1st April 2003

Dear _____,

We notice that you attended BP’s NGO / SRI seminar on the BTC project last week, and so wanted to make contact with you. 

We have been researching the BTC pipeline for over 18 months, and publicly campaigning on it since August 2002. The Baku Ceyhan Campaign is a coalition of Friends of the Earth, the Kurdish Human Rights Project, the Corner House and PLATFORM, and is working closely with a number of groups internationally, including CEE Bankwatch Network, Campagna per la Riforma della Banca Mondiale, ECA Watch and Bank Information Center. 

We do not oppose the pipeline per se, but we have argued that public money (through international financial institutions and export credit agencies) should not be used for the project unless guarantees and mechanisms are in place to ensure that it does not cause human rights abuses, environmental damage or social problems. Following our latest findings on human rights problems and major outstanding compensation issues, we have last week called for a moratorium on construction activities until these issues are resolved.

Unfortunately BP did not see fit to invite us to the meeting – perhaps because we have raised certain questions that they have found difficult to answer. While we have met with BP on at least three occasions, they have consistently refused to discuss the pipeline with us in public, despite repeated invitations. We will be writing to BP to complain that they did not invite us.

We have published much of our research on the pipeline. Last autumn we published our book, ‘Some Common Concerns’, which examines the pipeline plans in the context of BP’s past record. The book is available from our office for £10; however we would be happy to send you a complimentary copy. Please phone or email us (details above), mentioning that you were at the seminar, and we will send you one.

We have also put most of our research on our website, www.baku.org.uk In particular, last year we carried out two fact-finding missions to the region (the reports are in the publications section of the site), and we have just returned from a third mission, to Turkey. This latest mission found:

· Major security and human rights problems in northeast Turkey, including arbitrary detentions and arrests, perpetrated by the state Gendarmerie. These problems are not even mentioned or acknowledged in BP’s ESIA, but are likely to be severely exacerbated by the presence of the pipeline.

· Complete lack of freedom of expression in the northeast, making the consultation process effectively meaningless. The land compensation regime in this area is almost unanimously considered unfair, and there are no mechanisms for negotiation, complaint or redress.

· Throughout the route, the project’s compensation procedures are in violation of World Bank / IFC standards on resettlement. Meanwhile, the standards of implementation of the ESIA fall well below those described on paper.

· Consultation measures are also much less impressive than BP likes to suggest. We found a number of communities and NGOs listed as consulted, but who had in fact not been. We are taking this very seriously and investigating further the issue of falsification in the consultation reports in the ESIA. In our previous fact-finding mission in summer 2002, as the EIAs were published and the consultation was supposed to be complete, only a minority of the communities we visited had actually been consulted, and even those who had had been given inadequate and one-sided information about the project. Again, this constitutes a violation of World Bank standards.

· There are no realistic mechanisms for ensuring that the project does not disproportionately impact on vulnerable groups, including ethnic minorities, women and the poor.

Our report will be published shortly, and we would be very happy to send you a copy.

We also have very serious concerns about the Host Government Agreements for the project, which actively undermine the authority of the host governments. In our view, the agreements achieve on a single case basis what the proposed Multilateral Agreement on Investments tried to achieve before a civil society campaign stopped it. The agreements over-ride all conflicting domestic laws, both now and for the next 40-60 years, except for the countries’ Constitutions. They also force states to compensate the consortium if they introduce any new environmental, health or safety laws that reduce the pipeline’s profitability. We have published a short briefing paper on the agreements, which we can also send you.

We look forward to working with you on this project. Please do contact us if we can help you with any more information.

With best regards,

