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Over the last twenty years, several general characteristics have informed the relationship 

between the Romanian state and right-wing extremism: the absence, for over a decade after 

1989, of legal instruments specifically designed to fight/combat RWE, the limited 

implementation of such instruments after their introduction in 2002, the almost constant need 

of the Romanian state to be stimulated from outside its borders to adopt more concrete 

measures for opposing the RWE ideology, the slowness with which the authorities have 

initiated an information, education and commemoration policy meant to combat the effects of 

nationalist and right-wing political messages on the public opinion. To these traits we could 

add the prolonged underestimation by various institutions – the police, the justice authorities 

and the Ministry of Education – of the impact such messages had upon different social 

sectors, the complicity of some of the authorities – especially in the 1990s and at the 

beginning of the next decade – with the different forms of nationalist, chauvinist and 

antisemitic propaganda, the lack of clear moral and political criteria for assessing these 

messages by the politically responsible.   

 

At the beginning of the 1990s, Romania’s new Constitution and Law nr. 51/1991 concerning 

Romania’s national security created the premises for an active policy for fighting RWE. 

Article 30, line 7 in the Romanian Constitution prohibits „the instigation to the war of 

aggression, national, racial, class or religious hatred, the instigation to discrimination, 

territorial separatism or public violence.” Article 40, line 2 stipulates that „the parties or 

organizations which, through their goals or activities, militate against political pluralism, 

against the principles of the legitimate state or against Romania’s sovereignity, integrity or 

independence are unconstitutional.” Over the 1990s these Constitution articles have been 

invoked by the authorities or by leaders of the governing parties who have pitted them against 

the actions or declarations – considered to be „separatist” and „irredentist”– of certain 

political groups or of Hungarian minority leaders, but not against a nationalist-populist party 

such as The Greater Romania (România Mare) or the different neo-fascist small groups that 
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appeared after 1989. Equally ineffective in terms of the state’s attitude towards RWE has 

proved the Law nr. 51/1991 stipulation regarding the threat against Romania’s national 

security which it defines as „instigating, organizing, engaging in or providing any support for 

totalitarian or extremist actions of communist, fascist, legionary1 or of any other nature, racist, 

anti-semitist, revisionist, separatist that can jeopardize in any way Romania’s territorial unity 

and integrity, as well as the instigation to actions that can endanger the stability of the 

legitimate state.”2 

 

The new direction taken by the Romanian foreign policy after the 9/11 attacks, that is, the 

„proximity” to the US and the acceleration of the process of adherence to NATO, had a direct 

impact on the legislation directed against RWE. This thing became urgent given the fact that, 

for example, some army representatives had recently promoted the rehabilitation of Marshall 

Ion Antonescu, and by the middle of 2002 there were, in Romania, 25 boulevards and streets 

called „Marshall Antonescu,” at least 7 busts of the dictator,3 one of them in Bucharest, and a 

military cemetery named after him. One of the marshall’s portraits was displayed inside the 

Romanian government building among portraits of the country’s prime ministers.  

 

The emergency ordinance nr. 31 of March 13, 2002 stipulated the ,,prohibition of 

organizations and symbols of a fascist, racist or xenophobic nature and of promoting the cult 

of persons liable for committing offences against peace and the humankind.” This ordinance 

undergirded the law of April 27, 2006 which integrates and modifies the text of the ordinance, 

punishing, „by prison from 3 to 15 years and by the forbidding of certain rights, the creation 

of a fascist, racist or xenophobic organization,” „by prison from 3 months to 3 years and by 

the forbidding of certain rights, the making, selling, distributing as well as the possession with 

the purpose of distributing fascist, racist or xenophobic symbols,” stipulating the same 

punishment for ,,promoting the cult of persons liable for committing an offence against peace 

and the humankind or for promoting a fascist, racist or xenophobic ideology through any kind 

                                                           
1 The term „legionary„ derives from the first official name – The Archangel Michael Legion (Legiunea 
Arhanghelul Mihail – of the Romanian fascist movement known as The Iron Guard [Garda de Fier (1927-
1941)]. 

2 The Law of National Security 1991, chapter I, letter h. 

3 Gabriela Adameșteanu – „Filiera franceză„, Revista 22 din 2 septembrie 2002. 
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of public propaganda.” The same law gives a definition of the Holocaust that includes the 

crimes committed against the Jewish population by the allies of Nazi Germany during WWII, 

deeming ,,the public negation of the Holocaust or of its consequences” an offence, punishing 

it „by prison from 6 months to 5 years and by the forbidding of certain rights.”  

 

The emergency ordinance nr. 31 of March 13, 2002 served to emphasize, through the very 

urgency of its adoption, the Romanian state’s lack of reaction, in the 1990s, to the public 

manifestations of right-wing nationalism [RWN]. On the other hand, it [the ordinance] 

challenged directly one of the main instruments of RWN after 1989, namely, the extensive 

use of a falsified and apologetic history of interwar Romanian fascism and of Marshall 

Antonescu’s regime. One of the main effects of the ordinance was the elimination from the 

public space of one of the most visible manifestations of the unofficial cult that had developed 

around Marshall Antonescu, in whose memory the House of Deputies within the Romanian 

Parliament had kept, in June 1991, a moment of silence. The busts were gradually removed 

and the streets renamed. Romania instituted an International Commission, presided by Elie 

Wiesel, for studying the Holocaust, a commission whose findings, published in 2004, were 

officially adopted by the Romanian state. A textbook on the history of the Jewish people and 

the Holocaust was introduced in the Romanian schools in 2004, and October 9 was declared 

the official day for commemorating the Holocaust. A monument dedicated to the memory of 

the Holocaust was inaugurated at the heart of Bucharest in October 2009.  

 

Slowly, this policy yielded partial results in the second half of the current decade, benefiting 

also from the marked decline, after 2004, of the nationalist party România Mare, the main 

political force that promoted, after 1989, the figure of Marshall Antonescu and called into 

question Romania’s participation in the Holocaust.4  If in the mid-1990s 62% of the 

Romanians stated that they had a good opinion of Ion Antonescu,5 a 2007 survey conducted 

by the Elie Wiesel Institute showed that a still important percentage - 46 %  - of the 

Romanians completely or partially agreed that Antonescu „was a great patriot,” while 33 % 

considered him guilty of ,,crimes against the gypsies,” although only 25 % considered him 

                                                           
4
 In 2008, the Greater Romania Party (PRM ) was collapsing electorally, failing to send any deputy or senator to 

Parliament, which had not happened before in the history of the party. 
5 Michael SHAFIR, ”The Mind of Romania’s Radical Right” in Sabrina P. RAMET (ed.), The Radical Right in 
Central and Eastern Europe since 1989, The Pennsylvania State University, 1999, p. 230. 
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guilty of crimes against the Jews, and 28% labeled him a „dictator.” The most obvious result 

of the survey was that between 40 and 50 % of the participants lacked a clear opinion on the 

Antonescu regime and its legacy.6 Other surveys show a steady increase in the collective 

awareness of Romania’s participation, during WWII, in the Holocaust : 26 % of the people in 

2003, 34,9 % in 2006, 45,1 % in 2008. The same tendency can be noticed with regard to the 

people’s awareness of the extermination of a part of the Roma population by Antonescu’s 

regime.7    

 

If the Romanian state succeeded in eliminating, after 2002, the most visible manifestations of 

the Antonescu cult and fostered the consciousness raising, still limited,  about Romania’s 

participation in the Holocaust – thus diminishing the legitimizing claims – based on the 

falsification of history – of one part of the nationalist extremism, there is also the other side of 

the coin. This is represented by the obvious failure of enacting the legal stipulations that ban, 

starting with 2002, the RWE movements as well as the distribution of political messages and 

symbols of a fascist, xenophobic and racist nature. This is why, although politically marginal 

and numerically weak, some small neo-fascist groups – along with some similarly oriented 

publications and Internet sites – could operate and spread, almost unbothered, propaganda and 

symbols, the only restraints being imposed by their limited financial resources and the very 

low number of militants. For all these groups, the interwar Iron Guard remains the essential 

reference point, whether it is the today’s quasi-gone.  

 

Mișcare Legionară (The Legionary Movement – another name by which the Iron Guard was 

known in the interwar period), founded in 1997, or the association for legionary propaganda 

Fundația George Manu or Noua Dreaptă (The New Right) – the main political group of a 

neofascist orientation in Romania over the last decade. The freedom with which, for instance, 

the journal of the Legionary Movement, titled „Obiectiv Legionar,” with its racist and 

antisemitic content, could circulate between 2004 and 2006, in several thousand copies each 

month, under the eyes of the authorities, is illustrated by the fact that this publication, which 
                                                           
6
 Survey concerning the Holocaust in Romania and the perception of interethnic relations [Sondaj de opinie 

privind Holocaustul din România și percepția relațiilor interetnice]- conducted for the "Elie Wiesel"  National 
Institute for the Study of the Holocaust in Romania – May 2007, p. 41-42. 

7 The Institute for the Study of the Problems of National Minorities in Cooperation with the Center of 
Research on Interethnic Relations  – Coeziune socială și climat interetnic în România – a sociological study 
conducted during October-November 2008, p. 21. 
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was distributed to the newsstands through the state company responsible for distributing the 

printed media, benefited from subscriptions contracted through the Romanian Post-Office, 

being sent even to the Human Rights Commission within the Romanian Senate.8 In the end, 

as a result of the protests coming from the Jewish organizations in Romania and from the 

Democratic Union of the Hungarians in Romania [UDMR], the circulation of the journal was 

banned.  

 

On the other hand, the authorities did not ban The New Right (Noua Dreaptă) as a political 

group, despite its antisemitic, racist, xenophobic and homophobic message, susceptible to 

encourage intolerance towards the different minorities, whether ethnic, religious or sexual. 

After the public announcement, in the summer of 2009, of a possible fusion in a ,,nationalist 

pole”  of Noua Dreaptă with Partidul România Mare and with the nationalist-populist party 

Noua Generație, the neo-fascist group launched, in September 2010, the action of signature-

gathering for its transformation into the so-called Nationalist Party (Partidul Naționalist) 

which was to be officially registered as a political party. In the context of the deepening of the 

economic and political crisis, this move on the part of The New Right suggests the increased 

confidence of this group in its appeal, especially among the youth, who make up the majority 

of its militants, but, accoring to the law of political parties adopted in 2003 – the Romanian 

neo-fascists have to pass the test of gathering 25,000 signatures from at least 18 counties as 

well as Romania’s capital in order to be recognized as a political party.   

 

In this situation, the Ministry of Justice could reject the registration request of the political 

party which the neofascists of The New Right intend to create. Even after the adoption, in 

2002, of a legislation specifically directed against RWE, the Romanian justice system proved 

to be the expression of the ambiguous relationship between the Romanian state and society, 

on the one hand, and RWE, on the other. The first conviction under the March 2002 

emergency Ordinance was pronounced in 2003 for the production and distribution of posters 

of The New Right, although, as it was correctly noted, those posters announced the publication 

                                                           
8 Cătălin Manea – „Tentaculele legionare acaparează Transilvania„ in Gazeta de Oradea, 28 martie 2005; 
Dezbateri parlamentare - Ședința Senatului din 28 februarie 2005: „Declarație politică a senatorului Frunda 
Gyorgy„ www.cdep.ro  ; Caietele Institutului Naţional pentru Studierea Holocaustului din România „Elie 
Wiesel” , Nr. 2/2007, p. 16. 
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of a new issue of a racist and xenophobic journal whose distribution had never bothered the 

Ministry of Justice. A careful observer of RWE in post-communist Romania decried the 

hypocrisy of a justice system that condemns some anonymous militants, „confused and 

disoriented,” while continuing to condone, from 1990 on, notorious and infinitely more 

dangerous extremists like Corneliu Vadim Tudor.9 „The poorly educated young people, who 

have lost the sense of moderation and have reached the age of rebellion and restlessness are 

actually only the scapegoats. The real instigators are pursuing their careers 

unbothered.”10 This paradox still holds true today. There were extremely few trials for RWE 

propaganda or for negationism between 2003 and 2009, and they ended, with one exception – 

a sentencing to 6 months in prison of one insignificant young man11 - either with  suspended 

sentences or with non-prosecution as in the case of a university professor from Sibiu, author 

of a negationist article in 200512 or in that of a complaint drawn up by the Roma NGO 

Romani Criss against The New Right (Noii Drepte) on the grounds of racism and fascism.13 

Recently, in August 2010, started the prosecution of three young Hungarian members of 

Garda Secuiască [The Szekler Guard] organization, accused of having put up an antisemitic 

poster in the center of the Transylvanian town Miercurea Ciuc/Csikszereda14. 

 

A distinct aspect of the ineffeciency of the justice system concerns the violent actions incited 

by the RWE militants during several gay pride parades organized in Bucharest starting in 

2005. The Gay pride parade represents the main opportunity for the militants of the 

Romanian RWE to incite violence. Though, as it has been reported, „for each of the marches, 

police mobilisation was to a large extent efficient,” the justice authorities have never punished 

the physical abuse inflicted on some of the participants in the gay pride parade, despite the 

evidence presented, especially in 2006 and 2007.15 It has also been remarked that the text of 

the emergency Ordinance nr. 31 of March 13, 2002 prohibiting fascist, racist and xenophobic 
                                                           
9
 Gabriel Andreescu – „Cazul Grigore Opriță : a început vânătoarea zăpăciților și a aiuriților„ in Observator 

Cultural, 5 august 2003. 
10

 Gabriel Andreescu – „Ion Coja în proces. Pe urmele lui David Irving ?„ in Ziua, 20 aprilie 2006. 
11

 Adevărul, 29 și 30 aprilie 2010. 

12
 Caietele Institutului Naţional pentru Studierea Holocaustului din România „Elie Wiesel”,  2/2007, p. 47. 

13
 Tribunalul București, Dosar 1361/3/2007 www.portal.just.ro    

14
 Adevărul, 6 august 2010. 

15
 Romanița Elena Iordache, Iustina Ionescu - Legal Study on Homophobia and Discrimination on Grounds of 

Sexual Orientation – Romania, 2008 , p. 25-26, www.antidiscriminare.ro/resurse  
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organizations and symbols „was never used to condemn homophobic groups which trace their 

lineage back to the Fascist movement,” and that only since April 2006 articles explicitly 

condemning homophobia-motivated crimes are included in the Romanian Penal Code.16 The 

homophobic incidents and propaganda seem to have been deemed insufficient evidence for 

the Romanian police to create a department that would specialize in combating RWE. It is 

also worth mentioning that, violent or not, the homophobic manifestations of The New Right 

have never succeeded in mobilizing more than 100-150 people.  

 

One of the main reasons for the attitude of the Romanian state and justice authorities towards 

RWE lies in the weakness of the public pressure exerted by society, the NGOs and the mass-

media that would have led them to combat RWE in its various forms. The Greater Romania 

Party, whose influence declined after 2004, was opposed mainly as a populist and aggressive 

expression of the ideological legacy of national-communism rather than as a neo-fascist party. 

For many intellectuals driven primarily by anti-communism, the decline of the GRP heralded, 

in the period after 2004, the demobilization of the forces fighting against RWE. Many of the 

protagonists against the nationalist and anti-semitic populism in the 1990s – that is, against 

Vadim Tudor, Gheorghe Funar and others – failed to put across a moral and ideological 

message likely to be eventually turned into an instrument for combating the neo-fascists 

manifestations of the past years in Romania. From this point of view, the mobilizing, in June 

2010, of over 1,000 Hungarian intellectuals – most of them from Romania – who signed a 

petition against the opening of an office in Transylvania, at Târgu-Mureș / Marosvasarhely,  

by the European deputy of Jobbik, Szegedi Csanád, seems a remarkable event, still isolated, 

however, and especially ignored by the public opinion and mass-media in Romania, for which 

the subject of RWE remains a marginal one, just as the political debate within the Hungarian 

minority is little known among the Romanian majority. 17  

 

Surveys cannot tell us the degree of sympathy, indifference, or antipathy of the population 

towards any of the small neo-fascist groups of the past years because their public visibility 

and political importance remain limited. We can learn, however, about the shifting influence 

                                                           
16

 Ibid. p. 29-31; Legea 278 / 2006 pentru modificarea Codului Penal, art. 75, 247 și 317. 

17 www.civilallasfoglalas.transindex.ro ; Florin Țurcanu – „Un avertisment din Transilvania„ , Revista 22, nr. 22 
iunie 2010, www.revista22.ro ; 
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on a part of the population of the usual racist, xenophobic, homophobic and nationalist-radical 

impulses and sentiments that fuel the propaganda and hopes of RWE. If the significant decline 

of The Greater Romania Party, after 2004, is partly explained by the fact that the suspicion or 

hostility of the Romanian majority towards the Hungarian minority, strongly exploited by the 

GRM in the 1990s, have become of secondary interest, the Roma and homosexuals are now 

among the first minorities that arouse reservation, fear or hostility among the majority of the 

population.18 This change has been speculated by a group such as The New Right which has 

built a good part of its public image on the occasion of the annual gay pride parade when it 

organized the so-called „marches of normality”—of small amplitude but always covered by 

mass-media. Even though some surveys show a decrease, in certain respects, of the negative 

attitudes towards homosexuals and the Roma,19 the perception of these minorities remains 

negative in the eyes of most of the population. According to a Gallup survey from July 2008, 

68 % of the Romanians regarded homosexuality as something bad, and 36 % considered that 

homosexual relations should be punished by depriving homosexuals of certain rights.20 A 

survey from September 2010, conducted in the context of the recent campaign of the French 

goverment for the explusion of Roma people born in Romania, showed that 34 % of the 

participants have a low opinion of the Roma, and 38 % see the return of the Roma from 

France as a threat for their security and families.21 Although certain categories of immigrants, 

such as those from the Arab countries, are perceived less favorbaly than the Roma,22 the 

display of RW intolerance and discourse in connection with the foreigners living in Romania 

continues to be only a marginal phenomenon due to the fact that the country is currently not 

very attractive to immigrants, whose number is small – officially, aprox. 65,00  in the middle 

of 2009. 

 

Manifestations of spontaneous collective violence against the Roma minority – such as those 

at the beginning of the 1990s – resulting in deaths and injuries, seem now to be history, 

                                                           
18 Institutul pentru Politici Publice (București) – Reacții instituționale eficiente în combaterea intoleranței și 
extremismului în zona Mării Negre, Bucharest, 2008, p. 21-24. 
19 Idem, p. 24 ; Mediafax.ro : „INSOMAR : Românii – reticenți față de homosexuali, romi și persoane cu 
dizabilități sau cu HIV” – 23 septembrie 2009. 
20 România Liberă, 11 mai 2010. 

21 „ Sondaj IRES: 57% dintre romani nu vor sa aiba un rrom in familie„ , www.ziare.com , 3 septembrie 2010. 
 
22 Sondaj de opinie privind Holocaustul din România și percepția relațiilor interetnice - realizat pentru Institutul 
Naţional pentru Studierea Holocaustului din România "Elie Wiesel"  - mai 2007,  p.22-23. 
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despite the May 2009 incident in the village of Sânmartin / Csikszentmarton from Eastern 

Transylvania (Harghita county), when several houses of the Roma community were 

devastated by the majority population, made up of Hungarians.23 Although isolated, this 

incident suggests the persistence of a potential outburst of collective violence against Roma, 

especially in rural areas, and justifies even more the concern over the influence that the Jobbik 

party in Hungary has, over the past years, been trying to exert, through its anti-Roma 

discourse, on the Romanian terrritory.  

 

This situation in the Romanian society is aided and abetted by the attitude of the mass media. 

Of all the minorities, the Roma have been the most often mentioned  in the Romanian printed 

press during recent years, while also being the object of the most derogatory remarks, much 

more numerous than the hostile attitudes toward the LGBT. We notice, on the one hand, the 

absence, often constant, in the papers, of a critical analysis of the homophobic and anti-Roma 

language used by the extreme right. Out of ignorance, convenience or as a result of a 

rudimentary understanding of journalistic objectivity, many newspaper accounts are uncritical 

towards the extreme right and tend to treat in the same way, as a spectacle, both the public 

manifestations of the extreme right and the annual gay pride march in Romania’s capital or 

the showdowns, isolated, it is true, in the TV studios where extreme right activists and their 

opponents are sometimes invited.  The immature attitude of a significant part of the Romanian 

printed press, like that towards the homophobia of the extreme right, is a consequence of the 

fact, reported by the ACCEPT association, according to which “the printed press is not 

interested in topics relating to the LGBT unless they are sensational.”24 

 

For some of the most representative NGOs in Romania, especially those representing the 

Roma and the LGBT minorities, the still high level of intolerance in the Romanian society 

affects these minorities in four ways:  

 

                                                           
23The Roma Center for Social Intervention and Study – Romani Criss : Raport anual 2009, p. 6, 
www.romanicriss.org  

24 Florentina Olteanu - Homosexualitatea în presa scrisă din România. Raport 1 septembrie 2005 – 28 
februarie 2006, www.accept-romania.ro  
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- the discourse of a hostile extreme-right, also broadcasted on the Internet, the 

manifestations and occasional street violence of this political current that remains 

marginal and only slightly visible;   

- newspaper articles and radio and TV programs that touch on the problem of one 

minority or another; 

- referrences to ethnic and sexual minorities in the public speeches of the government 

or Parliamentary politicians;   

- the discriminatory practices that members of these minorities have to face daily, in 

different social environments, institutions and situations.  

 

The reaction of the NGOs to the hostile discourse and street violence of the ER have led to 

some indictments which have not resulted in convictions, though, despite the existence of a 

legal provision that would have allowed them. More efficient has been the lobbying done by 

some NGOs with the purpose of creating the legislative framework meant to prevent and 

punish the violence of neo-fascists and their sympathizers. The lobby done, for instance, in 

2006 by two NGOs (ACCEPT representing the LGBT minority and The Center for Legal 

Resources) with the purpose of revising the Penal Code so as to include explicit punishments 

against homophobic hate crimes was one of the main contributions to the strengthening of the 

legal barriers against the extreme right. These actions have been reinforced, in the case of 

ACCEPT association, by the organization of police training in the problem of hate crimes 

against the LGBT.   

 

The press monitorization is also usually done by NGOs, but during the past years, this has 

been accompanied by an increasing preoccupation with the way in which the democratic 

parties represented in Parliament and goverment have positioned themselves in relation to the 

ER and to minorities. It is thus easy to note the lack of a consistent, combative and visible 

attitude of the democratic parties towards the Romanian extreme right. With the contribution 

of the democratic parties, the problem of the extreme right is missing from the political 

debate. Moreover, several offensive or questionable statements against the Roma and LGBT 

minorities made by some politicians in their public speeches have triggered, on several 

occasions, reactions from NGOs. Statements targeting the Roma minority have been made, 

during the last 3 years, by two former foreign ministers and by the Romanian president, the 
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latter receiving a warning from the National Council for Combating Discrimination, which is 

a state agency. The offensive remarks against the Roma were made by the two foreign 

ministers in a context charged with tension – the wave of xenophobia set off in the fall of 

2007 in Italy after a murder was committed by a Romanian citizen of  Roma origin and by the 

first pressures exerted upon Romania at the beginning of 2010 by the French government for 

initiating a true Roma integration policy, respectively.  On the other hand, the NGOs 

representing the Roma and LGBT minorities are especially preoccupied with the persistence 

of discriminatory mentalities within the Romanian Parliament, public administration, police, 

etc. A 2007 study showed that approximately 58% of Parliamentary members believed that, 

with only few exceptions, there was no discrimination in Romania, while 60 % agreed to the 

statement that the Roma tarnish Romania’s image and that the interethnic tensions between 

Romanians and Roma are mainly due to the latter’s antisocial behavior. 81 % of 

Parliamentary members totally or partially agreed that those belonging to a sexual minority 

«should behave as discreetly as possible in public », and 29 % totally or partially agreed to the 

idea that the Minister of Education should resign if he were exposed as a homosexual, 

although, on the other hand, the vast majority – about 75 % - declared themselves against 

discrimination in the workplace based on one’s sexual orientation.25 

 

Such a situation accounts for the fact that in the eyes of some NGOs representatives 

committed to defending the rights of the Roma and LGBT minorities, lobby and advocacy 

activities are more important than the head-on confrontation with the ER discourse and 

groups. Fighting daily discrimination, actual or potential, against members of these minorities 

have been a powerful stimulant for bringing together several NGOs, in 2003, to form The 

Antidiscriminatory Coalition [AC], which includes, among others, an NGO that militates 

against women discrimination and another one committed to advocacy activities for 

promoting and defending the rights of persons infected with HIV/SIDA.26 Although the fight 

against the political manifestations of the extreme right has led, in some cases, to occasional 

cooperation among NGOs, the AC  is not motivated mainly and explicitly by resistance to the 

extreme right movements. Nevertheless, the Coalition has taken a public stand in opposing 

                                                           
25

 The Association ACCEPT and the Institute for Public Policies – Atitudinea parlamentarilor români față de 
problematica discriminării si a egalității șanselor,  p. 5, 10, 15, 26 - http://www.antidiscriminare.ro .  
 
26 See the web-site  www.antidiscriminare.ro  
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the proposal, typical of ER discourse, of a Romanian member of the European Parliament and 

of the governing party in Bucharest (The Democratic Liberal Party, a part of the European 

Popular Party within the Parliament in Bruxelles), requesting the officialization of the term 

gypsy – which can be offensive – instead of roma.27  

In conclusion, it can be said that Romanian RWE is, in its politically organized forms, a 

marginal and only slightly visible phenomenon. It is worrysome, however, that racist, 

xenophobic and homophobic prejudices are still widely spread in the Romanian society, state 

institutions, and among the political elite associated with parties that call themselves 

democratic. On the one hand, these prejudices explain and fuel the tolerance enjoyed by RWE 

in its various forms. On the other – and this is particularly true of those politically responsible 

– these prejudices come close to being occasionally transformed in verbal confrontations, 

public statements and arguments that resemble the message and vocabulary of the extreme 

right. While being discontinous, the moral and political line that separates the message of the 

militant RWE from the majority of the Romanian society is not completely absent, and we 

must hope that the radical tendencies generated by the current political crisis in Romania will 

not further broaden the gaps in this barrier.  

                                                           
27 See the protest letter on www.accept-romania.ro . 


