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2N . 1. Introduction

¥ 1.1. Brief Overview

A ProjectLength . 101 Km. (89 Km Motorway+ 12 KmConnectionRoad)
A TenderDate ' 26 January2017
A ContractPeriod . 16 Years2 Months 12 Days(Construction+ Operation)
(5 Years6 Months Construction+ 10 Years8 Months 12 DaysOperation)
A Total InvestmentAmount 1 10.354.576.201,85 TL (2.537.450.977,97 €)
A Appointed Company 41 y I (Otoydd. § (1 PNDRBY (1.6 3 MY.)
A EPQContractor . Daelimc¢ Limakg SK- | | M#tkezildV
A ConsultantFirm . Tekfena N K S y RAA .& T Bndineeringnternational SAJV
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1. Introduction
1.1. Brief Overview
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1. Introduction

1.1. Brief Overview
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BEFORE - Crossingthe Canakkale Strait with Ferry: Asiato Europe1 1.5to 5 hours,
(Especially during Summer and National Holidays)

AFTER 1 Crossingthe Canakkale Strait with 1915Canakkale Bridgel 6 minutes

Crossinghe straitwi'tmcpwl pdl yI 11S¢tS
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1 Sustainable Development

2.Legal and Regulatory Compliance

3.Informed Decision -Making

4.Stakeholder Engagement and Public Consultation

5.Minimizing Negative Environmental Impacts

6.Enhancing Positive Outcomes
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& 2. Methodology

_ ~ 2.1. Overview of M ethods and Tools Used

The Project developedsix main Environmental and Social (E&S) Documents which covers the all environmental and social requirements
and commitments.

Environmental and Social Action Plan (ESAP) is the key document that being prepared in accordance with international standard s and
contains all environmental and social requirements of the Project.

ESIA Report ESMP
Environmentabnd Social Environmentabnd Social
ImpactAssessmenReport Management Plan
SEP ESAP
StakeholdeEngagement- ESIA Package Environmentalnd Social
Plan Action Plan
EPD LACRP
EmploymentPolicy LandAch|§|t|on
Document Compensatiorand
ResettlementPlan
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http://www.1915canakkale.com/home-en-us

, 2. Methodology

~ 2.1. Overview of M ethods and Tools Used
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2. Methodology

2.2. Data Collection and Analysis

Studies Conducted to Assessthe I mpacts

A Air Quality Measurements and Modelling Studies

A Noise Measurements and Modelling Studies

A Water Quality Analyses

A Biodiversity Field Studies

A Bird Observation Studies

A Assessment of Greenhouse Gas Emissions

A Socio-economic Field Studies, Interviews

A ldentification of Community Needs (CLAP - Community Level Assistance
Programme)

A ldentification of Cultural Heritage Assets (Field observations, archaeo-

geophysical studies)
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& 2. Methodology

_ '~ 2.3. Stakeholder Involvement and Consultation

A 30-day public consultation period during ESIA preparation stage

A Posters, brochures, newspaper advertisements

A 7 ESIA information meetings attended by more than 1,000 people
A Feedback from more than 10 organizations

A Expropriation information guide

A More than 2,400 meetings with stakeholders since the beginning of

the Project




- 3. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

~ 3.1. Direct Impacts - Biodiversity

1. Marine Mammal Observation During Marine Piling Works
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2. Pinna nobilis ransplantatlon

¢tKS MpmMp4dl Yyl 111t S 15NRA R3S



- 3. Impacts and Mitigation Measures
~ 3.1. Direct Impacts - Biodiversity

4. Seed collection activities
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3 Impacts and Mitigation Measures

- 3.1. Direct Impacts - Biodiversity

5. Reforestation Activities

A The Project is committed to plant five trees per each affected tree
A Around 1,000,000 trees were planted within the scope of landscaping and
reforestation activities

A Plantation successat reforestation sites are being monitored on quarterly

0, ¥
: "W, ¥ K
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; : A - : :
Landscaping works e | Landscaping works
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& 3 Impacts and Mitigation Measures

3.1. Direct Impacts - Water Resources and Quality

In the construction phase, surface and groundwater quality measurements

were performed.

Water quality impact monitoring in the operation phase:
A Surface water quality monitoring at running rivers (eight locations)
A Marine water quality (two locations)

A Drainage channel discharge water quality (17 locations)

Operational Spillage Risk Assessmentstudy

A The Project divided into sections according to the drainage channel catchment

basins

A Spillage risk from Dangerous Goods Vehicles (DGVs) assessedor eachsection
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L 3. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

¥ 3.1. Direct Impacts i Air Quality and Noise

Aln the construction phase, Pr oj
with dust. Quarterly measurements were performed on determined

locations.

A In the operation phase, no significant direct impacts on air quality.

A Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions calculated and reported

annually.

A Periodic noise measurements have been performed at sensitive
receptors.

A Noise Modeling Study was performed to anticipate operation

phase noise level iIncrease at nearest settlements due to traffic. As a

results, a 900-m length and 3 m height noise barrier was installed

at KM 127. A A o
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7 3. Impacts and Mitigation Measures

¥ 3.1. Direct Impacts i Soil and Geology

A Project ecologist supported the earthworks team to minimize the
Impacts on soil environment. Material usage amounts are recorded and

monitored.

A In addition tothe alreadys ui t abl e material, 8.262.618 mj of e
excavation material made suitable for refill after applying Lime

Stabilization.

A Operation phase impacts on soil and geology is limited with potential
spills/leaks and these risks are being managed by spill response plans

detailing the contingency measures.
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