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e Foreword

Day by day the influence of domestic policies on the international relations becomes
more relevant. Day by day the question of integration or isolation seems to boil down
to either adopting or adapting internationally recognized democratic measures within
newly devel oping regions. Certain issues remain however stubbornly pending, despite
internal or international efforts aiming for change. Strangely or not they seem to
constitute ordinary life within the states at stake, albeit the attention acquired
overseas. Such acase, representing one of the hottest issues in every Western political
publication, is the statute of minoritiesin the former communist countries of Eastern
Europe.

After aperiod of repression and authoritarian dominance of the communist forces,
when no voice dissonant with the authority choir could be heard, the freedom and
access to the fruits of democracy opened an enormous number of channels. In
particular the ethnic minorities found themselves in the possession of exercising
freely their rights, guaranteed in democratic societies. An old conflict re-entered the
stage: the contrast between the claims of the various minority groups and the long
time cultivated nationalistic view of the majority.

Common historical features concerning territories and political dimensions of states
characterize Eastern Europe. Due to either the imperial period or to the communist
era, state boundaries herein were never guaranteed; splitting or adding regionsto a
certain country was almost common habitude. Continuously altering the structure of a
nation was thus implicit. Present-day situation offers a multitude of states with
minority percentages of at least 10%, usually these minorities being focused in well-
determined regions of the states in question.



Advocaes of separation and/or autonamy on ethnicd grounds are not afew. The step
towards democracy has been at the same time astep towards reaffirmation d ethnica
affili ations. Although na all the Eastern European states are subject to the same kind
of “ethnicd tension”, from time to time @nfli cts arise in such a measure that
imminent war canna be stopped. The recent example of the Albanian community in
the Serbian province Kosovois only one of the negative mnsequences that an
indifferent or an opp@ing government can leal to. It seems that the only solutionto
peaceful cooperation d ethnicd segments would be the implementation o democratic
ingtitutions that would ensure and would seek that the rights of the minorities are
inviolable andin harmony with the rights of all the other citizens.

The hereby paper will arguethat in order to prevent splitti ng on ethnicd grounds or
ineluctable dvil wars, governments all over Eastern Europe shoud be willi ng to make
concessons. They shoud be willi ng to accept a compromise rather than persisting in
anti-minority palicies, whether fueled by the high nationali stic fedings of the dtizens
or nat. Taking Romania & example, the present constitutional provisions dwelli ng
with the statute of the minorities are astep towards peaful resolution, bu are far
from being sufficient. International presaure is one deasive factor that can influence
palicy making with regard to minority rights. In this resped the role of the European
Unionis e asamajor fador. Institutional remedies guarantying the implementation
of the international conventions underlying minorities as well as new institutions
meant to survey development of minority rights both in relationto damestic and
international palicies can be solutions implemented with the ad of the “democratic
Europe”, the European Union.

» Comparative analysis of minority statusin Romania during the
communist regime and after

Communist regime

After 1945Northern-Transylvania and the Seklers' Land were returned to Romania
The law number 86, the National Minority Statutes, issued on 6February, 1945,
which has been formally in effect ever since, ensured for the first time olledive
rights for national minorities. The Statutes dedared that in regions where over 30% of
the popuation was made of ancther national minority, people were entitled to use
their mother tongue & public institutions and in court and civil servantsin officein
the region shoud have aknowledge of national minority languages, in additionto
Romanian. Education in the mother tongue was ensured at all levelsandradal
incitement and dscrimination onethnic grounds were severely punished.

After the ommunist takeover, during nationali zation (1948 the national minorities
(we are talking mainly about the Hungarian and the German one) were deprived of
their property, institutions (except for the dhurches) and educational system. No
doult, the dimination d private property and civil institutions as well as

centrali zation ht everybody in the coommunist countries but national minoriti es

suff ered more than the others. After 1948,the Hungarian national minority in
Romania had beaome increasingly defenselessin the face of a nationalistic-
communist autocracy in Romania.



It istrue that immediately following World War Il a Soviet type pdliti cd system was
introduced in Romania as well also charaderized by violent nationali stic feelings.
Nevertheless urtil the 60's, except the nationali zation, the rights of the minorities are
shown to have been respeded. After 1965,Nicolae Ceausescu, the general seaetary
of the Romanian Communist Party, bult up s own cult of personality modeled on
Stalinism that he tried to make acceptable for the international pulic by refusing to
join the Soviet Unionin 1968to perticipate in the occupation d Czedoslovakia.
Pradicdly this meant isolation  Romania dso from the Soviet Union, besides the
isolation from the West, spedfic to all communist courtries. The Hungarian and the
German languages were ousted from pulic life step by step beginning from the
196Gs, which was contrary to the law guaranteang the free use of the mother tongue
aswell asthe Constitutionin effect in President Ceausescu’ stime. In the 1980s, the
Hungarian language could nd be used either in the state administration a in puldic
life (the German language was not used extensively in the alministration before
either).

During the perestroika of Gorbadhev, President and Prime Minister Ceausescu’ s
voluntarism and intolerant nationali stic palicy became increasingly anachronistic.
One of the pdlicies of the communist government in Romania was to isolate the
courtry from any possble mntads with the Western Europe. Thus, the minoriti es,
espedally the German one and the Hungarian ore, were kept under severe control and
they could barely talk with their relatives abroad. Hungary has aways been regarded
asapotential deserter from under the Soviet Union pdicy, dueto its close link to the
West, and thus as a potential enemy. Furthermore, the German minority was officially
inexistent, the red number of Germans living in Romania, and d national minorities
in general, being always changed and misrepresented. Romania had to look as a
homogeneous ociety, where everybody was happy under the existing regime and dd
not want to knav abou any other alternatives.

On the other hand the national minorities had a very important role in kegoing the
contad with the West. One of the main reasons reason that Romaniain particular and
Eastern Europein general did na lose mntad with the Western democrades was the
existence of the ghnicd groups that kept contad with their relatives and kept them
informed abou domestical affairsin Romania a much as they could. Having the SRI
(Romanian Service of Information), always surveying them, ethnical minorities had a
hard time during the cmmunism. Situation went so far that usually in the mixed
famili es the people belonging to minority ethnic groups were changing completely
their names, adopting a Romanian equivalent name.

Maybe surprisingly, from the undficia point of view, links and relations between
majority and minority ethnic groups were doser than ever. The more intensive the
adivity of the Secret Police became, the doser did Romanians, Hungarians, Germans
and all the other minoriti es find themselves. And this happened espedally started the
ealy 80'sin Romania.

After communism

The 1989 upising did not bring about much sought after change in communist-
nationali stic national minority palicies. The new Constitution and the puldic



administration and educational laws actually legalized aformer deprivation of rights.
The situation, however, improved, as the national minorities were able to set up their
interest groups (which later became political parties). In December 1989 the
Hungarian Democratic Association in Romania (RMDSZ or UDMR) and the German
Democratic Forum were established, as main organizations of the Hungarian,
respectively German ethnical minorities. Following the November 1996 elections,
RMDSZ joined the ruling coalition CDR (the Democratic Romanian Convention).
Provisionsin the constitution and organic law were made that ensured and guaranteed
certain rightsto al the ethnical minorities existent on the Romanian territory. These
existing provisions will be discussed in detail in the following sections.

Following and maybe as a direct consequence of the official improvement
guaranteeing minority rights in Romania, especialy since the Victor Ciorbea cabinet
(from 1997-1998), the relations between Romania and Hungary, respectively
Romania and Germany have improved considerably also on a diplomatic level. A
chief Hungarian consulate was set up Cluj-Napoca, an agreement on the mutual
recognition of university degrees between Romanian and Hungary was ratified and a
number of documents on bi-lateral collaboration of the ministries were adopted. A
similar German consulate in Sibiu increased its participation in diplomatic life. The
diplomatic matters Hungary-Romania were thus able to be shared between Bucharest
and Cluj, while those between Romania and Germany were also subject to the
administration in Sibiu, besides that in Bucharest.

Nevertheless, with all improvementsin the political field, situation is still tensioned.
The opposition parties regard very critically the Hungarian party as being a part of the
coalition and critics against the coalition as a whole aroused because of this.
Unfortunately the UDMR contribution is not regarded significant by the other
members of the coalition either because of the extensive criticism and opposition
manifested by the large parties found in the opposition, having alot of placesin the
Parliament and thus a powerful influence.

Apart the political life, situation has somewhat improved in the civil domain. For
instance, following 1989, a number of traditional Transylvanian Hungarian and
German social organizations were reorganized and several foundations were aso
born. There are today over 450 Hungarian and German foundations and associations
registered in court in Romania (the number dates from 1998); their operations range
from the preservation of traditions, through culture, the arts, education and welfare
activity to research and business promotion.

A number of regiona and local educational societies were set up mainly in the big
cities. Nevertheless, these societies are not lacking problems. Their undisturbed
operations are hindered by alack of suitable material resources. Most of them cannot
hope for local support though some may obtain support from their twin citiesin
Hungary or Germany. Thus, with all the emerging of these culturally or socially
oriented societies belonging to the ethnical minorities, there are problems concerning
limited founding, the Romanian state is not willing (and actually hardly can) to
provide funds for organizations belonging to the ethnical minorities.

Another important topic highly debated nowadays is the use of the media by the
minorities. The fall of the Ceausescu regime and the creation of afree press have
resulted in positive changes for the mediain Romania, including the Hungarian and



German language media. Nevertheless the problems have not been solved at al by
this. Focusing on the Hungarian media, only a handful of almost 60 Hungarian
language presspulbli cations receve state suppat (e.g. Korunk, Muvelodés, A Hét,
Helikon), while several locd editorial offices are threaened by having to wind up.
Their survival greatly depends on suppat from Hungary. Despite their financial
problems, book pulti shers offer outstanding performancebut it is afact that they
could na operate without suppat from Hungary.

What could be seen as surprising concerning the status of the éhnicd minorities and
the relations between the diff erent ethnicd groups after the coommunism is that while
official status has smewhat improved, the relations between Romanians and the other
ethnicd minorities as such seem to have changed in a negative way. While espedally
in the last decale of the communism the rel ations between people belonging to
different ethnic groups seemed closer than ever, the Revolution and the new era
brought a state of tension. Fueled by extremist national pdliti cd parties (espedally the
adual oppasition), the public’s genera view seemsto be antagonist more and more to
the resolution d claimsin favor of the éhnicd minorities. Recent surveys show that,
with the grea exception d the intell eduals between 2540 years, the high majority of
the Romanians are against the “loase” pdlicy of the adual government concerning
ethnicd minorities’ claims. Naturally, al these indicaors are used by the oppasition
partiesto justify aladk of will , powver and professondlism of the acua government.
In this resped, international opinionisvery important in order to maintain the
credibili ty of the adual government and thus, to refer to the topic, to keep proteding
and ensuring the internationally acknowledged rights of the éhnicd minorities. For
instance, to take the most recent event, the almisson d Romania & a state
negotiating for entering EU at the recent conference d Helsinki has inclined
considerably the balance in favor for the at¢ua President, Constantinescu, raising his
suppat among the people.

 Existing and highly demanded provisionsregarding ethnical
minoritiesin the constitution and in the organic law

Constitution

The acual form of the Romanian Constitution cates badk from the 8" of Decenber
1991.1t dedares Romaniato be anational state. The official language of the stateis
Romanian alone. National minority rights are dedt with in severa articles of the
Congtitution, such as the right for ethnic identity (Article 6), the right for schoding in
the mother tongue (Article 32), the right for Parliamentary representation (Article 59)
andtheright for an interpreter (Article 127). In additi on to these spedfic provisions
concerning ethnicd minoritiesin particular, thereis the dso the “unity and no
discrimination grinciple’” which appliesto al minorities (Article 4, line 2): “Romania
isthe @mmon andindivisible homeland d all it s citi zens, withou any discrimination
onacourt of race, nationality, ethnic origin, language, religion, sex, opnion, pditi cd
adherence, property, or socia origin.” Several of them, however, are general in
nature and, lacking legislative regulations, thereis nored basis for their enforcement.
The laws, legidative orders and resolutions may have different interpretations, which
enables the implementation of law at the expense of the national minorities. We will



discuss possible changes in the form of these provisions within the solutions proposed
in order to solve the ethnical state of tension and conflict.

Organic law

The public administration law passed in 1994, under the Iliescu regime, ruled of an
exclusive use of the Romanian language, which was a step back compared even to the
Ceausescu regime. The government under Prime Minister Victor Ciorbea, with an
urgent government order allowed for the use of the Hungarian language in public
administration at settlements where the proportion of the national minority exceeds
20% (only 10 percent lower than the law promulgated in 1945, see the comparison
between the minority status under communism and after) of the total population.

Nowadays there are discussion whether the limit of 20% is indeed justified or whether
it should still be lowered.

The educational law was promulgated in afirm formin 1995 and aimed at
exclusively enforcing the dominance of the majority language and culture by means
of deprivation of rights and placing restrictions on schooling in the mother tongue and
on religious education. Contradictions in some articles have created an uncertain legal
situation in national minority education and enabled the authorities for intervention.
An urgent government order canceled anti-minority ruling in the educational law,
without clearly stating nevertheless the limits of minority education in their own
culture and their own language. Efforts were made in this respect in the last years
especialy in Transylvaniaand they partially succeeded, nevertheless after a
considerable opposition.

The party law does not ban the activity of ethnic parties but by its ruling, there
should be at least 10,000 membersin 16 counties, jeopardizes the existence of the
smaller ethnical minority parties. Thisis the explanation for the fact that except the
Hungarian and German minority there are amost no minority parties in Romania (the
Rromaminority still has one). A second consequence would be that a single party
would tend to represent the whole ethical minority, especially whereit is not so
numerous (as the German one). The Hungarian minority still has 2 smaller parties that
are neverthelessirrelevant for the public political life and, as said, in danger of

disappearing.

Officially demanded but unsolved laws

A national minority law has been demanded since 1991 by the national minoritiesin
Romania. The most prominent minority, the Hungarian one, submitted arelevant draft
even in 1993; the Romanian governments did not deal with the issue serioudly till
1996, although it was recommended to Romania by the Parliamentary Assembly of
the European Commission. Romania has made a written promise to pass the act and a
try was given during the Victor Ciorbea cabinet. Nevertheless the law did not get the
approval of the Parliament. Asfar as data was found, the national minority law is till
in the phase of itsfinal project after repeated rejections from the Parliament.



A church law has been demanded by 14 formally recognized religious denominations
since 1990 to settle the issue of the churches for along term ensuring, among others,
that the churches may operate schools in the mother tongue and may regain their
nationalized property. The church never got to be discussed in a serious form by the
Parliament. Despite the lack of legidative regulations, the Romanian government
started to compensate the Greek-Orthodox and re-authorized Greek Catholic
denominations, however, compensation for the historical Hungarian churches, for
instance, is still ahead. There is significant tension concerning this matter and there
are no recent indications that this law will be solved in the near future.

National minority committee

Concerning the Hungarian minority, a national minority council was generated in
1997. When the Romanian-Hungarian basic treaty (Treaty made between the
Republic of Hungary and Romania on understanding, co-operation and good
neighborly relations) signed on 16 September, 1996 took effect, new circumstances
arose as regards the legal position of the Hungarian national minority in Romania, as
it records general principles of settling national minority issues. A national minority
committee of an inter-governmental joint committee set up in November 1997 was
appointed to supervise the implementation of national minority regulations in the
basic treaty.

» Solutions and implementation in terms of new institutions and
constitutional provisions

From the analysis performed above, it seemsto be rather clear that under the actual
system, with all the official and unofficial improvements, national minorities do not
consider their rights completely respected and their statusis by far not the one desired
or the one adequate to the European (at least theoretical) standards.

Improvements concretized in constitution amendments and new provisionsin the
fundamental law are introduced and discussed, as well as new democratic institutions
in order to implement or survey the de facto implementation of the laws concerning
minorities.

Solutionsin terms of new institutions
The hereby paper argues that certain institutional remedies are very welcome and

constitute the base of the solution. Following, some ideas concerning the type of
necessary institutions are introduced.

Officefor national and ethnic minorities



If we take the example of other two Eastern European courtries, which managed to
impose ahigher speed on their democratization process Czedhiaor Hungary, they do
have an dfficefor national and ethnic minoriti es which regulates pretty much the
relations between the ehnicd groupand the mgority and watches at the
implementation d the minority rights all over the state. In Romania, by law, a
National Minority Committeewas implemented (as discussed abowve) in 197,
neverthelessits power was more theoreticd than de fado and the componence, inter-
governmental joint committeeproved to be too biased towards the pali cies of the
government, in the sense that pradicdly it suppated the government trying to
convincethe minoriti es of the necessty of thase laws.

An dficefor national and ethnic minoritiesis needed in Romania andin ather Eastern
European courtries where it does nat exist yet. It shoud be diredly subardinated to
the ministry of the aults or an eventual ministry of national minorities. Members of all
the e@hnicd groups shoud compose it andit shoud have governmenta authority.
Besides the implementation d the rights of the ghnicd minoriti es, the office for
national and ethnic minorities would have to survey and relp the regional self-
governments, which constitute asecnd pant in the institution sedion.

The Office for national ethnicad minorities sroud also have the power to send laws
promulgated by the Parliament to be analyzed by the Constitutional Court (the power
to investigate for unconstitutionality). Maybe we do na exaggerate if the Officefor
National Ethnicd Minorities sioud also have the legidative initiative (given a
qualified majority of its members suppat it).

Regional self-gover nments

Citizens belonging to ethnicd minorities shoud be &leto have the power to organize
themselvesin aregional self —governments (that is forming self-governments, by
direa election, at regional or locd level) that should dedde uponthe pdlicy outcome
of the laws referring to the éhnicad minoriti es that they represent.

Such self-governments are nat a mwmplete new idea; these institutions exist in some of
the Eastern European democracies aready. Hungary has dipulated the possibili ty of
forming thiskind d institutions in the law of the national minoriti es, for instance

Theregiona self-governments shoud watch to the implementation d the
constitutional and arganic laws regarding ethnical minoritiesin their own region and
they shoud be the addreseof every claim concerning these laws. In the actual
condtions their role shoud be more informal than formal, it istrue, and they would
be completely subardinated to the office of national ethnicd minorities as a centra
authority. Naturally, as amore federal structure muld be imposed, the role of the
regiona self-governments would raise accordingly.

Constitutional amendments
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With reference to the existing articles concerning minoriti es, the following
amendments constitute apropasal aiming towards improvement:

1. Article 32-education

(3) Theright of persons belongng to naiond minoritiesto learn their mother
tonguwe andtheir right to be educated in thislanguag are guaranteed; the ways to
execisetheserights shal beregulated by law.

Line (3) of this provision, stated abowe, is nat clea enough concerning the education
in ore mother’ stongue. The organic laws were more or lessalways contested (the
educational law was highly debated and pradically over-ruled by urgent
governmental ordinances) by the minoriti es therefore amore precise formulation o
thislaw in the cnstitution would at least diminish the debate aou it. An alternative
or additional solutionwould be mnsidering an institution within the ministry of
national educdion that has only the speda function d implementing and watching
the right interpretation o minority educational rights and formulating (or adapting)
the educaional law to the necessties of the minorities.

2. Article 59-representation in the Parliament

2 Organizations of citizens belongngto naional minorities, which fail to oltain
the number of votes for representationin Parliament, havetheright to ore Deputy
seat each, under the terms of the dedoral law. Citizens of a naiond minority are
entitl ed to be represented by one organzation ony.

The last propasition d theline (2) of this provision seemsto be discriminatory and
uselessat the same time. If asecond organization d the same minority obtains the
number of votes, it shoud be represented in the Parliament, as any other organization.
Neverthelessthisis nat likely to happen na even with the Hungarian minority for
reasons arealy mentioned in the sedions above (the minorities are not likely to be
willi ng to be represented by more small parties than by a big, important party, to
represent and to have asay abou their isaues). Linked to this provision, the party law
will be anended, bu spacewill be given separately to thisisaue.

3. Article 127— Court language

(2) Citizens belongngto naiond minorities, aswell as personswho cannd
understand a speak Romanian, havethe right to take @mgnzanceof all acts andfiles
of the ase, to speak before the Court, andformulate cnclusions, through an
interpreter; in criminal trials, this right shall be ensured freeof charge.

The aticle cncerning the right to an interpreter in the @urt in its oondlineis
discriminating against most of the dvil cases, where the dtizen belonging to the
national minority hasto pay for hisinterpreter. Taking into consideration that the avil
cases occur very often compared to the criminal once, it is reasonable that an
interpreter is provided freeof charge & well. As amatter afad this problem occurs
rather frequently in trials in Transylvania cmplaints have been already made aou it.

New necessary constitutional provisions
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Regarding necessary constitutional provisions regarding minoriti es that are not
present at al in the actual constitution, ore canna say thereis the case under the
present form of state charaderizing Romania.

In amore radicd opinion, which is not entirely opposite to the perspedive of the
present paper, afederal structure could be imposed in Romania having as comporents
the historicd regions. Thus, Transylvania, Vaahiaand Moldovawould be much more
autonamous and the isue of the minorities will be dedt with by each regionitself.
Thiswould be alvantageous espedally for Transylvania where 30% of the popuation
is represented by other ethnic groups than Romanian. The drawback will be that the
other two regions are much more homogeneous than Transylvaniain what regards
ethnicd structure (even if Southern Valahia and Eastern Moldovais the placefor the
Bulgarian, Turkish, respectively Ukrainian and Rusdan minorities). The divisionis
equili brated from many perspedives, given that that the respective regions were a
long period in the history separated and independent states. Nevertheless at least from
nowadays perspective, the ideaseems utopian given the excesgve nationalism and
desireto remain centrally unified of the great majority of the Romanians (small
exceptions encourtered espedally in Transylvania)

Changes and additionsregarding organic law

The situation concerning organic lawsis avery different one cmmpared to that of the
constitution. It is clea that many laws are missng concerning ethnica minoriti es,
therefore we will i nsist here only onthe major ones, these being al so the most
disputed ores. Nonethelessmost of the law projects exist arealy, bu they were not
solved or did na even enter the discusgonin the government. The processof
analyzing or deciding upon minority laws proves to be extremely slow, it takes
forever to promulgate the laws and ugent governmental ordinances seem to give the
tone.

The national minority law: shoud be perfeded and promulgated in avery detail ed
form. Hungary for instance has a very detail ed law concerning ethnicd minorities. It
shoud be basicdly the most important organic law regarding ethnica minorities as
such. What is very interesting is that some of the Eastern European states have
promulgated and cetail ed thislaw avery long time ago. Others are still struggling
with it in the Parliament where too many nationali stic parties oppase it.

The educational law- it shoud be modified and very clearly processed so that urgent
ordinances are naot necessary to corred or to make alditions. It might be useful to
make regional differences and thusto very the outcomesin function d the popuation
structure. The Hungarian majoritarian courties in the Transylvania (Hargita and
Covasna) shoud be given spedal priority, for instance The educational law shoud
contain detail referencesto al possble educaional ingtitutions; thisis necessary
given the fad that many times the whole educational law is e within the cntext of
the graduate education, espeaally.



12

The party law-The party law is definitely discriminating towards minoritiesin its
adual form. Requesting that a paliti cd party shoud have been represented by 10000
people from 16 dfferent countiesis limiti ng the accesto pditicd life of
organizations formed in regions where minoriti es are actually focused. For instance,
the Ukrainian minority really fallsin this case, being focused onthe eatern extreme
Romanian region. At least affirmative action concerning minorities snoud be made in
the sense that they shoud na be required to have the members of the parties from 16
different courties.

The church law- Thislaw isone of the most disputed oresin the a¢ual context. The
old properties of the Hungarian church that were nationali zed duing the communist
regime have still not been returned. The daims did na ceae and a state of tension
raised every time. Spedal attention shoud be given to this law which could sensibly
aff ect the rel ations between ethnic groups (in the case of the dhurchesit is abou
Hungarian churches).

The privatization law- The national minoriti es are disadvantaged in the processof
privatization. The regulatory level of the eonamy islow. Ousting national minorities
from businesspasitions makesit difficult for them to enter market competiti on as they
have lessfunds as Romanians as a result of the previous pdliti cd regime (funds from
exterior are most of the time necessary in this resped, so whenever these private
organizations exist they are financed with funds from abroad).

e Final word

Romaniais atypical example of aformer Eastern European state dominated by a state
of social, econamical and pdliti cd uncertainty. The status of the ghnicd minoritiesis
one example of the problems with which most of the former Soviet Union satellit es
are nowadays facead. Thereis no doul that considerable progresshas been made
regarding the aonsideration and the implementation d the éhnicd minorities rights
sincethefall of the communism regime. Nonethelessthe fall of the authoritarian
communism amplified the social tensioninstead of reducing it. The caises areto be
foundin the inherited communist nationali sm that transformed after the 90'sin an
exaggerated patriotism aswell asin the confrontationwith the free ¢aims of the
national minoriti es after along period d sil ence.

Romanian, in perticular and Eastern Europe, in general, need to lean to cooperate
with the existenceof the @hnica minoriti es and with the spedfic nationali sm between
itsborders. It isnot far-fetched at al to talk abou a spedfic nationalism per state for
all statesin Eastern Europe, because recent studies and surveys do nd do but to prove
this. From the perspective of the @hnical minoriti es themselves after having to cope
with arigid, authoritarian, intolerant government they have face asocia limit, most of
thetime fueled on rational grounds by extremists.

The only passble solutionin preventing socia ethnicd conflict isfor all this
nationali stic states the compromise. And nd atheoreticd, backgroundcompromise,
but a ammpromise within pditi cd andlegal domain which would lead to fast positive
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policy outcomes. The gradually integration in Europe (in particular in the European
Union) can facilitate this process.
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