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Re: Communication to the Aarhus Convention Compliance Committee 

concerning a proposed industrial park in Vlora (Ref. ACCC/C/2005/12)
Dear Mr. Wates

Here are some comments on the letter the World Bank representative in Tirana Mr. Nadir Mohammed sent to your Committee on 2. August 2006. We would like to apologize for not being able to send you this letter during the last month and would like you to consider it nevertheless before taking any decision on the Vlora case.

First: Paragraph 1 of the letter of Mr. Nadir: “…The WB is not now, nor it has been involved in the development of a proposed industrial park in Vlora. In fact WB has consistently advised the Authorities that the development of any facility to be located in such a park should be subject to an environmental assessment”

We judge that the WB maybe has not been involved directly in the development of a proposed industrial park in Vlora, but it is fully aware that this industrial park has been developing on Vlora’s seashore for the last 6-5 years and that it is directly contributing to set up this park by providing the very much demanded energy source for the other neighboring works. The WB for sure knows AMBO pipeline Burgas – Vlore, which was approved by CTRRA (Council of the Regulation of the Territory of the Republic of Albania) of 5.12.2003. The WB for sure knows that the Decision of the Council of Ministers no. 297 date 08.05.2003 approved the concession procedure for a big oil storage project as well as a for an oil terminal at the ruins of the old chemical plant to the benefit of the Italian company La Petrolifera, and that the Parliament approved it on 13.5.2004 with the Law no. 9231. The location will be also inside the industrial park which itself was approved with the DCM no. 8 date 19.02.2003. All these facts are very well known to the WB. 

As to the advices that the WB has given to the authorities for the environmental assessment of any facility in such a park it is a pity that WB does not respect even the procedures of the WB. The World Bank guideline for new thermal power plants, says: “When there is reasonable likelihood that in the medium term the power plant will be expanded or other pollution sources will increase significantly, the 
analysis should take account of the impact of the proposed plant design both immediately and after probable expansion in capacity or in other sources of pollution”. Every public appearance concerning the planned TEP has demonstrated only the impact and emissions from the Vlora first thermal power plant of 100 MW, while in the decision of government no. 610 of 21.9.2004 it is explicitly written that it is agreed to reach a capacity of 300 MW in the next phases. With the mentioned Law no nr 9231 of 13.5.04 there is besides the concession agreement for “La Petrolifera” just 1 km far from TEP Vlora. Also in the Final Siting Study prepared by from MHW Consulting (October 21, 2002), pg. 8 is also written: “However, the study also investigated possible expansion up to approximately 300 MGW”. Further in many official documents of the World Bank it is foreseen the finance and operation of  Vlora TPP2 (World Bank-for official use only-Report No: 31321-AL, of May 23, 2005, Appendix 01) . All these works are foreseen just inside the industrial park, for that reason it is necessary to calculate the cumulative environmental effects of all these industries, according to the World Bank guidelines.

Studying further the documentation and trying to analyze the real process of decision-making for the energetic park in Vlora bay we come to the conclusion that the implementation of the Aahrus Convention was a total failure. The whole process was oriented to disinformation rather than information. There is clear evidence that Vlora site is predetermined since the beginning in order to be just inside the designed energetic park and to guarantee nonstop energy supply for the whole oil industry foreseen inside this park, particularly for the AMBO pipeline rather than to improve the unstable supply of energy by hydro power plants in Albania.

The pre selection of Vlora is clearly understandable in the Final Siting Study: “The government of Albania has proposed Vlorë as the best site for the development of a new thermal generation facility. MHW reviewed several other sites that had been identified by KESH and the National Agency of Energy (NAE)”.(Appendix 1). 
To follow this proposal, the MHW Consulting company started by envisaging 2 sites in Vlora in order to have a more comfortable choice. Further the company put the criteria of site evaluation according to its desire. On the Final Siting Study pg 16 it is written: “These criteria have been identified by MWH as being critical to the viability of a new generation facility, based on our experience with evaluating and selecting sites throughout the world” (appendix 2). So the company is not using international standards on the criteria, neither Company’s standards, but just “our experience”. Based on such criteria it results that Vlora B is “the best” and the second in raking is Fier with a very narrow difference (appendix 3, 4).

Second, in page 2 paragraph 2 of the letter of Mr. Mohammed we read: 

“From technical point of view  it (Vlora) has the significant advantage of providing a sizeable generation source in the south”

On Final Siting Study pg 108 is written in connection with Fier “From a transmission standpoint this location (Fier) is an excellent selection due to a reduction in transmission system losses” (Appendix 5)
He continues: “From environmental point of view any inland site would have to deal with significant environmental issues linked to oil pipeline from the coast of delivery of imported fuel to the plant. The selected site has been used for many years as oil terminal and is outside of the protected area around the Narta lagoon”

On Final Siting Studies for the Fier site pg 106 under title ‘Environmental’ we read: “Concerns regarding sensitive areas are minimal” (Appendix 6), but for the site of Vlora B under the same title, at pg 119 is written: “The area is important ecologically because it contains a wide variety of habitat types and supports a number of  globally threatened species. The area is not currently (in 2002) protected under the Albanian law, however the National Strategy of Biodiversity (NBS) has recently proposed that the lagoon be designated a protected Landscape Area (Category 5) under Albania’s pending Law on protected Areas, which is expected to receive final governmental approval shortly” (Appendix 7) (indeed it was approved only when all oil industries in Vlora bay were officially recognized) (Appendix 8). And under the title ‘Development Recommendation’ at pg 120 is clearly mentioned “The proximity of the site to the Narta Lagoon is a concern” (appendix 9).

We are very much surprised that tourism is not mentioned anywhere in all studies in the case of Vlora B, knowing that Vlora’s seashore is considered a priority area for tourism in the country. Much more we are surprised to read on the case of location of Durres that : “If the area is developed for tourism, this might preclude the installation of power generation facility.“ (Final Siting Study, pg 101) (Appendix 10)

In paragraph 3 pg, 2 of his letter Mr. Mohammed is trying to say that the public information has been properly done.

There is not any evidence that intellectuals and NGOs of Vlora participated in the meeting that has taken place on 31 October 2002. The policy guide of the World Bank for thermal power plants says that the public information should take place at the early stages of the procedures for the project. This meeting took place after the approval of  the Final Siting Study and the Feasibility Study on 21 October 2002 (appendix 8). Even the local authorities were not informed at all.

The lack of publication of information in this stage is admitted by the director of National Agency for Energy, Mr. Besim Islami on the public information meeting on 3 September 2003 answering the question of one participants (question 7, pg 10 Final EIA Addendum, June 2004) “Has there been taken into account the view of local government in the phase of choosing the place?” His answer was: “There were not any views taken on this phase from the local government, as this was not requested from the company for the reason of confidence and prudence. In these days and in the last month we have been passing into these explanatory and indispensable procedural meetings”. The letter the Albanian government send to your Committee stated that in this meeting participated representatives of  local authorities of Vlora and intellectuals and NGOs of Vlora. 

We have informed you in our previous letter how cynical was the so called public call for discussion issued on the end of July 2003 including some 20 copies assumed to be available in public places until the 20 September 2003. This is cynical firstly, because this call speaks about decisions that were already taken and secondly because the month of August is holiday time for almost everybody even for most of the public institutions and especially in Vlora where most of emigrants are returning home. Thirdly the meeting was done just in 2nd September 2003. In this meeting the few present people who didn’t belong to governmental authorities have opposed the results, especially concerning the location. Based on notes attached to the Final EIA Addendum there is not at least one person from the public to have said any supportive word.

As to the „public meeting“ in Vlora on 2.April 2003 we have sent to you on 7.January 2006 a detailed list of the participants which proves that those were official people or state representatives.

Again in the World Bank Guide is clearly mentioned: “The assessment may lead to alternatives that are sounder, from environmental, sociocultural, and economic point of view, than the originally proposed project.” Nobody from the decision makers tried to revise the originally proposed project or at least the site, although many legal, social, cultural, economic, environmental, technical points were revealed to be totally against the originally proposed project. 

We can’t understand at all the letter the Albanian government addressed to your Committee, in which the 3 meetings organized by the order of prime minister in November-December 2005 are meant to be a part of public information. Indeed all of them were useful as an information for the public basically through the Civic Alliance for Protection of Vlora Bay but not through the Government officials, who were not very well informed about the TEP, Petrolifera and so forth, or who were motivated to totally ignore the civil society movement. Eventually these meetings didn’t change anything in decisions that were taken long ago.

The Europian Commission  comes up with its progress report on Albania (Brussels, 9 November 2005; 3.2.5 Energy) which asserts: “The selected site of the planned thermal power plant in Vlora has led to concerns regarding environmental impacts and economic viability, and should be reconsidered”.

We hope that our comments will contribute to a just and appropriate decision of your Committee on the Vlora case.

Yours sincerely

Ardian Klosi 

Lavdosh Ferruni

Note: The Appendixes to this letter will come early next week to your Committee by DHL. 

