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Introduction
The European Arrest Warrant & Human Rights
The European Arrest Warrant (EAW) is an important tool in combating serious cross-border
crime. An efficient system of extradition within the European Union is needed, especially to
fight terrorism and criminal activities. However, functioning inter-state cooperation in judicial
matters inside the EU must not be at the expense of basic principles of fairness and justice.
Currently there are a number of flaws in the EAW system that must be remedied if we want to
avoid future cases of injustice and increased mistrust in the EAW. One flaw is that EAWs are
executed despite serious and well-founded human rights concerns1.
Recital 13 of the Preamble of the Framework Decision regulating the European judicial
cooperation reads: "No person should be removed, expelled or extradited to a State
where there is a serious risk that he or she would be subjected to the death penalty,
torture or other inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment."
Apart from the mandatory and optional grounds for refusing to execute a warrant outlined in
the EU Framework Decision (2002), many member states have enacted additional reasons
related to human rights when refusing to respect a warrant.
Two main arguments are usually invoked to deny the surrender of a wanted person to another
EU member state: the risk of an unfair trial and detention conditions.
That was the case a few years ago when Sweden refused to surrender a Romanian citizen to
Bucharest. Another case is currently pending between Romania and the UK: Alexander
Adamescu’s case.
The EAW system is founded on mutual recognition, a principle which itself relies on mutual
trust in the justice systems of ALL EU Member States. Unfortunately, the reality is different.
Not all EU Member States have a justice system that is in line with EU standards as the case
of Alexander Adamescu shows.

1

An EAW can only be issued for the purposes of conducting a criminal prosecution (not merely an
investigation), or enforcing a custodial sentence. It can only be issued for offences carrying a minimum penalty
of 12 months or more in prison. In cases where a sentence has already been passed an EAW can only be issued if
the prison term to be enforced is at least four months long.

The case of Alexander Adamescu

Name: Adamescu, Bogdan Alexander
Date and place of birth: 06.05.1978 Bucharest/Romania
Citizenship: German
Spoken languages: German, Romanian, English, French, Spanish, Portuguese
(See full bio in ANNEX I)
On 13th June 2016, Alexander Adamescu, a German citizen and the son of a prominent
Romanian businessman, was arrested in London on the basis of a European Arrest Warrant
(EAW) issued by the Romanian government which accuses him of complicity with his father
in allegedly condoning bribes to judges. He was on his way to deliver a statement to reporters
at London's Frontline Club, a well-known gathering spot for journalists, when London
Metropolitan Police officers took him into custody on the insistence of the Romanian embassy
in London.
Alexander Adamescu denies the charges. He claims that the jail sentence against his father
was based only on the false testimony of a former employee in one of the group's companies
and that he and his family are being politically persecuted by the Romanian Government.
The arrest in London of Alexander Adamescu was the result of investigations by prosecutors
in Romania's National Anti-corruption Directorate (DNA).
On 4 May 2016, the first proposal to the DNA for Alexander Adamescu's arrest was granted
by a first instance court in Bucharest. His lawyer challenged that decision on procedural
grounds which were granted on 19 May 2016. But within a couple of hours, Alexander
Adamescu had a new arrest warrant issued against him. The DNA managed to get a new
judge handpicked and allocated to their request despite Romanian constitutional rules that
court cases must be distributed randomly. Alexander Adamescu was summonsed at the door

of the court at 13:00 for a hearing at 13:30. The court then backdated the time to 11:00 to give
the impression Alexander Adamescu had been given sufficient time to appear. Alexander
Adamescu's lawyer rushed to court unprepared and made his plea as best as he could. Within
thirty minutes after the end of the hearing, Alexander Adamescu's new arrest warrant was on
the electronic court register. The new judge had read 37 arch lever files of prosecution
material, had deliberated on the arguments of both sides, taken a decision, admitted a new
arrest warrant, and had also found the time to write his decision on the court electronic system
within that thirty minute window. Alexander Adamescu's next court hearing in London to
decide whether he must be handed over to Romania is scheduled for 24 April 2017.
Alexander Adamescu is a 38-year old playwright. His father, Dan Adamescu, was the owner
of a business group that included real estate assets such as Unirea Shopping Center in
Bucharest, Intercontinental Bucharest and Rex Hotel in Black Sea resort Mamaia, newspaper
România Liberă and insurance company Astra Asigurari. After his father's incarceration, he
began to run the family's business.
Alexander Adamescu is now residing in London with his wife and three young children where
he studies at the Royal Central School of Speech and Drama.
Alexander Adamescu: breaches of human rights
Article 5(1)(c)
The European Convention, by the provisions of Article 5 paragraph 1, guarantees to any
individual "his/her right to freedom and safety". It imposes the obligation on the State not to
retain an individual unless "legal means were employed", limiting thus the force of the
discretionary power of the State. The violation of the right to freedom and safety for
Alexander Adamescu is proven by the way in which his arrest was ordered.
Alexander Adamescu's case file consists of thirty-seven volumes. The haste of the court to
judge the request of the DNA against Alexander Adamescu, and the extremely short time
given to deliberation and decision-making, show that it was impossible for the judge to have
read the entire case file, let alone analyse the evidence and arguments that were presented to
him in court. In his decision the judge almost entirely copy-pasted the reasoning of the DNA
and admitted automatically the proposal of taking the measure of Alexander Adamescu's
arrest.
Article 6(2)
Article 6 of the Convention for protecting human rights and fundamental freedoms, ratified by
the Romanian State by Law no. 79 dated June 6, 1995, guarantees that: “any person has the
right to a fair trial...” and paragraph 2 of the same article enshrines the principle of
presumption of innocence. Similar to Dan Adamescu's trial, judges repeatedly verbally
mentioned and wrote about the alleged illegality of Alexander Adamescu's acts before he was

sent to trial. In the light of his father's treatment and conviction, Alexander Adamescu's
conviction seems to be a fait accompli.

Alexander Adamescu: a politically motivated case, according to some observers
Advocates of human rights and commentators from both the left and right of UK politics,
have argued that the Romanian government's case against Alexander Adamescu is flawed and
politically motivated. Furthermore, they argue that the British police should not be forced into
the unenviable position of arresting a German citizen living in London under the pretense of
the European Arrest Warrant, which obliges member states of the European Union to blindly
trust a foreign government and carry out arrests on its orders.
Noteworthy is that the DNA completely ignored any involvement of Alexander Adamescu in
his father's case until Romania was slapped with an GBP 200 million arbitration claim for the
purposeful destruction of a group of companies controlled by Dan Adamescu - The Nova
Group - which include Romania's liberal newspaper România Liberă and one of Romania's
largest insurance companies Astra Asigurari.
Moreover, Alexander Adamescu pointed his finger at former Prime Minister Victor Ponta,
who he considers responsible for fueling public outrage against his father and his companies.
He accused Victor Ponta of ordering Romania’s Financial Supervisory Authority (ASF) to
dismiss Astra Asigurari's board and management in February 2014 and of instructing ASF’s
President Misu Negritoiu to make a series of arbitrary, discriminatory and unproportional
decisions that consequentially led to the bankruptcy of Astra in August 2015.
Alexander Adamescu obviously angered the Romanian authorities and as a reaction to the
arbitration, it appears as though the DNA decided to orchestrate his arrest by using the EAW
system and thereby deter him from pursuing his legal action.
The use of the EAW "to neutralise" Alexander Adamescu arrives at a time when this system
is in the dock in the EU because of a number of serious shortcomings. One of them is that it
can easily be instrumentalised and misused for political score-settling by some EU member
states where the judiciary lacks independence and is vulnerable to political pressure. In this
regard, Romania and some others are on the black list of human rights organizations.
Another serious weakness is that no evidence of criminal wrongdoing against Alexander
Adamescu was presented and none is in fact needed under the EAW. Before the introduction
of the EAW in 2004, the Romanian authorities would have had to prove they had a credible
case against him. Now, with the European Arrest Warrant, they simply have to prove that
their paperwork is in order. No matter how strong Mr Adamescu's arguments are, or how
unconvinced a British court might be by Romania's case, the UK is by international law
obliged to hand him over unless it can be proved there are human rights abuses attached to the
case or that it is politically motivated.

Peter Alan Oborne, a British journalist, who is the associate editor of the Spectator and
former chief political commentator of the Daily Telegraph, quickly took up Alexander
Adamescu's defence in the Daily Mail on 18 June 2016 (http://dailym.ai/2dSeFhr).
Stephen Pollard in the 3 September 2016 issue of The Spectator (http://bit.ly/2damlZA)
wrote an article questioning the UK's 'Brexit' from the European Arrest Warrant system.
On 25 January 2017, the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe (PACE) released a
motion for a resolution on the abuse of the EAW in the case of Alexander Adamescu that was
tabled by Lord Richard Balfe and signed by about 40 members of the PACE (See ANNEX II).
Last but not least, several initiatives at the European Parliament called for an urgent reform of
the EAW. On 7 February, a conference organized at the European Parliament by MEP Hannu
Takkula and Human Rights Without Frontiers with the collaboration of human rights lawyers
highlighted the flaws of the EAW and criticized the mismanagement of the case of Alexander
Adamescu. (See ANNEX III). Some MEPs asked parliamentary questions about the EAW2
and at mid-March, The Parliament Magazine published an 8-page dossier on these issues in
which a number of MEPs of various political groups insisted on a reform of the EAW3.

A court recommends that Romania provisionally withdraws or suspends the European
Arrest Warrant against Alexander Adamescu
On 29th March 2017, the International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes
(ICSID)* stated in a dispute opposing Alexander Adamescu’s Dutch holding company Nova
Group Investments, B.V. v. Romania (Case No. ARB/16/19):
a. The Tribunal recommends, pursuant to Article 47 of the ICSID Convention, that
Romania withdraw (or otherwise suspend operation of) the transmission of European
Arrest Warrant Ref. 3576/2/2016 by the Romanian Ministry of Justice and associated
request for extradition submitted to the Home Office of the United Kingdom on 6 June
2016, and refrain from reissuing or transmitting this or any other European Arrest
Warrant or other request for extradition for Alexander Adamescu related to the subject
matter of this arbitration until the Final Award in this case is rendered.
b. This recommendation is conditional on Mr. Adamescu’s strict compliance with the
undertakings and mechanisms outlined in Section VII.E.1 of this Decision, in order to
maintain the status quo which prevents his departure from England, Scotland or Wales
during the pendency of this arbitration, except as necessary to attend an arbitration
2

See http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//TEXT+WQ+E-2017000455+0+DOC+XML+V0//EN&language=en and http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=//EP//TEXT+WQ+E-2017-000654+0+DOC+XML+V0//EN&language=en
3
See https://www.theparliamentmagazine.eu/articles/magazines/hrwf-european-arrest-warrant-question

hearing in Washington, D.C. As one of these conditions involves the continued
sequestration of Mr. Adamescu’s passport in the event it is relinquished by the UK
authorities, the Tribunal requests the Parties to confer promptly about the potential
custodian for the passport, as well as suggestions for appropriate terms and conditions,
consistent with the general framework the Tribunal has outlined herein. The Tribunal
requests the Parties to report back (jointly or separately) regarding such mechanisms
within two weeks of the date of this Decision.

The European Arrest Warrant & Human Rights
The European Arrest Warrant (EAW) is an important tool in combating serious cross-border
crime. An efficient system of extradition within the European Union is needed, especially to
fight terrorism and criminal activities. However, functioning inter-state cooperation in judicial
matters inside the EU must not be at the expense of basic principles of fairness and justice.
Currently there are a number of flaws in the EAW system that must be remedied if we want to
avoid future cases of injustice and increased mistrust in the EAW. One flaw is that EAWs are
executed despite serious and well-founded human rights concerns4.
Recital 13 of the Preamble of the Framework Decision regulating the European judicial
cooperation reads: "No person should be removed, expelled or extradited to a State
where there is a serious risk that he or she would be subjected to the death penalty,
torture or other inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment."
Apart from the mandatory and optional grounds for refusing to execute a warrant outlined in
the EU Framework Decision (2002), many member states have enacted additional reasons
related to human rights when refusing to respect a warrant.
Two main arguments are usually invoked to deny the surrender of a wanted person to another
EU member state: the risk of an unfair trial and detention conditions.
That was the case a few years ago when Sweden refused to surrender a Romanian citizen to
Bucharest. Another case is currently pending between Romania and the UK: Alexander
Adamescu’s case.
The EAW system is founded on mutual recognition, a principle which itself relies on mutual
trust in the justice systems of ALL EU Member States. Unfortunately, the reality is different.
Not all EU Member States have a justice system that is in line with EU standards.
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An EAW can only be issued for the purposes of conducting a criminal prosecution (not merely an
investigation), or enforcing a custodial sentence. It can only be issued for offences carrying a minimum penalty
of 12 months or more in prison. In cases where a sentence has already been passed an EAW can only be issued if
the prison term to be enforced is at least four months long.

The independence of the judicial system questioned in Romania
Concerns about fair trials and detention conditions in Romania are based on solid facts.
The interference in the work of the judiciary by some powerful external powers is a chronic
disease that has expanded unabated over the years despite the resistance of some judges. One
of the actors accused of severely undermining the independence of the Romanian judiciary is
the Romanian Intelligence Service (SRI).
Dana Girbovan, a judge at the Court of Appeal in Cluj-Napoca and president of the
National Union of the Romanian Judges (UNJR), is spearheading the campaign of
Romanian judges against the covert involvement of the SRI in the judiciary. Under the pretext
of fighting corruption, the SRI has increased its influence to a point where the independence
of the judiciary and the rule of law have become strongly questionable.
The scandal of the SRI’s involvement in the judicial process became public in April of 2015.
General Dumitru Dumbrava, the head of SRI's legal department, then stated in an interview
that the SRI would not “withdraw from the tactical field once the indictment was presented to
the court” and that the SRI maintained its “(…) interest/attention until the final resolution of
every case is reached”. 5 He also stated the SRI was profiling judges to detect patterns of
criminal behavior, regardless of reported suspicion. This raised serious concerns about the
independence of the whole Romanian judiciary as the SRI is prohibited by law to interfere
with courts and prosecution.
At the SRI’s 25th anniversary, Eduard Hellvig, the current SRI Director, made matters worse,
by explaining6 that magistrates had to be monitored “to avoid situations like in the past when
the judges and prosecutors forgot on the road that they serve the Romanian State and had
other preoccupations than to serve the Romanian State”. The guest of honor at this event was
General Iulian Vlad, the last head of Securitate, the former communist secret police.7

5 Matei, Alina. «Dumitru Dumbravă: SRI este unul dintre anticorpii bine dezvoltaţi şi echipaţi pentru
însănătoşirea societăţii şi eliminarea corupţiei » juridice.ro. 30.04.2015. web accessed : http://bit.ly/2lL2Lby
6 Evz.ro « Hellvig, declarație ciudată despre implicarea SRI: "Urmărim ca în procesul în sine să nu existe
persoane – judecători, procurori – care pe drum au uitat că servesc statul român” » 24.05.2015. Web accessed :
http://bit.ly/2j3YwTL
DCNews. “Directorul SRI, Eduard Hellvig, lămurește declarația gen. Dumbravă” 26.05.2017. Web accessed:
http://bit.ly/2nluHnx
7 Flux24. „Șeful Securității comuniste, invitat special la aniversarea SRI“. 24.05.2016. Web Accessed:
http://www.flux24.ro/seful-securitatii-comuniste-invitat-special-la-aniversarea-sri/
Selaru, Cristi. Stiripesurse.ro. “Eduard Hellvig, noul șef al SRI, dă ordine în Serviciu de față cu Florian Coldea”,
23.05.2015. Web Accessed: http://bit.ly/2iHwpfh
Ziaristi Online. 24.05.2015. Web Accessed: http://bit.ly/2jjkIdr

This affair has led to a variety of concerned comments by Romanian and foreign judges'
organizations8 while the European Union seems hesitant to intervene in favor of the
Romanian judiciary, fearing it would restrain the combat against corruption which was
perceived as a success story until now.
In light of these statements and considering Romania's totalitarian history, the National
Union of the Romanian Judges (UNJR) raised concerns about the independence of the
judiciary system in Romania and asked the state institutions to clarify in a transparent manner
the involvement of the SRI in the judiciary. However, for over a year the government has
refused to publish the decisions of the Supreme Council of National Defense (CSAT) because
they are classified as “state secret”.
In parallel, the UNJR along with hundreds of individual judges petitioned the Superior
Council of the Magistracy (CSM) - the judicial body with a constitutional duty to
“guarantee the independence of the judiciary” - to defend the autonomy of the judiciary by
clarifying publicly what General Dumbrava meant when he referred to the courts as a “tactical
field” for the SRI. Unfortunately, the CSM failed to do so. The CSM received a classified
reply from the SRI that it did not share with the UNJR, thereby further undermining people’s
confidence in courts and judges.
On 11 August 2015, Romania Libera revealed that magistrates in key positions had obtained
doctoral degrees at the SRI Academy. 9 This Academy is not only under the jurisdiction of the
SRI but it is the school where future SRI officers and spies are trained. In the summer of 2015
the academy initiated a program with European funds to “train” a targeted group of 1,000
magistrates, out of which 500 had to be in leadership positions in courts or prosecutors’
offices. Enrolling magistrates had to provide their personal information to the academy and at
the end of the training they were evaluated by SRI Officers.
There are about 4,700 civil, criminal and administrative judges and 2,800 prosecutors in total
in Romania. Therefore, having 1,000 judges and prosecutors trained by the SRI has an
enormous impact on the judiciary. In order to understand the extent of the SRI's influence
over Romanian judges and prosecutors, the UNJR asked the SRI Academy to provide the
names of all magistrates that took part in any of its classes and trainings. The request was
based on the law on access to public information but was ultimately rejected. Consequently,
UNJR filed a lawsuit which is currently pending.
On 16 March 2016, the Paris-based Magistrates Association MEDEL (Magistrats européens
8 Uniunea Nationala A Judecatorilor Din Romania. “European magistrates concerned about the influence of
intelligence agency over the judiciary process in Romania”. 25.05.2015. Web Accessed: http://bit.ly/2mbMfyG
Uniunea Nationala A Judecatorilor Din Romania. “European magistrates concerned that the involvement of the
secret services in the Romanian judiciary process has not been clarified yet”. 21.11.2015. Web Accessed:
http://bit.ly/2mlijPR
Uniunea Nationala A Judecatorilor Din Romania. “MEDEL declaration – Is Europe under Siege?” 16.03.2016.
Web accessed: http://www.unjr.ro/comunicate-de-presa/90-medeldeclaration-iseuropeundersiege.html
9 News20.ro « Cine sunt magistratii si sefii de institutii facuti doctori degeneralul-politician Gabriel Oprea ».
Web Accessed : http://bit.ly/2lY3ZkI

pour la Démocratie et les Libertés) published a declaration entitled “Is Europe under
Siege?”, in which it stated:
In Romania, a general of the Romanian Intelligence Service (SRI) has admitted that
the courts became “tactical fields” for this secret service, that all the judges are
profiled using behavioral patterns and that this secret intelligence agency is currently
“maintaining its interest/attention until a final court decision has been reached in each
case”.
This raises serious concerns about the integrity of the judiciary system as a whole, as
well as the independence of the judges. In almost a year since this scandal erupted, the
Romanian authorities have failed to clarity the involvement of SRI in the judiciary
process. The SRI director stated publicly that this secret service agency is in
partnership with the prosecutors to conduct criminal investigations, an activity that it
is forbidden by the law. At the same time, invoking classified procedures and secret
protocols, the Romanian authorities have failed to explain in a transparent way how
they conducted the investigation to conclude that there are no undercover agents of
any intelligence agencies among the magistrates.
In the context that SRI is part of the criminal investigation and it is also involved in
the courts, corroborated with the failure of authorities to clarify transparently these
matters, this raises serious doubts about the respect for basic human rights and the
guarantee of a fair and just trial of any person accused by the state. The most recent
attacks to the Romanian Constitutional Court, for ruling unconstitutional the article
used by prosecutors to delegate SRI to conduct acts of penal investigation, confirms
that there is an unhealthy involvement of SRI in the judiciary process.
The solution of the Romanian Government to fix this unconstitutional article in the
law, by passing an emergency ordinance making SRI a “special organ” to conduct
penal investigations, legalizes actually the involvement of a secret intelligence agency
in the judiciary process which is undermining its independence. With SRI legally
participating now in the penal investigation, and with SRI transforming the courts as
their “tactical fields”, profiling judges and “maintaining their interest/attention until a
final court decision is been reached in each case”, Romania is violating the human
rights, independence of the judiciary, rule of law and separation of power principles.10
The judicial system in Romania is vulnerable to pressure that comes not only from the
intelligence services but also from political parties and actors. The European Court of Human
Rights has been referred to on many occasions on the ground of lack of fair trials.
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Magistrats Europeens pour la Democratie et les Libertes. « Is Europe Under Siege ? » 12.03.2016. Web
accessed : http://bit.ly/2nkZ0dX

In 2015 alone, the ECtHR delivered 72 judgments (each citing at least one violation) against
Romania, the highest number of any EU member state.11 Among the 47 member states of the
Council of Europe, Romania ranked the third highest human rights abuser after the Russian
Federation (109 judgments) and Turkey (79 judgments).
Worryingly, 27 of the violations in Romania were for inhumane or degrading treatment of
prisoners (Article 3), with many relating to the appalling conditions and treatment in
Romanian prisons.12 In thirteen cases, the violations were due to the lack of effective
investigation and in another thirteen cases to the lack of a fair trial.
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European Court of Human Rights, Statistics: “Violations by Article and by State 2015”, echr.coe.int.
Accessed 08 November 2016, http://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/Stats_violation_2015_ENG.pdf
12
Ibid.

The lack of independence of the judiciary is one of the reasons why some EU Member States
refuse to surrender a wanted person. Another one regards the poor detention conditions which
in the case of Romania are denounced with strength by domestic and international reports.
Another seminal report on the state of the Romanian judiciary was written by David Clark for
the Henry Jackson Society and published in January. Fighting Corruption with Con Tricks:
Romania’s Assault on the Rule of Law lays bare the methods employed by Romania to
achieve results in the anti-corruption fight for which it claims credit in Brussels. David Clark
summarizes his findings as such:
"Although it has earned international praise for its recent efforts to stamp out corruption, a
detailed examination of Romania’s anti-corruption activities shows that they often provide
convenient cover for acts of political score settling and serious human rights violations. The
methods used show a considerable degree of continuity with the practices and attitudes of the
communist era.
The strong correlation between those targeted for prosecution and the interests of those in
power is indicative of politicised justice. Cases have often been accompanied by campaigns of
public vilification designed to maximise their political impact. Far from being above politics,
Romania’s National Anti-corruption Directorate (DNA) is an active participant in its partisan
struggles.
Although the rule of law requires the justice system to work independently of government,
there is clear evidence of collusion between prosecutors and the executive in Romania. It is
apparent that politicians continue to exert considerable operational influence over the DNA
using their control of key appointments and that high-profile investigations have been
politically directed.

There is growing concern about the covert role of the intelligence services in directing
anticorruption prosecutions. The Romanian Intelligence Service (SRI) carries out 20,000
telephone intercepts on behalf of the DNA every year, initiates DNA investigations and, in its
own words, regards the judicial system as a “tactical field” of operations. The government has
refused to investigate allegations that the SRI has infiltrated the judiciary and prosecution
services.
Both the SRI and the DNA have been criticised for undermining judicial independence.
Judges who fail to do the DNA’s bidding and rule in its favour have themselves become
targets of investigation, while those deemed friendly to its interests have seen their loyalty
repaid. A pliant judiciary willing to bend the rules helps the DNA to maintain extraordinary
conviction rates of 92%.
Methods routinely employed by the DNA amount to serious abuses of process that would
cause outrage in most democratic countries. These include parading those arrested in
handcuffs for the benefit of the media, threatening the relatives of suspects with indictment as
a form of leverage, offering suspects immunity in exchange for implicating someone more
senior and newsworthy, remanding defendants in detention for long periods in order to punish
and stigmatise them and systematically leaking evidence to the media to prevent a fair trial.
Important principles of justice enshrined in the European Convention on Human Rights and
the EU’s Charter of Fundamental Rights are being routinely violated as part of Romania’s
anticorruption drive. These include the right to a fair trial, the right to a presumption of
innocence and protection from inhuman and degrading treatment."

The death of Dan Adamescu in prison:
A tragic example of inhumane detention conditions
Businessman and newspaper owner, Dan Adamescu aged 68, dies during his detention in
Romania

Press release by Adamescu family (24 January 2017)

Businessman and owner of the Romania Libera newspaper Dan Adamescu has died in a
hospital in Bucharest following mistreatment by the Romanian state. He was 68.
Dan Adamescu was the founder of The Nova Group (TNG), which holds stakes in prized
Romanian real estate like the InterContinental Hotel Bucharest and Unirea Shopping Center.
Dan Adamescu financed Romania Libera after its relaunch as independent newspaper in
1990. The newspaper is one of the oldest in Romania, founded in 1877. Since the fall of
communism, it has been a staunch supporter of democracy, the rule of law, and has
continually exposed corruption in Romanian politics and bureaucracy.
In May 2014, Mr Adamescu was imprisoned in Romania, and sentenced to four years and
four months on charges of bribery and corruption after a swift show trial in February 2015..
His family reports that the conditions in which he was held, the lack of medical care afforded
to him, and the refusal of the Romanian authorities to release Dan Adamescu on parole
contributed to his early death.
The Adamescu family contends that Dan was falsely convicted on trumped up charges
because the Romanian state wants to control the newspaper and expropriate TNG’s
businesses.
His son, Alexander Adamescu, has been fighting for justice for his father and has also become
a target for the Romanian authorities who are requesting his extradition and incarceration.
Speaking from his London home, from which he faces extradition to Romania on the same
corruption charges for which his father was wrongly convicted, a devastated Alexander
Adamescu said:
“My sadness at this time is tinged with anger directed towards the Romanian state,
whose persecution of my father caused his death. He has been vilified, haunted and
assassinated to satisfy Romania’s thirst for trophies in its ill-conceived anti-corruption
mania. And now my turn has come to face the same fate.
Romania’s attempts to control the Romania Libera newspaper, the coordinated
destruction of the Astra insurance business which he built and his arrest, trial and
imprisonment on trumped-up charges, left my father facing not only a justice system
which blatantly failed to guarantee him a fair trial but also a prison system which is in
breach of fundamental human rights.
Despite his failing health, he fought these injustices to the end. As a family, we are
determined to continue the fight to make the truth know, restore his legacy and bring
an end to the oppression of basic freedoms in Romania.”

In conclusion, Alexander Adamescu said:
“The appalling treatment of my father demonstrates the total breakdown of the rule of
law and due process in Romania, and the vindictive persecution that its government
authorities have inflicted upon him. Should the UK ignore my, and many others’
warnings, about the parlous state of justice in Romania and fail to prevent my
unlawful extradition, it is inevitable that I will be subject to the same persecution and
abuse that claimed my father’s life.”

The detention conditions in Romania under fire in international
reports
The decease of Dan Adamescu (68) while in detention, only a few days after a fact-finding
mission of Human Rights Without Frontiers in Bucharest, sheds some light on the tragic and
appalling prison conditions in Romania which have been denounced year after year:
U.S. Department of State Report 201513
In the section entitled "Torture and other cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or
punishment", the U.S. Department of State stressed that "there were reports from
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) and the media that police and gendarmes mistreated
and abused prisoners, pretrial detainees, Roma, and other citizens, primarily through the use
of excessive force, including beatings. The media reported such cases in Bucharest, Vinga,
Botosani, Braila, Arad, and other localities. In most cases the police officers involved were
exonerated." It also stated that:
A report of the Association for the Defense of Human Rights-Helsinki Committee
(APADOR-CH) on the situation in Racos, Brasov County, where a Romani
community of more than 1,200 persons was located was endorsed by the U.S. Report
as follows: "Community members complained that police had terrorized and
repeatedly beaten them over the previous three years and that the Brasov prosecutor's
office had handled their complaints improperly, closing all cases. APADOR-CH
criticized the failure of law enforcement authorities to investigate the situation
thoroughly in Racos and take appropriate countermeasures. A subsequent report by
APADOR-CH in August revealed that, of the 3,034 abuse complaints filed against
police between 2012 and 2014, 14 went to court and the courts convicted police
officers for abusive behavior in four of these cases.
In the section "Prison and detention center conditions", the U.S. Report reads as follows:
13

See https://www.state.gov/j/drl/rls/hrrpt/2015/eur/252891.htm

Prison conditions remained harsh and did not meet international standards. The abuse
of prisoners by authorities and other prisoners reportedly continued to be a problem.
Physical Conditions: According to official figures, overcrowding was a problem, and
some prisons did not meet the standard of 43 square feet per prisoner, as set by the
Council of Europe's Committee for the Prevention of Torture.
According to a report by the National Administration of Penitentiaries, 502 persons
died in prisons in between 2010 and 2014, of whom 425 died due to medical
conditions, 73 committed suicide, three were killed, and one died from choking on
food. As of the end of September, several deaths had occurred in prisons. On
September 7, a teenager died after his cellmate severely beat him in pretrial detention
in Tichilesti penitentiary. The deaths of two prisoners in the penitentiaries in Craiova
and Colibasi were also reported.
According to media and NGO reports, guards assaulted prisoners and at times
prisoners assaulted and abused fellow inmates.
Some prisons provided insufficient medical care, and food quality was poor and
sometimes insufficient in quantity. In some prisons the heating and ventilation were
inadequate, and there was poor lighting. APADOR-CH and the Association for
Human Rights and People Deprived of Freedom reported that most prisons were
overcrowded and noted inadequate conditions in some prisons, including insufficient
medical care, poor food quality, mold in kitchens and cells, understaffing, an
insufficient number of bathrooms, poor hygiene, insects, an insufficient number of
doctors (including no psychologists in some prisons), lack of work, and inadequate
educational activities. APADOR-CH also criticized the lack of adequate treatment
with substitute substances for former drug addicts.
APADOR-CH stated that most police pretrial detention facilities had inadequate
conditions. Such facilities were often located in basements and had no natural light or
sanitary installations. In some pretrial facilities and prisons, there was no possibility
for confidential meetings between detainees and their families or attorneys.
As of May the ECHR issued 16 rulings against the state, which had to pay
compensation of 85,540 euros ($94,100) for poor prison conditions and inhuman and
degrading treatment in prisons.
Administration: Independent authorities did not always investigate credible allegations
of inhuman conditions.
On March 24, the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) issued a ruling against
the country for failing to conduct an effective investigation into the 2007 death of

Ionel Garcea, a prisoner with psychiatric problems in the Rahova hospital prison.
After Garcea repeatedly complained that prison guards assaulted him, he hammered
nails into his own head in protest, and authorities hospitalized him several times after
he was diagnosed with a psychiatric disease and other medical problems. He also tried
to commit suicide and refused to take medicine. He died a month after surgery to
remove a nail from his head. Investigations are still pending in the case.
UN Universal Periodic Review (2013)
In 2013, a NGO made a submission to the Universal Periodic Review covering, among other
issues, inhuman and degrading treatment and detention conditions:
“Police lock-ups have characteristics which affect human dignity by conditions which
may be assimilated with torture: police lock-ups are so arranged during the communist
regime in the basement of the police headquarters, the rooms are small, with group
health without division, with small windows which are doubled with metal site to
access natural light and ventilation with insufficient ventilation, by the route aisles are
arranged the pipes to transport water, gas, heat which present a hazard in the event of
damage.
Access to health care is very problematic in Romanian detention facilities. One of the
main issues is the severe understaffing in health care units. Assigned funds (state
budget and social insurance) are insufficient for the needs of the prison system, and a
major problem in many penitentiaries is the lack of vital medication.”
Common report of Bulgarian, Romanian and Hungarian human rights NGOs (2014)14
A report entitled "Children deprived of liberty in Central and Eastern Europe" which was
published by several NGOs said the following about the general detention facilities in
Romania:
Main issues identified in criminal justice detention facilities: (...) Romanian detention
facilities are still plagued with serious problems. They fall short of the European Court
of Human Rights (ECtHR) and European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CPT) standards, leading in many
instances to serious human rights violations:
* Detention conditions: One of the most serious problems regarding detention
conditions is that Romanian prisons are severely overcrowded (a little over two square
metres per person). Another general problem regarding detention conditions is that
rooms are frequently unhygienic and in a deplorable condition. (...)
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Association for the Defence of Human Rights in Romania – the Helsinki Committee, Bulgarian Helsinki
Committee, Centre for Legal Resources, Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights, Hungarian Helsinki
Committee“ Children deprived of liberty in Central and Eastern Europe“. 2014. Web Accessed:
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* Health care: Access to health care is very problematic in Romanian detention
facilities. One of the main issues is the severe understaffing in health care units.
Assigned funds (state budget and social insurance) are insufficient for the needs of the
prison system, and a major problem in many penitentiaries is the lack of vital
medication. Mental health issues are particularly pressing because in most
penitentiaries, there is no psychiatrist. In practice, when a psychiatrist is needed,
penitentiaries have to refer to a psychiatrist either from another penitentiary or from
outside the prison system.

CPT Council of Europe Report (2014) 15
In 2014, the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhumane or Degrading
Treatments (CPT) of the Council of Europe released a report to the Government of Romania
relating to its visit in Romanian detention centers from 5 to 17 June 2014.
According to official data presented by the Ministry of Justice16, eight prisons in Romania had
an occupancy rate of over 200%, and the average occupancy rate in local prisons was
approximately 150%. Moreover, it noted that there are some prisons that were built in the 19th
century which are in a very poor state.
If Romania doesn’t solve the problem of its overcrowded prisons, the European Court of
Human Rights may rule that the country must pay compensations to all inmates for each day
of detention in improper conditions. According to the document, these compensations would
amount to some €80 million Euro per year, in an optimistic scenario.
The same note says that if Romania decided to build new prisons to accommodate the existing
inmates, it would take seven years to complete and require some €838 million Euro.
Romania’s Ombudsman Office: Special Report 2015 17
This report comprises several hundred pages. A summary in English provides a seventeenpage conclusion with recommendations to improve the conditions in the various types of
detention facilities in Romania.
In Chapter V “Medical assistance provided to detainees in prisons and detention and remand
centres”, the People’s Advocate of Romania states: “In certain prisons, there was a deficit of
medical staff, either through lack of general practitioners, dentists, psychiatrists, psychologists
or by the shortage of general practitioners or the shortage of nurses.”
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17

See http://www.cpt.coe.int/documents/rom/2015-31-inf-fra.pdf
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In Chapter VII, which is devoted to death, suicide, and physical assaults, the report states:
“The investigations conducted by the representatives of the People’s Advocate
institution revealed that one of the causes of death was suicide, usually by hanging.
Three cases were registered at Galati Penitentiary, one case on Craiova, Codlea, Aiud,
Bacau, Tulcea Penitentiaries.
Regarding the medical conditions in prisons, there was a predominance of deaths from
cardiorespiratory insufficiency, heart attack while other deaths were caused by
hepatitis, infection diseases, pneumonia, HIV/AIDS, decompensated cirrhosis,
broncho-pneumonia, etc.”

The European Arrest Warrant: Conclusions and Recommendations
Fair Trials International (FTI), the London-based human rights non-governmental
organisation, claims to have highlighted a number of cases which demonstrate that the
European Arrest Warrant system is causing serious injustice and jeopardising the right to a
fair trial. In particular, FTI alleges that:






European Arrest Warrants have been issued many years after the alleged offence was
committed;
Once warrants have been issued there is no effective way of removing them, even after
extradition has been refused;
They have been used to send people to another EU member state to serve a prison
sentence resulting from an unfair trial;
Warrants have been used to force a person to face trial when the charges are based on
evidence obtained by police brutality;
Sometimes people surrendered under an Arrest Warrant have to spend months or even
years in detention before they can appear in court to establish their innocence.

Moreover, the EAW issue related to the Adamescu case is not confined to Romania as there
are increasingly clear signals that some EU member states may use the EAW system for
political purposes. In Poland, the governing Law and Justice party has recently announced
legislation which would criminalise references to 'Polish concentration camps' or 'Polish death
camps'. Claiming that Polish people or the Polish state collaborated with the Nazis during the
Holocaust could become a criminal offense, punishable with up to three years in prison. In
this case, the EAW might be misused to prosecute journalists and researchers. Freedom of
expression and academic freedom might be under increasing threat in the EU in the future if a
reform of the EAW system is not envisaged.

Recommendations concerning the EAW
Considering that not all EU countries have fair legal systems and the EAW is vulnerable to
abuse;
Considering that the EAW's own authority is being undermined while innocent people can be
imprisoned for months, have their reputations destroyed and their lives ruined;
Considering that the EAW is sometimes operating in a legal black hole;
Human Rights Without Frontiers recommends that the EU revise the functioning
regulations so that:





the EAW system can only be used for the most serious crimes;
"wanted person" alerts can only be circulated throughout the EU with its stamp of
approval after examination of possible abuses ;
the EU member state requested to hand over a "wanted person" keeps some margin of
appreciation in its decision-making process;
victims of abuse can have access to redress mechanisms through a fair, open and
impartial process.

Human Rights Without Frontiers recommends that the European Parliament, the
European Commission and the European Council fully participate in the revision of the
functioning regulations of the EAW system.
Human Rights Without Frontiers recommends that the Council of Europe and the OSCE
bring possible cases of abuse of the EAW to the attention of the EU.
Human Rights Without Frontiers recommends that Romania






ensures the rule of law and fair trials in line with EU standards and values;
guarantees the independence of the judges;
respects fundamental human rights;
makes sure justice is not misused for political purposes;
only uses the EAW system for the most serious crimes.

Recommendations concerning the case of Alexander Adamescu
Considering the current lack of independence of the judiciary in Romania;
Considering the appalling detention conditions in Romania;
Human Rights Without Frontiers recommends that the UK does not hand over
Alexander Adamescu and any other wanted person to the Romanian authorities.
Human Rights Without Frontiers recommends that Romania withdraws the EAW
against Alexander Adamescu.

ANNEX I: Bio of Alexander Adamescu
Education
1980
1990s
1996
1997
1997-99
1999-2002
2002
2003

2003
2004

Emigration to Germany and naturalization
Successful junior tennis player at German national level
National Summer Academy for highly-gifted pupils in Braunschweig
Abitur in Germany, grade: (1.2) very good
Studies at Humboldt-University Berlin
Studies at ENSAE and Paris-Sorbonne
Participation in International Mathematics Olympics for students in Warsaw
Diploma of economics at Humboldt-University Berlin
Thesis on Equilibria in Oligopolies with Prof Ulrich Kamecke
Grade: very good (1.3)
Diplome d'economie et statistique ENSAE
Diploma of mathematics at Humboldt-University Berlin
Thesis on Superbranching processes with Prof Hans Foellmer and Prof
SteveEvans (Berkeley)
Grade: very good - (1.0) published as DFG research project
Professional career

2005
New York University; Courant institute of Mathematical Sciences, 251 Mercer
Street, NY 10012, USA
Position: Research Fellow
Activity: Research in stochastics;
2005 - 2006

McKinsey & Comp. Germany
Position: Associate

Activity: Management consulting
2006 - 2012

TNG - The Nova Group
Position: Member of the Board of Directors
Activity: Family Office

2012- present Writer
2013
Theatre play 54'5' North 10'53 East staged at Sibiu Festival in Romania
2015
MA at Central School of Speech and Drama

ANNEX II
CoE Parliamentary Assembly: Motion for a Resolution
Doc. 14253, 25 January 2017
Alexander Adamescu and the abuse of the European Arrest Warrant (EAW)
Motion for a resolution
tabled by Lord Richard BALFE and other members of the Assembly
This motion has not been discussed in the Assembly and commits only those who have signed
it. On 13 June 2016, Mr Alexander Adamescu, a German citizen and writer, was arrested in
London on a European Arrest Warrant (EAW) issued by the Romanian authorities just before
he was due to speak at a public conference about the abuses of the EAW system.
Mr Adamescu is accused of alleged offences of corruption in Romania for which his father
Dan Adamescu, a German citizen and businessman, received a prison sentence of four years
and four months. Amongst other matters Mr Dan Adamescu is the owner of Romania Libera,
a newspaper that has been critical of the Romanian government.
Mr Alexander Adamescu became a target after criticising Romania for the treatment of his
father and bringing legal action against the country in front of an international arbitration
court. A local arrest warrant was issued on 19 May 2016. The haste of the court and the
extremely short time given to deliberation and decisionmaking leave serious doubts about the
possibility for the judge to have seriously analysed the evidence and arguments that were
presented to him.
Before the trial of his father took place in May 2014, the then Prime Minister of Romania
made a number of statements which prejudged the guilt of Mr Adamescu.

The Parliamentary Assembly re-affirms its belief that extradition should not be politically
motivated and abused in order to silence inconvenient critics and to pre-empt legal action.
The Assembly affirms its belief in the freedom of speech, the presumption of innocence, the
right to a fair trial and the maintenance of human rights, and calls on all member States to
ensure that these principles are scrupulously observed, and decides to look into this issue.
http://assembly.coe.int
Signed18:
BALFE Richard, United Kingdom, EC
AHMED-SHEIKH Tasmina, United Kingdom, NR
ANDERSON Donald, United Kingdom, SOC
ARIEV Volodymyr, Ukraine, EPP/CD
BESELIA Eka, Georgia, SOC
DAVIES David, United Kingdom, EC
DAVIES Geraint, United Kingdom, SOC
ECCLES Diana, United Kingdom, EC
FOULKES George, United Kingdom, SOC
GALE Roger, United Kingdom, EC
GILLAN Cheryl, United Kingdom, EC
GODSKESEN Ingebjørg, Norway, EC
GOGUADZE Nino, Georgia, EC
GONCHARENKO Oleksii, Ukraine, EC
HALICKI Andrzej, Poland, EPP/CD
HEER Alfred, Switzerland, ALDE
HENRIKSEN Martin, Denmark, EC
HOWELL John, United Kingdom, EC
KANDELAKI Giorgi, Georgia, EPP/CD
KROSS Eerik-Niiles, Estonia, ALDE
LANGBALLE Christian, Denmark, EC
McCARTHY Kerry, United Kingdom, SOC
MURRAY Ian, United Kingdom, SOC
NAGHDALYAN Hermine, Armenia, EC
NÉMETH Zsolt, Hungary, EPP/CD
PACKALÉN Tom, Finland, EC
PODERYS Virgilijus, Lithuania, EPP/CD
SALMOND Alex, United Kingdom, NR
SHARMA Virendra, United Kingdom, SOC
SMITH Angela, United Kingdom, SOC
TAMAŠUNIENĖ Rita, Lithuania, EC
TOLHURST Kelly, United Kingdom, EC
VAREIKIS Egidijus, Lithuania, EPP/CD
VLASENKO Sergiy, Ukraine, EPP/CD
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ALDE: Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe
EC: European Conservatives Group
EPP/CD: Group of the European People's Party
SOC: Socialist Group
NR: Representatives not belonging to a Political Group

WILSON Phil, United Kingdom, SOC
WOLD Morten, Norway, EC
WOOD Mike, United Kingdom, EC
ZINGERIS Emanuelis, Lithuania, EPP/CD

ANNEX III
Conference at the European Parliament

HRWF (08.02.2017) - "The European Commission should urgently consider a reform of the
European Arrest Warrant (EAW) as for years its implementation has been tarnished by
numerous flaws," a number of experts said during an event at the European Parliament hosted
yesterday by MEP Hannu Takkula (watch the opening speech here) with the collaboration
of Human Rights Without Frontiers.
The invited speakers were:
 Jago Russell from Fair Trials, London
 Barrister Eeva Heikkila, London
 Oliver Pahnecke, a human rights lawyer working closely with the OSCE in Warsaw
Throughout the session, the speakers highlighted the precarious and important future of
the EAW as the EU transforms in the coming years. Across the board, the experts paid
particular attention towards the pivotal role of human rights in regards to the suc cess of
this international tool of justice.
Jago Russell: "I want to support the EU in creating a strong and effective mechanism to fight
against cross-border crime and terrorism. The EAW has a crucial role to play in this regard

but the EU must have the courage to look at the EAW because if it closes its eyes to the way it
is undermining human rights, it will give extra-ammunition to those who criticize it." (Watch
his full presentation here).
A number of concrete cases pointing at dramatic flaws were mentioned with regard to France,
Germany, Italy, Lithuania, Poland, Romania, UK.
Oliver Pahnecke: "Trust about the judicial systems and their independence from external
actors is vital for the effectiveness of the EAW but in Romania, the Intelligence
Services (SRI) undermine the independence of the judiciary and the rule of law. National
Union of the Romanian Judges (UNJR) has for some time spearheaded the campaign of
Romanian judges against the covert involvement of the Romanian Intelligence Service in the
judiciary. Under the pretext of fighting corruption, the SRI increased its influence to a point
where the independence of the judiciary and the rule of law have become questionable. (Full
text available on request)
Eeva Heikkila: "The prosecutions of Dan Adamescu and his son Alex are huge and
controversial cases in Romania. As you know, Dan Adamescu, aged 68, died during his
detention last month because despite his very bad health conditions he was denied an early
release or an alternative way of serving his prison sentence. Some wonder if it is a politically
motivated case. There is evidence that the Social Democratic Party and former PM Victor
Ponta were instrumental in many things that went wrong. This is widely reported in the
media. Alex has nothing to hide and would be happy to stand trial on the condition that it is
fair but there is no guarantee. (For more details from Eeva Heikkila, watch her postconference interview here)
Willy Fautré: "The huge demonstrations in the last two weeks in Romania have clearly
shown that the people do not believe in a democratic rule of law in their country. Neither does
the European Court. In 2015 alone, the ECtHR delivered 72 judgments (each citing at least
one violation) against Romania, the highest number of any EU member state19. Among the 47
member states of the Council of Europe, Romania ranked the third highest human rights
abuser after the Russian Federation (109 judgments) and Turkey (79 judgments). Worryingly,
27 of those violations in Romania were for inhumane or degrading treatment (Article 3), with
many relating to the appalling conditions and treatment in Romanian prisons20. In 13 cases,
the violations were due to the lack of effective investigation and in 13 other cases to the lack
of a fair trial.
Moreover, Bucharest abuses the European Arrest Warrant as well. For example, in 2015-16,
there were 1508 requests of extradition addressed by Romania to the UK while London had
only addressed six requests to Bucharest21. All these reasons should seriously be taken into
19

European Court of Human Rights, Statistics: "Violations by Article and by State 2015", echr.coe.int, Accessed
08 November 2016, http://www.echr.coe.int/Documents/Stats_violation_2015_ENG.pdf
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Ibid.
21
See https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_european_arrest_warrant-90-en.do

consideration by the executing countries which are requested to implement extradition to
Romania as long as the rule of law and prison conditions fail to meet EU standards."
There was an echoing conclusion regarding the necessity of the European Commission to
come out of its long silence and passivity, and to urgently reform the EAW, as requested by
Fair Trials.

ANNEX IV : Selected media coverage
Year 2017
Voice of America
http://www.voanews.com/a/romania-crisis-continues-spotlight-corruption/3727892.html

EU Reporter (Video Interviews)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EY0n8UoP-ws
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LNvfDwvduuI
Conservatives for Liberty
http://con4lib.com/romania-politicised-justice-in-the-eu-era/
The Times
http://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/romania-is-becoming-the-eu-s-outlaw-state-l3jb3rjr0
http://www.thetimes.co.uk/edition/news/playwright-snared-by-law-he-backed-cdt6cms86
New Statesman
http://www.newstatesman.com/politics/staggers/2017/02/why-corruption-number-onepolitical-issue-romania
EU Today
http://eutoday.net/news/romanian-judicial-crisis-highlights-shortcomings-in-eu-arrestwarrant-scheme
EU Reporter
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EY0n8UoP-ws
Parliament Magazine
https://www.theparliamentmagazine.eu/articles/news/renewed-call-reform-european-arrestwarrant-wake-romanian-businessman’s-death
Financial Times
https://www.ft.com/content/9b762b9d-4c36-3c48-81a3-f6e3ee7a0392
Conservatives for Liberty
http://con4lib.com/dan-adamescu-dies-romanian-prison-son-fears-fate-extradited-uk/
David Hencke

https://davidhencke.com/2017/01/26/how-romanias-inhumane-prison-system-led-to-thetragic-death-of-a-campaigning-newspaper-owner/
Council of Europe
http://assembly.coe.int/nw/xml/XRef/Xref-XML2HTML-en.asp?fileid=23436&lang=en
Reaction
http://reaction.life/tragic-unjust-death-dan-adamescu/
Alexander Adamescu – A Short Film by Mark Davis
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=joGv0aMIJZo&feature=youtu.be
Daily Telegraph
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/01/25/businessman-fears-will-die-prison-like-fatherextradited-romania/
NineO’Clock.ro
https://www.nineoclock.ro/son-of-businessman-dan-adamescu-after-his-fathers-death-deadlyblow-to-my-father/
EU Business Review
http://www.business-review.eu/news/dan-adamescu-was-killed-by-judges-and-prosecutorssays-ex-president-basescu-129018
DavidHencke.com
https://davidhencke.com/2017/01/17/a-romanian-scandal-that-threatens-press-freedom-thatthe-uk-could-stop-in-its-tracks/
Byline
https://www.byline.com/column/22/article/1461
Daily Telegraph
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/01/13/dont-weep-trumps-press-victims-europe-hasdespots-worry/
Conservatives for Liberty
http://con4lib.com/the-false-premise-of-the-eaw-the-wrongful-assumption-of-parity-ofjustice-across-europe/
The Guardian
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/jan/10/romanias-corruption-fight-is-asmokescreen-to-weaken-its-democracy
European Jewish Press
http://ejpress.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=56662&catid=14
Romania Insider
http://www.romania-insider.com/romanian-millionaires-wife-speaks-of-alleged-statesponsored-kidnapping-attempt/

Daily Telegraph
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/01/08/romanian-state-blamed-attempted-kidnapbusinessmans-wife-london/
Henry Jackson Society
http://henryjacksonsociety.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/01/Romania-paper.pdf
Conservatives for Liberty
http://con4lib.com/european-arrest-warrant-trial-case-alexander-adamescu/

Year 2016

Daily Telegraph
https://www.pressreader.com/uk/the-daily-telegraph/20161212/281917362713153
City AM
http://www.cityam.com/255221/undermining-property-rights-and-individual-libertyeconomic
Euractiv.com
https://www.euractiv.com/section/justice-home-affairs/opinion/romanias-anti-corruptionservices-are-reminiscent-of-securitate
Forbes.com
http://www.forbes.com/sites/realspin/2016/11/28/romanias-quiet-sophisticated-mediacrackdown/#737f346250bf
Euractiv.com
http://www.euractiv.com/section/uk-europe/opinion/brexit-future-of-the-european-arrestwarrant-in-question/
European Business Review
http://www.europeanbusinessreview.eu/page.asp?pid=1640
Human Rights Without Frontiers International
http://hrwf.eu/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/2016-UK-The-European-Arrest-Warrant-in-theDock-2.pdf
International Policy Digest
https://intpolicydigest.org/2016/11/23/understand-trump-s-catastrophic-ideas-judiciary-lookromania/
Central European Journal of International and Security Studies
http://www.cejiss.org/issue-detail/european-union-at-risk-the-judiciary-under-attack-inromania
Robert Amsterdam
https://medium.com/@robertamsterdam/weaponizing-law-enforcement-from-the-former-

soviet-union-to-romania-46c90302fdb2#.h9r2n0l1e
Eurasia Review
http://www.eurasiareview.com/02112016-a-last-gasp-for-freedom-of-the-press-in-romaniaoped
The Parliament Magazine
https://www.theparliamentmagazine.eu/articles/partner_article/european-foundationdemocracy/case-reforming-european-arrest-warrant
Daily Telegraph
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2016/10/19/the-european-arrest-warrant-is-making-britaincomplicit-in-polit/
Business Review
http://www.business-review.eu/news/dan-adamescus-the-nova-group-has-initiated-arbitrationproceedings-against-romania-121735
CapX
CapXhttp://capx.co/brexit-will-set-our-justice-system-free/
Fabian Review
http://www.fabians.org.uk/backwards-march/?platform=hootsuite.
The Hill
http://thehill.com/blogs/congress-blog/foreign-policy/298784-romania-and-when-curbingcorruption-warrants-investigation
Economic Policy Centre Blog
http://ukcrimestats.com/blog/2016/10/07/are-all-european-legal-systems-fair-independentand-equal-to-our-own/
Conservatives for Liberty
http://con4lib.com/extradition-and-the-european-arrest-warrant-meet-alexander-adamescu-atseptembers-pint-and-patter/
UK Business Insider
http://www.uk-business-news.co.uk/why-the-european-arrest-warrant-is-not-good-for-the-ukthe-case-of-alexander-adamescu/1070
The Spectator
http://www.spectator.co.uk/2016/09/the-case-that-shows-why-we-must-not-stay-in-theeuropean-arrest-warrant/
Voice of America
http://www.voanews.com/a/british-action-european-arrest-warrant-sparkscriticism/3378554.html
Daily Mail – click and scroll down to story in box:
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/debate/article-3647681/PETER-OBORNE-NOT-time-ugly-

political-opportunism.html
Frontline Club
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UNeams36QFs
ConHome
http://www.conservativehome.com/platform/2016/09/damien-phillips-sharing-sovereigntywith-romania-how-the-uk-is-lending-a-hand-to-tyranny.html
Samizdata
http://www.samizdata.net/2016/09/reasons-for-the-uk-to-leave-the-eu-keep-piling-up-the-euarrest-warrant/
The Freedom Association
http://www.tfa.net/new-publication-exposes-problems-and-excesses-within-romanianjudicial-system-calls-on-the-european-arrest-warrant-to-be-on-negotiation-table-in-brexitdiscussions/
Fair Trials Position Paper on the Presumption of Innocence (Dan Adamescu on page 10)
https://www.fairtrials.org/fair-trials-publishes-position-paper-on-proposed-presumption-ofinnocence-directive-2/
New York Times
http://www.nytimes.com/2015/03/05/opinion/romanias-anti-corruption-mania.html?_r=0
Council of Europe motion for a resolution
http://assembly.coe.int/nw/xml/XRef/Xref-DocDetails-EN.asp?FileID=21689&Lang=EN
Central European Journal of International and Security Studies
http://www.cejiss.org/editors-desk/if-not-now-when-reviewing-europe-s-failures-one-countryat-a-time
Economic Policy Centre
http://www.economicpolicycentre.com/publications/
Riverside View
https://ariversideview.wordpress.com/2016/06/19/the-european-arrest-warrant/

