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ROMANIA 2035 
Cross-party initiative alignment analysis

Comparative policy map across PSD, PNL, USR, UDMR, AUR, SENS, POT and S.O.S. Romania. This report describes documented policy overlap and
divergence; it does not rank, endorse, or recommend parties.
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Method and interpretation
Romania 2035 initiatives were compared with publicly documented party programs and policy statements. The matrix records substantive similarity of objectives and
mechanisms, not political compatibility or electoral desirability. Where published material was too limited to support a conclusion, the entry is marked as insufficiently
specified.

Legend: GREEN = documented substantial overlap; AMBER = some overlap but a different mechanism or emphasis; RED = material policy tension; GREY = insufficiently
specified / no clear position found.

The Romania 2035 policy architecture used here includes the Opportunity Engine, State-as-a-Platform/shared services, labour-supply and care model, university and
R&D; reform, firm-energy model, Mine2Value, AgroIntel, asset recovery, Complete Communities, tourism/cleanliness, dual-use industry, Fiscal Lock and delivery
architecture.
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Initiative-by-initiative alignment matrix
Romania 2035 initiative PSD PNL USR UDMR AUR SENS POT SOS

Fiscal Lock / credible budgeting ● ● ● ● ● ● ? ●

Waste reduction / government efficiency ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Shared services / State as Platform ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Digital state / once-only / automation ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ?

PM Delivery Office + measurable KPIs ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ?

Opportunity Map / investment marketplace ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

SME/GPO/business-cost reduction ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Childcare -> labour participation ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Diaspora return / skills matching ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Vocational/skills-demand reform ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

University interdisciplinary reform ● ● ● ● ● ● ? ●

Applied R&D; / commercialization ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Rooftop solar / distributed energy ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Nuclear / firm low-cost power ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Gas / domestic energy security ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Grid/storage/energy infrastructure ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Mine2Value / industrial reuse ● ● ● ● ● ● ? ●

AgroIntel / processing / logistics ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Farm-to-Shelf / short supply chains ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Complete Communities / housing + transit ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Asset recovery / brownfield reuse ● ● ● ● ● ● ? ●

Tourism / heritage / local development ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Defence / NATO resilience ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Dual-use industry / defence innovation ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

EU-funding-first architecture ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Transparent public pay / sporuri audit ● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●

Local/judet shared-service capacity ● ● ● ● ● ● ? ?
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Cross-party policy space
The broadest common policy space is concentrated around state efficiency, digitalization, investment, skills, domestic productive capacity, agriculture, infrastructure,
and cheaper or more secure energy. Romania 2035 treats these as linked systems rather than isolated ministerial programs: State Productiv, Oportunitati & Capital,
Capital Uman, R&D; & Inovare, Energie & Industrie, Teritoriu & Sectoare, and Fiscal & Reinvestire.

Several distinctive Romania 2035 mechanisms do not map cleanly onto a conventional left-right divide. The Opportunity Platform, Fast Permit, shared government
services, AgroIntel, childcare as labour infrastructure, skills-demand matching, brownfield reuse, research commercialization and measured delivery handoffs are
primarily administrative or economic mechanisms. This helps explain why similar objectives appear in programs from parties that disagree substantially in other areas.

Where the differences become material
The clearest differences concern tax structure, the pace and composition of the energy transition, use of price regulation, the balance between EU integration and
national sovereignty, and NATO/security policy. Agreement on an objective such as lower energy prices therefore does not necessarily imply agreement on the
instrument: regulated prices, domestic hydrocarbons, renewables, nuclear generation, grid investment, prosumers or market reform can represent materially different
approaches.

Party-specific observations
PSD: substantial overlap appears in fiscal administration, digitalization, anti-evasion measures, public investment, energy, agriculture, social infrastructure and state
modernization. Differences are more likely to concern fiscal design and implementation mechanics.

PNL: extensive overlap appears in private investment, infrastructure, energy security, nuclear power, business development, digitalization and administrative efficiency.

USR: extensive overlap appears in state modernization, digital services, administrative reform, transparent government, energy-market reform, education and
institutional accountability.

UDMR: notable overlap appears in childcare and labour participation, local development, infrastructure, reducing the burden on work, improving collection, energy and
stronger local administrative capacity.

AUR: strong overlap appears around domestic production, agriculture, industrial capacity, energy security, nuclear generation, household energy autonomy and
infrastructure. Important differences can arise over market mechanisms, EU integration and some institutional designs.

SENS: substantial overlap appears in modern administration, healthcare, education, R&D;, housing and transit, renewable energy, environmental remediation and EU
integration. Fiscal philosophy is a more visible area of difference.

POT: published positions provide identifiable overlap in transparency, institutional professionalism, entrepreneurs, EU funds, energy, diaspora and vocational
development, but many detailed Romania 2035 mechanisms are not sufficiently specified in the material reviewed.

S.O.S. Romania: overlap appears in domestic industry, agriculture, research, healthcare, public administration and economic sovereignty. The largest material
difference in this comparison is Romania 2035's NATO-based security architecture.
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Implications for a non-partisan governing program
The matrix does not show that Romanian parties are aligned overall. It shows that a sizeable subset of Romania 2035 initiatives has analogous objectives in multiple
party programs, while a smaller set contains genuine ideological or institutional differences.

Areas of documented common ground can be separated from areas requiring explicit political negotiation, alternative mechanisms or parliamentary votes.

Source note
Romania 2035 basis: current  project architecture and the project's September 2026 sentiment review. External comparison basis: publicly available party programs and policy statements reviewed
for PSD, PNL, USR, UDMR, AUR, SENS, POT and S.O.S. Romania. Because the amount and specificity of published policy material differs by party, grey entries should be read as lack of sufficient evidence
rather than disagreement.

This comparison is descriptive; participation in the coalition requires express support for the whole programme.



Romania 2035 - Cross-party initiative alignment analysis Page 6

Common European and constitutional framework
Review date: 30 September 2026. The preceding matrix preserves the project’s documented September policy comparison. Its party positions have not been
independently revalidated in this legal audit. No colour establishes support for the revised programme or willingness to join a coalition.

The following conditions apply equally to every participant. Policy overlap cannot exempt a party, ministry or initiative from binding law. The full European and Legal
Audit and complete governing programme contain the operative conditions and official sources.

Common condition Implementation consequence

EU obligations and deadlines The existing delivery network maintains an act-level register. Binding law, funding conditions, recommendations and proposals have
separate status. Overdue duties receive immediate remedies.

Fiscal discipline and funding All measures enter the EU net-expenditure test and a five-year and lifecycle cost check. The RRF is a closure and continuity portfolio. The
Fiscal Council assesses independently; Government and Parliament decide.

Household needs and inclusion Renovation, clean heating and accessible mobility reduce structural costs. Existing services address vulnerable children, disability, rural
access, care and housing. Distributional effects are tested through consultation.

University autonomy and IP Academic decisions and accreditation implement interdisciplinary objectives. Existing rights remain protected. Statutory inventor
remuneration precedes the prospective 60/40 division of eligible residual proceeds.

Property, permits and local autonomy Public-domain assets remain inalienable. Accelerated permits preserve environmental assessment, public participation and safety.
Reinvestment respects owners, third parties and local budgets.

Justice, data and markets Justice retains independence; no individual conviction target applies. Data use requires a legal basis and safeguards. Procurement,
competition and State-aid checks precede launch.

Coalition governance Each participating party assigns five representatives to the political board. Priority-aligned portfolios require support and implementation of
the whole programme. Remaining portfolios use party nominees and the constitutional process.

Adoption and public accountability Exact amendments, competent authority, mandatory opinions, consultation, funding and appeal rights are documented before launch.
Future bills and contracts require review of final text and current case law.



