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Course Overview

International Perspectives in Water Resources Management (IPWRM) is a study
abroad program that focuses each year on a country or a world region for an
intensive and in-depth exposure to historical, cultural, social, economic, ethical,
and environmental issues impacting water resources projects to prepare students for
careers in a global marketplace. IPWRM course is on water resources, a subject
that, in today’s world, requires keen appreciation of these aspects of water
problems to design and execute a successful project. Ongoing and future water
resource development projects are subject to worldwide scrutiny, and it is proper
that today’s student, and tomorrow’s water professional have first-hand knowledge
of the realities and complexities of issues that extend well beyond hydraulics,
hydrology and related engineering disciplines. Since 1998, IPWRM has focused
on particular water resources projects in selected world regions, including the
Narmada Valley in India, impact of extreme events in the island nations of Taiwan
& Japan, the Three-Georges Dam in China, emerging international water issues in
Hungary, Poland and Romania, and the Itaipu Dam on the border of Brazil and
Paraguay. Starting in 2005, the course is placed under the International
Association of Hydraulic Engineering and Research’s (IAHR) Engineering
Graduate School Environment Water (EGW) auspices.

Academic Program

The course will start with preparatory lectures by experts on the history, culture,
and water resources projects in Turkey. Lectures will be held on The University of
lowa campus during March - May 2005, but video taped for viewing by off-
campus participants. The course finishes with post-visit written reports by
participants. During the visit abroad, participants will interact with local students
and attend seminars by local experts. The seminars will emphasize the planning,
socio-economic and environmental impacts, rehabilitation programs and problems,
legal, cultural and institutional aspects of water resources projects. Participants
will visit technical, historical, and cultural sites.

Specific Activities Tentatively Planned

The short course is organized by IIHR in cooperation with Middle East Technical
University, Ankara, Turkey. All involved organizations have broad experiences in
water resources related research and education and are active participants in
specialized international organizations.  Activities are planned to encourage
interaction of course participants with local university students. Workshops and
lectures will be held at government agencies with participants from academia and
industry. The technical focus will include field visits to major hydraulic structures
on the Firat (Euphrates) and the Dicle (Tigris) rivers, including large-scale flood
prevention and mitigation projects and hydro-power plants; irrigation systems in
Harran (or South-eastern Anatolia) ; mitigation projects for water land protection
in Zeugma; and water treatment plants, maritime ports. In addition, cultural and



historical tours of various sites are planned in Ankara, Istanbul, and South-East
Turkey. Other unique sites that will be visited include Bosphorus and Grand
Bazaar.

Eligibility

The course is directed to seniors and graduate students who wish to become
engineers, economists, planners, legal and management specialists, and
environmental, social and political scientists. It is also suitable for professionals
and young faculty members working in these fields. The course provides
preparation for the increasingly international scope of practice and service in water
resources planning and management.

Academic recognition

All course participants will receive a participation certificate with the description of
the course program and activities. Each participant can earn 0 - 3 semester hours of
credit (0-3 in the ECTS system) depending on agreement with the instructors
regarding assignments and methods of evaluating student’s work.

Course Instructors

Dr. Marian Muste, IIHR-Hydroscience & Engineering, The University of lowa
Dr. V.C. Patel, IIHR-Hydroscience & Engineering, The University of lowa
Dr. Larry Weber, IIHR-Hydroscience & Engineering, The University of lowa
Dr. Dogan Altinbilek, Middle East Technical University, Turkey

External experts from Turkish government, academia, and industry.

Cost

The estimated cost for the short course is $1,450, including fees, lodging, meals
and travel within Turkey, and all educational and administrative costs.
Participants are expected to obtain the appropriate travel visa and pay for their
travel to and from Turkey. Estimated costs for round-trip airfare for Cedar Rapids
to Istanbul and Frankfurt to Istanbul are $850 and $450, respectively. Participants
may apply for financial aid from IIHR and from the University of lowa’s Office
for Study Abroad (Ul students only) at http:/international.uiowa.edu/study-
abroad Available financial aid will be distributed within two weeks of February
28, 2005.

Application Procedure and Deadline

Completed applications must reach The University of lowa’s Office for Study
Abroad by February 28, 2005. The application includes the application
form, available from OFSA, the most current transcript of grades, a letter of
recommendation and a non-refundable application fee of $35. As the number of
participants is limited and applications will be reviewed as they are received, early
application is encouraged.

Send completed application and requests for further information to
Office for Study Abroad
28 International Center
The University of lowa
lowa City |A 52242
Phone: (319) 335-0353; Fax: (319) 335-0343
e-mail: study-abroad@uiowa.edu
http://international.uiowa.edu/study-abroad

Course website

The latest information on the course can be accessed on the internet
at: http://www.iihr.uiowa.edu/education/international-perspectives/ . If you
need further information, please contact the course organizer Ceyda
Polatel.

IAHR-EGW Activity

The Engineering Graduate School Environment Water (EGW) of the International
Association of Hydraulic Engineering and Research (IAHR) is a network of
institutions offering high academic level courses in water and sustainable
development areas. Initiated in Europe as a pilot project of the IAHR Section on
Education and Professional Development, the School extended its activities to non-
European members/universities at the beginning of 2004 to reflect the ongoing
globalization in continuing education.  The present course is among the first
activities that expand the scope of IAHR-EGW at global scale. IAHR-EGW
activities (short courses, summer schools, professional development workshops)
are dedicated to graduate students, post-graduates, and professionals. The
objectives and scope of IAHR-EGW and the complete course calendar may be
found on www.iihr.uiowa.edu/education/international-perspectives/.

The University of lowa reserves the right to change without notice any statement in this flyer
concerning, but not limited to, policies, tuition, fees, dates and courses. The University of lowa
does not discriminate in its educational programs and activities on the basis of race, national
origin, color, religion, sex, age, disability or veteran status. The university also affirms its
commitment to providing equal opportunities and equal access to university facilities without
reference to affectional or associational preference. For additional information on
nondiscrimination policies, contact the Coordinator of Title 1X and Section 504, and the ADA in
the Office of Affirmative Action, telephone (319) 335-0705, The University of lowa, 202 Jessup
Hall, lowa City IA 52242-1316.
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International Perspectives
In Water Resources Management

International Perspectives in Water Resources Management is a study
abroad program that offers intensive and in-depth exposure to students
about issues impacting water resources. Each year, the program
focuses on a different world region, preparing students for careers in a
global marketplace. The course in Turkey was organized by IIHR in
cooperation with Middle East Technical University, Ankara, Turkey. The
2005 course was included in the International Association of Hydraulic
Engineering and Research's (IAHR) Engineering Graduate School
Environment Water (EGW) series.
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2. Financial Issues
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ISKI Presentation

M.Tevfik GOKSU ISKI Deputy General Manager

The History of Water
Management in Istanbul
is Comprised of Five
Main Periods

The Roman Period

lhe Byzantine Pericd

The Ottoman Period
: The Companies Period

The Istanbul Water
Administration Period
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The five main water supply
and distribution systems
built during the Ottoman

Empire were:

The Halkali Waters

The Kirkgesme Waters




The Uskidar waters

The Taksim Waters

The Hamidiye Waters
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Egyptian Obelisk _

This column was erected by the
Pharaoh Thutmosis III in 1500 BC
and brought from Egypt to
Constantinople in the 4th century
by the Emperor Theodosius I. At
that time, the base was carved with
depictions of the life of Theodosius,
Byzantine chariot races, and war
victories [7]. The column however
is broken and is probably only one
third of its original height [8]







oy

International Perspectives in '}Uater ‘Rescurces Management

gstanbul

I 4 ""'3..['!
i )
\ 7 /
e e







International Perspectives in '}Uater ‘Resources Management

gstanbul







RN e Vi

International Perspectives in '}Uater ‘Rescurces Management

ﬂnkara







International Perspectives in '}Uater ‘Resources Management

.-j
\Sanliurfa

&)







International Perspectives in '}Uater ‘Resources Management

C+

Jenna Kusmierek

Jaime Nivala

Zach Brownson

Joseph Daraio

Michael Cloos

Brady McDaniel

Benjamin Fennelly

Milenka Sojachenski Pantoja

Heather Cross
Ryan Toughter

Yudai Tadaki




TURKEY AND WATER RESOURCES MANAGENMENT
By Heat her Cross
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Executive Summary

Turkey is located in the Middle East near Syria and
Irag. It is the only country located in both Europe and
Asia and is the gateway to Europe from Asia. Turkey is
bordered by the Black Sea, Aegean Sea, and the
Mediterranean. The Tigris and Euphrates rivers originate
in Turkey.

Many different civilizations of people have lived in
Turkey throughout the ages. The Hittites, Greeks, Romans,
and Turks are some of the key civilizations. Istanbul was
the second capital of the Roman Empire, the capital of the
East Roman Empire, and the capital of the Ottoman Empire.
Turkey became a republic at the end of World War I. The
first president of Turkey was Mustafa Kemal, who adopted
the name “Ataturk,” or Father of the Turks.

The original Turkish people were from Central and East
Asia. They had a unique culture and dialect. They were
forced to move westward by invading Mongols and settled for
a time in the areas of present day Iraq and Iran. When
they were settled in these areas, they adopted the religion
of Islam. When they first entered Turkey, they brought
their language and religion to the people there. The Turks
of today are descendents of these original Turks from East
Asia.

There have always been issues with water supply in
Turkey because of the harsh climates in the desert regions
and the tremendous populations of the cities. Various
empires have dealt with the water management in different
ways throughout the ages. There has always been an issue
of keeping the infrastructure of Turkey updated. The
struggle of the rulers of Istanbul to supply water to the
ever-growing population is an excellent example of how
water resources management affects the people of Turkey.
The GAP Project in Southeast Anatolia is an example how
water management practices are being used to improve the
lives of people in the arid desert region.

Heather Cross
IPWRM, 2005
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Water resources management has affected the quality of
life for people in Turkey since the beginning of the
civilization. Some of the most important factors that have
influenced water management throughout the ages are related
to the geography, history, and culture of Turkey. It is
important to understand these aspects of Turkish life in
order to understand the importance of water resources. The
history of water in Istanbul demonstrates how governments
throughout history have dealt with changing times and
booming populations. The Southeastern Anatolia (or GAP)
project is a demonstration of how water can be used to
benefit people and give them a sustainable life for
centuries to come.

Geogr aphy

Turkey is the only country in the world that is
located on two continents, Europe and Asia. The European
side of Turkey is called Thrace and includes part of the
city of Istanbul and the city of Edirne. Thrace occupies
less than five percent of Turkey's 779,452 square
kilometers. The Asian side of Turkey is called Anatolia,
from the Greek word for east. Anatolia is bordered by all
natural land barriers. The Black Sea lies to the north,
the Aegean Sea is to the west, the Mediterranean Sea is to
the south and there is a formidable mountain range to the
east. The eastern mountain ranges are not the only
mountains in Turkey, in fact, less than ten percent of the
country is flat. The Anatolian Plateau is bordered by the
Pontic Mountains in the north and the Toros (Taurus)
Mountains in the South. Both of these mountain chains join
the eastern mountain chain, practically surrounding the
plateau. The countries surrounding Turkey are; Greece and
Bulgaria on the west, Iran and the former Soviet Union to
the East, and Irag and Syria to the south, the northern
border is completely occupied by the Black Sea (Cook,
1994).

Geographic Regions

Turkey has four distinct regions; the Black Sea
Region, the Aegean Region, the Mediterranean Region, and
the Anatolian Region. The Black Sea Region is the thin

Heather Cross
IPWRM, 2005



strip of land between the Black Sea and the Pontic
Mountains. This area is relatively secluded due to its
geography. The main industries of the Black Sea Region are
fishing and wood products. The Aegean Region is the
portion of the country that borders the Aegean coast. This

is the most advanced area of Turkey. It has a major
tourist industry due to its warm climate, beautiful
beaches, and the vast collection of remains from the
ancient empires. The Mediterranean Region is the entire
Mediterranean coast of Turkey, stretching all the way to
the border of Syria. The region is mostly mountainous,
with some accessibility to beaches. Antalya is a popular
beach area in the Mediterranean Region. The Anatolian
Region is the center of Turkey, it has no coastline. The
Anatolian Region is subdivided into smaller regions. The
central portion of the region is desert and grassland with

hot summers and freezing winters. The South is
characterized by lakes between mountains. The Southeast is
desert land. The Tigris and Euphrates rivers both run
through Southeast Anatolia. The East of Anatolia is
mountainous and it is the most sparsely populated area of
Turkey (Sheehan, 1993).

Climate

There are three distinct climatic regions in Turkey;
Irano-Turanian, Euro-Siberian, and Mediterranean. Central
Anatolia is the Irano-Turanian climatic region. As stated
previously, the area experiences very hot summers, and very
cold winters. In fact, the winters are so extreme, that
snow cover can last up to 120 days and temperatures may
fall to -105 degrees Fahrenheit. The Black Sea Region and
the Aegean region have Euro-Siberian climates.
Temperatures in these areas are very mild, but can be very
wet in the winter. This Euro-Siberian climate supports
European-style deciduous forests that are found throughout
the area. The rest of Turkey is a Mediterranean climate.

The coastal areas have more lush vegetation than the
deserts to the south and to the east, but the common factor

is the extreme hot temperatures experienced in the summer
months. It is not uncommon for temperatures in the
Mediterranean region to reach 115 degrees Fahrenheit in the
summer (Darke, 1997).

Heather Cross
IPWRM, 2005



Surface Features

In the evolution of Turkey, there have been many
earthquakes and volcanic eruptions. This is how its
mountains, lakes, and important water passages were formed.
The Dardanelles, Bosporus, and even the Black Sea were
formed by earthquakes. Much of the geology of Turkey is
volcanic rock. Although there are no more active volcanoes
in Turkey, earthquakes are still a problem.

Two large and important rivers find their origins in
the mountains of Turkey. These are the Tigris (Dicle) and
Euphrates (Firat) Rivers. Turkey and its neighboring
countries rely on these rivers as a water supply and power
source. These rivers play a significant role in water
resources management, not only in Turkey, but in Syria and
Iraq as well (Cook, 1994).

Hi story

The Hittites and Lydia

The Hittites were the first civilization of record in
Turkey. They were a fairly advanced civilization with a
few appearances in the recorded history of ancient Egypt.
The Hittites lived in Turkey from 1700 BC -1200 BC. The
end of their civilization came when they were overtaken by
invading tribes from the west. From the end of the
Hittites rule until 546 BC, many small states appeared to
have control over Turkey. Very few of these small states
were notable, except the last one, called Lydia.

From 900 BC-700 BC, many Greek colonies were forming
along the Aegean coast. It is a testament to the power of
Lydia that its rulers were able to reign over these Greek
colonies. However, this power proved to be Lydia’s
downfall. When the Persians learned of the power and
wealth of Lydia, they conquered it, bringing Turkey under
the rule of the Persian Empire in 546 BC (Sheehan, 1993).

The Persians and Alexander

The Persian Empire was a very oppressive governing
body that ruled over Turkey until the time of Alexander the
Great. Alexander was on a mission to free western

Heather Cross
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countries from eastern rulers and establish them as
independent states under Greek rule.  This period of
history is called the Hellenistic age. Alexander the Great
freed Turkey from the rule of the Persian Empire in 334 BC.

The time of Greek rule over Turkey was relatively
peaceful. The Greeks colonists that had been driven out of
Turkey by the Persians returned to the Aegean coast. A new
foundation was laid for the administration of Turkey and
the future city of Istanbul was named Byzantium by
Alexander the Great (Sheehan, 1993).

The Romans

By 133 BC, Greek rule in Turkey had transferred to
Roman rule. Christianity was spread as the official
religion of the Roman Empire and was adopted by most of the
population. Christianity was the first widespread religion
in Turkey.

In 330 AD, the emperor Constantine chose Byzantium as
the capital of the eastern portion of the Roman Empire.
This made it the second capital, with Rome being the first.
Constantine renamed the new capital, Constantinople, after
himself.

Although Rome fell in 476 AD, the eastern portion of
the empire, located on the Asian continent, continued to
thrive. Constantinople effectively became the only capital
of the remaining empire, called the Byzantine (East Roman)
Empire. Although the rule of the Byzantine Empire did not
end until the thirteenth century, a majority of Turkey was
lost to another power in the eleventh century.

In 1071, Turkish tribes from central Asia defeated the
Byzantines in Anatolia. This marked the arrival of the
first Turks in Turkey. These people had been forced west
by invading Mongols. During their westward movement, they
had settled temporarily in Persia, Syria, and Iraq. It was
in these countries that the Turks adopted the Islamic
religion, and when they came to Anatolia, they brought
Islam to the area. These first Turks were called the
Seljuk Turks. The Seljuk Turks controlled Anatolia,
leaving only the Aegean coast and Constantinople under the
rule of the Byzantine Empire.

Heather Cross
IPWRM, 2005



The rule of the Romans in Turkey came to an end in the
thirteenth century, near the time of the end of the Seljuk
Turks. The Seljuk Turks fell to invading Mongols, while
the Byzantine Empire fell during one of the crusades.
Strangely enough, the Seljuk Turks were the target of the
original crusades, yet it was their enemies the Byzantines
who fell in their place (Sheehan, 1993).

The Ottoman Empire

After the fall of the Seljuk Turks and the Byzantine
Empire, there was no significant ruler for a few decades.
The Turks were broken up into smaller tribes spread around
Anatolia. It was out of one of these scattered tribes that
a significant force began to grow. A particular tribe,
calling itself the Ottoman Turks, began to gather forces
and influence in 1288. This new empire grew to great power
between 1288 and 1529, controlling North Africa, Turkey,
Iraq, and large pieces of Eastern Europe. Constantinople
fell to the Ottoman Turks in 1453 and was given the name of
Istanbul. The Ottoman Empire experienced the first step
toward its decline in 1529 when it was unable to capture
Vienna. In 1683, westward expansion was stopped once again
and the territory of Hungary was lost. This marked the
decline of the Ottoman Empire. Finally, after over 600
years of rule, the Empire took the side of Germany in World
War |, which led to its end in 1918 (Sheehan, 1993).

Ataturk

The hero of World War | for the Ottoman Empire was a
colonel in the army named Mustafa Kemal. Turkey was
marched on two times at the end of World War |, and both
times it was Mustafa Kemal who led the resistance. At the
end of the war, the Ottoman Empire was forced to sign over
a great portion of its land. The only parts of the Empire
that were retained by the Ottomans were Anatolia and
Istanbul. These two areas comprise modern Turkey. Mustafa
Kemal led a campaign to abolish the sultanate. He became
the first president of the Republic of Turkey in 1923. He
adopted the name Ataturk, meaning “Father of the Turks.”
Ataturk made many reforms to Turkey to bring the country
into sync with the western world, in order for Turkey to be
able to compete in a global marketplace and to improve the

Heather Cross
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lives of its people. There were many important reforms
that Ataturk made; a few of the key reforms were the
separation of the government from Islam, a language
purification process and adoption of the western alphabet,
and the establishment of women'’s rights.

Ataturk encouraged the Turkish people to embrace being
Turks and to embrace the country of Turkey. He established
a feeling of nationalism that had never been inspired
before. Turkey was a cultural melting pot and it was
rarely unified as one state throughout its history. It was
more often divided into two or more states, or was part of
a much larger empire. Ataturk united Anatolia and
Istanbul, two areas that were historically separated, to
form the Republic of Turkey and established a sense of
national pride that is unrivaled throughout the world.
This is one of Ataturk’s greatest achievements (Sheehan,
1993).

Cul ture
The Turks

The Turks originated from the Mongolian steppes
stretching from the Caspian Sea to Mongolia. They
possessed a unique culture and spoke their own Turkish
language. They were driven out of Central Asia by invading
Mongols and came to the Middle East in search of land and
food. For a time, these tribes settled in Persia, Syria,
and Iraq, it was in these countries that the Turks adopted
the Islamic religion. When their westward journey brought
the Turks to Anatolia, they were a relatively small group
of settlers compared to the natives that were already there
(Sheehan, 1993).

Before the arrival of the Turks, there had been many
different ethnicities settled in Anatolia. All of these
ethnicities were well mixed by the time to Turks came. The
native Anatolians were a mix of Hittites, Greeks, Persians,
Romans, Celts, Jews, and Armenians. They were almost
entirely Christian and spoke either Armenian or Greek. It
is a wonder of history that a small group of Turkish
settlers were able to transform an entire population of
Greek (or Armenian) speaking Christians into a Turkish
speaking Moslem population. The Turks did not force change

Heather Cross
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and they did not expel other minorities, they simply
assimilated with the people of Anatolia. Instead of being
lost in the mix with other minorities that had come to the
area, the Turks managed to spread their culture and produce
an entire nation of Turks (Darke, 1997).

The Kurds

Although Turkish people can trace their heritage back
to several different ethnic groups, and have different
facial features depending on their region of origin, they
have a common language, history, and nation that unite them
all as Turks. There is only one significant ethnic group
in Turkey, who do not speak the Turkish language or
identify with the Turkish state, these are the Kurds.

The Kurds came to Anatolia in the seventh century, AD.
They originated from a nomadic people located in central
Asia. During the Ottoman Empire, they occupied a
mountainous area located in present day Turkey, Iraq, and
Syria, known as Kurdistan.

The end of World War | left the Kurds without a
homeland, even though a treaty had been signed to establish
an independent Kurdistan. Ever since that time, the Kurds
have been trying to gain a state. There have been several
uprisings for an independent Kurdistan. The source of
problems in Turkey has been the guerilla organization
called the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK). This group has
used violent tactics in its quest for autonomy.

Kurds have not always been accepted as a separate
ethnicity by the Turkish government. Their language has,
at times, been called a dialect of Turkish. The word
Kurdish has often been replaced with “Eastern Turks” or
“Mountain Turks.” In more recent times, more thought has
been given to the plight of the Kurds and their livelihood.

It is the hope of the Turkish government, that by providing
irrigation to Southeast Anatolia, Kurds will be able to
make a better living and that the prosperity of Southeast
Turkey will grow. This will hopefully provide an
acceptable life for Kurdish people within Turkey and curb
the swelling migration of rural people into the cities
(Sheehan, 1993).
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Wat er Resour ces Managenent in |stanbul

For centuries, Istanbul has been one of the most
important cities in Turkey. As Constantinople, it was the
second capital of the Roman Empire and the only capital of
the Byzantine Empire. After the fall of the Romans,
Istanbul became the capital of the Ottoman Empire. Today
it is a city of 15 million people. The population has been
growing for centuries and the infrastructure has changed
many times throughout the various empires. Istanbul has
always been a challenge to the management of water
resources. From delivery, to storage, to treatment, the
water resources story of Istanbul is an important one.
Water has shaped Istanbul and its people. The following
verse is an illustration of the significance of Istanbul
and water:

“Istanbul...The capital city shaped by water and
faith...Istanbul...An  unequalled collection of cultures,
bearing signs of all the beauties of the world cities.
Istanbul...The cradle of civilizations, with a constantly
gleaming face of newly established cities, alive as if
breathing all through the existence of the earth, and
fertle so as to show off its greatness...Istanbul...The
intersection of the East and the West, of the North and the
South; the meeting point of Asia and Europe; the juncture
of the different societies, cultures, beliefs and
civilizations...Istanbul...The city that has preserved its
characteristic of being a cultural, political, military and
commercial centre of attraction, with the Bosporus the
marvel of nature, with the estuary known as the Golden
Horn; the city, the mostly precious heritage of an
exceptional geographical setting among the world cities
with its water and with its soil, of the seven hills and
the seven streams; the dream city of the future...Istanbul...A
city of water, a beauty of water. The unequalled harmony
of history, that has given way to the establishment of a
civilization, on a path shaped by water with its glamorous
roar... (ISKI, 2003)”

The Romans and Water

Previous to the Roman Empire, the people of Istanbul
were using underground wells, small springs, and
underground reservoirs for water supply. When Istanbul
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(then called Byzantium) became part of the Roman Empire,
the population began to swell, and the old water systems
could not support the new demand. A new water supply was
needed for the city. The first transmission line into
Byzantium was commissioned by the Emperor Hadrian in the
second century. The pipe stretched from the west of
Istanbul. This transmission line solved the current water
supply problem and Byzantium began to build popularity as
an urban area.

Byzantium was renamed Constantinople by the Emperor
Constantine in the fourth century and it became the second
capital of the Roman Empire. The population of the new
capital continued to swell. It was around this time that
another water shortage was experienced by the people of
Constantinople. Constantine commissioned the city’s second
transmission line to be built extending from the northwest
direction. Once again, the city had ample water supply.

The response to growth continued in this way
throughout the Roman Empire. The city grew steadily
throughout the ages, and whenever a water shortage was
experienced, a transmission line was built. The successor
of Constantine, Emperor Valens, completed a third conduit
and his successor, Theodosius, brought a fourth line to the
city. Whenever new water was brought into the city, the
population would grow in proportion to the amount of water
available. There was potential that this pattern of
building lines in response to population growth would
continue indefinitely throughout time, however, history
changed the way in which the government would be able to
respond to water needs (ISKI, 2003).

The Byzantines and Water

When Rome fell, Constantinople became the sole capital
of the Byzantine Empire. The capital was under attack from
many different forces during this time, and parts of the
transmission lines were destroyed during attacks on the
city. It was no longer possible to use or build
transmission lines into the city. It was necessary to find
alternate means of supplying water. The solution was to
store water in reservoirs within the city walls.
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Open and closed reservoirs were built to store the
city’'s water. 800,000 cubic meters were stored in three
open reservoirs and 200,000 cubic meters were stored in
cisterns, or closed reservoirs. The need for water was so
great that some households built makeshift cisterns out of
their basements. The water quality in the still storage
basins was not nearly as high as that coming from the
transmission lines, but there were no other options at that
point in time. Constantinople was in major decline, and it
was unknown what would save its people from the serious
lack of water (ISKI, 2003).

The Ottomans and Water

When the city fell to the Ottomans, the water was let
loose from the storage basins and used to water gardens and
grow flowers. The entire city turned green with foliage.
This was a sign of conquest and signified the good times to
come. The first order of business for Mehmed the Conqueror
was to restore flowing water to the city. Invaders were no
longer attacking the transmission lines, so those that had
been built by the Romans were repaired, rebuilt, extended,
and enlarged. New lines were built throughout the reign of
the empire to keep up with the booming population of
Istanbul.

It is clear that an adequate and consumable water
supply was essential to the survival of Istanbul’'s people
and to the success of its rulers. Water was highly
integrated into the day to day life of the people. The
waters of Istanbul were believed to be very special waters
with medicinal uses and the fountains throughout the city
were an essential part of religion and culture. The
fountains of Istanbul were a major part of the character of
the city. Without water, the fountains were merely
ornaments and lost their importance. In this way, water
was essential to the character, religion, and culture of
the city. There were 1,553 fountains built during the
reign of the Ottoman Empire. Water flowed freely
throughout the entire city.

Had time not progressed, this type of water resources
management practices may have provided water for Istanbul
until the end of time, but with the advance of time and
technology, the old ways become inadequate and
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civilization must look at new ways of managing its
infrastructure. By 1869, Istanbul was in need of water
again. Not only had the population outgrown the current
water supply, but multi-story buildings were beginning to
become common. In order to supply water for multi-story
structures, pressurized water was needed.

In order to update the water system to provide
pressurized water, the government hired foreign companies.
The companies were charged with the task of using springs,
aquifers, and surface waters to provide new supplies of
treated, pressurized water for the city. The changes that
were set forth by the private companies deprived the
citizens of Istanbul of water, even though there had been
water before. Things only got worse while these companies
controlled the water. Istanbul suffered a severe water
shortage at the end of the Ottoman Empire due to the
misconduct of these foreign contractors. The future of the
water was uncertain during the transition from the Ottoman
Empire to the Republic (ISKI, 2003).

The Republic and Water

In 1937, the control of the nation’s water was turned
over to the authority of the Istanbul Board of Waterworks.
The board made many updates and improvements to the water
supply system, but their efforts were not enough to provide
for the cities growing population. The population was once
again growing in proportion to new water supply. The Board
could not provide for the industrialization and
urbanization of Istanbul. In 1994, a new organization,
called ISKI, took responsibility for the water problem.

It was the goal of ISKI to return Istanbul to the city
of water that it had once been. They completed a master
plan projected out to the year 2040 for the management of
the city’s water. Water supply improved dramatically in
the nine years between 1994 and 2003. The water supply was
larger than it had been in any previous years and dramatic
improvements were made to the city infrastructure.

One of the first tasks of ISKI was to determine the
amount of useable water supply in and around Istanbul and
find ways to dramatically increase the water supply. Very
quickly they added underground water treatment and new
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wells to increase the amount of available water in the
interim. After water supplies had been increased for the
short term, work began to provide larger quantities of
water for the long run. Seven dams were built on seven
creeks to provide water for Istanbul. This was all
completed in less than nine years.

Giant steel transmission lines were put in place to
convey water to Istanbul. These were the first steel lines
to be placed in Turkey. All pipes of the ancient empires
had been earthenware. The new lines are at least twenty
kilometers long and convey raw water to treatment plants
where the water is made potable. Water treatment was a
relatively new problem for Istanbul. The original water
came from untouched sources in forests and springs. In
later time, water had grown so scarce that quality was a
secondary issue. Raw water quality was at a low that had
never been experienced before. Old water treatment systems
were obsolete and had to be rebuilt. Many new treatment
plants had to be built to treat the increased water supply.

Today, Istanbul is once again a city with water. The
efforts of ISKI have resulted in returning a reliable
potable water supply to the city and major renovations will
continue into 2040 to make room for future systems, and
restore the water resources of the past. Istanbul has
grown to an amazing fifteen million people. The water
quality is such that the water can be drunk from the tap
and the taps always flow. The infrastructure of Turkey has
been saved and its great people will be able to flourish
for generations to come (ISKI, 2003).

Wat er Resource Managenent in the Southeastern
Regi on

Water resources management is not just an important
topic in the highly populated cities of Turkey. In
Southeast Anatolia water management is being used to help
advance the economy of the area. Since the late 1970’s,
Turkey has been working on a project called the
Southeastern Anatolia (or GAP) project. This project will
provide irrigation for a large portion of Anatolia and
hydroelectric power equal to half of the countries current
demand. This project will dramatically change the lives of
the people who live in Southeastern Anatolia. It is an
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excellent example of how water resources management can
shape peoples lives.

The GAP Project

The GAP Project is the Ilargest-scale regional
development project ever undertaken by the government of
Turkey.  The project has thirteen components, which are
primarily for the production of hydroelectric power and
irrigation.  The expected outcome of the project is to
develop the land of Southeast Anatolia for agriculture and
provide economic prosperity for the people who live there,
while providing hydroelectric power for the entire country.

During the entire course of the project, 22 dams will
be built on the Tigris and Euphrates rivers along with 19
hydroelectric plants. The total power capacity of the full
development of the project is approximately 27 billion kWh
of electricity each year. The full area of irrigation is
1.7 million hectares.

The cornerstone of the project is the Ataturk Dam.
The Ataturk Dam is the largest dam in Turkey and it is the
sixth largest dam in the world. It is a rock-filled dam
capable of producing 2400 MW of energy. The Ataturk Dam is
the third dam to be completed along the Euphrates River
(DSI, 2003).

Life of the Kurds

Southeast Anatolia has a large Kurdish population.
The farmers of the area are primarily Kurdish. If the
primary purpose of the GAP project is to provide
electricity and more agricultural lands for Turkey, than it
is the secondary purpose to give economic prosperity to the
Kurds. Political reasons for this are to decrease the
amount of rural citizens moving into the cities each year,
and to assimilate the Kurds with the rest of Turkey.

Irrigation  waters have already reached parts of
Southeast Anatolia, and the results have been an increase
in the average household income of the farmers. Families
no longer have to farm all year long in order to make ends
meet, and they are finding themselves with a small amount
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of expendable income to spend on things like household
appliances.

One drawback of the GAP project is that many families
have had to be relocated in order to make room for the
project. The role of feudal landlords has also increased.
These people seem to be reaping most of the benefits of
economic prosperity, however, the farmers are happy because
they have more than they have had before, and that seems to
be good enough. It is unclear what will happen to the role
of small family farmers when the project is complete. It
is likely that they will be growing fruits and vegetables
on small plots of land, while a large quantity of the newly
irrigated land will be for large scale farmers to raise
cereal grains and cotton.

The women of the family are being taught how to
contribute to their family incomes via social programs
sponsored by the government. They are being taught how to
start small business, like day care centers. It is not
only the goal of these social programs to help women earn a
living, but to modernize the Kurdish ideas of women'’s role
in the world. It may be too early to tell how effective
these programs are.

The role of children is also being considered during
the course of the GAP Project. Currently there are many
children pan handling in order to make money for the
family. Ultimately, it would be ideal for children to go
to school while parents provide the entire family income.

Environmental Impacts

The full scope of the environmental impacts of the GAP
project seems to be unknown. There have been concerns
raised about water quality, but on the topic of dams, there
are many additional concerns that must be dealt with.
During the first phase of irrigation, salinity and high
water table problems began to persist; these can be
expected to worsen as more of the project components come
online. Effects of the project on channel geometry and
flora and fauna are still unknown.

Downstream Neighbors
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Although the GAP project is great for the economy of
Turkey, Syria and Irag have been less than enthusiastic at
various stages. The origins of the Tigris and Euphrates
are in Turkey, which means Turkey has primary control of
the water flowing into Syria and Irag. Neither of the

downstream neighbors were pleased when the Euphrates was

turned off for a month in order to fill the Ataturk

Reservoir. It has been projected that when all of the dams
are completed, Turkey will release thirty percent less
water than it did previously. This has Irag and Syria
concerned about a possible water deficit.

Water quality is also a potential problem for Turkey’s
neighbors. The water used for irrigation will undoubtedly
contain soil and agricultural chemicals. This water will
drain back into the rivers and these wastes will be carried
downstream to Syria and Iraq. These countries will not be
thrilled to accept polluted water. The countries have
already met together to discuss these issues. Hopefully a
balance will be struck that will be acceptable to all
parties and peace will remain intact between the three
countries.

Concl usi on

Turkey’s unique landscape and ancient history have
shaped it into the country that it is today. All through
the ages, there has been a question of water. The advances
made by ISKI in the twenty-first century have saved
Turkey’s infrastructure for future generations. The GAP
project will transform Southeast Anatolia into an area of
economic prosperity. The Turkey of today is different than
the Turkey of yesterday and tomorrow. All through these
changes there has been water. Turkey is a country of
water, in a region of the world where water is very
valuable. It is through the management of water that
Turkey will prosper economically and earn its place in the
western world.
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Hydraulics Study Abroad
A look into the Motivation of American Students Studying Abroad
Brady James McDaniel
Benjamin Thomas Fennelly
Milenka Sojachenski Pantoja

This study looks at the motivation of American students to travel abroad. The
specific subset of students studied was the participants of the International Perspectives
in Water Resources Management program. The International Perspectives in Water
Resources Management (IPWRM) course looks into the specific water resources issues
of a particular region in an annual short course planned by the IIHR-Hydroscience and
Engineering department of The University of lowa. This year’s course looked into
Turkey with a concentration on the GAP project affecting the Anatolia region during the
span of two weeks at the end of May 2005. This survey looks at what factors makes
certain students want to participate in traveling abroad for such a trip compared to their
fellow students. The concerns and factors that are used in the decision process such as
time, money, safety and motivation are examined. The driving factors for studying
abroad are examined such as experience, cultural diversity, site seeing, globalize work
force, and break from everyday life are ranked and compared. A sample group of
American student of similar academic standing and research interests were sampled and
contrasted to the participants of the trip on these issues.

In general, the group’s motivations for travelling abroad were to experience and
to learn first hand about other cultures, about water resources issues in other countries
(being of interest for future work options), to gain a perspective of the people outside of
the United States, and to gain a deeper understanding of international environmental and
social issues.

Some from the group had travelled abroad before and the ones who didn’t listed
reasons such as time or money constraints, but the whole group agreed that it is really
important for a student to travel abroad. It was thought that travelling provides students
with a broader perspective of life and gives a personal perspective of how one’s culture
is viewed from outside. It was mentioned that people in the U.S. are relatively isolated
from the rest of the world and that travelling abroad is a good opportunity to break that.
Understanding other people brings tolerance and respect for others. Experiencing the
outside world and expanding horizons is necessary for growth of ideas, insight, and
knowledge. It is a unique way to learn about other people, places, and ourselves and our
own cultures because it helps to broaden our minds.

Before travelling the main concern for the persons travelling were financial
constraints, then time and last was safety. The breakdown for the rankings is given
below in Figures 1 and 2.
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The driving factors for students travelling abroad were in order, to gain
experience, cultural diversity, followed by a tie for 3" between site seeing and global
workforce, with a break from every day’s life coming in last. The graphical breakdown
is given below in Figure 3.

Figure 3
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After the trip everybody responded saying that they had learned a lot about
Turkey, the Turkish culture, an understanding of the way the Turkish people use their
water resources, and how the need for water affects the development of a society. An
insight into the lives and places that affect and are affected by the GAP project was also
taken into consideration. Another thing mentioned was the gain of a new perspective on
American culture viewed from outside the U.S. and how the world outside the U.S.
differs. For all of the participants involved, his or her motivations were satisfied and
there is a clear willingness to continue travelling abroad after the experience.
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The participants in the study were asked to give their reflections on their host
and home country after the trip to see how the trip affected them. In general what the
group learned about the host country was that it is very welcoming to guests, and that
the people of Turkey are very hospitable, friendly, and gracious people. The group
became educated on how diverse the Republic of Turkey is with the different cultures
that have passed through Turkey and its long and rich history with multiple historic
civilizations and kingdoms. Because of these aforementioned reasons, the people of
Turkey are extremely proud of their homeland.

The group mentioned some things they learned about their home country that
were both positive and negative. It was a consensus that in the U.S., people take a lot of
things they have for granted. These included the health care and sanitation systems. It
was also interesting to see how little religion has an influence on the U.S. compared to a
country like Turkey.

To review and test the results from the surveys given to those who traveled, a
sample survey consisting of the same questions as the pre-travel survey was given to
students of the same background and age who didn’t participate in the IPWRM trip to
Turkey.

When faced with the question, “Which are of a concern, or are limiting factors in
your decision to travel abroad?” Those who didn’t participate replied, with reasons such
as time or money constraints. This was, for the majority of the group, the same reply
received from the participants of the class. Overall, safety was still a distant reason for
not traveling abroad. There was less of a desire to travel abroad from multiple
participants who responded that they didn’t think it was important to study abroad or
viewed at as just another experience. The majority of the group however still felt that
studying abroad was an important experience.
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When asked what the driving factors are for a student fitting the subject’s profile
to travel abroad, the group’s motivations for wanting to travel were basically the same
as those who participated in the class. The top reasons were to experience and to learn
first hand about other cultures, get an understanding for the level of water resources
infrastructure in the country, to gain a perspective of the people outside of the United
States, and to gain a deeper understanding of environmental and social issues on an
international level.

Figure 7
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Figure 8
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Overall, the desires and discerning factors of both parties seem to be similar.
Both, the placebo group and the class participants would like to travel abroad to learn
about the different cultures and gain experience that would otherwise be impossible to
receive in their home country. Neither group mentioned safety as an important reason to
avoid traveling.

In the placebo, or test group, there were those who expressed an interest in living within
the society for six months instead of visiting for three to five weeks. This trend seemed
to depend partially on the commitments of the students (married, job) not just the desire
to experience another culture. However, there were also a few outliers who didn’t
comprehend a reason or show any desire to travel abroad. They expressed beliefs that
you could learn the same amount in your home country. The small set of students that
fit the profile of Hydraulics students I think in the end made it hard to draw strong
comparisons between the test group and course participants. The deciding factor
between the two groups could possibly be something like motivation which is hard to
quantify. If this study was continued for multiple IPWRM trips more robust conclusions
could be drawn.



Course Feedback

The main objective of the IPWRM survey was to look into American students
motivations and factors in traveling abroad, this portion was discussed in the previous
section. Along with questions pertaining to that topic the participants were asked for
feedback about their trip and for consideration that event organizers should take into
account during future trips. The section show the question asked followed by a
summary of the answers.

What was your favorite experience from the trip?

Most of the responses to this question had responses relating to the social aspect
(Liverpool fans/night before UEFA final game,, free time at the bazaars and markets,
the Uzuners dinner), water resources (old water system/aqueducts, Cistern) and Site
Seeing(Castles, Mt. Nemrut, Bosphorous).

Would you recommend the IPWRM course?
All of the participants recommended the trip some rather enthusiastically. Some of the
answers that included comments are given below.

I think the course is great. The chances to see the engineering feats of the world come
only once in a life and much is gained from seeing the various applications and aspects.
I would, especially as an introduction to traveling abroad for students who haven’t
done much international travel in the past. It helped me gain a better understanding of
the water resources practices in a region | knew little about before the trip process

Yes, for Hydraulic and non-Hydraulic students alike.

Without hesitation. The program was well planned to give the right amount of touristy
things and the right amount of educational things. It would be very difficult and
expensive to do all the things we did on the course as an individual on vacation.

Do you have any suggestions for further IPWRM trips? Please elaborate.

This question drew the lengthiest comments from the participants. The subjects that
were brought up multiple times included a need for more rest, more free time, and
shorter lunches. Some other suggestions that were only broached once include spending
less on accommodations, having only one group leader, and including participants in the
planning process.

Do you think the arrangement of the cultural activities, sight seeing and water
resources aspects had the correct balance or do you think the course should have
been emphasized towards a certain aspect?

Overall as a group the consensus was that the correct balance was achieved. The only
comments that were given were one person wanted more water resources aspects but
wouldn’t cut out the other parts while another person wanted less tourist activities.

Do you think 2 weeks are enough?

The majority of the participants agreed that 2 weeks was an adequate amount of time
while a couple people wanted closer to 3 weeks and one said you can’t spend enough
time in Turkey. Another useful suggestion was to encourage students to plan an
extension of the trip on their own



Were there any negatives you experienced about the trip to Turkey (besides the
sickness)?

The main negative aspects mentioned were the tour guides and slit toilets which were
both accepted to be hard things to control.
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Introduction:
The Republic of Turkey is facing a significant identity crisis as the world advances
further into the twenty-first century. Located at the crossroads of the world’s oldest
civilizations, two continents, and countless ancient and modern cultures, it is faced with
the challenge of preserving its cultural heritages while prospering in the new millennium.
Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, the “Father of (Modern) Turkey,” is credited and
celebrated for providing the first of this service in the 1920s. Following the War of
Independence, he reformed the Ottoman Empire in to the modern republic that it is today.
This transformation brought, amongst other things, a secular form of government, the
western alphabet, rail roads, electricity and other “modern” amenities across Turkey,
although development of education and employment may have lagged (Clow, 2004, pp.
172). Efforts to further accelerate the development of Turkey were undertaken in 1976 as
a large-scale water resource development project known as the Southeastern Anatolian
Project (GAP) was initiated in Turkey (DSI, 2003) and is still under development today.
The project involves the installation of 22 hydroelectric dams for the primary
purposes of irrigation and power production. In the summer of 2005, the project was
nearing its end and a group of U of | students visited the country to investigate the
various technical, political, environmental and social aspects of the nearly completed
project. The following is an analysis of the GAP project’s goals, implementation, and its

social and environmental implications.



Economic Development

River Damming advocates and critics alike can agree that dam building has, in certain
situations, its advantages. The original purpose of dams was to improve the living
standards of populations by providing drinking water and supporting economic
development by providing water for agriculture, power, navigation and flood control
(Black, 2001, Altinbilek, 2001).

The goal of Turkey’s ambitious GAP project, as with arguably all dam building
projects, is quite obvious: economic development. What is unique about Turkey’s
situation is that economic development is not the ultimate goal. The ultimate goal (as
learned from talking with Turkish students) is the accession into the European Union
(EV). Economic development of the country achieved through this extensive project is
necessary if Turkey is to enter into the EU.

The “Copenhagen Criteria” for membership into to the EU require applicant
countries to meet certain membership criteria. These criteria can be divided into four
general groups: political, economical, integrative and structural (n.a.). The development
of the GAP region through the building of dams addresses only (and not fully) the
economic criterion which requires “the existence of a functioning market economy as
well as the capacity to cope with competitive pressure and market forces within the
Union.”

Turkey is currently very seriously and aggressively going through the process of
accession into the European Union. For this to be realized, development of Turkey and

its people are needed in a rather short period of time (Okumus, 2003). This development



is to be achieved by economic development of rural Turkey through increased
agricultural production by means of increased irrigation of the GAP region.

The Turkish state is counting on the services the GAP dams will provide to fulfill
its accession requirements, thus allowing it to enter into a very powerful and prosperous

European community that will allow it to prosper globally in the new millennium.

Turkey’s Dams:

To fulfill the economic development requirement of accession into the EU, Turkey is
constructing a network of 22 large dams and 19 hydroelectric power stations in the
Southeastern Anatolian Region, namely, the Tigris and Euphrates Rivers (DSi, 2003).
The dams store water at night by completely restricting the flow of water through the
dams (Bilicek guy). This stored water is released only during the day through the hydro-
electric generators, when electrical demands of the region are highest. The hydro-electric
dams are projected to produce 27 billion kWh of energy annually (Tirgrek, Altinbilek).
Roughly 75 percent of this electrical production capacity has so far been realized.

The stored water will also be used to irrigate some 1.7 million hectares [Roughly
the size of the state of Connecticut (50states.com)] of the region (Tigrek, Altinbilek).
Pricing for the water is based on the users’ crop and crop size, and their “ability to pay”
with the state paying for any shortcomings (Tigrek, 2005). This allows all farmers to
have access to the water from a financial standpoint. The Farmers’ Union is responsible
for the actual operation, maintenance and distribution of the irrigation systems and its

waters (Darama, 2005).



Yet, with less than 20% of the irrigation project realized, problems are already
arising. The first and most disturbing seems to the lack of a fair and reliable distribution
system. A system to meter and account for water usage was initially not installed in the
system. This resulted inevitably in excessive water usage by many farmers, resulting in
poor water-usage efficiency and distribution. Although farmers do not have financial
obstacles in accessing water as described above, some do not have physical access to
water due to its overuse and wasting by others. Attempts to curb this water wasting by
installation of water meters were met with vandalism of the meters and other hostile acts.

A second sign of trouble is the selection of crops grown by the water users. It was
first predicted that roughly 30 percent of farmers would grow cotton while the remaining
70 percent would grow wheat. The exact opposite is found to be true in the newly
irrigate regions (Demirel, 2005). Seventy percent of farmers are growing water intensive
cotton, which results in further demand for water and will result in increased soil nutrient

depletion (Fennely, 2005).

Society and Environment:

The GAP project, initially conceived as an irrigation project, is said to have been
converted into a sustainable human development project, “placing human being at the
focal point of the development” (Tirgrek, Altinbilek). Out of these efforts have come
several progressive programs such as the multi-purpose community centers, youth-to-
youth development and cultural heritage programs.

And yet, the priority the project places on economic development seems

overwhelming. Of the roughly 20 laws passed by the EU in 1999 known as Agenda 2000,



one calls for the “continuation of agricultural reforms to strengthen the European
competitiveness, improve the importance of environmental protection...”(n.a.). The
goals of the GAP project defy both of these objectives by encouraging state subsidized
agriculture, by building large dams which have irreversible negative effects on the local
environment, by irrigating large tracts of land which is destructive to the soil and
inundating whole cities and cultural heritage sites.

All of these negative effects have been overlooked for the anticipated economic

benefits of the project.

Conclusions:

The decision to build a series of large dams in order to enter into the EU seems to be a
shortsighted means to an end. The completion of the project will undoubtedly bring a
certain amount of economic and social development to the region, but Tigrek and
Altinbilek’s claim that “the GAP will put an end to the unemployment in the region and
there will be migration into the Southeastern Anatolia” (Tigrek, Altinbilek) seems highly
unrealistic.

Dams were built, irrigation channels were dug and irreversible environmental
damage has been done, but no water metering systems were installed. State farming
plans were not followed by the farmers as expected (Demirel, 2005). Over 100,000
people were displaced (Tigrek). The issue of salinization has been (dis)regarded as a
future problem to be handled in the future. The archeological site of Zeugma, located on
the Euphrates, was inundated by the Bilicek dam. Archeologists from around the world

assembled to excavate and salvage what they could from the site. The effort has been



celebrated as a successful cultural heritage rescue effort, even though over half of the site
remains unexcavated and is now submerged underwater.

Turkey is not the only country in the world to have tackled such extensive water
development projects. Erik Swyngedouw describes a national “waterscape” production
project of Spain in the late 1800s to produce a “hydraulic utopia of abundant waters for
all” to promote social harmony by eliminating conflicts caused by inequalities associated
with access to water (2003).

Swyngedouw maintains that modernization is as much of a social process as it is a
physical process. In fact, we see that social conflict related to access to water (and
therefore money) was an important factor that initiated the hydrologic projects in the first
place. The effects of the projects are interesting. The Water Act of 1879 established that
all surface water was common property to be managed by the state. Spain was divided
into ten administrative zones. The zones were established according to major river basins
and more or less did not consider provincial boundaries or native use patterns. This
contributed to some socio-political conflicts which delayed the realization of a water
resource management system as stipulated by the Water Act of 1879 until 1961, almost
100 years later (Swyngedouw, 2003).

Today Spain still faces major water shortage problems. Despite unsustainable
pumping of water, droughts still plague the Spanish society and economy. In short,
Spain’s massive irrigation project failed to give increased access to water or to quell
water related social conflicts in the short and the long terms.

The 1950s in the United States saw a similar occurrence. Many dams were built to

help support urban development across America. The National Inventory of Dams lists



over 79,000 dams in the US (NID, 2005), including 7,700 major dams (NationalAtlas,
2005). Many of these were built in the 1940s — 1950s with little regard to their
environmental or social implications. Now, over fifty years later, many in the
environmental science/engineering field concede the negative economic and
environmental impacts of these outdated dams.

Even well planned and implemented damming projects are wrought with
environmental and social negatives that are very difficult to deal with. The installation of
dams across Turkey, as a means for accession to the EU, with its apparent lack of
sufficient planning and foresight may have short-term benefits, but has long-term
consequences as well, all of which countries that built dams 50 and 100 years ago are

dealing with now, and Turkey will inevitably have to deal with in the future.
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