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Kenyir Damand the indirect benefits it has brought to Terengganu

Rosli Zakari a
| F Pas had been ruling Terengganu t he past 40 years, nost people in the
State, especially inthe rural areas, will today be living in darknesss.

This is because, in a recent ceranmah held at Padang Astaka in Setiu, WAn
Abdul Muttalib Enbong who is State Executive Councillor for Loca
Gover nment, Housi ng and Envi ronnent pointed out that the construction of
the Kenyir Hydro-Electric Damwas a waste of funds and brought little
revenue.

Wan Abdul Miuttalib, alawer, clainmed that the Kenyir dam wth an
i nundat ed area about three-quarters the size of Penang, could only
generate RMb million in revenue whil e Kel antan earns sone RML20 mi |l |ion
fromits Pergau hydro-el ectric dam

He al so painted a gl oonmy picture of the dam Shoul d the mai n dam
col | apse, Kual a Terengganu woul d be fl ooded and property danaged i n | ess
than 30 m nutes

He al so said the fl oodi ng of the damdeni ed any chance of |ogging ti nber
or mning for mnerals, thus aloss of revenue for the State Governnent.

The Kenyir dam which was conpleted in 1984, conprises twin diversion
tunnels, a main dam a freeflowspillway, aninlet structure leadingto

four steel-lined tunnels, a conventional surface power station housing
four generating units of 100 negawatts each, and ei ght saddl e dans.

Froma catchnment area of 260, 000 hectares, the dami nmpounds 13.6 billion
cubic metres of water at normal full supply | evel of which 7.4 billion

cubic netres are utilised as |ive storage.

The generating facilities consist of four machines with a total
installed capacity of 400 negawatts and produce an aver age ener gy out put
of 1,600 million units per annum

As for the daml s super structure, 17 million cubic metres of filled
material was used during its 2 1/2-year construction

The core material of weathered granitic clay was placed in the centra
zone of the damto act as an inpervious | ayer

The rockfill for the damis granite, which extends throughout the entire
foundati on area. The same core material is used for the ei ghth saddl e dam

The Kenyir Hydro-electric Damis the biggest damin the country. Even
t he Temenggor hydro-electric damin Perak is small in conparison.

In any damconstruction, no one, especially the owner (Tenaga Nasi ona
Bhd) and the contractor, woul d use sub-standard materials to hold the
| arge vol umre of water. Nobody in his or her right m nd woul d want a want on
cat astrophe to happen.

It would be a scandal of uni magi nabl e proportion if the Kenyir dam bur st
and the water rushes downstreamto flood | ow1ying areas

Way wasn't the fact that the damhad succeeded i n reduci ng fl oodi ng
since 1986 and preventing | oss of property, highlighted?

Wan Abdul Muttalib al so missed the point - because of the dam al nost 98
per cent of the popul ati on have been enjoyi ng power supply in 1994, not to
mention neeting the demand fromthe i ndustrial sector, whichinreturn
gener ates enpl oynent for the people.

Anot her point the audi ence was not tol d about was that the damal so
supplies electricity to the national grid to neet the grow ng need for
power by the various sectors in the econony and consuners.

Wiile it is true that the State Governnent | ost several mllion ringgit
i n revenue because tinber coul d not be | ogged, one has to understand t he



reason behind the failure.

Former Menteri Besar Tan Sri Wan Mokhtar Ahmad had said in 1994 that it
was earlier projected that the damwoul d be flooded in 2 1/2 years based
on t he experience of the small er Temenggor dam which was filled in three
years.

That 2 1/2-year period was consi dered anple tine for conmerci al
expl oi tation of the tinber but unfortunately, the damwas i hundated in
| ess than one year.

This, the speaker did not explain.

But in a Tenaga Nasional briefing on the clearing of Tasik Kenyir to
Prime M nister Datuk Seri Dr Mahat hir Mohamad i n February 1991, it was
made known t hat | ogging i n the subnerged area during the construction
phase of the damwoul d cost between RVAOO million and RVA50 million.

Due to the high cost, a decision was made not to | og tinber.

Al so not expl ai ned was the fact that the damhad transfornmed Kual a
Berang i nto a boom ng town cashing in on the growi ng tourismindustry
around Tasi k Kenyir.

The potential of the | ake as a tourismgol dnine also pronpted the
previ ous state governnent to seek allocations fromthe Federal Governnent
for the second east-west |ink fromKuala Berang to Sungai Gawi near the
dam to |poh in Perak.

The econonic spin-off fromthese devel opnments woul d ulti mately benefit
t he peopl e as nore tourist arrivals neant nore business for the rural folk
not only to sell their agriculture produce but handicraft as well.

In fact, the Kual a Berang-Sungai Gaw - | poh |ink was called the gol den
rout e because of the econonic growh potential of the area.

By painting a negative picture of the Kenyir Dam Pas | eaders are
| ooki ng backwards when it should be trying to i nprove the infrastructure
to further attract investnments in the tourismindustry.

The Pas | eaders coul d tal k about devel opi ng the touri smsector and call
for the people's participationtoinprove their livelihoodif it w shes
to, but that would mean they are no different fromUmo or the Barisan
Nasi onal .

I nst ead, at sone ceranmah, speakers seemso focused on expressing their
di sappproval of sone of the devel opment projects carried out by the
previ ous admi ni stration. These projects have, in fact, benefited the
peopl e, anobng whom are Pas | eaders thensel ves. The Pas Governnent is no
| onger the Oppositionin Terengganu and shoul d bring further progress to
the state.
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