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Introduction
As a third-year HEBO English stream student I did my internship at ChildsLife International. ChildsLife is a non-profit international organisation that provides help to children worldwide, by setting up development projects. ChildsLife has its headquarters in Haarlem, the Netherlands and it also has branch offices in Bucharest, Romania and Nairobi, Kenya. ChildsLife reaches out to more than 16,000 children (monthly) in developing countries. ChildsLife provides help in the field of education, food, clothing, health and accommodation. Their mission is “creating practical solutions to meet the basic needs of children and their communities worldwide” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.8). The team of ChildsLife does this by investing the need for help in the environment of the children and improve their life standards. ChildsLife works closely with the local population in order to realise their projects.

Apart from doing my internship at ChildsLife I also had to write a thesis in order to graduate. The most difficult thing in my opinion was to come up with an interesting topic that was related to my internship and my specialisation, Public Administration. During my studies I have become interested in the enlargement of the European Union. With the accession of Romania and Bulgaria on 1 January 2007, the Union enlarged to 27 members. Therefore I could write my thesis about the accession of Romania and Bulgaria, but this would not cover ChildsLife. However at the staff meeting about the first newsletter of 2007, my director Mrs. Patricia Korver-Kicak said that the main article had to be about Romania, because Romania had entered the EU. As ChildsLife has set up many projects and programs in Romania it is important that the donors of ChildsLife know what impact EU membership has on the help ChildsLife provides and what challenges its local partners face. My director could not give a complete answer to this question yet since it is a very recent situation. For that reason I decided to write my thesis about Romania’s EU membership and the immediate impact it has on ChildsLife’s work. The central question of my thesis is:

“What immediate impact will new legislation have on ChildsLife’s work and what challenges will its local partners face, since Romania entered the European Union on 1 January 2007?”

In order to answer this central question I have formulated the following sub questions:

1. What kind of organization is ChildsLife international?

2. With which institutions does ChildsLife collaborate in Romania?

3. How was the political situation in Romania after the fall of communism?

4. Which criteria did Romania have to meet in order to become a member of the EU?

5. What are the future prospects of ChildsLife in relation to Romania?  
The sub questions are answered in this report throughout the chapters. In chapter one, I will introduce you to ChildsLife. What kind of organization it is and what sort of help they provide. In chapter two you will find an overview of the organizations ChildsLife is working with in Romania and what they do. In chapter three you will find an outline of the history of Romania, since the fall of communism in December 1989 and the political system. In chapter four you will find the criterias Romania had to meet in order to become a member of the EU. I will only discuss the criterias that are relevant for my thesis. In chapter five, I will give you an outline of the future prospects of ChildsLife in relation to Romania. This is partly based on the experience I gained during my internship. In order to do this I will provide you the pros and cons of Romania’s EU membership. In my conclusion I will give an answer to the central question and give my personal recommendations to the organisation. At the end you will find a bibliography including the sources I have used and the appendix. 

Answers to the sub questions were derived from desk- and field research. The desk research is based on books, articles of the internet, newspaper articles and annual reports concerning this topic. To be sure that the information was accurate I used information of reliable sources such as the website of the European Commission. The field research is based on the interviews I have had with the director of ChildsLife and the country director of Romania. 

Chapter 1 – ChildsLife International

1.1. Identity of the organization

ChildsLife was founded in 1996 in the Netherlands by Mrs. Patricia Korver-Kicak, it was then called “Voedselhulp voor kinderen”. In 2004 it changed its name into ChildsLife International for better recognition outside the Netherlands. Since 2001 the headquarters is located in Haarlem. ChildsLife is a non-governmental and international organization that is not linked to a religious or political movement. “It offers practical help to children and their community for whom nutritious food, education, clothing and healthcare is not a matter of course” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.8). Over the past ten years ChildsLife has been active in 30 countries with most of their projects in Africa and Eastern-Europe. Organizations like ChildsLife are important because worldwide millions of children do not have the possibility to go to school. Each day thousands of people die of hunger and two third of these victims are children under the age of five (E. van der Stuyt, PowerPoint presentation, May 15, 2007). 

ChildsLife reaches out to more than 16,000 children (monthly) in developing countries. It concentrates primarily on the basic human rights of children in institutions, orphanages, and children in families of extreme poverty, that they receive food, education, protection, accommodation, security and health care. “ChildsLife does this by using its local staff as community representatives that work with local groups to ensure that any ChildsLife programme activities will deliver the most help” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.10). 

Besides the headquarters in Haarlem, ChildsLife also has two branch offices: Nairobi, Kenya and Bucharest, Romania. At these offices local ChildsLife employees are active. Mr. Paul Sugut guides the local projects in Nairobi and Mr. Florian Ivan does this in Bucharest. “The quality of their work is assured by personal control in the projects by ChildsLife director and employees branch offices, personal handing over and control on the usage of the goods by the branch offices and through written report of the beneficiaries” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.12).

1.2. Mission and policy

The mission of ChildsLife is “creating practical solutions to meet the basic needs of children and their communities worldwide” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.8). ChildsLife achieves this by setting up programs and projects all over the world. These programs and projects are focussed on various aspects that are important for a child’s life and their environment. They are the following:

· education

· nutrition

· accommodation 

· micro finance 

· social and medical guidance

· emergency aid

ChildsLife has already supported various children’s institutions including kindergartens, primary schools, secondary schools and vocational centres in Romania as well as in Kenya (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.14-22). At these schools the children are educated by local teachers. ChildsLife finds it very important that the local population is involved with their projects and that they support ChildsLife’s activities. At the vocational centres young adults are trained to become a professional in a certain sector like a hairstylist, a tailor, a carpenter, etc. At these children’s institutions, the children receive two warm meals a day, 365 days a year. This means that they also get nutrition during the weekends and in the vacations. ChildsLife also helps local women by providing them small loans, so that they can start their own business, for example a jewellery shop. Besides these projects, ChildsLife has a special program, the home based care program that guides women with aids that need social or medical help. With this particular program ChildsLife collaborates with another NGO, namely Doctors without Borders. ChildsLife also works together with other organizations when big disasters, like floods or droughts, take place. Together they provide the things that are needed at that moment. For example in 2006 there was a big flood in Romania and ChildsLife was able to provide help with nutrition, tents and sleeping bags (E. van der Stuyt, PowerPoint presentation, May 15, 2007).

ChildsLife ensures that the projects and programs it sets up are based upon the direct needs of the children and their community. They make an inventory of the help that is needed in order to improve the live standards of the children. ChildsLife believes that the most effective way to help a child is to offer him or her things that have direct impact on his or her life. ChildsLife works closely with the local population to realize the goals of their projects. “When ChildsLife begins working with a local partner their focus is on strengthening and setting that organization on the path of self-sustainability” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.10). The main goal is to teach these organizations and children to become independent and that they do not need the support of ChildsLife anymore. ChildsLife is aware of the fact that it is not always possible for a local partner to find a solution with a one-time gift. “Therefore, ChildsLife is prepared to work for a long term basis with the local partner as long results are being shown, needs are being addressed and the budget is being handled in a cost efficient way” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.10). 

1.3. Strong points 

There are various organizations like ChildsLife, however, there are a range of points that distinguish ChildsLife from these organizations. First of all ChildsLife provides effective help for low cost in the countries where they are active. ChildsLife is allowed to use 25% of its income for own use, like loans, project visits, etc. according to the “Centraal Bureau Fondsenwerving”. However, ChildsLife did only use 10% of its income in the past years (ChildsLife newsletter, 2007, p.6). 

Secondly, ChildsLife provides practical solutions. They make an inventory of the type of assistance that is needed at a particular place. In consultation with the local population they perceive how the aid will be given. ChildsLife attaches a lot of value to the opinion of the local population. ChildsLife motivates them to work together in order to give the children and themselves a better future (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.10).

Thirdly, ChildsLife has local employees in the districts where they are active. ChildsLife is aware of the situations abroad because they have direct and close contact with the country directors Paul Sugut and Florian Ivan respectively in Kenya and Romania. ChildsLife has a transparent overview of what is happening with their projects in these countries. The branch offices of ChildsLife are of great importance within a close network (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.12). 

Another strong point of ChildsLife is that they have a motivated staff of ten people, which makes it a compact organization. Because of this new ideas are discussed quickly and decisions are made fast. Furthermore ChildsLife cooperates closely with the local authorities and population. They have good contacts at the places where they are active. This is very important as they know that the help they provide will be used efficiently (E. van der Stuyt, PowerPoint presentation, May 15, 2007). 

Finally, ChildsLife has the Centraal Bureau Fondsenwerving (CBF) seal of approval since 2001. “The CBF is an independent foundation which supervises the fundraising of an organization. The CBF audits NGOs on management, policy, fundraising, expenditures and reporting. The CBF seal ensures a responsible expenditure of gifts and donations” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.12). 

1.4. Weak points

Like every organization, ChildsLife also has some weak points. Since the foundation in 1996 ChildsLife has focussed on setting up projects to provide help to children all over the world instead of promoting the organization. In this case this means that there is not a lot of name recognition yet amongst the Dutch public. This has been a deliberate choice of ChildsLife’s director. In her opinion an organization first needs to set up projects before it promotes the organization. 

Another weak point, which is also a strong point as stated above, is that ChildsLife has a staff of ten people. It is a compact organization were decisions can be made fast, but it is sometimes difficult to meet certain deadlines. ChildsLife is an organization in development and it is a matter of time that they will expand. 

1.5. Romania

Since 1997 ChildsLife is active in Romania. In the beginning they provided financial help to various children’s institutions. Amongst others these were the Gavroche House in Bucharest, Saint Stelian in Bucharest, Pentru Fiecare Copil O Familie (PAFCAF) in Resita and many more. In February 1997 ChildsLife shipped its first transport to Romania. During the years ChildsLife has come to the conclusion that one of the most effective ways to work in this region is through a distribution programme. Another effective way is to work together with the local government and other organizations in order to realize renovations at institutions and schools (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.14). The goods and gifts ChildsLife receives at their headquarters in Haarlem are specifically organised to the local needs of the population. It provides structural impact to the local institutions and the families with which ChildsLife work. 

ChildsLife works with several children’s institutions and foundations in eight districts in Romania. Combined, these institutions work with more than 800 families and more than 8,000 children. “ChildsLife collaborates with the institutions and local foundations that look for alternatives to the governmental institutional living that has plagued the country” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.14). The institutions supported by ChildsLife focus on creative ways to remove children from institutional care and place them within loving and caring foster care, frequently with other abandoned children. These new brothers and sisters are then raised together in a normal home until the age of 18 years. “This has the benefits of providing the children a family unit, the ability to grow up in a community with a school and church and of course a family to return to throughout his or her life” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.14).

1.6. Objective for the future

As stated above the mission of ChildsLife is “creating practical solutions to meet the basic needs of children and their communities worldwide” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.8). In order to achieve this ChildsLife will continue with providing structural help and use their funds in the most effective manner to help the most children. Besides the two main programmes of education and nutrition, ChildsLife will expand its support to women with HIV in the next years. ChildsLife will also focus on increasing name recognition among the Dutch public and relevant target groups and make them familiar with ChildsLife’s goals and mission. They will achieve this by national campaigns, special events, presentations at schools and companies and their information materials, such as the website, brochure, newsletter, DVD, etc (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.30). ChildsLife will also grow in the future by providing help to more children all over the world and by expanding the organization (P. Korver-Kicak, personal interview, June 13, 2007).
Chapter 2 – Institutions ChildsLife collaborates with in Romania

2.1. Romanian state institutions

After the fall of Communism in 1989 the whole world saw in which terrible conditions orphans, street children and abandoned children were living. Thousands of children were locked away in Romanian state institutions. During Ceauşescu regime abortion and contraception for women under the age of 40 years were forbidden and couples were encouraged to make as many children as they wanted. The consequence was a baby boom in the 1970s and 1980s. Ceauşescu wanted to empower Romania’s economy with these new born babies but in the 1980s Ceausescu had to repay the foreign debts he had made in the past and this led to huge shortages in the homes of the common Romanian. Parents ended up with more children than they could take care of and these children were abandoned or given away by their parents to the Romanian state institutions (Sanborne, 2004, p.132). 

Since 1997 ChildsLife provides help to children in various children’s institutions. These institutions are small state institutions or private institutions. By supporting these institutions ChildsLife helps to improve the lives of thousands of children. They help to prepare these children to have a better life and future. In order to offer active help ChildsLife has a branch office in Bucharest, Romania were Mr. Florian Ivan guides the projects. ChildsLife collaborates with several institutions in Romania, but these are the main institutions:

· Department of Social Assistance and Child Protection

· Asociatia Sfantul Stelian (Saint Stelian Association) 

· Pentru Fiecare Copil O Familie (PAFCAF also known as For every child a family) 

· Federatia Internationala a Comunitatilor Educative (FICE Romania) 
2.2. Department of Social Assistance and Child Protection

ChildsLife began collaborating with the local department of social assistance and child protection in 1999. This is the main institution ChildsLife is working with. ChildsLife director was introduced to this department by a friend. Having contacts is very important in this business. According to ChildsLife director it is wise to introduce your organisation to the department that is involved in the field your organisation is providing help to. This enlarges your chances of achieving your goals, because they will probably offer you help or
cooperation. However “ChildsLife does not collaborates with the government, but only with this particular department” (P. Korver-Kicak, personal interview, June 13, 2007). 

“ChildsLife has supported the work of the department of social assistance and child protection by providing food, clothing, furniture, educational supplies and building materials to the local institutions supporting handicapped children, poor families and foster families” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.16).
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2.3. Saint Stelian Association 

The Saint Stelian Association was founded in 1993 in Bucharest by the Christian Orthodox Church. It is a non-governmental and a non-profit organisation. Their mission is to help the most vulnerable categories of the Romanian society, who are according to them street children, orphans, disabled children, poor families, unemployed and old people. In order to help these categories of Romanian society, Saint Stelian has set up long term projects. The projects they have set up are a social canteen, a medical clinic, educational programs, a street work program and they give workshops and trainings to children (Saint Stelian Association, 2005, “Information brochure”). To realize these projects Saint Stelian has a staff of professionals. This staff consists of psychologists, doctors, medical assistants, teachers, lawyers, cooks, journalist, social workers and volunteers. The Romanian government does not sponsor the Association with money. To continue with their projects Saint Stelian has to depend on donations of NGOs like ChildsLife (F. Ivan, personal interview, March 8, 2007)
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ChildsLife provides ongoing help to Saint Stelian since February 1997. In these years ChildsLife provided goods and financial support like food supplies, furniture, building equipment, money for rent and personnel costs, etc. Saint Stelian keeps ChildsLife director informed about their projects and ChildsLife tries to provide the goods that are needed (P. Korver-Kicak, personal interview, June 13, 2007).
2.4. PAFCAF “For every child a family” 

PAFCAF was founded in 1995 in Resita by Maria Volintiru. She founded PAFCAF because she visited state institutions in Romania and she had seen the terrible conditions in which the children lived. Maria also noticed that the staff did not really take care of the children they did not seem motivated. After these visits Maria decided to learn more about social work and children’s institutions. (ChildsLife International, n.d., “Country reports Romania”). A few years later she founded her own institution, Pentru Fiecare Copil o Familie (PAFCAF). She made sure that the people she hired were as motivated as she was. (ChildsLife International, n.d., “Country reports Romania”) PAFCAF’s team consist of social workers, doctors, teachers, psychologist, etc. PAFCAF is a Romanian non-profit organisation. Their mission is to help children, single mothers and poor families by providing them a better and safer life. They achieve this by the various programs they set up in the past. These are daycentres, group homes, maternity centres, services locations and vocational training centres. PAFCAF finds it important to create a stable, safe and secure environment for the children (“PAFCAF Romania”, n.d.,“Realizing our objectives”). 

Patricia was introduced to PAFCAF by Florian Ivan in 1999. Soon she decided to support PAFCAF with the help they needed. Since that moment ChildsLife is providing ongoing help to PAFCAF. ChildsLife has provided PAFCAF with equipment for the vocational centres, school materials, food, financial support, etc. Because of ChildsLife’s support it is possible for Maria and her staff to continue with their work (P. Korver-Kicak, personal interview, June 13, 2007).
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FICE Romania was set up in Trogen in June 1990 and its headquarters is located in Bucharest. “FICE Romania is a full-rights member of the International Federation of the Educative Communities (FICE) and collaborates with 27 similar organizations from Europe, USA, Canada and Africa” (FICE, 2005, p.3). FICE Romania is a non-governmental and non-profit organisation. Their mission is to defend and promote children’s rights, mainly the ones deprived of families and those in shelters. The organization also supports the improvement of conditions and staff training in children’s institutions. FICE has set up various programs, like a supports program for children with aids, a programme to prevent drug abuse, a programme to raise awareness about the children and teenagers’ rights, a healthcare programme and a programme to prevent abandonment of school or family. In order to guide these programs FICE Romania has a team of teachers, lawyers, sociologist, priests, journalist, social workers, etc (Bãran, Luca & Şerban, 2005, “FICE Romania – 15 years for defending child rights”). 

ChildsLife has worked closely with FICE Romania since 1999. ChildsLife has been able to support FICE Romania with goods like school supplies, clothing, food and ChildsLife helped repaired various centres. (P. Korver-Kicak, personal interview, June 13, 2007).
Besides ChildsLife, FICE Romania collaborates with state institutions, local administration, churches, banks, etc. FICE Romania aims to promote programmes in order to preserve children’s rights (Bãran, Luca & Şerban, 2005, “FICE Romania – 15 years for defending child rights”). 

Chapter 3 – Political situation in Romania after the fall of communism
3.1. End of Communism – Beginning of a new era

On December 22, 1989, the regime of Nicolae Ceauşescu fell after a period of chaos and dissatisfaction. After nearly 25 years of power, Ceauşescu and his wife Elena were prosecuted for “genocide, massacre, destruction of communal property, economic subversion, attempted escape and the hoarding of more than $ 1 billion in Swiss bank accounts” (Sanborne, 2004, p.76). They were executed on December 25, 1989. The Romanians were relieved that an end had come to the years of communism and suppression. A new era had begun. 

“The first two years of the new Romania was a chaotic period of rebuilding and unrest. The groundwork was gradually laid for a more democratic system” (Sanborne, 2004, p.88). The National Salvation Front (FSN) took the lead by changing the country’s name in Romania (before it was called the People’s Republic of Romania). It also declared an end to the constitutional monopoly on power by the Romanian Communist Party (RCP), it cancelled the vicious rural urbanization and it promised early elections in 1990. Until the elections, the country was at first ruled by “Ion Iliescu (leader of the NSF) as interim president, Dumitru Mazilu (a dissident former securitate officer and diplomat) as interim vice-president and Petre Roman (engineering professor with no prior political background) as interim premier” (Sanborne, 2004, p.89).  In the running of the elections dozens of political parties were founded. On the one side there was the FSN, which had given itself half of the seats in the temporary parliament and on the other side there were all kind of other parties (Boia, 2001, p.155). 

3.2. Regime Ion Iliescu December 1989 – November 1996 (part I)

On May 20, 1990 the first free elections took place, since 50 years. Both parliamentary and presidential elections were held. The FSN obtained two-thirds of the vote in the parliamentary elections and Iliescu won the presidential elections with an overall majority of 85 per cent. Iliescu became president of Romania and his regime ruled until 1996. “These were years in which Romania moved forward slowly, though, by force of circumstance things did change” (Boia, 2001, p.159). In late November 1991 the parliament approved a new Constitution. It declared Romania as a parliamentary republic. The political system consists of two chambers, the Senate with 140 seats and the Chamber of Deputies with 345 seats. “Members of both bodies are elected by direct, popular vote on a proportional representation on basis to serve four-year’s terms. The president appoints the Prime Minister and government and those appointed must win the approval of a majority of the parliament” (“Romania-country profile” n.d., “Government and politics", ¶ 3-4). The most important articles of the new Constitution concerned; the power in presidency, guaranty of human rights and ethnic diversity, ban on capital punishment and torture, free market economy and right to own private property.

The FSN broke up in March 1992. On the one side Iliescu and his followers remained, they formed the leftist Democratic National Salvation Front (FDSN), which later became the Romanian Party of Social Democracy (PDSR). On the other side there was Petre Roman, former premier of the FSN, he and his followers formed the Democratic Party (PD). The opposition was called the Romanian Democratic Convention (CDR) and consisted of various parties like the peasants and liberals, together with the Civic Alliance. “Romania held its second post-revolution general election in September 1992” (Sanborne, 2004, p.93). Iliescu was re-elected as president however with a small majority of votes. The PDSR had lost its absolute majority in parliament and they were forced to share its power with three other parties of the nationalist left. These were the Party of Romanian National Unity (PUNR), the Greater Romania Party (PRM) and the Socialist Party of Labour (PSM) (Sanborne, 2004, p.93). 

With this new formation small steps were made in order to modernise Romania. Privatization was set in motion but very slow and there was no privatization in the agriculture. “Investments of Western capital rose somewhat but remained at a very modest level. The West had lost its confidence in Romania” (Boia, 2001, p.161). However in 1994, the door was half opened for Romania, it became a member of the partnership for peace (NATO’s waiting room). In the meantime most Romanians had loosed their faith in Iliescu and his followers. There was still a lot of poverty in the country and little improvement was made since the fall of communism. Romanians wanted a new leader with a different approach. On November 3, 1996, national elections for president and parliament were held (Boia, 2001, p.162).
3.3. Regime Emil Constantinescu November 1996 – December 2000


The elections of December 1996 were won by the opposition. The CDR and the Social Democratic Union (SDU, new name of the party of Petre Roman) ruled with a majority of seats in the Chamber of Deputies and in the Senate. The two parties decided to form a coalition together with the Hungarian Democratic Union of Romania (Sanborne, 2004, p.98). Emil Constantinescu of the CDR became the new president of Romania. The Romanians had decided to give the opposition a chance. “The votes of a large number of Romanians had expressed disappointment with the PDSR rather than sympathy with the opposition” (Boia, 2001, p. 163).

The main promise made in the election campaigns by the new government was to alliance with the West. This would be achieved by entering into the NATO, becoming a member of the EU, re-establish private property, attract foreign capital to Romania on massive scale and a moral cleansing and brutal war against corruption (Boia, 2001, p. 163). However, these promises could not be realized. The first years of the new government showed negative rates of growth in the economy, but afterwards there was a small recovery. Relations with the West developed in a much more comfortable atmosphere under the regime of Constantinescu than under the regime of Iliescu, and it almost became a member of the NATO in 1997 (Boia, 2001, p. 165). Unfortunately the NATO decided that Romania was not ready yet to become a member. In 1995 Romania submitted its official application for EU membership and in 2000 the EU opened its accession negotiations with Romania (European Commission, n.d., “Romania-EU-Romania relations”, ¶2&4).
From political point of view the democracy worked well in Romania, there were legal elections, diversified and influencing mass media, etc. However from economical point of view there was a big gap between the West and Romania (Boia, 2001, p.168). There was some progress made but it did not live up to the expectations Romanians had and it certainly made little difference in people’s every day lives. In the following years misunderstandings and crises came one after the other in the Constantinescu regime. The DCR government had become unpopular and Constantinescu chose not to stand up for re-election in the November 2000 national elections (Sanborne, 2004, p.100). 

3.4. Regime Ion Iliescu December 2000 – December 2004 (part II)

New elections took place on December 10, 2000 and Ion Iliescu was re-elected as president. Romanians did not regain faith in him but his runner-up was Corneliu Vadim Tudor, a far right extremist (Boia, 2001, p.172). In October 2001 the government imposed a one year ban on foreign adoptions of Romanian children; this ban was later extended to 2003. In November 2002 Romania was invited to have negotiations with the NATO and in 2004 it became an official member of the NATO (Sanborne, 2004, p.166). Being a member of the NATO had been a desire of the Romanians since the fall of communism. In October 2003 a constitutional referendum was held which brought three important changes in the Romanian Constitution. 

1. The presidential term of four years was changed into five years. Parliament and president would not be elected at the same time anymore. The position of the Prime Minister also had been strengthened so that he or she could not be fired any longer by the president. The two chambers of the parliament would not have the same duties as they had before.

2. The rights of minorities were strengthened and compulsory military service was abolished. The arrest mandate was now only issued by judges instead of prosecutors.

3. The Constitution would not only protect the property anymore but it would also give guarantee. (“Romania update”, 1999, “Constitutional changes”, ¶1)

Corruptions were finally acknowledged during the second regime of Iliescu and steps were taken to prevent this. The National Anti Corruption Court (PNA) was created and they dealt with numerous cases from bribed police agents to corrupted government advisors. 

3.5. Regime Traian Bãsescu December 2004 – Current

On November 28, 2004 new elections were held and Traian Bãsescu of the Democratic Party won with a small majority of the votes. He was inaugurated on December 20, 2004. In order to form a majority in the parliament he formed a coalition with the PNL, the PD, the Democratic Union of Hungarians in Romania and the Humanist Party (later called the Conservative Party) (“Romania-country profile”, n.d., “Government and politics, ¶5). In 2006 the Conservative Party decided to withdraw from the coalition as a result that the opposition had the majority in parliament. Bãsescu promised in his campaign to reform the country and to continue with the fight against corruption (European Commission, 2005, “Romania 2005 Comprehensive report”, p.7).

Bãsescu’s regime focuses on a strong partnership with the United States and on accessing the EU. In December 2005 Romania and the US signed a treaty which stated that US troops could use Romanian military services. In June 2006 the parliament had a conflict about the Romanian troops. Bãsescu and his followers wanted to let the troops stay in Iraq while Prime Minister Popescu-Tãriceanu and the PNL wanted to withdraw them. Bãsescu won this conflict and the Romanian troops stayed in Iraq. The purpose of the troops staying in Iraq was to strengthen the ties with the US (“Romania update”, 1999, “The Tãriceanu government”, ¶2). 

Romania joined the EU under the regime of Basescu but they had to go a long way before they became a member (detailed information can be found in chapter four). After becoming an official member of the EU, President Bãsescu was accused of alleged behaviour by the members of the opposition parties in February 2007. These were the main reasons:

[image: image8.wmf] 


On April 19, 2007 President Bãsescu was suspended of his tasks as Romanian President. Parliament decided to hold a national referendum in order to decide whether Bãsescu would get back to being the president of Romania or that he would be dismissed. In the meantime Nicolae Vacaroiu was the ad interim president until the referendum (“Traian Bãsescu, n.d., “Impeachment vote by the parliament”, ¶4). On May 19, 2007, hundreds of Romanians went to the ballot box and there was a turnout of 44%. 75% of the voters were against the resignation of Bãsescu (“Romanian president wins impeachment vote”, n.d., ¶2). This means that Bãsescu will continue to govern Romania for the following two years, if nothing strange happens.  

Chapter 4 – Criteria Romania had to meet in order to become member of the EU
4.1. Introduction

Since the fall of communism in 1989, Romania’s main goal was to become a real democracy and a member of the EU. “According to Article 49 of the Treaty on European Union (TEU), any country may apply for membership if it respects the principles of liberty, democracy, respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms and the rule of law” (“Commission of the European Communities”, 2004, “2004 regular report on Romania’s progress towards accession”, p.12). As Romania respects these principles it made its first steps towards EU membership by signing the Europe Agreements (EA) on February 1, 1993. The EA entered into force two years later and on June 22, 1995 Romania submitted its official application for membership to the EU (European Commission, n.d., “Romania-EU-Romania relations, ¶2). In March 1998, Romania and Bulgaria were not invited to start accession negotiations with the EU, whilst ten other Central Eastern Europe Countries (CEECs) were invited. Romania had to wait until February 15, 2000 to begin its official accession negotiations with the EU. This was the outcome of a Progress Report published in 1999. In order to become an EU member, Romania had to accept the political- and economic criteria’s set out by the European Council in Madrid and it also had to accept the acquis communautaire of the EU (“What are negotiations about”, n.d., “Which is the object of negotiations”, ¶1&2). “In all areas of the acquis Romania had to bring their institutions management capacity and administrative and judicial systems up to EU standards, both at national and regional level” (“European Commission”, 2005, “ Romania 2005 comprehensive monitoring report”, p.7).

Romania started its negotiations later with the EU than the other CEECs because of this it was not possible for Romania to be part of the Big Bang enlargement of 2004, also known as the 5th enlargement-part I. To help Romania with their accession, the EU used one of their instruments, the Accession Partnership. The Accession Partnership guided Romania with its efforts to meet the commitments under the Europe Agreement (Blockmans & Lazowski, 2006, p.260). As the accession negotiations had progressed, almost every second year the Accession Partnership would set new priorities for the coming year. “The capacity to implement the timetable of the Accession Partnership was considered by the European Union as an indicator of the countries readiness for accession” (Blockmans & Lazowski, 2006, p.261). The Roadmap for Romania concentrated in particular on the administrative and judicial capacity required, in order to implement the acquis as well as on economic reform. 

Since 2002 significant changes had occurred in the speed of legislative approximation and the economic indicators of Romania were improved as well. From 2000 until 2007 monitoring reports were published about the progress Romania was making. There was even made a specific safeguard clause, called the postponement clause. This clause could lead to the postponement of the accession for Romania by one year if Romania would not have made sufficient progress on the criteria’s on time (“Safeguard clauses”, n.d., ¶3). Fortunately this clause was not used and Romania completed its negotiation on the accession chapters on December 14, 2004. However, Romania had to make a lot of changes in various fields, one of the most important criteria Romania had to meet concerned child protection. “The EU pressured Romania from the start to make changes in the child welfare system” (Matschullat, 2000, ¶ 8). In April 2005 the European Parliament gave green light for the entry of Romania and Romania signed the Treaty of Accession to European Union on April 25. On 1 January 2007 Romania became an official member of the EU (“European Commission”, n.d., “Romania-EU-Romania relations”, ¶9&11). However the EU will closely follow Romania on the progress it makes in the future. 

4.2. Child welfare system

The political criteria for accession stipulates the candidate country that it must achieve “stability of institutions, guaranteeing democracy, the rule of law, human rights and respect for and protection of minorities” (Commission of the European Communities, 2004, “Romania’s progress towards accession”, p.13). Chapter one already stated that ChildsLife focus its help on children and their communities. It is important to know which changes the Romanian government had to make regarding this issue.

When the whole nation saw in which terrible conditions street children, orphans, etc. in Romania had been living during Ceauşescu’s regime, a lot of Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) and potential adoptive parents went to Romania to help. NGOs provided the institutions with basic social services like food and clothing but the government made little effort to improve this situation. Thousands of children were left in large state institutions because parents could not take care of them. Romania is a country with a lot of orphans and street children and therefore the government had to come up with a plan to improve the child welfare system (Matschullat, n.d., “Government strategy concerning the protection of the child”, ¶3&5). 

To change the conditions in state institutions the Romanian government came up with a strategy, called: The government strategy concerning the protection of the child in difficulty. “The current government’s strategy is opposite to that of Ceauşescu’s regime. It wants to get as many children as possible out of the big institutions” (McGeown, 2006, “Romania seeks EU-standard childcare”, ¶5). This strategy had to make sure that the inefficiencies within the Romanian child welfare system would improve and that Romania would implement standards which were in line of those in Western Europe. A lot of effort was made by the regime of Bãsescu and the EU noticed that the government was determined to make improvements in this area. The Romanian Adoption Committee (RAC) was replaced by the National Authority for the Protection of the Child and Adoption (NAPCA). This authority would coordinate the activities of all actors involved in the field of the child welfare system (European Commission, 2005, “Romania 2005 comprehensive monitoring report”, p.17). 

Another thing the Romanian government had to take into account was to develop alternative services to prevent abandonment of children, such as emergency shelters, counselling, day-care centres, etc. With these institutions the government can help parents that have difficulties with raising their children and providing them help. The government also needed to change something about the people that were working at children’s institutions. Many staff members that were working at orphanages during the regime of Ceausescu kept their jobs after the fall of communism. These people did not have any sort of formal education in the area of human services. That is why the government could do two things, fire these people or offer them training in this field of work. However, if the government want to encourage people to work in children’s institutions they have to raise the salaries for social workers in to order attract and retain them (Matschullat, n.d., “Government strategy concerning the protection of the child”, ¶11). 

Furthermore, the Romanian government has to pay more attention to disabled children in institutions. There are still a lot of disabled children in state institutions and this is another problem for the government to solve. “This is partly because of the development of delays omnipresent in children raised institutions and partly because parents are more likely to abandon a child born with disabilities” (Matschullat, 2000, Chapter 4, ¶27). Under the regime of Ceauşescu children with disabilities were hidden away in orphanages, suffering degrading conditions. Special hospitals for the disabled were the most terrible under Ceauşescu. Disabled children did not fit in his vision of a great Romania.

4.3. Further improvement is needed

Continued progress has been made with the reform of child protection through the closure of old institutions, almost all the large institutions that were built in the Ceauşescu era are closed now. Instead there are new institutions such as small-state run homes, adoption programs, foster care, etc. (McGeown, 2006, “Romania seeks EU-standard childcare”, ¶7). The living conditions of the remaining institutions have been improved and are generally adequate. They deal mainly with disabled children or provide special residential education. Furthermore, the social assistance system has been reorganised and improved to provide better family support. This new strategy has made it possible that there are now 33,000 children in institutionalised care, compared to the 80,000 in 1997.

In January 2005 a new legislation on children’s rights and adoption entered into force. “This legislation brought Romania in line with the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child and the European Convention on Human Rights and completed the reform of child protection” (European Commission, 2005, “Romania 2005 comprehensive report”, p.17). However, there are still issues that have to be improved or changed. The most important one is the concern of raising awareness of the new legislation and the training among the parties involved such as judges, staff of maternity hospitals and social workers in general. About 9,000 children are still abandoned every year. That is why cooperation between these parties should be improved and an inspection body should be developed at central level. In January 2005 the Specialised Public Service for Social Assistance and the Direction for Child Protection was established and it has been integrated into a single new structure, namely the Directorate-General for Social Assistance and Child Protection (European Commission, 2005, “Romania 2005 comprehensive monitoring report”, p.17). In general, the childcare facilities have improved a lot in the past years. Romania realized that EU membership would depend on the results it would make in this field. The progress Romania has made so far is seen as satisfactory and they are in line with the standards of Western Europe (Commission of the European Communities, 2006, “Monitoring report on the state of preparedness for EU membership of Bulgaria and Romania”, p.19).
Chapter 5 - Future prospects of ChildsLife in relation to Romania

5.1. Introduction

Since 1 January 2007 Romania became an official member of the EU. They had to go a long way before they could access the Union. They still need to make improvements or changes in their political- and economical system, however, they have made sufficient progress. The EU will closely monitor Romania’s process and publish reports about the accompanying measures. In order to make a prediction of the future of ChildsLife in relation to Romania, one has to consider the disadvantages and advantages of EU membership. 

5.2. Cons EU membership

One of the regulations of EU membership concerns the export of goods to other member states. Companies and organizations have to pay 19% tax on their goods that they want to transport to another member state. There is not an exception for NGOs. Before Romania became a member of the EU, ChildsLife did not have to pay this tax. ChildsLife had gained a so-called tax free status in the past. But with Romania being an EU member they do not have this privilege anymore (P. Korver-Kicak, personal interview, June 13, 2007).
Another disadvantage of EU membership is that a lot of NGOs that were located in Romania lost their support from abroad. People assume that Romania receives enough funds of the EU now they have become a member. The consequence is that NGOs move to nearby countries like Moldova or the Ukraine to offer their help. Instead of large teams guiding the projects and setting up new ones, there is often only one or two contact persons left behind to guide the projects that have been set up in the past (F. Ivan, personal interview, May 8, 2007). NGOs receive less support than before and a smaller amount of money to spend on their programs (ChildsLife newsletter, 2007, p.5).
According to Florian Ivan the Romanians were not well informed about EU membership. They did not know what impact this would have on their daily lives. A majority of the population had in mind that on 1 January 2007 everything would change and that the welfare in Romania would improve. However this did not happen. Every new member state needs time to develop in order to improve their current status. 

Another disadvantage of EU membership is that EU accession went too fast. (F. Ivan, personal interview, May 8, 2007). Romania submitted its official application for membership to the EU in 1995. But accession negotiations just started in 2000. In a country like Romania the government had to make a lot of changes in order to meet the criteria’s set by the EU and make sure that changes were made on a professional and rational basis. However it seem that the EU tried to rush Romania for accession, while the country was not ready yet (Galos, 2007, “Romania: sweet dream or disappointment?”, ¶4). There is still corruption, organised crime and money laundering in this country and there is still need to reform the judiciary. (Commission of the European Communities, 2006, “Monitoring report on the state of preparedness for EU membership of Bulgaria and Romania”, p.19). Although there have been established benchmarks on these areas, the EU might have waited a little bit longer to welcome Romania to the EU until these “problems” were solved. Romania had probably benefited more from EU accession if they had waited until 2008 or 2009.

Finally, before Romania became an EU member, the Romanians already went abroad in Occidental countries with the purpose of finding a job. The illusion of earning big sums of money in a very short time period made the Romanians leave their country and their children. This was not that easy because they had to arrange a visa, fill in loads of paperwork and come up with a good reason why they wanted to go abroad. Being a member of the EU, Romanians do not need to worry about this anymore. However this means that hundreds of Romanians go abroad to countries like Italy and Spain to work illegal in order to earn money for their family in Romania. They leave their children behind to their grandparents, relatives or friends. With the idea that they are in good hands and that they will have a better life with the money that is send to hem. The consequences of parents leaving their children behind have led to extreme effects. Children commit suicide or they are having severe disorders because they can not understand why their parents have left them alone. The worst thing about this is that the parents are not even aware of this problem (F. Ivan, personal interview, May 8, 2007). 

5.3. Pros EU membership

On the other hand, EU membership also has brought along some advantages. The borders are open which means free circulation. Romanians can visit other member states without arranging a visa and filling in loads of paper work. Romanians are able to work abroad, though they have to be qualified. If they are, they are able to earn more money abroad than they would in Romania. This is the same for young adults. They have the opportunity to study abroad, increase their knowledge and have a better future than in Romania. However, they do need to have money for this (F. Ivan, personal interview, May 8, 2007). 

Furthermore the government has come up with a strategy concerning the protection of the child in difficulty. They have developed alternative programs to replace abandoned children, street children and orphans from state institutions. Children are replaced to smaller institutions or they are placed in foster families or adoption programs (Commission of the European Communities, 2004, “2004 regular report on Romania’s progress towards accession”, p.27). At these smaller institutions good care is taken over the children by staffs that have been trained. In order to become a member of the EU, Romania had to make mayor improvements in the child welfare system. They did but there is always room for more.

According to the Euro barometer 67 (2007, p.19), 69% of the Romanian population assess that their country is better off as a result of EU membership. Since Romania’s accession there has been an overall economic growth of 6%.

5.4. Future prospects

In general EU membership has been positive for Romania. It has contributed to accept Romania as a real democracy and sufficient progress has been made to reform the country. Romania needs time to develop and to adapt to all EU regulations before visible results can be noticed. EU membership did not have a big influence on ChildsLife’s activities yet. ChildsLife has to pay 19% tax on the goods they transport to Romania and although the government has improved the situation in the child welfare system there is still need for help in this area. There are four scenarios’ that can be made for the future of ChildsLife:
1. ChildsLife will continue with the help they are providing in Romania and support the various children’s institutions
2. ChildsLife will pay more attention to the disabled ones and especially the children. This category of the Romanian society is still very vulnerable and they need more help. ChildsLife will also focus their help to the elderly. The world is facing a constant increase of the elderly and the conditions in homes for the elderly are not that good in Romania.

3. ChildsLife will increase their help to nearby countries as Moldova and the Ukraine. ChildsLife has already given their support to these countries by transporting goods. If the child welfare system in Romania improves, ChildsLife is able to provide more help in these countries. 

4. All the above scenarios’. ChildsLife is an organization in development and it is very likely that they will expand in the upcoming years. They will probably be able to attract more staff in the near future, help more children and extend their activities in other countries.

Conclusion

The focus of my research was to give answer on the central question: 

“What immediate impact will new legislation have on ChildsLife’s work and what challenges will its local partners face, since Romania entered the EU on 1 January 2007?”

In order to answer this question I have made use of desk- and field research. I have read various books and articles concerning this topic and I have held interviews with ChildsLife director Patricia Korver-Kicak and country director in Romania, Florian Ivan. 

The purpose of chapter one was to introduce you to ChildsLife International. ChildsLife is an international organisation that “offers practical help to children and their community from whom nutritious food, education, clothing and healthcare is not a matter of course” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.8). Their mission is “creating practical solutions to meet the basic needs of children and their communities worldwide” (“Annual report 2006”, 2007, p.8). One of the strong points of ChildsLife is that they provide practical solutions. They make an inventory of the assistance that is needed at a particular place. Like every organization ChildsLife also has some weak points. Since the foundation in 1996 ChildsLife has focussed on setting up projects to provide help to children all over the world instead of promoting the organization. In this case this means that there is not a lot of name recognition yet amongst the Dutch public. ChildsLife provides help in Romania since 1997 and country director Florian Ivan guides the local projects over there. The future objective of ChildsLife is to continue with their activities, help more children and gain more name recognition.

In chapter two you could find an overview of the institutions ChildsLife is collaborating with in Romania. The main institutions are the department of childcare- and social protection, Saint Stelian, PAFCAF and FICE Romania. Since the fall of Ceauşescu’s regime in December 1989 the whole world saw in which terrible conditions orphans, street children and abandoned children were living. It was clear that the government had to change these circumstances; there was serious need for help. ChildsLife supports the institutions with ongoing help like food, clothing and funding. 

Chapter three provided you with an outline of the history of Romania and the political situation after the fall of communism in 1989. After nearly 25 years of suppression the Romanians began a new era in 1990. Free elections took place and throughout the years a liberal or a conservative president was elected. The current president of Romania is Traian Bãsescu and Romania accessed to the EU under his regime. However, there have been ongoing conflicts in his parliament but these have been resolved. 

The purpose of chapter four was to illustrate the journey Romania had to make in order to become a member of the EU. Romania submitted its official application for membership to the EU in 1995, but it took five years before it was invited to start accession negotiations with the EU. One of the most important criterias Romania had to meet concerned the child welfare system. The Romanian government came up with a strategy called: “The government strategy concerning the protection of the child in difficulty”. This strategy had to make sure that the inefficiencies within the Romanian child welfare system would improve and that Romania would implement standards which were in line of those in Western Europe. The progress Romania has made so far is seen as satisfactory and they are in line with the standards of Western Europe but there is always room for improvement.
Chapter five gave you an outline of the pros and cons of EU membership and the future prospects of ChildsLife in relation to Romania. Becoming a member of the EU has been a positive step for Romania. Since the fall of communism this has been one of the main goals of Romanian government and it has contributed to accept Romania as a real democracy. One of the disadvantages of becoming an EU member is that NGOs located in Romania have lost their support from abroad. However the government has made mayor improvements in the area of the child welfare system. There are four scenarios’ that are applicable for the future of ChildsLife. In the upcoming years they will continue with the help in Romania and they might focus their help on a different target group or expand their activities to the nearby countries.

To conclude I will give an answer to the central question. Romania had to change a lot in order to become a member of the EU. But accession to the EU had little impact on ChildsLife work so far. ChildsLife’s local partners have not faced real challenges yet. Hopefully the Romanian government will continue with their strategy to improve the child welfare system. In this way ChildsLife’s local partners will no longer need the support of ChildsLife anymore and become independent. 

Personal recommendations
In chapter five you could already read a part of my personal recommendations to the organization. I would like to advice ChildsLife to keep up with the good work they provide in Eastern Europe, Africa and the countries were they are active. However, they might take in consideration to change their target group in Romania. Disabled children and the elderly also are a very vulnerable category in the Romanian society. They could also expand their help in the nearby countries like Moldova and the Ukraine were they have already been active. They could do this when the child welfare system in Romania is improved so much that there is no need for help anymore. 
In 2007 ChildsLife has begun a research in each of the 41 districts in Romania. The aim of this research is to find out what has changed in Romania after 1 January 2007 and make an inventory of the help that is needed. By having this information ChildsLife is able to decide which road they will take in future (“ChildsLife newsletter”, 2007, p.5).

Glossary


Accession negotiations
“Negotiations between the EU and countries preparing to join the EU, in which justice and home affairs form a key part”
Accession Partnership 
“Agreements between the EU and each country applying to join the EU, which set a framework for the countries to adopt or move closer to EU policies and work alongside the EU to achieve this objective”

Aquis Communautaire 
“The entire body of legislation of the European Communities and Union, of which a significant body relates to justice and home affairs. This includes all the treaties, regulations and directives passed by the European institutions as well as judgements laid down by the Court of Justice”

Copenhagen Criteria
“The basic criteria to be fulfilled by countries applying to join the EU, as established by the European Copenhagen Council in 1993: stable institutions guaranteeing democracy, the rule of law, human rights and respect for minorities; a functioning market economy; and adherence to the acquis communautaire”
Corruption
“Abuse of institutional power for personal interests”
Europe Agreement 
“A specific type of association agreement between the EU and central and east European countries, which aims to prepare the country for accession on the basis of the Copenhagen criteria. It consists of six elements: political dialogue, free trade and freedom of movement, economic cooperation, cultural cooperation, financial cooperation, and institutions of association and is considered as the first step towards eventual membership”

Non-Governmental 
“A not-for-profit, voluntary citizens’ group, which is organized on

Organization
a local, national or international level to address issues in support of the public good”
Roadmap for Romania 
“Instrument aimed at assisting the country to meet the accession criteria at the Copenhagen European Council in December 2002. The roadmap indicates the tasks to be completed and the necessary financial support”

Specific safeguard clause
“Clause that allows the Commission to recommend to the Council at any time, before the entry into force of the Accession Treaty, to postpone the envisaged date of accession of Romania by one year to January 2008 if there is clear evidence that there is a serious risk that Romania will be manifestly unprepared to meet the requirements of membership by 1 January 2007 in a number of important areas”
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Appendix I:   Interview with Patricia Korver-Kicak (director ChildsLife)
1. Why did you found ChildsLife?

Patricia has already had 25 years of experience in non-profit organizations. She worked as the chief in the field of management and communication. She has been working a long time for the International Red Cross and she has travelled around the whole world. Patricia went to the Netherlands and she got the opportunity to start something on her own. Because of her past and the contacts she had made during her previous jobs, she decided to found ChildsLife

2. When and where was ChildsLife founded?

ChildsLife was founded in 1996 in the Netherlands.

3. What is your objective for the future of ChildsLife?

Her objective for the future is to continue with the structural help ChildsLife is providing for the children and their communities worldwide. Her goal is to help more children in the future, to expand the organization and have more name recognition. In the first ten years of ChildsLife, Patricia and her team focussed on setting up projects in different parts of the world. She thinks it is important to set up projects first and then ask people for help or donations. At this point ChildsLife will continue with their help and make more publicity about their activities in order to gain more name recognition. 

4. How did you come in contact with Florian Ivan, ChildsLife director in Romania?

Patricia has build up a network of people that she met and worked with during her work at the International Red Cross. And this is how she came in contact with Florian as well as Paul Sugut (ChildsLife director in Kenya).

5. Which are the main institutions ChildsLife is working with in Romania?
The main institution ChildsLife is working with is the department of childcare and social protection. It also works with Saint Stelian in Bucharest, For Every Child a Family (PAFCAF) in Resita and FICE International.
6. When did the collaboration started with the department of Childcare protection?
In 1997 ChildsLife began collaborating with the department of childcare protection. According to Patricia is it smart to introduce yourself at such a department when you are active in a certain country and providing help. Because it is possible that they will help you. ChildsLife does not work together with the government but only with this particular department. This does not necessarily means that ChildsLife is not looking at the ideas the government has. If the government has certain plan, ChildsLife will look if it is a good idea and help if possible. She came in contact with this department through one of her friends that was working at the government. 
7. When did the collaboration with Saint Stelian started and what kind of help does ChildsLife provide?

The collaboration with Saint Stelian begun in February 1997 and ChildsLife provides ongoing help. In the years that ChildsLife is working with Saint Stelian it has provided goods and funding. ChildsLife provided food, furniture, equipment for the vocational centres, funding to pay the staff in case of emergency and it repaired and build various buildings like the canteen.
8. When did the collaboration with PAFCAF started and what kind of help does ChildsLife provide?

PAFCAF was introduced by Florian Ivan around 1999 to Patricia.  ChildsLife has also an ongoing program with PAFCAF. It has provided goods, money, food support and it repaired homes.  

9. When did the collaboration with FICE Romania started and what kind of help does ChildsLife provide?

The collaboration with FICE started in 1999 and ChildsLife has provided various things through the years. ChildsLife has repaired the centres so that those were turned into classrooms. It has also provided goods, like school supplies, food and clothing.
10. In my thesis I have a chapter that discusses the criterias Romania had to adapt in order to become an EU member. Did you have notice any changes in the field of e.g. the transport policy or the taxation? 
ChildsLife did not have had any changes in the transport policy so far. Everything is still the same as before. There is a change in the taxation, which is one of the disadvantages of Romania entering the EU. Before ChildsLife had a tax free status, which meant that they did not had to pay tax to the company that was transporting the goods. However, now Romania joined the EU, ChildsLife has to pay 19% tax on their goods because that is the rule when you are an EU member. Further they did not notice any changes in e.g. free movement of goods. She does like to know what Romania had to change in order to meet the political criteria of childcare protection. She already knows that the first thing the department of the childcare protection did after the fall of Ceausescu’s regime was that they fired the old people who were working in the childcare state institutions. 
Appendix II:   Interview with Florian Ivan (country director Romania)

1. What are according to you the disadvantages for Romania since it entered the European Union?

There are a few disadvantages for Romania since it entered the EU, these are the following:

· Romania was not economically well developed to enter the EU. They are at the beginning of the road and they still need help to develop. It will take a long time before Romania is totally integrated in the EU system. At this moment Romania is not yet ready to use the funds they received from the EU. Some of the money will disappear in politicians’ pockets; Romania is still a corrupt country. 
· In the point of view of NGOs there is not much changed yet. Although ChildsLife has to pay 19% tax to the company that transport their goods. Before they did not had to pay any tax.
· A lot of NGOs situated in Romania have lost support from abroad. People are supposing that Romania is on the same level of life as other member states, because they are an EU member. This is not the case, but Romania receives less support than before and a smaller amount of money to spend for their programs. A lot of NGOs have moved to Moldova to offer their help. 
· Another disadvantage is that Romania is facing competition with products from other member states, mainly in the food sector. So it is hard to compete and survive if you have a small business.
· Furthermore there is unemployment. Since Romania entered the EU it is difficult for the private and small companies to compete with the large companies. The consequence is that the small companies are being bankrupted.
· As last, Romanians are not well informed about the “consequences” of entering the EU. A lot of citizens had the idea that the country would change in positive aspect, especially economically, from the 1st of January 2007. This did not happen, because each new member state needs time to develop and adapt to EU legislation. Also the Romanians have been suppressed for a long time and they just let new things come to pass and see what will happen.
2. What are the advantages of Romania entering the European Union?

According to Florian there are not so many advantages of EU membership, but he did mention a few:

· The borders are open now for all Romanians with a passport and this means free circulation. They do not need to fill in a lot of paperwork anymore. Romanians can now also work everywhere in Europe, although they have to be qualified. If they are, they will have a higher income in the EU than in Romania. People have more chances to find work. 
· There is better access to social life, like cultural life and exchange. Romania will receive different funds from the EU to improve the current situation on this field and they will also offer structural help. 
· Young adults have the opportunity to learn abroad, but they do need money for this. 
· Furthermore the children in big state institutions are replaced in smaller houses with better conditions. In order to access the EU, the Romanian government had to make mayor improvements in state institutions for children. The government did this in a professional way and they were able to reduce the number of large state institutions.
3. In which areas of Romania is ChildsLife active? 

ChildsLife is active in eight districts of Romania, amongst others Vaslui, Resita, Bucharest and Buzán. Romania is divided in 41 districts and Vaslui is one of the poorest in Romania.

4. With which NGOs in Romania does ChildsLife work with?

ChildsLife works with other large NGOs, like UNICEF and World Vision. But it also works with state institutions and private institutions. The main institutions are PAFCAF, also called for every child a family in Resita, Saint Stelian in Bucharest, International Federation for Educational Communities (FICE) and the department of childcare- and social protection. 

5. What kind of institution is Saint Stelian in Bucharest? How was the situation before entering the EU and how is it now? 

St. Stelian is a NGO founded in 1993. In the beginning they started with providing food in mobile canteens for street children. Now they have a social canteen/house. This is not only for children but also for poor families, elderly and disabled ones. Saint Stelian has also various programs, like a clinic and educational programs. Their mission is to help street children, orphans, disabled children, poor families and elderly.

6. What about PAFCAF? How was the situation before January 1, 2007 and how is it now? 

PAFCAF was founded in 1995 by Maria Volinturu. They have several programs, like a social canteen for children and group homes. These are apartments for children were they can live. ChildsLife provides ongoing help to PAFCAF with goods and funding. ChildsLife has also help to set up a centre for mother and child. This is especially for mother which we are abused and PAFCAF tries to help them by giving them advice and shelter

7. What impact did EU membership had so far on the NGOs in Romania?
One of the visible impacts is that there are not so many NGOs in Romania as before. The large ones went away to nearby countries and often there only stays one contact person. There is less money to spend for their programs, because people do not support them as much because it is an EU member. They suppose that problems have been solved. Consequence of having less money is that programs are getting down. There are not a lot of volunteers in Romania. 

8. I read an article about Romania and it stated that the strategy of the government in Romania is to get as many children as possible out of the big institutions. Is this correct? If yes, do you know how they achieved this?

This is correct; there were a lot large state institutions with hundreds of children in there. It was not possible for the staff to take good care of the children because they were not well educated and they were not with much. The government decided to replace as much of these children in foster families or smaller institutions. The result of this is that there are not a lot of these big institutions anymore. This was one of the important criterias to enter the EU, so the government was in a way forced to improve this. The government has done this in a professional way. It teaches the children to see how it is to be a part of a family. However, it still needs improvement in the future especially for the disabled ones and the elderly.

9. What is your personal opinion of Romania entering the EU?

In his opinion Romania had to wait a little bit longer with entering the EU. It went too fast and the citizens were not (well) informed about the consequences of being an EU member. There is still a lot of corruption in Romania and Florian is not sure if the funds of the EU are spent for the right purposes.

Infringing and substituting the authority of the Government, the judicial system and the parliament


Committing acts of political partisanship with direct reference to the Democratic Party, abuse of power and acting more like a judge of the other public authorities, than a collaborator, thus abandoning his role of impartial mediator required by the Romanian Constitution.


Manipulating and instigating public opinion against other state institutions such as the parliament and the government. (“Train Basescu”, 2007, “Impeachment vote by the parliament”, ¶ 1)
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