
 

For the attention of: Ms Biljana Radonjic Ker-Lindsay, 
Head of Civil Society Engagement Unit  
EBRD 
 
 
Friday 29th May 2020, London 
 
 
Re: EBRD and support to projects in occupied Western Sahara 

Many thanks for the email from the ‘Civil Society Engagement Unit’ dated 27 
March 2019, responding to our correspondence dated 22 January 2019.  

On initial reading, your email provided complete clarification. The fact that no 
funds had been disbursed in Western Sahara under the current country strategy 
was positive. Furthermore, we were glad to read that the EBRD strategy does not 
envisage investment operations in Western Sahara in the future. 

However, we notice that you refer to Western Sahara as ‘disputed’ in your email. 
We would like to underscore that the rulings of the European Court of Justice that 
we referred to do not present the territory as disputed. ‘Disputed’ is a political 
term. The legal status of the territory is crystal clear. The territory is classified by 
the UN General Assembly as a Non-Self-Governing Territory. The United 
Nations, the International Court of Justice and the Court of Justice of the 
European Union all state that Morocco does not have any legal basis, 
sovereignty or international mandate to administer the territory. Its undisputed 
borders can be found on UN cartographic resources. The only party claiming that 
the legal status of the territory as ‘non-self-governing’ is to be disputed is 
Morocco, no one else. The territory is pending decolonisation and is separate 
and distinct from Morocco. The latter has no international mandate to be present 
on the land. We believe that to present the territory as ‘disputed’, is to question 
the clear conclusions of the courts.  

The references made in your email regarding Morocco’s strategy are interesting, 
although unrelated, as Western Sahara is not seen by the international 
community and international courts as being part of Morocco.  

It is good that each sub-project is to be reviewed by the EBRD. We ask that the 
EBRD specifically take into account that projects located in Western Sahara 
cannot be covered under an EBRD strategy for Morocco. 

Based on rulings from the ICJ and ECJ we are certain that an EBRD strategy for 
Morocco can only cover Morocco. We asked questions relating to the EBRD 
interpretation of the strategy, but we did not receive a conclusive answer on this 
point. 



Concerned that the EBRD might view the territory differently from international 
courts, we took the liberty of looking into how the EBRD has addressed and 
referred to Western Sahara in other contexts on its website.  

This research has led us to ask you the questions below. We would be grateful if 
you could provide separate answers for each of the points we raise:  

In 2018, EBRD published a report called ‘The investor base of securities markets 
in the EBRD region’. From what we understand, EBRD defines Morocco to be 
part of the region it works in. The mentioned report includes a reference to the 
bank ‘Banque Populaire de Laâyoune’. See: 
https://www.wsrw.org/files/dated/2020-04-09/ipreo_ebrd_report_13.04.18.pdf  

1. Is it the EBRD’s opinion that the city of El Aaiun – which is the 
location of this particular company – is located within what it refers to as 
‘the EBRD region’?  

An EBRD presentation given in Casablanca in 2014, states that ‘Laayoune’ is 
located in Morocco. It furthermore states that EBRD’s Trade Facilitation 
Programme (TFP) assisted a company by the name of Iglo Fish, which is located 
in Western Sahara, to export frozen fish to an importer in Romania.  

“Iglo Fish SA. basé à Laayoune au Maroc vend des sardines congelées à un 
importateur basé à Bucarest en Roumanie. OTP Bank Romania émet une lettre 
de crédit, confirmée par BMCE Bank au Maroc. La BERD garantit jusqu’à 100% 
du risque de défaut de paiement commercial et politique.” 

https://www.wsrw.org/files/dated/2020-04-09/ebrd2015.pdf 

2. Is the information presented in the above document accurate? The 
EBRD has facilitated trade for this particular company? If so, does it 
continue to do so? 

According to your website, the TFP guarantees “are provided to international 
commercial banks thereby covering the political and commercial payment risk of 
transactions undertaken by issuing banks in the EBRD’s countries of operations.” 
It is set up to facilitate trade “to, from and amongst the EBRD countries”. There 
are 26 such countries.  

3. Does the EBRD consider the company mentioned in the EBRD 
presentation above, Iglo Fish SA, to be located in any of these 26 
countries? 

4. Have other companies located in Western Sahara received such 
assistance over the last decade? If so, which companies, and for what 
purpose? 



5. In view of the ICJ’s stating that Morocco’s claims to Western Sahara 
are unfounded, that the CJEU calls Western Sahara ‘separate and distinct’ 
from the territory of Morocco, and that the CJEU states that consent has to 
be obtained upon dealing with the territory: Did EBRD seek consent from 
the people of Western Sahara to facilitate trade from their territory? 

 

I look forward to receiving your responses at your earliest convenience. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

 
Beccy Allen  

Committee Member, Western Sahara Campaign UK 

 


