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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

2.1.

Purpose of the site visit
Between May 18 and 2%, 2009 a forth site visit of the CoE-CH took place.

The main objectives of the work of the CoE werevaluate:

1. Archaeological surveys: state of activitieguatinent to project necessities
Survey of monuments: state of organization ofvécts
Ethnographic surveys: state of organization aldies

2. Archaeological excavations:
scientific approach, planning of additional exai@an sites,
administrative structures, budget requirements

3. Documentation of historical monuments:
Scientific approach, progress of activities, plag of future actions based on
the documentation

4. llisu construction site area:
State of ethnographical surveys
Progress of rescue excavations, planning of iaddit excavations

5. Hasankeyf: state of planning and assessmeriestud
Evaluation of documents and information regardiagntific approach,
international standards in concepts, conservatmhpresentation,
quality control,

6. Structure and activities of PIU-CH
Evaluation of the new structure of PIU-CH
State and discussion of the detailed Culturaltbige Action Plan

Important achievements

Information and documentation for CoE-CH (Reérence: TOR-CH 1 and 2)

Information about baseline data and planned aigssiwvithin the scope of the CHAP

has improved tremendously. All major studies far tlollection of baseline data, pre-
feasibility and feasibility studies have been st@rin the meantime. Results, however,
cannot be completed before the end of the year/Bégtning of 2010.

Completion of baseline data therefore is to be etgukin the first half of 2010 and,
based on this, completion of a realistic CHAP aB.we

While collection of baseline data in the phasedaas nearly completed — with the
exception of final, detailed ethnographic survayshe area — other baseline data such
as the technical methodology, the budget and the planning for time consuming
documentation, conservation, restoration of monusmenHasankeyf are not. They are
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2.2.

2.3.

pre-requisite for a proper evaluation of the presgon of cultural heritage within the
lisu Hydropower Project. In this respect, the preation of an overall cultural heritage
concept for Hasankeyf according to the philosoghegaproaches of international
conventions and standards, the technical proofther possibility to preserve or to
relocate and the realistic estimation of time anddet belongs to baseline data as well.
They have to be available at least for some montsraefore the start of construction
work in order to serve as a basis for calculatibnexessary activities.

PIU staff (Reference: FAM Annex 1.2)

PIU-CH has been re-structured since winter 2008%@tivities, reporting and
communication between the different parts of thggmt as well as to the CoE-CH has
improved tremendously.

There still is an obvious lack of a senior spestaWith long experience in cultural
heritage projects who would be able to adjust tiferént, well and professionally
organized single activities into one major conaaptording to international standards.
In addition, a senior specialist trained as_an isgchwith special focus on_historgf
architecture and experienced in the conservationpaiftly destroyed historical
monuments is missing. This specialist should beaesible for quality control of
documentation at an early stage of work as well.

CoE-CH is not able yet to evaluate the kind of oesbilities or the work experience
regarding large scale projects each member of FHURGs. CVs were presented for
some members of ENCON as well as external coopgratiholars only.

Surveys (Reference TOR-CH 1, 8)

Surveys are the basis for all cultural managemdahning of the projects, and
especially for the CHAP. The availability of thesults is urgent, and especially for the
llisu construction area very urgent. This is vergllwinderstood by PIU-CH. All
necessary surveys were started in the meantimeaatahsiderable number of urgent
surveys have been completed. Completion of the i®sscheduled for end of
2009/beginning of 2010.

In phase | area nearly all urgent surveys have leerpleted. Still missing is a more
detailed documentation of vernacular architectund ase of space in the phase |
villages. It is very necessary to complete thisdkiof survey before the start of
construction.In addition, archaeological surveys did not coakrareas affected in the
construction site but only those which will be affsd by construction work. The
remaining surveys still have to be carried out.

A general ethnographic survey has been completethéowhole area affected by the
dam. Now, more detailed surveys have to be cawigd Proposals for such surveys
have been made. The proposals are, however, nob\eggpyet by PIU-CH and the

relevant decision taking bodies. After general apal, these more detailed surveys
should be carried out as long-term studies. Extmpthe additional documentation of
vernacular architecture in phase | villages thesend need to complete them
immediately but taking into account the requesteting of TOR-CH 8 (one year
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2.4,

2.5.

before start of construction work in the affecteithge or area or one year before start
of impounding).

Cultural Heritage Action Plan (Ref. TOR-CH 2)

The CHAP has several aims: 1) presentation of quecéme-schedules and budgets as
a basis for further detailed planning. The conceptse-schedules and budgets must be
developed on realistic figures and therefore needfgasibility and feasibility studies
for all major steps of cultural heritage activitidis kind of planning is the basis for all
projects of this kind and scale. To fulfil this awh the CHAP it has to be presented
before the start of a project. 2) To provide alksholders of the project with the
necessary information about the general framewdrkhe project (legal, ethical,
organisational basics), the timing of all worksluttng the definition of milestones
which have influence to other parts of the projastwell, and the budget planning
approved by the relevant authorities.

Completion of the CHAP will be only possible afmympletion of all archaeological,
ethnographic and architectural surveys (TOR-CH)las8well as after completion of
feasibility studies for the conservation etc. agbbecation measures for monuments in
Hasankeyf and the preliminary concepts for the gmtdion of Hasankeyf and
museums and park concepts (TOR-CH 12).

CoE-CH therefore urgently asked for further infotima about pre-feasibility and
feasibility studies since autumn 2007. Only fewadatere available to CoE-CH since
that time and until end of 2008. In 2009 most aha@ing, necessary studies were
initialized by PIU-CH. Part of the results were g@greted in May and June 2009, other
parts are to be expected by end of the year 20@hieg 2010. While this foreseeable
completion of studies is a very promising fact, ,ome the other hand, has to face the
reality that important information, especially dretproof of movability of monuments
or the budget needed for that, will be availabll amsome months.

It is highly recommended to remind all parties thatseveral TORs for Cultural
Heritage and especially TOR-CH 1, 2 and 12 have toe completed before the start
of construction work as shown by the requested dasefor completion (April and
September 2007)

Preservation of the cultural heritage of Hasakeyf (Ref. TOR-CH 1, 2, 4, 10-12)

The preservation of the cultural heritage of Hasghkremains one of the most
demanding tasks of the Illisu Hydropower Projeds hot only the outstanding location
and historical situation of Hasankeyf (“authengicih setting”) which should be
preserved as far as possible, but a large numb&agife architectural monuments as
well. Special concepts had been requested by CoEi@dé 2007. In the meantime this
is well understood by PIU-CH. Since winter 2008/®gmsals for general concepts,
tourism concepts and concepts for a museum andrti@eological and cultural park
respectively were initiated. While this has to bgarded as a huge step forward, the
concepts themselves are in major parts in a vatialirphase of work. In summary,
baseline entry to the database for the monumerntiseofower Town ofHasankeyf has
been finalized, documentation of two monuments ndigg its present situation and
regarding urgent measures for conservation have pesented and were approved by
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the Regional Conservation Council. A very prelinmnatudy of the geo-stability of
local bedrock was presented but urgently needsdudetailing and proposals for the
conservation for specific monuments. Feasibilitydsts for the necessary restoration of
monuments is under way, the technical study forabdity of two monuments as well.
Concepts for the museum, the cultural heritage etk the archaeological/open air
park are in the very preliminary at the moment aranly present possible theoretical
approaches. This is an important first step butsdoet provide yet concepts which
would be open for discussion or, reliable figuresudget and technical feasibility that
would allow a proper preparation of a reliable CHA®s soon as all mentioned
feasibility studies are completed and available@H will be able to provide concrete
guidance as asked for in TOR-CH 12B. In generalandiready mentioned in previous
reports, CoE-CH considers the case of Hasankegfraghly complex one which needs
international brainstorming, announcement and atah to tenders. We therefore
would like to repeat our proposal that PIU-CH witbanize an international conference
especially on the case of Hasankeyf.

3. Priority activities with regard to TORSs

All above-mentioned important achievements areetjosonnected to the TOR-CH.
Necessary activities will be repeated here witlpeesto the TORs.

TOR CH-1: On urgent request of CoE-CH the structure oflibseline database was
revised and adjusted to general international staisd The collection of baseline data
for archaeological sites will be completed end loé tyear 2009. The professional
collection of baseline data regarding remains efdnical monuments other than those
in Hasankeyf still has to be improved. Most of tecumentation, pre-feasibility and
feasibility studies for the preservation and retmsaof monuments in Hasankeyf has to
be considered as baseline data as well since dkaitability is crucial for a realistic
CHAP. Details will be given in discussion of TOR-QE. The data are the basis for the
comprehensive CHAP (TOR CH-2).

TOR CH-2: A comprehensive Cultural Heritage Action Plan peerequisite for
professional coordination with all parties involvad the project. One of its main
objectives is to correlate and coordinate actigsitecording to the necessities of the
time schedules and budgets of all parties. The ChbAfe result of comprehensive
study and analysis of all available data, documantkfeasibility studies. The definition
of strategies and methodologies, technical featyibistudies and all kinds of
prefeasibility studies regarding the planning oftual heritage activities has to be
integrated into the CHAP. As a concrete workingrimaent, in addition it serves as a
proof of feasibility and an announcement of all titural heritage activities necessary
for the projectAs requested by WB and expressed by the given deads for TOR
CH-1 and 2, it has to be available before the staxf construction work. Of course,

a CHAP always needs amendment and adjustment afetkfctivities throughout the
duration of project. It is, however, necessary avehall_ majoractivities and data ready
for planning before the start of a project.

The CHAP as it has been developed since Februgl9 Ba huge step forward. Its
formal structure still needs improvement and adbig@ senior cultural heritage expert
regarding international terminology and structupddnning but already now offers
information to the two major parts necessary fag piroject: A more general part
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informs correctly about the legal and ethical frarak, the methodologies applied to
surveys, excavations and documentation of monumants a more detailed part
presenting the planning of a number of concretevesis, excavations and
documentation projects (for details see the corapleport below). A final version of
the detailed CHAP, however, is to be expected aftenpletion of all surveys and
feasibility studies (see TOR-CH 12 regarding tlasaell). In case all planned activities
will be completed as scheduled, the CHAP could lengeted during winter

2009/2010.

In some parts the CHAP needs detailed revisioneTsohedules and budget schedules,
for instance, are sometimes severely differing (&me instance the planning for
archaeological activities in phase | area) or difi to evaluate due to the lack of
information (the historical monuments Hasankeyf).

TOR CH-3: All institutions that have worked in the area adlas interested additional

ones should be informed about the progress andgmwog of the project. Reportedly
this has been fulfilled in major parts. There iswver, still few information available

to the CoE-CH which could be changed easily: Afbimation should be announced
publicly and the kind of support should be explditieat will be offered to the teams
willing to carry out excavations or documentatianjpcts in the dam area. This should
include universities with interest in historicathitectural monuments as well.

TOR CH-4: The number of excavations has been increase@ sipgng 2009. Until
surveys have not been completed yet it is, howenarpossible to finally determine the
number of excavations and documentations of htibrmonuments that have to be
documented.

For all on-going and already planned excavationsl @ocumentation projects

availability of modern technical equipment, regusaipply with the allocated budget
and the regular use of geo-physical methods woeld tremendously to speed up the
necessary work.

Detailed documentation of historical monuments keothan those in Hasankeyf —, on
the other hand has been neglected more or ledseinvhole reservoir area (bridges,
khans, religious buildings, etc.) Documentationtludse, usually rather bad preserved
monuments can be best done by specialists andassHobm universities in Turkey as

well as abroad. Announcement for such studies shimeiimade as soon as possible.

TOR CH-5: A comprehensive structure about the workflow aeplorting system for
the chance find archaeologists had been presemtateiautumn 2008. In addition, with
letter B.16.0.KVM.0.12.01.00.222 0.4 — 79338 then&al Directorate of Cultural
Properties and Museums re-affirms that in accorelavith TOR-CH 5 an archaeologist
and a deputy will be in steady contact with the €arction Company and in case of
chance finds will be in the construction areala time.

For the time being this TOR can be considered agylelfilled. Please note that final
completion of the task is completion of constructveork.

TOR CH-7: In spring 2009 information has been given abowt mhllification of
articles 2 and 3 of the decree No. 717, dated 4. ZDO6, decided on 26. Nov. 2008 by
the Council of State of the Republic of Turkey. f&s as the CoE-CH are able to
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evaluate (having no profound expertise in legala@s$ this court decision stresses the
fact that it is the Regional Conservation Coungil® have the authority to decide and
approve major cultural heritage activities, suctredscation. First evaluation does not

give hints for a major consequence for TOR-CH 7lbgal papers that did not take into

consideration the authority of the Regional Conaton Councils, most probably need

to be re-issued. External juridical evaluation, bwer, of possible impact on the

relocation of monuments in Hasankeyf should be c$ie

TOR CH-8: A general ethnographic survey in the reservaadras been completed in
the meantime. Most of the detailed survey in phseea are completed as well.
Missing is a more detailed documentation of verfacarchitecture, the structural
layout of the villages and the description of thee uof space. This additional
documentation should be carried out as soon ashp@sk has to be completed before
start of construction.

For the remaining part of the dam area additiorehited surveys have to be carried
out, according to the TOR-CH 8 started “timely befstart of construction work or

start of impounding” and “finished one year befstart of construction work in the

affected village or area”. Proposals have beerepted and wait for approval by PIU.

The reports on the ethnographic peculiarities of te region (as well tangible and
intangible heritage) include several recommendatiosby the PAPs to be taken into
consideration for the layout of new settlements anthe use of space. Regarding the
preservation of cultural heritage (holy aspects ofcemeteries, special graves;
preservation of tools, handicraft) these recommendsns should find proven
reflection in the CHAP as well as regarding use a$pace in discussions with TOKI.
This does not only refer to Hasankeyf but especigllto the proposals of the
inhabitants of villages in all areas affected by ta dam.

TOR-CH 10: Refers to the reporting about the planning of GHogation and
rebuilding. This includes reports on the stateeaisibility studies and concepts as well.
During the preparatory planning phase (i.e. plagpmhthe project before start of work)
this TOR is interconnected with TOR-CH 12.

For a summary of our recommendations see TOR-CH 12.

TOR-CH 12A: Several activities relevant for the developmehtconcepts for the
Cultural Heritage Park and the Archaeological Rarklasankeyf have been defined in
the meantime. They all are important for these epts; and work on them has been
started for nearly all of them. TOR-CH 12 is reletvéor the preparation phase of the
project and aims at presenting concepts that attmwe detailed planning — as well
regarding the overall ethical concepts and morailkéet concepts for all steps that will
play a role for the implementation of the projeDevelopment of time-schedules,
definition of milestones and a realistic (where#lsrough) planning of budget are other
tasks for the fulfilment of this TOR. All data hate prove that they are based on
documented facts. As typical for this kind of paig in this state of work it is not
enough to present general ideas as concepts. Tiees have to be completed before
the start of construction work, in order to enable stakeholders of the project to
estimate necessary (organisational, scientifigfipal etc.) input and costs.

Several baseline studies contribute to the devetopmf the concept:
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1. Tourism conceptThe concept is fully available in the meantimehighlights the
overwhelming dependence of the future income sdanabf New Hasankeyf on the
cultural tourism. Tourism, however, is threatengdsbveral and severe obstacles. On
the basis of the feasibility analysis and the dpson of worst case scenarios, in
addition, alternative concepts should be preserggdrding the question what could be
done if tourism fails as job opportunity.

2. General concept for Hasankeyiternative scenarios taking the aspect of cultural
heritage into accounare not presented yet. Instead, statements abeufirtancial
background and legal situation (location with aximas possible land belonging to the
treasury) have been repeated. All concepts thatuader development now, after 4
years of planning, are forced to try to adjust glaathis situation — in general not the
best basis for cultural heritage preservation aspsad highly problematic if the project
seeks to find international acceptance. Severatoagpes for a general concept have
been started. They only can be completed if allicbdata regarding conservation,
restoration and relocation feasibility are avakalilhe concept has to prove that it took
into consideration all international conventionsl athic approaches that are relevant
and that have been summarized by PIU-CH in therdeots. The development of such
a concept is — and especially in the case of Hasdnk a very challenging task that
cannot and should not be dealt with in a small grike PIU-CH. Rather one should
think about organizing a conference by invitingemational experts and scholars. Aim
of that conference would be to collect more infdiiora about other projects facing
similar problems and, to organize a mutual bramstog on the special case of
Hasankeyf. In general, on the basis of the thenabla basic data all arguments should
be re-discussed again — even the ones for thadaaait the Cultural Heritage Park.

3. Cultural Heritage Park Concept and Muse(ine development of concepts for the
Cultural Heritage Park is very preliminary at thement. Concepts have to be specified
as soon as possible. Without such specificatiomstgrs and approvals of plans for, for
instance, the museum that anticipates not yetifiedlconcepts for the park are very
premature and should be annulated and re-openeddifmussion — preferably
international discussion — again.

4. Archaeological Park Concept / Open Air museuihe concepts for the
archaeological park and open air museum shouldeleldped in close discussion and
in reference to the overall concept for Hasank&yfthe moment, this integrative type
of approach is not really visible in the presenteduments. It is, however, demanded
by PIU-CH itself who should be encouraged to furthierk on this concept.

5. Geo-stability analysisA general geological study is available in the nteae. It
leaves some questions about the geo-stability dfdo& carrying the Upper town of
Hasankeyf. Detailed geological studies should beexd immediately in order to be able
to develop realistic projects for the preservatdrsome of the important monuments.
Similar to all other studies the question of budgad time-schedules for these activities
should be evaluated as soon as possible, alongpngfbcts for geological analysis in
detail that have to be carried out in close retaind discussion with the archaeologists
involved in projects in the Upper town.

6. Documentation of historical monuments, analgdisirgent conservation measures
Documentation of two monuments has been presentéday 2009. Work has been
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carried out in high quality and is approved by Regional Conservation Council in the
meantime. In late 2008 CoE-CH was alarmed by tohk & quality of several other
examples of preliminary documentations. One showldforget that in a high number
of cases documentation will be the last informatadout a monument that will be
available after inundation. Quality of documentatitherefore, is most important for all
works. Despite the fact that a quality control eysthas been described in the meantime
it is highly recommended to insist that at leaste @f the architects/architectural
historians forseen as members of PIU in the FAMukhbe a senior expert in his field,
as requested by CoE-CH since the very beginnirteoproject. PIU-CH will integrate
such a specialist (see document on quality coptr6) in the near future.

7. Scientific analysis of historical monuments be basis of the documentatidBoE-
CH repeats its strong request for the integratioscentific analysis of the structure of
architectural monuments. Together with the technaacumentation this kind of
analysis for most of the monuments will be the anfprmation that will survive after
inundation. Only now it can be started and integgthiVe highly recommend to hire a
senior specialist in architecture / history of d@etture as a member of PIU-CH who is
familiar with the international scientific discussiand approach in this field.

8. and 9._Feasibility studies for restoration adl @e relocation of monument8&oth
activities are one of the most important part @ development of the requested concept
and urgently need completion and integration oir tfesults into the general discussion
of concepts for Hasankeyf. The presented prelingin@ports are rather cautious
regarding the feasibility of relocation of more thane monument and do not offer
information on possible costs. Information at thenment is too limited for further
evaluation.

TOR-CH 12B: CoE-CH provided guidance by strongly requestingraprovement of
both, professionalism of PIU-CH and capacity bui¢gdprograms for PIU-CH members.
In addition, it porvided guidance by requesting thiéalization of a high number of
pre-feasibility and feasibility studies (mainly ntiemed above in our remarks regarding
TOR-CH 12A). More detailed guidance by the CoE-Cighthbe possible in the near
future. This depends on the availability of docutsemhich partly have been presented
in the meantime. CoE-CH from the very beginninge(seport on the first site visit)
proposed to discuss general concepts, ethical appes and different technical
possibilities in a conference with invited intelipatl experts.

Summary

Contrary to the documents presented and the staetigities until late autumn 2008,
in the meantime all major activities necessarydaealistic planning and organisation
of cultural heritage preservation within the llisiydropower Project have been started
and in some parts completed. If the same exteeaahs, together with a PIU-CH that
has been strengthened by further, senior expelttdyevenabled to continue all projects
and works, it seems possible that the basic dadacancepts are available in some
months (estimated for winter 2009/10). In ordeb&able to proceed and to complete
work it is necessary that PIU-CH receives furtheppmort regarding budget and
acknowledgement by the consortium and DSI.
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It must, however, clearly be stated that the gdalscribed in autumn 2008, necessary
for a start of major construction work for the @i in major fields have not been
reached yet. CoE-CH still is of the opinion thatheut a presentation, evaluation and
setting into action of base line data, developnoérg CHAP, development of concepts
and different feasibility studies for Hasankeyf d#pproach cannot be proven as realistic
and a success of the Cultural Heritage part optgect cannot be guaranteed. Cultural
Heritage activities need a lot of care and theeefiime. As long as the project as a
whole — including cultural heritage activities -noat be considered as well scheduled
and prepared, failure especially of our field carm®excluded.
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REPORT ON THE FORTH SITE VISIT

11

INTRODUCTION

General remarks

The forth site visit of the CoE-CH aimed at disengsprogress of cultural heritage
activities on the basis of reports and documengsgnted by PIU. These reports and
documents focus on activities that were requesgdi@imum activities in order to
decide on future continuation of the project. Idliéidn, evaluation of on-going cultural
heritage field-work in the dam construction aredlsiu as well as in Hasankeyf had
been undertaken by a visit to the relevant sites.

The main objectives of the work of the CoE werevaluate:

1. Archaeological surveys: state of activitieguatinent to project necessities
Survey of monuments: state of organization ofvécts
Ethnographic surveys: state of organization aldies

2. Archaeological excavations:
scientific approach, planning of additional exai@an sites,
administrative structures, budget requirements

3. Documentation of historical monuments:
Scientific approach, progress of activities, plag of future actions based on
the documentation

4. llisu construction site area:
State of ethnographical surveys
Progress of rescue excavations, planning of iaddit excavations

5. Hasankeyf: state of planning and assessmengestud
Evaluation of documents and information regardiaigntific approach,
international standards in concepts, conservaiahpresentation,
quality control,

6. Structure and activities of PIU-CH
Evaluation of the new structure of PIU-CH
State and discussion of the detailed Culturaltbige Action Plan

All mentioned cultural heritage issues were evadabintly, as every site or monument
usually has several objectives which need the atialu of each expert. The report is
therefore to be understood also as a joint repaain, we would like to emphasize the
very harmonious and committed working approach lbfrembers of the CoE, who
share the same understanding of WB internatioaaldstrds.

The forth site visit was accompanied by several tens of PIU-CH and the
consortium as well as Dr. Karl Lenauer, OeKB, as cdrserver. We very much
appreciate the input of all persons involved, thghly committed and enthusiastic
atmosphere of all members of PIU-CH. We very mugipreciated the excellent
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organization of the site visit by PIU-CH and thensortium, and in particular by Mr
Ertan Demirbga who as a non-cultural heritage specialist devdiisdprecious time to
understand better the goals and standards of €semation of cultural heritage.

1.2 Schedule of the Forth Site Visit

The forth site visit of the CoE-CH was scheduled Ktay 18" to 23% 2009. The
program was proposed and organized as follows:

Table 1-1: Schedule of the CoE-CH site visit

CoE / SC — CH Site Visit Program

Date Day Activity

17-May-09 Sunday Arrival in Ankara
18-May-09 Monday Morning: Meeting DSI/PIU

Afternoon: Flight Ankara — Diyarbakir

Morning: Hasankeyf: Meeting with archaeological survey

19-May-09 Tuesday teams

Afternoon: Hasankeyf: discussion of documentation of two
monuments, geo-stability analysis

Visit to the information office of the project

Full day: Visit to the construction site in the llisu area
20-May-09 Wednesday ) _ )
Evening: Flight Mardin - Ankara

Ankara: Discussion of Ethnographic Studies, Archaeological

21-May-09 Thursday Studie, Tourism Concept Studies

Ankara: Discussion of Studies on Cultural Park Area,
General Evaluation on Cultural Heritage
22-May-09 Friday Afternoon:

Wrap up meeting with DSI/PIU

23-May-09 Saturday CoE Meeting, Preparation of CoE Report
24-May-09 Sunday Flight back




Ihsu Hydropower Project, Turkey Page 12
Report of the Sub-Committee on Cultural Heritage June 30, 2009
Ilhsu HEP CoE

2 FIELD OBSERVATIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
2.1. Issues related to FAM protocol and PIU

2.1.1 PIU Staff
Starting position

In line with WB standards it was decided and statethe FAM (FAM Annex 1.2) to
create a PIU consisting of proper staff able taycaut the Ilisu Hydropower Project
according to the WB standards. Experienced persofmoen involved Turkish
authorities and other sources are required. Ifssang, PIU will employ personnel who
can meet the requirements. Experience in majoumlltheritage projects as well as
good skills in English for the leading personnethwi the PIU-CH are prerequisite
because of the requested professional and proeaasiture of PIU (see our report on the
first site visit 1.4.2).

During all former site visits CoE-CH had to statéaek of professionalism of major
parts of PIU and a severe underestimation of theiwg time needed for the project. It
therefore was recommended to re-structure PIU, rlgledefine and describe

responsibilities of all personnel involved and toye professionalism by presenting
Curricula Vitae of all members of PIU. In autumndawinter 2008/2009 PIU-CH

underwent a major re-structuring involving the adtisg company ENCON for

coordination and reporting services. The at the emnfinal structure of PIU-CH had
been presented in May 2009 (CHAP Chapter 1 Pgln9addition to the information

about the new structure, in June 2009 CVs of parthe members of ENCON

consultancy company as well as some involved, bagreal scholars were made
available.

Evaluation:There still is no information about the professibbackground for all other
members of PIU-CH. CoE-CH therefore is not abletgetvaluate the functionability of
the body or to determine specific problems withidHH. We only can guess that part
of the structural problems which obviously arel stimanent to the body have their
source in the lack of experience in large inteoral projects of some parts of PIU-CH.

Information about which member of PIU-CH is ablework full time for the project
has not been given. Furthermore, larger numbepeidonnel have been recruited from
different departments of the MoCT and seems to mersabject to directives from
higher levels and therefore are not free to develctvities in a primarily pro-active
manner for the project. Local PIU staff is in theqess of recruitment and will take
over local organization in the future. CoE-CH daes have full information yet which
person within PIU-CH will be responsible for whidlelds of activity. It is however,
obvious that a senior specialist in conservatioah laistory of architecture has not been
recruited yet.

On the other hand, coordination of activities hemmendously improved, mainly
through the involvement of professional, exterrabges. Activities were undertaken
in all fields necessary for the preparation of pineject. Structures for the coordination
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2.1.2

2.2

2.2.1.

of local PIU and the central body in Ankara haverbeeveloped and most probably
installed.

There is, however, still a lack of coordination edplly in the case of pre-feasibility
and feasibility studies and concepts for Hasanlkasyivell as a lack of understanding
about the nature of documentation that would fulié necessary scientific level of
documentation of architectural monuments. CoE-Cétdfore urgently suggested the
recruitment of a senior specialist (architect) istdry of architecture. This has been
accepted by PIU-CH as a task to be undertakereingiar future.

Communication

Observation'Speed of communication has been improved tremestglobmail contact
as well as the system of exchange of documentseeetall Turkish bodies involved as
well as to CoE-CH is functioning. Approval of docemts and delivery of official
reports and documents, however, still is rathewslad will be one of the threats to the
project.

RecommendationThe system of exchange of official reports andudoents between
the ECAs and PIU should be clarified.

If there is no possibility to fasten processeshia mnear future, all partigavolved into
the project in Turkey have to take into consideraslow processes of official approval
of activities (for instance by regional councilsbgr ministries). Official approvals, even
if necessary only for minor activities, should lefided as milestones in the CHAP and
an information system should be installed in ordedeliver information to all other
stakeholders of the llisu Hydropower Project.

Issues related to TOR-CHs

TOR-CH 1

ltem: CHAP — part 1 baseline data

Task: PIU will submit reliable baseline data regarding fimds in
the RAP Annex C1 to C4, containing the name offitine, its
position, basic information, an indication whethes find is
fully affected, partly affected, or not affecteadavhich
measures are to be taken.

Completion April 30, 2007

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Ciphers 4,6,7 in particular

General

A Cultural Heritage Action Plan according to WB relards is prerequisite for any
decision to be taken regarding the project. Itaf@e must be developed and presented



Ihsu Hydropower Project, Turkey Page 14
Report of the Sub-Committee on Cultural Heritage June 30, 2009
Ilhsu HEP CoE

before the start of the project and it serves ashiisis for all decisions on cultural
heritage activities.

Baseline data are to be collected by the studyaatwimpilation of already existing data
(published, and unpublished but archived data) grezy by providing documents and
by initiating the additional collection of data nmiecessary. Collection of data in the
cultural heritage sector means carrying out field/isys, i.e., general ones to get a first
impression of how much time and effort might beassary and, in a second step, more
detailed ones. The latter are the basis for dewsan further activities; in the case of
cultural heritage issues the decision on whether which monument / site will be
documented or excavated in detail, preserved oratimt relocated, or only
documented. For the special case of ethnographiegsisee Section 2.2.8.

Observations:
Baseline Database:

In fulfilment of one of the major requests by Cddipce winter 2008/9 a database
structure for the entry of baseline data has beseldped and presented. The database
structure as it is in use now in general is in agance to international standards. There
are, however, some entries missing or misunderatdedthat would add important
additional information: 1) in entry 4.1. dimensiotisis usually has been filled in only
according to the length and width of a site, th@onant information about height of
deposits is not mentioned. 2) There is no fielémafig to the results of former scientific
assessment. The field of bibliography has been rgtml as a very general one.
Entries usually only refer to the publications engral. The result for the user of the
database is that he is forced to go back to allighdd articles and find out by himself
whether the information is comprehensive or onlyeaark. The purpose of the
database is not to collect data only but to sawe fior all users by offering as much as
possible information about sites and findings. Database therefore urgently needs
amendment for a field referring in detail to contexf former research, internal
numbering of former surveys and exact referencgaulslications. 3) At the moment,
informations about geoarchaeological data, i.e. sle#ting within the landscape,
conditions of archaeological deposits and surfaegerrals/features, signs of use of
space by man etc. (production activities, waterpgypuse of land for agriculture,
circulation like internal streets, regional intemoecting routes) are missing completely.
Since the last two decennias approximately, thml lof information is international
standard for archaeological surveys. Informationld¢de gathered partly from satellite
and air photographs but definitely need verificatin the field. One should not forget
that these surveys will be the last possibilitctdlect data about most of the area and
the sites. The collection of data, therefore, lwabé carried out as careful as possible
and according to the most advanced methodologies.

Additional archaeological surveys have been camwigdn several areas, both areas that
were surveyed before and areas not yet surveyesl.data of the surveys carried out
recently have been entered to the baseline dataéder data, however, for instance
those of the surveys of G. Algaze or the TACDAMjpob have only been started to be
filled into the database. Reportedly this is dudh® fact that additional information
regarding position and height have to be colledigihg the ongoing surveys.
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Surveys:

Additional archaeological surveys have been camwigdn several areas, both areas that
were surveyed before and areas not yet surveyeztiggocus for additional surveys
was laid on phase | areas. In addition, archaecdbgurveys were undertaken in the
area between Bismil and the confluence with therBat river, the Batman river where
affected and part of the Botan valley (CHAP rev(@8 page 18). All other surveys,
mainly covering the 60% of the area that were notesyed yet at all, either have been
started or will be started and carried out in 20RBhaeological surveys are partly
depending on the agricultural seasons, since avgehslense vegetation are difficult to
survey for archaeological remains. Surveys wilcbenpleted earliest in autumn/winter
2009/10.

Survey of historical monuments othiban Hasankeyf:

Survey of historical, usually architectural monumseim the area affected by the dam
reportedly will be carried out by the archaeologsavey teams. Information is entered
to the database for those areas which were survegedtly. Obviously older data have
not been entered yet, whereas easily availablef¢semstance CHAP_rev03_en Annex
A.2.5 archaeological sites Diyarbakir province véharformation about the remains of
the Roman bridge of Koprukoy are not mentionedherdatabase).

In other areas (see for instance CHAP_rev03_enABnk.1 Monumental Architecture
Database of Mardigirnak sub-region), historical monuments were skodtscribed

and entered to the database. This might be an dgahgw all relevant historical
monuments will be treated in the coming months.

One major remark for this part of the databaseidée given: despite the fact that most
of the described monuments are in a rather badesbigpreservation and most probably
will not be subject to further conservation, preation or relocation this should not
apply to further documentation as well. The ardacééd by the llisu dam is one of the
most important historical areas in history of Eastdurkey: the Tigris for a
considerable period of time served as a border dmivweastern and western empires.
Bridges, traces of ancient roads, towers and dibidings typical for border territories
but as well buildings serving for long-distanceasans and religious service are very
important to highlight this historical situationn® therefore should not only judge on
the argument of the state of preservation of momisnédut organize a scientific
documentation of these remains. This could be d&s¢ by those scholars coming from
universities, both national and international whevén been specialized on the topic
already.

On the example of the Ilisu mill in llisu villagEKAP_rev03_en Annex B.1.1 page 5)
one should focus on advanced quality of documemtathe drawing obviously were
carried out by photogrammetry and not in the fi@lle mill therefore has not been
documented at its left part because of a shruluristy the view on the masonry. In
addition, the drawing is out of shape, perhaps ttuégncompetent copying to the
database.
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Special case of the llisu construction site:

Archaeological surveys — as well for palaeolithic gore-historical/historical periods in
the Ilisu construction site proper have been cotaglen 2008 and early 2009. Surveys
in B-category areas such as the construction arethé enlargement and new route for
the Midyat — Ihsu road have been completed inngpB009 as well.

In general however, the archaeological and ardhitecsurvey for the phase I-areas
cannot be considered as completed as the limiteeokurvey within the construction
site only follow the immediately affected borderthe construction area and not the
area which will be affected by the water immediatdter completion of phase |.

Special case of Hasankeyf:

Still, a major part of fundamental baseline infotima on the historical monuments of

Hasankeyf is not available yet. This is partly doevailability of older baseline data,

and partly because the necessary documentatiorieasiility studies have not been

carried out so far. In the meantime however, alhuments have been entered to the
database with general data. Reportedly, the teehdmcumentation of 13 monuments
will be completed by autumn 2009.

As already mentioned in our report on the firse siisit lack of baseline information in
this case mainly refers to 1) comprehensive infoionaon the state of excavation
and/or cleaning of a monument, 2) the state of omruation of the architectural
structures, its decors, etc., 3) the state of sGemnalysis of the building history, the
analysis of construction techniques, etc., 4) thieof assessment studies of damage, 5)
proposals for the conservation and/or strengtheaimgonuments, plans for restoration,
6) information about the current legal status (whkoentitled to work on which
monument), 7) plans and feasibility studies for edocation, 8) future plans for
documentation and study of areas where monumetitdbeviremoved (Report®isite
visit, Annex A.2.4).

Baseline data on the example of two monuments wesiaested. Baseline data are
available for the technical documentation of théddings as well as for their urgent

damage assessment. This is interconnected witlvaoation of necessary actions for
urgent conservation measures, a basic action fpossible future preservation and
maybe relocation. In addition, a feasibility studggarding technical ability, time

schedule and budget for the preservation and retocaf those two monuments had
been asked for. The latter will be available int@r2009/10. This kind of data had to
be defined as baseline data since they are preitg|tor further planning of activities,

time schedules and budget, i.e. a basis for astealCHAP.

During our recent field visit we were able to ew the photogrammetric
documentation of two monuments of Hasankeyf (OrapiK Zeynel Bey Turbesi),
carried out several years ago, but amended by reécesstigations regarding damage
assessment and proposals for necessary furthenschll drawings were prepared by a
specialized company, are of high quality and in tieantime were approved by the
Regional Conservation Council. They, however, ave yet studied according to the
historical development of the buildings, i.e. a Bvaluated by the excavators or a
specialised scholar for building history yet. Thecamentation is an important first
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step, the analysis regarding the construction eftthildings and their building history
still have to follow.

Prefeasibility studies for the selection of a lomatfor a future cultural heritage and
archaeological park as well as basic studies ong#wstability of bedrock or the
movability of monuments also belong to baselineadaid are relevant for a realistic
CHAP. For details see TOR-CH 12.

General formal observations: The entry “recorder'the database never should only
offer the information “PIU” since this in the fugiwill not allow to figure out who
might have been responsible for the original doquateon and who might be able to
provide further information. The same is the cdee the date of record: it is much
easier to follow errors if a accurate date is gividsually, this kind of databases are
meant for internal use within the project and Wil made public only partly. There is
no need for hiding detailed information.

Recommendation:

Amendment of the database regarding the above oamemtitechnical entries as well as
regarding additional geoarchaeological data shbeldjiven priority. The database is
meant as a basis for further planning, as well misgdional planning within the project
and scientific planning regarding scholarly usehaf database and the selection of sites
for further archaeological or documentary reseaftte forms the surveyors are using
in the field therefore must be the same and ldtanges should be avoided where ever
possible.

A proper definition of the geographical limits ofdategory and B-category areas is still
missing. In steady exchange of data with the resipten ministries and the consortium
this definition should be made and information gite the different survey teams as
soon as possible. It is strongly recommended the&atBgory areas as defined by the
World Bank should be included more generously th® surveys. The reason is that it
is expected that the Ihisu Hydropower Project \wdlve a great impact on B-category
areas by initiating new construction of infrasturet (roads, canalization, etc.), new
settlements, relocating agricultural activities. éthe surveys will provide competency
for future decisions for all bodies involved andllwielp to prepare the timely
registration in the cadastre of sites worthy ofifatprotection.

Historical monuments and especially historical d@ecttiural monuments should be
treated with the same care as archaeological atégurther actions planned according
to the historical value of these remains. Qualibytool of documentation should be
adjusted immediately.

Special focus should be given to a fast completioall baseline data for Hasankeyf.
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2.2.2 TOR-CH 2

ltem: CHAP — part 2 time schedule and budgets

Task: PIU will submit a comprehensive Cultural Heritagetidn

Plan for all archaeological investigations (surv&ys
excavations) in the affected Tigris Area and in &ikeyf
including time schedule, responsible personnelgbtsgdand
comprehensive calculations of the costs includedgudation
of chance finds, and the working plan.

Completion April 30, 2007

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Ciphers 4,6,7,9 in particular
CHAP 3.1 page 14

General:

A comprehensive CHAP is derived after several stpsmformation gathering and
other activities and usually consists of severalsp@gee WB OP 4.11 and OP 4.01). Its
aim is to avoid or mitigate any adverse impactploysical cultural resources.

As an introduction to the comprehensive CHAP, galnereasures may be defined in

order to explain the strategy of planned cultueithge activities. The general CHAP

describes several steps necessary for compreheatstuenentation and preservation of

cultural heritage and makes them public. It defitesmeasures and regulations under
which cultural heritage activities are to be cafrat and specifies the conditions for

institutions and companies interested in beinglwvaa in cultural heritage activities.

A detailed CHAP on the basis of baseline data pesp#he schedule and financial
background for each step necessary for the defmdtliral heritage activities. It
coordinates its requirements with the schedule®tbér parties of the project and
defines milestones to be fulfilled before the pcbjas a whole can be allowed to
proceed. To be able to set up such a detailed ClHAPnuch accurate information as
possible is necessary about the needed time spaadhb step of each cultural heritage
project.

According to WB standards the CHAP should be abldefore the start of a
project. This is absolutely necessary before being ableotwrdinate all parties of a
project and clarifying important milestones in ade for everybody.

Observations:

A third version of ageneral CHAP has been prepared and made available to CoE-CH
in May 2009. This is a completely revised versistarting for the first time by an
important summary of all legal and ethical framekgothe project is bound to. It
explains the net of stakeholders, and in additmrann overview over the history of
activities and research in the region offers thiinden of methodologies to be applied
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by all involved scholars and companies to projestthin the scope of the llisu
Hydropower Project. This is a huge step forward.

Some parts, however, have not been completed yateonot fully sensible yet. The
general CHAP, for instance, mixes general defingiomf activities and preliminary
reports about on-going or recently completed asti@ther parts are — compared to the
above mentioned — extremely short. It seems, fataice, that not too much
consideration has been spent yet to the problensookervation of archaeological
materials (p. 52) which actually is already or vokkcome a major task in the near
future. Most probably it will be time consuming amXpensive to organize the
“necessary measures”, tasks which are not yet dedunto the budget proposal. The
same is the case with the publication of results5®). This needs a number of
personnel for editing, and a certain budget forgheting itself — costs which are not
yet calculated.

For the more detailed CHAP, budget estimation amé-schedule for excavations and
archaeological surveys are available whereas tb&s lbar the given numbers are not
explained. Budget estimation is not available tog tliocumentation of historical and
monumental architecture and will be only possibledétermine after completion of a
feasibility analysis of all necessary steps for wiferent monuments as proposed by
the CoE-CH. This is to be expected for beginning@io.

Detailed observations: At the moment, CoE-CH caraqgtrove statements that the
documentation of rural settlements or the docuntiemaf vernacular architecture have
been completed (p. 5). See remarks to TOR-CH 8.s@inge is the case for Hasankeyf,
where documentation of architecture has not (‘himmempleted (p. 79).

Special case of Hasankeyf

For the several feasibility studies that are neargs®r a proper planning of activities in
Hasankeyf compare TOR-CH 12.

The CHAP offers a comprehensive description ofdifferent steps necessary for the
documentation and preservation of historical momimseThis means that structuring of
work is on a good path which has to be considesed aajor positive development
initiated in winter 2008/9. For the planning ofther activities in the framework of the
CHAP several details should be taken into constaeraOnly baseline_entrynto the
database has been completed yet, not yet basebagmegntationof monuments in
Hasankeyf (p. 66, 79)! Planning for monuments imaBegory area should not only
comprise of necessary safeguarding and restoratibrof detailed documentation as
well — restoration is a major intervention to a ment which should have been
documented before (p. 63/64)! Listing primary sesroeeds to mention the monument
itself as one of the most important bearer of imfation (p. 93)!!

When discussing the figures of the budget estimafm 107) it was not possible to
collect more information about the basis for theteestimations (except in information
that these are unit prices according to speciant@a). They partly seem to be
extremely underestimated regarding time and conitglekhis might be one reason for
quality problems observed for the documentatioseferal monuments in November
2008.
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2.2.3

Special case of Ilisu construction site

Part of the described steps for the organisatiogxoavations are especially focused on
rescue excavations in phase | area. It is a lhitedifficult to distinguish which
proposals are valid for all excavations in the daer, both excavation that have been
carried out for a long time or are planned as ltarg: excavation and those excavations
and soundings that have to work under special tiongdi of time pressure and
organisation. For the phase | area, there is iitiadda not yet explained gap between
the time schedule given until 2014 and the budtdetated until 2011 only.

Recommendations:

Still, it is necessary to urge all involved partaasd companies to complete and, where
necessary, to initiate feasibility studies forralkevant cultural heritage activities (see in
more detail the interconnected TOR CH-12). Theyehavbe the basis for a meticulous
time and budget estimation as well as a completependium of necessary working
steps as needed for a comprehensive Cultural igerAation Plan.

At least the english version of the CHAP in somagstill lacks professional structure
and wording. It is highly recommended to integratsenior Cultural Heritage Expert
into PIU and to revise the CHAP before making iblje

Within the scope of the CHAP the treatment of histd monuments, especially of
Hasankeyf, still need more consideration and céargilanning. It is highly
recommended not only to tender projects on theshafsihe presented way of planning
but to involve universities and specialized schoks well. This very much would help
to improve the approach and to implement developsnén scientific and cultural
heritage approaches of recent decennia. In addifdd-CH still lacks of a senior
specialist in the history of architecture who, ilastance, would help to re-consider the
preparatory phase of all projects and would be #&blaccompany quality control for
tendering processes.

Budget proposals for the documentation, presemadind relocation of monuments of
Hasankeyf need to be re-worked as soon as thebiiggsstudies are available and on
the discussion of quality needed for further stepthe project. As proposed by CoE-
CH feasibility analysis at the moment is under psscfor two of the eight monuments
officially proposed for relocation.

TOR-CH 3
ltem: CHAP — part 3 involved institutions
Task: PIU will submit a list of all involved institutionGnvolved

universities, etc.) and their responsibilities. R¥ill organize
that all groups are equally informed of the progaad will
offer to coordinate the national and internatiqiaatual and
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2.2.4

planned) projects in the area and the treatmetiteofesults
of the investigations.

Completion April 30, 2007

Observation:

Since time is running short for the execution ofasations, documentation of cultural
heritage, restoration of monuments, and relocatiois, highly recommended that all

institutions already involved in cultural heritageojects affected by the reservoir be
contacted and requested to continue their proje€tse strategies for further

advertisement of the project and information tceinational institutions have been
defined in the draft general CHAP of 2008 and atotis have been started to improve
support for Turkish and foreign missions. Repostdétlere will be a special conference
in autumn 2009 to further attract missions andtenvhem to support the project. In
contrary to earlier versions of the CHAP, therdnsthe draft version of May 2009, no

detailed information available about the logistipgort and administrative handling of
excavation and documentation projects for Turkisth fmreign missions.

This should apply not only to archaeological extaves and documentation but for the
documentation and scientific analysis of architedtunonuments as well. At the
moment, historical monuments, other than those asdrkeyf, are rather neglected.
Their documentation very much requires specialistrgific approach which can be
provided only by scholars coming from scientifistitutions but not by companies who
are usually not informed about the scientific valWighout time-consuming, thorough
study of earlier literature.

Recommendation:

All institutions that have worked in the area adl\as interested additional ones should
be informed about the progress and provisions@ptioject. This information has to be
announced publicly and the kind of support explditteat will be offered to the teams
willing to carry out excavations or documentatiomjpcts. This should include
universities with interest in historical archite@tumonuments as well. In addition, it is
also highly recommended that all institutions erimed about the kind of support PI1U
and the Ilhisu Hydropower Project is able to provifleis applies to national as well as
international teams and should be announced publicl

TOR-CH 4
ltem: CHAP — part 4 tumuli excavation organisation
Task: PI1U will submit a plan for the investigation anccaxation

of the tumuli in the reservoir area and for arragghat at all
times at least 5-6 heads of excavation will belabée.

Completion April 30, 2007
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\ Source: RAP chapter 2, page 89ff.

General

Excavations are one method to uncover and analyzgh settlement activities of long
bygone periods. Usually archaeologists excavatbaaalogical remains now buried
underground. The excavation of mounds is typical floe region of the Ilisu

Hydropower Project.

There are, however, other historical structures ammhuments to be analyzed by
excavation as well: The documentation of historlmaildings and monuments such as
bridges, khans, religious monuments and other tstres whose upstanding structures
are still visible quite often requires the carefldaning and/or excavation of their lower
part of structures and foundations. This requirésam of relevant experts and a certain
number of involved workmen.

Observations:

Evaluation of on-going excavations were not the afrthis site visit. With this report
we focus on more general, structural observatidhs.number of excavations has been
increased since spring 2009. Until surveys havebeenh completed yet it is, however,
not possible to finally determine the number of asations and documentations of
historical monuments that have to be documenteddrdier to preserve an accurate
picture of the historical value of the region mpsibably excavations and soundings at
additional sites will be necessary.

At the moment, reportedly several local centresimangreparation which will serve as
supporting points for all cultural heritage actiansthe affected area (CHAP Pg. 47).
Activities have been started only recently and imfation on this positive development
is still scarce.

Very drastic and not very helpful is the statemémit A-category sites will be
excavated in three years while B-category sitesbeaexcavated in seven years (CHAP
pg. 50). According to oral discussion this refessthie phase | area sites only. The
statement should, however, be taken as one ofabera examples where the CHAP
needs urgent revision.

The documentation of historical monuments has —idbeshe research done in
Hasankeyf — not been started yet in the reservea.arhis seems to be due to the fact
that the necessity and methodologies of this kindazumentation work are not well
understood yet. At the moment, these monumentseindy into the baseline database
when recorded through the surveys. Usually, howetlegir rather poor state of
preservation did not find the interest of the syors. So, regularily, “no further action”
was recommended. This contradicts the importanceewtral kinds of monuments
(bridges, towers, khans etc.) which have a specening in this border land between
important historical empires. Even if their heavidgstroyed structures deserve no
further action regarding restoration or relocatioorough documentation by specialized
scholars is highly recommended.
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Special case of Hasankeyf

In addition to the observations given in our repamt the first and second site visit
which are still valid, one has to stress the fagdim that geophysical prospection in
addition to the excavations would perfectly helgle@ument the town. From the CHAP
it is obvious that such methods are planned toppdiead but in the same time it is very
obvious that PIU-CH is not aware yet about the itktgpossibilities of the different
technologies yet.

Some detailed observations: The documentation ohitacture unearthed during
excavations cannot be considered as finally doctederiExamples presented to CoE-
CH still show a considerable lack of quality. PIBt+@ aware of this problem and states
in the CHAP Annex B.2.1 page 9 that measured drgsvare planned. One should keep
in mind, however, that it becomes very difficultgooper document architectural (and
archaeological) structures after years of exposurhe air or after conservation (and
therefore modern alteration) of the structures. Gheuld remind all directors of
excavation that documentation is the most importask which has to be undertaken
during or immediately after excavation, by speskti professionals.

In addition, see the remark in CHAP, Annex A.3.264. does documentation of
vernacular and monumental architecture in Hasanksyffilming substitute geo-
referenced documentation by drawing etc.?

Special case of llisu construction site

Excavations in Ilisu village and Ziviya Tivilki havbeen started in spring 2009.
Excavations in at least two other sites are plarfoedhis year. The planning of these
rescue excavations are on a good path. Additianallern technical equipment and
support for the documentation of architecture amel éxcavation sites would offer
tremendous help to the teams to speed up their.work

Recommendations:

Excavations and documentation of monuments in géner

Still, a definition of criteria according to intextional standards for the selection of sites
and architectural structures to be excavated ourmdeated should be developed and
presented. The current selection still is very miodfused to rather formalistic criteria
and less to scientific ones taking the historidalagion of the region into consideration.

On the basis of these criteria detailed documemntatif historical monuments in the
whole reservoir area (bridges, khans, religiousdings, etc.) should be announced and
started as soon as possible. We recommend to tamtizersities with specialisation in
history of architecture or history of technical dpments. Most of the historical
monuments of the affected area are in a rather gtate of preservation and can be only
understood in its historical value by scholars sgeed in historical monuments.

On the basis of the hopefully soon completed swvwbg number of excavations and
documentations still should increase. The focusukshbe on A-category sites. While
research at B-category sites is necessary foritiierital understanding of the region as
well and therefore should not be excluded, it canserve as a substitute for the
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2.2.5

necessary research at A-category sites. The nuafb®tcavations in the construction
site, however, should be increased to a high nurabgossible, since it is obvious that
even B-category sites in the construction areasémurity reasons will be difficult or
impossible to access during and after construcicavations take time; most of them
will need a_minimumof three years, but rather five to sevgears on average.
Unexpected findings and archaeological surprisdsgif historic importance cannot be
excluded and have to be taken into consideratioenvwdlanning time schedules. Teams,
both national and international, that are inteksteparticipating in the project should
receive a well defined, published information abtihé support, the llisu Hydropower
Project can offer. This could be part of the CHAR)iwen as a separate information and
should include information about the possibility odéntralized service for detailed
topographical maps of the region, geological magadellite imagery, geophysical
prospecting services, documentation by photogramynederial photography for
documentation of monuments and excavation areas, et

The observations in the special cases of Hasarae@)/flisu construction site should be
analyzed in all details in order to improve supdortexcavations and documentation
projects in general: availability of modern tectatiequipment, regular supply with the
allocated budget and the regular use of geo-physiethods such as such as magnetic
gradiometer prospection, geo-electric and geo-radea surveys or, in case of expected
architectural remains the use of geo-electric f@sfi

TOR-CH 5

ltem: Chance finds and archaeological expert

Task: PIU will arrange that an archaeological expert@snanent
contact person including deputy whom the constoncti
company can contact whenever they discover chands f
and who is part of the PIU will be available ak tme
during construction work.

Completion With completion of construction work

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Cipher 9 in particular

Observations:

A comprehensive structure about the workflow anmbreéng system for the chance find
archaeologists had been presented in late autur@@ a0d included into the CHAP
delivered in May 2009 again (p. 58 — 60). In addti with letter
B.16.0.KVM.0.12.01.00.222 0.4 — 79338 the Genelia¢dorate of Cultural Properties
and Museums affirms that in accordance with TOREC&h archaeologist and a deputy
will be in steady contact with the Construction G@my and in case of chance finds
will be in the construction area all the time.
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2.2.6

2.2.7

In the meantime the archaeologists were in the arehreceived training by field
archaeologists working in excavations. CVs andrmfttion about work experience,
however, is not available for CoE-CH.

Recommendations:

The structure for the work-flow presented to CoE-Gks been approved. At the
moment, the system seems to work. CoE-CH, howevees,not able yet to evaluate the
reporting system and proposes to get informatiothahon a regular basis (two times a
year). Evaluation will be a task of a future sitgitv

For the time being this TOR can be considered agylalfilled. Please note that final
completion of the task is completion of constructveork.

TOR-CH 6

ltem: Income restoration

Task: PI1U will prove that a minimum of 50% of the workers
needed for cultural heritage related tasks araiitect from
PAPs.

Completion Quarterly reports after until completion of Cultureritage
related work

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.12 in general;
formal confirmation from Prof. Dr. Egtu to the ECAs dated
July 21, 2006, page 3

Ordinarily, in cultural heritage activities thisgiarement for workmen is fulfilled. Lists
of recruited PAPs for the excavations in the lesmstruction site have been presented
in May 2009.

Recommendation:

PIU-CH should make sure that the recruitment of #ABs been documented for all
excavations in the llisu dam area and can be pregémthe ECAs at any time.

TOR-CH 7

ltem: Legal basis for relocation of monuments

Task: P1U will provide the written confirmation by the fikish
Ministry of Culture or by the relevant authoritigmst the
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Ministry or the authorities agree to transport dfffected
monuments to the new Cultural Park. PIU will proat the
legal basis for the relocation is settled.
Completion Before final commitment
Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Ciphers 3,9 in particular
Fulfilled by document B.16.0.KVM.0.11.13.00/20933120 Dec. 2006.
Recommendation:
In spring 2009 information has been given aboutniiéfication of articles 2 and 3 of
the decree No. 717, dated 4. Oct. 2006, decided6orNov. 2008 by the Council of
State of the Republic of Turkey. As far as the Q@HE4s able to evaluate (having no
profound expertise in legal issues) this courtisiens stresses the fact that it is the
Regional Conservation Councils who have the authaoo decide and approve major
cultural heritage activities, such as relocatioinstFevaluation does not give hints for a
major consequence for TOR-CH 7 but legal papersditanot take into consideration
the authority of the Regional Conservation Counaisst probably need to be re-
issued. External juridical evaluation, however poksible impact on the relocation of
monuments in Hasankeyf should be asked for.
2.2.8 TOR-CH 8
ltem: Ethnographic studies
Task: P1U will submit complementary ethnographic studies
recommended in the EIAR. PIU will conduct interveewith
the population and will prepare a documentation
(photographs, etc.) of the villages and housessore that
the history of the villages and the stories offikeple will
not be forgotten.
Completion Finished one year before start of construction wortke
affected village or area or one year before start o
impounding
Source: EIAR (Environmental Impact Assessment Report: obapt
page 6)
Commencement: | Timely before start of construction work or stairt o

impounding
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General:

Most parts of ethnographical surveys only make esess long as a society remains
intact. They have to be carried out before the sttamajor alterations to a region. The
deadline for the TOR-CH therefore has been defagetb be completed one year before
the start of construction work in the affectedagi or area.

Observation:

A general ethnographical survey has been carrieédnoall those villages affected by
the dam that are still inhabited by an intact syci@he relevant report has been
presented in May 2009 and has been approved by GHhE-In addition,
recommendation for more detailed surveys for soiti@ges in the affected area have
been delivered. Furthermore, more detailed ethipbgeasurveys have been carried out
in phase | villages. The latter are not completet nggarding vernacular architecture
and the documentation of the structural use ofespéthe villages.

CoE-CH had asked that PAP should be consulted factafl cultural assets to be
safeguarded in their view. Furthermore, CoE-CH hskied to present decisions how
consultation of PAPs will be implemented into theject and how proposals will be
taken into account by PIU. In addition to the rép@bout the ethnographical surveys
CoE-CH received a document about the “consultatbrPAP in Hasankeyf”. This
focuses on Hasankeyf only, makes no relationshipgavhole area affected by the dam
and describes activities that are not implementtdbyt might be a proposal for the
future.

Recommendation:

All proposed, more detailed surveys should be edraut and should be considered as
long term ethnographic surveys as usually requdstespecialist in ethnography.

Additional documentation of vernacular architectangl the structures of the villages in
the phase | area should be carried out immediatidg. of space in the villages should
include use of land for agriculture and/or husbgredy well. Contrary to the statement
in the document “Further ethnographical studieshgang data with a GPS will be not
sufficient. By using the satellite and/or aerialofgraphs a person should visit the
villages again and define, describe and documerh gpaces, entrances to houses,
location of tandooris etc.

The results and recommendations of the more gershalographic survey should
become part of the CHAP.

Construction work in the construction site areancde continued without completion,
reporting and evaluation of the additional docuragah of vernacular architecture and
use of space in phase | area. According to TOR Ciil-8hese studies have to be
completed one year before start of construction.

The reports on the ethnographic tangible and intdegntities of the region include
several recommendations by the PAPs to be takencomsideration for the layout of
new settlements and the use of space and toolaréeg the preservation of cultural
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heritage (holy aspects of cemeteries, special grgmeservation of tools, handicraft)
these recommendations should find reflection inGHAP as well as regarding use of
space in discussions with TOKI. This does not aefer to Hasankeyf but especially
for the inhabitants of villages in all areas aféetby the dam.

2.2.9 TOR-CH 9

Item: CH Monitoring of survey and excavations in he
Project Area

Task: PI1U will provide annual monitoring reports as wadl a final
report regarding the surveys and excavations iptogct
area.

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Cipher 9 in particular

Commencement: | one year after the start of the surveys and exitamsin the
project area, followed by annual reports

Completion Completion of surveys and excavations in the ptajega

Constant task.

Information has been delivered for the excavatioh2008 and winter/spring 2009.
Will be relevant again for a report in autumn 2009.

2.2.10 TOR-CH 10

ltem: CH Relocation and Rebuilding Monitoring

Task: PIU will provide annual monitoring reports regamglin
planning of the relocation, relocation of the momunts,
rebuilding and construction of the Cultural Parledmlnd the
Archaeological Park & Open Museum Area.

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Cipher 9 in particular

Commencement: | Start of meetings and planning of relocation armileing,
followed by annual reports.

Completion Completion of the Cultural Park Area and the Arailagical
Park & Open Museum Areas
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General:

This TOR-CH refers mainly to the special situatioh historical monuments of
Hasankeyf. However, it might be relevant for othestorical monuments in the
reservoir area as well, if surveys prove their ingace for the history of the region.
The list of monuments of the latter still has togoepared by PIU-CH and presented for
decision and approval to the entitled Turkish aritles as well as to the CoE-CH for

evaluation.

Observations:

Meetings and planning of relocation and rebuildingre started a long time ago and
have been intensified in the meantime for the puwas®n of monuments, for the
relocation of selected monuments, and for the coaisbn of a cultural park area close
to Hasankeyf. Reporting about this planning istek of this TOR. It will be mainly
relevant as soon as activities will be carried iouthe field but refers to the planning
phase as well. The TOR therefore is highly intensmted to TOR-CH 12. We will

present our observations within the discussion@RITCH 12.

2.2.11 TOR-CH 11

ltem: CH Cultural and Archaeological Park
Monitoring

Task: PIU will provide annual monitoring reports regarglitne
operation of the Cultural Park Area and the Archagioal
Park & Open Museum Area (including numbers of visit
acceptance by the affected population, feedbatégtsfon
tourism in Hasankeyf and in the affected regioan,)et

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Cipher 9 in particular

Commencement: | opening of the parks

Completion Full repayment of the ECA-covered loan

Not relevant before full operation of the planneeks.

2.2.12 TOR-CH 12

ltem:

Park concept
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Task: PI1U will plan the concept for the Cultural Park Arand the
Archaeological Park & Open Museum Area in Hasankeyf|

CoE will provide guidance to plan the concept foe t
Cultural Park Area and the Archaeological Park &0®p
Museum Area in Hasankeyf.

Source: World Bank Operation Manual OP 4.11 in general, and
Ciphers 4,8,9 in particular

Commencement: | As soon as possible

Completion After final commitment, September 30, 2007

General:

Related to TOR-CH 10. TOR-CH 12, however, referghm pre-planning phase which

should have been finalized in September 2007. Bydiven data it is obvious that all

tasks relevant for the fulfilment of this TOR areant as pre-project planning phase.
The early planning of concepts for the CulturalkParea, the Archaeological Park and
Open Museum area in Hasankeyf is necessary in togeovide a reliable basis for the

discussion of the concepts, a reliable basis fdgbtuand for time planning. Typical for

a pre-project planning phase is that concepts tmbe presented that will be approved
at the end of this phase and will serve as a lbasall further detailed planning and — if

necessary — for a decision on the feasibility efwhole project itself.

Observations:

End of 2008 a first, general concept for Hasankead been made available. Since
beginning of 2009 further prefeasibility and fed#ip studies were initiated and either
completed or brought on a good path.

In particular, these are:

1. Tourism feasibility analysis and concept develept presented in May 2009, with
amendment of worst case scenario presented in2D0%:

The study is a comprehensive and carefully mad&/sisavhich provides information
and figures from all possible fields of intereseév8ral assumptions, however, are very
much too optimistic or euphemistic. The concepen®efto Hasankeyf as a site with
special geographical features and cave dwellifgsyalleys, ancient city etc. as prime
gualification. Hasankeyf in this respect is compamgth Goreme (p. 23). This describes
the situation as it might be if there would be mamge by the dam! The same is the
case with the comparison of the town with Gaziagraed its museum: New Hasankeyf
will be a completely modern town with no traditibrfeatures attractive to cultural
tourists, and — at least at the moment — therenarsuch spectacular objects to be
presented in the Hasankeyf museum as the mosaites display in Gaziantep. Why
should the relocated monuments be more attraaiveurists than the buildings in their
original place (p. 21)? It is, therefore, not sigimgly but very realistic, if tour
organizers are concerned about the survival ofgoufollowing the inundation (p. 33).
The figures given as possible increase of numbietsunists seem not fully reliable to
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us and only underline the very optimistic pictureeg in this report. Thus, it is very
clear that all focus has to be laid on the presmmaf as much as possible attractive
monuments of Hasankeyf. Not only the park concbptdhe museum itself has to be a
highlight of the region. Success very much depeamdthe movability of not only one or
two but a considerable number of monuments. Thex @elivered worst case scenario
highlights what might happen, if the tourism corisewill not function. It, however,
does not offer or even mention alternative scesario

2. Hasankeyf General Concept (see CHAP, ChaptedeByered in May 2009, in
addition to Annex B.2 of the documents delivered tfte EFN period in December
2008 and partly the document “Hasankeyf Generacephnplan” delivered in June
2009.

It is promising that the necessity of a general ceph for Hasankeyf has been
understood in the meantime. CoE-CH very much we&sthat a general concept has
been initialized which develops a philosophicalrapph and integrates not only ethical
aspects regarding the preservation of culturakdugeibut in addition starts to present an
integrative concept for whole Hasankeyf. Of coura#l, aspects — not only the
theoretical ones, but organisational, technical famehcial aspects as well — are densely
connected to each other. Therefore, not only aragpdefinition and discussion of each
aspect has to be developed but the integratioti afpects to one overall concept has to
be undertaken. This not only takes time but neetisga number of specialists and
senior cultural heritage experts.

At the moment all aspects which might or will haweecontribute to such an overall
concept have been raised by different experts ddedl1 members. Discussion is still
open and neither excludes ideas at the moment hawss preference for one or the
other possibility. Hopefully, this reflects not gnthe personal opinion of the team
working on the document but of all PIU-CH. This mgain general, that people are in
the state of studying and discussing the sevemabaghes that have been developed all
over the world and the philosophical and ethicahsiderations implemented in
international projects. As stated by PIU (Generaih€pt Plan pg. 46) requirements for
a concept have been determined but still need siomeeto take all facts, arguments and
feasibility studies into account and to integratesekeholders. Therefore, no definite
connections to a possible concept for Hasankeyfremfixed decisions are visible yet.
Several alternatives have been shortly describefufare decision that depend on the
not yet available results from some of the feagybistudies. The problem is that
without a more or less final concept it will be lig difficult to determine concrete
actions and define necessary budgets. This iseidon why CoE-CH always urged to
get more information about what had been discussetthe past and to initiate all
necessary steps as early as possible.

The discussion about the concept as well as thysamaf feasibility studies should
have been completed already at the time when tlestigm for the location of New
Hasankeyf was raised. So, by repeating the admativs¢ data that led to the proposal
and actual decision for the location of New Hasghka the document “General
Concept for Hasankeyf”, it becomes very clear ti@mtultural heritage concept for old
Hasankeyf was available at that time. Scenariose veetificially considered without
taking into account cultural landscape settingshat vicinity of Hasankeyf, on both
banks of Tigris: One of the options for a new sitéedasankeyf, Ucyol seems better for



Ihsu Hydropower Project, Turkey Page 32
Report of the Sub-Committee on Cultural Heritage June 30, 2009
Ilhsu HEP CoE

a sustainable cultural heritage strategy due todtion closer to the old site, and being
a part of the archaeological landscape context akadkeyf according to the
preliminary observations in the field. Today, alhcepts have to be subordinated to this
decision that only took into consideration costsl #me actual legal situation of land
ownership but not necessarily the possible impadhe future income situation of the
local people. This creates additional problemstliar preservation of cultural heritage
(the proposed transfer of several monuments bystrgghe river neither reflects the
international recommendation for greatest possééhenticity of a site nor takes
technical feasibility and costs very much into acto the artificial creation of several
areas which all shall recall the former town of &@deeyf separates information rather
than integrates; the very restricted access tdJiyger town of Hasankeyf, as proposed
by only planning the possibility to go there by haaost probably neither supports the
need of income restoration of the inhabitants nifiritkbe of help to improve constant
maintenance and conservation measures for the memtanm the Upper town).

3. Cultural Heritage Park Concept and Museum

The actual concept for the planned cultural parkrioe New Hasankeyf has been
initialized by collecting information about intetranal different approaches to concepts
for cultural parks. In addition, a survey of theesific features of Hasankeyf has been
started and described. No concrete evaluation degar possible concepts for
Hasankeyf has been undertaken so far — on the argntat least in the written
documents possible concepts have been kept as wagpessible. In general, this is a
very positive approach since it allows contributaord evaluation of the arguments both
from the international perspective and nationakeftalders. So, the approach of the
documents available are highly appreciated. Takmg consideration the tight time-
schedule for the project, however, further datdectibn and evaluation with regard of
the special situation of Hasankeyf is desperategted. Oral discussions with PIU-CH
as well as the written statement (signed in Novergbe8, CoE-CH did not receive any
information on that except for footnote 59 in tleedment “Hasankeyf cultural heritage
park and museum architectural report”) in the repwakes it clear that there are already
additional scenarios for the concept of the Cultitaritage Park and especially the
Museum under discussion and evaluation that areanailable to CoE-CH yet. The
decision signed by the MoCT obviously has not obben taken without further
involvement of different teams developing superhaate concepts but without further
notice to other stakeholders or the CoE-CH as wellis decision can only be
considered as very premature, since the generakepts for Hasankeyf as well as for
the Cultural Heritage Park have not been finaliged At the moment, for CoE-CH the
only possibility to evaluate more concrete concéptdhe Cultural Heritage Park is to
refer to document “Hasankeyf cultural heritage pamki museum architectural report”
page 5, Fig. 1. It shows a “cultural axis” leaditwythe cultural heritage park, the
location of a huge museum but no proposal yet howintegrate the different
monuments that should be relocated to the parkceSihme relocation of several
monuments has been distributed to the public inptst (website of the project) and is
part of the contracts explanation as soon as pessimeeded about the background of
the changed concept presented here. Obviously aedeas for the cultural park are
not justified sufficiently at the moment, concugiwithout offering the possibility to
follow the different arguments. Information abolé tconcept for a museum within the
Cultural Heritage Park is shortly given on pg. 35h® above mentioned report. They
are formulated in a highly dense language and withather detailing and explanation.
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The approach remains not understandable to CoBtG@#impossible to define the type
of museum appropriate for Hasankeyf at the momenest is not yet clear which kind
of objects will characterize the future museum. réhes a big difference whether
monumental architecture (for instance for presé&wateasons) have to be integrated
into a museum or mainly archaeological objects bellunder display.

It has to be stated that the presented concept miatepresent any information about
costs and time-schedules.

4. Archaeological Park Concept / Open Air museum

A different team started to develop concepts foraezhaeological park and open air
museum within the boundary of the Upper town of a&fkeyf. As in the case of the
Cultural Heritage Park a major part of the constlens again refer to a
characterisation of Hasankeyf and possible appesaahk developed for projects all over
the world. Several proposals discussed on a theakdbasis are not relevant for
Hasankeyf (for instance underwater museum). Sontleeoinentioned characteristics of
Hasankeyf obviously only describe the current situia but do not take into
consideration the future situation (pg. 7: the iBigs the only natural river and canyon
eco-system remaining in Turkey; pg. 11: husbandranother important means of
subsistence: it will not be permitted in Hasankeythe future; pg. 12 basis for figures
of future employment opportunities are very optinjs Description of monuments of
Hasankeyf stops after mentioning three monumemntsaddition, necessary working
steps that will contribute to a comprehensive cphdeave been defined and presented.
Oral information by MoCT members of PIU-CH, howevaitows the warning that all
these proposals are in a very early state of dpustnt, have obviously not been
discussed yet in the ministry and are not “approyed. In general, the possibility for
open discussion is a very positive sign in the phafsproject conceptualisation. It is,
however, not clear to the CoE-CH whether the pitesemdeas will be taken into
consideration at all in the future.

5. Geo-stability analysis

In June 2009 CoE-CH received documents on the gkdescription of the geological
situation of Hasankeyf. The document informs alibatgeneral geological situation of
the closer region and some characteristics of thpettown of Hasankeyf. The study
ends with some general recommendations about fattirgties. The study is a first and
important step. It gives preliminary answer on plossible chemical/geological reaction
bedrock might have after inundation and the impaicthe monuments built on or into
this bedrock. Contrary to the oral discussions as&hkeyf where the geologists tried to
deny all major impact of the water to the bedrankthe presented documents hints for
such an impact are mentioned (p. 30). The stuchssdis the fact that there is in some
areas vertical erosion that will affect monumentghie not very far future. Proposals for
possible action is not added to the study. It igi@lss that much more detailed studies
are necessary in order to be able to develop tieapsojects for the preservation of
some of the important monuments. Similar to alleotbtudies the question of budget
and time-schedules for these activities should \@uated as soon as possible, along
with projects for geological analysis in detail ttHaave to be carried out in close
cooperation and discussion with the archaeologpstslved in projects in the Upper
town.
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6. Documentation of historical monuments, analg$isrgent conservation measures

Documentation of two monuments, (Orta Kapi, ZeyBely Turbesi) have been
completed in the meantime. The documentation isrcygoel by the Regional
Conservation Council and has been discussed watiCtE-CH. Both monuments were
documented in high quality and offer, in additiom the drawings derived from
photogrammetry already several years ago, a dodatm@m of damages and a concept
for urgent conservation measures. They are a fiamisbfor the start of urgent
conservation measures as well as a start for fildstudies for strengthening of the
construction and relocation. CoE-CH had askedHerpresentation of examples of this
kind of studies by choosing two monuments of déférstructures. Time schedules for
the documentation of other monuments have beeemedin the CHAP.

One, however, should keep in mind, that accordinthé project planning of PIU-CH
all works for documentation of monuments are totéedered and carried out by
companies. Tremendous differences in quality haaenlobserved already in the past
and remain unsolved. Information about an instadjedlity control has been given in
the meantime. Exept for the two monuments menti@Eye no recent documentation
has been presented yet. The presented qualityotasystem, therefore, still awaits
proof of effectivity.

7. Scientific analysis of historical monuments ba basis of the documentation

In all discussions about the special importancenofuments of Hasankeyf or about the
steps of documentation of a monument as well asviayuation the CHAP it becomes
obvious that the scientific analysis of historicabnuments still is nearly completely
neglected. This is most probably due to the faat tto scholars coming from technical
universities and familiar with the internationakclission of scientific approaches to
historical monuments are involved yet in PIU-CH. tAe moment, only the technical
aspects of the documentation of a monument areetefind organized. In addition, the
art historical evaluation, comparision and intetatien is taken into account as well —
which would be the last step of an scientific as&lyof the architectural structure of a
monument. Documentation of a monument is bound tnéoframework of tendering
architectural works. This field of services usualbes not get its order from the field of
archaeological or only partially preserved histakimonuments where special methods
have to be applied. These methods are neither edkfimthin the usual tendering
systems nor are they understood by architects wgnkith more modern buildings. It is
likely that cost estimations do not take into agdaine necessary special methods and
cooperation with scholars.

The urgent request of CoE-CH for an integrationsoientific analysis of historical
monuments has not been taken into consideration yet

8. Feasibility studies for restoration of monuments

Will be delivered in connection with the feasihilistudies for relocation. Documents
are not available yet, expected for winter 2009/IBerefore, evaluation has to be
postponed.
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9. Feasibility studies for relocation of monuments

Feasibility studies for the relocation of monumetizd been requested for two
monuments. Aim of this request was to gain an apprative estimation about the
technical feasibility of a relocation and infornmatiabout the effort needed to relocate
monuments (budget and time). Only on this basiilit be possible to realistically
develop concepts for the Cultural Heritage Park ngresent feasible concepts for
whole Hasankeyf for the public. Since the restoratstrengthening of monuments and
relocation will be the most expensive part of thétural heritage activities, these
feasibility studies are the most important onesréigg realistic planning.

Feasibility studies have been started in spring@2&fd are estimated to be completed
by end of the year 2009/beginning of 2010. Docus&mit have been presented in May
and June 2009 do not add much to concrete quesiiotisese topics. They are, on the
contrary, rather cautious to state already now thlaication of whole monuments will
be possible in more than 2-3 cases. This is aipesiievelopment since it shows that
studies have correctly be started with the verydo@salysis. First evaluation, discussed
orally, highlights the extremely high costs for tieéocation. At the moment, it only can
be hoped that it will be not only 2-3 monumentst thdl be possible to relocate for
either reasons of preservation or budget.

Recommendations:

1. Tourism conceptThe concepts highlights the overwhelming depenelesfcNew
Hasankeyf on the cultural tourism. Tourism, howevsrthreatened by several and
severe obstacles. On the basis of the feasibifiglysis and the description of worst
case scenarios, in addition, alternative conceptild be presented regarding the
guestion what could be done if tourism fails a®me opportunity.

2. General concept for Hasankews soon as all basic data regarding conservation,
restoration and relocation feasibility are avakabhe should focus on the development
of a final general concept by organizing a confeeehy inviting international experts
and scholars. Aim of that conference would be ttecomore information about other
projects facing similar problems and to organizawual brainstorming on the special
case of Hasankeyf. In general, on the basis dffttie available basic data all arguments
should be re-discussed again — even the ones dolotation of the Cultural Heritage
Park.

3. Cultural Heritage Park Concept and Musedine development of concepts for the
Cultural Heritage Park have to be specified as sasenpossible. Without such
specification decisions and approvals of planscgrdting not yet finalized concepts for
the park are very premature and should be annubatedre-opened for discussion —
preferably international discussion — again.

4. Archaeological Park Concept / Open Air museufhe concepts for the
Archaeological Park and Open Air Museum should beetbped in close discussion
and in reference to the overall concept for Hasgihk&t the moment, this integrative
type of approach is not really visible in the prédsed documents. It is, however,
demanded by PIU-CH itself who should be encouragddrther work on this concept.
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In addition, it is necessary to remind all partieat the Upper Town of Hasankeyf has
to be considered as an A-category site as well Bscategory site at the same time.
Urgent conservation of monuments is needed if tleady excavated monuments shall
be preserved for the future. Partly urgent measaresecessary for monuments built
on rocks with erosion problems. On the other hding not necessary and would be
highly contra productive to start large scale eat@ws in not yet excavated areas. In
this case, the B-category definition of the siteludtl be used to protect that areas from
hasty rescue excavations. On the contrary, sire@Jgper Town of Hasankeyf will be
the only part that will be preserved excavationsréhshould acknowledge the highly
important historical role of Hasankeyf. The moreaations there will be carried out to
the most advanced methodologies (which usually séhat they are slower as in
rescue areas) the more information will be gained the interpretation of the
impressive history of that town.

5. Geo-stability analysidDetailed geological studies should be started idhately in
order to be able to develop realistic projects tloe preservation of some of the
important monuments. Similar to all other studibe tjuestion of budget and time-
schedules for these activities should be evaluatedoon as possible, along with
projects for geological analysis in detail that&é&v be carried out in close relation and
discussion with the archaeologists involved in @ctg in the Upper town.

6. Documentation of historical monuments, analggisirgent conservation measures:
Despite the fact that the documentation of two nmoenis presented in May 2009 is of
high quality, CoE-CH was alarmed by several exampt# other preliminary
documentations presented in 2008 that showed sésehkeof quality. Despite the fact
that a quality control system has been describedhean meantime it is highly
recommended to insist that at least one of theitawth/architectural historians forseen
as members of PIU in the FAM should be a senioeexp his field. This would help to
avoid that lack of quality will be only detectedtaaf delivery of finalized
documentations. The latter would not only be a wadttime and money but most
probably would create a lot of juridical discussdmproblems as well. The earlier it is
possible to get insight into the quality of docutagion the better. One should not
forget that this documentation has to be the Hasiall future decisions and activities.
In a high number of cases this will be the lasbinfation about a monument that will
be available after inundation. Quality of documéntg therefore, is most important for
all works.

7. Scientific analysis of historical monuments ba basis of the documentatidBoE-
CH repeats its request for the integration of ddienanalysis of the structure of
architectural monuments. Together with the technaacumentation this kind of
analysis for most of the monuments will be the omiformation that will survive
inundation. Only now it can be started and integgthiVe highly recommend to hire a
senior specialist in architecture / history of d@etture as a member of PIU-CH who is
familiar with the international scientific discugssiand approach in this field.

8. and 9. Feasibility studies for restoration agdcation of monument&oth activities
urgently need completion and integration of thesults into the general discussion of
concepts for Hasankeyf. Information at the momemttoo limited for further
recommendations.
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Al PHOTOS
All the pictures on the following pages were takeiMay 2009.
Photo 1: Excavations in Ilisu
village

Rescue excavations in Ilisu village
started in spring 2009 as part of the
cultural heritage documentation in
phase | area.

Photo 2: Excavations Ziviya Tivilki
(close to the construction site)

Excavations at Ziviya Tivilki were
started in spring 2009 as part of the
rescue documentation of cultural
heritage in the area of the
construction site.

Remains of unusual massive
buildings were unearthed which
allow to interpret the site as a small
but important structure.

Photo 3: Protection of Boncuklu
Field

Boncuklu Field, close to the
construction site, is one of the areas
that are important for the history of
the region. Excavation is planned.
For the time being the site is by
surrounding poles in order to protect
is from unintentional damage
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Photo 4: Cultural heritage survey
along the street Midyat - Dargegit

The street Midyat — Dargecit has to
be enlarged and its route partly
transferred. It is, therefore, defined
as B-category area. A Cultural
Heritage survey was carried out in
spring 2009. Remains of several
historical sites were found,
preliminary documented and entered
into the database.

Photo 5: Remains of a village at
the street Midyat - Dargegit

For instance, foundations of a
village on yet unknown date were
found at the Midyat — Dargecit road.

Photo 6: Remains of a village at
the street Midyat — Dargegit, cistern

Most houses of the village, found at
the Midyat — Dargegit road, had a
cistern.
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Photo 7: Arcosole grave near the
village at the Midyat — Dargegit road

Several arcosole graves were found
close to the village at the Midyat —
Dargecit road. The grave most
probably date to the Roman/Late
Roman Period.



Comment from Prof. Hayat Erkanal to his colleagues of the CoE-CH
of July 3, 2009:

Dear All,

As a member of COE-CH, | received the draft site visit report on 28th June and the
“final version of the report” on 30th June. Since | was abroad for an experimental
maritime project | wanted to share my personal comments on the site report of the
CH — Committee.

At the end of the site visit, | would say that the progress achieved on all sub-items of
CH activities was remarkable. It should be considered that Cultural Heritage activities
are large-scale, highly qualified and innovative ones. Also, a certain period of time is
required to carry out these studies duly.

Taking into consideration the remarkable progress and the work schedule of Cultural
Heritage Committee, it is understood that the studies are initiated and being carried
out properly. In my opinion, it is very clear that the completion of some missing points
which were identified during site visit is possible in a definite period. These activities
can be carried out within the context of ongoing studies parallel to the construction
works.

Yours sincerely,

Hayat Erkanal
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