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A “FORGOTTEN PAGE” OF DIPLOMACY:
THE ASSUMPTION BY ROMANIA
OF THE OSCE CHAIRMANSHIP (2001)

Constantin ENE Paraschiva RDESCU"

“...remembering is a triumph ver the fortresses’ dead
Lucian Blaga

Abstract. The authors draw the attention of the reader totwheay call a
“forgotten page” of the Romanian diplomacy: theuasgtion by Romania of the
Chairmanship of the Organization for Security arabg@eration in Europe (OSCE),
for the whole year as the CiO, at the very starthef century, and two years as a
member of troika (respectively, 2000 and 2002). iAput they consider to be
Romania’s second major contribution to the heritafjiehat Organization after it
counted as one of its “founding fathers”. Havingetelosely linked to the work of
the OSCE Chair-in-Office, they bring together faatsd events which occurred in
Europe in that year, among which they particulazbncentrate on the territorial
reconfiguration under way in one part of Europewadi as on the large variety of
issues deriving from the dissolution of multina@brentities and the new shape
Europe was assuming. In the view of the authors wees to count as a significant
evidence of the revival of Romania’s presence antbagzuropean nations and of its
diplomacy on the European scene.
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The Romanian always was looking towards “Europethvaympathy and
interest. The Princes of the Romanian Provincesraktions with the European
chancelleries, and the modern history of Romar& &hape and was structured
in this context. The big saga of the continenttsthto include Romanians too, in
a way or another, on the quite early stage, “Ye&mRnian’s reflex was to not
hand down a project from one generation to anottesh one cutting the thread”
(Martha Bibescu).

These are the words we are frequently remindingwihgng to bring to the
attention the “forgotten” pages from the nationastdry. In this case, an

“ Ambassador, was the Personal Representative @#@E Chairman in Office and the Head of
the CiO’s “Task Force”.

* Ambassadonwvas responsible with issues related to the ingiitat aspects and politico-military
dimension of the OSCE.
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international forum such as tl@rganization for Security and Cooperation in
Europe (OSCE) —which represented a lot for Europe when its futwes yet
impossible to predict and which, as Romania is eamed, for the first time after
the Second World War, after a long period of “alegéirought back our country
into European diplomacy — has entered for Romaniangn almost complete
anonymity. Today, one can rarely see or hear sothegpeaking about OSCE, as
well as about other international organizationsiclwimade, some of them are still
making history. Or, Romania continues to be mendbie¢hese organizations and
Romanians should have the right to know what thenty is doing in this
capacity, at least to know why it is still payingntributions.

As the saying goes “everything transient remainy as a “symbol”. The
assumption by Romania of the OSCE Chairmanshipactnf foreign policy and
of diplomacy we want to recall — was, certainlyf naly for Romania, but also
for the Europe a “symbol moment”: by its significan stressing the way a
country of a middle importance could manifest ftsel an international
environment challenged by the crises and open ictsflas well as by the
competences it can use; by the performances amicegrit can make to the
community. That's why, such acts shouldn’t be fétgo and, moreover, included
in the category of “transient”.

In the past, Romania had similar performances ngakigr remarquable on
the international level and ennobling its name. Thae@ign ministers Nicolae
Titulescu, two years successively President of the Assemblthe@ Society of
Nations, and, respectivelyCorneliu Manescu, elected as President of the
General Assembly of the United Nations Organizatioare included with
distinction in the annals of the world’s diplomady.was, also, usual, that, in
many cases, due to the domestic policy, soon sadiormances were forgotten,
revealing the way the Romanians know how to destney symbols. However,
the ennobling services remain in the history of rgveation. It is a must,
particularly in this case, taking into consideratwhat representedomania for
the process of security and cooperation in Eurdpeayell known contribution to
the promotion and support of the changes which tplake on the continent,
performances among which, we want to believe, Isp,aholding the OSCE
Chairmanship in 2001.

In '70-es of the past centufigomania’s name was included in the European
diplomacy by its role in formulating the objectiygsinciples and working rules
of the CSCE, in the moment of its inception. Agreein after intensive and
difficult negotiations, on the democratic framewoftr the structuring and
functioning of the new forum, which was designedchange the Europe’s face
and to put the State’s behavior in the relation®ragnthem and towards their
citizens on the new basis was considered as exyemportant in the history of
the continent. Romanian Ambassadf@atentin Lipatti's name is largely included
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in the European literature on this subject amomgntiain promoters of the course
inaugurated by the Conference for Security and €min in Europe (CSCE).
That's why, we dare to consider that a second majement marked by
Romania, as an OSCE member, was in 2001, when Romania wdstdhe
OSCE Chairmanship, contributing in this capacity to the stabilizatiaf
turbulences resulted from the events and territorr@configurations
accompanying the dismemberment of the two mulomati federal states —
Yugoslavia and Soviet Union-, processes which were at that time in their last
phase, in order to prevent their escalation. Theepts, principles and modalities
for approaching and identifying solutions for pmbls related to inter-ethnic
relations, democratic rights, constitutional aspdt Romanian Chairmanship —
sanctioned and verified by the previous OSCE d®#&/i- have been based on the
same innovative spirit which characterized the Ruards contributions at the
beginning of the process for security and coopeamnain Europe. The tensions,
conflicts and other problems the Organization hadfdce, though may be
different in substance, motivation and way of mestiftion, from the thematic
specific for the Europe of that period, from thernpaf view of the modalities of
approaching and solving them were in line with thegich existed when the
European forum was born by the signature oHbésinki Final Act, in 1975.

Active OSCE involvement
was, thus, in line with
fundamental principles of
the Organization, Romanian
diplomacy, also, always
believed in. Moreover, the
new politico-diplomatic acts
of the capital importance for
Europe, designed to project
the changes which took
place on the continent,
complimented theHelsinki
=—w=ws Final Act. The Paris
Charter for a new Europe,
signed at the Summit Conference of the Heads ofeSta Government of
participating states in 1990, which representecetiteof the Cold War, as well as
following meetings and documents which have credbed basis for the new,
radically changed mechanisms, activities and modaélsoexistence on the
continent, were still fresh , calling for actions RKomania continued to be one of
the active participants in the drafting and adoptiof these documents,
assumption of the OSCE Chairmanship in 2001 was tmuthe route Romania
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used to be for several decades. This engagemsetras involvement to the new
level, in a period when the OSCE itself was in pinecess of consolidation and
reform on the basis defined by the changes whick pdace. Sufficient to say that
the Organization encompasses now 56 participatiages to compare with 35
when the Helsinki Final Act was signed.

Holding the OSCE Chairmanship represented for Rdemaglso an
opportunity to assert its new profile, the capasitit disposes as an international
actor. It was an deliberately assumed act to mositself in an international role
which would confirm this.

First of all, few specifics on what represented thandate of the OSCE
Chairmanship assumed by Romania.

1. In the OSCE, theChairmanship rotates annually, and the post of
Chairman-in-Office is held by the Foreign Ministdrthat participating State. In
this capacity, he is vested with “overall respoitisybfor executive action and the
co-ordination “ of the OSCE activities during trespective year. He is not only
“chairing” a session or a meeting, as it is theecesmost of other forums or
institutions, but he is effectively leading the @nggation, including organizing
the activities for negotiation and adoption of demms , coordination of the work
of OSCE structures, representing the Organizateyoihd the OSCE, supervising
activities related to conflict prevention, crisisamagement and post-conflict
rehabilitation — all being acute issues at the mumden Romania took-over the
Chairmanship.

The Secretary general acts as the “representaiivitie Chairman-in-Office,
including, among, others, the management of the EODS@ictures and operations.

2. Chairman-in-Office receives from the participgtstates an “international
mandate”, more consistent that the mandate to ésgmt” them, investing him
with the trust to implement the mandate “on theah&lf”. It oblige him to be in
permanent contact with the participating states.

The CiO is assisted by the previous and succeedirarmen; the three of
them together constitute tl@SCE Troika. The CiO may also form thad-hoc
steering groups and appoint personal represensatiivdeal with specific crisis or
conflict situations, as well as issues of specitdriest.

3. The mandate of the CiO is comprehensive, cargistith the “unique
place” OSCE has among the European organizatiansefcurity, characterized
by: the comprehensive approach to “security” arsd athievement “through
cooperation”; a wide membership, a large numbemethanisms and activities,
tradition of transparency, open dialogue and adopif the decisions by consensus.
Thus, the complexity of the mandate, but, alsargd freedom for “initiative”.
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4. The mandate of the CiO imply, according to tHeQE veterans, duties
and aptitudes of the “diplomat” in order to be atdecommunicate with member
states and international environment and to ori@rganization in line with
objectives, principles and assumed functions; @& ftpolitician”, in order to
identify the priorities and the requirements of thay; of the “administrator”
dealing with management of a complex working sys@ssuring its command.

5. CiO is using the following working methods:

- systematic consultations with participating state full transparency of actions;

- active involvement of th&roika members in the leadership of the Organization,
including by transferring certain “files” to one thifem;

- assignment of prestigious personalities as “ReisBepresentatives” of the CiO
for special missions;

- cooperation with other international organizasipn

- assessment, with the assistance of the Sectetarth other structures of the
OSCE, of the evolutions in the Euro-Atlantic arear hew measures and
initiatives;

- frequent travel in the regions with tensions aadflicts (“shuttle diplomacy”).

The Ninth Ministerial Council
Bucharest, @lgeember 3-4, 2001

ROMANIA

Related to the abovementioned, one have to sayfdhat, members of the
“CiOs Task Force”, despite the fact that we hadoad experience of work in the
international organizations, many aspects were néhe most important were
those related to the “leading” the Organization “igonsultation” with the
participating States, a correct and apparently cl@ainciple, but difficult to be



20 ConstantirEne, Paraschiv8adescu

implemented, when it is about cooperation with &nier States. That's why, we
were very happy when, at the end of the mandagelihister for foreign affairs
Mircea Geoana was repeatedly congratulated and thanked for tlag We lead
the Organization in the name of the states’. There were no critics on this issue,
which is unusual in the OSCE. On the contrary, uhanimous final conclusion
was that Romania fulfilled its mandate with respbifisy. The appreciations
were extended, also, for Romanian diplomatic setvithe working team
accompanying the Chairman-in-Office . “We want tdlically thank — has stated
the head of the American delegation addressing ht®® Romanian Foreign
Minister — to the exceptional team of diplomatsydjprofessionals and valuable
interlocutors you have in Vienna and Bucharest’eTgresence of the Chairman
of the OSCE Parliamentary AssemBlgrian Severin, was also remarked.

Romania has scrupulously prepared every phase dswassuming the
OSCE Chairmanship:

* The candidature was launched at the highest leuehg the OSCE
Lisbon Summit (2-3 December 1966), when Presidemil Constantinescu
officially announced Romanian’s “intention” to assel the OSCE Chairmanship
in 2001.

* In 1997, at the OSCE Ministerial Council in Copegdra Romanian
Foreign Minister reiterated the “offer”, asking tsepport of the participating
States for the assumption of the OSCE Chairmanship.

* In 1998, at the OSCE Ministerial Council in Osl@r&gn Minister made
known “the firm commitment” of Romania to take ovlee Chairmanship.

From that moment on, the offer to take over the BSChairmanship
became a priority issue on the Romanian foreigicpelgenda.

1. A strategy to ensure the consensus of the pmatiog states was
elaborated. It envisaged consultations with theig@pating states and OSCE
institutions; sending or appointing some diplonattshe Romanian Embassies in
the main capitals Bruxelles, Washington, Moscow, Bonn, Paris, Lonekon—to
serve as contact points for the respective cowtpeomoting the priorities and
objectives of the Chairmanship.

The project was promoted through an intense dipticnaativity both in the
capitals of the OSCE countries, as well as at thaddquarter of the Organization,
in Vienna, or during some international meetingse Tirst visited countries were
those which have detained the Chairmanship, ambeg Hungary, Poland,
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Norway, Danemark, Austriggnd the important players, suchlsited States of
America and Russian Federation.

With the OSCE Secretariat, have been discussedssslated to technical
aspects, fulfilment of the mandate, the needeff, $taancial responsibilities etc.
On this basis, was shaped a picture of needs apdreenents involved by the
Chairmanship, including working team (“task forge®r the Chairman-in-Office
in Bucharest and Vienna.

In order to ensure national consensus — claimethéyoreign interlocutors
for assuming the Chairmanship — the Foreign Minigéve a presentation in front
of the two Commissions for foreign policy of therlRament, both of them
supporting the objective. In the strategy was alsoulated to attract the public
opinion in the promotion and fulfillment of the peot. The Romanian diplomatic
offices were updated on the evolution of prepanatiaghrough a special bulletin,
making thus possible their active involvement ia pinocess

2. The discussions in capitals and \frenna emphasized an attitude, in
general, favorable for the Romanian candidaturena¥ some “hesitations” still
persisted. Some of the interlocutors put forwamhtkelves arguments in favour
of a Chairmanship assumed by Romania. The OSCEetaeat prepared and
handed over to us a Note on the trumps Romanianhiss respect: democratic
state, anchor of stability in a neighbourhood wé&hsions and risk of conflicts;
important participant to the definition of prinagsl and standards on which are
based the OSCE activities; firm supporter of thgadization; active participant
to the efforts of the international community fandict resolution and assuring
stability and security in the region; a “model”lie followed as for the resolution
of bilateral disputes with neighbours. It was etsyotice the willingness from
the part of most of interlocutors for Romanian ddature, emphasizing the good
foreign image it built-up, particularly by its aaty in international organizations.

Discussions revealed expectations of the particigaGtates in case of a
Romanian Chairmanship, which offered useful elesetd formulate the
objectives and priorities for Romanian Chairmanship

The main objective Romania has pledge as the intprSCE Chairman-
in-Office was the strengthening of the Organizatomle in the region in the
field of security, stability and the connecting ase such as strengthening of
democratic institutions, reinforcing the rule oivlarespecting human rights. From
these resulted the priorities the Chairmanshiptbddilow?.

3. The current topics, specific to the process emfusty and cooperation
were present in all discussions. One of the magicerns were difficulties
steaming from reaching consensus in the Organizaliovas the case at the end

2 Mircea Dan GEOANA, “The OSCE under the Romaniarai@hanship — A Retrospective
View”, in: Institute for Peace Research and Security PolicyhatUniversity of Hamburg/IFSH
(ed), OSCE Yearbook 2002, Baden-Baden 2003, pf221-2
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of the year preceding the assumption of the Chaismi@ by Romania, when, at
the Vienna Ministerial Council in December 2000wis not possible to reach
consensus and to adopt the OSCE Ministerial Daaaradocument usually
adopted by each ministerial meeting of the Orgditmalt was a serious signal
for any international forum, showing its lack ofpeaity of action (the lack of
consensus was due to tRussian Federation’sefusal to join the document
because of references to the event€lechnya) It was a warning for Romania
too, that, as a Chairman-in-Office, one could ekpaso difficult moments,

inheriting some delicate folders.

However, the almost general concern was partigulathted to the regional
issues, turbulences and instability following theirdegration of Yugoslavia and
Soviet Union, some of them with a certain poterfoalescalation. It was obvious
that what was suppose to define the real stakbeofrtandate Romania was going
to assume consisted in the action in the conflict erisis areas, as OSCE had to
justify the role incumbent on it in this area.

4. The decision of th©SCE Istanbul Summiadopted in November 1999,
Romania was going to take over the OSCE ChairmpnshOffice, as from 1
January 2001. It implied that, from 2000, Romaniteeed in the leading OSCE
troika, as the “incoming” Chair.

The 2000 was the year when the Austrian Chairmanshs confronted with
the foreshadowed deadlock regarding the adopticdheMinisterial Declaration
of the OSCE due to the situations of conflict okielming a great part of the
region, regarded differently by the participatirigtes and without perspective to
be ended soon. Next year, when Romania took owerQGhairmanship, the
warning received regarding the files which werengoio be the “stake” of the
mandate has proved to be true. Without neglectthgroOSCE dimensions, the
conflict zones were by far on the first place, rlgg the priority attention from
de Chairmanship. In addition to that, was terriielé the shock produced by the
terrorist act from September 11, 2011. The fact 2@01 ended without the
escalation of the tensions in the OSCE area, whiobld get out of control,
especially that all conflicts, both “open” and “narcted” at the end of the year
were well framed towards final solutions, represdnthe success of the
Chairmanship and of the Romanian mandate, cergfyire OSCE contribution,
the influence it was able to exert orienting thergg toward a peaceful end.

5. In their final assessments on the Romanian peegoce as the OSCE
Chairmanship, the delegations emphasized as the onétome the answer to the
issue which came off from the consultations as dg¢ihe major concern of the
states: week performance of the Organization. Aledations emphasized at the
end of our mandate “growing influence” the OSCEiseged during the year. It
was, perhaps, the most convincing acknowledgeeoRibimanian success. The US
PresidentGeorge W. Bushwelcomed the “excellent performance Romania had
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as the OSCE Chairman-in-Office”, stressing the ‘nfaaian role on regional
level, having decisive importance for the followingpnths and yeard” Other
appreciations went in the same direction: “The @izgtions became stronger and
stronger under Romanian mandatdiubert Vedrine, Foreign Minister of
France); “Romania has succeeded to successfullypletenits mandate on the
helm of OSCE, by growing up the role of this inditn in the region” Igor
lvanov, Foreign Minister of the Russian Federatidn).

v

1. The OSCE Chairmanship started for Romania ippteearious conditions:

* The last OSCE Ministerial Council, as it was prefgd, wasn’t able to
reach consensus for the adoption of a documenthwhdawld be the landmark for
future activities of the OSCE;

* OSCE was called to supervise, simultaneously, tie tig number of
areas facing different problems: tensions, operflicts) unresolved and frozen
post conflict situations;

* A number of administrative issues, with implicagofor the political
iIssues — scale of contributions and the size obtltget — remained in suspension
from the previous Chairmanship and threatened thgy Wunctioning of the
Organization.

Ten years after the end of the Cold War, the paliticimate was,
apparently, more optimistic then before , but thekl of confidence was still
present, mostly due to the simple fact that thea@imation was affected by the
existence of different visions and interests, oftemtradictory, on the role it
should have.

Continue to foreshadow a certain heating in US ssiky NATO — Russia
relations, each of the great powers declaring Kpeetations regarding the
“Europe of tomorrow”, in security and cooperatitnt each of them looking at it
from the point of view of their proper interests.

From the very beginning of the Romanian Chairmamstiie MFA of the
Russian Federation was sending signals on whatutdiike to see happening in
OSCE under Romanian baton. In June, a Special Emeay Moscow conveyed
several suggestions regarding the organizatiomefMinisterial Council, which
was going to take place in Bucharest, in Decemdiethe end of the mandate,
how should be structured the discussion on pdliigsues and how should be

% The letter, published according to the Protocnlite occasion of the presentation of credentials
by the newly accredited Romanian Ambassador te&JBA.

* OSCE, Ninth Ministerial Council Meeting (Buchare3t4 December 2001), at http://www.osce.
org/mc.
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adopted decisions, what should contain the pulthtesients on behalf of the
OSCE (“only consensual positions”) and so on. Theird was expressed that
OSCE field presences and missions should be literolled, without releasing
all kind of reports, Organization should establisle rules on how to use the
OSCE Missions’ reports. From its part, the othew@q USA, although
considering the OSCE as an institution with a cfggtential, was looking at it as
“complementary to the bilateral relations”. “We koat our presence in the OSCE
through the angle of complementing and strengtliestrong bilateral relations
we have with European and Euro-Asiatic States, WATO membership and our
special relations with European Union” — stated Aoaa State Secretary Colin
Powell.

2. Romanian OSCE Chairmanship had to take into consideration this
situation, setting as objective to consolidatedbleesion within the Organization,
to improve its image and to coagulate its unity, by

I. restoring the confidence of the states in the OSCHter the syncope in
2000 — as an organization having the will, direttiand means, which can
function in the interest of all states ;

ii. revitalizing the role of the OSCE as a forum “for@perative security”, to
restore its involvement into the imperatives of ttme, equipping it with
conceptual and operational instruments adequatesteequirements of the day ;

iii. enlarging the perspective by adding new valuesrd®eroto give input to
the cooperation, particularly regional one, for #éineas of conflict;

iv. assuring that the states recognize themselves i@rfjanization’s concerns;

v. strengthening the ties of cooperation with othéenmational organizations
working complementary and in close synergy.

In order to achieve these goals, during the manttheteurrent activity was
doubled by the intense work on reflection regardhgfuture. The Chairmanship
was in a permanent effort to identify new ways amaddalities of action, new
items to include OSCE in the European security isgcture together with other
international organization, without overlapping lwihem, permanently targeting
towards joining the immediate concerns requiringrapid reaction” and “the
vision of perspective”. The organization of theidties was conceived with
maximal exigency for the respect of OSCE standamdd ‘acquis” and the
balance among dimensions.

3. Romanian OSCE Chairmanshipachievements were entirely inspired by
the life, with deep roots in the reality of the icgg based on the comprehensive
contacts, consultations and visits . The Chairnma@fice visited, practically, all
areas of open or latent conflicts, as well as apontant number of participating
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States. The meetings he had allowed him to be paligoacquainted with the
situation in the region, the nature of the tensigunts of view and positions of
the involved factors in order to made a fair judgimen the state of affairs, way
of approach and fair solutions. He met OSCE remtesges from the field
presences, ambassadors of the participating Stat@edited in the respective
countries. He conveyed everywhere a balanced messagjing to temperate the
tensions and to look for solutions.

The contact with reality is part of the arsenalnoéans for diplomacy to
operate in the crisis situation. In the capacityhad in the “task force”, we often
accompanied the Chairman-in-Office in his visitse Wso travelled separately, as
representatives of the CiO. It was very instructiveeful and necessary to reach a
judicious conclusion, to see on the spot the “@mmjitcamp” atmosphere in the
areas of conflict, to meet political leaders ornapn makers in the “commando”
clothes the daylight iiKosovo, South Ossetia, Chechnyaamong the Albanians
in Macedonia. Agitation in the street, military vehicles, wiz-saliof the sirens
everywhere, people harriing to go home, food shegsaulted — all these were
enabling to assess the direction of the eventsy \@éen, relating to th&outh
Eastern Europe,was mentioned that in the area would be strong fiestation of
“nationalism” — Serbian, Croatian ... —, that thereud be plan for a “Great
Albania”. May be that such ideas did exist in thiaanof one or another person.
But it was, rather, a “stereotype”. The people waacerned about absolutely
other things, about today and tomorrow. A journatalled it the “poverty with
ethnical face”, not a “nationalism”. With a collesgfrom Vienna, we were in a
Central Asian republic which was at the OSCE aitbentas a zone susceptible to
enter in the eddy of the event in neighboring Afgktan. Local leaders seemed to
be totally indifferent to what was considered ie @SCE as a serious danger —
the infiltration of the Taliban. As ilCroatia the attention was focused non on
stopping the eddies around Balkans, but on the mgroertainly more distanced,
when Croatia would be in the European Union. N@hig more instructive,
convincing and useful when you face with the cordrsial situation, than to
discuss with the involved parties Audiatur et altera pars”.

The presence in the conflict areas in that everyalr represented a lot for
Romanian diplomacy. We tried to be perceived — aswere — as friends, having
good intentions, sensitive to the arguments presetd us. The most frequent
terms mentioned during discussions were “freeddnght to choose”, “without
being imposed” and so on. One has to say that @feewere perceived, indeed, as
friends by the interlocutors. Coming from a countvigich in a way or another
experienced similar situation, the interlocutorgeveonvinced that we want only
good for them and that we understand them.

As diplomats, we realized that we had at our digpas immense “reserve”
of arguments — our own experience — to be cred®étainly, the results of the
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dialogue were not visible immediately. But in maocgses, lately, they were
obvious from the evolution of the events.

4. At the end of the Chairmanship, making a reviéwhe problems it had to
deal with, the survey of the achievements look®kews:

- the role the Chairmanship has played in the mamagt of the regional
issues by calming the tensions, stabilizing thet-posflict situations and
preventing new conflicts in the regioSputh-Eastern Europewas the priority
area, always activeCaucasusrepresented an area of “frozen conflicts”, and
Central Asia of “potential conflicts”;

- strengthening regional cooperation, the Chairmgneealizing the values
of the “regional approach” in the management ofgst-conflict situations, fully
used them;

- grasping the new risks to security, the Chairrhgmgromptly reacted to
the terrorist acts from 11 September 2001;

- launching a debate in the OSCE on the enlargermsthtconsolidation of
the economic dimension of activities, following, @mg others things, to combat
at the “roots” the terrorism by strategies for emmic development;

- launching a process of reflection on the streagitng the OSCE’s role,
capacity of action and its influence, introductioihthe new items on the OSCE
agenda,;

- strengthening the cooperation and parteneriah wither international
organizations, in the framework of the “Europeacusigy architecture”.

Impact of the political capital and image made outhese directions put
Romania in an effective position of contributorthe building up a new European
reality, OSCE was devoted to.

5. For Romania, OSCE Chairmanship meant, alsohanetery significant
thing: enrichment of the “culture of strategy” filve closed or more distant zones
we are neighboring with.

We don’t know at what extend were assumed and edlyecultivated in the
following years the lessons learned, the liBkgharestwas able to establish in
2001 with the European capitals, with the leadesmfthe territories redesigned
after the ethnic turbulences and the independet¢sstwhich were formed. We
can only say that the Chairmanship Romania heldhimitave represent an
important trump for Romanian foreign policy andlIdipacy in the subsequent
relations with the region and, even larger, with world.

Let's return to the abovementioned Marta Bibescwsrds about “the
Romanian’s talent to not hand down a project frame generation to another,
each one cutting the thread”.
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6. In all its activities, the Chairmanship made akéhe experience Romania
accumulated from the launching of the process obirg)y and cooperation in
Europe, combined with the “democratic culture” ah¢al in ten years of
transition towards democracy. To this, one showaddver add, without the lack
of modesty, the personal efforts, often exhaustmgde by the Chairman-in-
Office and his aptitudes of “communicator”. The tWtask forces” — from the
MFA and thePermanent Mission in Vienna,as well as from the diplomatic
representations of Romania in different capitalstemritories — have closely
supported and seconded him.

Cooperation among all these factors assured evengathe credibility to the
Romanian presence. There was, also, an excellepecation and support from
the international environment.

A British diplomat, of European level, was effeelly part from the “task
force”, there were partners always ready to supg®rpractically in all ministries
for foreign affairs of the Participating Statelan Kubish, OSCE Secretary
General, was, from the very first moment, togethigh us in everything what was
the OSCE Chairmanship.

V.

The security environment, complex and unsure, cbangtic for the Europe
2001, has determined all international organizatiattached to the stability of the
space to closely follow the dynamic of the evemd & be involved in many
ways in the activities to prevent the escalatiortenisions and conflicts. Among
them, by its comprehensive approach, the OSCE walseohighest place.

Operational dimension related to the conflict areas absorbed the main
attention from the Chairmanship in the programmadtiivities, as well as in those
imposed by the events. In this framework, the fiiavas given to the South-East
European space, with the most numerous problenesaibntion determined also
by the geography of the zone, as a part of Euromk particularly, in close
proximity to Romania, without neglecting, howevierany way, the other zones
from the same category €aucasus and Central Asia.And, again, as the
turbulences were particularly in South-Eastern Ber@and Caucasus in the
context or as a result of disintegration of the ®wfederal states, the efforts to
keep these changes under certain control have f@EOand, implicitly, the
Chairmanship on the honorable place as factor tdnba and stability for de
region.

1. The mission assumed was for the Chairmanshifuatisn of permanent
warning to observe and assess the dynamic of timotes, to identify the most
adequate ways for involvement and the most apmtepfactors having authority
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and influence to supervise the events. It preswggbasntacts, consultations and
repeated visits in the areas ( there were 10 stalrels only inMacedonia),
meetings with governments, heads of parties, palifiactors and representatives
of the civil society, with the leaders of otheraémational organizations in order to
joint and coordinate efforts. Chairman-in-Office sMa permanent contact with
the High Representatives of thiN, NATO and Council of Europe, with the
Presidency of the European Union and European Comrmssion, with the
OSCE Parliamentary Assembly.Romanian Minister for foreign affairs was the
first OSCE Chairman-in-Office invited to addrese thN Security Council°.

The OSCE Chairmanship stressed a permanent cofwrdire way out from
the deadlock, when the things were stagnatinghAsomplexity of the problems
found on the spot usually has outrun the OSCE dgpiacreact, and the “frozen
conflicts” always had a latent risk to be reopeard escalated, the Chairmanship
has been permanently also un “creative” exercisege Thairman-in-Office
resorted to the appointment of the “Personal Reptasives” in the field or for
certain domains (items), has obtained the agreemktihe member states to
dispatch missions in some areas and other form@3EE representation and
assistance, even in more difficult situation, wtikare were some restraints or
some governments were less willing to accept aeffpr presence”.

“Regional approach” was used by the Chairmangbgking for the bridges
of cooperation with international organizationghe framework of the “Platform
for Co-operative Security”, adopted in 1999 at @8CE Istanbul Summit, but
without gaining a solid shape. It tried to give niewpetus to the Stability Pact for
the South-Eastern Europe, initiating or supportimgy projects, such as the
involvement of the private sector in the importamrkings (the project Quick
Start” for building roads), organizing@anube ConferencgHombach Initiative),
a“Balkan Summit, proposed by the US Secretary of State.

Once this large number of forms and activitiestethto work, during the
2001 the capital of Romania became very well knaga center of consultations,
meetings and debates. An incomplete list of the BStivities hosted in
Bucharest during the Romanian Chairmanship include, apamnfithe OSCE
Ministerial Council at the end of Romanian mandategast ten other important
meetings related to some conflict situatior®outh Ossetia and Nagorno-
Karabakh), Stability Pact for South-Eastern Europe (regionanference),
debates on the good administration (“good gover@ancrule of law”,
“management of the economy”, “protection of the ismrvment” etc.), issues of
interest for newly born States from the ex-fedestmlctures, on the subjects
related to the respect of human rights, human ggaic.

This was an honorable posturing for the Romanigmtaa repeating the
favorable page it has registered long time agdp@s-70s of the last century,

®> UN Document S/PV.4266, 29 January 2001.
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when Bucharest was also on the diplomatic map, asrale of numerous
meetings and headquarters of some internationanargtions. Unfortunately,
after on this attention has disappeared.

2. As for the South-Eastern Europe, on the list of the Romanian
Chairmanship achievements are: reopening the OS@BEid inBelgrade {ery
important act for the political signal, taking intonsideration the mistrust showed
by the Belgrade Government towards cooperation imitkrnational institutions,
after the events which took place); encouragingatzatic reforms in the field of
justice, media and election legislation, human teghncluding the rights of
persons belonging to national minorities — sensipvoblems for almost all new
states from the former Yugoslavia. Was appointed8CE CiO Personal
Representative for the Stability Pact and estabtidbridges for cooperation with
the European Union.

Also in the regional context, has been establistieel basis for the
framework of cooperation amor@@yoatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Serbia and
Montenegro for the return of refugees and displaced persotiseio home.

In Montenegro, OSCE CiOs concern was to clarify the relations with
Serbia in the framework of the existed at that time psgido create a Federal
Republic of Yugoslavia, by a democratic referendiimKosovo , the problem
was to define the parameters for “self-determimétiof the territory through
elections organized with the UN assistance. Thewahg dynamic of events led,
however, to a different configuration.

As for other new states froax-Yugoslavia:

Macedonia was confronted with the risk of a civil war aftethmical
turbulences on the border with Kosovo. Chairma®ffiee appointed a Personal
Representative for Macedonia and, in cooperatioth WATO and EU, has
determined dispatching of a strong OSCE Missionbimider monitoring, which
would take under control the events. He facilitatdet conclusion of a
“framework agreement” on the reduction of the tensiwithin society.

In Bosnia and Herzegovina OSCE, in cooperation with UN and NATO,
Chairmanship has provided assistance for the atids®m preparing an election
legislation which would allow the population to g express its will, tempered
the opposition from some nationalistic leaders,ocengged the return at home of
refugees and displaced persons.

In Croatia the problems were less complex, and the main éxpi@c was
OSCE support for the integration in the EU.

Overall, at the end of the mandate, ex-Yugoslavas vadvancing in a
positive direction, although some areas with tamstill persisted.
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In Albania, OSCE, in cooperation with other international asrgations,
provided assistance for the organization of elesti@and fight against some
phenomena seriously affecting “human security”, hsias organized crime,
corruption, trafficking of arms and human beings.

3. TheCaucasuswas considered as a zone of “frozen conflicts”.

In the case o6eorgia, the conflict consisted in the separation of thenfer
autonomous region South Ossetia and of the formé&wnamous republic of
Abkhazia from the rest of the territory. Chairman@ffice convened a meeting of
the “Group of political experts” monitoring the dbet and encouraged them to
continue negotiations with the separatists leadéh& meeting took place in
Bucharest. A Joint Commission was, also, functignimthe same direction.

Regarding the dispute betweéAnmenia and Azerbaidjan over Nagorno-
Karabakh, the Chairman-in-Office invited to Bucharest for consultations the
co-chairmen of théMinsk Group (Russia, Turkey, Belarus, USA, France, Italy,
Armenia and Azerbaijan), a mechanism created tont@mout possibilities to
solve the dispute. The presidents of the two caestrArmenia and Azerbaijan -,
President Kocharyan and President Aliyev — were atscouraged to meet each
other. At the meeting, which took place in Key WE@4EA), chaired by the US
Secretary of Stat€olin Powell, participated the Personal Representative of the
Chairman-in-Office (the author of these pages)iht time, as also at present,
the parties did not look eager to reach a soluitothe OSCE framework. The
solution was expected “from outside”.

An important political achievement of the Roman@mairmanship was the
redeployment of a new OSCE presence (Assistanceplkm Chechnya/Russian
Federation to facilitate the solution of some humanitarianipems. It was not an
action aimed at the political solution of the catfl which was considered by
Russia as an internal issue; however, the acceptainthe Assistance Group by
Moscow was welcomed as an important signal ofseafrom its part.

In all three cases the problem was not so muclriweao the solution of the
conflicts, but rather to prevent reopening of theed actions and resumption of
violence. The visits of the Chairman-in-Office teetregion and his contacts with
political leaders were sending a signal that thggore is in the attention of the
international community. The main “player” remainedowever, in each
particular case, the Russian Federation.

4. Central Asia (Kazahstan, Kyrghizstan, Tadjikistan, Turkmenistan
Uzbekistan) was considered as a zone of “potemwtaflict”, because of its
vicinity with the explosive situation in Afghanistaand , also, some post-conflict
situations (Tadjikistan) or latent conflicts (Uzlstkn). In his visits to the region,
looking particularly at sending a signal of supdortthe stability and security in
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the region, the OSCE CiO pleaded for attackinghat ‘roots” the danger of
terrorism through economic development. He appdird@nbassadoWilhelm
Hoynck (FRGformer OSCE Secretary General) as Personal Repatisenfor
Central Asia, to coordinate the OSCE activitiesthe region; in Bishkek, in
December 2001, he chaired the “International Cemes on Enhancing Security
and Stability in Central Asia: Strengthening Conmeresive Efforts to Counter
Terrorism”, which adopted an Action Program on tigsue; he encouraged
different economic projects.

5. The file on theTransdniestrian Conflict/Republic of Moldova, treated
separately from de areas of conflict, was entrusiede the beginning to be
supervised by Portugal, as incoming Chairmanshipjk®d member, to avoid
claims of the “lack of objectivity and impartialityfor Romania. However,
political responsibility remained with Romanian @haanship.

The only positive evolution was the withdrawal b Russian Federation of
a part of its military equipment stored on the itery of Transdniestria, the
obligation assumed by the Russian Federation aOD®BEE Istanbul Summit, in
1999.

VI.

On the Romanian OSCE Chairmanship’s agenda, bé&sdenal issues”,
were also other items, much of them being tradailgnin the Organization’s
attention.

1. On the priority place was th©SCE Reform, strengthening the
Organization’s role and its capacity of action.ekfthe 2000/ienna Ministerial
Council, it became visible that the OSCE is confronted vaithinternal crisis,
affecting its image and capacity of action. Idemti§ the further steps to rebuild
the confidence in the OSCE appeared as a needti@lcebjective ; Romanian
Chairmanship was involved in its achievement sitice beginning of the
assumption of the mandate.

In his first address to the OSCE Permanent Couanilll January 2011,
Romanian Foreign Minister stressed the need to lopveolitical dialogue
between OSCE States, in parallel with the actiwitlee Organization was already
involved in, in order to consolidate the OSCE capdao influence security and
stability in the region, to make Organization knoas a forum able to produce
results, a mark of peaceful coexistence amongdhiens.

In this respect, Romanian Chairmanship has launehdarge process of
consultations among the Permanent Delegations efptrticipating States in
Vienna, arranging an informal framework of openrestraint meetings, which
allowed official inclusion of this item on the agknof the Organization.
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On the agenda of the OSCE Permanent Council whsded a special item
called “Strengthening the role of the Organizatma making it more relevant to
the participating States”, and a Working Group d®GE Reform was created to
consider the ways of strengthening the OSCE’santtefficiency.

The Working Group has functioned under the chaishgnof the Romanian
Permanent Representative to the OSCE in Vienna,assddoriviu Bota, on
the basis of working document tabled by Romaniawali as proposals by
member States. Proposals were related, espedmlfigld activities, their role in
the early warning, conflict prevention, crisis mgement and post-conflict
rehabilitation, aimed at — as it was stressed & dbnclusions of the debates
presented to Ministerial Council — “more efficiaide of the OSCE means and
mecr%anisms to face the risks and challenges taigeand stability in the OSCE
area”.

The Working Group has continued its activity aldterathe end of the
Romanian mandate, till 2004, when was presentetirtakereport.

2. Another initiative which, also, remained inclddén the Romanian
account, was the priority given by the Chairmanshipining OSCE objectives
with those of other international organizations,rtipalarly Euro-Atlantic
partner organizations — NATO, EU, UN, Council of Euope specialized
agencies such as the United Nations High Commissifor Refugees (UNHCR)
and the International Organization for Migratio®Kl). Chairman-in-Office met
with the heads of these international organizatitmsliscuss measures which
could be taken jointly for enhancing cooperatiotjuding setting up compatible
structures, developing common recruitment and itrgirstandards, enhancing
consultations at the level of the heads of the rumgdions and their
representatives in the field, and identifying nemmarete areas of cooperation and
establishing mechanisms for efficient interaction.

Vienna Ministerial Council Meeting in 2000 emphasizthe risk that the
OSCE was heading for an internal crisis of confagemhere were reproaches and
reserves, particularly from Russia, regarding ti8C@& relations with other Euro-
Atlantic institutions, the concern that organizatimight become only a “service
provider’. Romanian Chairmanship paid attention th@se signals from the
member States, acting towards the enlargement apesation with the
international organizations in the framework of tftatform for Co-operative
Security” and, at the same time, to make OSCE iogislip with partner
organizations and institutions balanced, accordinthe mandate and means of
action that dispose each of them.

Crisis and conflict situations in the OSCE areaehemphasized the fact that
they can not be solved efficiently by one organdzgtbeing necessary to enhance
relations of cooperation, particularly in the fieldetween Euro-Atlantic

® OSCE ¢ Ministerial Council, Bucharest, 3-4 December 200G.DOC/2/01, atvww.0sce.org.
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organizations. Romanian Chairmanship has intewsifiree dialogue with these
organizations, through coordination of efforts afiicient use of resources at the
disposal of each of them, including establishmenthe liaison offices at the
headquarters of these organizations. A new relshipnhas been particularly
materialized regardingosovo, Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzegovindhe
Chairman-in-Office, in his meetings with the lealeaf the abovementioned
organizations, stressed the need to practicallylament the Platform for
Cooperative Security, adopted at the OSISEanbul Summjtestablishment of
liaison-offices at the headquarters of these omgdians.

- In January 2001Romanian Foreign Minister, in his capacity as the
OSCE Chairman-in-Office, addressed t&l Security Council, and, on that
occasion, presented several proposals aimed torgenlthe framework of
cooperation between the two organizations on tiseshaf complementarity. He
referred to the need to establish an efficientrimfation exchange mechanism on
existing and potential crisis and lessons learmenh fthe joint field missions; the
promotion of periodical joint assessments on th@wtions in the areas of mutual
interest and the appropriate participation of thie brganizations in each other’s
meetings on topics of common concern. Special esiphaas placed on the
operational dimension of the co-operation betwesm ©SCE, as a regional
organization, and the UN, as a world forum.

- As for relationship with the European Union— the organization which
acts in the OSCE framework on behalf of all its rbemstates , as a reflection of
the “common foreign and security policy” - , Chaamin-Office meet with the
European Union Presidency Foreign Ministers (Sweded Belgium) and
discussed areas of common action aimed at enhanoHuperation between the
two organizations, including co-operation in theldi The same spirit of co-
operation and mutual reinforcement prevailed intacts with EU Commissioner
Christopher Patterand High Representativéavier SolanaRepresentatives of
OSCE Chairmanship presented, in Bruxelles, assedgsraa the evolutions in the
conflict areas.

- Based upon the imperatives of the evolutions ha tield, Romanian
Chairmanship acted for joint actions of the triddTO/UE/OSCE as a driving
factor for management of the relations and politc@peration in the European
area, materialized particularly in Kosovo, Macedamd Bosnia and Herzegovina.

Romanian Chairmanship was invited to present gesmsnents on the issues
of mutual interests at the NATO events.

- Relations of cooperation and regularly exchangfeisformation between
OSCE andCouncil of Europe were developed in different areas of common
interests, such as election observation and hunmgntsrissues, democratic
reforms, role of media in conflict situations ardos.
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3.The terrorist act against the USA, on which Romanian Chairmanship
reacted promptly, has opened a new page in the G8QHty:

- On 13 September, Permanent Council has adopts@tament on this
terrorist act;

- On 21 September, at the special meeting ofRananent Council in
Vienna, convened on this issue, the Chairman-in-Officehlgipted the areas
where the OSCE can bring its contributiorcambating terrorism.

- On this basis, on 4 December 2001, the Buchavisisterial Council
adopted the Plan of Action for Combating Terrofiswhich was drafted in
Vienna, with direct involvement of the Romanian @manship.

4. The Economic and Environmental DimensionSince the beginning of
its mandate, the Romanian Chairmanship pointetig¢dariportance of the OSCE
economic and environmental dimension and made isastaefforts to identify
obstacles and ways to revitalize it.

Shortly after taking over the mandate, a discusp@per was submitted by
the Chairmanship underlining the importance to ¢hag attention to the economic
situation and sustainable development of the camin transition, supporting
their processes of economic reforms — an imporsasoie for an important number
of the OSCE countries. The paper suggested a nuofilpeocedural, institutional
and operational measures to increase the effeetbgeof the OSCE Economic and
Environmental Dimensidh

As the main reproaches from some member Statesaply Russia, were
referred to the institutional and thematic lack ledlance in organization’s
approaches towards the three dimensions of secdrgglitico-military, human
and economic and environmental - , at the Roma@iaairmanship initiative, a
Sub-Committee of the Permanent Council on the Bwon@nd Environmental
Dimension was established, under Romanian co-didmawith a view to give
more prominence to these issues within the OSCE.nHw body was tasked to
consider in depth issues of interest for PartiongatStates in the economic
dimension, being considered as confidence buildingasures, including in the
post-conflict areas. Support was given to the foohsub-regional cooperation,
including those launched by the OSCE presencdwifield .

A particular attention was given to the identifioat of the theme for the
annual meeting of th©SCE Economic Forum in order to raise the visibility
and importance of this dimension. It was the “Ggoslernance and transparency
in the field of economic management”, with focusaamruption, being of major
interest for a number of participating states; thesme was , also, the subject of

" OSCE Ninth Meeting of the Ministerial Council, Buarest, 3-4 December 2001, Decision No.1,
Combating Terrorism (MC(9).DEC.1/Corr.1) and ThecBarest Plan of Action for Combating
Terrorism, Annex to MC(9) .DEC.1/Corr.1, 4 DecemB801 —at www.osce.org.

8 OSCE Document CIO.GAL/8/01, 13 March 2001 waiw.osce.org.
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the seminar, which took place in 2002, when Roma@a member in th©SCE
Troika.

5. Human dimension,which always had a priority on the OSCE’s agenda,
enjoyed the same attention during the Romanian r@aaiship. Beside issues
traditionally considered by the OSCE related toftlrectioning of the rule of law,
respecting human rights and cultural diversity, bating violence and organized
crime, the Romanian Chairmanship introduced onQ&€E agenda new items
such as “human security” and situation of Roma. ddeh have been organized —
some of them jointly with specialized institutionms the field — on the issues
related to the “freedom of expression”, “promotingplerance and
nondiscrimination”, “combating violence against wam, “affirmation of the
moral and spiritual values”, focusing on the dialedpetween religions.

Particular attention attracted the Conference, roega in Bucharest jointly
with the Delegation of European Commission in Roiaanon “Equal
opportunities and chances for Roma/Sinti: from wa deeds”, concluded with
some recommendations for an OSCE Action Plan mftald. A Working Group
was created to prepare the proposed Action Plaighwiias been adopted after
two years and continue to be the basic documentestdrating the OSCE efforts
in this field.

OSCE reacted, also, on some needs coming frompngfigity of the area,
particularly as a result of the events taking pliac#ne ex-yugoslav space , paying
attention during debates to the protection of metianinorities, creation of an
integrated society, access of minorities to thdipwaaministration etc.

VIl

OSCE Ministerial Council Meeting (Bucharest, 3-4 December 2001)
represented the Moment to stock of results andofssslearned of the
Chairmanship.

The meeting took place in a new climate, charaxtdri by greater
confidence in the Organization’s capacity of actidoubled by some positive
evolutions in the relationship between the greatgrs.

At the Bucharest Ministerial were present 64 naiafelegations, led by 57
Foreign Ministers from the OSCE participating Statthe Mediterranean partners
and partners for co-operation, high representatofeshe OSCE Parliamentary
Assembly, OSCE institutions and missions, as wall i 29 international
organizations and institutions. It was the lardéstisterial Council ever organized
till then, and after that. The Meeting was an dgoglopportunity to assess the OSCE
achievements, as well as difficulties it faced wlyrithe year. The debate was
constructive in substance, without major contraeersCombating terrorism has
dominated the debates, reflecting the solidaritgligbarticipating States.
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New political objectives were set for the futurelapecific measures were
adopted to strengthen the capacity of the OSCE. adoption by consensus o
several important documents, imposed by the egstirallenges, particularly the
Bucharest Ministerial Declaration, the Decision@ombating Terrorism and the
Bucharest Plan of Action for Combating Terrorishie Decision on fostering the
role of the OSCE as a forum for political dialogueall these reflect the spirit of
cooperation that prevailed, by comparison with rtnaisterial meeting, in 2000.
The new spirit of solidarity that emerged from theents of 11 September 2001,
have also contributed to this end.

The OSCE has ended the year on the optimistic tifreejote of hope. As all
delegations have stressed, the OSCE Chairmansi@tfice has fulfilled its
mandate with responsibility. Romania made a majeestments in its image,
foreign policy and diplomacy.

The way it fulfilled the mission assumed representsew evidence of the
importance Romania, as an European State, haspas@rg since the beginning
of the OSCE to its principles and objectives, ® ttble it was going to play in the
building up the future of the region. In the yedrieh was approaching to the end,
Romania has decisively contributed to the bringmagk the OSCE’s credibility,
to restoring the confidence of some participatingtes deceived by its lack of
performance.

By this performance, Romania was regaining in Eeragplace according to
its real weight, and the Romanian Foreign Ministeluded his name on the
plague of honour with the list of personalities @rhied the Organization during
the most fruitful years in its history.

VIl

We could not end this short survey of what has esgmted the OSCE
Chairmanship, without a word about the institutiomaad human mechanism
behind the fulfillment of this act of foreign poji@and diplomacy, which during a
whole year put Bucharest among the centers of theddvpolitics, attracting the
attention of the Governments and the politicallesof that time.

Certainly, the central pillar of the whole mechamisvas the Minister for
Foreign AffairsMircea Geoana,vested by the OSCE participating States to lead
the Organization during one year. For this missibe, person vested — beside
representing the country accepted to take ovemtwedate — had to demonstrate
the abilities required for a Chairman-in-Officeple of diplomat, politician and
manager, the aptitudes fully confirmed by the RamrarMinister. The taking
over the OSCE Chairmanship by Romania involved, dwar a great
responsibility by assuming a “mandate” on behalb®fparticipating States. Such
mission can’t be assured without an appropriate]l wegulated working
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mechanism, at the level of international standaocdsnposed by professionals
with diplomatic experience in this area.

We have to register that the Romanian Chairmankhaig such a working
mechanism, conceived and made up jointly with ti8C@ Secretariat, based on
the long experience, specific to an internatiomghaization.

Working mechanism was based on the cooperationl afchelons of the
Ministry for Foreign Affairs, as a task force’, composed by diplomats from
the MFA, Romanian Permanent Mission in Vienna, soBmabassies, with
permanent tasks individually, or being involvedthg entrusted responsibilities.
The whole operation, internally and externally, ading to the OSCE practice
and procedures, was led by the Personal Repreisenphthe Chairman-in-Office
together with the General Director of the OSCE Depent in the MFA, holding
the overall “registry” of the OSCE issues . The @ete duties within the “task
force” have been distributed by areas and dimessidhe setting up of the “task
force” and checking up its functionality was maderidg the year before
effectively taking over the mandate. On 1 SeptemB@600, the working
mechanism and the internal procedures envisagedh&rChairmanship were
already functioning as CiO “Task Force”.

A particular attention regarding the functionatifythe “Task Force” was given
to the “data centralization”, to be used for asdemgland analyzing information, in
order to facilitate the assessment of the situai@hanticipation of events, important
particularly for cooperation with participating &ts and international organizations,
as an essential chapter of the mandate. There waserder for information
systematization and dispatcher” (“Situation Roonail))e to assure and follow the
information from and for Romanian diplomatic oficegRomanian Missions to the
international organizations and, upon the casei-tieign Ministries from the OSCE
area. To assure the operative decision makingast thain” for the circulation of
notes and decisions was established in the MFA.

This was, also, an unique experience for the Mwi&ir Foreign Affaires
and for Romanian diplomacy. The way the working naeism of the OSCE
Chairmanship functioned was considered as satsfacty the OSCE
participating States, as well as by the Romaniate $eadership. At the end of the
mandate, the President of Romania awarded membéhe €iOs “Task Force”
with “Diploma for merits” for their contribution téhe fulfillment of the OSCE
Chairmanship by Romania, in 2001.

* *

In this presentation, we didn’t have in mind to aése a multitude of
important moments, actions and consistent diplandiscussions which took
place during OSCE Chairmanship — meeting with destders, ministers, political
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leaders, participation at the meeting, statemendsiaterview, internal analysis
and programs - an “echaphodage” supporting anyefaching diplomatic activity.
They could be found in the reports, informationasotnarrations by those directly
involved — Romanian Foreign Minister, as the OSCai@nan-in-Office and
leader of everything related to this mandate, togrewith diplomats from the
“Task Force” in Bucharest and in Vienna, in cablemn the Capitals, from
diplomatic offices and from the spot, in numerowwels in the field. May be in
the future, when and if the Ministry for Foreignféifs would restore the team of
historians, which started once to work diligently the MFA archive, those who
are interested could find details in the documegnfaliders wich, eventually, will
be published.

For the time being , we wanted to do what, in aelreh, remained important
for Romania and its diplomacy after fulfilling, dig an year, the Chairmanship
of the Organization which was registering at thatet as a barometer, the
changes taking place on the continent and evenngeyto It was not in our
intention to look for and to find anoth&ticolae Titulescu for Romania. The
historical period and conditions are too differentention was, particularly, to
mark the fact which is distinct by itself: that t@SCE Chairmanship was for
Romania its return in the European diplomacy, regay by the Romanian
diplomacy of the place which it had in the timéufmoil from the Europe’s past,
that, despite the vicissitudes it had to pass mma&hian diplomacy was able to
keep the biggest part of the values it was formigal w

We have pledged and we pledge that Romanian OSCGHrradmship-in-
Office in 2001 be included in the European histmiifRomania with this meaning.

We want this, also, because, for us, those haveessed this event,
fulfillment of the OSCE Chairmanship was an acpeifection for a generation of
diplomats. We are those witnessing the long waintedhent when the Europe was
taking note of a new Romania, the visit card itsprdged for integration in NATO
and EU. But, as theotd soldiers do not die, they just fade away& have to say,
also, with sorrow that, as it proved to be cleaonsofor the generation of
diplomats we represent, the three moments — OSGlGanship, joining NATO
and EU — were, unfortunately, a kind of final o&thistory: for the Romanian
capacity to know how to matter among the countoieEurope, to be respected
and appreciated. For the simple raison that, aggomania choose not to be heard
anymore.

1. Even if we did not knew how to take advantage,like to talk about the
special significancef the OSCE Chairmanship for Romania and for Roarani
diplomacy, such as:

- The country appreciated for a long time in thestp@r period for its
independence in the foreign policy, but also stitped in other respects,
Romania was able to obtain the confidence of thefgan States to “represent”
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them at the helm of an organization, whose mairkestaas precisely the

“democratic future” of the continent. It conclude mandate in an unanimously
appreciated way and remains in the history throaghEuropean message for
change and novelty, solidarity among the countoiethe continent, respect for
the peoples’ aspiration for freedom. It is makingdaid step in the European
civilization. Europe is welcoming her and is comsidg its part.

- For Romanian diplomacyQSCE Chairmanship was an unique exercise of
professionalism regarding the preparation, plannmganizing and leading a
comprehensive diplomatic mission.

In each dialogue, Romania was starting from thpeetsfor the partner, the
conduct which was imposing the similar reaction aopgenness by the
interlocutor. It was a way to proceed, without andd superiority - from the
position it was -, without the accents of “firmnesghen the partner was not
ready to admit that you are right. This manner wall known in other times and
it does not mean at all a concession or feeblemesgss desire to be closer to the
partner in order to jointly find a solution, patlarly when he comes from a
country with a turbulent domestic situation and Veadking for solutions.

It was achance for the Romanian diplomacy to be able toifasinitself
since the first moment of the return to the Eurapdgplomacy, by an European
manner and from an "European creuzet”.

2. Secondly, we have to say that the assumed neadat the way it was
fulfilled did not represent stability, in the sensk“keeping the things without
move”. Romanian OSCE Chairmanship wasnasSion which has been adding
values. Diplomacy is a creative activity, which can rimg judged otherwise than
upon its results and impact. The fact thahe of the existing conflicts in that year
did not registered an escalatiowas a success, though the conditions could have
repeatedly lead to such an end. A success wasathéhfat during the Romanian
Chairmanshipthe evolution of the conflicts was according to #micipated
solutions.

At the end of the mandate, all delegations hawsséd that the OSCE had at
its disposal a larger horizon, was better situated ba time’s direction, more
alert to the events and more aware of its role, en@onsolidated from
institutional point of view.

“Helsinki Declaration — The Challenges of Changé&om 1992, has
emphasized ten years ago, what was expected frer@8CE, what was its new
mission after the changes which took place on dmirwent: “The Conference on
Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE) — isdtat the Declaration — has
been instrumental in promoting changes, now it madapt to the task of
managing then?’ to become more operational and efficient.

® CSCE Helsinki Summit Document 1992: Challenge<Chéinge, par.18, Seavww.osce.org/
Summits/CSCE Helsinki Summit Document — 1992.
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Romania has pledged for this, too. The CSCE was bor an era
characterized by bloc-to-bloc confrontation. It shpromoted both stabilization
and peaceful change in Europe. In 2001, OSCE waggdor a “single world”, a
world of communication, joint solutions and confide among nations.

3. Finally, the OSCE Chairmanship has insistenthpleasized theole and
capacities the international organizations in thedarn world are disposing of.
An important message, to be taken into considerayaall those dispose to hear it.

In a world more and more globalized, the internatib organizations are
become, by definition, more and more import##.every retrospective view is
bringing necessarily to thearallel with the present dayye have to say that, as
we are concerned, if the participation of Romania the international
organizations it is member to will continue to @il the current trend, we will
hear and know less and less about Romania anthite pn the continent and in
the world, and at the same time about its futurgh\tthe inherent consequences.

The reduced interest Romania is showing today tdwdre use of
international organizations is difficult to undensdt, in the circumstances when it
defined its future and directions exactly as a memdj the most representative
and powerful organizationslord-Atlantic Alliance and European Union.

We have to learn again how must be used internaktiorganizations in the
new phase we are moving through in the internatigradicy, but also more and
more in the internal onelTo learn how to correlate our own interests with th
objectives of the organizations Romania is membeF@know how to cooperate
with the other states in the framework of the orgaiions. To establish for each
organization what are the national interests wetviarpromote through it and
what kind of interests would be promoted by our omays.The existing today
confusion in this respect can lead to serious cmaipbdns. There is an imperative
need for the rapid and exigent professionalizatainthe internal services
managing this field, introduction of the “Europeaareer” in the list of
professions to put an end to the improvisations.

In 2001, the OSCE cooperation and joint effortshwather international
organizations, their participation to the commorticaxs have demonstrated
abundantly their values, saving the whole commesitirom disaster, by
preventing the escalation of the conflicts, deteing the present and the future
of some nations. These are the lessons Romanidahhaspatronized. Today,
Romania has to learn itself from these lessons.



