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Chapter 1 Introduction  and background  

 

This report covers key resettlement issues reviewed during the 

suspension-related field visit and evaluation workshop which was held at the dam site 

and in Ankara from June 7 to 12, 2009. It reflects the points discussed during this 

workshop and lists the items which are, as a result of this workshop, expected to be 

addressed during the suspension period. 

1.1 Background 

Turkey has a long experience in building hydroelectric dams for power 

generation, irrigation, flood control, and drinking water supply. Many large-scale dam 

projects have been completed in the last 40 years.  

Ilēsu Dam and Hydroelectric Power Plant Project, is located on the Tigris River, 

in the Southeastern Anatolia Region of Turkey. This project is in the scope of 

Southeastern Anatolia Project (GAP) which is a comprehensive project that 

contributes to the development of Southeastern Region and whole country as well. 

Ilisu dam is the second largest after Ataturk dam and takes place in the GAP program 

of Turkey. Currently, the Ilisu dam is the largest dam being built in Turkey, and in all 

of Europe.  

Power plant of the Ilisu dam will have an installed capacity of 1,200 MW and is 

expected to produce 3,833 GWh/year, representing 1% of Turkeyôs total power needs 

by 2012. The reservoir of the dam will extend into five of Turkeyôs provinces (Batman, 

Diyarbakēr, Siirt, ķērnak, Mardin), which have a total population of 3.1 million people. 

Involuntary displacement and resettlement component of the project is an equally 

giant and complex process. According to the updated Resettlement Action Plan, 52, 

423 people will be directly affected by the project.  

Distinct from the dams that have already been built in Turkey, the main 

characteristic of the Ilisu project is the commitment on the part of the government to 

introduce new international policy standards and norms in the forced displacement 

and resettlement (FDR) process, as well as in its environmental and cultural heritage 

components. In deciding to introduce these higher standards in Ilisu Project, Turkeyôs 

Government aims to enhance the social and environmental norms for dam building in 

Turkey.   

Based on the survey presented in  the URAP, project has about 108 villages will 

be affected by dam construction and reservoir inundation. Of the total affected 

villages, 6 villages are located in dam construction sites (phase 1, 4 of which are in 

Mardin and 2 are in Sirnak) and about 102 villages are located in the reservoir areas 

(phase 2 and phase 3) which include 4 villages in Mardin, 36 (35 villages and 

Hasankeyf district center) villages in Batman, 15 villages in Diyarbakir, 5 villages in 



Sirnak and 42 villages in Siirt. The main part of Hasankeyf city will also be inundated 

in phase 3, although resettlement works begin in phase 2 

.  

 

1.2 Conclusions of Report on the COE Workshop of the Committee 

of Experts-Resettlement in December 2008 

   

To keep the consistent of the information with previous report, the key conclusion 

of COE-R 3
rd

 report in December 2008 is represented in the 4
th
 report as follows: 

ñThe results of the discussions held during the Workshop on resettlement can be 

summarized in the following list of items which are expected to be presented before 

the end of the EFN period: 

 ̧ The resettlement preparation and implementation activities of PIU have had the 

progressed. The PIU-R and its assistant institutions are more active and efficient 

than before. But the local PIU should still be established or strengthened as soon 

as possible. 

 ̧ If the Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy is issued by Turkish authorities, who are 

in line of international standard and disclosed to the public, some key gaps 

between TORs and prior domestic practice will be overcome. It will benefit the 

Ilisu Project as well as other projects. 

 ̧ To fulfil  the TORs, There is still should have quite a few works to be done. The 

key tasks, which should be finished before dam and other key project components 

construction start, have been discussed and presented in the report. It is difficult  

to finish these heavy tasks within 60 days of EFN. Whether period of EFN will be 

extended to more months or not, should be discussed.  

 ̧ Some key tasks for Phase 2 and 3 resettlement implementation preparation such 

as RIP, IRP and Hasankeyf RAP etc. could be finished in 2009 or/and 2010 based 

on the time schedule of resettlement implementation which have been formulated 

in the TORs. 

 ̧ For Ilisu Village construction and simultaneous preparation of farmlands 

(terracing, topsoil recovery) ̆  if the pre-condition in section 3.3 can be fulfilled,  

the resettlement and reconstruction work can be started. 

 ̧ For Koctepe Village, it is the same pre-conditions with Ilisu Village in section 3.3 

to start the resettlement, income restoration and reconstruction activities. 

 ̧ For diversion tunnels construction, the following tasks should be finished and 

presented in a special report and approved by COE-R before start as follows: 1) 

land occupation by waste rock and soil from tunnel; 2) land requisition impacts 

analysis; 3) policies adopted; 4) income resources impacts and restoration 

measures. If the results in the report shows no impacts or limited impacts that can 

be solved, and there are no other immediate arguments against starting the 

construction of the diversion tunnels from a resettlement point of view.  However 

this issue has to be seen in the context of the entire project from the point of view 



in resettlement aspect, and specifically taking into account the following 

points:   (i) while considerable progress was made in construction activities but 

the resettlement aspects still lag far behind, (ii) it is important that the 

resettlement aspects should be ahead of construction activities in order to prevent 

delays, (iii) the borrow area selected for this material is an agricultural area which 

still needs to be expropriated. So, to consider the linkage of the phase 1 

resettlement implementation needs and reasonable Phase 2 work planning with 

starting of the construction, the pre-conditions in Section 3.2 of this report still 

should be fulfilled before the diversion tunnels construction start. Also, the other 

two aspects in environmental and culture heritage should be taken into accounts. 

 ̧ The capacity building of PIU and relevant institutions/ staffs should be planned 

and conducted as soon as possible. ñ   

  

1.3 Suspension and ñMeasures to be undertaken before start of 

constructionò issued by ECAs 

In January 2009, ECAs declared the Ilisu Dam and HEPP Project to be in the suspension. 

The documents was issued by ECAs and sent to Consortium and PIU in January 6th,  2009.   

To better clarify what concrete actions could be taken to fulfill the agreed TORs ̆ the ECAs 

developed a list as the ñMeasures to be undertaken before start of constructionò and sent to 

consortium and PIU in January 6th, 2009. Of these, the resettlement measures include the 

following:  

(a) Finish all legal procedures in issuing an Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy in line 

with international standards. Based upon this Resettlement Policy release of an 

Information Booklet for the PAPs in Turkish and English and distribution to the 

Affected Households in 6 villages in phase 1 and disclosure to the public. The 

contents of the Information Booklet should be approved by CoE. 

(b) Updated RAP/IRP for all 3 phases include the following elements
1
 

(ba) Population Census, providing reliable data on numbers of PAPs identified 

and verified in field with assistance of the Village Resettlement Committee. 

This should cover the full reservoir area and include the estimated 

population growth rates. 

(bb) Land to be lost  

Amounts of farmland, orchard land, garden and vineyard land, grazing land, 

and      fuel wood land to be lost, surveyed by PIU, with results made 

known to the Village Resettlement Committees 

(bc) Villages losing houses and land vs. villages losing only production lands 

identified and the Village Resettlement Committee informed; amount and 

location of lands for the relocated new villages known and mapped. 

                                                        
1
 A Resettlement Action Plan (ñRAPò) linked to an Income Restoration Plan (ñIRPò) according to 

World Bank Standards (Operational Policy 4.12) and as agreed in TOR R-35 for all Project Affected 

People will be revised and submitted to ECAs and the CoE-R. Part of this overall RAP will become the 

RIP/IRP for Phase 1, with a greater level of detail than the overall plan. 



(bd) Land pool  

The land pool needs to be established (sites for new villages, new farmlands, 

new orchards, new fodder-producing lands, etc.) by identifying amounts of 

treasury land, forest land, grazing land, etc. available for re-allocation, but 

not yet actually allocated. For settlements only partially affected by 

inundation, all efforts will be made to move the displaced segments 

adjacent to the unaffected segments to maintain the community coherence. 

(be) The Village Resettlement Committee established at village level , with 

information booklet (Ilisu R&R policy) in possession of Committee 

(bf) IRP economic evaluation and feasibility analysis studies (topographic, 

agronomic, livestock, civil engineering, etc.) are done.  

(bg) IRP income-generating project done to design level (phase 1) and feasibility 

study level (phase 2 and 3) (production system, inputs, outputs; technical 

design; legal/policy framework; implementing organization; participation 

plan; cost estimate) 

(bh) Rough timetable by years for the resettlement of identified settlements to 

avoid cumulated resettlement of a majority of PAPs in the last years before 

impoundment  

(bi) Cost estimate and budget arrangement year-by-year. 

(c) For Phase 1 a detailed RIP (Resettlement Implementation Plan), linked to a 

detailed IRP (Income Restoration Plan) and RAP (Resettlement Action Plan) based on 

the overall RAP according to Para 3 b. will be completed, villagers acceptance 

secured and the plans implemented: For Phase 1, the measurable objective is: the 

agro-economic technical studies are all completed, the IRP design studies are 

completed and the IRP projects are agreed (signed) with the Village Resettlement 

Committee thoroughly informed via Ilisu Resettlement Policy booklet, Villagers 

acceptance means that Head of Village Resettlement Committee /mukhtar, 

representatives of each household will sign minutes about that they accept the 

RIP/IRP/Design of Ilisu village new settlement site and have been thoroughly 

informed via Ilisu Resettlement Policy Booklet. This item includes in particular the 

following measures: 

(ca) Census of all PAPs finalized, property losses enumerated, replacement 

properties (house plots, farmland, garden land, orchard land, etc.) identified, 

mapped, and in possession of PAPs. 

(cb) Transition allowances of food and fodder and fuel provided until first crops 

are harvested from new lands or at least one person per household employed 

are estimated and budgeted.  

(cc) Houses allocated to families in Ilisu village, paperwork for formal free-hold 

titling prepared. 

(cd) Detailed design report and cost estimate for new village (Ilisu ) including  

land, housing and infrastructure such as water, drainage, sewers, electricity to 

villagersô acceptance (broad consent) 

(ce) Nurseries to supply new fruit, nut, oil trees contracted and seedlings ordered.  

(cf) Updated RIP with cost estimate 



(cg) Updated IRP with cost estimate 

(ch) Timetable for implementation of IRP and RIP 

(ci) Timetable for completion of any outstanding works (e.g. continuing technical 

support to new varieties of crops, poultry raising, fodder production, 

fuel-wood plantations, etc.). 

(cj) Detailed work plan for phase II and phase III planning work to produce an 

updated RAP, RIP and IRP, including personnel required, timetable, and cost 

estimate. 

(ck) Final design of Koctepe village and farm lands and secure villager 

acceptance. 

(cl) Physical and civil works construction called for in IRP are fully completed or 

almost finished. 

Depending on the outcome of the design of income-generating project other measures 

such as poultry-raising and egg-production can be elaborated. 

(d) Within PIU, Central PIU Resettlement Office (in Ankara and in dam site), and 

Hasankeyf Resettlement Office established, full-time staffs from relevant government 

agencies are appointed and start work under one roof. A Village Resettlement 

Committee in each village in phase 1 is established. 

(e) Completion and publication of legal basis for future compensation at international 

World Bank standards, without house depreciation and with values for land in line 

with replacement costs for land. 

(f) Retrofit. Completion of measures to retrofit the compensation payment for 

expropriations already carried out for all PAPs in connection with the Ilisu Project, in 

line with World Bank Standards and according to TOR R-24. Such measures will be 

deemed as completed after they have been monitored by the EMG. 

(g) Grievance Mechanism. Completion of the establishment of a Grievance 

Mechanism as according to TOR R-27. This includes opening of further Information 

and Grievance Offices as well as implementing a detailed action plan on how to react 

to grievances, train grievance officers and how to document grievances; the 

effectiveness of this mechanism will be confirmed by the EMG/CoE. 



2 Objective s and activities of COE -R visits and eva luation 

workshop in June 2009  

2.1 Objectives 

The objectives of COE-R mission in June 2009 were designed ad follows:  

 ̧ Review the RIP (phase 1),URAP and Ilisu Village RIP and other documents, and 

evaluate their operational feasibility and acceptance by households.  

 ̧ Understanding of the progress and achievement in resettlement preparation and 

implementation since last mission in November 2008 through the meetings and 

interviews and observation in the field.  

 ̧ Evaluation of status of fulfillment of R-TORs 

 ̧ Evaluation of status of ñmeasures to be undertaken before start of constructionò 

 ̧ Give the findings, conclusion and recommendations 

2.2 Activities 

The activities of the COE-R mission include meetings with PIU/DSi, IC, ENCON, 

Provincial and local governors, VRCs members etc., fields visit and observation in the 

new settlement sites and so on. The detail schedule of activities is presented in the 

table 2.1. 

Table 2.1 The schedule of COE-R during the fields visit    

Time Main activities 

Sunday, June 7,2009 Informal Meeting with Director/chairman of PIU-R, ENCON, 

Consortium, COE and EMG  

Monday, June 8, morning COE/PIU/ENCON/Consortium/EMG meeting in Ankara 

Monday, June 8, afternoon Ankara-Mardin-Midyat and Free Discussion 

Tuesday, June 9 
Meetings with VRC members in Ilisu, Koctepe and Karabayir 

villages and new settlement sites visit in Ilisu and Koctepe of 

phase 1 village  

Wednesday, June 10, morning 
Meeting with of Phase 3 village 

Visiting of PIU Information Centre in Hasankeyf 

Meeting with Mayor and Governor of Hasankeyf city 

Wednesday, June 10, afternoon 
Visiting of PIU Information Centre in Batman 

Meeting with Deputy Governor of Batman Province 

Visiting of PIU Information Centre in Diyarbakir 

Meeting with DSI regional Director  

Thursday, June 11 
Detail Discussion on RIP/IRP/URAP in PIU office 



Friday, June 12, morning 
Detail Discussion on Resettlement Institutions and Capacity 

Building in PIU office 

Friday, June 12, afternoon 
Resettlement progress evaluation within COE-R 

16:00 Wrap-up meeting 

Saturday, June 13, afternoon 
Morning: COE-R internal meeting for report 

Informal Meeting with Director of ENCON, Consortium and 

EMG 

The meeting during the field visit were attended by the following persons: 

 ̧ Meeting PIU/DSi, MPWS,TOKI,GAP and MARA managers. The PIU-R 

members attend and headed by Mr. Mustafa KARATAS or/ and Mr. Hikmet 

Ķ¢TEN. The Project Director Mr. 

 ̧ Meeting with Mr. Bilgihan Bayar , the Hasankefy Governor and Mr. Abdulvahap 

Kusen, the Hasankyf Mayor 

 ̧ Meeting with Mr. Osman Varol, Deputy Batman Governor  

 ̧ Meeting with Mr. Turkay Ozgur, the DSi X Regional Director in Diyarbakir, and 

his team 

 ̧ Meeting with Mr. Ertan Demirbas, Mr. Ali Riza Oc, Mr. Ibrahim Yavrucu, and Mr. 

Ahmet Koksal and other  representatives of consortium 

 ̧ Meeting with Mr. Tolga Balta, the managing partner of ENCON and Mr. Tugrul 

Cem, the project manager, and their resettlement, social and economic specialists 

and RIP/URAP/IRP consultants 

 ̧ Meeting with Prof. Dr. Ilhami Bayramin and Dr. Fatin Cedden of the University 

of Ankara faculty of agriculture and Dr. Taner Yigit of the economics faculty of 

Bilkent University 

 ̧ Meeting 3 VRCs in Ilisu, Koctepe and Karabayir villages in Phase 1  

 ̧ Meeting with EMG, headed by Prof. William Partridge etc.  

 ̧ Meeting with representatives ECAs: Mr. Thomas Leye, Mr. Dirk Hohnecker, Mr. 

Markus Hoskovec, Mr. Bernhard.Mueller 

 ̧ Fields visit in dam site with VRC in 2 new settlement sites (Ilisu and Koctepe) in 

Phase 1 

 ̧ Fields visit in new settlement sites with HRC and mayor in Hasankeyf 

 ̧ Meeting the VRC of Ucyol Village (phase 3 village)  

 ̧ CoE-R: Prof. SHI Guoqing, Mr.Turan Hazar, Prof.Yavuz Kir 

 

In addition to those, some other meetings held as follows:  

 ̧ COE-R short meeting regarding the pre-wrap-up and after wrap-up for COE-R 

report. 

 ̧ Informal meeting and discussion between Prof. SHI and ECAs representatives in 

the evening of June 11, and COE-R and ECAs in the afternoon of June 12 before 

wrap-up meeting. 

 ̧ The inform discussion regarding the Ilisu Project resettlement preparation 

between representatives of COE-R and PIU-R, ENCON, IC and EMG in the 

morning of June 7, 2009, and in the noon of June 13, 2009 

 



2.2 Time Span of Present Report 

 

As it is explained in the 3rd COE-R report (see page 10), that the 3rd CoE-R 

report has covered the period of June 2008 to November 24, 2008 by taking into 

account the EFN period. 

The Committee of Expert-Resettlement (COE-R) field visit and evaluation 

workshop took place between June 7th -12th, 2009. However, COE-R decided to 

extend the period covered by present (fourth) report from November 2008 to July 4, 

2009, so as to reflect and comment upon the works fulfilled and documented by PIU 

since the present report focuses on the issues regarding the Suspension period.    

 



CHAPTER 3 Progresses  

 

The progress following the Third COE-R Report time span can be explained as 

follows; 

¶ It is stated by DSĶ/PIU that through an official letter dated Nov. 2008, DSI 

requested relevant governmental authorities to assign their relevant personnel 

to Ilēsu Project resettlement works full time in order to form a Central 

Resettlement Management Unit working together out of office space provided 

by DSI in its headquarters. Then ENCON was subcontracted to supply 

professional services and additional expert personnel to the newly organized 

PIU to help meet international standards, 

¶ Establishment of a temporary XVI DSI Regional Directorate for the aim of 

managing  of Ilisu Project was decided through the Cabinet Decree dated 

Nov 10th 2008  with the decision number of 2008/10538,  

¶ Il isu Project Resettlement Policy has been prepared by PIU and 

approved/signed by the Minister of Environment and Forestry on December 

5th, 2008.  Then the meetings regarding Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy 

(IPRP) with the participation of relevant authorities in terms of preparing a 

road map in regard how to implement and forward to the relevant authorities, 

¶ Resettlement area of Koctepe Village in amount of 14.2 ha was determined 

together with the PAPs in January 2009. 

¶ Socio-economic survey studies in the subject area were held between 

February-March 2009 in order to collect data regarding the population census, 

population growth estimation, determination of land to be lost and land use of 

those lands, determination of impact categories for all settlement sites etc. 

¶ A technical site visit was carried out in order to determine current land use 

pattern and create the soil quality index of Phase I Villages by means of taking 

soil samples and analyzing those samples. Moreover, capitalization rate, which 

will constitute a basis for compensation of remaining settlements, was 

calculated after field studies in February 2009. 

¶ A public informative meeting for Koctepe villagers was held in order to make 

PAPs conscious about the resettlement process by MPWS, DSI and PIU in 

February 2009, 

¶ A public informative meeting was held for the people living in Phase I 

settlements by DSI, TOKI and PIU in order to inform public about the New 

Il isu Village design details and payment conditions in February 2009, 

¶ Project Information Office (Resettlement Office) in Karabayir Village was set 

up with full time staffs working on behalf of PIU in March 2009. 

¶ Between March and May 2009; an informative chart has been prepared and 

attached the IPRP in terms of providing a clear understanding. Information 

booklets prepared in line with the IPRP and international (World Bank) 

standards, have been publicized. Then booklets Distributed to Phase 1, Phase 2 

and Phase 3 villages, 



 

¶ In March 2009, population census and socio-economic survey in whole 

reservoir have been completed. Then population growth estimation was 

completed, 

¶ Study on capitalization rate calculation was  performed in March and May 

2009, 

¶ In April 2009, calculation of land to be lost, and determination of land use of 

those land with regard to official title deed records  works were performed, 

¶ March through May 2009; village resettlement committees in all affected 

settlements were established on village basis, 

¶ Land pool determination works for affected settlements were performed as of 

April and May 2009,  

¶ Income generating projects with regard to Income Restoration Plan for Phase1 

settlements were completed at design level as of April 2009. Then, time 

schedule estimate for all phases regarding impoundment was done. 

¶ Income generating projects with regard to Income Restoration Plan for Phases 

II and III settlements were completed at feasibility level as of May 2009, 

¶ Works regarding option packages feasibility studies for IRP for all phases and 

cost estimate and budget allocations on yearly basis  were performed as of 

May 2009, 

¶ Updated Resettlement Action Plan (URAP) was prepared and uploaded as of 

May 8
th
 2009. 

¶  Updated Resettlement Implementation Plan (RIP) was prepared and uploaded 

as of May 8
th
, 2009. 

¶ In May 2009, as regard with the Resettlement Committee for Hasankeyf 

District Center, much broader stakeholder participation was considered (such 

as District Governor, Mayor, Municipal Council Members, Quarter/hamlet 

Mukhtars, Provincial Assembly Members, Political Party District Leaders, 

School Heads, Imam and Representatives of Non-governmental Organizations 

ï NGOs) and some discussions have been done with relevant stakeholders in 

Hasankeyf.  

¶ In May 2009, a general meeting was held in Hasankeyf (where all stakeholders 

participated) for the establishment of Hasankeyf Resettlement Committee. 

During the meeting, Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy was presented, 

discussed, and Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy Information Booklets were 

also handed out, 

¶ On 14 May 2009, PAPs living in Ilisu Village were informed about the 

Income Restoration Plans and the meeting schedule for the Informative 

meetings to be held in Ilisu Village in order to provide maximum number of 

PAP participation. 

¶ It is reported by PIU that a series of informative meetings were held in Ilisu 

Construction Site for Phase I villages for the aim of informing PAPs and 

resettlement committees about the options provided for each affected 

household in each affected settlement. Between May 20
th 

and 22
nd

, 2009, on 



the other hand, alternatives regarding agricultural production and animal 

husbandry were explained by using the technical specifications in parallel with 

the Ilisu Resettlement Policy. The following table indicates a list of the 

meetings which were confirmed during COE-R meetings with VRCs. 

 Settlement  Date of Meeting  Place 

1 Kartalkaya Village 20 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

2 Temelli Village 20 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

3 Karabayir Village 20 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

4 
Koctepe Village and 

Kocyurdu Hamlet 
20 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

5 Dugunyurdu Village 20 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

6 
Koctepe Village and 

Kocyurdu Hamlet 
21 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

7 Il isu Village 21 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

8 Karabayir Village 21 May 2009 Construction Site Office 

 

 

¶ Training programs relevant to grievance redress mechanism of the project and 

IPRP were given at Public Information Offices in Diyarbakir, Batman and 

Hasankeyf on May 28
th
, 2009 and in Karabayir and Construction Site on May 

29
th
, 2009. Finally, a more specified an intensive training program was carried 

out relevant to Phase I settlements for both Karabayir and Construction Site 

Offices in the construction area on May 29
th
, 2009. 

¶ As an income generation measure, the Planning processes about farmlands 

were completed for all Phase I settlements, and also communication with 

suppliers regarding seedlings were initiated in May 2009. 

¶ New Ilisu Village design report was submitted as a part of RIP report for the 

approval of CoE.  

¶ Chapter 3 and Chapter 5 of Updated Resettlement Action Plan (Addendum to 

URAP) was submitted on June 01
st
,  2009, 

¶ Documents about the Public Informative Meetings organized at Phase I 

settlements about Income Restoration Plans and Programs taking place in 

Resettlement Implementation Plan (RIP) in May 2009 were submitted on June 

3
rd

, 2009. 

¶ Documents about the meetings held for the establishment of Village 

Resettlement Committees for Hasankeyf District Center (Phase II) and 

remaining Phase III settlements in May 2009, were submitted on June 3
rd

, 

2009 

¶ Documents about the trainings that were given to personnel of Project 

Information Offices in May 2009 were submitted on June 3
rd

, 2009. 

¶ Study and information on auxiliary infrastructure, Jun 2009, 

¶ Grievance Redress mechanism was set up as of May 2009, 



¶ The chart of new DSI XVIth Regional Directorate was disclosed to COE-R 

and discussed in the workshop in June 11, 2009. 

¶ Il isu Village RIP Report separately Completed and Submitted to COE-R in 

June 10, 2009. 

¶ The Updated affected population which includes the estimated APs induced by 

auxiliary infrastructures was submitted to COE-R in June 13, 2009. 

¶ The updated detail work plan for phase 2 & 3 planning work was submitted to 

COE-R in June 20, 2009. 

¶ The ñWork plan regarding expropriation, resettlement and income restoration 

activities of phase 2 and phase 3 settlementsò was submitted to COE-R in June 

20, 2009.  

¶ The ñDraft institutional setup for the implementation of Ilisu Dam and HEPP 

Project resettlement activitiesò was submitted to COE-R in June 22, 2009. 

¶ The acceptance documents was submitted to COE-R in June 23,2009 

¶ The PIU Capacity Building Plan and annex 1 and 2 has been submitted to 

COE-R in June 26, 2009. The annex 3 and 4 were submitted in June 29. 

¶ The document ñaddendum to income restoration plan within the context of Diversion 

tunnels and waste rock disposal areaò was submitted to COE-R in June 29, 2009.  

 

In summary, the key points that considered as main progress component: 

ü Policy: preparation and approval of IPRP by the Minister of Environment and 

Forestry  

ü Information dissemination about IPRP to the relevant authorities including 

PIU members 

ü Preparation and publication of information booklet about the IPRP and 

distribution to Phase 1, phase II and Phase III villagers 

ü Completion of population census and socio-economic survey 

ü Determination of impact categories for all settlement sites and calculation of 

land to be lost 

ü Mapping future situation of lands on village basis 

ü Land pool determination for all affected settlements 

ü Establishment of Village Resettlement Committees on village basis 

ü Establishment of Il isu Project Resettlement Offices 

ü Completion of income generating projects at design level for phase1 

ü Time schedule estimate for all phases 

ü Completion of income generating projects at feasibility level for phase II and 

III settlements 

ü Cost estimate and budget allocations on yearly basis 

ü Completion of New Ilisu village design report including cost estimate with all 

civil works 

ü Completion of URAP with an addendum 

ü Completion of RIP/IRP report for phase 1 villages 

ü Completion of Ilisu village RIP Report 



ü Information meetings with phase 1 villagers, presenting design details and 

payment conditions and  plans to VRCs and PAPs, villagerôs acceptance, 

evidences 

ü Update of cost estimates for RIP and IRP 

ü Auxiliary infrastructure 

ü Update population 

ü Grievance redress mechanism under operation 

ü  Meetings with PAPs and VRCs on Land acquisition and resettlement issues 

(in phase 1, retrofit is included) such as IPRP, entitlement, compensation, 

depreciation etc.., 

ü Training for officers of project information offices for both grievance 

mechanism and IPRP 

ü Establishment of a temporary XVI DSI Regional Directorate for the aim of 

managing  of Ilisu Project was decided through the Cabinet Decree dated 

Nov 10th 2008  with the decision number of 2008/10538, The institution 

structure of XVI DSI Regional Directorate was proposed but the decision in 

structure has not made and the staffs has not appointed/employed yet.  

ü Determination of affected population 

 



4 Evaluations  

4.1 Evaluation for status of fulfillment of measures to be undertaken before start construction  
 

Table 4.1 Evaluation for status of fulfillment of resettlement ñMeasures to be undertaken before start of 

constructionò (required to lift the suspension) 
 

MEASURES STATE OF 

COMPLETION 

REMARKS 

a) Finish all legal procedures in issuing an Ilisu 

Project Resettlement Policy in line with international 

standards. Based upon this Resettlement Policy 

release of an Information Booklet for the PAPs in 

Turkish and English and distribution to the Affected 

Households in 6 villages in phase 1 and disclosure to 

the public. The contents of the Information Booklet 

should be approved by CoE. 

Completed Il isu Project Resettlement Policy (IPRP) has been prepared by PIU 

in line with international standards and the ñsupporting letter 

confirms the Resettlement Policyò signed by Mr. Minister of 

Environment and Forestry in December 5, 2008. Then, an 

information booklet separately addressing on houses and lands with 

explanatory charts has been prepared  and distributed to the PAPs 

through the establishment of ñVillage Resettlement Committees 

(VRC)ò in line to IPRP. Chapter 4 and Annex 4.2 

b) Updated RAP/IRP for all 3 phases include the 

following elements2: 

  

(ba)  Population Census, providing reliable data on 

numbers of PAPs identified and verified in field  with 

assistance of the Village Resettlement  Committee. 

This should cover the full reservoir  area and 

include the estimated population growth  rates. 

Completed URAP Chapter 2, Chapter 2.2 

Additional document regarding population census was submitted 

COE-R in Jun 13
th
, 2009.  

(bb)  Land to be lost  

Amounts of farmland, orchard land, garden and 

vineyard land, grazing land, and      fuel wood 

land to be lost, surveyed by PIU, with results made 

Completed Phase I villagers have been informed about the amount of lands to 

be lost and the plots of impaction have been presented by the PIU.  

On the other hand, Phase II and III villagers have been informed on 

the lands to be lost empirically, and it is understood that the 

                                                        
2
 A Resettlement Action Plan (ñRAPò) linked to an Income Restoration Plan (ñIRPò) according to World Bank Standards (Operational Policy 4.12) and as agreed in TOR 

R-35 for all Project Affected People will be revised and submitted to ECAs and the CoE-R. Part of this overall RAP will become the RIP/IRP for Phase 1, with a greater level 

of detail than the overall plan. 



known to the Village Resettlement Committees presentations by using the satellite images and GIS based 

infrastructure will be done soon. URAP Chapter 3 and Table 3.4, 

RIP/IRP Phase 1 report Chapter 4 and Annex 4.3 and following 

tables. 

(bc) Villages losing houses and land vs. villages 

losing only production lands identified and the 

Village Resettlement Committee informed; amount 

and location of lands for the relocated new villages 

known and mapped. 

Completed URAP Chapter 5 and RIP/IRP Phase 1 report Chapter 6. 

(bd) Land pool  

The land pool needs to be established (sites for new 

villages, new farmlands, new orchards, new 

fodder-producing lands, etc.) by identifying amounts 

of treasury land, forest land, grazing land, etc. 

available for re-allocation, but not yet actually 

allocated. For settlements only partially affected by 

inundation, all efforts will be made to move the 

displaced segments adjacent to the unaffected 

segments to maintain the community coherence. 

Completed The land pools for the new settlement needs and the need for the 

implementation of IRP measures for 25 villages (including their 

hamlets, if any) have been completed and presented in the report 

namely URAP of April, 2009.  Together with the remaining 

villages, land pools have been submitted as of the end of May, 

2009. In the Report that Addendum to URAP. As given in the 

URAP that the total number of fully and partially affected 

settlements is 88, while Hasankeyf district center and six of Phase I 

villages (which were addressed separately in relevant reports) are 

out of this figure for the documentation of land pools.  The 

number of remaining settlements is 81.  

URAP chapter 5, Addendum to URAP Chapter 3. Section 5.1 and 

5.2, RIP/IRP phase 1 report and Ilisu RIP.   

(be)  The Village Resettlement Committee 

established at village level, with information booklet 

(Il isu R&R policy) in possession of Committee 

Completed Documents proving the establishment of VRCs have been delivered 

in URAP for all affected settlements.  

Section 6.1.1of URAP Chapter 6. 

COE met Ilisu, Karabayēr, Koctepe and Ucyol Village Resettlement 

Committees during site visit in June, 2009. 

 

(bf)  IRP economic evaluation and feasibility 

analysis studies (topographic, agronomic, livestock, 

civil engineering, etc.) are done.  

Completed URAP Chapter 5. and relevant tables 

(bg) IRP income-generating project done to design Completed Phase 1, RIP/IRP Phase 1 report Chapter 7 and relevant parts 



level (phase 1) and feasibility study level (phase 2 and 

3) (production system, inputs, outputs; technical 

design; legal/policy framework; implementing 

organization; participation plan; cost estimate) 

dealing with this issue in detail at design level. 

Phase 2 and 3: URAP Chapter 5 and relevant tables at feasibility 

study level  

 

(bh) Rough timetable by years for the resettlement 

of identified settlements to avoid cumulated 

resettlement of a majority of PAPs in the last years 

before impoundment  

Completed URAP Chapter 8 and, Chart estimated time schedule, addendum 

submitted to COE in June 20,2009   

(bi) Cost estimate and budget arrangement 

year-by-year. 

Completed URAP Chapter 9 and Table 9.1, Addendum submitted to COE in 

June 20, 2009 

c) For Phase 1 a detailed RIP (Resettlement 

Implementation Plan), linked to a detailed IRP 

(Income Restoration Plan) and RAP (Resettlement 

Action Plan) based on the overall RAP according to 

Para 3 b. will be completed, villagers acceptance 

secured and the plans implemented: For Phase 1, the 

measurable objective is: the agro-economic technical 

studies are all completed, the IRP design studies are 

completed and the IRP projects are agreed (signed) 

with the Village Resettlement Committee thoroughly 

informed via Ilisu Resettlement Policy booklet, 

Villagers acceptance means that Head of Village 

Resettlement Committee /mukhtar, representatives of 

each household will sign minutes about that they 

accept the RIP/IRP/Design of Ilisu village new 

settlement site and have been thoroughly informed via 

Il isu Resettlement Policy Booklet. This item includes 

in particular the following measures: 

 It is understood that IPRP booklets that have been prepared 

and submitted to the ECAs and CoEs by the PIU have been 

presented to the all of the members of the VRCs in Phase I, 

II and III. It is also available at project information offices It 

is also understood that, the villager acceptances for the 

Phase I IRP measures and new resettlement areas (for Ilisu 

and Koctepe) have been almost completed. It is understood 

that in order to take their acceptances, separate meetings 

were held by the participation of affected PAPs and the 

PAPs mostly like the implementation of the measures and 

the use of the IPRP. COE-R saw and confirmed that VRCs 

as the representatives of AHs accepted the IRP in generally 

and would like to see the samples of income restoration 

measures implementation and than make the individual 

decision during the meetings with 3 VRCs in the fields visit.  

It is an important notice at this point that, the samples for the 

income restoration measures (sample terraces, greenhouses, 

etc.) seem to be taken more convincing by the PAPs. 

The signed acceptance documents in phase 1 villages 

submitted to COE-R in June 23, 2009.  

(ca) Census of all PAPs finalized, property losses 

enumerated, replacement properties (house plots, 

 
Completed 

RIP/IRP Report for Phase1, Chapter 3. 



farmland, garden land, orchard land, etc.) identified, 

mapped, and in possession of PAPs. 

(cb) Transition allowances of food and fodder and 

fuel provided until f irst crops are harvested from new 

lands or at least one person per household employed 

are estimated and budgeted.  

 
Completed 

 

The implementation strategy has been given in URAP Chapter 4 

(4.1 Transition Allowances). 

(cc) Houses allocated to families in Ilisu, paperwork 

for formal free-hold titling prepared. 

Completed The title deeds will be provided to the PAPs in Ilisu village for free 

of charge while it is understood from the URAP that the rest of the 

legal expenses are also covered by the project. URAP Chapter 4, 

Annex 4.1 (Policy) box:3 

(cd) Detailed design report and cost estimate for 

new village (Ilisu ) including  land, housing and 

infrastructure such as water, drainage, sewers, 

electricity to villagersô acceptance (broad consent) 

Completed Separate Ilisu RIP has been submitted to COE. 

(ce) Nurseries to supply new fruit, nut, oil trees 

contracted and seedlings ordered.  

Partly Completed The availability of the seedlings has been checked in accordance to 

the amounts needed as regards to the RIP report after its submission.  

It is seen that most of the providers have sent a confirmation letters, 

while the PIU is waiting for the confirmation letters for two types of 

seedlings.  

(cf) Updated RIP with cost estimate Completed RIP/IRP report for Phase 1, Chapter 10, Also it can bee seen on 

Il isu RIP report.  

(cg) Updated IRP with cost estimate Completed RIP/IRP report for Phase 1, Chapter 10, Also it can bee seen on 

Il isu RIP report. 

(ch) Timetable for implementation of IRP and RIP Completed RIP/IRP report for phase 1, Chapter 6 pages 11, 12, 24, and 25.  

(ci) Timetable for completion of any outstanding 

works (e.g. continuing technical support to new 

varieties of crops, poultry raising, fodder production, 

fuel-wood plantations, etc.). 

Completed Chapter 6, Tables 6.4, 6.5, 6.6 Chapter 7 relevant tables.   

(cj) Detailed work plan for phase II and phase III 

planning work to produce an updated RAP, RIP and 

IRP, including personnel required, timetable, and cost 

estimate. 

Completed URAP Chapter 8, 8.2, pages 10 and 11 



(ck) Final design of Koctepe village and farm lands 

and secure villager acceptance. 

Partly completion (cm) Final design of Koctepe village and farm lands and securing 

villager acceptance completed partly. Settlement sites and farmland 

are planed, but there is not detailed typical houses design, if the 

impacts of physical displacement of houses will be happen in the 

inundation stage, it is fine.  

Koctepe VRC has been established. The need of the lands in 

Koctepe for the realization of the project is cleared out and 

described by updated Final Design works by ECS. Up to this 

clarification it seems to be impractical for the finalization of the 

design in the new settlement area for Koctepe village. Resettlement 

schemes (Government support resettlement or self resettlement) 

selected by AHs has not decided by each family in Koctepe village.  

The design could be finished as required during the implementation 

stage and the urgency of the expropriation / resettlement needs for 

Koctepe village would totally be clarified after completion of ECS 

work. 

(cl) Physical and civil works construction called for 

in IRP are fully completed or almost finished. 

Started The activities should be arranged in implementation stage. It should 

be implemented after RIP/IRP approval by COE-R. For the time 

being, since it was requested by the PAPs in Phase I villages 

(especially Ilisu villagers) in the meetings, PIU has started the 

construction of IRP activities by the demonstration plots of the 

terracing and green houses.  These plots have been visited on June, 

12. 

 

Depending on the outcome of the design of 

income-generating project other measures such as 

poultry-raising and egg-production can be elaborated. 

Completed It is understood from the RIP/IRP report that, income 

generating activities has been elaborated in detailed.   

d) Within PIU, Central PIU Resettlement Office (in 

Ankara and in dam site), and Hasankeyf Resettlement 

Office established, full-time staffs from relevant 

government agencies are appointed and start work 

under one roof. A Village Resettlement Committee in 

Completed It is understood that, PIU resettlement offices in Diyarbakir, 

Batman, Hasankeyf, Dargecit, Karabayir village (to serve to 

the Phase I villages) and in the construction area have been 

established and under operation. VRCs (in 3 Phase I 

villages) have been established and the documentation has 



each village in phase 1 is established. been provided via communication portal and submitted in 

the URAP. Also documents were declared by members of 

VRCs to COE during meetings.  

e) Completion and publication of legal basis for future 

compensation at international World Bank standards, 

without house depreciation and with values for land in 

line with replacement costs for land. 

Completed The policies in ñland for land and house for houseò are 

issued, rather than the cash compensation (replace value, but 

in the base of depreciation) only.   

But it is important and better to get the decision of policy in 

reducing depreciation rates, or saying replacement value 

plus subsides for new house construction physically for AHs 

who chosen self-resettlement, or government support 

resettlement but to build the new house by themselves in the 

new settlement sites, or resettlement in house to house ) 

 

 

f) Retrofit. Completion of measures to retrofit the 

compensation payment for expropriations already 

carried out for all PAPs in connection with the Ilisu 

Project, in line with World Bank Standards and 

according to TOR R-24. Such measures will be 

deemed as completed after they have been monitored 

by the EMG. 

Completed  After the submission of RIP, URAP and IRP reports, it is 

understood that three informative meetings to the Phase I 

villagers have been conducted by the PIU.  In these 

meetings the retrofit for the Ilisu villagers has explained by 

stating that, the expropriation payments have to be given 

back to the government.  The repayment was proposed to 

be executed by the first five years of grace period and with 

the equal payments for the remaining 15 years by 0% 

interest rate, which will provide an extra benefit to the Ilisu 

villagers. 

g) Grievance Mechanism. Completion of the 

establishment of a Grievance Mechanism as 

according to TOR R-27. This includes opening of 

further Information and Grievance Offices as well as 

implementing a detailed action plan on how to react 

to grievances, train grievance officers and how to 

document grievances; the effectiveness of this 

mechanism will be confirmed by the EMG/CoE. 

Completed It is understood that the grievance Redress mechanism is 

under operation.   Also grievance forms arranged 

according to RAP report in international standards have 

been seen in project offices that visited during visit.  



4.2 Evaluation for status of fulfillment of R-TORs 
 

Table 4.2 Evaluation for status of fulfillment of Resettlement TORs according to FAM 
 

R-1 RAP ï people affected by the project 
PIU will provide reliable and robust figures on the numbers of people affected 
(and the degree to which they are affected) by the project. This task collates 
the information garnered in the fulfillment of Tasks R-2 to R-6. 

 

 

Largely Completed 

This task collates the information garnered in the fulfillment 

of Tasks R-2 to R-6  

The reason is R2, R4 and R6 are partly completed  

The present fulfillment status of R-1 should not be key factor 

to start the project implementation 

 

R-2 RAP ï parcels/owners affected 
PIU will provide reliable and robust figures on the numbers of parcels/owners 
affected including absentee owners and what this means in terms of people to 
be resettled. 

Almost Completed 

(By sending the relevant 

information in the latest 

Addendum, I believe this 

TOR can be assigned as 

Completed.  The 

cadastral study (including 

the vacant settlements) for 

the reservoir area (under 

527 m) has been 

completed so that, all the 

ñLand Poolsò for Phases 

II and III could be 

finalized by the use of 

cadastral data. 

The remaining ownerships for mainly the vacant settlements 

can be provided after the completion of cadastral surveys.  

This TOR could be fulfilled during the implementation stage. 

The present fulfillment status of R-2 should not be key factor 

to start the project implementation      

 

R-3 RAP ï resident and absentee owners 
PIU will provide reliable and robust estimation figures on the numbers of 
resident and absentee owners affected and what this means in terms of 
people to be resettled. 

Completed Figures can be seen in the ñAddendum to Chapter 2 in 

URAPò that was submitted COE on Jun 13
th
 2009. 

 

R-4 RAP ï people affected by auxiliary infrastructure 
PIU will provide reliable and robust estimation figures on the numbers of 
resident and absentee people affected by auxiliary infrastructure and what 
this means in terms of people to be resettled. 

Partly Completed The submitted dates in June 13, 2009 

Figures are in estimation level  

This TOR can be fulfilled after the completion of ECS design 

works 



The present fulfillment status of R-4 should not be key factor 

to start the project implementation  

R-5 RAP ï number of PAPs by type 
PIU will provide reliable and robust figures on the numbers of PAPs by type 
including different categories such as homeless/landless reflecting the degree 
to which the household is affected and what this means in terms of people to 
be resettled. 

Completed Chapter 2, Tables 2.1, 2.2 and other relevant tables. Chapter 3 

or RIP/IRP report for Phase 1, and its relevant tables. 

 

R-6 RAP ï number of affected host populations 
PIU will provide reliable and robust figures on the number of affected host 
populations (that is, any area, village, city, or similar receiving people 
relocated due to the project). 

Partly completed Since the new resettlement site alternatives are in the borders 

of the subject village entity, the study on host population was 

not issued.  

In future works if there will be a host population (due to the 

need of determination of new resettlement areas in the 

villages rather than the subject village) during the 

implementation 

This TOR could be fulfilled during the implementation stage 

The present fulfillment status of R-6 should not be key factor 

to start the project implementation  

 

R-7 RAP ï land requirements for auxiliary facilities 
PIU will provide an estimate of the land requirements for auxiliary facilities 
(such as transmission lines, roads, public buildings). 

Completed Cost of auxiliary infrastructure is included budget. Chapter 9 

of URAP (section 9.2, paragraph 1). Statement: URAP Table 

1.4, 1.5, 1.61.7, 1.8. (states land requirements as routes) 

Land requirement and affected persons estimation is 

separately submitted to COE-R in June 13, 2009 as 

addendum to Chapter 2  in URAP, page 4, tables 1 and 2),  

Land requirement for auxiliary facilities included into; 

(phase1): Chapter 4 of RIP/IRP Report for Phase 1, Table 4.1. 

R-8 RAP ï analysis of adverse impacts 
PIU will provide an analysis of adverse impacts the host populations and 
PAPs may suffer as a result of resettlement and provide mitigation measures, 
budget and time schedules for each specific measure. 

Completed Mentioned in Chapter 2 and included into monitoring 

indicators. On the other hand URAP has been designed to 

mitigate adverse impacts such as PAPs may suffer as a result 

of resettlement if any. (Salary, training, health unit etc..) 

R-9 RAP ï analysis of land ownership inequities 
PIU will provide an analysis of inequities in land ownership in the affected 
region, the potential impacts of these ownership patterns on resettlement and 
measures to mitigate each of these impacts. These measures will assure 

Completed URAP indicates land ownership situation and IPRP also 

determines subsistence level to mitigate/solve potential 

adverse impact of land inequity by stating the preservation 



that until solutions are found for cases under consideration, no party suffers 
any disadvantages. 

mechanism for relatively poor PAPs such as subsistence level 

determination. URAP Chapter 2, table 2.23, 2.24, Chapter 2 

page 42. Chapter3, 3.1 and 3.2.  

R-10 RAP ï long term income restoration, livelihood 
restoration plan 
PIU will provide information on all measures for income restoration (as e. g. 
education programs for change of profession, adaptation of agricultural 
practices, fishery, founding of own companies, employment in HEPP etc.) 
including details on group of people to which measure can be applied, funding 
of measure, steps to implement measures, time schedule for implementation, 
responsible entity etc. according to template A. 
Measures for income restoration for all groups of affected people will be 
included. These are: landless, owner of marginal land, small landowners, 
owners of property on the banks reservoir, pastoralists, farmers involved in 
husbandry, non-agricultural groups etc. 

Completed URAP and IRP option packages (and also the implementation 

of IPRP) give a statement for long term income and 

livelihood restoration. 

URAP Chapter 3, 

RIP/IRP Chapter 7 

R-11 RAP ï cadastral survey 
PIU will provide a complete cadastral survey (including vacant villages) using 
data that has become available. PIU will provide an analysis of this new 
survey in the following respects: 
a) magnitude of absentee ownership; 
b) magnitude of title disputes; and 
c) problems, including legal fees/expenses 
and their effects on resettlement and include mitigation measures, budgets 
and implementation schedules for each specific measure. 

 

Largely Completed 

 

  

The cadastral works for reservoir area almost completed 

Some areas out of reservoir have not completely fulfilled yet.  

The portion of cadastral works already completed gives the 

answers to the tasks mentioned under this TOR as a, b and c.  

The remaining of cadastral works is under progress. 

The present fulfillment status of R-11 should not be key 

factor to start the project implementation 

 

R-12 RAP ï compensation and resettlement 
PIU will develop time-bound step-by-step compensation and resettlement 
measures, implementation schedule and monitoring concept for all affected 
populations regardless of whether they seek resettlement assistance from the 
state or not assuring the timely completion of resettlement six months prior to 
the area being affected (such as land, infrastructure, access roads) and 
avoiding temporary resettlement. 

Completed for Phase I 

villages. 

 

URAP Chapter 4, Entitlement Matrix, Chapter 8.2 Figure8.3 

R-13 RAP ï distribution of land 
PIU will provide measures, implementation schedule and monitoring concept 
for the distribution of land assigned to DSI by MARA including the option 
package under the umbrella of government assisted resettlement to all 
landless households or those with less than adequate land ownership to 
support their families, using as a benchmark either MARA or state statistical 
office standard or farm models for each of the affected areas Evidence that 
the communities and households affected have been informed of the options 
package will be provided by PIU. 

Completed Phase I completed,  

Benchmark has been determined by IPRP and URAP,  

Phase II and III resettlement works will be executed in line 

with this benchmark study. 

 

URAP Chapter: 3 and other relevant pages. 



R-14 RAP: benefits for project affected people 
PIU will provide measures, implementation schedule and monitoring concept 
for benefits for PAPs, for example improved water/electricity supply for 
existing and new villages, improved health services, schools, infrastructure 
projects, irrigation etc. Positive benefits accruing to non-affected people will 
be recorded. 

Completed Mentioned in Chapter 4, page 2 about World Bank 

approach and URAP designed in line with providing 

project benefits to PAPs. 

R-17 RAP: transaction costs 
PIU will provide calculation for all transaction costs associated with 
displacement (e.g. compensation for productive equipment and livestock that 
has to be sold out at low prices, title transfer costs, etc.) and measures, 
implementation schedule and monitoring concept for the payment of these 
costs. 

Completed  

URAP chapter 4 and relevant pages (Page 4, chapter 2.6) 

R-18 RAP: resettlement sites 
Task A: PIU will calculate approximate land requirements for resettlement in 
all relevant categories based on an assumption of a land-for-land 
resettlement policy. PIU will identify all resettlement sites for all PAPs 
(including those opting for expropriation) 
Task B: For each resettlement site a feasibility study will be performed once 
adequacy of resettlement sites has been confirmed through consultation with 
the PAPs. Planning includes concrete measures and budget for site 
preparation. Based on the feasibility study, a farming model for income 
restoration will be provided. PIU will develop a participation plan in order to 
inform and consult PAPs. 

Completed  The information for all villages has been provided in URAP 

(Chapter 5) and addendum to URAP (Chapter 5) 

 

 

 

R-19 RAP ï income restoration: income restoration 
forecasts 
PIU will provide income restoration forecasts for all PAPs during dam 
construction and after completion of dam construction until income restoration 
is reached to the satisfaction of the CoE, based on the independent monitor 
reports. 

Completed URAP Chapter 5 and RIP/IRP report for phase 1 villages 

R-20 RAP ï income restoration: continued farming 
As has been the tradition, PIU will ensure that PAPs will be allowed to 
continue farming their expropriated lands until impoundment. Brief description 
of process to be provided in RAP. 

Completed URAP Chapter 8 (page 10 and 11) and RIP/IRP report for 

phase 1 villages Chapter 6, (table 6.7,) imply/illustrate 

that this point has been taken into account. There are 

certain time-periods between expropriation and 

confiscation/ impoundment. These times naturally varies 

since the expropriation process take long time in each 

phase.  The best sample proving this situation is that the 

Ilisu villagers are allowed to continue cultivating their 

lands until confiscation. 

R-21 RAP ï income restoration: labor/skill demand Completed Provided and Lists submitted. Training is started and will 



projections 
PIU will provide a forecast of labor/skill demand and define how 
apprenticeships/training programs for the affected communities will be 
organized and paid for. 

continue during the implementation.  

 

R-22 RAP ï income restoration: employment during the 
construction of the dam 
PIU will prove that a minimum of 60% of the construction workers are 
recruited from PAPs. 

Completed Proved 

R-23 RAP ï income restoration: employment after the 
construction of the dam 
PIU will prove that also after the construction of the dam a significant 
minimum recruitment quota for PAPs is achieved. 

Completed The fulfillment of this TOR has to be monitored by the EMG 

in the period after the completion of the construction work. 

R-24 RAP ï income restoration: replacement value 
PIU will ensure that any monies paid out for expropriation (of land and 
houses) reflect replacement value at time of expropriation. 

Completed The policies in ñland for land and house for houseò are 

issued, rather than the cash compensation (replace value, but 

in the base of depreciation) only.   

But it is important and better to get the decision of policy in 

reducing depreciation rates, or saying replacement value plus 

subsides for new house construction physically for AHs who 

chosen self-resettlement, or government support resettlement 

but to build the new house by themselves in the new 

settlement sites, or resettlement in house to house ) 

 

IPRP has been arranged in line with para. 6, a, iii  and    

foot note 11 (. Where domestic law does not meet the standard 

of compensation at full replacement cost, compensation under 

domestic law is supplemented by additional measures necessary 

to meet the replacement cost standard. Such additional 

assistance is distinct from resettlement assistance to be provided 

under other clauses of para. 6 of OP 4.12..)  Furthermore, the 

implementation IPRP states that, the same size of houses will be 

replaced with the new ones with no cost to the PAPs.  

Similarly, total incomes of the PAPs are also being compensated 

with no cost.  Additionally, the capitalization rate for the 

proposed self re-settlers has been provided in the URAP to 
prevent the underestimation of the valuation of the lands by the 



current expropriation.  

R-25 RAP ï vacant settlements 
PIU will provide a supplementary list of measures, implementation schedule 
and monitoring concept in which measures are described for people 
displaced earlier from now vacant settlements. 

Completed The strategy of offering the similar options (mentioned in 

IPRP and URAP) for the vacant villagers who request to have 

the government-assisted resettlement will have the rights and 

these PAPs will have the entitlement of having the similar 

options.  URAP Chapter 2, annex 2.1, page 3, 4, 5, Table 2.1 

and other parts. 

R-26 RAP ï communities affected by the construction itself 
PIU will provide a comprehensive resettlement plan for communities affected 
by the construction activity in the dam construction area itself in the first year 
of construction (Ilisu village and three other communities) including concrete 
figures of property to be expropriated by household, livelihood restoration 
measures (short and long term), resettlement site, exact timing, etc. 

Completed  

RIP/IRP report for Phase1 Villages, Ilisu Village RIP Report 

R-27 RAP ï grievance redress mechanism 
PIU will develop a grievance redress mechanism for all resettlement issues 
including income restoration. PIU will provide a list of actions necessary for 
implementation, an implementation schedule and a monitoring concept. 

Completed URAP Chapter 6, RIP/IRP Report for phase 1. Chapter 8. 

Grievance forms have been seen by COE-R in project 

information offices during visit. .  

R-28 RAP ï public disclosure plan 
PIU will provide a comprehensive disclosure plan towards the public for all 
material aspects of the overall project. 

Completed RIP/IRP report for phase 1, Chapter 8, URAP Chapter 6 

and 6.1.2 

R-29 RAP ï planning for PAP participation 
PIU will plan, organize and hold appropriate forums to ensure informed 
consultation of PAPs. 
PIU will provide evidence of this informed consultation with all PAPs in both 
the planning and implementation phases of the resettlement process. This 
evidence will include a description of the forum, a list of attendees, and 
content of information/consultation. 

Completed VRCs have been established and participation of the PAPs 

into the planning and decision making mechanisms in a well 

organized manner have been initiated. URAP Chapter 6, 

6.1.1, RIP/IRP Report for phase 1, 8.1.2. 

R-30  RAP ï Article 27 of the Turkish Expropriation Law 
PIU will provide a declaration to the ECAs with copy to the CoE containing a 
detailed explanation of the reasons for the application of Article 27 should it 
be invoked. 

completed The statement and the declaration to the ECAs by the PIU 

have been given, however the implementation (like in Midyat 

Dargecit road and Hasankeyf new resettlement area) is 

questionable.  Impression of COE is that, the PIU has 

understand the importance of this TOR, so that PIU will not 

perform the use of this article 27 any more. 

R-31 RAP - MARA's commitment to provide agricultural land 
PIU will provide a commitment with which MARA puts at DSI's disposal 
agricultural land of equal dimensions and quality as those expropriated for the 
rural resettlement of the people affected by the Ilisu HEPP Project. 

Completed Letter of MARA and General Official Letter of Prime 

Ministry.  



R-32 Resettlement & Expropriation Implementation Plan 
PIU will develop three RIPs, which include RIP 1 (Construction sites), RIP 2 
(Reservoir phase 1 ï impoundment up to the cofferdam level) and RIP 3 
(Reservoir phase 2 ï impoundment up to level 490 -- and phase 3 ï 
impoundment up to the maximum water level) for all resettlement issues and 
update based on RAP and detail consultation with Affected Households and 
other stakeholders. PIU will provide a list of actions necessary for 
implementation, an implementation schedule and a monitoring concept. 

Completed  Phase 1 only now.  

RIP for Phase I villages has been prepared and presented in 

the RIP report at the design level (Chapter 6).  The RIPs for 

Phase II and III will have to be prepared at least two years 

before the actual resettlement, which would mean 2011 and 

2014 in accordance to the general time table of the execution 

of the project 

R-33 Resettlement Implementation Institution Arrangement 
and Capacity Building Plan 
PIU will provide an institutional arrangement and capacity building plan which 
covers resettlement implementation, supervision and administration at all 
levels (national, province, district and village), planning and design, internal 
monitoring, external monitoring, CoE, auditing agency and other relevant 
agencies or institutes which are involved in resettlement implementation of 
Ilisu Project. It should show the institution name, responsibilities, staff 
numbers, capacity, capacity building activities, schedule and budget (if it 
needs financial source). 

 

Completed 

Resettlement Implementation Institution Arrangement is 

established in central government level 

The phase 1 resettlement was mainly implemented by central 

PIU staffs and regional DSi/Disaster Affairs staffs 

The DSi XVI regional directorate, which will takes 

responsibility for Ilisu Project especially, is planned but has 

not issued formally 

Resettlement implementation organizations in province and 

district level have not established yet  

Some capacity building activities such as experienced staffs 

arrangement and training workshops were implemented but 

the plan is not submitted 

The draft institutional setup for the implementation of Ilisu 

Dam and HEPP Project resettlement activities was submitted 

to COE-R in June 22, 2009. 

The Capacity Building Plan has been submitted in June 26 

and the planned staffs input and workshop lists was submitted 

in June 29. 

 

 

R-34 RAP ï External Monitoring 
PIU will propose a plan for independent external monitoring of resettlement 
implementation, including required profile of monitoring company/team (e.g. 
composition local with good language skills for project area, experienced staff 
in resettlement policies and practice in development projects especially in 
dam projects, plus reputed international company resettlement experts or 
monitoring company), proposed scope, indicator, methods, frequency of 

 

Completed 

 

Already started and ongoing. 



monitoring activities, reporting and budget both in baseline survey and 
following monitoring. Once monitoring is in place the ECAs and CoE will 
receive semi-annual monitoring reports on the basis of the concept. 
R-35 RAP ï Revised URAP 
PIU will present an update of the URAP including the following: 
Å relevant materials included in the amendment already published 
Å all new information and plans presented in accordance with TORs: R1-37 
(all framework plans), and C-6 
This update should be organized in chapter according to the table of contents 
of the URAP. 

Completed Submitted 

R-36 RAP ï Revised Budget 
PIU will update the budget for the implementation of all resettlement actions, 
including the ones outlined in TORs R1 ï R 37 and reflecting full legal costs 
and budgeting for the resettlement related tasks and staff described in the 
TORs of PIU and CoE 

Completed Submitted 

R-37 RAP ï New Resettlement Law 
Taking note of the fact that a new law concerning resettlement, Law No. 
5543, came into force on September 26, 2006, DSI will 
a) prepare a comparison of the old and the new law 
b) examine the impacts on the Ilisu Project RAP 
c) PIU will present necessary adjustments in view of these impacts and any 
necessary implementation measures for the URAP and present an updated 
project policy based on this law 

Completed URAP, RIP and IRP have been completely designed 

according to new resettlement Law (No: 5543) and its 

Regulations that issued in 2007.  So, IPRP is based on new 

law by using even some articles which have not been 

projected for other HEPP projects in Turkey.  

Reports and IPRP denote that new resettlement law provides 

more options for households.   

 

 

 



 

4.3 Evaluation of ñKey tasks need to be fulfilled before the construction startò in COE-R 3
rd

 report 
 

Table 4.3 Evaluation of status of ñKey tasks need to be fulfilled before the construction startò in COE-R 3
rd

 report 
Chapter 3. 2 of 3

rd
  COE-R Report STATE OF 

COMPLETION 
REMARKS 

Key tasks need to be fulfilled before 

the construction start 
(i) Finish all legal procedures in issuing 

of an Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy 

in line of international standards, 

disclosure to the public. 

 

 

Completed 

Il isu Project Resettlement Policy (IPRP) has been prepared by PIU in line with international 

standards and The ñsupporting letter confirms the Resettlement Policyò signed by Mr. 

Minister of Environment and Forestry in December 5, 2008. Then, an information booklet 

separately addressing on houses and lands with explanatory charts has been prepared  and 

distributed to the PAPs through the establishment of ñVillage Resettlement Committees 

(VRC)ò in line to IPRP. Chapter 4 and Annex 4.2 

 

(ii ) Within PIU, Central PIU 

Resettlement Office in Ankara and in 

dam site, and Hasankeyf Resettlement 

Office established, full-time staffs from 

relevant government agencies are 

appointed and start work under one 

roof. Village Resettlement Committee 

in each village in phase 1 established. 

 

 

Completed  

It is observed that, PIU resettlement offices in Diyarbakir, Batman, Hasankeyf, Dargecit, 

Karabayir village (to serve to the Phase I villages) and in the construction area have been 

established and under operation.  

  VRCs (not only in Phase I villages but also in Phase II and III villages) have been 

established and the documentation has been provided via communication portal and 

submitted in the URAP. Also documents were declared by members of VRCs to COE during 

meetings. 

(iii ) Finalize RIP for phase I and secure 

villager acceptance. 

 

Completed RIP for Phase I villages has been finalized, Also a separate Ilisu RIP has been 

submitted to COE.  

IPRP booklets that have been prepared and submitted to the ECAs and CoEs by 

the PIU have been presented to the all of the members of the VRCs in Phase I, II 

and III. It is understood through the meetings with VRCs that, this information 

had been presented to the Phase I villagers. It is also stated by PIU members that, 

the villager acceptances for the Phase I IRP measures and new resettlement areas 

(for Il isu and Koctepe) have been mostly taken. 



COE-R can assess as the accepted by VRCs in Ilisu, Kochtepe and Karabayir 

village have accepted the RIP in generally. 

Four villager acceptances at Phase 1 villages are submitted to COE in June 23. 

 In order to take their acceptances, separate meetings were held by the 

participation of affected PAPs and the PAPs mostly like the implementation of 

the measures and the use of the IPRP.  It is an important feedback at this point 

that, the samples for the income restoration measures (sample terraces, 

greenhouses, etc.) seem to be taken more convincing by the PAPs.  Therefore, 

the allocation of the sample areas has to be done soon and the preparation of the 

subject areas for the demonstration purposes has to be realized.   

(iv) Finalize IRP for phase I and secure 

villager acceptance. 

Completed Please see above (iii ) 

(v) Finalize Ilisu Village resettlement 

implementation plan and New Ilisu 

settlement site design̆ and secure 

villager acceptance. 

  

Completed Please see above (iii ) 

As it is above mentioned that a separate RIP of Ilisu village has been submitted to COE. 

(vi) Draft Koçtepe village resettlement 

implementation plan and design̆and 

secure villager acceptance. 

 

 

Partly completed   

(cn) Final design of Koctepe village and farm lands and securing villager acceptance 

completed partly. Settlement sites and farmland are planed, but there is not detailed 

typical houses design, if the impacts of physical displacement of houses will be happen 

in the inundation stage, it is fine.  

Koctepe VRC has been established. The need of the lands in Koctepe for the realization 

of the project is cleared out and described by updated Final Design works by ECS. Up to 

this clarification it seems to be impractical for the finalization of the design in the new 

settlement area for Koctepe village. Resettlement schemes (Government support 

resettlement or self resettlement) selected by AHs has not decided by each family in 

Koctepe village has not decided.  The design could be finished as required during the 

implementation stage. 

(vii ) An Information Booklet based on 

the Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy is 

distributed to the AHs in 6 villages in 

phase 1 and disclosure to the public in 

 

Completed 

Information booklets in line with IPRP that have been prepared and submitted to the ECAs 

and CoEs by the PIU, have been presented to the all of the members of the VRCs in Phase I, 

II and III, and disclosure to public has been provided. Also URAP Chapter 4 , Annex 4 and 

4.2) 



both Turkish and English.  

 

Booklets have been seen at Resettlement Offices visited.    

(viii ) A reasonable and detail work plan 

for Phase 1, 2 and 3 

(ix) A reasonable and detailed 

Hasankeyf RAP preparation work plan 

 

Completed 

 

 

Partly Completed 

For Phase 1, Chapter 6 of RIP/IRP for phase 1 and for Phases 2 and 3: URAP Chapter 8, 8.2, 

pages 10 and 11 

 
The information as regards to Hasankeyf which will base to the further RIP has been given in 

URAP.  RIP for Hasankeyf has to be prepared asap after lifting the suspension 

(x) Grievance Mechanism. Completion 

of the establishment of a Grievance 

Mechanism as according to TOR R-27. 

This includes opening of further 

Information and Grievance Offices as 

well as implementing a detailed action 

plan on how to react to grievances, train 

grievance officers and how to document 

grievances; the effectiveness of this 

mechanism will be confirmed by the 

EMG. 

 

 

 

Completed 

Grievance mechanism has been established.  It is understood from the PIU that, the training 

activities for the grievance officers between 25
th
 of May and 4

th
 of June that covers 

approximately 15 officers located in Diyarbakir, Batman, Hasankeyf, Dargecit, Karabayir 

village and construction area have been realized. 

The forms as regard with grievance mechanism have been seen and checked at offices.  

(xi) Training workshop for local 

resettlement implementers planned to 

be held in January/February 2009. Draft 

program was been prepared by PIU-R, 

COE-R members and Encon on 

November 24th, 2008.  

 

Completed The PIU Workshop, initially scheduled for January, took place on March 11
th
 and 15

th 
  2008, 

hosted by the DSI staff in Diyarbakir. Ongoing works on resettlement and of expropriations in 

Phase I, the program of cadastral work for Phase II and III, several other items and the CoEôs 

first report was discussed. 

The PIU held a training workshop in 2009. But, the Workshop suggested in 3
nd

 COE-R report 

is not held.  

(xii ) Draft new resettlement land 

strategy plan for Phases 2 and 3 should 

be studied. It is priority to study: 1) how 

many replacement land will be needed 

in each village for phase 2 and phase 3; 

2) the possibilities and alternatives to 

 

 

Completed 

 

URAP Chapter 5 and following subtitles regarding land pool (site selection studies) and 

Addendum to URAP as well. 



obtain the new land for resettlers from 

treasury land, forest land, grazing land, 

etc. The location, ownership, amounts; 

usage and initial cost-benefit analysis of 

this land should be identified and 

planned in each village. The results 

should have enough data to know how 

much land needed for resettlement, 

where they are and from which types of 

ownership. The land pool for all phases 

can ensure that resettlement according 

to world Banks standards will be 

possible. 

 

3.3 The key activities should be 

conducted before New Ilisu village 

settlement sites (houses and 

infrastructures) construction 

implementation. 

 

  

1) Il isu Project Resettlement Policy 

(IPRP) will be issued before Dec. 6
th
 

2008. 

 

 

Completed 

IPRP Issued taken into operation 

2) IPRP will be adapted to Ilēsu village 

(will be integrated into Ilēsu village 

Resettlement Implementation Plan 

(RIP). 

 

 

Completed 

RIP/IRP report for Phase 1 villages and separate Ilisu RIP has been prepared according to 

IPRP. 

3) Ilēsu village draft final RIP and IRP 

will be submitted to COE-R for 

 

Completed 

Ilēsu village draft final RIP and IRP has been submitted COE-R and finalized.  



reviewing, and than it will be finalized. 

Following finalization, RIP/IRP will be 

disclosed to PIU (TOKI, Disaster 

Affairs, DSI, District Governorship and 

other related local organizations). 

 
4) Draft ñDesign of Ilisu Village New 

Settlement Site (DIVNSS) will be 

adapted to IPRP and 

submitted/disclosed to PIU (TOKI, 

Disaster Affairs, DSI, District 

Governorship and other related local 

organizations). 

 

 

Completed 

Draft Design of Ilisu Village New settlement site has been adapted to IPRP and submitted 

relevant PIU members.  

5) Before Ilēsu village draft final RIP 

and IRP submitted to COE-R, RIP/IRP 

will be disclosed to villagers for their 

acceptance.  

 

 

Completed 

 

It is understood during site visit that RIP/IRP was disclosed to villagers through meeting with 

VRCs and PAPs.  

6) Evidences (minutes of meetings, 

photos and related documents will be 

sent COE-R. 

 

 

Completed  

PIU presented the documentation (photos, MoMs, etc).Also these evidences can be seen on 

web portal. 

7) Above procedure will be implemented 

at other 5 villages in phase 1 as quickly as 

possible. 

 

 

Completed 

 

 

 

PIU presented the documentation (photos, MoMs, etc).Also these evidences can be seen on 

web portal. 

8)Retrofit. Completion of measures to 

retrofit the compensation payment for 

expropriations already carried out for all 

PAPs in connection with the Ilisu Project, 

 

Completed 

After the submission of RIP, URAP and IRP reports, it is understood that three 

informative meetings to the Phase I villagers have been conducted by the PIU.  

In these meetings the retrofit for the Ilisu villagers has explained by stating that, 

the expropriation payments have to be given back to the government.  The 



in line with World Bank Standards and 

according to TOR R-24. Such measures 

will be deemed as completed after they 

have been monitored by the EMG. 

 

repayment was proposed to be executed by the first five years of grace period and 

with the equal payments for the remaining 15 years by 0% interest rate, which 

will provide an extra benefit to the Ilisu villagers. 

It is understood that the 

Finalized Ilisu Village resettlement 

implementation plan and New Ilisu 

settlement site design and secure 

villager acceptance should be based 

on follows at least: 

 

  

a) Detailed design report and cost 

estimate for new Ilisu villages including  

land, housing and infrastructure such as 

water, drainage, sewers, electricity to 

villagerôs acceptance 

 

 

Completed 

Cost estimation provided in Ilisu Village RIP.   

b) Transition allowances of food and 

fodder and fuel provided until f irst 

crops are harvested from new lands on 

at least one person per household 

employed are estimated and budgeted.  

 

 

Completed 

Included in RIP/IRP for phase 1 villages and Separate RIP of Ilisu village.  

c) Houses allocated to families in Ilisu, 

paperwork for formal free-hold 

prepared. 

 

Completed There will be no charge for title deed and any kind of legal expenses 

 d) Civil works for replacement 

farmlands designed (terraces, top-soil 

rescue and deposit on new lands, etc.) 

 

 

Completed 

 

Already designed in above mentioned reports, but the construction activities are waiting for 

the lifting of suspension from the civil works 



e) Nurseries to supply new fruit, nut, oil 

trees established, seedlings ordered  

 

 

Partly Completed 

The availability of the seedlings has been checked in accordance to the amounts needed as regards 

to the RIP report after its submission.  It is seen that most of the providers have sent a 

confirmation letters, while the PIU is waiting for the confirmation letters for two types of 

seedlings.  

f) Detail Income Restoration Plan with 

cost estimate 

 

  

Completed 

Submitted as RIP/IRP report for phase 1 villages and separate RIP report of Ilisu village 

g) Timetable for completion of any 

outstanding works (e.g. continuing 

technical support to new varieties of 

crops, poultry raising, fodder 

production, fuel-wood plantations, etc.). 

 

 Completed RIP/IRP Report for phase 1 villages Chapter 6, Tables 6.4, 6.5, 6.6 Chapter 7 relevant tables.   



In the ľConclusionò of 3rd COE-R report, it is presented the follow sentence: 

ñFor diversion tunnels construction, the following tasks should be finished and 

presented in a special report and approved by COE-R before start as follows: 1) 

land occupation by waste rock and soil from tunnel; 2) land requisition impacts 

analysis; 3) policies adopted; 4) income resources impacts and restoration 

measures. If the results in the report shows no impacts or limited impacts that 

can be solved, and there are no other immediate arguments against starting the 

construction of the diversion tunnels from a resettlement point of 

view.  However this issue has to be seen in the context of the entire project from 

the point of view in resettlement aspect, and specifically taking into account the 

following points:   (i) while considerable progress was made in construction 

activities but the resettlement aspects still lag far behind, (ii) it is important that 

the resettlement aspects should be ahead of construction activities in order to 

prevent delays, (iii) the borrow area selected for this material is an agricultural 

area which still needs to be expropriated. So, to consider the linkage of the phase 

1 resettlement implementation needs and reasonable Phase 2 work planning with 

starting of the construction, the pre-conditions in Section 3.2 of this report still 

should be fulfilled before the diversion tunnels construction start. Also, the other 

two aspects in environmental and culture heritage should be taken into 

accounts.ò 

 

The COE-R has received the document ñaddendum to income restoration plan 

within the context of Diversion tunnels and waste rock disposal areaò was 

submitted to COE-R in June 29, 2009.  

 
COE-R has conducted the assessment and recognized the total affected area is 

17.6 ha in which only 0.58 ha of the affected area is privately owned by 3 AHs. 

The RIP has been developed.  

 

COE-R approval the RIP/IRP of diversion tunnels as the part of Phase 1 

RIP/IRP. 

 

4.4 Evaluation of Plans 

4.4.1 RIP/IRP for phase 1  
Resettlement Implementation Plan and Income Restoration Plan for Phase 1 Villages 

are consisting of ten chapters. 

 

Chapter 1 presents detailed information about impact area, land acquisition and 

impact status of respective villages in technical detail with relevant maps and a 

general socio-economic profile of area. Furthermore, this chapter finally explains the 

scope of resettlement implementation plan. In this last section plan stresses that one of 

the overall objective of this plan which is based on URAP is to minimize the adverse 

impacts of resettlement over the population living in phase 1 area. 

 

Chapter 2 describes the about methodology of project studies in technical details 

with maps in annex. Methodology is fully scientific and consistent with international 

scientific standards. 

 

Chapter 3 presents the socio-economic profile of population in respective area. It can 



be seen that all information is derived from a census and socio-economic survey that 

was performed by PIU in line with international standards. Total Number of HHs is 

495, whereas it is 652 together with vacant/ēn-active houses. Total population is 3,606 

and HH size is determined as 7.29. This information besides others can make possible 

to design detailed components of resettlement implementation in phase 1 villages. It is 

also understood that there is not host population since new settlements are planned in 

the boundaries of same villages. 

 

Chapter 4 presents detailed information about project impacts and affected 

population on HH base such as; land requirement with size and degree, ownership 

status of affected land, land use pattern, amount of affected land and structures left 

idle in phase 1 area (for private property), lands and structures belonging common 

property, project affected households which is 326 of 495 while the affected 

population is 2,485 of 3,606.Chapter 4 also provides information about absentee 

owners, landless HHs, women headed HHs, type of affected lands, type of ownership 

status of affected lands in each village, maps showing ownership status, affected 

private structures, detailed information for the households to be affected in respective 

villages on HH base including HH members. It is found that information and data in 

this chapter is adequate for planning. 

 

Chapter 5 evaluates the current conditions and includes the planning relevant to the 

agricultural manufacturing for production. Chapter entirely covers technical study 

convenient to  scientific issues of agricultural engineering such as; soil quality 

analyses together with soils maps, proposed areas for various income restoration 

activities including maps, under two options-sizes of the areas needed to conduct the 

proposed income restoration activities based on each villages in accordance with the 

proposed options, detailed planning of agricultural income restoration activities 

according to options on village base, cost estimations of agricultural development 

package (area, terraces, greenhouse, soil f ill ing, orchard area, animal husbandry) with 

detailed technical design and relevant maps. This Chapter is technically and 

scientifically sound and provides the  reference source of the entire plan. 

  

Chapter 6 indicates the implementation of resettlement activities planned. Chapter 

includes information about physical resettlement (with informative map) implemented 

in phase 1 villages, design process, Ilisu new settlement site development plan, 

architectural project design with outputs, infrastructural projects, estimation of 

construction cost, work plan with two tables,  Koctepe village alternative site, map 

for resettlement area of Koctepe village, work plan for resettlement of Koctepe village, 

estimated time schedules for livestock activities, fodder production, orchard 

production, general work plan for phase 1 settlements, institutional arrangements and 

responsibilities. 

 

Chapter 7 is Income Restoration Plan for Phase 1 villages. This chapter summarizes 

all relevant information and data presented in previous chapters and uses those data 

for determination of income restoration component of resettlement. That is the reason 

why this chapter is the main part of RIP and IRP as well. Chapter determines the 

income lost in phase 1. Then it makes a comparison of net income yields (TL/da-1000 

m2-) and new lands for different products, presents sample calculation of net yields in 

the settlement and resettlement areas. Income restoration includes two options: Option 

1 (agricultural option) uses two income generating activities, greenhouses and 



orchards; Option 2 (animal husbandry) uses tree income generating alternatives, 

animal husbandry facilities, greenhouses and orchards. Total land requirement for 

these two options is indicated in two separate tables. Annexes of this chapter include; 

loss of annual agricultural income and agricultural activity in each village on a 

household base with household code numbers whish is very important, then income 

restoration and improvement design details on a household basis according to the two 

options in each village with HH code numbers were given in the following tables of 

the annex 7. Since the Chapter 7 states some credits for residential and income 

restoration purposes (please see section 7.3), tables in annex 7 includes credit columns 

for houses and income restoration activities. 

 

Chapter 8 includes public participation and grievance redress mechanisms. Public 

participation and information disclosure activities relevant to phase1 villages were 

indicated in this chapter.   Also establishment of village resettlement committees 

were explained with evidences such as photos and minutes of meetings. Chapter also 

includes public participation and disclosure plan for the future. The last part of 

chapter is grievance redress mechanism which is found convenient to conform to 

international standards. It is observed during site visit by COE that grievance 

mechanism is in operation. Forms relevant to grievance mechanism and chart of 

grievance system are in the annex.  

 

Chapter 9 includes monitoring and evaluation and consists of internal and external 

monitoring which is in operation. Monitoring system in this chapter is found 

convenient to international standards. Monitoring indicators are in the annex of 

chapter.  

 

Chapter 10 includes costs and budget. Costs were explained under the titles of, 

income restoration costs, resettlement costs, expropriation costs, public participation 

and consultation costs. General budget and allocation plan is given in the tables 

according to the two options in yearly basis. Annex 10 includes capitalization rate in 

phase 1 region summary report of the research results that were derived from 

scientific study based on local conditions.   
  

4.4.2 URAP  
Updated Resettlement Action Plan (URAP) is composed of nine chapters. 

 

Chapter 1 is an introduction which provides information about project background, 

Resettlement planning background, project description and phases defined. Project 

background gives estimated time schedule of Ilisu dam and HEPP and estimated time 

schedule of resettlement. Project description section states the features of the Ilisu 

dam and HEPP.  Information about relocation roads, roads need to be improved 

within the scope of Ilisu dam and HEPP, railway relocation with map, transmission 

lines with map is given as tables in this section. Also, phases of the project area are 

defined in this section. Work plan of dam construction can be seen in the annex of 

Chapter 1. 

 

Chapter 2 covers the methodology of project studies. Socio-economic survey (SES) 

and census are explained in detail in this chapter. It is stated in URAP that the number 

of household in affected settlement is 4,995 and the number of total population is 

35,894. According to the addendum to Chapter 2 in URAP total number of affected 



households is 8,757 and affected population is 62,043 by taking into account vacant 

settlement and auxiliary facilities. 45 vacant settlements in affected area are given in 

the table 2.1. It is explained that there are three different situations faced regarding 

vacant settlements; i) the village settlement is inhabited whereas its hamlet is vacant, 

ii ) .village center is vacant whereas its hamlet is inhabited, iii ) village center and its 

hamlet are vacant. Population distribution has been explained in this chapter with a 

relevant map. Census results were given in table 2.2. Population projection is also 

indicated in chapter 2. Chapter2 states that rapidly increasing population of the region 

with a high birth rate has begun to decrease in last twenty years. According to the 

statements in this chapter, two reasons are estimated for this situation; first people in 

the region have migrated to the other regions because of the security reasons 

especially in Sii rt, Mardin and ķērnak provinces.  Second reason is that the economic 

development could not keep in step with the high birth rate in the region. Population 

Projection in affected villages is given in this chapter in table 2.4.  

 

Hasankeyf district center is separately handled in this chapter. According to the 

section 2.2.2; there are 529 households determined in Hasakeyf district center after 

the population census a socio-economic questionnaire carried out within the scope of 

project. The population decrease is determined in Hasankeyf. The percentage of 

population increase of Hasankefy is determined as -0.16%. When the population 

projection of Hasakeyf is examined in the table 2.6; while the total population is 2,963 

according to specific census results, total population as of the year of 2016 according 

to the population projection is 2,651. According the approach that new Hasankeyf will 

become an attraction center, it is calculated through projection as 3,240 in the year of 

2016. Socioeconomic and demographic structure is explained in detail in this chapter. 

Average household size is determined as 7.38 in districts (table 2.8). Age distribution 

Population at ages of 1-16 constitutes 31.44%of entire population in Turkey. This rate 

is 46.87% for all affected settlement of Ilisu project. The population older than 65 

ages constitutes only 3.4%of all population. The shape of population pyramid give in 

the chapter reflects the typical characteristic of less developed social and economical 

structure. It is wider at the bottom which represents people aged between 1 and 30 

while drastically narrows at the top which represents persons older then 66.   

 

As of the districts rate of nuclear family is 57.7% while the rate of extended family is 

41.8. Chapter also includes information about cross tabulation between land 

ownership and family type, marital status and education. Agricultural production and 

Household income takes place in this Chapter at section 2.4. This section repots that 

animal husbandry in the project region is generally at subsistence level excluding Sii rt 

province. Chapter shows that 2.3% of total HHs engaged in apiculture, 44.2% of HHs 

engaged in cattle breeding and 33.9% of HHs engaged in sheep and goat breeding.  

 

Agricultural Land ownership is another important point of chapter. Percentage of 

landless households in all affected settlement is 42.8%. However, people have three 

type of access to land other than ownership. Those can be states as; renting, 

sharecropping and using the lands of their relatives without any agreement or contract. 

According to the table 2.24 of the Chapter 2, this shows the land ownership status 

(agricultural land, house plot). And other type of land), percentage of landless 

household is 23.40 while percentage of land owner households is 76.60.  

 

As for residential status of house, percentage of owners is 78.1, while tenants is 6.2%, 



residents without paying rent 13.7 % and lodging house 1.6%.  

Chapter also elaborates the social security and population of Hasankeyf as well. There 

are 480 houses in Hasankeyf while there are 199 commercial structures according to 

chapter. Percentage of house owner is 63, 54 while tenant is 24.38.  

 

Chapter 2 stresses that there is unequal distribution of the land. So it gives examples 

from Bismil and Besiri districts (mentioned in TOR-R 9). It will be seen in the further 

Chapters that this problem is solved through determination of subsistence level 

threshold for resettlement implementation. Chapter also states that ñone of the most 

important problems that the project will deal with in the region is the low social status 

of womenò. This point is also important from the point of view of the World Bank 

guidelines and international standards as well. Annexes of chapter 2 include 

information in adequate details including photos and tables.  

 

Chapter 3 provides information about identification of project impact and affected 

land. Impact status of phase II and III settlement is handled according to impact 

categories of settlements that classified in four main groups; i) settlements that loose 

their land completely, ii ) settlements that loose their land partially, iii ) settlements that 

loose their hoses completely and vi) settlements that loose some of their houses. 

Phases of expropriation works are indicated on map in this chapter. Impact summary 

of project affected settlement is give as table 3.1 in the chapter by impact category 

and impact status in detailed. Project affected land for phase II and III is explained as 

size and degree of affected land in table 3.2 by all respective settlements. Also land 

use pattern is indicated in this Chapter and in the Chapter of the report addendum to 

URAP as well.  Then, ownership status is given (URAP and Addendum to URAP) 

based on all respective settlements.   

 

Chapter 4 is mainly based on Ilisu Project Resettlement Policy.  So, the chapter 

covers three main issues as it is mentioned in chapter. Those are Turkish legislation 

regarding the resettlement activities, the World Bank Operational policy on 

Involuntary Resettlement and Ilisu Project Resettlement policy.  IPRP includes the 

standards mentioned in OP 4.12 of the World Bank. The entitlement status of the 

Project Affected Persons and IPRP is explained in this chapter.  

Resettlement policy explanation includes objective, replacement houses, income 

restoration transition allowances, communications and participation with the reasons 

and evaluation in adequate detail.  

Chapter also includes entitlement matrix with indication on sample map. Matrix is 

arranged according to 5 cases and shows the type of loss, ownership status, number of 

households, number of individuals and entitlements according to IPRP. Annexes of 

Chapter covers explanatory charts of IPRP on house and land base, information 

booklet based on IPRP, in Turkish and in English.  

 

Chapter 5 explains resettlement site selection and its methodology and analysis step 

by step. The technical data used is so scientific and convenient to international 

standards. Chapter 5 of URAP and Report addendum to URAP includes site selection 

analysis for alternative sites for 81 villages taking place in phase II and Phase III area 

with spatial analysis and current situation and impact status, land pool analysis with 

relevant map, general evaluation for site selection.  

Chapter 5 also includes income restoration package as of the large number of 

production systems according to determined regions. As it was mentioned in the 



meetings, those could be prepared at feasibility level. Also maps on village base 

regarding synthesis, land pool for resettlement sites, land pool for agricultural areas 

are included in annexes.  

 

Chapter 6 includes Public participation and Grievance Redress Mechanism. Public 

participation and disclosure activities for phases II and III are given in table 6.1. Then 

chapter explains village resettlement committees and their establishment. The list of 

settlement where VRCs established can be seen on table 6.2.  Chapter also states the 

public participation and disclosure plan for the future. Scheme of this point is on the 

table 6.3.  It can be said that the Grievance Redress Mechanism is arranged in line 

with international standards. So, as it was observed during site visit that grievance 

mechanism is in operation. Also, the chart of grievance mechanism can be seen on 

figure 6.1 of this chapter. As the evidences, photos (VRCs establishment and 

meetings), information application forms and grievance forms are taken into annexes 

of chapter 6.  

 

Chapter 7 covers the monitoring and evaluation. Monitoring is consisted of two parts. 

First is internal monitoring, second is external monitoring. Content of internal 

monitoring is explained in this chapter. As it was stated during presentation COE 

during meetings with PIU, internal monitoring reports are expected to submit before 

the visit of External Monitoring group (monthly report to PIU, Semi-annual report to 

PIU, ECAs, COE and EMG). Second is external monitoring that is in currently in 

operation. 

 

Chapter 8 covers institutional arrangements and implementation scheme. Main roles 

and responsibilities of related authorities involving resettlement process explained in 

table 8.1. The second COE-R report suggests formation of four tiers (Chapter 4.3, page 

52); first tier: Ilisu ministerial committee, second tier: central resettlement management 

and implementation unit, third tier; resettlement main Field Unit, fourth Tier: district 

resettlement units. Furthermore PIU structure of resettlement offices is defined in 3
rd
 

COE-R report as; under one roof full time staff.  

Chapter also includes the chart of central management unit and general work plan and 

estimated time schedule. 

 

Chapter 9 includes costs and budget. Costs are handled under 5 categories, income 

restoration costs, resettlement cost, expropriation cost, monitoring costs, Public 

participation and consultation costs. Addendum to budget showing budgetary 

allocations by yearôs allocation is submitted.  

 

4.4.3 RIP and Design for Ilisu Village 
Il isu Village Resettlement Implementation plan is composed of nine chapters 

including design of new village and agricultural area. 

 

Chapter 1 is executive summary. 

 

Chapter 2 presents background of Ilisu village resettlement implementation. Size of 

total affected area is indicated as 5,527690 m
2
 on related tables. The Ilisu village will 

be partly affected by expropriation due to construction activities and facilities at the 

earliest stage of dam body construction and cofferdam impoundment area. Due to 

impoundment of dam reservoir, Ilisu village will be completely affected. So, it is 



stated that auxiliary facilities that were planned to be built during phase 1, all possible 

measures were taken into account in order to avoid additional impact in the subject 

area. The amount of the land that will be expropriated since those are privately owned 

is 1,838,606 m
2
.   Size of the lands that belong to village legal entity is 85,145 m

2
. 

Compensation amount of these lands will be paid to village legal entity.  Size of the 

Treasury land is 3,582,166 m
2. 

These lands will be allocated to DSI for reservoir.  

This information is adequately provided in the Chapter 2. General socio-economic 

profile of the area is also explained in this chapter as of the economic and social 

indicators of Mardin Province. Scope of resettlement Implementation plan includes 

minimizing adverse impacts of the resettlement over the PAPs, adopting measures to 

provide living standards (in line with OP 4.12)of the affected HHs can be restored at 

least previous level or higher before resettlement, developing or upgrading the 

conditions of infrastructure, education and health care facilities, social welfare, natural 

environment etc.. Those issues are convenient to international standards. 

 

 Chapter 3 provides data about demographic structure such as population, household 

size and number of affected households.  It is indicated that the number of HHs is 44 

and total population is 286. 21 houses are in-active. But owners of 11 houses are 

living outside the village and owners of remaining 10 houses have more than one 

house. It is understood that this point elaborated properly. Average HH size is given as 

6.5 in village. This is lower that the project area average HH size. Household and 

family structure and education stated in this chapter. Interesting point is that the 

percentage of adult ill iteracy rate of women is at least triple of the men. Chapter 3 also 

elaborates the household income according to income sources. Land use pattern of 

agricultural land is explained under this chapter. Affected private structures and 

enterprises, affected legal entity lands and structures, affected treasury lands, project 

affected HHs and people, owners of private lands and assets, users of affected lands 

and properties, affected vulnerable groups, landless households, women and woman 

headed households were handled in this chapter. Ilisu village census results stating 

household members base information by impact categories is given as long table in 

chapter. Also ownership status is indicated on map. Type and ownership status of 

affected land in Ilisu village indicated as annex.  

 

Chapter 4 covers resettlement policy. It is understood from this chapter that IPRP has 

been adopted Ilisu RIP. Also proper information about IPRP is provided in this chapter 

under the sub titles such as Objective, Replacement Houses, Income Restoration, 

Transition Allowances, Communication and Participation. So, entitlement matrix in 

this chapter shows entitlement under 5 cases and by the ownership status, number of 

households, and number of individuals in accordance with IPRP. Policy explanation 

for affected dwelling and affected land is provided in two separate charts with 

informative samples. It was seen during site visit that these charts were attached 

policy booklets already disseminated to VRCs and PAPs as well.  

 

Chapter 5 covers resettlement and rehabilitation which is one of the main parts of 

report. Chapter states that site selection carried out with the participation of villagers. 

Their criteria was being close to existing settlement area, preferably owned by the 

treasury, located near the new Dargeçit-Il isu road and suitable for infrastructural 

works. Chapter also states that, during site selection and planning, objections of 

villagers were taken into account. Land use of resettlement is indicated on the map 

and table in this chapter. Infrastructural projects that were planned by TOKI are given 



under subtitle 5.3. Architectural design principles were determined through face to 

face interviews with villagers.  There were three type architectural design outputs.  

Villagers preferred C type dwell ing with three bedrooms, and a living room. A minute 

was signed by heads of households and representatives of MPWS.  It is stated by 

TOKI /PIU members that size of C type house is 120 m
2
. And the total size of house 

plot is 1000 m
2
. Therefore HHs will be able to produce vegetable and fruit deal with 

livestock in their garden which is around 880 m
2
. According to Ilisu Village 

development plan, agricultural production area, primary school, village guest house, 

medical facility, playground, mosque, parks and vegetation are designed for Ilisu 

villagers. Annexes of Chapter includes; Village guest house and common use building, 

Project road plans implementation, waste water implementation network plan, 

drinking water implementation construction plan and network calculation plan, 

drinking water implementation project, electricity implementation network plan and 

illumination network plan,  telecommunication implementation net work plan.  

 

Chapter 6 is entirely Income Restoration Plan. In the first part of Chapter income 

loses are determined. Then, chapter presents the comparison of net income yield in 

existing and new lands. Table 6.3 indicates loss of annual agricultural income and 

agricultural activity in the village on household base. It is understood that, in line with 

the World Bank Standards, income restoration activities are planned to make up 

income determined losses and provide more increase/development if possible. So, 

activities are planed by depending on two options. First option includes wheat and 

barley production, orchards and greenhouse establishment. Second option includes 

wheat and barley production greenhouse establishment and animal husbandry 

activities. Technical details of terraces, greenhouses and orchard areas are explained 

in technical detail by academic professional experts with the costs of each item. In 

final important table of Chapter, income to be restored on HH base, and amounts 

offered income generation activities, credits offered for income restoration activities 

and additional income to be restored are indicated. This study designed according to 

two options. It seems that majority of income restoration activities depends on 

provision of suggested credits. Determined subsistence level has been taken into 

account during income restoration.   

 

Chapter 7 explains general budget and allocation for Ilisu village broken down 5 

years according to the two options. (Tables 7.1. and t.2 General Budget and Allocation Plan for 

Ilisu Village - Option 1, and Option 2 (together with the Cost accounts for all of the villages in Phase I).  
 

Chapter 8 indicates implementation management and schedule. Work plan shows 

tasks and responsible institutions by years. Chapter also includes institutional 

arrangements and responsibilities, village resettlement committee establishment with 

evidences such as photos minutes etc., and monitoring and evaluation.  

Monitoring is composed of internal and external monitoring systems. Indicators of 

internal monitoring are provided in annex of chapter and in RAP and RIP/IRP for 

phase 1 as well. External monitoring is in operation by professional EMG. Their 

reports have already been received by COE-R. 

 

Chapter 9 includes Public Participation, Grievance Redress and Communication. It is 

understood that public participation is properly provided in Ilisu village. Public 

participation and disclosure activities and future plan are indicated in table in this 

chapter. Grievance redress procedures and responsible institutions are given with the 



received grievances summary. It is understood that Grievance Redress mechanism is 

in operation in Ilisu village. 

 

4.5 Summaries of evaluations 

4.5.1 Evaluation for status of fulfillment of resettlement ñMeasures to be 

undertaken before start of constructionò (required to lift the suspension) 

a. IPRP  

It is completed. 

The COE-R evaluated as ñcompletedò .It is based on the factors: DSi/PIU confirmed 

Minister signed IPRP can meet the requirement and can be implemented; the 

Resettlement Policy release of an Information Booklet for the PAPs in Turkish and 

English and distribution to the AHs in 6 villages in phase 1 and disclosure to the 

public which were confirmed by COE-R in the field visits. 

 

b. Updated RAP/IRP for all 3 phases   

It is completed. 

 

c. detailed RIP in Phase 1  

It is almost all completed. 

For (ce) ñNurseries to supply new fruit, nut, oil trees contracted and seedlings 

orderedò, it is partly completed.  

For (ck) ñFinal design of Koctepe village and farm lands and secure villager 

acceptanceò, it is completed partly that settlement sites and farmland are planed, but 

no detail typical houses design. If the impacts of physical displacement of houses will 

be happen in the inundation stage, it is fine. 

For (cl) ñPhysical and civil works construction called for in IRP are fully completed 

or almost finishedò, it is started. The activities should be arranged in implementation 

stage. it should be implemented after RIP/IRP approval by COE-R during the 

implementation stage. 

 

d. Institution 

It is completed. 

It is understood that, PIU resettlement offices in Diyarbakir, Batman, Hasankeyf, 

Dargecit, Karabayir village (to serve to the Phase I villages) and in the construction 

area have been established and under operation. VRCs (in 3 Phase I villages) have 

been established and the documentation has been provided via communication portal 

and submitted in the URAP. Also documents were declared by members of VRCs to 

COE during meetings. 

 

e. without house depreciation replacement costs for land 

It is completed.  

Completion and publication of legal basis for future compensation at international 

World Bank standards, without house depreciation and with values for land in line 

with replacement costs for land. 

The policies in ñland for land and house for houseò are issued, rather than the cash 

compensation (replace value, but in the base of depreciation) only.   

But it is important and better to get the decision of policy in reducing depreciation 

rates, or saying replacement value plus subsides for new house construction 

physically for AHs who chosen self-resettlement, or government support resettlement 

but to build the new house by themselves in the new settlement sites, or resettlement 



in house to house. 

 

f. Retrofit 

It is completed. 

 

g. Grievance Mechanism 

It is completed. 

 

4.5.2 Evaluation for status of fulfillment of Resettlement TORs according to 

FAM 

(1) The R-TORs have been fulfilled up to June 24, 2009 are follows: 

 ̧ R-3 RAP-Resident and absentee owners 

 ̧ R-5 RAP-number of PAPs by type 

 ̧ R-7 RAP-land requirements for auxiliary facilities 

 ̧ R-8 RAP-analysis of adverse impacts 

 ̧ R-9 RAP-analysis of land ownership inequities 

 ̧ R-10 RAP-long term income restoration, livelihood restoration plan 

 ̧ R 12 Compensation and resettlement 

 ̧ R-13 RAP-distribution of land 

 ̧ R-14 RAP-benefits for project affected people 

 ̧ R-15 and R-16 None  

 ̧ R-17 RAP-transaction costs 

 ̧ R-18 RAP-resettlement sites 

 ̧ R-19 RAP-income restoration: forecasts 

 ̧ R-20 RAP-income restoration: continued farming 

 ̧ R-21 RAP-income restoration: labor/skill demand 

 ̧ R-22 RAP-income restoration: employment during the construction of the 

dam  

 ̧ R-23 RAP-income restoration: employment after the construction of the dam 

 ̧ R-24 RAP-income restoration: replacement value 

 ̧ R-25 RAP-income restoration: vacant settlements 

 ̧ R-26 RAP-communities affected by the construction 

 ̧ R-27 RAP-grievance redress mechanism 

 ̧ R-28 RAP-public disclosure plan 

 ̧ R-29 RAP-income restoration: planning foe PAP participation 

 ̧ R-30 RAP-Article 27 of Turkish Expropriation Law  

 ̧ R-31 RAP-MARAôs commitment 

 ̧ R-32 Resettlement & Expropriation Implementation Plan (phase 1 only now) 

 ̧ R-33 Resettlement Implementation Institution Arrangement and Capacity 

Building Plan 

 ̧ R-34 RAP-External Monitoring 

 ̧ R-35 RAP-Revised URAP 

 ̧ R-36 RAP-Revised Budget 

 ̧ R-37 RAP-New resettlement Law 

 

(2) The R-TORs have been partly fulfilled up to June 24, 2009 are follows: 

 ̧ R-1 RAP- People affected by the project (largely completed) 

Â This task collates the information garnered in the fulfillment of Tasks R-2 

to R-6  

Â The reason are R2, R4 and R6 partly completed  



Â The present fulfillment status of R-1 should not be key factor to start the 

project implementation 

 ̧ R-2 RAP-Parcels/owners affected (Largely completed) 

Â The remaining ownerships for mainly the vacant settlements can be 

provided after the completion of cadastral surveys.  

Â This TOR could be fulfilled during the implementation stage 

Â The present fulfillment status of R-2 should not be key factor to start the 

project implementation      

 ̧ R-4 RAP-People affected by auxiliary infrastructure  (partly completed) 

Â The submitted dates in June 13, 2009 are in estimation level  

Â This TOR can be fulfilled after the completion of ECS design works 

Â The present fulfillment status of R-2 should not be key factor to start the 

project implementation  

 ̧ R-6 RAP-number of affected host population (partly completed) 

Â Since the new resettlement site alternatives are in the borders of the 

subject village entity, the study on host population was not issued.  

Â In future works if there will be a host population (due to the need of 

determination of new resettlement areas in the villages rather than the 

subject village) during the implementation 

Â  This TOR could be fulfilled during the implementation stage 

Â The present fulfillment status of R-6 should not be key factor to start the 

project implementation  

 ̧ R-11 cadastral survey (largely completed)  

Â The cadastral works for reservoir area almost completed 

Â Some areas out of reservoir have not completely fulfilled yet.  

Â The portion of cadastral works already completed gives the answers to 

the tasks mentioned under this TOR as a, b and c.  

Â The remaining of cadastral works is under progress. 

Â The present fulfillment status of R-11 should not be key factor to start the 

project implementation 

 

4.5.3 Evaluation of status of Key Tasks in COE-R 3rd report  

(1) ñKey tasks need to be fulfilled before the construction startò 

It is almost all completed expect the tasks partly in (vi) (ix) (xi).  

 ̧ For (vi), it is completed partly. Koctepe VRC has been established. The need of 

the lands in Koctepe for the realization of the project is cleared out and described 

by updated Final Design works by ECS. Up to this clarification it seems to be 

impractical for the finalization of the design in the new settlement area for 

Koctepe village. Resettlement schemes (Government support resettlement or self 

resettlement) selected by AHs has not decided by each family in Koctepe village.  

The design could be finished as required during the implementation stage. 

 ̧ For (ix), it is completed partly. A reasonable and detailed Hasankeyf RAP 

preparation work plan. The information as regards to Hasankeyf which will base 

to the further RIP has been given in URAP.  RIP for Hasankeyf has to be 

prepared asap after lifting the suspension. 
 

(2) ñKey activities should be conducted before New Ilisu village settlement sites 

(houses and infrastructures) construction implementationò 

It is almost all completed except e) . 

 ̧ For e), Nurseries to supply new fruit, nut, and oil trees established, and seedlings 



ordered the availability of the seedlings has been checked in accordance to the 

amounts needed as regards to the RIP report after its submission. It is seen that 

most of the providers have sent a confirmation letters, while the PIU is waiting 

for the confirmation letters for two types of seedlings. 

 

4.5.4 Summary of Evaluation in Plans 

(1) Evaluation of RIP/IRP for Phase 1 

 ̧ The schemes are developed on the studies scientifically and based on local natural, 

social and economic situation.  

 ̧ The plans are disclosed to APs with the participation and consultation progress 

 ̧ The income restoration activities and income analysis are done in householdôs 

base. 

 ̧ Chapters are arranged by taking into account international standards and TORs of 

FAM.  
COE-R:  

 ̧ RIP/IRP for phase 1 can be approval 

 ̧ IRP activity options for each AH should be chosen by AH and results should 

be analysis by PIU and monitored by EMG during/after implementation 

 ̧ Koctepe village new settlement sites design and income activities plan could 

be decided and updated by the further consultation with each AH. 

 

(2) Evaluation of URAP 

 ̧ The plan was developed on the studies scientifically and based on local natural, 

social and economic situation of settlement and lands.  

 ̧ The IRP schemes were developed in the base of typical natural areas and adopted 

activities in FSR level. 

COE-R:  

 ̧ URAP can be approval and the base of preparation of RIP in Phase 2 & 3 

 ̧ The further updating will be needed in future 

 

(3) Evaluation of RIP for Ilisu Village 

 ̧ The schemes were developed on the studies scientifically and based on local 

natural, social and economic situation of village. 

 ̧ The plans are disclosed to APs with the participation and consultation progress.  

 ̧ The drawing of house plots was done and type of new house in new sites was 

selected by each AH in Ilisu Village. 

 ̧ The income restoration activities and income analysis were done in household 

base.  

COE-R:  

 ̧ RIP/IRP for Ilisu village can be approval by COE-R 

 ̧ IRP activity options for each AH should be chosen by AH and results should 

be analysis by PIU and monitored by EMG during/after implementation  



5 Key findings and conclusion 

5.1 Achievement 

(1) IPRP signed by Minister and disclosure to the PAPs by the Policy 

Booklets/Charts in land and house, which is not conflicted with 

international standard.   

(2) RIP/IRP for phase 1 was completed and submitted to COE-R for 

reviewing and evaluation in May, 2009.  

(3) URAP was completed and submitted to COE-R for reviewing 

and evaluation in May, 2009. 

(4) Ilisu Village RIP completed and submitted to COE-R for 

reviewing and evaluation in June 10, 2009. 

(5) PIU resettlement information offices were established and the 

grievance system is operated as needed.  

(6) VRCs were established and started the works already. 

(7) EMG has conducted the survey in March and submitted the 

report. The additional reports by EMG were submitted in May and June??, 

2009. 

(8) The Koctepe new settlement site Master Plan was submitted to 

COE-R for reviewing and evaluation in June 13, 2009. 

(9) The letter of DSI sent to ECAs on June 16, 2009. 

(10) Additional Documents were submitted to CoE-R on June 13, 

2009. 

(11) The plan in which is scheduled, in which activities mainly in 

expropriation, typical AVs/AHs/PAPs numbers, typical inundated land 

amount, new settlement sites construction completion and income 

restoration in different phases and water levels presented, was submitted 

to COE-R for reviewing and evaluation in June 20,2009.  

(12) The Detailed work plan for phase II and phase III planning 

work to produce RIP/IRP in phase II and III, including personnel required, 

timetable, and cost estimate, was submitted to COE-R for reviewing and 

evaluation in June 20, 2009. 

(13) The "Draft Institutional Setup for the Implementation of Ilisu 

Dam and HEPP Project Resettlement Activities", which was discussed 

during the site visit of CoE-R in June 2009, was submitted to COE-R 

review and evaluation in June 22, 2009. 

(14) The PIU Capacity Building Plan has been submitted to COE-R 

in June 26 and updated in June 29, 2009. 

(15) The document ñaddendum to income restoration plan within the 

context of Diversion tunnels and waste rock disposal areaò was submitted 

to COE-R in June 29, 2009. 

  

5.2  Conclusion 

(1) Almost all ñMeasures to be undertaken before start of 



constructionò have been completed. 

Although ñFinal design of Koctepe village and farm lands and 

secure villager acceptanceò has not fully completed, but the proposed new 

settlement sites, farm lands and IRP options was accepted by VRC. The 

detail design of new settlement sites can be done quickly based on 

consultation and negotiation with each AHs during the phase I 

resettlement implementation 

The ñNurseries to supply new fruit, nut, oil trees contracted and 

seedlings orderedò is one implementation activities of the income 

restoration plan. It should not be key elements of decision of ñlifting 

suspensionò  

Regarding ñPhysical and civil works construction called for in IRP 

are fully completed or almost finishedò (cl), it is started. For the time 

being, since it was requested by the PAPs in Phase I villages (especially 

Ilisu villagers) in the meetings, PIU has started the construction of IRP 

activities by the demonstration plots of the terracing and green houses.  

These plots have been visited on June, 9 2009. From the view of COE-R, 

the activities should be arranged in implementation stage. It should be 

implemented after RIP/IRP approval by COE-R and during the 

resettlement implementation stage. 

 

(2) Almost all R-TORs have been completed. 

TOR R-1, 2, 11 are largely completed. 

TOR R-4 and 6 are partly completed. 

The present fulfillment status of R-1, 2, 4, 6 and 11 should not be 

key factor to start the project implementation. They could be fulfilled 

during the implementation stage. 

 

(3)To lift suspension can be accepted from the resettlement 

perspective by COE-R based on the achievement and status of fulfillment 

of the R-TORs and measures. 

 

  



6 Recommendations 

 

Key Resettlement activities in future are recommended as follows: 

 

6.1 Planning and Design should be arranged in the near future 

Â RIPs/IRPs for phase 2 and phase 3, URAP as needed 

Â Detail schedules and budget plans for implementation of all 

activities 

Â Design in house and infrastructure for new settlement site of 

Kocetope village based on the consultation with each AH 

Â Hasankefy RIP and design 

Â FSR and design of auxiliary infrastructures such as road, railway, 

bridge , roads surrounding reservoir and access roads to new 

settlement villages and 3 sub-city centers 

Â Design of new settlement site for each village in phase 2 and 3 

Â The full report rather than the summary of RIP/IRP for phase 1 , 

URAP, RIP for Ilisu Village should be Turkish and distributed to all 

PIU asap. 

Â Key reports such as RIPs/IRPs, URAPs, IPRIPR (Ilisu Project 

Resettlement Implementation Progress Report) and other important 

documents which can be defined by COE-R should be both in 

Turkish and English.  

 

6.2 Phase 1 RIP implementation should start  

Â The amount of credits for income restoration in phase 1 may be 

high. It should be clarified/confirmed by PIU at the beginning of 

IRP implementation 

Â Clarification of expropriation compensation for house in different 

type resettlement (government support resettlement both in house 

built by TOKi or by AH themselves, and self-resettlement which 

relocated in the outside of village) 

Â RIP (phase 1) implementation and lessons/ experiences leaned 

Â Consultation, decision/selection and sign contracts with each AH 

for compensation, housing and income restoration activities etc. 

Â APs employment arrangement for construction 

Â IRP implementation as soon as possible 

Â Improvement the PIU institutions and capacity 

Â Training of resettlement staffs 

Â Training of farmers for income restoration 

 

6.3 PIU system  

Â Establish the PIPRIC (Province Il isu Project Resettlement 

Implementation Committee) in 5 Provinces, in which deputy 



governor could be chairman and engage representatives from 

regional directorate of DSi, DAAD,MARA and GAP etc., establish 

working staff group for each distract  

Â Establish the DSi XVI regional directorate soon, staffing etc., in 

which the resettlement division could be the executive office of 

Central PIU in the dam sites 

Â Sign new protocol between DSi and MARA/GAP for income 

restoration plan implementation 

Â Training workshops and capacity building 

 

6.4 R-TORs and checklists  

Â To meet the R-TORs is very important objective and tasks for the 

Project. It will  help the resettlement planning and implementation 

results to be in line with international standard.  

Â PIU should pay high attention to meet the R-TORs requirement. 

Â A planned implementation schedule should be prepared based on 

the each R-TOR milestone and resettlement implementation needs 

in detail (consider each village in different phase and all key 

activities) , and check their completion situation 

 

6.5 Internal and External Monitoring 

Â Internal Monitoring and Evaluation 

Â IME is one of very important mechanism of international 

funded project  

Â IME scope are more focus on implementation performances 

in progress, quality, budget, protocol, grievance and 

information etc. 

Â The monthly report to PIU is required 

Â Semi-annual report to PIU, ECAs, COE and EMG is 

required 

Â Newsletter and webpage for implementation progress is 

good practice  

Â External Monitoring and Evaluation 

Â EME is one of very important mechanism of international 

funded project  

Â EMG has done good job in the past in Ilisu Project. 

Â The EMG scope should be focus in both implementation 

performances M&E and socio-economic impacts & income 

restoration M&E 

Â Regular sites visit and semi-annual report to PIU, ECAs, 

COE, plus the specific visit and reporting as required 

Â EMG international expert join the COE sites visit 

Â EMG contract for next a few years should be signed soon 



  

6.6 IE/EMG/COE regular schedules 

Â Internal monitoring reporting could be in March and September 

each year 

Â EMG visiting and reporting could be in April and October each 

year 

Â COE visiting and reporting could be in May and November each 

year 

Â Other COE and EMG missions could be arranged based on needs 

both from ECAs or PIU 

 

6.7 COE-PIU work mechanism 

 

Â Resettlement Implementation Progress report, IME report and 

EME report submitted to COE before COE mission 

Â COE-PIU meeting in the beginning of mission, progress is 

informed and visiting schedule is discussed 

Â COE-R sites visit with PIU, internal monitors and EMG 

Â COE-R mission reports the progress, findings, proposed follow-up 

actions plan and recommendations as draft MOU in the wrap-up 

meeting 

Â MOU will be informed to PIU and ECAs and commends, COE-R 

finalized within 2 weeks and sent to PIU and ECAs 

Â PIU take the actions after the mission and these actions will be 

monitored and checked by monitors and COE-R 

 

6.8 R-TORs and its fulfillment 

  

The status of fulfillment of R-TORs is changed due to the progress 

of resettlement implementation in future. PIU, IC, ECAs, COE-R, EMG 

and all relevant parties should keep the TORs in the brain, plan, 

implementation, and monitoring and supervision activities in the 

implementation process.    

 
  


