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Subject: Romanian children, meeting with Mr. Demidoff on 9 December 1999, 
16h00-16h45

Mr. Demidoff had asked to meet Commission representatives to discuss the situation of, 
children in Romania. The Commission was represented by and

His background:

He explained that he haid worked with street children in Amsterdam until 1991 and 
decided then to move to Romania and apply his child careIi&ow-how there. Since then he 
has run a home for street-children near Brasov, 300 kilometres north of Bucharest. Until 
last.year 130 children were in his care. Now the figure is down to 50. The target group 
are children from baby age to teenagers. The house covers the material needs of the 
children (clothing, food, medicine, etc.) and also provides a basic education and training 
in certain crafts.

He told about his numerous negative experiences with the Romanian authorities, which 
try to sabotage his house in every way. For example, he has regular difficulties to get his 
visa extended, his house is not given access to the public gas network, and his car was 
manipulated;

He complained about not receiving sufficient support from Western institutions, when he 
approached the German consulate in Sibiu and the Commission Delegation in Bucharest.

He has fought 21 court cases over the last eight years. Two in Switzerland: one against 
the Catholic church, which wanted to prevent him to use the name ‘Don Bosco’ for his 
house, and one against a Swiss newspapers, which had accused him of some unspecified 
wrongdoings. Nineteen court cases were fought in Romania, for example to obtain access 
to the gas network. Mr. Demidoff claims that he won all these cases.

He said that he finances his charitable activities in Romania entirely ■ from a base of 
approximately 50.000 private donors, mainly from Western Europe.
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As concerns his professional background he introduced himself as a priest of a 
breakaway faction of the catholic church, which left the Roman catholic church in the 
60s. ON the spiritual orientation of his congregation he said that it was more traditionalist 
then the Roman catholic church. For example, his congregation still reads mess only in 
Latin. The main basis of the congregation are in the US and Canada. He is the only priest 
of his congregation in Romania.

His demands:

He explained that he did not ask for money, as his private donors provide sufficient funds 
for his house. He said he was in need of ‘moral support’ from the Commission, without 
specifying what exactly he meant by that during the 45 minutes of our meeting. He also 
severely criticised the Commission’s activities for the support of Romanian children. In 
his point of view most of the funds were diverted by Romanian officials for their own 
private purposes. In his opinion, the Commission did not comprehend the situation on the 
ground, the Commission’s political pressure was misguided and did not achieve the 
improvement of the children’s conditions.

The Commission’s response:

The Commission expressed its sympathy with the humanitarian goals of his activities in 
Romania. But it was difficult for the Commission to help him, especially as he did not 
specify what exactly he meant by ‘moral support’. We rejected his claims about wide­
spread corruption in the Commission’s support programmes for Romanian children and 
tried to explain the high political importance the Commission attaches to this issue as 
well as the numerous measures taken by the Commission to improve the living 
conditions of Romanian street children. I did not have the impression that he understood 
our arguments. He certainly did not respond to them in any way.

Conclusions:

At the end of the meeting Mr. Demidoff explained that he was very dissatisfied with the 
information he had received. He announced that this was not the last time we had heard 
of him. Given the impression he made during the meeting he will make good on this 
promise.
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