lives.  Due to the “exponential” growth 
of the Romanian fleet, the need for specialized officers, and espe-
cially, CLC’s (the international term for “ship master”) was not 
covered by the number of personnel available for NAVROM, the 
manager and ship owner of the commercial fleet of the RSR [So-
cialist Republic of Romania]. Even during the period 1975-1987, 
the years when Traian Băsescu navigated as an officer and com-
mander, the series of graduates of the High Navy Institute could 
no longer cope with the growth cycle of the number of ships being 
produced. That is why the command of ships was entrusted either 
to military marine officers, or to young officers quickly promoted, 
by jumping over the ranks they should have achieved in a normal 
course of their career.

Those were the circumstances under which Traian Băsescu 
became a ship master in 1981, after an examination that is said to 
have lasted only 5 minutes: not only thanks to his capabilities and 
to the exceptional circumstances mentioned above, but also due 
to the support from his acquaintances in high places, according to 
his colleagues. He was well-connected and he had no problem in 
renewing his seaman’s passport, getting a license for going out in 
the international waters, which were granted to every sailor by the 
Securitate. After getting his shipmaster’s license, he immediately 
took command of the Argeş, which he brought back seriously 
damaged by a fire that occurred in Rouen; nevertheless, by falsi-
fying the evidence and obstructing the investigation, he succeeded 
in saving Romania from paying substantial damages as a result 
of the incident caused by the precarious state if the equipment 
on board. That was actually his first and most important victory. 
Subsequently, he was awarded and promoted. He was transferred, 
after a vacation, together with his crew, to the Crişana. In June 
1984, Traian Băsescu was praised by the Party’s newspaper, Scîn-
teia, in an article entitled “Four Years of Revolutionary Achieve-
ments. Constanza Port and its Men”, ad he was mentioned among 
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the commanders “whose fame is acknowledged all over the blue 
waters of the seas and oceans of the world”. At the time, the com-
mercial fleet of Romania counted 214 ships, with a total capacity 
of 3.4 million tdw. Its size had grown 30 times as compared to 
1964, and it would continue to grow substantially even in the fol-
lowing months, with the Biruinţa.

When he boarded the Biruinţa [Rom. “victory”], Traian 
Băsescu was already a victor. He had learned the rules of the 
game, but he also knew how and how much he could pull strings 
to increase his wealth and influence. At just 33 years of age, he 
was a man with great authority, according to the rules of the time 
and place. The tasks of a ship master made him the most powerful 
man on board, and such power extended even on land, in the ports 
where the ship anchored or in its home-port. It is a lesson that he 
learnt, that penetrated down to the most hidden fibers of his per-
sonality, and which surfaces on any occasion. 

While he was the commander of the flag-ship of the oil tanker 
fleet of socialist Romania, the “professional” relations of Traian 
Băsescu with the Securitate intensified. With the NAVROM 
Constanţa Enterprise for Exploitation of the Maritime Fleet, upon 
returning from each voyage, every commander had to present an 
activity report  (apart from the “log book”), after which he met 
with the security officers responsible for the enterprise in ques-
tion. Usually, such meetings were only recorded in writing in the 
service reports of the security officer. Information reports were 
given only by the informants aboard the ship. In 1992 Traian 
Băsescu declared, while he was Minister of Transport and when 
his collaboration with the Securitate was revealed for the first 
time, that he had nothing to reproach himself. When he was asked: 
“Are you afraid that your Securitate files will be published?”, he 
answered: “I am not afraid at all. It would be the nicest thing to 
do, and it would be a moral cleansing for this nation etc. I would 
like, though, that the other 27,000 files, which are supposedly lost, 
to be published as well. I am afraid that here is where the reserve 
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of personnel is going to be created. I fear nothing. I have certainly 
nothing to reproach myself. What I can tell you is that I could not 
moor the Biruinţa without the Securitate coming on board and that 
no commander in the Romanian fleet has ever turned in his crew. 
He would give information on the voyage of the ship, on what 
happened to the ship, no Romanian commander ever said that a 
certain sailor exchanged 100,000 lei or sold whisky I don’t know 
where such information was turned in by others, who were also 
members of our crews”.

The special status of the huge oil tanker under Romanian flag, 
the only one left of the three of its class led to the intensification of 
“protective” measures taken aboard the ship. The concern of those 
on land for the ship was to prevent the unfortunate past events. No 
more errors were allowed, no more accidents could happen. Even 
the unforeseeable should be foreseen. The signs of that concern 
were seen immediately after the ship was moored in Constantza 
Port, at the end of its long voyage. “I can tell you that the most 
intense period during which I was contacted by Securitate officers 
was the one when I was the commander of the oil tanker Biruinţa. 
The first two ships of that class (157,000 tons) had sunk”, said 
Traian Băsescu about that period. “I had command of the third 
ship of that class – built by the Romanian shipyards. Upon moor-
ing, in addition to a representative of the Party and the deputy 
Minister of Transport, there was a Securitate officer waiting for 
me, usually the head of Securitate in the Constantza Port”. On Oc-
tober 18, 2006, President Traian Băsescu was participating in the 
celebration of the 60 year anniversary of the inauguration of the 
Administrative Palace of the Romanian Railways. He remarked in 
his speech that: “my whole life has been highlighted by persons 
that I am seeing in this room now. I see Minister Bulucea, who 
set up the Mircea cel Bătrîn Navy Institute of Constantza, whose 
student I was.  I see Minister Pavel Aron, who signed my Antwerp 
papers – paradoxically, it was not the Securitate who did that – he  
was the one who signed my Antwerp papers and my appointment 
as chief inspector of the civil navigation”.
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Being familiar with the communist dignitaries, we believe 
that by the time Traian Băsescu got on board the ship Biruinţa, he 
had exceeded the status of a simple collaborator of the Securitate, 
a role he is supposed to have had since his years as navy student. 
As of August 15, 1979, his Securitate collaborator’s file was ex-
punged. From that point on, he had achieved a higher status. He 
was no longer a docile, obedient instrument of the regime, but a 
part of it, of its power.  It is very possible that his accession to this 
new status might have taken place even after the home coming of 
the Argeş from its disastrous voyage. As the new commander of 
Biruinţa, Traian Băsescu certainly enjoyed all honors. The local 
Party press, the daily Dobrogea nouă of March 7, 1985, dedicated 
an article to him on page 2, titled “Portrait of a Sailor. The Right 
Man in the Right Place”: “Just a few months before the age of 
33, Traian Băsescu received the command of the flag-ship of the 
NAVROM Constanţa Enterprise for Exploitation of the Maritime 
Fleet, the giant 150,000 tdw oil tanker Biruinţa recently launched 
from the shipyard. The pride of Romanian ship builders, Biruinţa 
is an exceptional technical achievement. We are sure that the fleet 
management did not choose an officer at random entrusted to 
command Biruinţa. The fact that Traian Băsescu came on the 1st 
place in the professional competition entitled the most effective 
and orderly ship is not random.  Born at Basarabi, in the Dobrogea 
region, by the sea, which had a strong influence on him, as well 
as on his younger brother, Mircea Băsescu (first officer on the oil 
tanker Banat), the present commander of Biruinţa graduated from 
the Mircea cel Bătrîn Navy Institute in 1976. With the exception 
of his license examination periods, he has only navigated on oil 
tankers, high tonnage ships with a special outline and specifics, 
with highly complex onboard equipment; these are the type of 
ships he likes. At the age of only 28, just 4 years after graduating 
from the Institute, he was entrusted with the command of an oil 
tanker (he was probably the youngest commander in the Roma-
nian fleet), Crişana, an oil tanker of 86,000 tdw. His path towards 
the bridge of Biruinţa began, and, now having the command of 
the great ship under the tricolor flag on the mast, Traian Băsescu 
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proves that he is the right man in the right place”.

Interesting enough, the article does not mention the name of 
his first ship Argeş, which, after the Rouen disaster, seemed that 
it had never existed in the Romanian fleet. As for Traian Băsescu, 
he was indeed the right man in the right place. The anonymous re-
porter of Dobrogea nouă was not mistaken, that in 1985, Biruinţa 
would win the socialist competition within the fleet. Too young by 
according to some people’s taste, who had “scrubbed the deck” 
for years before they became commanders, and too self-assured. 
It is possible that he was not well liked by his colleagues. But one 
could say that, with his great self-confidence, he might have imag-
ined that he could keep even a food can afloat, given the egre-
gious technical state of Romanian ships, just like Argeş, which 
were pompously called a “commercial fleet”. He had been capable 
and lucky for all those years when the life and the future of most 
Romanians was not so bright. Traian Băsescu was far from the 
cruel realities of the daily life in Romania, in the mid 80’s. He ac-
complished his missions, without troubling the leaders of the fleet, 
who remained on land. He brought over huge quantities of oil on 
each voyage, taking care of his own interests, as well, smuggling 
goods, jewels, and foreign currency, which, when transformed 
into lei (Romanian currency) fed his ever-growing CEC books 
(savings accounts). He kept the Party members content, he didn’t 
concern the Securitate officers and he kept himself happy, as he 
was not troubled in his sailor’s “deals”, which granted him a com-
fortable life and a wealth that could be envied even at the time.  
We are not aware that he has ever been subject to a control of illic-
itly acquired wealth, in accordance with the most-feared Law no. 
18; otherwise, he would have most certainly been shipwrecked. 
He was already a fearless sailor, so he was immune to that, as 
well.  He had become a part of the system, and he enjoyed its ad-
vantages, untroubled. He was peacefully cherishing his Biruinţa 
(victory in Romanian). 

This relaxed position in his relations with the regime, which 
typically was rigorous and oppressive for others, did not push him 
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to rebellion and exaggerations. He instinctively knew how much 
he could push things, what was the limit set by the rules of the 
game, and he observed those rules, if not to their letter, at least in 
their spirit. He understood that he should show due respect and 
appreciation to the Party and its glorious achievements, as part 
of the game. Thus, it was not an uncommon event that the RCP 
newspaper Scînteia, published under the heading “1986 – A Year 
of New Victories, Peace, and Romanian Communist Accomplish-
ments”, an article entitled “Message from the Offing”:  In the 
Yemba harbor of Saudi Arabia, where they had barely arrived for 
loading, the crew of the 150,000 tdw oil tanker Biruinţa, the fleet-
flag ship since 1985, sent the following radiogram signed by its 
commander Traian Băsescu, on New Year’s eve: 

“This night between the years, the 40 navigators on board 
this floating steel city built in Romania sent their thoughts to their 
country, to the leader of our Party, Comrade Nicolae Ceauşescu, 
to all their loved ones at home. Following the tradition, all crew-
men that are not on watch have gathered around the beautifully 
adorned winter (Christmas) tree and raise their glasses for the 
successes achieved by our people in the past year, for the accom-
plishments made by us, the sailors, who exceeded our traffic plan 
by 17%, and wish for even greater successes in 1986” (Scînteia, 
no. 13.487, Friday, January 3, 1986, page 2).”  
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Chapter 6 
Towards Antwerp 

Observator Cultural – No. 436 by Marius Oprea 
“According to the data provided by the Ministry of Transport, 

Ionescu held the post in Antwerp for the period April 1984 - Octo-
ber 1987. It is thus unclear where Traian Băsescu was during the 
interval November 1987 – April 14, 1988, when he actually took 
charge of his post. Did he go to Antwerp as a NAVROM delegate, 
to get an initial understanding of the issues there? All that remains 
is conjecture. Was he training with the Securitate, at least in coun-
ter-intelligence, before being sent to his post, a normal occurrence 
in the logic of things and practice at the time?” 

“Pavel Aron, did not attend public events after 1989 and did 
not give any declarations and interviews but he made an exception 
in the case of Traian Băsescu, by making public the decision re-
garding Băsescu’s appointment. The appointment was exclusively 
based on objective criteria of professional competence, without 
any interference of the Party or of the Securitate.”

“It is more likely that, given his rank of minister, when the 
ministerial order arrived on Aron’s desk for signing, Băsescu’s 
file had already passed the approvals of human resources and Se-
curitate.” 

“The declaration of minister Aron was contradicted even the 
following day, October 16, 2006,  when another dignitary of the 
communist regime, Ştefan Andrei, former Minister of Foreign Af-
fairs and of Foreign Trade, affirmed in an interview given to a TV 
station that nobody could be sent to a post abroad without the ap-
proval of the Securitate”.

“In conclusion, apart from the declaration of the former min-
ister Aron and of his own claims, nothing can contradict the fact 
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the former ship master was sent to Antwerp with the obligatory 
approval of the Securitate and, according to other claims, was in 
touch with the espionage officers of socialist Romania.”

Perhaps we have been unjust so far, discussing, Traian 
Băsescu’s professional ascension and the benefits he enjoyed as 
a result, but we have not yet demonstrated how much work there 
was behind it all. At the age of 30, when others still look for the 
joys of youth, Băsescu was a full-grown man, mature and respon-
sible. He was not managing a production workshop or a driving a 
truck, but was the captain of high tonnage ships, on long, tiresome 
voyages, full of dangers and unpredictable events. A sea voyage 
on board Romanian commercial ships could never be considered a 
pleasure trip, even less so on an oil tanker.  The tanker was a long 
voyage ship, huge and hostile, which transported a dangerous 
product, whose omnipresent stench kept the sailors in a permanent 
and uncomfortable state of alert. The terrible accident that led to 
the sinking of the oil tanker “Independenţa” and to the horrible 
death of most crew men, who drowned and burned at the same 
time at the entrance of the Bosphorus strait, and then the sudden 
sinking, without clear explanations, of the second high tonnage oil 
tanker, “Unirea“, in the offing of the Black Sea, shortly before the 
launching of “Biruinţa”, were the worst nightmares of the crews 
on all oil tankers in the Romanian fleet.

The events were not yet history, they had happened just a few 
years before and they were still fresh in everyone’s memory. The 
crew men embarked with fear in the hearts, at the mercy of God, 
of the sea, and of their commander’s skills. The equipment on 
board was not designed to ensure the sailors’ comfort, but just 
enough space to safely transport as large a quantity of merchan-
dise as possible. In addition, the equipment aboard the ships was 
either old, or of bad quality. Every hour of the voyage without 
problems and each day without incidents was a small victory. On 
the other hand, the food in the galley of the ships in the commer-
cial fleet of socialist Romania also reflected, in point of quantity 
and quality, the poverty of the country. The ridiculous low daily 
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monetary allowance granted to the crew kept them away from any 
temptations that might have allured them in the various ports of 
call.  The crew saved all the money they could, during the long 
and difficult voyages, to provide a little prosperity for their fami-
lies upon their return home. They kept an eye on their expenses 
and on their small investments, on every cent they spent on things 
they bought abroad. 

The high tonnage oil tankers in the 150.000 tdw class rep-
resented an exception regarding the equipment and comfort on 
board. For example, the oil tanker “Independenţa”, lost in the 
tragic accident occurred in the night of 14-15 November 1979 in 
the Bosporus strait, was a special ship, considered, for good rea-
son, the flag ship of the commercial fleet at the time. The crew had 
very good accommodations, as one of those who sailed aboard it 
remembers: “each crew man had his own large cabin, comfort-
able, with a restroom. The ship was huge. It also has a sports hall, 
swimming pool, two elevators….It was a spacious and comfort-
able ship. Believe me, I didn’t even get a chance to visit all of 
it”, says Dragoş Voicescu, a mechanical officer who survived the 
Bosphorus disaster and who made several voyages abroad on that 
ship. “Life on board the “Independenţa” was different from the 
life on board other ships but there were also restrictions. For ex-
ample, alcoholic drinks were absolutely forbidden and smoking 
was allowed in cabins only. For those reasons the salaries were 
higher. If I remember well, I had around 2,700 lei a month, plus 
bonuses” (a declaration of Dragoş Voicescu, recorded by the jour-
nalist Constantin Cumpănă, quoted from the site www.romanians.
bc.ca)

We can imagine that neither the equipment on “Biruinţa”, 
which replaced the former flag-ship of the Romanian commercial 
fleet and disappeared under tragic circumstances, together with 
most of its crew, could not be much less grand. But a sailor’s life, 
even in the somewhat better conditions aboard the “Biruinţa”, this 
new high tonnage oil tanker, has its rigors and specifics. As far as 
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personal life was concerned, the price paid was high. A sailor’s 
life was not happy and it was far from romantic, as some people 
think. Sailors spent two thirds of a year at sea, enduring the calls 
and moorage in the destination port, which granted only a few 
moments of relaxation. During most of voyage, the sailors were 
deprived of the presence of their loved ones, whose faces smiled 
back to them only from the photos and the only contact was by 
a sporadic phone call. The thought of their families and of what 
they would do during the short holidays at home was not real hap-
piness. Day after day passed in the monotonous work routine, in 
the muffled noise of the huge engines and the creaking of the ship 
breaking through the waves. The only daily joy was exactly that 
monotony, because the “events” on board the ship are mostly un-
pleasant, from storms to technical crisis, or health problems or 
other issues related to the crew. 

Traian Băsescu not only loaded oil and oil derivatives, which 
were dangerous goods to transport, but also thirty people, each 
with his own character, frustrations and issues.  He led not only 
the ship, but also the destinies and fortunes of the crew members. 
For these people and their commander, shut up in an immense can 
floating on the waves of the sea, “home” had become the ship, 
for most of the time. When they were at home in Romania, they 
would be soon yearning for a new departure, and a few days after 
leaving, they would miss what they had left on shore. That was the 
hardest tribute that they paid to the sea, the trade they had chosen 
in their life kept the sailors away from life’s greatest joys, which 
is the comfort of the private space. 

It was a responsibility that weighed heavily on Traian 
Băsescu’s young shoulders. He had not only to go through all that 
himself, but also to take charge of the ship and of all the people 
on board, and that molded the character that we, citizens of Ro-
mania, know by now. He would get on board the ship, with his 
sailor’s bag, in which he had his own concerns, his nostalgia for 
his wife, Maria, and their two daughters, Ioana and Elena. Dur-
ing those long sea voyages, the personality of this man accentu-
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ated his choleric temperament. Băsescu learned not to ponder too 
much before making a decision, and to express it immediately, 
unsparingly, even without considering too much about its conse-
quences. That way of thinking was useful in time, but it also got 
him into trouble. Under the “Byzantine” allure of the later years of 
the communist regime in Romania, when a decision-maker rarely 
resolved something without first covering his back. such behavior 
was even dangerous, but, much to his good fortune, he did not 
report to anyone at sea. What counted was to come home with the 
ship, along with the cargo and the crew.

In 1987, according to his official biography, Traian Băsescu 
enjoyed a well-deserved promotion: he was appointed Head of the 
Economic Agency of NAVROM in Antwerp, Belgium. Here there 
seems to be either an error made by Băsescu, or something else. 
The order of appointment issued by the Minister of Transport, 
Pavel Aron, under no. 223, bears the date of February 2, 1988.  
The document sets forth “sending, on a temporary basis, NAV-
ROM representatives to the agencies abroad” and it was issued on 
the grounds of the minister’s competencies and of the subordina-
tion of the activity of Romania’s commercial fleet to such min-
ister’s decisions, as provided by the decree-law 29/1971 on the 
organization and functions of the Ministry of Transport, with its 
subsequent modifications. On those grounds, the minister ordered: 
“the following comrades are hereby sent for a three-month period 
from the date of their assuming the post, in the positions and at 
the agencies mentioned for each of them: Iuraşcu Gheorghe, chief 
inspector with the Inspectorate of Civil Navigation within the Na-
val Transport Department of Constantza, in the position of head 
of agency at the NAVROM Agency in Alexandria, Arab Republic 
of Egypt; Băsescu Traian, ship master with NAVROM Shipping 
Enterprise of Constantza, in the position of head of agency at the 
NAVROM Agency in Antwerp, Belgium”. The said order was en-
trusted to the director of Personnel and Training Division, Florea 
Vintilă, and to the head of the Legal Office within the Ministry of 
Transport, Gheorghe Cristel for completion. (After 1989, Pavel 
Aron retired from the public life. Florea Vintilă is deceased, and 
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the former head of the Legal Office within the ministry, Gheorghe 
Cristel, opened a private law office. As far as the other head of 
NAVROM agency, who was sent to Alexandria, Egypt, we can 
guess that he is the cartographer Gheorghe Ivaşcu, the author of 
various navigation charts).

         
Five and a half months of waiting 

 Much speculation was made regarding the hidden agenda be-
hind the appointment Traian Băsescu to that important post. The 
post offered him a well-deserved break after almost a decade of 
painstaking voyages at sea. First of all we have to show that there 
is discontinuity in what Băsescu wrote in his official autobiogra-
phy, namely that he took charge of the post in Antwerp in 1988. 
It is certain that Traian Băsescu was appointed to that post on 3 
February 1988 (the date of the order no. 223 of the Minister of 
Transport) and actually took it, as recorded in a report on the ac-
tivity performed by him over there, dated 25 May 1989, and ad-
dressed to Vice Admiral Gheorghe Anghelescu, the commander of 
the commercial fleet, only two months and ten days later. In the 
document mentioned above he wrote clearly: “I, the undersigned 
Băsescu Traian, hereby report: I held the post for the period 14 
April 1988 – 5 May 1989”. Băsescu’s predecessor in Antwerp was 
Dumitru Ionescu, who would become his business partner after 
1989. According to the data provided by the Ministry of Trans-
port, Ionescu held the post in Antwerp for the period April 1984 
– October 1987. Thus, the whereabouts of Traian Băsescu are still 
unclear for the interval November 1987 – 14 April 1988, when he 
actually took charge of his post. Did he go to Antwerp, as a NAV-
ROM delegate, to make preliminary contact with the issues there? 
It is not likely, in the absence of the approvals needed. Unfortu-
nately, the minister does not have any data in this respect. The 
NAVROM archives are inaccessible, since the company is un-
dergoing judicial liquidation, and Traian Băsescu’s “professional 
folder” (personnel file / record) with the Ministry of Transport is 
not public either, by virtue of the legislation on the protection of 
personal data. Conjecture is all we have. Did he attend training 
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with the Securitate, at least on counterintelligence, before being 
sent to his post, which was after all, normal under the circum-
stances, according to the logic and to the practice of the time?  

There are several voices and arguments that claim involve-
ment of the Securitate in the appointment of Traian Băsescu for 
that post, which overrode the bureaucratic procedures of person-
nel checks and reports. Băsescu does not appear in any document 
as being there during the period of five and a half months that 
elapsed since the occurrence of the vacancy of the post of head of 
NAVROM Agency in Antwerp and until it was taken over, as he 
declares in his official autobiography.

His appointment to the post in Antwerp was a well-deserved 
promotion. Pavel Aron, who after 1989 did not attend public man-
ifestations, did not give any declarations and interviews, made an 
exception in the case of Traian Băsescu, by making public the 
decision regarding Băsescu’s appointment, which was exclu-
sively based on objective criteria of professional competence, 
without any interference of the Party or of the Securitate. The 
former minister in the last government of the Ceauşescu regime 
says: “in the context of CAER, in Antwerp there were specialists 
who were responsible for shipping and who were appointed for a 
two year mandate. When our turn came to send a specialist who 
would monitor the specific shipping issues, Băsescu was the com-
mander of Biruinţa, a ship of 150,000 tdw. We discussed the fact 
that we had to find a well-trained, young person with experience 
in navigation, with the head of naval Transport”. Traian Băsescu 
was chosen, stated Pavel Aron, and the management council of 
the ministry approved the appointment without any interference 
of the Securitate or of the Party’s human resources department, 
who didn’t even see Băsescu’s candidate file. “There were pro-
fessional, and not political or other criteria that were taken into 
account. The information sent from Antwerp was strictly related 
to navigation and shipping matters “, added the former communist 
minister in the newspaper Cotidianul of 18 October 2006, denying 
any link between Traian Băsescu with the Securitate, in his capac-
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ity as head of commercial agency abroad. 
        

Pavel Aron – “the man who sent Băsescu to Antwerp”  
      Pavel Aron makes at least two mistakes in his claims. First, 
Traian Băsescu had a Romanian predecessor in Antwerp, and not 
a citizen of another socialist country, member of CAER; it was 
Dumitru Ionescu, who had occupied that post, not for two years, 
but for three years and six months. The appointment of the NAV-
ROM agent had nothing in common with the economic coopera-
tion among the CAER member states, but it aimed at solving the 
problems related to the voyages of Romania’s commercial ships 
in the North Sea area. Pavel Aron is again mistaken with regard 
to the appointments to posts, when he says that not even the Par-
ty had anything to do with the appointment. There were no such 
exceptions in the operating procedures of the institutions of the 
communist state, and, as a member of the RCP [Romanian Com-
munist Party], Traian Băsescu had to obey the statutes and the 
procedure rules of the Party. It is more likely that, given his rank 
of minister, when the ministerial order arrived on Aron’s desk for 
signing, Băsescu’s file had already passed the approvals of human 
resources and Securitate.

We have to consider the circumstances under which “the man 
sent by Pavel Aron to Antwerp”, as the press highlighted, such 
statements. As we said before, Pavel Aron retired totally from 
public life after 1989. The only declaration he made was the one 
referring to Băsescu having been sent to Antwerp. Pavel Aron’s 
statement had not been requested by the press, and they didn’t 
even know him before he was presented before the newspapermen 
Traian Băsescu, in a festivity hall. The Minister of Transport of 
the last government of Ceauşescu’s regime had been invited, on 
17 October 2006, for the anniversary of 60 years from the erec-
tion of the CFR Palace, an event with which he had no connection, 
except for the fact that he had had his office in that palace, in his 
capacity as member of the Dăscălescu government. 

The following day, the press wrote how President Băsescu 
met with two ministers of transport that had left a mark on his 



     44

career, one who sent him to Antwerp and another one who in-
troduced him to Petre Roman: “during his visit to the Ministry 
of Transport on the occasion of the 60th anniversary of the CFR 
Palace of Bucharest, President Traian Băsescu caught a glimpse 
of Pavel Aron, among other former ministers of Transport. “I see 
Minister Aron, who was the one who signed my appointment for 
the post in Antwerp, and not the Securitate, but also my return 
from Antwerp and my subsequent appointment as chief inspec-
tor of Civil Navigation,” said the President. Then, Pavel Aron did 
nothing but confirm, somewhat forced by the situation, in a “fic-
tionalized” style, as one of them remarked, the presidential ver-
sion of Băsescu’s biography. 

The presence of Pavel Aron at the celebration held at the CFR 
Palace and his declaration which was extremely convenient for 
the President, took place in a moment when the links between 
Traian Băsescu and Securitate, via Antwerp, were already in the 
public eye. The fact is that one of the people close to him is Silvi-
an Ionescu, former Securitate officer, who was responsible for the 
espionage networks of socialist Romania in Western Europe, ac-
cording to his own statements, during the last years of Ceauşescu’s 
regime. Ionescu was the head of Service I (Belgium-Holland-Lux-
emburg) within the Foreign Department of the Securitate.

   
With the consent of the Securitate?

Minister Aron’s statement was contradicted as early as the 
following day, 16 October 2006, when another dignitary of the 
communist regime, Ştefan Andrei, former minister of foreign af-
fairs and of foreign trade, affirmed in an interview given to a TV 
station that nobody could be sent to a post abroad without the 
approval of the Securitate. Ştefan Andrei also said that the ap-
proval for holding any post abroad had to be given by a com-
mission of the Human Resources Department of the Romanian 
Communist Party, led by Elena Ceauşescu, but that commission 
was actually subordinated to the Securitate. The appointment of 
Traian Băsescu to Antwerp was no exception. The statements of 
ex-minister Pavel Aron referring to the absence of any approval 
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whatsoever with regard to the appointment were contradicted by 
the close acquaintance of Băsescu and the former Securitate of-
ficer Silvian Ionescu, the head of the Romanian espionage resid-
ing in the Benelux. He confirmed what Ştefan Andrei had said. 
“Was it possible for anyone to be appointed head of the NAVROM 
Agency abroad without the consent of the Securitate or without 
being a collaborator of the Securitate?”, asked Mugur Ciuvică, 
the director of the Group for Political Investigations, in a dialogue 
published by the press. Silvian Ionescu said: “The answer to your 
question is ‘yes, it was’. The only condition was that the person 
should have been checked, at the request of the Party. Since every 
person sent to work abroad had to be approved by the Party, the 
Party requested the Securitate to have him checked”.

In conclusion, apart from the declaration of ex-minister Aron 
and Băsescu’s own affirmations, nothing contradicts the fact that 
the former ship master was sent to Antwerp with the consent of the 
Securitate and, according to other claims, he was in touch with the 
espionage officers of socialist Romania. Also, the long absence of 
Traian Băsescu from the records of the Ministry of Transport, at 
least from the ones made public so far, for a period when he claims 
to have been Antwerp, does not exclude the possibility that, before 
going abroad to take his post of head of a commercial agency, the 
ex-shipmaster had been trained in at one of the specialized units of 
the former Department of State Security [Securitate]. 

Ovidiu Ohanesian who is a Romanian-Armenian journalist, 
remembered how he was held hostage in Iraq for nearly 2 months, 
and how, in a hot cellar he was confined, blindfolded and ordered 
not to speak, along with his fellow hostages. 

Ohannesian also received parting gifts from his captors, when 
he returned home after May 22, 2008. 

The list of hostages consisted of Ohannesian of the daily 
newspaper Romania Libera, reporter Maria Keanne Ion and cam-
eraman Sorin Miscoci of Prima TV. Also held captive was their 
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Iraqi American guide Mohammed Monaf when they were taken 
hostage on March 28, 2008

Romanian President Traian Basescu led a negotiating team to 
win the journalists’ release. A group called Maadh Bin Jabal, pre-
viously unknown, claimed to be responsible for the kidnapping. 
Al Jazeera television aired a videotape of their statement. 

According to Ohannesian, the abductees were blindfolded and 
ordered not to speak. If they broke the rules then punishment fol-
lowed, which included the denial of meals. “We spent 51 days un-
derground, crowded in a small cellar with a weak light bulb, and 
blindfolded. There was no air, I was sweating abundantly, worse 
than a sauna,” he said. 

Monaf has been accused by Romanian prosecutors of helping 
the kidnappers, along with a Syrian born businessman, who along 
with Monaf’s wife has denied the charge. The US authorities are 
holding Monaf. 

Ohanesian does not believe Monaf was involved in the kid-
napping. 

“I think he was a collateral victim,” he said. “Monaf was held 
with us the entire time.” 
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Chapter 7
 

Ovidiu Ohanesian: Băsescu was involved in the kidnapping 
“affair” 

Jurnalul Naţional – 05/21/2008 by Ovidiu Ohanesian
“That is where Yassin Mohamad came in, who was a close ac-

quaintance of President Băsescu and an honest inheritor of Hays-
sam’s fortune, as the President himself put it”.

“Having taken possession of the lands, Mohamad Yassin, 
characterized by Traian Băsescu as “the beneficiary in good faith 
of Hayssam’s fortune”, practically saved Hayssam from a possible 
enforcement of a sentence, in case he would be found guilty of 
having prejudiced Romania as a result of illegal business”.

The journalist claims that the Iraq story was “the second great 
hush-up of the maneuvers of secret services after the Revolution 
of 1989”.

Moreover, Ohanesian is convinced that the kidnappers were 
not the ones who were brought before the court. “The persons 
who actually organized our kidnapping are not Omar Hayssam 
and Mohammad Munaf, but a close circle around the Cotroceni 
[Cotroceni Palace, the President’s residence – translator’s note], 
consisting of officers, politicians, and businessmen close to Presi-
dent Traian Băsescu”.

The journalist also gives an explanation to that end, claiming 
that Hayssam had to be removed, because during the past 20 years 
he had created a financial organization in Romania, which spon-
sored the terrorist organizations Hamas and Hezbollah. “Omar 
Hayssam flourished under the protection of PSD [Social-Demo-
cratic Party] and, along with the Euro-Atlantic integration; such 
wealth had to be transferred toward the new power, adapted to the 
new conditions. That is where Yassin Mohamad, a close acquain-
tance of President Băsescu came in. He was an honest inheritor of 
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Hayssam’s fortune, as the President himself put it “, said Ohane-
sian.

Moreover, he stated that, although they (the kidnapped jour-
nalists – translator’s note) could have been liberated by the Iraqis 
and the Americans, “the Romanian authorities preferred a sepa-
rate channel of negotiation”, so that the President could “Increase 
his ratings in the polls”” and claims that “the kidnapped journal-
ists were exchanged for the amount of 9 million dollars”. 

 Ovidiu Ohanesian will launch the first volume of his own 
investigations concerning the circumstances under which he 
was kidnapped together with his two colleagues, Sorin Miscoci 
and Marie Jeanne Ion, under the title “Amintirile din portbagaj” 
(“Memories from the Trunk”). 

Mohamad Yassin the Arab doctor who negotiated the libera-
tion of the journalists kidnapped in Iraq received a certificate of 
honor from President Băsescu. “An honest beneficiary of Hays-
sam’s fortune”, that is how President Traian Băsescu characterized 
Mohamad Yassin,. But the doctor is not exactly as clean a “ben-
eficiary”, as one might think. Yassin appears in several strange 
transactions with mortgaged plots of land – business initiated by 
Omar Hayssam himself. By his contribution, Yassin helped the 
Syrian, now charged with terrorism to “get rid” of several proper-
ties, which could have been foreclosed anytime for the account of 
the Hayssam’s debts towards the Romanian state. 

On 4 November 2004 – at the beginning of the economic 
investigations – Hayssam was facing claims of tens of billions 
of lei, representing debts and damages caused by him to the Ro-
manian state. From that moment on, the Syrian started to “disap-
pear” from his companies, leaving his lieutenants in the position 
of shareholders. As far as the plots of land were concerned, things 
were more difficult. The benefactor was Mohamad Yassin, for at 
least for three plots with a declared value of 3.4 billion lei. The 
plots were alienated (the voluntary and absolute transfer of title 
and possession of real property from one person to another) to a 
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chain of buyers, possibly to lose track of the properties. Thus, on 
24 November 2004, Omar Hayssam and Omar Adela (Hayssam’s 
wife) sold two plots of land to Mihai Nasture (Hayssam’s brother 
in law); the first property, 19,000 square meters, is located inside 
the commune Dragomireşti Vale (Ilfov county), and the second, 
4,301 square meters, is located inside the commune Otopeni. The 
land in Dragomireşti was sold to the brother in law for 860 million 
lei, and the one in Otopeni for 1.8 billion. At the time Nasture was 
only an employee of the Syrian, drawing a monthly salary that did 
not exceed 5 million lei. A third alienation deed was signed by and 
between Hayssam and Nasture the very same day – for a plot of 
land of 2,500 square meters, located in Dragomireşti-Ilfov, which 
the Syrian donated to his brother in law. The problem appears in 
two of the contracts, those referring to the lands in the commune 
Dragomireşti. The documents mention that the real estate consti-
tuted a guarantee in favor of the company Shinah Won Roma-
nia SRL. Normally, Nasture accepts to take over the mortgage as 
well. Ten days before the Romanian journalists were kidnapped in 
Iraq, Mihai Nasture alienated, in his turn, the plots to Mohamad 
Yassin. Yassin took possession of the three plots exactly on the 
same day – 18 March 2005, and the transaction was legalized by 
the same notary. Curious enough, both the transaction between 
Hayssam and Nasture, and the one between Nasture and Yassin 
were drawn up by Violeta Pârvan, head of the Legal Office of a 
company that belonged to Hayssam that is now charged with ter-
rorism. By the said deeds, “an honest beneficiary of the transfers 
of wealth”, as President Băsescu called him, bought the land in 
Dragomireşti Vale and in Otopeni and is donated the 2,500 square 
meters in Dragomireşti, as well. The price differences amount to 
several hundreds of millions lei.  Hayssam got rid of the mort-
gage, given that Yassin “gratefully accepted” and bought the plots 
“being aware of the legal status thereof, including the fact that the 
land was mortgaged in favor of the company Shinah Won Roma-
nia SRL. Taking possession of the plots of land, Mohamad Yassin, 
characterized by Traian Băsescu as “beneficiary in good faith of 
Hayssam’s fortune”, saved Hayssam from a possible foreclosure, 
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had he been found guilty of having prejudiced Romania with his 
illegal business. Moreover, notarial sources told us that there was 
a possibility that those deeds were drawn up illegally. Firstly, at 
the moment when the parties signed the contracts of sale-acquisi-
tion and of donation of the mortgaged plots of land, it was obliga-
tory that the company that benefitted from the guarantee be called 
to give its consent therewith, and such consent should have been 
mentioned in the notarial deed, which did not happen. Thus, it 
is possible that “financial engineering” might have been planned 
for impeding the procedures of real estate foreclosure or even to 
make the land “disappear”. Another odd thing concerns the deed 
of donation. The same notarial sources said that by that proce-
dure, one could avoid taxation, in order to take the land out of the 
agricultural usage. What is certain is that the three plots of land, 
whose value exceeded by far the one declared in the contracts, 
were safely placed into the hands of the “honest beneficiary” – via 
brother in law Nasture – and in that case, the investigators can no 
longer find them. Mohamad Yassin refused to talk with us about 
his real estate business with Mihai Nasture. First he hung up on 
us, angrily, telling us that “the journalists’ story is a closed case”. 
When we insisted, Yassin declared only that he had not bought 
anything from Omar Hayssam and that he did not wish to talk 
with us anymore. Mohamad Yassin said that he was not in a posi-
tion to talk about the transactions concluded with Mihai Nasture,  
“except in the presence of my lawyer”, so stated the beneficiary 
of Hayssam’s fortune – “and my lawyer is in France, he can’t  be 
contacted; you may call me next week.”  
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Chapter 8

Băsescu’s man of confidence, Dr. Yassin, in the attention of 
SRI (Romanian Intelligence Service)    

    Gardianul – 04/02/2007 by Luminiţa Castali, Andi Topală 
     The controversial Dr. Mohamed Yassin, whom President Traian 
Băsescu sent to Baghdad to intermediate the liberation of the jour-
nalists and whom he put in charge of a private crisis cell, was 
already being monitored by the SRI (Romanian Intelligence Ser-
vice). 

The former chief of the Service, Radu Timofte, declared be-
fore the Parliament’s members of the Voiculescu Commission: “I 
knew Dr. Yassin, he was under the surveillance of the SRI, and 
maybe he still is at present. But I am not very sure if he still is be-
ing monitored. I knew a lot about his contacts with the Arab com-
munity in Bucharest and his many trips to Arab countries. At one 
time, Dr. Yassin’s activity was superposed to the activity of some 
SRI and SIE [Foreign Intelligence Service] officers that we had 
transferred to Baghdad during the crisis related to the journalists”, 
explained Timofte.
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Chapter 9
The “torpedoes” attached to the Voiculescu Report: Two 
testimonials on Băsescu’s past in Antwerp! 

Gardianul – 03/22/2007 by Adina Anghelescu
“There seemingly are two recordings of individuals who 

knew Băsescu well during his mandate as chief of Navrom in An-
twerp. One of the “witnesses” is named Furnica. Maybe that is 
why Băsescu said the other day to Voiculescu: “What would the 
people say? That the Securitate officer Voiculescu brought down 
Băsescu?” Voiculescu would have replied: “No, they would say 
that the Securitate officer Voiculescu brought down the Securitate 
officer Băsescu!”

“He contributed to creating an atmosphere of political insta-
bility, violating articles 89 and 80 concerning the President’s role 
in seeing that the Constitution is observed.”

“He seriously prejudiced the institutions of the state, saying 
that the Parliament is “a wreck and in a state of clinical death” and 
the Government “serves the interests of special interest groups”, 
thereby violating article 61 paragraph 1 of the Constitution.” 

“He publicly told the prosecutors which case files he wanted 
them to investigate, thereby violating articles 124 and 132 of the 
Constitution. He intimidated the Constitutional Court, asserting 
that it “despised the national interest”, which contradicts art. 142 
§1, art. 145 and 147 §4, of the Constitution. He accepted illegal 
wiretaps, thereby violating art. 1 §5, and art. 16 §2”.

“The Commission found that there is sufficient data and evi-
dence to show that the President committed the offence of abuse 
of power against the public interests and conflict of interests in 
the case of Alro Slatina and Art Construct 92 SRL. In his capacity 
as negotiator of the PSAL I Program, Traian Băsescu introduced, 
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under his own signature, the companies ALRO Slatina and AL-
PROM Slatina to the list of privatization by direct negotiation, 
although the two companies were profitable at the time. 

The commission for the suspension of President Traian 
Băsescu produced a report of 700 pages, which was not made pub-
lic. The reason was that the 700 pages were sent to the Prosecutor 
of the High Court and reveal criminal offences, and their annexes, 
and abound in testimonials and documents. The hearing of the 
former head of SRI, Radu Timofte, revealed spectacular details, 
based on which President Băsescu had forced him to resign. The 
secret services had known the location of the terrorists all along 
during the hostage crisis, but Băsescu managed all the procedures. 
Other aspects, also related to secrets from the President’s past, 
were also revealed in the annexes of the report. 

Everyone wondered what are the real accusations were made 
by the commission led by Dan Voiculescu? Most of the analysts 
showed that real accusations were missing. Those that could have 
a legal impact sooner of later, and the press conference of the 
commission members did not cause any immediate revelations. 
There is a reason for that.

Gardianul presented four important conclusions, among 
which there was the one that President Traian Băsescu had been 
involved in the dismissal of the heads of the secret services. New 
information confirms that Radu Timofte explained, while he was 
deposed by the commission led by Dan Voiculescu, that after 
the disappearance of Haysam from Romania, President Traian 
Băsescu told him at Cotroceni,: “You are not leaving this room 
before I see you’ve written your resignation”. On the other hand, 
the commission have aces up its sleeves, which it did not want to 
make public. They have to be kept secret until the General Pros-
ecutor’s office has received the report and its annexes, and begins 
checking all aspects that were brought up. One of those aces, some 
confidential source claim, would be the fact that Radu Timofte 
shed a new light over what happened during the hostage crisis, 
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in the sense that he would have told the commission that SRI and 
SIE had known the whereabouts of the journalists from the very 
beginning. President Traian Băsescu was in charge of the crisis 
cell and adopted tactics about which there can’t be said enough, 
even now.  On the other hand, in relation to some aspects which 
were hidden by the President, some commission member say that 
among the evidence revealed during the hearing there would be 
two recordings, a video and an audio, from two persons who knew 
Traian Băsescu well during his mandate as head of Navrom in 
Antwerp. Our data indicates that one of those two persons would 
be the mysterious Mr. Furnica, who would have given some very 
interesting information about the past of the present head of state.

On the grounds of the extended report of the commission, to-
gether with its annexes (documents, declarations etc.), the com-
mission led by Dan Voiculescu will also act at the level of the 
Prosecutor’s office with the High Court. But it is a mystery if any-
thing would happen at that level, since, as the Constitution pro-
vides, the President of the country can only be investigated after 
being suspended for high treason and nothing less. 

Nineteen charges were brought against the head of the state 
by the MP’s [members of the Parliament] of the Special com-
mission for the suspension of the President.  After three weeks 
of hearing witnesses and checking documents, the investigative 
commission led by Dan Voiculescu reached the conclusion that 
there were enough reasons for the president to be suspended. The 
report of the Commission was handed in to the Permanent Bu-
reaus of the Chamber [of Deputies] and of the Senate, in order to 
be subsequently presented in an emergency procedure, together 
with the application made by PSD and PRM, to the Constitutional 
Court. The Court would have 20 days to pass its verdict. The anti-
presidential report resulted in the resignation of the director of 
SIE, Claudiu Saftoiu, and another ‘collateral’ victim could be the 
minister of integration, the Democrat Anca Boagiu. Additional ev-
idence collected by the Commission, related to criminal offences, 
will be presented to the General Prosecutor’s office. The Parlia-
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mentary Commission for the suspension of the President kept its 
word and publicly presented the summary of the report, on time, 
at the deadline established by the plenum of the Chamber and of 
the Senate. It consists of 7 pages and, together with its annexes, 
it totals 700. The 13 MP’s from all parties except PD [the Demo-
crats] (who refused to occupy the two seats it was entitled to, ac-
cording to the political algorithm) reached the conclusion that the 
President had broken nearly every constitutional provision pos-
sible. The Commission charged him with no less than 19 serious 
violations of the fundamental law.

The violations of the Constitution by a President

•	 He adopted an attitude of political advocacy, abandoning 
the role of mediator among the powers of the state. Thus 
he violated art. 1 §3, and art. 80 §2, of the Constitution;

•	 He sidestepped the will of the electorate and appointed 
the Prime Minster without consulting with the political 
parties and without taking into account the results of the 
elections, thus breaking the provisions of art. 103 para-
graph 1;

•	 He interfered with the activity of the Parliament, thus vio-
lating the principle of parliamentary autonomy, art. 64 of 
the Constitution;

•	 He contributed to creating an atmosphere of political in-
stability, thus infringing art. 89 and 80, concerning the 
President’s role in ensuring the observance of the Con-
stitution;

•	 He seriously prejudiced the institutions of the state, by 
stating that the Parliament is “a wreck in a state of clini-
cal death” and the Government “serves the interests of 
special interest groups”, thereby violating article 61 §1, 
of the Constitution;



     56

•	 The President subordinated the intelligence services, 
which contradicts art. 65 §2;

•	 He abrogated the right of legislative initiative, thereby 
violating art. 74;

•	 He constantly acted with a view to subordinate the Gov-
ernment and substituted himself to it, thereby violating 
art. 102 §1, and art. 107 §1;

•	 He created ad-hoc bodies parallel to the institutions of the 
state, in contradiction to art. 102 paragraph, art 116 para-
graph 2, art. 117 paragraph 3, and art. 119 of the Constitu-
tion;

•	 He refused to appoint the minister for Parliamentary Re-
lations and the minister of foreign affairs, thereby violat-
ing art. 85 §2, and art. 107 §1, of the Constitution; 

•	 He abusively participated in the government meetings, 
thereby violating art. 87;

•	 He gave public orders to the Prosecutors, indicating 
which cases they should prosecute, thereby violating art. 
124 and 132 of the Constitution;

•	 He endangered the existence of an independent justice, 
thereby violating art. 124;

•	 He substituted himself for the judges, by making appre-
ciations on the grounds of condemnations in motivating 
pardon decrees, thereby violating art. 126 § 1 of the Con-
stitutions;

•	 He intimidated the Constitutional Court, asserting that the 
Court “despises the national interest”. Thus contradicting 
art. 142 § 1, art. 145 and 147  § 4 of the Constitution;

•	 He accepted illegal wiretaps, thus violating art. 1 § 5 and 
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art. 16 § 2;

•	 Up to this time he has not presented the National Strategy 
for the Defense of the Country, thereby violating art. 65 § 
2 (f) of the Constitution and art. 5  § 2 of Law 473 /2004;

•	  He favored various economic operators, thereby disre-
garding art. 135 §1 and §2 of the fundamental law;

•	 He has personal initiatives in foreign policy, without con-
sulting the Government and the Parliament, thereby vio-
lating art. 102 § 1 of the Constitution and causing serious 
damages to the image of the country abroad. 

The Liberals did not accept the Report of the Voiculescu Com-
mission            
      The report of the Voiculescu Commisison was adopted by 8 
votes in favor and 4 abstentions. The PRM [Party Great Romania] 
Valentin Dinescu did not sign the conclusions, as he was abroad. 
The Liberals Norica Nicolai, Crin Antonescu, and George Scuta-
ru, as well as UDMR [the Democratic Union of the Hungarians of 
Romania] member Mete Andras Levente abstained from signing 
the report. Subsequently, Norica Nicolai explained that the Liber-
als had objections to the conclusion of the Commission, in the 
sense that President Băsescu detoured the results of the elections 
and imposed Tariceanu as Prime Minister. What the Liberals can-
not accept is that they achieved power by the will of the President 
and not by the will of the electorate, as reflected by the result of 
the vote expressed in December 2004.

A case with a criminal tinge              
   The Chairman of the investigation commission, Dan Voiculescu, 
made a brief presentation of the MPs’ conclusions: the President 
violated the Constitution and the President was involved in crimi-
nal offences. “Everything related to criminal aspects will be filed 
and sent separately to the General Prosecutor’s office”, announced 
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Voiculescu, by specifying that all the documents obtained by the 
PC (Conservatory Party) will be attached to the same file, and 
that would incriminate the head of the state for undermining the 
national economy, traffic of influence, forgery and use of forged 
documents. Voiculescu refused to give any details on the criminal 
offences which the head of the state was involved in.

Abuse of position and conflict of interests    
    The Commission found that there was data and evidence the 
President committed the offences of abuse of power against the 
public interests and conflict of interests in the case of Alro Slatina 
and Art Construct 92 SRL. In his capacity as negotiator of the 
PSAL I Program, Traian Băsescu introduced, under his own sig-
nature, the companies ALRO Slatina and ALPROM Slatina in the 
list of privatization by direct negotiation, although the two com-
panies were profitable at the time. President intervened in favor of 
Art Construct, by a resolution he sent directly to the Minister of 
Transport, Gh. Dobre, the Commission suspects that  the works 
paid were never actually done. To clarify those aspects which hint 
at criminal offences, the Voiculescu Commission will send the 
documents to the General Prosecutor’s office.   

Illegal recordings to be checked        
    During the hearings both the former head of SIE, Claudiu 
Saftoiu, and representatives of other secret services acknowledged 
that illegal recordings were made. The Voiculescu Commission 
asked the Permanent Bureaus of the Chamber and of the Senate to 
create an investigation commission, which would check whether 
the legal regime of interceptions is observed in Romania or, on the 
contrary, the human rights are seriously violated. The Voiculescu 
Commisison will also send evidence collected during the hearings 
to the General Prosecutor’s office.

Shoot Băsescu and Boagiu will fall     
     As the saying goes: “who you hit, and who will fall”, the 
Democrat Minister of Integration, Anca Boagiu. The Parliamen-
tary Commission for the Suspension of the President asked the 
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Chamber of Deputies to initiate the procedure of pressing criminal 
charges against minister Boagiu. She refused to provide data and 
information to the parliamentary commission, thereby violating 
the Law of ministerial liability and the Constitution. The unjusti-
fied refusal of the Minister of Integration is a criminal offence ac-
cording to art. 111 of the Constitution, corroborated with art 7 § 2 
of the Law of ministerial liability, and it is punishable with impris-
onment of between 6 months and 3 years. From the very begin-
ning the Democratic Party contested the constitutionality of the 
anti-presidential commission and decided to boycott its work. The 
PD-ists Anca Boagiu, Gheorghe Dobrea, and Elena Udrea refused 
to appear at hearings, but, as the last two of them are not political 
dignitaries, they were off the hook. The only one who responded 
to the Commission’s request was Minister Radu Berceanu.

The PC leader to the head of the state: “The people would say 
that Securitate officer Voiculescu brought down the Securitate 
officer Basescu!’              
       The most contentious meeting at the Cotroceni Palace was the 
one between President Traian Basescu and the party groups. They 
met with a view to find a solution for the Conservatory Party polit-
ical crisis in Romania. Started laconically, the discussion reached 
a point where Dan Voiculescu told the President that the best solu-
tion would be for him to resign. In reply, Basescu asked him if he 
wanted to run for president, to which Voiculescu answered: “No!” 
The toughest volley between Voiculescu and Basescu remains 
confidential because none of the participants disclosed the con-
tents. At one point, during the discussion on the suspension of the 
President, Traian Basescu replied: “What would the people say? 
That the Securitate officer Voiculescu brought down Basescu?” 
Voiculescu replied: “No, they would say that the Securitate offi-
cer Voiculescu brought down the Securitate officer Basescu!” The 
President had no answer to that, and those present around were 
left speechless.                       

The  Constitutional Court: The commission is legal.                  
The Constitutional Court of Romania (CCR) decided that the cre-
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ation of the commission for the investigation of the president did 
not violate fundamental law. The articles of the regulations of the 
Parliament, which provide for the setting up and functioning of 
such commission, in the opinion of CCR, was constitutional. The 
Constitutional Court: The Commission is legal. That was Con-
stitutional Court’s response to the claim of PD, which contested 
CCR’s set up and execution of the anti-presidential commission, 
led by the Dan Voiculescu, the leader of the PC. The verdict of the 
Court was passed only one hour before the commission presented 
its activity report. When the commission for the investigation of 
the president was set up, PD considered that it was illegal as it was 
provided only by the Regulation of common meetings of the Par-
liament, and not by the Constitution as well. The PD voted against 
setting up the commission, which was proposed to the Parliament 
by the PC, and as a sign of protest the PD did not appoint any rep-
resentatives to that body.

The successful argument will be presented in the decision of 
the Constitutional Court and it will be published in the Official 
Gazette of Romania. The decision is final and generally compul-
sory. The articles invoked by the PD and declared constitutional 
by the CCR show that the establishment of the Parliamentary 
commission for the investigation of the head of the state is a solu-
tion of the Legislative power in the event the plenum of such a 
forum considers that the arguments presented by the parties which 
initiated the procedure of suspension are insufficient. The above 
regulations also indicate that the procedure is to be followed once 
the commission is set up and until the vote is cast on the suspen-
sion of the president.
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Chapter 10
DNA [National Anti-Corruption Division] confirms the four 
arrests in the case file of the head of DGIPI and of the busi-

nessman Puiu Popoviciu

NewsIN – 3/24/2009     
       DNA confirms the four arrests in the case file of the head of 
DGIPI and of the businessman Puiu Popoviciu, according to a 
press communiqué of the said institution. 

“The anti-corruption prosecutors ordered that the following 
persons be arrested for 24 hours: Ioan Alecu, ex-president of the 
University of Agricultural Sciences and Veterinary Medicine of 
Bucharest, who was charged with abuse of position against the 
public interests, with very serious consequences, in a continuous 
manner; Gabriel Popoviciu, who was charged with being acces-
sory to abuse of position against the public interests, with very 
serious consequences; Cornel Şerban, director of the General Di-
vision of Intelligence and Internal Protection [DGIPI] within the 
Ministry of Administration and Interior [MAI], who was charged 
with favoring a criminal offender, using privileged information 
and allowing access of unauthorized persons to such information, 
with a view to obtain advantages for himself, and Petru Pitcovici, 
head of Operations Division within the General Anti-corruption 
Division within the MAI, who was charged with favoring a crimi-
nal offender”, the said communiqué showed.  

DNA did not provide any details related to the investigation. 

“Considering the stage of the investigation, we are not able 
to provide more information at this time, in accordance with the 
provisions of art. 12 §1 letters (e), (f) of Law 544/2001 concerning 
the free access to the information of public interest”, announced 
the DNA.

According to some judicial sources, Tuesday’s arrests origi-
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nated with an older case file, from 2007, which concerned the in-
vestigation of the businessman Puiu Popoviciu and Ion Alecu with 
regard to a suspicious real estate association. 

Cornel Şerban and Petre Pitcovici, were officers working to-
gether with another judiciary officer within the DNA with a view 
to impede the initiation of criminal prosecution, Popoviciu tried 
to influence the investigators. Şerban and Pitcovici exercised pres-
sure on the judiciary officer within the DNA to obtain a resolu-
tion in favor of Popoviciu. The DNA policeman turned himself in, 
which allowed for the arrest of the other people involved. 
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Chapter 11 
President Băsescu says that blaming Popoviciu’s “investment 
of billions” is an error

NewsIn – 03/28/2009     
      “Traian Băsescu says that blaming Popoviciu’s “investment of 
billions” is an error”.

“Traian Băsescu was also asked by the journalists about the 
notary’s office of his daughter Ioana, and about her apartment, 
which, according to some journalists, both are located in buildings 
owned by Popoviciu. Băsescu said that his daughter “bought the 
apartment correctly” and her “office was leased correctly”, with-
out specifying whether they has anything to do with Popoviciu or 
not”.

“Have you seen any affair in which my name is involved? 
How did you reach the conclusion that there is an involvement? 
If you ask me something, you must be honest. Ask the question 
clearly. Where did you see my name put in relation to this affair?” 
said the head state. 

“Turcan’s intervention is related to the official data in this 
case file, according to which, in minutes dated December 18th, 
2008, Pitcovici told Motoc Ion that ‘Puiu Popoviciu talked to 
Băsescu’ and that ‘Puiu Popoviciu is an associate in a company 
with Băsescu’s brother”.

“With regard to the assertion of the spokesman of the Presi-
dency on the fact that Băsescu and Popoviciu neither met, nor 
spoke over the phone since Băsescu has been the head of the state, 
journalist Sorin Roşca Stănescu declared on Realitatea TV that, 
in 2005, at the reception held on the launching of the newspaper 
“Averea”, Băsescu and Popoviciu were among the guests. Sub-
sequently, Valeriu Turcanu mentioned that the presence of both 
persons at a reception cannot be considered “a meeting”. 
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Traian Băsescu says that blaming Popoviciu’s “investment of 
billions” is an error, considering that, if it had been a problem, it 
would reside in the legality of the acquisition of the land. Then 
Traian Băsescu made some comments on the links attributed to 
him and his family with the businessman on question.

“What is Popoviciu’s crime? That he made an investment of a 
few billion in Bucharest? Is that a crime? It seems that this is the 
public view and I think it is very wrong.  The problem, if any, I un-
derstand that it lies with the legality of the transfer of the land. But 
to blame an investment of such dimensions is an error”, declared 
President Traian Băsescu while he was leaving the meeting of the 
presidents of local councils, which took place in Buşteni, when 
the press requested him to comment on the declarations of the 
persons investigated by the DNA in the case Popoviciu-DGIPI.

In the Popoviciu-DGIPI case and in the comments that ap-
peared in relation to it, the name of the President, of his elder 
daughter, Ioana, and of his brother, Mircea, appear as having rela-
tionships of friendship and a business association with Puiu Popo-
viciu, the businessman investigated by the DNA,. 

Traian Băsescu said, at Buşteni, that he has known Popoviciu 
since he was the Mayor of Bucharest, and the businessman pre-
sented him with the investment plan for the northern area of the 
capital city.   

The President also demonstrated that his brother Mircea did 
not do any business with Popoviciu. “He has no business rela-
tionship, you have seen last night’s declaration (of his spokesman 
Valeriu Turcan, who said that Mircea Băsescu was not associated 
with Popoviciu – author’s note), and I don’t think that it was nec-
essary to ask this again”, said Băsescu. Subsequently, the data pro-
vided by the Trade Register revealed that Mircea Băsescu was not 
recorded in any of the four companies together with Popoviciu, 
while the same institution has no record in which the business-
man appears as owner or associate of any company registered in 
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Romania. 

Traian Băsescu was also asked by the journalists about the 
notary’s office of his daughter Ioana, and about her apartment, 
which, according to some journalists, are both located in buildings 
owned by Popoviciu. Băsescu said that his daughter “bought the 
apartment correctly” and her “office was leased correctly”, with-
out specifying whether they has anything to do with Popoviciu or 
not”. “My daughter has bought the apartment correctly, she has an 
office which she leased correctly, she is a notary public, and there 
is nothing wrong regarding the apartment. She bought it with her 
money. After the divorce she sold the house in Corbeanca, where 
she had lived with Bodo. Where is the problem?” added the head 
of the state. 

The journalists also asked the President to comment upon the 
fact that in that scandal the name of Băsescu appears, referring 
either to himself, to his daughter, or to his brother. “Have you seen 
any affair in which my name is involved? How did you reach the 
conclusion that there is an involvement? If you ask me something, 
you must be honest. Ask the question clearly. Where did you see 
my name put in relation to this affair?” said Băsescu on a higher 
tone than the one he had used previously. The journalists replied 
that his name had appeared on the sources. “Which sources? Can 
you name one? Or you don’t have the guts to say that some dis-
honest officers of the 0215 tried to use the President’s name in 
attempted traffic of influence? No! You usually don’t have the guts 
to do so. You just wait for other to say it and you enjoy, it seems 
to you that the vulnerable ones, the ones you can mock every day 
are the politicians. I fear that you are afraid of the militia men”, 
added Băsescu. 

Corporate head offices of some important companies were 
built on the land of the University of Agricultural Sciences which 
was taken over by the companies owned by Popoviciu. According 
to the documents of the DNA prosecutors, there are the offices of 
Citroen, Carrefour, Feeria, Ikea România, and the Băneasa Shop-
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ping Center.

The spokesman of the Presidential Administration, Valeriu 
Turcan, mentioned on Friday that the head of the state did not 
have any meetings with Gabriel Popoviciu after his taking office 
and neither did he talk on the phone with him, a result of the in-
formation revealed in the case of Cornel Şerban. “The President 
rejects any attempt to associate him with illegal acts and, as he 
said today himself, it is a great disappointment that a high rank-
ing officer is trying to make some traffic of influence by using 
the President’s name “, mentioned Turcan. He also added that the 
President had nothing to do with the ownership transfer and with 
the cadastral registration of the land in Băneasa, during the period 
when Băsescu was the General Mayor of Bucharest.

In a later interview, Valeriu Turcan stated that Băsescu “had 
checked” whether there was any business relationship between his 
brother and Puiu Popoviciu. “I can tell you that this information 
has no real base, which is to say that there is no business relation-
ship between the President’s brother and Mr. Popoviciu”, asserted 
the spokesman of the Presidential Administration. He also added 
that Băsescu “was neither acquainted with Mr. Pitcovici, nor with 
Mr. Şerban,”.

Turcan’s intervention is related to the official data in this case 
file. In minutes dated December 18th, 2008, Pitcovici told Motoc 
Ion that “Puiu Popoviciu talked to Băsescu” and that “Puiu Popo-
viciu is associated in a company with Băsescu’s brother”, as reads 
the transcript of the Bucharest Court of Appeal, made public on 
Friday night. The resolution of DNA also revealed that Şerban, the 
ex chief of DGIPI, asserted that Puiu Popoviciu, the businessman 
whose land transfers were under investigation in the case file in 
question, had close links with Călin Popescu Tăriceanu and Traian 
Băsescu.
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Chapter 12
GIP: Băsescu family applies the recipe of Puiu Popoviciu

AmosNews – 04/01/2009     
     “Mircea Băsescu, the brother of President Traian Băsescu, has 
direct control over the affair of Agigea Farm. GIP publishes the 
minutes no. 8/18.12.2008 from the meeting of the Board of Ad-
ministration of SCDP Constanta. This document demonstrates that 
Mircea Băsescu is the one who negotiates directly with the SCDP 
representatives, even “building fences” and “cleaning wells” on 
the Agigea Farm”.  

“There is still a difference between the two affairs. “While 
Puiu Popoviciu left 49.88% of the profit to the University of Ag-
ricultural Sciences, Mircea Băsescu leaves only 30% of the profit 
to the Research Center of Constantza”.

“If the authorities wait for 8 years, as in the case Popoviciu-
Băneasa, to initiate the investigations in the case of taking over the 
land of the Agigea Farm by the Băsescu family, Traian Băsescu 
will be able to tell us in this case, as well, that it is not a crime to 
invest a few billion in Constantza and that “the problem, if any, 
would reside in the legality of the transfer of ownership over the 
land, but to blame an investment of that size, I think it is an error” 
”, concluded GIP.

The Political Investigations Group (GIP) published docu-
ments demonstrating that the Băsescu family applied the same 
recipe used by Puiu Popoviciu in Constantza, in Băneasa.

According to GIP, in December 2006, the company Global 
Business & Investments, owned by the Băsescu family, concluded 
a contract of association in participation with The Center for Re-
search and Development in Tree Growing (SCDP) Constantza, a 
state owned institution,. 
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“Global Business & Investments is held and managed by 
the children and close friends of Mircea Băsescu, the brother of 
President Traian Băsescu. Mircea Băsescu is directly involved in 
the activity of this company. In the association between SCDP 
Constanta and Global Business & Investments, the research center 
participated with a 30 ha property, belonging to the Farm no. 10 
Agigea, and the company of the Băsescu family participates with 
a promise to finance the activities of the association. The land is 
located between Agigea and Eforie Nord, on the European Road 
87 Constanta-Mangalia.”

According to the contract of association, the main partner, 
SCDP, is entitled to 30% of the profit, and the secondary partner, 
Global Business & Investments, benefit from 70% of the profit. 
An investigation coordinated by GIP demonstrated that the scope 
of the contract is the agricultural exploitation of the land, although 
the main activity of Global Business & Investments is “real estate 
development”.

The GIP representatives go further, claiming that “The main 
shareholder of Global Business & Investments SA is Dragos 
Băsescu, the son of Mircea Băsescu and nephew of President 
Traian Băsescu. Dragos Băsescu holds 85% of the shares and 
he is also an officer of the company. The remaining 15% of the 
shares are held by Adriana Opreanu, the manager of the company. 
Adriana Opreanu is director of Plusfood Constanta SRL, which 
processes the chicken produced by the company led by Mircea 
Băsescu. Raluca Băsescu, the daughter of Mircea Băsescu, is also 
an auditor of Global Business & Investments. The main activity 
of the company held by the Băsescu family is “real estate develop-
ment “.

GIP published the contract of association in participation no. 
9277 of 12/22/2006 concluded by and between SCDP Constanta, 
as main associate and Global Business & Investments, as second-
ary partner. According to art. 4 of the contract, “the contribution 
of the main partner (SCDP Constanta) resides in granting the as-
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sociation the right to use the agricultural land, with a surface of 30 
ha, located at the Farm no. 10 Agigea”. 

“Moreover, SCDP Constanta undertakes to do all the work with-
in the scope of the contract. According to the same article, “the con-
tribution of the secondary partner consists of direct financing of the 
association in participation with at least 75,000 Euros”, from financ-
ing investment objectives, from developing marketing activities 
and from developing scientific relations with various institutions. 
The contract was signed for a period of 15 years, and its validity 
can be extended. The scope of the contract includes scientific re-
search and production in the field of agriculture, but, according to 
art. 6 § 6.6 of the contract, the scope of activity can be extended 
anytime, by an extraordinary meeting of the Board of Administra-
tion “.

GIP appreciates that “According to art. 7, SCDP Con-
stanta, despite being the main partner bringing into the as-
sociation a land with the surface of 30 ha, only gets 30% 
of the profit, while the secondary partner, Global Busi-
ness & Investments, gets 70% of the profit. At the establish-
ment of their association, Global Business & Investments 
had 2 employees.        

Mircea Băsescu, the brother of President Traian Băsescu, has 
direct control over the affairs of Agigea Farm. GIP published the 
minuted no. 8/18.12.2008 concluded at the meeting of the Board 
of Administration of SCDP Constanta. This document demon-
strates that Mircea Băsescu is the one who negotiates directly with 
the SCDP representatives, even “building fences” and “cleaning 
wells” on the land of Agigea Farm. Mircea Băsescu is also the one 
who personally pays for such work.

In the case of the Agigea Farm, GIP claims that the Băsescu 
family has so far used the Popoviciu-Baneasa recipe: 
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“In both cases it is all about:

- a contract of association between a state institution deal-
ing with agricultural research and a private company in-
volved in real estate development;

- an association in which the state institution participates 
with a huge plot of land, and the private company partici-
pated with investment promises;

- an agricultural property with an excellent location and 
with a very high potential for real estate development;  a 
property located near one of the most heavily travelled 
roads in the country.

There is still a difference between the two affairs. “While Puiu 
Popoviciu left 49.88% of the profit to the University of Agricul-
tural Sciences, Mircea Băsescu left only 30% of the profit to the 
Research Center of Constantza”.

GIP demands the state authorities investigate the transfer of 
the 30 ha of land of the Agigea Farm. “A serious investigation 
initiated at this time would impede the success of this real estate 
scam, by: 

- Introducing in the contract of association between SCDP 
Constanta and Global Business & Investments of the 
main activity of the company of Băsescu family, namely 
“real estate development (promotion)”;

- Passing the land from extra muros (agricultural purposes) 
area to intra muros (within the built-up area);

- Obtaining construction licenses.

If the authorities are forced to wait for 8 years to initiate the 
investigation into the case of taking over the land of the Agigea 
Farm by the Băsescu family, as in the case Popoviciu-Băneasa, 
, Traian Băsescu will be able to tell us in this case, as well, that 
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it is not a crime to invest a few billion in Constantza and that 
“the problem, if any, would reside in the legality of the transfer of 
ownership over the land, but to blame an investment of that size, I 
think it is an error” ”, concluded GIP.
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Chapter 13 
Ioana Băsescu, landlord in Băneasa residential area 

Cotidianul –03/272009 by Izabela Niculescu
“Ioana Băsescu would have paid 554,000 euros plus VAT a 

year ago for the apartment located in the residential complex built 
on the former land of the University of Agronomy”. 

“According to the representatives of Baneasa Rezidential, the 
present value of such an apartment is 800,000 euros plus VAT”.

President Traian Băsescu’s elder daughter, Ioana, owns 
a penthouse in Baneasa residential area, which belongs to 
the businessman Puiu Popoviciu, as revealed by the In-
vestigation Department of the Trust Realitatea-Catavencu. 
 
Ioana Băsescu would have paid 554,000 Euros plus VAT a year 
ago for the apartment located in the residential complex built on 
the former land of the University of Agronomy, whose illegal 
takeover led to the arrest of the millionaire Puiu Popoviciu and of 
the former head of DGIPI. The above price does not include the 
interior, as the President’s daughter claims.

“I hold an apartment that I bought in March 2008, and I paid 
for it by bank transfer… entirely. I am a public notary, I used to 
be a lawyer, I saved the money, because that is my job”, declared 
Ioana Băsescu, who underlines that the price of the apartment is 
lower than the market price at the level of last year, because she 
preferred to have the interior done on her own account. 

According to the representatives of Baneasa Rezidential, the 
present value of a similar apartment is 800,000 Euros plus VAT.

Moreover, the President’s daughter also affirms that she leased 
57 square meters for 18 Euros per square meter, in January 2009, 
in the C1 building “I think that I paid the correct price in the con-
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text of the present day market “, added Ioana Băsescu.
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Chapter 14 
The history of acquisition of the house in Mihaileanu Street is 
full of the President’s lies 

Gîndul – 11/26/2005 by Maria Manoliu
“An honest statement by the President of Romania should 

have sounded like this:  “I do not own, I have not owned and I 
have not alienated a home of my own on the Romanian territory 
and, at the acquisition date, I do not hold any other home as lessee 
“”. 

“While he was telling the journalists ‘stories’ such as “a poli-
tician should build his own home and not live in one that owned 
by the state “ or “I just have to do the painting and then I’ll move 
from the government provided house to my own house “, the  
former Mayor, Traian Băsescu embezzled a house from the state 
housing fund for himself”.

“In order to cede the house in question to the former mayor, 
the Bucharest City Hall asked the State Protocol Administration to 
terminate the lease contract existing between it and the Embassy 
of Germany. No later than two months from getting the deed of 
attribution, namely on 3 October 2002, Traian Băsescu requested 
that the Bucharest City Hall sell him the house located in Stefan 
Mihaileanu Street”. 

“Recently when asked if he held any real estate properties 
in the interview he granted to “Top 300”, a supplement of the 
Capital magazine, Traian Băsescu kept silent about the house on 
Stefan Mihaileanu Street.”No, I don’t have any. I used to have a 
house in Otopeni, but I transferred to my daughter’s name “”.  

While on a TV program entitled “Cap si pajura” and broadcast 
by Realitatea TV, President Traian Băsescu tried to explain his 
housing situation. “I didn’t have a house in Bucharest in the past. 
I did not sell any other house in Bucharest when I applied for one. 
That’s all, in brief.  Mihaileanu Street was acquired legally”, af-
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firmed Traian Băsescu. 

An honest statement by the President of Romania should have 
sounded like this:  “I do not own, I have not owned and I have not 
alienated a home of my own on the Romanian territory and, at the 
acquisition date, I do not hold any other home as lessee “. 

This is the statement required by the law in force, under the 
sanction provided by the Criminal Code, to those who receive 
housing built by the state. But it is a known fact that, before he 
came to Bucharest, the President lived in Constantza, in a house 
he had bought from the state, and that at the time he applied to 
purchase [the house in Mihaileanu Street] he still had a lease con-
tract with the State Protocol Administration. Moreover, he lived 
in the government owned house in Maresal Prezan no. 4 until he 
moved to his own villa situated on the national road Soseaua Bu-
curesti-Ploiesti. While he was telling the journalists ‘stories’ such 
as “a politician should build his own home and not live in one that 
owned by the state “ or “I just have to do the painting and then 
I’ll move from the government provided house to my own house 
“, the ex-General Mayor Traian Băsescu fraudulently obtained a 
house from the state housing fund. He broke the law as early as 
the moment when he signed the lease contract. Since the house 
was owned by the state, citizen Băsescu’s family would have been 
entitled to a maximum of 74 square meters, as provides the Law 
no. 114 – the housing law. Had he been an ordinary citizen, he 
would have had to produce medical certificates and companion’s 
certificates for the whole family, in order to be entitled to the 334 
square meters of living quarters. Moreover, the building located 
in Stefan Mihaileanu Street was not just any house, but the for-
mer residence of the Consul of Germany. In order to make the 
house in question available to the former mayor, the Bucharest 
City Hall asked the State Protocol Administration to terminate the 
lease contract between it and the Embassy of Germany. No later 
than two months from getting the deed of attribution, namely on 3 
October 1992, Traian Băsescu requested the Bucharest City Hall 
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sell him the house located in Stefan Mihaileanu Street.

Landlord in Constantza, deluxe lessee in Maresal Prezan and 
lessee on paper in Stefan Mihaileanu, two weeks later, on 21 Oc-
tober 2002 Traian Băsescu became the owner of a wonderful villa 
located on the national road, Soseaua Bucuresti-Ploiesti, for the 
price of 280,000 dollars. Băsescu, a lessee of the state, bought a 
building of 300 square meters with a garden of 722 square me-
ters from the free market. On 12 November 2002, within less 
than a month, Băsescu donated the villa located at the outskirts 
of Otopeni to his daughter Ioana. Actually, within less than three 
months, Traian Băsescu received a repartition for a house from the 
state housing fund, then filed for its acquisition, bought a villa at 
the outskirts of Bucharest from the free market and then donated 
it to his daughter. The purpose for the donation was to put on a 
show of apparent legality, to enable the Băsescu family to also buy 
the nationalized house located in Stefan Mihaileanu Street. On 
02/4/2003, Bucharest City Hall sold the entire floor, the garage, 
and the staircase of the building located in Stefan Mihaileanu 
Street to Traian Băsescu for the equivalent of 19,000 dollars. The 
transaction violated Law 112 concerning the nationalized houses. 
Article 6 of the norms of application of Law 112 provided that 
“the right to buy the apartment they live in pertains only to the les-
sees who, having a validly concluded lease contract, occupied the 
apartments in question at the date when the law came into force “ 
Law 112 came into force in the second half of the year 1996, and 
the lease contract of Mr. Băsescu was concluded on August 14th, 
2002. Traian Băsescu was caught red-handed and announced at 
the beginning of this year that he would give the house back. But 
immediately afterwards he changed his mind and declared that 
he would not return the building to the state unless the Prosecu-
tor’s office decided that he purchased it illegally. Again, in the 
interview he granted to “Top 300”, when asked if he held any 
real estate properties, Traian Băsescu kept silent about the house 
on Stefan Mihaileanu Street, with the answer: “No, I don’t have 
any. I used to have a house in Otopeni, but I transferred it to my 
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daughter’s name “”.  
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Chapter 15
Elena Udrea is Traian Băsescu’s attorney in the case of the 
apartment located in Mihaileanu street.

Hotnews – 12/13/2005
“The investigation of the General Prosecutor’s office will 

have to establish the basis of which law Traian Băsescu obtained 
the apartment located in Mihaileanu street”.

“It is more about a psychological argument: the archive still 
keeps the image of the President packing up his things in Mihaile-
anu, only one day after the press brought up the scandal”.

The former presidential counselor Elena Udrea is the attorney 
chosen by Traian Băsescu to defend him in  the criminal case con-
cerning the acquisition of the property located in the Mihaileanu 
street. Contacted by Realitatea TV, Elena Udrea said that, before 
being a counselor, she was a lawyer, with 10 years of experience. 
 
      Udrea said that, in the case at hand, Traian Băsescu did not 
commit any illegal acts and that the documents filed will most 
certainly determine the closing of the case without any criminal 
charges being initiated.

 
      Traian Băsescu was first accused by the press of having illegal-
ly acquired an apartment in the villa located in Mihaileanu Street. 
Subsequently, the General Prosecutor’s office opened an investi-
gation in this case, upon the request of a group of PSD senators, 
amongst whom was Antonie Iorgovan.

The investigation led by the General Prosecutor’s office will 
have to establish the basis under which law Traian Băsescu ob-
tained the apartment located in Mihaileanu Street.

The accusations are grounded on an eventual acquisition 
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based on the provisions of Law 112/1995, according to which a 
person who has already alienated a house he had owned could not 
get another one from the state.

And Traian Băsescu had previously owned a house in Banea-
sa, which he gave to his daughter, Ioana Băsescu. Consequently, 
he would have found himself in an illegal situation in the context 
of the Law 112/1995, on which the accusations are grounded.

On the basis of the law quoted above, the group of OSD sena-
tors asked the General Prosecutor’s office to investigate Băsescu 
for forgery, false statements, and use of forged documents.

From the very beginning, Băsescu answered the accusations 
by saying that the leasing of the house was granted on the basis of 
other regulations, namely the Law no. 10/2001 (art. 43), which did 
not forbid him from benefiting from housing, irrespective of the 
fact that he had previously had and alienated another one.

Actually, Elena Udrea declared for Realitatea TV that the plea 
was based on evidence that showed that Law 10/2001 had been 
the legal basis for leasing the property to Băsescu.

Now the General Prosecutor’s office will have to check wheth-
er the accusations hold and, consequently, to decide whether the 
criminal charges will be filed in this case. 

For the time being, two issues seem to affect the President’s 
credibility:

On the one hand, “section 3 of the said contract stipulates that 
“the dwelling is being sold on the basis of Law 112/1995, at the 
application no. 23583 of 10/3/2002 filed by Traian Băsescu, which 
he holds based on the lease contract no. 2069 of 08/14/2002”, ac-
cording to the documents extensively quoted in the press since the 
appearance of this scandal.
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On the other hand, the TV archives still have the images of the 
President packing up his things in Mihaileanu, only one day after 
the press brought up the scandal.
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Chapter 16

The affair of Băsescu’s house in Mihaileanu Street is being 
investigated by the Prosecutor’s office and by the Police.

Ziare.com – 06/30/2008
“GIP accuses that the property was illegally sold to Traian 

Băsescu, since, according to art. 10, § 2 of Law no. 112/1995, 

“The state is prevented from selling dwellings that were used 
as guest houses, government houses, as well as those used as resi-
dences by former and present dignitaries””. 

“The property was sold illegally, because Traian Băsescu 
had previously bought a house on the national road Sos-
eaua Bucuresti-Ploiesti, which he had given to his daughter”. 

“GIP’s, attorney Mihai Lungu, filed the complaint related to 
the affair of Băsescu’s house in Mihaileanu Street on 18 April 
2007, with the Prosecutor’s office within the Law Court of Sector 
3 Bucharest. The complaint was recorded on 20 April 2007”.

The Political Investigation Group (GIP) announced that, in 
the criminal case no. 4136/P/2007, the Prosecutor’s office within 
the Law Court of Sector 5 Bucharest and the Criminal Investiga-
tion Office within the 17th Police district are investigating the of-
ficers of the Bucharest City Hall (PMB) and of the Housing Fund 
Administration (AFI), who gave the Mihaileanu Street home to 
President Traian Băsescu, while he was Mayor of Bucharest.

On 18 April 2007, GIP filed a “Denunciation concerning the 
criminal offence of abuse of power against the public interest” 
with the Prosecutor’s office within the Law Court of Sector 3 Bu-
charest in which it showed the fact that the dwelling located in 
Bucharest, str. Stefan Mihaileanu nr. 2, et. 1 (1st  floor), apartment 
2, sector 2, was illegally leased and subsequently sold by officers 
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of the Housing Fund Administration (AFI) and of the Bucharest 
City Hall (PMB).

The denouncement referred to the officers of the two institu-
tions, and not to the beneficiary of the illegal transaction, Traian 
Băsescu, who enjoys immunity granted to him by the office of 
President of Romania. Traian Băsescu signed the contract of sale-
acquisition for the property located in Mihaileanu Street on Feb-
ruary 4th, 2003, 5 months before the deadline for filing property 
claims, provided by the law.

GIP charges that the property was illegally sold to Traian 
Băsescu, since, in accordance with art. 10, §2 of Law no. 112/1995, 
“they are prevented from selling dwellings that were used as guest 
houses, government houses, as well as those used as residences by 
former and present dignitaries”. 

The apartment located in Mihaileanu Street was occupied in 
the 60’s by the former communist dignitary Stefan Voitec. Voitec 
left the house in 1965 and the apartment was used by the German 
diplomatic corps in Bucharest until the spring of 2002, when the 
new Embassy of Germany was commissioned. The property was 
sold illegally, because Traian Băsescu had previously bought a 
house on the national road Soseaua Bucuresti-Ploiesti, which he 
gave to his daughter. 

Although the contract of sale-acquisition for the property in 
Mihaileanu Street was initially concluded on the basis of the Law 
112/1995, subsequently, in the attempt to cover up the illegali-
ties, an endorsement to the contract was added which stated that 
the legal ground for the alienation of the property was the Law 
10/2001.  That was also the reason invoked byElena Udrea, Traian 
Băsescu’s attorney, in December 2005, when she resolved her cli-
ent’s problems related to the Mihaileanu house, when she met 
with the representatives of the General Prosecutor’s office. 
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GIP published a document that demonstrated that all contracts 
of sale-acquisition concluded by AFI during the period 15 Febru-
ary 2001 – 31 January 2006, on the grounds of the Law 10/2001, 
were concluded considering the provisions of Law 112/1995.  

GIP’s attorney Mihai Lungu, filed the complaint with the 
Prosecutor’s office on 18 April 2007 within the Law Court of Sec-
tor 3 Bucharest, related to the illegal purchase by Băsescu, of the 
house in Mihaileanu Street. The complaint was recorded on 20 
April 2007. 
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Chapter 17 
Mayor Traian Băsescu gave away commercial property to the 
company owned by Dorin Iacob, Executive Secretary of PD 
(Democratic Party)

Gîndul –11/24/2005 by Tudorel Glăman
“The “Concordia” affair took place during the years 2000-

2001 at the time when Traian Băsescu was the General Mayor 
of Bucharest The affair benefited Băsescu’s interests through Do-
rin Iacob, Executive Secretary of PD and the top 300 millionaire 
Liviu Tudor.

“The direct involvement of Mayor Traian Băsescu in the ‘ded-
icated’ sale of the commercial property with high market value in 
the Unirii area undoubtedly results, as well from the “contracts of 
sale-acquisition on installments” concluded by and between the 
Bucharest City Hall and the company “Concordia Alimentara 4””.

“The Mayor decided that he did not want to burden the buyer, 
so he offered him terms which included paying only 30% up front 
and the balance of 171,331 dollars, VAT included, in 18 install-
ments, with 3% interest calculated for the outstanding sum in dol-
lars!” 

“And as if those bargains had not been enough, during the 
following year of his mandate, Mayor Băsescu gave away, 5,859 
square meters of land, located in the middle of Bucharest, as a 
gift!” to the company Concordia Alimentara 4 SA.

The President of Romania, Traian Băsescu, was directly in-
volved in the sale of three commercial propertis in the middle 
of Bucharest. The “Concordia” affair, benefitted Dorin Iacob, 
the Executive Secretary of PD at the time, and millionaire Liviu 
Tudor and took place during the years 2000-2001, when Traian 
Băsescu was the General Mayor of Bucharest. The sale was done 
in a great hurry, the final deed being signed by Traian Băsescu 
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personally and by the representative of the company “Concordia 
Alimentara 4 SA”, before the Public Notary Adela Surugiu, the 
companion of Liberal Viorel Catarama. The authentication of the 
three contracts of sale-acquisition were made the same day on 18 
September 2000, and they start stereotypically by: “Before me, 
Adela Surugiu, a Public Notary, appeared: Băsescu Traian, Gen-
eral Mayor of Bucharest, personally known by the undersigned 
Notary, and Huzuneanu Mihail Cezar” (for the representative of 
Concordia Alimentara 4 SA) All his identification data is listed. 

The direct involvement of Mayor Traian Băsescu in the “dedi-
cated” sale of the commercial properties with high market value 
in the Unirii area undoubtedly results from the “contracts of sale-
acquisition on installments” concluded by and between the Bu-
charest City Hall and the company “Concordia Alimentara 4”. All 
the three documents, concluded the same day, contain the phrase: 
“The price was agreed by the parties (namely by the PMB, repre-
sented by the General Mayor Traian Băsescu – author’s note) by 
the minutes (nos. 194, 195 si 196)/ 07/21/2000, approved by the 
General Council of Bucharest Municipality in its meeting of Au-
gust 24th, 2000 by the HCGMB no. 200/2000, with the successive 
positions mentioned in the annex.” In other words, Mayor Băsescu 
established the price together with the representatives of “Con-
cordia”, after which he covered himself from the legal point of 
view by shoving the whole package of sales of the properties, and 
the value of the transaction under the counselors’ noses. Which 
properties are in question, the contract process, and the form of 
payment? Traian Băsescu negotiated a value of 5.3 billion lei VAT 
included with “Concordia”, for the building P+1 [ground + floor 
first floor] consisting of 835 square meters located in Calea Serban 
Voda nr. 286. It is currently leased by the Flanco chain of shops. 
The Mayor decided that he did not want to burden the buyer, so 
he offered him the terms including a down payment only 30% and 
the rest of 171,331 dollars, VAT included, paid in 18 installments, 
with 3% interest calculated for the outstanding sum in dollars!”
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The same form of payment was applied to the other two shops 
located in Bulevardul Marasesti nr. 42. For the first shop, 276 
square meters plus another 40 square meters of land adjacent to 
the building, “Concordia” paid the 30% down payment or 564 
million lei, VAT included, and the balance of 1.8 billion plus VAT 
remained to be paid within 18 months. The second shop situated 
at the same address is 290 square meters, plus another 42 square 
meters adjacent to the building. The buyer paid the down payment 
of 637 million lei, VAT included, and the outstanding amount of 
2.1 billion lei was to be paid within 18 months If those bargains 
had not been enough, during the following year of his mandate, 
Mayor Băsescu gave away 5,859 square meters of land, located in 
the middle of Bucharest as a gift to Concordia Alimentara 4 SA,! 
By the hand of Mrs. Cristina Setran, head of the Cadastral Office 
of Bucharest, on July 3rd, 2001 the Municipality Council issued, a 
“Certificate attesting to the ownership rights on land plots Series 
B no. 0072”, which allowed the “Concordia” holders to record 
their property. Apart from the land, the annex also mentions the 63 
commercial properties located at the ground floor of blocks of flats 
in Sector 4 of Bucharest! The smallest shop of 200 square meters 
came free of charge, and became the property of “Concordia”, 
and the largest exceeds 800 square meters. The handout was given 
while one of the managers of Concordia Alimentara 4 SA was Do-
rin Iacob, who used to be confident of Virgil Magureanu and the 
Executive Secretary of PD. This year Traian Băsescu had a fight 
with Dorin Iacob. In an interview he gave in June, the President 
declared that “there are some characters that are somehow very 
much involved. One of those characters is Dorin Iacob, who tells 
everyone that he is counselor to the President, which is not true”. 
At this time, the Trade Register indicates the majority shareholder 
of “Concordia A 4 SA” the former company “Alimentara 4”, is 
Mrs. Cristina Tudor, the sister of the controversial businessman 
Liviu Tudor, a man with an estimated wealth of 80-100 million 
dollars and whose name appeared in the “Bancorex” scandal as 
well.
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Chapter 18 
Dorin Iacob, witness in Băsescu’s trial 

The Political Investigation Group – GIP – 06/30/2004  by
Mugur Ciuvică - GIP President
“Dorin Iacob is the Executive Secretary of the Democrate 

Party. Before 1989, Dorin Iacob was an officer within the Minis-
try of Interior. After the Revolution, he was recruited by the SRI, 
and he succeeded in becoming the head of the cabinet and the 
confident of the SRI director Virgil Măgureanu”. 

“In conclusion, a former Securitate officer and ex-militia 
man are now the defenders of Traian Băsescu. But the most seri-
ous thing is that these people hold key positions in a party which 
claims to be fighting against the old structures of the political po-
lice”.

Wednesday, 30 June 2004, there was a new term in the trial 
initiated by Traian Băsescu following the facts disclosed by the 
Acţiunea Populară [the People’s Action] with regard to the col-
laboration of the PD leader with the Securitate.

Traian Băsescu’s attorney asked again for the trial to be ad-
journed, on the ground that Adriean Videanu, one of the PD lead-
ers, had not been able to be present. Dorin Iacob, the second wit-
ness of Traian Băsescu, although present, was not heard during 
that session.

Dorin Iacob is the Executive Secretary of the Democrate Par-
ty. Before 1989, Dorin Iacob was an officer in the Ministry of 
Interior. After the Revolution, he was recruited by the SRI, and he 
succeeded in becoming the head of cabinet and the confident of 
the SRI director Virgil Măgureanu.

Dorin Iacob followed Virgil Măgureanu into the Romanian 
National Party (PNR), a party founded by the ex-director of SRI 
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in 1998. In his capacity as Vice President of the PNR, Dorin Iacob 
defended in public, his party colleagues, the ex-collaborators of 
the Securitate. On 26 April 2000, before the local elections, Dorin 
Iacob said: “I don’t think that collaborators should not run for of-
fices. Some of them were obligated [to collaborate], by the nature 
of their work, but had nothing to do with the political police “.

Dorin Iacob entered the PD along with the unification of Vir-
gil Măgureanu’s party with Traian Băsescu’s party. In his capacity 
as Executive Secretary of the Democrate Party, during the elec-
toral campaign for the local elections of 2004, Dorin Iacob was in 
charge of the strategy of the Democrate Party.

Another executive secretary of the Democrate Party, Silvian 
Ionescu, a former Securitate officer, defended Traian Băsescu be-
fore the Board of the National Council for the Study of Securitate 
Archives (CNSAS). 

In conclusion, a former Securitate officer and ex-militia man 
are now the defenders of Traian Băsescu. But the most serious 
thing is that these people hold key positions in a party which 
claims to be fighting against the old structures of the political po-
lice.
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Chapter 19

The PD leader Dorin Iacob contributed to the looting of BAN-
COREX

The Political Investigation Group – GIP – 6/14/2005 by
Mugur Ciuvică - GIP President
“It is surprising how Traian Băsescu is trying to put some dis-

tance between himself and Dorin Iacob.  Actually, Dorin Iacob 
has been one of his closest collaborators for the past years. After 
Traian Băsescu became President, Dorin Iacob was present nearly 
every day at Cotroceni Palace. Traian Băsescu’s confidence in 
Dorin Iacob went so far, that the Iacob was directly involved in 
the activity of the crisis cell set up for the liberation of the three 
Romanian journalists kidnapped in Iraq”.

“Together with Adriean Videanu, Dorin Iacob was called by 
Traian Băsescu as witness in the trial he initiated in his attempt to 
deny the links he had with the former Securitate. During that trial, 
Dorin Iacob declared before the Court that he was one of Traian 
Băsescu’s closest friends and collaborators”.

Traian Băsescu claims that Dorin Iacob, used the President’s 
name for his own advantage. He is one of those who contributed 
to the looting of Bancorex. The materials on which this investi-
gation was based can be found at the site http://www.grupul.ro/
files/bancorex/

Dorin Iacob is the Executive Secretary of the Democrate Par-
ty. Before 1989, Dorin Iacob was an officer within the Ministry 
of Interior. After the Revolution, he was recruited by the SRI, and 
he became the head of the cabinet and the confident of the SRI 
director Virgil Măgureanu. In 1998, Dorin Iacob followed Vir-
gil Măgureanu to the Romanian National Party (PNR), and be-
came the Vice President of the party. Dorin Iacob entered the PD 
along with the unification of Virgil Măgureanu’s party with Traian 
Băsescu’s party. 
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At present, Dorin Iacob is a prosperous businessman, a share-
holder and administrator of several profitable companies. Never-
theless, Dorin Iacob built up his fortune starting with the looting 
of the now famous Bancorex. In June 1994, the company BEL-
AMI INVEST SA of Alba Iulia was entered in the Trade Register, 
managed by Dorin Iacob. Four years later, the company under-
went bankruptcy at the request of its creditors. Bancorex, one of 
the creditors, had granted Dorin Iacob’s company a huge credit of 
1,250,980 dollars. Dorin Iacob’s company did not repay the cred-
it, and it was taken over by AVAB when Bancorex went bankrupt. 
Bancorex was not the only bank where Dorin Iacob had debts. Ac-
cording to the documents filed with the Trade Register, the bank-
ruptcy of the company BEL-AMI INVEST SA was requested by 
the Romanian Bank for Development [BRD] – Alba Branch, in its 
capacity as creditor. 

It is interesting how Traian Băsescu is now trying to put some 
distance between himself and Dorin Iacob.  Omar Hayssam de-
clared before the Bucharest Court of Appeal that “I was requested 
by the President to contact all my acquaintances in order to collect 
as much information as possible with regard to the kidnapping. I 
was also given the name of a person that I should keep in touch 
with: Dorin Iacob”. 

Together with Adriean Videanu, Dorin Iacob was called by 
Traian Băsescu as witness in the trial he initiated in his attempt to 
deny the links he had with the former Securitate. During that trial, 
Dorin Iacob declared, before the Court, that he was one of Traian 
Băsescu’s closest friends and collaborators. Actually, Dorin Iacob 
was present throughout the trial. Dorin Iacob was beside Traian 
Băsescu at the trial in the Fleet case.
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Chapter 20
A screen for Băsescu: Malu Roşu      
     Ziua – 08/09/2007  by Mihnea Tălău and Marian Ghiţeanu  
    “According to some sources, Maria Băsescu would be the actual 
owner of the farm purchased by Luxten, through a secret deed 
concluded by and between Pepenica’s company and the Presi-
dent’s wife. Another version that circulates in the political and 
business environment of Romania is the one where the Băsescu 
family will get the partial or entire profit resulting from the sale 
of the huge and valuable property at Gruiu. In other words, Lux-
ten bought the Gruiu Farm under the protection of the President, 
whose family will benefit fully from this business”.

“Thus it is hard to believe that the company owned by Pepen-
ica, one of the benefactors of the Băsescu family, was the only 
one that had the kind of money needed to buy the farm. One could 
rather believe the rumors that say that the two companies that lost 
the bid and the other two that were eliminated from the start were 
told to “behave themselves”, because the tender had a “presiden-
tial stake””. 

The Luxten Lighting Company enjoyed a “special” tender 
through which it took possession of the Malu Rosu Farm of Gru-
iu (Snagov), and especially of a vast plot of land located exactly 
along the new highway Bucharest - Ploiesti - Brasov.

At present, the value of the farm and of the property has in-
creased by two or three times and when the highway is finished, it 
is estimated to reach the value of over ten million Euros. Luxten 
paid 1.3 million euros to buy something that, in two years’ time, is 
going to be worth ten times more, according to expert predictions. 
There are several rumors in the market regarding the involvement 
of Traian Băsescu in this case. According to some sources, Ma-
ria Băsescu is the actual owner of the farm purchased by Luxten, 
through a secret deed concluded by and between Pepenica’s com-
pany and the President’s wife. Another version circulating in the 
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political and business environment of Romania is the one where 
the Băsescu family will get the partial or entire profit resulting 
from the sale of the large and valuable property at Gruiu. In oth-
er words, Luxten bought the Gruiu Farm under the protection of 
the President, whose family will fully benefit from this business. 
The relationship between that company and the presidential fam-
ily are notorious, as Elena Băsescu, the younger daughter of the 
President, is employed by Luxten, with a monthly salary of over 
8000 euros, and his elder daughter, Ioana, also gets a share of the 
company’s representations in court. For all those favors, but also 
in exchange of the “Malu Rosu” affair, Luxten will receive the 
contract for the installation of optic fiber in Bucharest, the already 
famous and controversial Netcity project.

Profitable investment
Let’s go back to the Malu Rosu Farm of Gruiu, located in the 

neighborhood of Snagov. The story of the tender and, especially, 
the motivations of those who lost the bid to Pepenica, as well as of 
those who did not even enter the race, creates great suspicion con-
cerning the extremely discrete involvement of the members of the 
Băsescu family in this profitable affair. In December 2006, RA-
APPS organized a tender for the Malu Rosu farm of Gruiu-Lipia 
commune, a nursery of foxes and pheasants. Luxten, the company 
owned by Claudiu Radulescu and Ionel Pepenica, won the tender 
over the companies Sigur Construct General and Nova Estate. The 
companies Alrado Marketing & Services and SC Euro P.E.C. also 
wanted to enter the bid, but they were eliminated from the start 
because they did not meet the conditions provided in the priva-
tization file. By the contract of sale-acquisition no. 2764 dated 
12/14/2006, Luxten Lighting received 170,314.71 square meters 
for the sum of 1,344,700 euros or seven euros per square meter. 
Beside the land proper, they also became the owners of some built 
up areas, comprising production spaces, warehouses, corrals etc., 
plus the existing animals on the farm. 

It is interesting that, at the time of the tender, it was known 
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that the new highway Bucuresti – Brasov would pass in front of 
the farm. Because of the new highway, there was an explosion of 
the price of property in the Gruiu-Lipia area. This seems to be the 
actual basis of the transaction, as the experts say that the farm in 
itself was not profitable, and that all attempts to achieve profit-
ability failed.

The investment made by Lixten seems to be extremely profit-
able. The future highway location was known by the owners of 
the company, since one of its locations is in that area, according 
to the Trade Register data. Moreover, the former PSD minister of 
industries, Dan Ioan Popescu, one of the ex-associates of Ionel 
Pepenica, holds a very valuable piece of property at Gruiu. He 
purchased the approximately 8000 square meters in 2003, and the 
land was recorded in the name of his wife. The price he paid was 
surprisingly high for that date: 30 euros per square meter, while 
the price of the area was only 3-5 euros per square meter at the 
time. Thus, DIP knew that he would have huge future profits from 
the property. 

Important names lost before Pepenica
The companies Nova Estate of Bucharest, Sigur Construct 

General of Brasov also bid for the tender organized by RA-APPS 
for the sale of the farm at Gruiu and, especially, its valuable land 
while the companies Alrado Marketing & Service and Euro PEC 
were eliminated from the race. 

Behind all these companies there are a series of businessmen 
with experience in real estate and with serious financial resources 
as well. Thus it is hard to believe that the company owned by 
Pepenica, one of the benefactors of the Băsescu family, was the 
only one that had the resources needed to buy the farm. The ru-
mors state that the two companies that lost and the other two that 
were eliminated from the start were told to “behave themselves”, 
because the tender had a “presidential stake””. 
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Let’s examine the companies that lost to Pepenica, the “finan-
cial tutor” of the Băsescu sisters. 

The shareholder of the loser, Nova Estate is the Cyprus off-
shore Jominco Ltd. and its administrator is the Syro-Lebanese 
Khalil Al Khoury. Having as its main activity “leasing and sub-
leasing of owned or leased goods”, the company is controlled by 
the Lebanese brothers named Jabra, who also hold the company 
Supreme Grup. Nova Estate “recovered” a part of the “legacy” left 
by Al Khouri from AVAS, Omar Hayssam. Nova Estate bought, 
a 2475 square meter hall and 7117 square meter property for the 
sum of 3.2 million dollars, both located in  Erou Iancu Nicolae 
street in the residential area in  the Northern part of Bucharest. The 
real estate had belonged to the former company IPRS Baneasa and 
was offered to Hayssam by a series of frauds committed by Ovidiu 
Musetescu, the head of APAPS at the time. Maria Romano, the 
financial director of the company, told us the reason Nova Estate 
lost the tender for the fox farm of RA-APPS, was simply that Nova 
Estate did not have a good financial offer. Without remembering 
any details of the lost tender, Romano told us that Nova Estate did 
not follow “the steps of the tender”, and gave up the tender, so in 
the end Pepenica’s company won. When we asked her why they 
gave up a bid on property with substantial future value after the 
development of the highway Bucuresti - Ploiesti - Brasov, Maria 
Romano tried to explain that, at the moment of the tender, there 
were rumors that the highway would not be built anymore, hence, 
Nova Estate declined to take “the winning steps” of the tender. 

Sigur Construct refused to answer 
Sigur Construct General of Brasov, the other strawman that 

participated in the tender won by Ionel Pepenica, is held entirely 
by Ambrus Ferenc, of Targu Secuiesc, Covasna County. 

According to local sources, Ambrus is a relative of Ede Erde-
ly, the famous gangster of Covasna, who was jailed for both finan-
cial fraud, and also for the terrorist methods used to keep his na-
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tive area under control. Erdely is Ambrus’s uncle. Ambrus is also 
close to the UDMR-ist Barna Tanczos, ex-head of the Administra-
tion of the State Domains who is currently a Secretary of State 
in the Ministry of Transport. Tanczos assisted Ambrus in various 
real estate deals completed by Erdely’s nephew. Despite numer-
ous attempts made by journalists of ZIUA to contact Ambrus, the 
he refused to answer the phone and explain his participation in 
the tender that was won so easily and inexpensively by Pepenica. 
This fact raises even more suspicions about the owners of Luxten. 

Links with Bittner and Cocos 
According to official data, the company Alrado Marketing & 

Services “did not meet the conditions set out in the presentation 
file”. Two important names in the real estate business are behind 
this company. The company that could not meet the conditions of 
participation is owned by Radu Lucianu and Alexandra Dimofte. 
Both shareholders are specialists in real estate and they lead 
Eurisko Holdings. Alexandra Dimofte and Radu Lucianu have 
considerable experience in the real estate market. They created 
the office department, after joining the Eurisko team as partners in 
1999. The two of them deal with attracting investment funds to the 
Romanian market. They provide consulting for large real estate 
projects and have responsibilities in the development strategy and 
business partnerships. Lucianu and Dimofte have several com-
panies together. Radu Lucianu, is also in business with Marilena 
Ruianu, the wife of Mircea Ruianu, and is also connected with the 
business controlled by Alexandru Bittner and Dorin Cocos. Lu-
cianu is also a partner in the real estate business held in Romania 
by the Italian families Orecchia and Rossetto and by Cefin Hold-
ing. Beyond these connections, it is odd that a player with such 
status and professional qualification could not to have succeeded 
in a presenting a bid. 

On behalf of someone else 
Contacted by the journalists of ZIUA, Radu Lucianu tried to 
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explain why his and Alexandra Dimofte’s company had not been 
accepted in the tender organized by RA-APPS: “I don’t remember 
exactly anymore, but I think I was involved in that tender, prob-
ably, only on behalf of a client who didn’t want to go further. They 
just wanted me to find out some information about the area and 
its prices. I don’t have another explanation. If things had been dif-
ferent, I assure you that we would have met all the conditions and 
requirements and we would have participated in the tender. And if 
we had been eliminated from the race, or if we had been unjustly 
eliminated from the tender, my reaction would have been to the 
pursue a solution to the extent of the matter”. Beyond this very 
simplistic answer, it is hard to accept that Lucianu participated 
in the tender “just like that”, with his only intention to “take the 
pulse” of the area on behalf of a mystery client. More credible 
seems to be the hypothesis that the manager of Eurisko was re-
quired, just as the other candidates involved in that strange affair, 
to participate in the tender only to add credibility to the process.
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Chapter 21 
The foxes of RAAPPS increased the wealth of Luxten. 

Evenimentul Zilei – 07/26/2007 
“The two owners of Luxten Lighting are well-connected 

to the political world: Elena, the younger daughter of President 
Băsescu, is employed by the company, and Dan Ioan Popescu was 
their business partner”.

“The real estate agents contacted by EVZ, who deal with land 
in the area Gruiu-Lipia-Ghermanesti-Snagov, foresaw that the 
prices in the area might double by the year 2009, reaching 40-50 
Euros per square meter. The property purchased by Luxten for 1.3 
million Euros might be worth no less than 6.8 million Euros by the 
time the highway Bucuresti-Brasov is finished,”. 

“The name of President Traian Băsescu was associated with 
this company, due to his daughter Elena. The central press re-
vealed that Elena Băsescu was an employee of the company. In 
a Luxten advertising communiqué signed by Ionel Pepenica, the 
she was officially recognized as working in the Marketing Depart-
ment”.

The company Luxten Lighting struck a real estate bonanza 
following a tender organized by RAAPPS: it purchased the fox 
and pheasant farm of Gruiu-Snagov from the state, in December 
2006. The price of the property doubled in just half a year, and the 
company easily accrued over one million and two hundred thou-
sand euros profit from the increased property prices.

The increase in price can be easily explained: the fox and 
pheasant farm of the State Protocol that was bought by the com-
pany owned by Ionel Pepenica and Claudiu Radulescu was locat-
ed in the vicinity of the crossroads of the future highway between 
Bucuresti and Brasov. The two owners of Luxten Lighting are 
well-connected in the political world: Elena, the younger daughter 
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of President Băsescu, is employed by the company, and Dan Ioan 
Popescu was their business partner. 

 
Monthly profit of 200,000 Euros    
      In December 2006, RAAPPS sold the fox and pheasant nursery 
of Malu Rosu, together with the property for the total price of 1.3 
million Euros. This price includes not only the land, which repre-
sents the most valuable part of the farm, but also its buildings, the 
pens of the foxes and pheasants and the warehouses. To all this, 
the value of the animals is added.

According to the data provided by RAAPPS, the farm is im-
mense at over 170,000 square meters. Luxten Lighting paid only 7 
Euros per square meter for more than 17 hectares of land at Gruiu. 
Nevertheless, that price does not reflect the value of the buildings 
and of the farm facilities, or the utilities (sewerage, electric power, 
and access way already built through the forest).

The Gruiu-Lipia zone has become the ‘epicenter’ of a real 
estate boom due to the new highway under construction. Accord-
ing to the real estate agents contacted by EVZ, the prices in the 
area exploded last December, when the Ministry of Transport pub-
lished the map with the trace of the future highway Bucuresti-Bra-
sov. Subsequently, the price of a square meter in the Gruiu-Lipia 
area is already 15-20 Euros. 

The ‘worst case scenario’ shows that Luxten Lighting has prof-
ited by at least 1.2 million Euros in six month from the price dif-
ference only. If they would sell the land by pieces, Luxten would 
gain even more, because the smaller plots of land are much more 
expensive, and all needed utilities are in place on the property. 

The real estate agents contacted by EVZ, who deal with land 
in the area Gruiu-Lipia-Ghermanesti-Snagov, foresaw that the 
prices in the area might double by the year 2009, reaching up to 
40-50 Euros per square meter. When the highway Bucuresti-Bra-
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sov is finished, the property purchased by Luxten for 1.3 million 
Euros should be worth, no less than 6.8 million euros.

The farm, rendered unprofitable    
      Adrian Dumitru was the director of RAAPPS when the con-
tract for the selling of the fox and pheasant farm was signed. 
Dumitru could not be contacted by EVZ, to give us details re-
garding the way in which the property was evaluated, and 
RAAPPS did not answer our questions related to this transaction.  
Eugen Bejinariu ex-director of RAAPPS, remembered the farm 
and said that it did not represent a business in itself.

The fox nursery was not profitable. Even I was not able to 
render it profitable. We changed the director of Malu Rosu, and 
we asked the new director to come up with a plan for rendering 
it profitable. Everyone told me: “Sir, it isn’t working!”, Bejinariu 
declared to us.

The communication manager of Luxten, Silviu Serbanescu, 
declared to us that Ionel Pepenica and Claudiu Radulescu, the per-
sons who could answer our questions on this subject, are away on 
holiday and would return later this week. He told us bluntly: “All 
I can tell you is that we participated in a Dutch public tender, with 
a published specification document,”.

Real Estate Paradise: Codrii Vlasiei [Vlasia Forest], holiday 
area         
      From the asphalt road of Lipia, there is a secondary road which 
goes into a well-preserved forest.  We counted two or three old 
houses, nearly deserted. Then there was a barely untouched for-
est. At the fox and pheasant nursery there are two freshly-painted 
white houses, for the security people and workers. All workers 
wore orange T-shirts with the Luxten logo.

They refused to let us visit the farm without the approval of 
the “owner”, and they politely invited us to leave. A difference 
from the Snagov area, is that in Snagov, the buildings have en-
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gulfed parts of the access roads while at Lipia there are hundreds 
of hectares of free land, a thick forest in pristine condition and a 
future highway that will make Bucharest a 20 minute commute. 

Real Estate Agents: “In the places where the highway will 
pass, the prices are now 20 Euros a square meter”  
      EVZ contacted several real estate agents and aprais-
ers, in order to obtain some detail related to the prices in the area 
Gruiu-Lipia and the way in which properties are evaluated. The 
real estate agents were chosen according to a single criterion: they 
dealt with transactions of large properties in the area. 

Paul Ancuta, a real estate agent, frequently sells land in the 
Gruiu area. Ancuta declared to us: “The prices in the areas of Gru-
iu-Lipia, Snagov, Ghermanesti are now ranging between 16-20 
Euros per square meter. They increased the moment the route of 
the highway Bucuresti – Brasov was announced.

Two years ago we concluded transactions for 4-7 Euros per 
square meter in the Snagov-Ghermanesti area, and now it costs 
16-17 Euros. At Gruiu-Lipia, where the highway is going to pass 
in the vicinity of the farm, the price range is of 16-20 Euros”. In 
his opinion, the price for which RAAPPS sold the land is a frac-
tion of what they could have obtained.

Ancuta claims that the area will become even more expen-
sive when the highway is completed.  Another real estate agent, 
Razvan Rizea, declared that “during the past 12 months, prices 
have tripled”. They will increase even more at Gruiu, because an 
interchange will be located between Gruiu and Lipia.

He claims the same thing: “When the highway is completed, 
the prices will go up higher, that is in two years’ time”. Rizea 
states that in the area of the farm, the price is 15-20 Euros per 
square meter. In his opinion, the price for which RAAPPS sold the 
land was “bad, a very bad price. They could have obtained double, 
because the route of the highway was already known”. 
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High prices from the autumn on 
      Bogdan Pana, another real estate agent, declared that last year 
he sold land for Euros per square meter at Snagov-Ghermanesti. 
“Now, for the same land, the going price is 60-65 Euros per square 
meter”, says Pana. The agent estimates that the prices in the Sna-
gov area will double this autumn. Real estate agent Razvan Gri-
gore claims that dividing the land into plots is more profitable, by 
up to 20-30 Euros per square meter. 

Politicians in the Spotlight: Elena Băsescu and Dan Ioan 
Popescu  in the Luxten scheme      
      Luxten Lighting SA is the company that ensures the public 
lighting of Bucharest and the service for electric power networks of 
several cities in the country. The company, owned by Ionel Pepen-
ica and Claudiu Radulescu, won that contract during the mandate 
of Mayor Viorel Lis and the validity of the contract was extended 
by all the mayors that succeeded him, including Traian Băsescu. 
 
      The name of President Traian Băsescu was associated with 
that company due to his daughter Elena. The central newspapers 
revealed that Elena Băsescu was employed by the company. An 
advertisement of Luxten, signed by Ionel Pepenica, officially rec-
ognized the fact that she was working in the marketing department 
of the company. 

Business with Dan Ioan Popescu                 
     Another “politically heavy” name associated with this company 
is that of the former Minister of the Economy, Dan Ioan Popes-
cu (DIP). EVZ exclusively revealed that the Luxten sharehold-
ers, Pepenica and Radulescu, were business partners with Dan 
Ioan Popescu in Ital Agency SRL. By the way, DIP’s wife, Elena 
Popescu, still is director and president of the Board of Directors 
of the company Ital Agency, and she is successfully continuing the 
projects initiated by her husband when he was a shareholder of the 
company. 
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Contract with the Ministry of the Economy   
      The two “masters of the public lighting of Bucharest”, Pepen-
ica and Radulescu, are members of the PSD organization of 
Bucharest and they used to be municipal counselors of the par-
ty. They did not answer EVZ questions directly to enable us to 
specify whether they are still members of the Social-Democrats.  
Through the company they control, Luxten Lighting SA, the 
friends of the former minister have enjoyed contracts worth mil-
lions of Euros from various companies under the Ministry of 
Economy while DIP was leading the institution. Most contractual 
relations of Luxten were established with the companies Electrica, 
Hidroelectrica, and Distrigaz.

Elena Băsescu earns 7,000 lei a month for Four hours of work 
a day for Luxten!          
           This is in the financial statement in the Euro elections 
candidacy file handed in by the President’s daughter at the Central 
Electoral Office. Thus, the independent Elena Băsescu, officially 
declared income from her work as an economist in 2008 of ap-
proximately 83,000 lei namely 6,900 lei a month. The company 
where she has part-time employment is the same company that 
has had the concession for the lighting networks in Bucharest for 
the past 15 years. The contract was assigned in 1997. 

According to her own declarations, Elena Băsescu spends 
four hours a day with Luxten, where she enters “data in the com-
puter”. “I am not a PhD in economics nor a specialist. I work on a 
computer in the financial department, as an ordinary officer. I go 
to the office for four hours a day; I sit on a chair and enter data in 
the computer. I have no Internet connection, no messenger, just 
accounting software, nothing else”, the President’s daughter con-
fessed on March 25 in the program “Happy Hour” on TV.

The aces are held secret
According to her wealth statement, Elena Băsescu neither 

owns any houses, nor any property. She owns the Range Rover 
she bought in 2007 for 50,000 Euros, jewels with a value of up 
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to 8,000 Euros, and she has a loan of 16,500 Euros, payable in 
2012 from Piraeus Bank. She made her finances public, but Elena 
Băsescu still keeps the secret with regard to her political project 
and the aces she is keeping up her sleeve as a euro candidate. “I 
don’t know. My aces...? I think I’ve got some, but if I tell you 
which they are, you would say I am boasting”, she said while 
handing in her candidacy file.
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