



































70. As additional proof of the declared inheritance, the subject presented a copy of

73. At the same time, the Commission avoids substituting its own ex post expectations for the
investigators’ on-the-spot operational choices. The Commission therefore assessed whether
the subject’s explanations and the contextual information could reasonably account for the
omission, without turning that omission into a conclusive proof of non-existence of the
declared cash.
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75.

76.

77.

78.

At the secand hearing, the subject provided additional details regarding the structure of his
parents’ household, explaining that it consisted of a residential house, another house next
to it, where his parents were also living, then three auxiliary buildings in which they kept
various goods and after those the annex containing a basement where the cash was found.
He explained that this annex had been used as a dwelling approximately 20 years earlier
and was later used for storage,

Asked to explain the exact location where the cash was found, the subject stated that it was
kept in a plastic bag placed in a plastic jar typically used in Moldovan villages for food
preservation, located on a shelf behind wine barrels in the basement of the annex used for
storage (the last annex, as explained above). He also explained that in that basement his
parents kept wine and home-made preserves and that the jar was located on a shelf,
alongside other three-four similar jars, behind three wine barrels. He stated that the jar was
not easily visible and that he identified it quickly because his sister and he had known since
childhood that their parents customarily kept savings in that area.

Accordingly, the absence of an explicit mention of
reasonably raised the Panel’s questions, but it does
1sh that the foreign currency did not exist.

not, on its own, conclusively esta

At both hearings, the subject was asked if he and his family members knew about the
amount of cash accumulated by his parents and where it was kept. The subject explained
that he and his sister had always, since childhood, known that their parents kept their
savings in the basement of an auxiliary building near the parents’ house, in a specific place,
but they were never aware of the amount. He also explained that his parents kept all their
savings together, including the earnings of his father in Israel, his mother’s salary and the
income from the shop — bar that his parents were running since 1995 (see more on this
aspect in the paragraphs on the sources of funds below). He did not know the exact amount
accumulated by his parents, but he knew that his parents were periodically exchanging
national currency to foreign currency for the purpose of keeping their savings, including
through transactions with people from the village. At both hearings the subject explained
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79

80.

81

82.

that he knew that the parents had accumulated a significant amount of cash, but “whether

. Asked if he knew about any specific purpose for the accumulated cash by his parents, the

subject explained that there was no specific purpose discussed with him or among his
family with him being present. At both hearings the subject explained that in the last years
prior to his death, his father mentioned several times that he wanted to buy an apartment in
Chisinau and move there with the subject’s mother, for a more comfortable life, but that his
mother refused. The subject explained that his father mentioned this a few times, without
taking concrete steps to purchase an apartment. The subject considered that this intention
was nevertheless an indication that the amount accumulated by his parents was significant.
The subject explained, at both hearings, that he found out the exact amount of inherited

cash only when he counted the cash_

Conclusions on documentation of inheritance

The Commission notes that it is impossible to confirm with any certainty the amount of
cash found at the parents’ property. Regarding the documentation of the inheritance
declared by the subject, the Commission notes that the subject did not present any direct
documentation or other kind of evidence specifically attesting to the existence of 75,000
EUR claimed to have been found at the parents’ house, or to the amount of 55,000 EUR
declared by the subject in March 2018 as inherited from his parents. At the same time, the
Commission notes that the information presented by the subject regarding his unsuccessful
attempt to obtain a certificate of legal heir back in 2017 for the inherited cash is partially
supported, though not fully confirmed, by the legislation framework and the ambiguous
notarial practice at the relevant period (before the modernization of the Civil Code in 2019),
as it transpires from the replies of the public notary that initiated the inheritance procedure
and of the Notaries’ Chamber provided to the Panel’s requests.

. The Commission also takes into account the specific circumstances o
# |I|!e

Commission further notes that the inheritance differs, by its nature, from sources that
typically allow contemporaneous documentation by the subjects and their close persons
(such as loans or donations). The Commission also notes, as a relevant contextual factor,
that the subject declared the inherited amount in his annual declaration submitted in March
2018. In view of the limited documentary evidence on the exact inherited amount, the
Commission proceeded to assess the plausibility of the parents’ apparent capacity to
accumulate savings prior to August 2017.

b. Sources of funds for the inheritance

Asked about the sources of funds from which his parents accumulated the amount inherited
by the subject and his sister, the subject explained that these consisted of three main sources

(R1-Q11):
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83.

a) income obtained from the activity of an individual company registered by his father
in 1995, which the subject’s parents managed from 1995 until 13 August 2017
(hereinafter “father’s company” or “shop-bar™);

b) income received by the subject’s mother, who worked as a teacher between 1998
and August 2017;

¢) income received by the subject’s father, who worked in Israel from 2003 to 2011 -
2012, with an estimative salary of 1,500 - 2,000 USD per month.

Because the subject explained in the second round of questions (R2-Q5) that he and his
sister split a total of 75,000 EUR inherited from their parents, the Commission focused on
assessment of plausibility of the subject’s parents to accumulate such a substantial amount
of cash prior to August 2017. This assessment did not seek to establish exact amounts or a
precise accumulation timeline due to lack of adequate documentation, but rather to
determine whether the declared inheritance by the subject, as the main source of funds for
purchasing his apartment in 2018, was reasonably supported by the available information.
In view of evaluation criteria provided by Law No. 252/2023, the Commission’s main
concern was to determine whether the available information dispelled serious doubts of
unjustified wealth during the evaluation period. Based on the subject’s explanations,
presented information and the data collected by the Panel, the following conclusions were
drawn regarding each of the three sources indicated by the subject.

84. Father’s company (shop-bar): According to the information provided by the STS, the

85.

86.

father’s company was registered on 21 February 1995. The registered fields of activity
included retail trade in non-specialized stores with predominant sales of food, beverages
and tobacco products. According to the STS, the company obtained insignificant official

profitin 2001 and 2003 — 2007, zero profit in 2008 — 2013 and incurred losses in 2002 and
2014 -2017.2

Asked about the company’s activity in written communication with the Panel, the subject
stated (R2-QS5) that he could not explain the reasons for zero income in 2012 — 2013 and
losses in 2014 — 2017,% because he knew it was a profitable business given the constant
nature of its activities. The Commission notes that this assertion is not supported by the
STS data, which reflect minimal/zero profit or losses for substantial periods. The subject
also submitted copies of handwritten notes taken by his mother purportedly tracking goods
that, according to him, were bought and sold by the company. Based on these notes, the
subject stated that the profit of the company during the last two months prior to his parents’

was of 145,315 MDL. In reply to the third round of written questions (R3-
Q3) and before the first hearing, the subject presented copies of similar handwritten notes
taken for several years of the company’s activity.

The Commission has analyzed the handwritten notes presented by the subject throughout
the evaluation process. These notes include columns with the price of the products bought

2 The data from STS for 2001 — 2017 indicate the following profits of the company: 615 MDL in 2001, -514 in
2002, 1,459 MDL in 2003, 1,895 MDL in 2004, 883 MDL in 2005, 750 MDL in 2006, 1,500 in 2007, 0 MDL in
2008 — 2013, -4,138 MDL in 2014, -4,839 MDL in 2015, -99,933 MDL in 2016 and ~131,102 MDL. in 2017.

3 At the moment the subject was asked about the company, information from STS was available only for the years
2012 -2017.
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89.

90.

91.

92.

320 €, 320 §, 1,000 RUB (Russian currency), 190 $ + € from home), which are consistent
with the subject’s explanations. Foreign currency, alongside national currency, were also

identified
(88,065 MDL, 250 EUR and 250 USD).

The subject indicated in written communication with the Panel that his mother worked for
a while on the basis of an individual patent, which implied minimum record keeping and
could explain the lack of profits reported by the father’s company to the STS. However, the
information on a potential patent for the subject’s mother or father was not confirmed by
the STS for the period of 2003 - 2017. The subject submitted additional information from
STS after the first hearing of indicating that his mother had a valid patent in 2000, for half
a year.

At the first hearing the subject provided additional explanations regarding the nature of the
father’s company, which had not been presented at this level of detail previously in written
communication with the Panel. He explained that the company was in fact a family-run
business that represented a shop-bar located in the center of his parents’ village. The subject
explained that the shop-bar sold food products and also provided bar-related services
(serving various drinks). He further explained that, according to his recollection, villagers
occasionally exchanged foreign currency received from abroad at the shop-bar, as his
parents generally kept their savings in foreign currency and periodically exchanged profits
from the shop-bar into foreign currency. The subject explained that the bar-shop consisted
of a two-room building, with a terrace, located in the center of the village, popular among
villagers and was constantly working throughout the years until August 2017. On that basis,
the subject expressed the view that the business could not have been entirely non-profitable.

The subject also stated that his mother was primarily in charge of record-keeping at the
company throughout its operation and that there was only one person outside the family
who occasionally acted as a seller, while mainly the subject’s grandmother and his mother
were taking turns as sellers in the shop-bar, with the subject and his sister also helping
occasionally. The subject presented a written statement of this person which provides
information about the shop-bar consistent with the subject’s explanations. At the second
hearing, asked about the salary of the person that was helping in the shop-bar, the subject
explained that he did not know, but he could ask that person. The subject was sure that the
person was never officially hired and that, to his recollection, he was receiving some
monetary remuneration but also food products sold in the shop. The subject explained that
he was not working full-time in the shop but mainly during the subject’s mother’s school
hours and when the grandmother was not working.

Regarding the company’s profits, the subject explained that he did not participate in the
management of the father’s company and was not involved in its financial administration
and therefore he did not have direct knowledge of its accounting records, being certain that

it was run in line with the relevant legislation and that it was profitable.

Conclusions on income from the father s company
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93. Regarding the income obtained from the subject’s father’s company, based on the
information available to the Commission, the Commission cannot conclude on an exact
amount of income, profits and possible savings. The Commission notes that the STS
information does not support the conclusion that the business generated significant profits.
At the same time, the Commission notes that the explanations on the nature of this business
provided by the subject at the hearings add contextual information regarding the manner in
which the business operated, which cannot be entirely ignored. A centrally located shop-
bar in a rural village, which according to the subject operated continuously and was for a
long period of time the only such establishment in the locality, would reasonably be
expected to have generated at least some level of profit, even if limited.

94. The Commission notes that the handwritten notes about the company’s activity, presented
by the subject, suggest that there has been a constant flow of bought and sold products,
which is an indicator that there was on-going commercial activity. However, the
Commission reiterates that the handwritten notes do not allow the Commission to draw
conclusions on the exact company’s profits or the periods when its activity was not
profitable. At the same time, the Commission takes into account that the subject has
provided consistent explanations regarding the nature of the father’s company’s activity.
The Commission further notes that the funds identiﬁedm

q(SB,OGS MDL, 250 EUR and 250 USD) confirm that there was cash on the
premises. However, these amounts, taken alone, cannot establish long-term profitability or
the level of profits over years. Accordingly, the Commission concludes that it is plausible

that the company generated some income and turnover beyond what was reflected in STS
records, but the Commission cannot quantify that income.

95. Even if the company’s reporting to the STS had not been accurate, this would not be
attributable to the subject in a manner relevant to the subject’s integrity assessment, because
the inheritance was received by the subject only afier the death of his parents. While the
Commission cannot and does not draw a conclusion on a concrete amount which could
have been saved from this company’s activity, the Commission concludes that the
information presented by the subject supports the existence of a continuous source of
income, which could have covered operating costs of the shop-bar and current needs of the
parents. This finding is relevant primarily to the question of whether the subject’s parents
could cover current expenditures without necessarily consuming all potential foreign
earnings. This finding alone, however, is insufficient to establish that the parents
accumulated 55,000 EUR. It is therefore assessed together with the other sources (mother’s
salary and father’s work abroad).

96. In light of the above, the Commission accepts that the father’s company likely generated

some continuous income but cannot quantify it. Taking into account the cash identified JJj

the Commission concludes that, at a minimum, the

shop-bar could reasonably have allowed the parents to cover current needs and thereby
preserve the father’s foreign income as savings (see below).
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108.  While the total amount of documented transfers is modest in comparison to the salary
level claimed by the subject, the pattern of repeated remittances over several years
constitutes objective corroboration that the father was generating remunerated income in
Israel. At the same time, these transfers do not allow the Commission to determine either
the full duration of employment or the total income earned.

109. At the first hearing, the subject provided additional explanations regarding his father’s
work in Israel, as well as his activity after returning to the Republic of Moldova in 2012.
He explained that his father had been hired in Israel through an intermediary company, but
that he was not able to provide any documentation in this regard, and that subsequent
attempts to identify that company were unsuccessful. He explained that the father took care
of elderly persons, working in assigned families, and was also carrying out other activities
during weekend and free days. He explained that he recalls his father stating that his income
was partially covered by the state of Israel and partially by the families he was assigned to.
He was not aware of any bank accounts of the father in Israel.

110.  The subject argued that his father worked in Israel for an approximate period of nine-
ten years, between 2003 and 2011/2012, usually with some breaks between acquiring new
visas (R1-Q23; R2-Q5; R3-Q5 and the hearings). He also explained that his father worked
usually for the full year, with one month paid vacation and traveled home usually once per
year. At the first hearing, the subject explained that his father retummed home because he
was no longer allowed to work in Israel given the fact that he had been working there for
ten years already. The subject referred to the wording of the last visain 2012 indicating that
employment was no longer permitted, which is consistent with his account that the father’s
work abroad ended in 2012.

111. The subject explained that his father was sending cash via friends and acquaintances
that were traveling to the Republic of Moldova, amounts that were often picked up by the
subject from the airport and transmitted to his mother for keeping. He also explained that
his father usually had accommodation and meals provided in Israel, which would have
reduced his living expenses and increased his capacity to remit funds. He explained that his
father made several bank transfers as well, with smaller amounts (a few hundred dollars)
intended for the subject or his sister for personal use, while larger amounts were intended
to be transmitted to his mother for keeping, He also explained that, as far as he knew, his
parents did notkeep separate savings according to their source, but pooled together income
from the father’s work in Israel, the mother’s salary, and the activity of the shop-bar.

112.  The subject has further explained that after his father’s return from Israel, he was not
officially employed, but focused on household activities, including cultivating land and
growing and selling rabbits, and assisted periodically with the operation of the shop-bar,
though to a lesser extent in the last years preceding his death.

.

were no significant acquisitions or investments in the shop-bar or their family after the
father’s retumm from Israel. He explained that the shop-bar did not need significant
investments while his father was working in Israel. Based on the information available, the
Commission concludes that the income earned by the subject’s father while working in
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123. The subject explained that he and his sister inherited in total 75,000 EUR, which was
divided as follows: 55,000 EUR (73%) to the subject and 20,000 EUR (27%) to the
subject’s sister. We note that the existence of the claimed amount of 75,000 EUR is not
established by the Commission’s review of all available evidence of the father’s work in
Israel. What can be established from available evidence is a lower total potential monetary
inheritance of 47,830 EUR, of which the subject’s share would have been 73%, or 34,916
EUR. This amount, together with other subject’s income in the period 2017 ~ 2023, is
sufficient to cover all the expenses identified by the Commission in the same period to the

extent that no negative balance exceeding the threshold provided by art. 11 para. (3) lit. a)
Law No. 252/2023 is established.

124.  In conclusion, the Commission notes that it was presented with a complex situation in
which limited direct information was available to confirm the amount of funds inherited by
the subject in 2017. However, taking into account the cumulative weight of the indirect

evidence, the overall consistency of the subject’s explanations regarding this issue and the
exceptional circumstances of the inheritance,ﬂ
_the Commission has examined the plausibility o

the declared inheritance and the impact of the accepted plausible amounts on the subject’s
financial capacity to buy an apartment in December 2018. The evidence presented to the
Commission does not allow the Commission to confirm the exact figure of 55,000 EUR
declared by the subject as inheritance and used as the main source for purchasing an
apartment in December 2018. However, taken cumulatively, the evidence is sufficient to
dispel serious doubts that the subject lacked lawful resources to finance the December 2018
acquisition, Based on a plausible income of 66,000 USD earned by the subject’s father in
Israel, the Commission concludes that the subject could have received an inheritance of
34,916 EUR in August 2017. This amount, together with the subject’s income, was
sufficient for the subject to buy the apartment in December 2018.

125. Inview of the specificity and complexity of the case, the Commission reiterates its main
arguments for proceeding to analyze the plausibility of the subject’s parents’ income despite
a lack of direct evidence on the income received by the subject’s father in Israel:

a. The subject has declared the inheritance as income in his annual declaration for
2017, submitted on 26 March 2018. He explained the “fate” of these funds and
declared them accordingly at the relevant time, not post-factum or as an
explanation to the Panel’s questions within the evaluation process;

b. The subject presented copies of his father’s passport indicating his father’s
travel to Israel for work purposes. In view of Israel’s strict visa policy, the work
permits for Israel are a strong indicator that the subject’s father worked and
received remuneration there;

c. The Commission identified at least 14 bank transfers from Israel from the
subject’s father to the subject and his sister, in the period 2006 - 2012, which
are also a strong indicator of the income received by the father in Israel;

d. The Commission has not identified any significant investments or purchases by
the subject’s parents during the evaluation period that would indicate that the
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father’s earnings in Israel could have been spent on such expenses rather than
accumulated;

e. Lastly, the Commission notes that the inheritance was received

This explains the plausibility of the accumulation of savings for their own
use rather than drawing a will or other documentation.

126. In light of the above, the Commission concludes that regarding the issue of the sources
of funds for the purchase of his apartment in December 2018, the subject has mitigated the
Commission’s doubts regarding the sources of funds, and, therefore, the subject meets the
criterion of financial integrity under art. 11 para. (3) lit. a) of Law No. 252/2023.

Issue 3: Possible deflated purchase price of an apartment bought in December 2018

127.  The subject bought a 65,6 sq.m. apartment in Chigindu municipality, on 24 December
2018, which was registered as his property on 26 December 2018. The cadastral value of
this apartment is 424,230 MDL (est. 21,630 EUR as of December 2018). The subject
declared in his annual declaration for 2018 the purchase price of the apartment as 674,400
MDL (34,000 EUR). According to the information provided by the Public Institution
“Cadaster of Real Estate”, the subject’s apartment was previously acquired by M.B. on 5
May 2016 through a contract of assignment of the claim. According to this contract, S.R.L.
“TRONEX-COM?” has ceded to M.B. the right of claim against S.R.L. “INTELINVEST”
under contract on capital investment in housing construction of 22 February 2016, for the
amount of 34,060 EUR.

128. The Panel discussed with the subject the issue of potential deflated purchase price of

the subject’s apartment purchased in December 2018 in written communication and at the
two hearings.

129.  According to the sales-purchase contract of 24 December 2018, a copy of which was
presented to the Panel by the subject, the apartment’s price was 34,000 EUR (est. 674,400
MDL). In reply to the first round of written questions (R1-Q28), the subject explained that
he bought the apartment in a renovated condition (repaired), with furniture in the kitchen,
a bed and a sofa, and without household equipment. He also explained that he did not carry
out any construction or renovation works during 2018 — 2021 but completed the furnishing
and equipping the apartment gradually. Specifically, in reply to the first round of written
questions (R1-Q28), the subject listed the approximate amounts spent on fumishing and
equipping the apartment. For 2018, he indicated an approximate amount of 5,000 MDL for
minor initial procurements and for 2019 an approximate amount of 40,000 MDL for
technical equipment (a total of 45,000 MDL, est. 2,250 EUR).

130. The subject was also asked, in the second round of written questions (R2-Q3), about
the differences between the cash savings declared in his annual declaration for 2018
(15,000 EUR) and in reply to the first round of written questions (R1-Q3), (15,000 EUR
and 350,000 MDL). In reply, the subject explained that he had expenses for furnishing and
equipping his apartment at the end of 2018/beginning 0f 2019, before the annual declaration
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subject from Pro Imobil company, the Commission cannot rely on it as sufficiently credible
information. At the same time, it cannot entirely ignore it. As a result, the Commission is
unable to determine, with any certainty, the real price that may have been paid for the
apartment.

138. Considering the various explanations of the subject about the shortcomings of the
apartment, the Commission accepts that the actual price could have been lower than the
45,500 EUR estimate provided by LARA company. While the Pro Imobil company’s initial
estimate (38,000 - 39,000 EUR) corresponds broadly with M.B.’s stated intention to sell
for 38,000 EUR, the Commission ultimately notes that the existence of divergent
professional estimates of the apartment’s value significantly reduces the probative value of
any single valuation. The real price - and the actual value - of the apartment was most likely
somewhere between 34,000 EUR and 45,500 EUR.

Concerns about the sales-purchase transaction — not an arms-length transaction

139. M.B. bought the apartment in 2016 in a white-walls version for 34,060 EUR and sold
it to the subject in December 2018 with renovation for 34,000 EUR. Although the subject
explained that the renovation was a modest one and M.B. explained she kept a
downpayment of 3,000 EUR from a failed transaction, which contributed to her agreeing

to the sales price of 34,000 EUR, the Commission had concerns about the nature of this
transaction.

140. At the first hearing, the subject was asked if he knew M.B. prior to purchasing the
apartment and the subject replied that he knew M.B. and that they had commeon friends.
Asked how he found out about the sale of the apartment, the subject explained that he was
not really looking for an apartment but found out about this apartment through friends.

141,

Asked at the first hearing if the subject had provided goods, gifts or

.B., he dented this. He also denied paying for any meals for M.B., unless maybe
when going out with common friends. Asked if he had ever traveled with M.B., the subject
replied that he did not recall having traveled with M.B., maybe in a bigger company of
common friends. Asked where he might have traveled with M.B. in a bigger company, he
replied that he does not recall but perhaps in a trip to Spain but he was not sure, and it was
not just with M.B. Asked if he covered any costs of M.B. during their possible trip to Spain,
he denied this, explaining that each person was covering their own costs. The subject
claimed that he never provided any services, favors or valuable gifts to M.B. and they were
just part of a group of common friends.

142.

also confirmed that they traveled together in the period 27 June 2016 — 4 July 2016, but
that each of them paid their share, similarly to how they usually were doing when going
out with friends. He indicated that there were other friends on that trip and provided their
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names. He also again stated that he did not provide any valuable services to M.B. prior or
after the sales-purchase transaction, except possibly having paid for some meals when they

were dining out.

143ﬁ
I
insisted that the price of the apartment as included in the sales-purchase contract is the real
price that he paid for the apartment.

145.  Asked whether the subject discussed with M.B. the issue of capital tax increase as a
reason for purchasing it for the same price as purchased in 2016, he denied this and
explained that he was firm on the price and M.B. agreed.

Conclusions

146. Based on the available information, the Panel had serious doubts whether 34,000 EUR
was the real price paid by the subject for the apartment. As noted, the objective evidence
from the real estate companies is contradictory but clearly posits a higher value. In addition,
the Panel’s concerns about the sales-purchase price of the apartment were strengthened by
the fact that the subject was vague in his explanations about the nature of the relationship
with M.B. Accordingly, while the doubts that the contractual price may have been deflated
have not been fully mitigated, the Commission cannot establish this as a fact based on the
evidence available. It was in this context that the Commission further analyzed if this matter
falls under the financial and ethical integrity criteria under Law No. 252/2023.

147.  Ultimately, for all of the reasons outlined above, the Commission cannot determine

with certainty the amount actually paid by the subject for the apartment. In assessing
financial integrity, however, even if we assume that the subject paid the full average market
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160.  Pursuant to art. 17 para (3) of Law No. 252/2023, this evaluation report was appro_ved
unanimously by Commission members and signed by the Chairperson of the Commission.

161.  Done in English and Romanian,

Signature:
Christopher LEHMANN
Chairperson

Prosecutor Vetting Commission
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