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Submission for Responces

“Too Dirty, Too Little, Too Much: The Global Water Crisis and Human Rights” 

Kyiv, Ukraine 06.11.2020 № 011/2020

DrHab, Prof. Borys Babin, expert of ARC, +380639495556

Dr(PhD) Olexiy Plotnikov, expert of ARC,  +380674870415

Dr(PhD) Andrii Chvaliuk, expert of ARC,  +380953266061

The Association of Reintegration of Crimea, as a registered non-governmental organisation, herewith submits the following responses to the questionnaire of the UN Special Rapporteur on Human Rights and Environment Dr. David R. Boyd.

Our response is devoted to the issue of water supply in the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the City of Sevastopol, Ukraine (hereinafter – Crimea).

1. The Russian Federation has established its effective control over Crimea with its 2,5 million inhabitants in spring 2014. In the following 6 years, the Russian Federation has relocated over 500 thousand of its own residents to Crimea, thus grossly violating the IV Geneva Convention, which prohibits relocation of civilian population on the occupied territory.

Further, the Russian Federation initiated large military infrastructure projects in Crimea, requiring massive water supply.

The Russian business structures, controlled by the Government, commenced a programme of massive residential housing construction for the abovementioned settlers and military personnel.

The de-facto “regional and municipal authorities” paid no attention to plumbing and sanitation systems, as well as sewage treatment plants in Crimea.

As long as Crimea is an arid zone, local water resources were sufficient for the population before 2014, but are insufficient for the present demand. The ill-considered Russian military, economic and demographic policy in Crimea created a water crisis that negatively affected the rights of Crimean residents, including the indigenous people of Crimea – the Crimean Karaites, Crimean Tatars and Krymchaks.

2. Climate change exaggerated the problem, as the region is becoming increasingly arid. Arid climate of Crimea was not taken into account by Russian policy there. 

Crimean on-land and underground water resources depend on rain and snow precipitation in the Crimean Mountains, however, the Russian policies in Crimea do not take this factor into account.

3. Ukraine is committed to protection of human rights in Crimea.

However, the occupation and the attempt of illegal annexation of Crimea by Russia reduce the practical possibility for the Ukrainian government to prevent and correct the above-mentioned ill-considered Russian policy in Crimea. 
The European Court of Human Rights found inadmissible in June 2020 the application of the “Crimean Industrial Fish Processing Plant” against Ukraine based on the losses allegedly caused by Ukraine’s cessation of water delivery from Dnipro River to Crimea via the North Crimean Canal.

Under International Humanitarian Law, Ukraine has no obligations to restart the delivery of water supply to its own occupied territory, as long as Ukraine does not enjoy effective control over the Canal in Crimea. 
Similarly, no corresponding obligation exists under the International Human Rights Law. It appears that no obligation exists under international environmental law, since it is an artificial construction, not a natural object.

Furthermore, since the entire North Crimean Canal is situated in Ukraine (including Crimea, of which Ukraine is a rightful sovereign), the conventions on transboundary watercourses and transboundary environmental impact are inapplicable. 
At the same time, it is Russia that violates the international human rights law, international humanitarian law and international environmental law by military, economic and demographic policies, which lead to water scarcity in Crimea.

4. Both Russia and Ukraine undertook to prevent, reduce, or eliminate water pollution, water scarcity and flood, however Russia acts in bluntant violation of these undertakings in Crimea.

5. Since 2014, the Russian Federation lacks good practices in water pollution reduction and prevention, as well as combating water scarcity and floods in Crimea.

6. The biggest challenge for Ukrainian authorities and Ukrainian people is the possible escalation of the Russian aggression against Ukraine, including the possible attempt by the Russian military and paramilitary units forcibly take effective control over the part of the North Crimean Canal in the Ukrainian-controlled part of Ukraine’s mainland in Kherson Region.

At the same time, the biggest challenge for the Ukrainian citizens in Crimea are Russian military, economic and demographic policies leading to water crisis in Crimea.

7. The only way to prevent further Russian violations and to re-establish the supply of fresh water and sanitation is the pressure on the side of the international organizations, including UN bodies, aimed at cessation of the Russian policy of resettlement, and stopping of militarization of Crimea.

We remind that in 2014 Ukraine agreed to allow in future visits by any of the UN Special Rapporteurs on its territory, without any prejudicial negotiations.

We invite the Honorable Special Rapporteur on Human Rights and the Environment to visit Ukraine to investigate the situation with water rights for Crimean Residents.

8. The rights of environmentalists and human rights defenders working on water issues are not protected in Crimea, since Russia uses this question in its own propaganda, punishing those who are telling the truth about the situation in Crimea.

9. The high-income states may donate for independent expert research related to water and sanitation issues in Crimea.

10. Russia, as an occupying power, must revise its own industrial, construction and agricultural policy in Crimea, support the normal quality of plumbing, canalisation systems and sewage treatment plants, as well as natural reservoirs and water resources in Crimea.

The Russian de-facto authorities and businesses must stop the practice of uncontrolled excavation of artesian water in Crimea, that may lead to tragic consequences for the environment.

Abovementioned issues were reflected by our Association on those available links:
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