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THE INTERNATIONAL DAY OF RIVERS 14 March 2010
AND THE QUESTION OF DAMS ON THE MUNZUR

In memoriam to Silemané lvrahimé Silemané Hémédi

Fleuve sacré de Mounzoure i Dersime au Kurdistan Nord

The World Rivers Day is already promoting solidaramong international
organizations that focus on issues related to watleite promoting core values
associated with sustainability activities, consgoraand protection of nature.

UN warning of a disaster, a survey revealedf Bfathe 500 largest rivers in
the world is seriously depleted or polluted. Thganavers of the world drying
up and their numbers are alarming and devastatingezjuences for humanity,
animals and the very future of our planet! Butsitthe Turkish Council of the
UN Security U it applies its colonialist policy déstruction against the rivers of
Kurdistan and the Dersim Munzur before world pulbinion, but the Security
Council n does not intervene. The United Nationarast the crime of the
Turkish state. This practice is contrary to theohetsons passed by the UN. It is
a fundamental contradiction which highlights thepbgrisy in international



politics.

The truth is that half of the 500 largest riversthie world has been seriously
drained. "Some of these rivers have been reducadriokle,” warns the United
Nations, which call this "disaster manufacturingeMt Yellow River in China,
some of these great water systems are being sedjéxtsuch exploitation that
often they can not dump their water into the oceamto the sea, which has
serious consequences for the planet. In partighkarconstruction of 20 dams
and 8 on the river Munzur;

have just received from the KHRP concernat camoates the llisu dam, |
publish ‘Sunday 14 March 2010 marks the International DayAofion for
Rivers. The next day, KHRP has organised a denwstrestrin London , as part
of international-led action for the Tigris River fmrotest against the adverse
environmental, social, security and human rightgaets of the ill-conceived
construction plans for the Ilsu dam project in #Hoeast Turkey . The
demonstration on Monday seeks to draw attentiomh& recent decisions of
Turkish Banks AKBANK and Garantibank, to give fgiah support to the
controversial project which continues to negateinational safeguards related
to its construction.

In 2002, British funding for the Ilsu dam collapsevhen its commercial
partners pulled out following relentless public aemess-raising by KHRP and
its partners, believing the practical, legal andvennmental obstacles needed
in order to meet international standards to be ¢weat. In July last year, KHRP
was delighted when European financing for this gcbjagain folded, following
the withdrawal of German, Swiss and Austrian expoedit. Nevertheless, the
Turkish government has failed to address widespreadcerns about the
project’s failure to comply with international lamnd has continued to reiterate
that the dam is one of its top development priesiti

KHRP’s fact-finding mission and research reporta the region have

consistently highlighted the plight of the thousammd people threatened with
displacement and who are at risk of grave impo¥wenisnt through loss of their
homes and livelihoods. Since the majority of tifiecéed people own little or no
land, they would not receive adequate compensaiioraccordance with

international standards. The social, cultural andveEonmental destruction

would also lead to a decline in the regional ecogorm addition, the

construction would severely impact the environmgrgtream and downstream
of the dam, devastating the biodiversity and sgepi®tection for which the
Tigris-Euphrates river system is known to play gn#icant role, and would

severely reduce the flow of water to the downstretates of Iraq and Syria ,
with the potential for exacerbating conflict in tregion.



Now as before, we can make a difference. Please @lpart by joining us in
Monday’s protest in London to once again step upspure to encourage
financers to look at the human rights implicatioofstheir investment and to
help to raise awareness about the project inteovally. Throughout Sunday
and Monday, other similar demonstrations and mestwill be taking place in
provinces in Turkey and across Europe .

‘The proposed dam will flood the ancient town aiskinkeyf—a site dating
more than 12,000 years and last year nominatedJ/dESCO heritage status—
and more than 300 other unexplored archaeologitdaksdisplace up to 85,000
people, mainly Kurds, and will destroy the Tigrigpghrates’ ecosystems,
causing a huge cultural, social and environmentatastrophe’, said Rachel
Bernu, Managing Director of KHRP. ‘The dam’s comstion is of utmost
importance for all of us everywhere who care abeunvironmental justice,
human rights and preserving age-old civilisatioRgase join us on Monday to
highlight the need for this project to take urgsteps to meet international law.’

We are against the dam project Ulsupublish their texts in French
and English but never spoke KHPR of 8 dams builthenMunzur by colonialist
Turkish state. The disappearance of the provinceDefsim KHPR's not
interested. Therefore pure which | characterizeptbigical attitude of KHPR as
regionalist, about Dersim.

Europe-wide initiative against damns Dersim  and Turkey
established! 13/03/2010

Today, we announce that was launcheflurope the "Free Munzur
initiative to life, from Europe to contribute to meaining the unique ecological
Munzurtals and a socio-ecological development inse and against 19 in the
province of Dersim (Tunceli) of the Republic Turkeyoposed dam and
hydroelectric projects are active. In this sensmpbe from Germany, Austria,
France, and Switzerland together. The focus ofviagtwill be to conduct a
campaign against a European contribution to thetru®n BROUGHT
projects in the Kurdish province of Dersim AlawobrRhe larger of the planned
Munzur projects in Dersim and its tributaries canused only with participation
of European companies, which is only for economiofip from realized.
The dam and hydroelectric projects would be implaie@ in environmental,
social and cultural terms for the province of Dersonly have disastrous
consequences and bring no benefit. Dersim stantisib its mountainous
landscape like no other province, with its pristiregure and rich in species. A
major concern of residents is that would be cubgfflams across districts from



each other, with the consequence of further maggaton to the already
economically depressed province of Dersim, whelié dfathe villages during
the civil war in the 90s were forcibly evicted biyet military. Virtually all

residents who were involved in any form, oppose ghgects of the central

government. From an environmental impact assessi(teift) is here no
guestion.

For the official target of energy noWete are many viable alternatives.
Even the hydro projects alone are meaningless &dmnsiness perspective. So
most people Dersim projects regarded as a condgiduected against
themmeans to destroy their identity, nature aneé tgain in the past
hervorgetragene resistance against political an@isojustices.

Free Munzur initiative is related to the respect of Mother Nature, from
the people their need for life resources. Theatiute aims for a development of
Dersim, which puts local residents at the centecarftempt, social injustices
and taken into account the specific culture of tkgion after decades of
promoting assimilation again.

Our initial activities will mark the "1March - International Day of
Action for Rivers to take place "in several Eurapegties, together with the
European llisu campaign Hasankeyf. A major prategbing on 15 March 2010
in Vienna, the headquarters of his company Stra#l@agwhich will most likely
participate in two major projects in Dersim. Thecaad protest will be
conducted in Strasbourg at the headquarters oEthewhich should fulfill its

duty to insist on implementing their own environri@and social criteria in the
EU Beitritskandidatenland Turkey.



All interested people are invited participate in the protests, and
especially the medium and long term activitiesddipipate in our initiative.

World public opinion is aware of the genocide phgsti biological, cultural
perpetrated by the state imperialist Turkish,in ¢facin Dersim and North
Kurdistan. ecological genocide is continuing thdigy that provides for the
destruction of déprtements of Dersim and Kurdisfidme construction of dams
in Kurdistan is an imperialist policy of the Turkigolonial state, supported by
the European imperialist banks, multinational coations. We can summarize
the special department of Dersim to save by holigvaut the imperialist nature
of these projects

“The Turkish state decided to build eight dams dverer Munzur. In coming
days the machines are going to start operatinganvélley, which was declared
as National Park in 1971. The water that givestbféhe valley will strangle it,
when a 125 meter-high wall is built in its fronthd climate balance would no
longer be there as the vallies of Munzur, Mercash RalimUr turned into lakes.
The existing plants and creatures in this vall@s ©o longer survive. Let alone
for the already displaced people to return to théiages, nearly people of a
hundred more villages will be forced to migrateu¥mewly started returning-
back process will be interrapted. None of the gshiave been observed in this



vallies can manage to survive when the very basieelife in Dersim, i.e the
water and mountain, are harmed or degenerated.

Dersim has no industry. Business and service seet@ yet in progress. The
basic economic activity is agriculture (farming, iraal husbandry and
beekeeping). The province has its greatest potemtidghe fields of animal
husbandry, beekeeping and tourism, especially waterd mountain-related
tourism. To overcome the underdevelopment one rmufitst invest in these
sectors, make use of whatever the nature offereevghotecting the nature as it
IS, even making it untouchable. This is the wayt tdavolepment can be
achieved. Besides, this certainly costs far leas tifne dam project. One must
also remember that dams and powerplants have a lweited life whereas
animal husbandry, beekeeping and tourism are a@nstactivities.
In short, the state is mistaken.

The dam project is not what the province needs.

The decision of the Turkish State is a violation:

*of the code of Nature and Environment

*of the UNESCO's convention on the protection @& World's cultural and
natural heritage which is signed by Turkey too

*of the environmental criteria of the European Unito which Turkey wants to
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joinin.

| think the practice of Turkish colonial state pxonsistent with international
law. Turkey and its leaders are not judged forcitimes of génicide Armenians

! By Murat Cano, Lawyer and one of the founding membenf the Watchcommision of the Turkey's Damsand
Cultural Heritage



Greeks, Assyrians cheldaniens and Kiyrdes and tepmr of Jews. The
practice of genocide ecological opposed to thetahg treaties.
First, T he Paris Convention (European Culturale&gnent

“ Considering that the aim of the Council of Eurapéo achieve a greater unity
between its members for the purpose, among otbessfeguarding and
realising the ideals and principles which are thkeimmmon heritage;

Considering that the achievement of this aim wdoddurthered by a greater
understanding of one another among the peoplesipe;

Considering that for these purposes it is desirabteonly to conclude bilateral
cultural conventions between members of the Colmutiblso to pursue a policy
of common action designed to safeguard and enceuhagdevelopment of
European culture;

Having resolved to conclude a general Europearu€ll€Convention designed
to foster among the nationals of all members, dralich other European States
as may accede thereto, the study of the languhggtsry and civilisation of the
others and of the civilisation which is commonher all,

Have agreed as follows:

Each Contracting Party shall take appropriate nreaso safeguard and to
encourage the development of its national contioibuib the common cultural
heritage of Europe.



Each Contracting Party shall, insofar as may bsiptes

encourage the study by its own nationals of thguages, history and
civilisation of the other Contracting Parties amdrg facilities to those Parties to
promote such studies in its territory; and

endeavour to promote the study of its languagamyuages, history and
civilisation in the territory of the other Contrang Parties and grant facilities to
the nationals of those Parties to pursue suchesudiits territory. “

Secondly, *The Barcelona Convention (for the Priocvecof Meditarrian Sea
Agains Pollution)

'‘Pollution' means the introduction by man, directtyndirectly, of substances or
energy into the marine environment resulting inhsdeleterious effects as harm
to living resources, hazards to human health, lamck to marine activities
including fishing, impairment of quality for use e#a water and reduction of
amenities.

third, *The Granada Convention (Convention ForPRmetection of World's
Cultural and Natural Heritage)

*The Bern Convention (European Convention For tredetion of Wild Life

and Living Environment)

While the Convention gives special attention toriked to protect habitats of
endangered and vulnerable species at risk, indudigratory species. All
countries that have signed the Berne Conventiort talus steps to:

that are implemented national policies for consweof flora and fauna and
natural habitats;

take into account the conservation of flora andhéaun their planning policies
and development in their measures against pollution

encourage education and dissemination of gendmahmation regarding the
need to conserve species of flora and fauna amdhhleitats;

encourage and coordinate research related to tipeges of the Convention.
and cooperate to enhance the effectiveness of mesatgaken by:

coordination of efforts to protect migratory spegiand information exchange
and sharing of experience and know-how.

And we believe that the practices of the colontialesin Turkey are opposed to
the Bern Convention

We believe that this practice of the Turkish statepposite to the Vienna
Convention that

Aware of the negative impact that might have on &unealth

and the environment through modification of thereztayer,

Recalling the relevant provisions of the Declamatd the Conference
Nations Conference on Environment and in particptarciple 21, which



it is stated that under the UN Charter and

principles of international law, "States have theeseign right to exploit
their own resources pursuant to their environmeuiacties and their
duty to ensure that activities within their

jurisdiction or control do not cause damage to

the environment of other States or areas beyondnahjurisdiction

According to The Convention's mission: "The conagon and wise use of
wetlands through local, regional and national amérnational cooperation as a
contribution to achieving sustainable developmeoridwide." The Convention
adopts a broad approach to defining wetlands withimission, namely,
marshes and swamps, lakes and rivers, wet grasstartdpeatlands, oases,
estuaries, deltas and extensive tidal marine aleae to shore, mangrove and
coral reefs, not to mention the artificial siteslsas fish ponds, rice fields,
reservoirs and salt marshes.

The wise use concept

Deeply rooted in the philosophy of Ramsar, thetbaesconcept of "wise use".
Wise use of wetlands is defined as: "the mainteaaftheir ecological
characteristics obtained by the implementationcogstem approaches in the
context of sustainable development." Consequetfity;'wise use" is at the heart
of the conservation and sustainable use of wetlandgheir resources for the
benefit of all mankind.



The Turkish state is practicing a policy of gadeg¢ecological, killing Munzur
it kills people Dersim,

BASEL CONVENTION ON THE CONTROL OF TRANSBOUNDARY MOVEMENTS OF HAZARDOUS WASTES AND THEIR
DISPOSAL1 PREAMBLE

The Parties to this Convention, Aware of the risl@mage to human health
and the environment caused by hazardous wastestlagidwastes and the
transboundary movement thereof, Mindful of the grgathreat to human
health and the environment posed by the increasedrgtion and complexity,
and transboundary movement of hazardous wastesthadwastes,

Mindful also that the most effective way of protegthuman

health and the environment from the dangers pogeith wastes is

the reduction of their generation to a minimumemis of quantity

and/or hazard potential,

Convinced that States should take necessary measure

ensure that the management of hazardous wastestsrdvastes

*The Malta/Valetta Convention (European Conventan the Protection of
Archaeological Heritage)

*The environmental agency Convention of Europiamodn

Although Turkey has signed the international coto&s mentioned above and
a number of other protocols, there has always peaslems in their
implementations.
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As a result:

*Turkey has lost the vallies of Euphrates civilisattogether with its sites,
agricultural fields and species, as a consequehite alams and power plant
constructions from Keban to Kargamis

*If the current dam and power plant projects impéeied many other historical
population centres and vallies, such as thosegyisTiFirtina, Munzur, Coruh,
Zap, Cine-Marsias, Bergama-Alionai and others wdnddost either.

In short Turkey has to learn to develope withowtias/ing the cultural heritage.
Otherwise Turkey won't be a land worth to live in.

"_:“i

The point is that, the amount of energy that Turldggte aims to provide from
the eight dams altogether is 362 MW per year, wisamly 09.7 % of the
Turkey's annual energy if the amount for 2000 tak®mnational average . This
amount of energy does not worth to destroy theraand historical inheritance
of the province. Sure, we are in favour of econoda@eelopment. What we are
asking is to adopt a model which combines econdmgicavth with the
preservation of nature. Nothing against patriottem be seen in this opinion.
Water and “The Other” Values in Turkey:

We will either have a country worth to live in tommw or we will have Hell on

earth In modern thought economy and ecology calomger be separated from
one another.
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Economic activity might harm the nature and pollthe environment. This
conditions might even destroy a healthy life. Aade make it difficult.
Construction work that is supposed to aim develogmaght become a tool of
destruction. This is not something that has notnbseen. That is why the
protection of nature and environment is one ofliasic questions of both the
day and the century. We will either have a planettiwto live in tomorrow
or we will have Hell!

It depends on the measures to be taken by thenattenal community and on
the human responsibility. If the planet turned ih&ll it would mean the end of
the human game with water.Since water is the idstis talk a bit about
Turkey's water:

In the region from Middleasia to Balkans, Turkeystiae highest potential in
terms of water. Turkey has some economical, s@tidl strategical aims based
on water. One can understand the logic of this.aBse water has began to
become more precious than oil both in the Middlstiacluding Turkey and in
the world, which brings Turkey face to face witretgreat advantages and
guestions of our century. On international levedréhis not a water-regime
agreed upon by all countries. When taken into ctaration together with the
tecnological backwardness on the use of water resswand the wrong-deeds of
the goverments in their implementations this faotke the water dengerous
either. Following figures shows the importance amdat value of water in
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Turkey: Rain per year is 501 milliar cubic mete861milliar m3 of this turns
into flowing water. Sweet-water potential includingderground water and the
water that flows into Turkey from other countries205 milliar m3.The surface
and underground water usable for various ends & rbilliar m3 per year.
The annual water consumption in Turkey is 39 milti@. Six milliar of this is
supplied by underground water and 26.4 milliar bynd water. 29 milliar m3 of
water is used for irrigation, 5.7 milliar for drimg and other, 4 milyar m3 for
industrial purposes.

The one-third of Turkey's land, i.e. 28.05 millibectare (one hectare is equal
to 10.000 square meters), is cultivable. Only 4.i8ion of this is irrigated
whereas it is possible to bring this figure up 585 million. The water in the
dams is used to irrigate 2.5 mililon ha of the land
The total established power of Turkey's rivers i4.730 MW.
The potential of hydroelectrical energy is  123.040GWh.
Turkey consumes 110.526 GWh electrical energy dlseoénd of the year 1999.
Only 38.000 Gwh of this, i.e. 34.3 %, supplied Ine thydroelectric power
stations. 37 power plants are yet to be built. Thatal established power is
4.190 MW. They will produce 13.578 GWh energy.
Up to now 1135 dams (195 large, 940 small) had lwesstructed in Turkey.
They are all in operation. The construction of #abns, large and small, are still
in progress. 94 more dams and 485 power plantatatlee stage of planning.
The above figures points to the extreme importamcegreat value of the water
in Turkey. There is a great potential to be death Wy the state. But the state
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has only been interested in producing electiciiyppding water for drinking and
irrigation whereas there are “other values®, asdrtgmt as water. By “Other
values | mean human being, nature, environment antlural heritage.
In the agreements that signed under the guidandgNESCO and European
Commision,  “cultural heritage” is being defined asbelow:
“the items or buildings in various fields such asnaments, paintings, caves,
sites, etc that have a rare universal value ingesfrhistory, art and science...”
According to these documents “cultural heritagethis common memory source
of humanity and is “a tool for scientific and histal research®.
The term “archaeological heritage” doesn't onlyarohe work, but findings or
data too, which have been facing danger posed hysteation works.
Destroying these findings means to destroy the ttataugh which we gather
more information and knowledge about the past.
We have the right to assume knowledge and the w@utyansmit these to the
future generations. One cannot acquire or improwemd-historical knowledge
if he or she is denied access to it.

We are living in information age. To be able toquoe new knowledge the data
must be available for everyone. The knowledge cabaseached if information
or data is destroyed. Therefore it is out of the tagharm, damage or pose threat
to the cultural heritage. Every construction wdnkttdestroys cultural heritage
or creates ecological problems by damaging theralahalance is an assault to
the freedom of information and knowledge.
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This kind of activities prevent and damage the huntanscious of living
together in a peaceful manner, threaten the bagintsrwhich are under the
protection of international community.

We have the right to ask protection for these bagiats from the indivudual
states or international community. This is a |egdie demand whatever the
conditions are.

In Turkey the code for the protection of culturatanatural substance accepted
for the first time in 1983, 60 years after the bkshment of the Turkish
Republic. This is called “the Law for the Proteatiof Cultural and Natural
Substance®. Some other laws in this respect wesptad during the later years.
From 1957 to 2000, Turkey has signed up the follgnwagreements, treates,
conventions or protocols:

The fight for freedom Munzur is inseparable frone th
struggle of our nation against the Turkish impédisiae
colonialism and for freedom and inedépendance afsibe
and our country as a whole. The disparistion Mun&ur
identical to the disappearance of our people. Toezeraise
everyone together for the release of Munzur argllthération
is the liberation of our people and our country. ¥émdemn
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the Turkish imperialism and colonialism which Tustki
servants and employees who sold the land of ouovbdl
country.

The struggle for liberation of Munzur is fighting tiberate
our people from jung colonial imperialism Turkish
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