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[bookmark: _Toc56354530][bookmark: _Toc227072048][bookmark: _Toc238253690]INTRODUCTION
This Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan (LARP) has been prepared for the Edirne Wind Power Plant Project, hereinafter referred to as the “Project” or “Edirne WPP”. The Project is being developed by Enerjisa Enerji Üretim A.Ş. (“Enerjisa Üretim” or “the Project Owner”) within the scope of the Renewable Energy Resource Areas Wind Power Plant Programme, YEKA RES-2024. This LARP defines the approach to the identification of persons, households, land users, assets and livelihood activities affected by the Project’s land acquisition requirements and restrictions on land use, and sets out the compensation, assistance, livelihood restoration, consultation, grievance and monitoring measures to be implemented in line with national legislation, IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
[bookmark: _Toc238253691][bookmark: _Toc57122187][bookmark: _Toc90895035]Project Background
The Edirne WPP is a renewable energy generation project developed as part of Türkiye’s Renewable Energy Resource Areas programme. Enerjisa Üretim was awarded the right to develop the Project under the YEKA RES-2024 tender held on 28 January 2025, and the contract for the Project was signed between Enerjisa Üretim and the Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources on 11 March 2025. Following the tender process, Enerjisa Üretim obtained a new preliminary generation licence from EMRA on 20 March 2025 for the revised Project configuration.
The Project is subject to the national Environmental Impact Assessment process. A Positive EIA Decision was previously obtained for the initial Project configuration with a capacity of 295 MWm/295 MWe. Following the YEKA RES-2024 process, the Project was revised in terms of capacity and design, and a Positive EIA Decision was obtained for the updated capacity of 413 MWm/410 MWe.  The National EIA Positive Decision is provided in Annex D. The associated ETL is subject to a separate national EIA process, and a Positive EIA Decision for the ETL was obtained on 12 January 2026. The Project Owner is seeking international financing for the Project; therefore, this LARP has been prepared to support alignment with applicable lender standards on land acquisition, restrictions on land use and livelihood restoration.
[bookmark: _Toc238253692]Key Definitions
The key terms used in this LARP are presented below to support consistent interpretation of the report. These definitions are used for the purposes of this LARP and do not replace the definitions provided under national legislation or international standards.
[bookmark: _Toc238253943]Table 1‑1. Key Definitions
	Term
	Definition

	Area of Influence (AoI)
	The geographical area within which the Project may cause direct or indirect environmental, social or economic impacts.

	Affected Person/Household/Community
	Any person, household or community that loses, either partially or fully, temporarily or permanently, the ownership, use or benefit of land, assets, resources, access or livelihood activities due to Project activities.

	Project Affected Person (PAP)
	A person who is affected, or is likely to be affected, by the Project through loss of land, structures, crops, trees, income, access, assets or livelihood activities, either temporarily or permanently.

	Project Affected Household (PAH)
	A household that is affected by Project activities through loss of land, structures, access to resources, income sources or livelihood activities, either temporarily or permanently.

	Project Affected Settlement (PAS)
	A settlement where Project components, land acquisition requirements, access restrictions, public or common resource use, or potential livelihood impacts are identified.

	Compensation
	Payment in cash or in kind to replace land, assets, resources or losses affected by the Project, at full replacement cost where required by applicable international standards.

	Cut-off Date
	The date after which persons moving into, occupying, cultivating or improving affected land or assets are not eligible for compensation or livelihood restoration assistance, unless they can demonstrate that their ownership, use or livelihood activity existed before that date.

	Economic Displacement
	Loss of income, assets, access to assets or means of livelihood resulting from Project land acquisition or restrictions on land use, without physical relocation.

	GLAC (Grievance, Livelihood and Compensation) Meeting
	Structured Project engagement meetings used to disclose and explain LARP eligibility, entitlements, compensation, livelihood restoration and grievance arrangements, and to support identification and follow-up of omitted or disputed affected persons, users, assets, livelihood interests or claims. GLAC meetings do not re-establish or extend the cut-off date.

	Physical Displacement/Resettlement
	Loss of shelter or residential structure requiring affected persons to move to another physical location.

	Involuntary Resettlement
	Physical and/or economic displacement that occurs without the affected persons having the right to refuse land acquisition or restrictions on land use.

	Forced Eviction
	The permanent or temporary removal of individuals, households or communities from land or housing without appropriate legal protection, consultation, compensation, assistance or access to remedies. Forced eviction is prohibited under IFC and EBRD standards.

	Eligibility
	The qualification of affected persons, households or users to receive compensation, assistance or livelihood restoration support based on defined criteria, verified ownership, use, asset ownership or livelihood impact.

	Entitlement
	The compensation, assistance, livelihood restoration measure or other support that an eligible PAP, PAH or user is entitled to receive for a verified Project impact.

	Entitlement Matrix
	A structured table identifying impact categories, eligible PAPs, entitlements, delivery methods, responsible parties and estimated affected groups or assets.

	Full Replacement Cost
	The amount required to replace lost land, assets or livelihood assets with assets of equivalent value and use, including transaction costs, without deduction for depreciation and without leaving the affected person worse off.

	Replacement Cost
	The cost of replacing lost assets with assets of equivalent quality and usefulness, including relevant costs required to restore the affected person to pre Project conditions.

	Transaction Costs
	Costs associated with replacement or transfer of land or assets, such as taxes, registration fees, permit costs, legal fees, valuation fees and other administrative costs.

	Land Acquisition
	The process of obtaining land or land use rights for the Project through negotiated agreement, expropriation, easement, lease, transfer, permit or other legally applicable procedures.

	Expropriation
	The compulsory acquisition of land, rights or assets by public authorities for public interest purposes, usually subject to compensation under national legislation.

	Negotiated Agreement/Amicable Settlement
	An agreement reached with a landowner or right holder through the applicable negotiation process, including the Article 8 purchase procedure or other documented agreement processes where relevant. If statutory expropriation may proceed where no agreement is reached, the process is not considered a fully voluntary transaction.

	Consent Agreement 
	A component-specific documented arrangement signed with a landowner to allow temporary Project access to an identified parcel or portion of a parcel before completion of the applicable formal land acquisition process. For the purposes of this LARP, a Consent Agreement is not treated as a substitute for statutory land acquisition or statutory compensation and does not preclude the verification and remedy of additional Project impacts, access to applicable LARP entitlements, use of the Project Grievance Mechanism or recourse to statutory legal remedies.

	Livelihood
	The full range of means, resources and activities through which individuals, households or communities secure income, subsistence and living conditions.

	Livelihood Restoration
	Measures designed to restore, and where possible improve, the income, production capacity, access to resources and living standards of persons or households affected by economic displacement.

	Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan (LARP)
	A document setting out the measures required to manage land acquisition, restrictions on land use, compensation, livelihood restoration, consultation, grievance management, monitoring and support for affected persons in a transparent and fair manner.

	Transitional Assistance
	Temporary financial or in kind support provided to affected persons or households during the period of livelihood disruption, recovery or adjustment.

	In kind Compensation/Replacement
	Replacement of lost assets with equivalent goods, assets or services instead of, or in addition to, cash compensation.

	Grievance Mechanism (GM)
	A formal process through which affected persons and other stakeholders can submit concerns, requests or complaints and receive timely, transparent and documented responses.

	Stakeholder
	Any individual, group, community, institution or organisation that is affected by, interested in or able to influence the Project and its outcomes.

	Household Head
	The person identified by the household as the primary decision maker, representative or income provider of the household unit.

	Private Landowner
	A person or legal entity with legally recognised ownership rights over land, structures or other assets, and who may be entitled to compensation under applicable legislation.

	Vulnerable Persons
	Persons or households who may be more adversely affected by Project impacts or may face difficulties in accessing compensation, consultation, grievance mechanisms or livelihood restoration support due to age, disability, illness, poverty, gender, low literacy, lack of formal rights, livelihood dependency or other social and economic conditions.


[bookmark: _Toc238253693]Key Principles
The LARP is guided by the principles of Turkish national legislation, IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. The Project will seek to avoid or minimise land acquisition impacts and economic displacement where feasible through design review, final land entry planning and construction management. Where impacts cannot be avoided, eligible losses will be compensated and affected livelihoods will be restored in line with the measures defined in this LARP.
The key principles of this LARP are as follows:
· Compensation for affected land, assets, crops, trees and eligible livelihood assets will be reviewed against full replacement cost principles and supplementary compensation will be provided where a verified replacement-cost gap is identified..
· Livelihood restoration support will be provided where land acquisition, access restriction or construction impacts affect livelihood conditions and compensation alone is not sufficient.
· Persons without formal title will not be eligible for land ownership compensation. However, where their use and impact are verified, they may be eligible for compensation for affected assets and livelihood restoration support.
· Vulnerable persons will be provided with additional assistance where required.
· Construction phase grievances and requests, including crop damage, road damage, dust, traffic safety and temporary access issues, will be recorded, verified and addressed through the Project GM and corrective action process.
· Land entry on private land will take place only after the applicable legal basis for access has been established, including completion of statutory land acquisition procedures, a court decision and compensation deposit allowing possession under Article 27 where urgent expropriation is applied, or a documented component-specific Consent Agreement where temporary early access is required. Where access is based on a Consent Agreement, the affected parcel or area, owner and actual user, existing land use and affected assets will be verified, and the agreed temporary-access payment and compensation for identified crops, trees, assets or other losses will be paid before the relevant land entry or construction impact occurs. Consent agreements will not be treated as a waiver of statutory compensation rights, or as a substitute for the formal land acquisition process or statutory compensation and will not restrict applicable LARP entitlements, access to the Project GM or statutory legal remedies. Any additional or previously unidentified verified impacts arising from early access will be addressed under this LARP. Accordingly, where early access is granted through a Consent Agreement and the same parcel is subsequently acquired through the formal land acquisition or expropriation process under Articles 8, 10 or 27 of the Expropriation Law, the landowner will receive two separate payments in relation to the affected parcel: one arising from the Consent Agreement and another as statutory compensation determined under the applicable land acquisition or expropriation procedure. The Consent Agreement payment will be separate from and additional to the statutory compensation and will not be deducted from or offset against the compensation payable under the statutory process.
[bookmark: _Toc238253694]Additional affected persons, users, assets, interests or livelihood impacts identified during implementation will be assessed and addressed under the eligibility, entitlement and livelihood restoration framework of this LARP. A formal LARP update or supplementary document will be prepared where new information materially changes the assessed impacts or required measures.Project Description
The Edirne WPP is planned as a wind energy generation project with an installed capacity of 413 MWm/410 MWe and 59 wind turbines. The Project will contribute to the national grid through associated transmission infrastructure and is expected to generate approximately 1.64 TWh of electricity annually. The Project consists of wind turbine locations, turbine platforms, access roads, underground cable routes, an on-site switchyard and two associated ETLs. Further technical information on Project components is provided in the ESIA and summarised below only to the extent relevant to land acquisition and livelihood restoration.
[bookmark: _Toc238253695]Project Location and Layout
The Project is located in Edirne Province, within the administrative boundaries of Enez and Keşan districts in north western Türkiye. The Project area is mainly characterised by rural land use, including agricultural land, pasture areas, state forest land and locally vegetated open areas. The wider Project area includes several rural settlements where livelihoods are primarily linked to agriculture, livestock activities, pensions and supplementary income sources.
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[bookmark: _Toc238254003]Figure 1‑1. Project Location Map
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The 59 wind turbine locations are distributed across Sütçüler, Akhoca, Çelebi, Şabanmera, Şehitler, Hasköy, Kocaali, Koruklu, Yayla, Danişment, Suluca and Erikli settlements. The associated ETL routes extend beyond the immediate WPP footprint and will connect the Project to the national grid through two routes of approximately 40 km and 10 km.
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[bookmark: _Toc238254004]Figure 1‑2.  Project Layout Map
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[bookmark: _Ref238221214][bookmark: _Toc238253696]Project Components and Associated Facilities
The Project components relevant to this LARP include wind turbine locations and turbine platform areas, access roads, underground cable routes and the on-site switchyard. The turbines are planned as Nordex N163/6.X or equivalent, with an approximate rotor diameter of 163 m, an approximate hub height of 118 m and an installed capacity of up to 7 MW per turbine. The land requirements for turbine platforms, access roads, cable routes and the on-site switchyard are assessed in this LARP as part of the main WPP footprint. The associated ETLs are assessed separately within the same LARP due to their distinct land requirements and statutory land acquisition process.
The ETLs are considered associated facilities of the Project and are included within the scope of this LARP. In Türkiye, the formal land acquisition, establishment of easement rights, long-term operation of ETLs fall under the responsibility of TEİAŞ. While the statutory land acquisition process and regulatory responsibility remain with TEİAŞ, Enerjisa Üretim is undertaking the construction of the ETLs on behalf of TEİAŞ, after which the lines will be transferred to TEİAŞ. Therefore, the land requirements and livelihood impacts associated with both ETL routes are assessed as part of this LARP. Dedicated census and asset inventory fieldwork covering the ETL affected settlements was completed between 5 and 7 August 2026 to identify and verify affected landowners, land users, land use, assets and livelihood activities. The findings are incorporated into the relevant sections of this LARP. The statutory TEİAŞ land acquisition process remains ongoing, and subsequent official parcel, ownership, easement, valuation and compensation information will be reconciled with the LARP records as it becomes available.
[bookmark: _Toc238253697]Land Acquisition Context
The Project requires access to privately owned land, public land and state forest land. According to the current land requirement data for the main WPP components, the Project affects 220 unique parcels, consisting of 139 private parcels, 69 public parcels and 12 state forest parcels. These parcels are associated with turbine platform areas, access roads, underground cable routes, the on-site switchyard and related infrastructure. Private parcels will be managed through the applicable expropriation and easement procedures, public parcels through the relevant public land access procedures, and state forest parcels through forestry permit and authorisation procedures. The associated ETLs are presented as a separate component-level land requirement due to their distinct statutory land acquisition process, fieldwork chronology and implementation status.
Based on the current ETL parcel lists, the two ETL routes include 369 parcel records, corresponding to 368 unique parcels when the overlapping parcel is counted once. These include 271 private parcels and 97 public parcels. The 40 km route affects 305 parcels, consisting of 223 private and 82 public parcels, while the 10 km route affects 64 parcels, consisting of 49 private and 15 public parcels. The statutory land acquisition and expropriation process for the ETLs including establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation, is undertaken under the responsibility of TEİAŞ and is separate from the supplementary LARP assessment and measures implemented by Enerjisa Üretim. Dedicated census and asset inventory fieldwork covering the ETL affected settlements was completed between 5 and 8 August 2026 to identify affected landowners and land users and to verify land use, assets and livelihood activities associated with the ETL land requirements. The ETL findings are therefore included within this LARP, while subsequent official parcel, easement, valuation and compensation information generated through the TEİAŞ process will be reconciled with the LARP records as it becomes available to Enerjisa Üretim.
Based on the fieldwork undertaken for the main WPP footprint and associated ETLs and the structure and asset assessment presented in Chapter 5, no residential dwelling or fixed commercial premises has been identified as directly affected, and no physical displacement or active business displacement has been identified.  Accordingly, the LARP focuses on economic displacement and livelihood impacts, particularly those associated with agricultural land, crops, trees, access to remaining land, pasture and grazing areas, forest resource use, beekeeping and auxiliary livelihood assets such as wells, irrigation ponds and water tanks.
[bookmark: _Toc238253698]Scope and Objectives of the LARP
The scope of this LARP covers the land acquisition and livelihood impacts associated with the main WPP components, including wind turbine locations, access roads, underground cable routes and the on-site switchyard, as well as the associated 40 km and 10 km ETLs. The ETLs are included in the LARP assessment based on the available parcel information and the census and asset inventory fieldwork completed in August 2026, while the statutory land acquisition and expropriation process remains under TEİAŞ responsibility.
The objectives of the LARP are to identify affected persons, households, land users and livelihood activities; document affected land, crops, trees, structures, auxiliary assets and public or common resource use; assess potential physical and economic displacement impacts; define eligibility and entitlements in line with national legislation, IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5; identify vulnerable persons requiring additional assistance; define livelihood restoration measures where compensation alone is not sufficient; and establish consultation, grievance management, monitoring and implementation responsibilities for the land acquisition and livelihood restoration process.
The LARP also provides a framework for addressing future changes, data gaps and implementation requirements. This includes ongoing disclosure and stakeholder engagement, grievance management, documented early land access through consent agreements where applicable, construction phase grievances or damage claims, land acquisition impacts that may be confirmed after the completion of DSİ land consolidation in Çelebi and Hasköy, any additional affected persons, users, assets or livelihood activities identified before or during land entry, and any subsequent ETL parcel, ownership, easement, valuation or compensation information generated through the statutory TEİAŞ process that requires reconciliation with the completed LARP field assessment. In such cases, the LARP will be updated or supplemented in line with the principles, eligibility criteria and entitlement measures defined in this report.
[bookmark: _Ref236054622][bookmark: _Ref236054707][bookmark: _Toc238253699]Assessment of Alternatives and Avoidance of Land Acquisition Impacts
Avoidance and minimisation of land acquisition impacts have been considered as part of Project design development and will continue during detailed design, land entry planning and construction management. The Project is being developed within a Renewable Energy Resource Area designated at national level by the Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources. The Project site was therefore predefined through the YEKA process, and alternative sites outside the licensed YEKA boundary were not available for consideration at Project level. 
At the Project design level, turbine locations, access roads and associated infrastructure have been developed to optimise wind resource use while taking into account environmental, social, technical and land access constraints. Within the licensed YEKA boundary, alternative turbine locations and infrastructure arrangements were considered through the national EIA and subsequent design development. The national EIA assessed 59 planned turbine locations together with 10 alternative turbine locations, namely T3, T13, T26, T29, T37, T39, T42, T43, T52 and T55. Environmental assessment was therefore undertaken for a wider envelope comprising 69 turbine locations, while the approved Project configuration comprised 59 turbines.
The selection and refinement of turbine locations considered proximity to settlements and other sensitive receptors, land use and vegetation, topography and constructability, wind resource efficiency and infrastructure constraints. The selected layout represents the configuration taken forward following consideration of these constraints; however, the national EIA does not provide a separate parcel or PAP comparison for each alternative turbine location. The Project design was also revised in response to consultation with public authorities. In particular, following the opinion of DSİ 11th Regional Directorate, the locations and access arrangements associated with T2 and the T3 alternative location were revised to avoid interference with the Sütçüler irrigation network within the Hamzadere Dam Irrigation Scheme. The related road alignment was also adjusted so that the irrigation infrastructure and planned on-farm irrigation works would not be obstructed.
Existing roads and access routes will be used or improved where feasible, and additional land use will be limited to areas required for approved Project components. The national EIA similarly provides that existing roads will be improved where practicable and that new internal roads will be opened only where required to connect turbine locations and other Project facilities. The use of higher-capacity turbine technology also allows the revised installed capacity to be achieved without increasing the approved number of turbine locations, thereby avoiding additional turbine platforms and associated access and cable connections that could otherwise have been required.
From a LARP perspective, the main avoidance objective is to prevent physical displacement and minimise economic displacement to the extent feasible. No physical displacement has been identified at this stage. The design measures described above have reduced potential interaction with irrigation infrastructure, sensitive receptors and additional land requirements, but have not eliminated all land acquisition and livelihood impacts. Residual impacts remain in relation to private and public land, agricultural use, access to remaining land, land fragmentation, irrigation, pasture and grazing, forest resource use and the associated ETLs. These residuals impacts are assessment and managed through the compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures defined in this LARP.
During implementation, Enerjisa Üretim will complete any outstanding verification and, where required, reconfirm affected parcels, users, assets and livelihood activities before land entry, maintain access to remaining agricultural lands, pasture areas and forest areas where feasible, support harvest planning, avoid unnecessary construction damage and ensure that any additional land requirement is assessed before use. Final construction planning and any micro-siting permitted within the approved Project design will continue to apply the avoidance hierarchy, including limiting working areas, using existing access routes where practicable, protecting irrigation and drainage infrastructure and maintaining access to unaffected portions of land. Where land acquisition impacts cannot be avoided, compensation, reinstatement, assistance and livelihood restoration measures will be implemented in accordance with this LARP. 
[bookmark: _Ref231752563][bookmark: _Ref231752580][bookmark: _Toc238253700]REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
[bookmark: _Toc238253701]National Legal and Regulatory Framework
[bookmark: _Toc238253702]Turkish Constitution
The Constitution of the Republic of Türkiye provides the overarching legal basis for expropriation, protection of land rights, land-based livelihoods and environmental rights. Within the scope of land acquisition and livelihood restoration, Articles 44, 45, 46 and 56 are particularly relevant. 
Article 46 regulates expropriation and establishes that, where a development project serves the public interest, the State and authorised public legal entities may acquire privately owned immovable properties in accordance with the applicable legislation. Large-scale infrastructure projects, including energy generation facilities, transmission lines, roads, airports, hydropower plants and similar investments, may therefore be subject to expropriation based on a public interest decision. 
Article 46 also sets out the main compensation principles under national law. Except for specific cases defined by legislation, compensation for expropriated assets, including any agreed increased value, must be paid in cash and in full. Compensation for farmers cultivating the acquired land must also be paid fully and in cash. In addition, the expropriating authority may not take possession of private land or assets before the assessed compensation is deposited into a bank account on behalf of the rightful owner or beneficiary.
Articles 44 and 45 are indirectly relevant to land acquisition and livelihood restoration. Article 44 addresses land ownership and the State’s responsibility to protect landless persons and those with insufficient land, while Article 45 refers to the State’s responsibility to support persons engaged in agriculture and animal husbandry. Article 56 recognises everyone’s right to live in a healthy and balanced environment.
[bookmark: _Ref231299920][bookmark: _Ref231555797][bookmark: _Ref231556078][bookmark: _Ref232428335][bookmark: _Ref232428490][bookmark: _Ref232433550][bookmark: _Toc238253703]Expropriation Law (No. 2942)
Article 3 – Basis of Expropriation
Pursuant to Article 3 of the Expropriation Law No. 2942, administrations are entitled to expropriate immovable properties, resources and easement rights required for the public services or interventions that they are legally responsible for implementing. This may include large-scale projects related to energy, irrigation, afforestation and similar sectors. The expropriation compensation may be paid in cash or in equal instalments, in accordance with the applicable legal provisions.
Article 4 – Establishment of Easement Rights
Article 4 allows the establishment of easement rights instead of full acquisition of an immovable property, where such an approach is sufficient for the intended public purpose. Easement rights may be established over a specific part, height or depth of an immovable property or resource, without transferring the ownership of the land to the administration.
In this respect, easement rights enable the administration to use the affected land for the defined purpose while maintaining the ownership of the property in the name of the existing landowner. Article 4 further states that “provided that the exercise of ownership rights by the owners is not prevented and necessary measures are taken in terms of life and property safety, all kinds of bridges, viaducts and similar transportation lines, as well as metro, tunnel and similar rail transportation systems, may be constructed under or over lands in consideration of public interest. If the exercise of ownership rights over the land is not prevented, no expropriation shall be carried out in relation to the land.”
Accordingly, where the use of ownership rights is not prevented, expropriation of the land is not required. This provision is particularly relevant for easement-based land use, as it allows public interest facilities to be developed above or below privately owned land, provided that ownership rights and life and property safety are duly protected.
Article 7 – Initial Procedures for Expropriation and Administrative Annotation
Under Article 7, the expropriating administration is required to prepare or have prepared a scaled plan showing the boundaries, surface area and type of the immovable properties, resources or attachments to be expropriated. The administration is also responsible for identifying the owners of the affected properties through land registry, tax and population records, and, where land registry records are not available, through further inquiries and supporting documentation.
Following the expropriation decision, an administrative annotation is placed on the relevant land registry records. If ownership changes after the annotation date, the land registry office must inform the administration of any change in ownership or other real rights. If the administration does not submit to the land registry office, within six months from the date of annotation, the court document confirming that a lawsuit has been filed for the determination of compensation and registration of the property in the name of the administration under Article 10, the annotation is automatically removed from the land registry records.
Article 8 – Purchase Procedure
Article 8 regulates the negotiated purchase process. Following the expropriation decision, the administration establishes one or more valuation commissions, each consisting of at least three members, to determine the estimated value of the affected immovable properties. The administration also establishes one or more negotiation commissions, again consisting of at least three members, to conduct negotiations with the landowners.
After the administration notifies the landowner of its intention to acquire the property, the landowner or their authorised representative may apply to the administration within 15 days to sell the property. Negotiations are then held on the date determined by the commission. If agreement is reached on a price not exceeding the estimated value, an official agreement protocol is signed. Upon signature of the protocol, the transfer of all rights to the administration is deemed accepted.
The administration is required to prepare the agreed amount within 45 days and request the landowner to transfer the ownership rights at the land registry on the specified date. The compensation is paid once the transfer is completed. Where no agreement is reached or the transfer is not completed, the administration may initiate legal proceedings under Article 10 or, where applicable, Article 27 of the Law. For the main WPP footprint, the formal negotiation and expropriation process is carried out through EMRA and the relevant courts, while the licence holder is responsible for financing the relevant compensation amounts and court expenses in line with the applicable process. For the associated ETLs, the statutory land acquisition, expropriation and establishment of easement rights are undertaken under the responsibility of TEİAŞ.
Article 10 – Determination of Expropriation Compensation by the Court and Registration of the Immovable Property in the Name of the Administration
Article 10 applies where expropriation cannot be completed through negotiated purchase. In such cases, the administration applies to the civil court of first instance where the property is located and requests the determination of the expropriation compensation and the registration of the immovable property in the name of the administration in return for payment of the determined amount.
Within 30 days of the administration’s application, the court notifies the landowner of the hearing date through an annotated invitation. Persons whose addresses cannot be identified are invited through public announcement in accordance with the Notification Law No. 7201. Information on the expropriation is also published at least once in a local newspaper, if available, and in a newspaper distributed nationwide.
At the hearing, the judge invites the parties to reach an agreement on the value of the property. If agreement is reached, the agreed amount is accepted as the expropriation compensation. If no agreement is reached, the judge sets a date for site inspection within ten days and a second hearing within thirty days following the inspection.
If the parties still cannot agree during the second hearing, the judge appoints a new expert committee to determine the value within fifteen days. The court then determines a fair and equitable expropriation amount by considering the expert reports and the statements of the parties. The determined amount constitutes the expropriation compensation for the property, resource or easement right. The administration is given fifteen days to deposit the amount into a bank account opened on behalf of the rightful owner. Where the rightful owner cannot be identified, the amount is blocked in a bank account to be paid to the person to be identified in the future. The court then decides on registration of the property in the name of the administration and notifies the land registry office and the relevant bank.
Article 11 – Principles for Determination of Expropriation Compensation
Article 11 sets out the valuation principles for determining expropriation compensation. The expert committee established under Article 15, together with the court committee, carries out a site visit to the affected immovable property or resource, listens to the statements of the relevant parties present during the inspection, and prepares a reasoned valuation report.
The valuation does not take into account any increase in value arising from the public works or services requiring expropriation, or any potential profit expected from future use. Where the establishment of an easement right causes a decrease in the value of the immovable property or resource, such decrease must be justified. The amount of value reduction constitutes the easement compensation.
Article 12 – Partial Expropriation
Article 12 regulates the valuation of immovable properties that are partially expropriated. Where the remaining part of the property can still be used in accordance with zoning and public works legislation, any costs required to make existing facilities usable are calculated and added to the expropriation compensation.
The value of the partially expropriated property is determined as follows:
· If the value of the unaffected part does not change, the compensation is calculated in proportion to the part expropriated, based on the value determined under Article 11.
· If the value of the unaffected part decreases, the compensation includes both the value of the expropriated part and the decrease in value of the remaining part.
Where the remaining part of a partially expropriated property is not suitable for use, and no annulment case has been filed before the administrative court, this remaining part may also be expropriated upon the written request of the legal owner within thirty days from the notification of the expropriation decision.
For land that becomes unsuitable for economic cultivation, use or access after partial expropriation, the owner must submit a written application within thirty days requesting the expropriation of the remaining part.
Article 14 – Right to File a Lawsuit
The owner of the affected immovable property may file a lawsuit before the administrative court within thirty days from the date of notification made by the court under Article 10. The lawsuit may be filed for the annulment of the expropriation decision or for the correction of material errors. For persons who cannot be directly notified, the notification date is deemed to be the date on which the court announcement is published in the newspaper. 
Article 18 – Disputes on Ownership
Before proceeding with expropriation, the administration is required to investigate whether there is any ownership dispute concerning the immovable property. This investigation is carried out through the relevant land registry offices, cadastral offices and civil courts.
Where an ownership dispute is identified, or where the property is subject to an ongoing lawsuit, the administration submits the documents prepared under Article 10 to the civil court of first instance where the property is located. The court is requested to determine the expropriation compensation and to register the property in the name of the administration, with payment to be made to the rightful owner once the ownership dispute is resolved. The compensation amount determined by the court is deposited in time deposit accounts at the bank designated by the court, and ownership disputes are resolved in accordance with the procedures set out under the applicable legislation.
Article 19 – Registration of Immovable Properties Not Registered in the Land Registry and Rights of Entitled Persons
For immovable properties that are not registered in the land registry, the administration first determines whether the property is among the public properties listed under Article 16 of the Cadastral Law No. 3402. If the property is not classified as public property and possession-based entitlement is claimed, an expert review is carried out.
As part of this review, evidence is collected and a report is prepared indicating the surface area of the property, the identity of the entitled person, tax records, the start date and duration of possession, and whether the conditions required for acquisition of ownership have been fulfilled. The court determines the expropriation compensation in accordance with the procedure and timeframe defined under Article 10.
If entitlement is accepted based on the information and documents provided by the administration, the court notifies the entitled person. If no objection is raised by the Treasury or a third party within thirty days from the final announcement, the compensation determined by the court is deposited in the bank specified in the announcement on behalf of the entitled person. Upon submission of the bank receipt by the administration, the court decides on registration of the property in the name of the administration and payment of the compensation to the entitled person.
Article 25 – Restriction of Rights and Transfer of Ownership to the Administration
The expropriation process, in terms of the exercise of rights and fulfilment of obligations, starts with the notification issued by the court under Article 10. Transfer of ownership to the administration is completed based on the registration decision issued by the court.
Following the date of the court’s registration decision, the owner may no longer carry out activities such as construction or planting or make substantial changes to the existing condition of the immovable property. Any value arising from activities undertaken after this date is not considered in the determination of compensation.
For large-scale projects such as dams, irrigation networks, pipelines, highways, railways, ports and airports, the public interest decision is announced at the mukhtar’s office of the settlement where the affected property is located. After the final day of the announcement, the cost of fixed installations and planted trees established on the property is not taken into account in the expropriation compensation. This restriction may not exceed five years from the date of announcement.
Article 27 – Urgent Expropriation
In cases required for national defence, emergency situations decided by the President, or extraordinary circumstances stipulated under special laws, the administration may request urgent possession of the immovable property. In such cases, the value of the property is determined by the court within seven days, based on the principles under Article 10 and through experts selected in accordance with Article 15.
The administration may then take possession of the property, while procedures other than valuation are completed afterwards. In the context of energy projects, this means that land access may be established after the urgent expropriation decision becomes effective and the court determined amount is deposited in the designated bank account, while the subsequent Article 8 and Article 10 processes continue. 
For urgent expropriation, the valuation made by court-appointed experts constitutes a preliminary determination and does not represent the final compensation amount. Following the deposit of this amount by the administration into the account designated by the court, the procedures set out under Articles 8, 9 and 10 continue to apply.
Article 30 – Transfer of Immovable Properties Owned by One Administration to Another Administration
Immovable properties, resources and easement rights owned by public legal entities and institutions cannot be expropriated by another public legal entity or institution. Where an administration requires such property, resource or easement right, it determines the value in accordance with Article 8 and submits a written request to the owner administration, indicating the amount to be paid.
If the owner administration does not agree to the transfer or does not respond within sixty days, the dispute is resolved by the relevant administrative chamber of the Council of State upon application by the requesting administration. The decision is issued within two months.
Where the parties cannot agree on the value, the requesting administration may apply to the court within thirty days from the notification of the Council of State decision and request the determination of compensation in accordance with the procedure under Article 10. The requesting administration is then given fifteen days to deposit the compensation amount determined by the court into the designated bank account on behalf of the owner administration. Upon submission of the bank receipt, the court decides on registration of the property in the name of the requesting administration and payment of the compensation to the owner administration.
Immovable properties, resources and easement rights transferred under this procedure are deemed to have been acquired through expropriation and cannot be used for purposes other than the transfer purpose or another purpose permitted by the transferring administration. Otherwise, the transferring administration may reclaim the property under Article 23, and this condition is annotated in the land registry.
[bookmark: _Ref233014499][bookmark: _Toc238253704]Forest Law (No. 6831)
Under the Forest Law No. 6831, any project activity to be carried out within forests or lands classified as forest is subject to permission from the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry. Where project activities result in impacts or damages to public forest lands during construction, such damages are required to be compensated in accordance with the applicable procedures.
The use of forest and pasture lands is regulated mainly under the Forest Law No. 6831 and Pasture Law No. 4342. Registration of ownership rights or easement rights is carried out in accordance with the Cadastral Law No. 3402 and the Land Registry Regulation published in the Official Gazette No. 28738.
Pursuant to the Law, as amended by Law No. 5192 dated 17.06.2004, the Ministry is authorised to grant permission for the use of forest land. Such permission cannot exceed 49 years.
[bookmark: _Ref231556108][bookmark: _Ref232518413][bookmark: _Ref232519816][bookmark: _Toc238253705]Pasture Law (No. 4342)
Under the Pasture Law No. 4342, the Governors of the provinces where the affected pasture lands are located are authorised to approve changes in the classification and allocation purpose of pasture lands, based on the opinion of the relevant Pasture Commission.
Within the national legal framework, compensation associated with the change in allocation or use of pasture land is generally directed to the relevant public institutions, in accordance with the applicable legislation, rather than to individual informal or customary users of the pasture resource.
[bookmark: _Toc238253706]Electricity Market Law (No. 6446) and TEİAŞ Responsibilities
The Electricity Market Law No. 6446 provides the legal framework for the development and operation of electricity generation and transmission infrastructure in Türkiye and defines the respective roles of electricity market institutions. For transmission facilities, TEİAŞ is the competent transmission system operator and is responsible for the statutory processes required for the acquisition of land and establishment of easement rights for transmission infrastructure in accordance with the applicable legislation.
Accordingly, for the associated ETLs of the Edirne WPP, the formal land acquisition, expropriation and establishment of easement rights are undertaken under TEİAŞ responsibility. The respective implementation roles of TEİAŞ and Enerjisa Üretim for the ETLs are further described in 1.4.2 and 3.2.3.
[bookmark: _Toc238253707]Cadastre Law (No. 3402)
The Cadastral Law No. 3402 provides the legal basis for determining the boundaries and legal status of immovable properties. In line with the Civil Code No. 4721, cadastral works are carried out based on the national coordinate system and cadastral or topographic cadastral maps, with the purpose of establishing land registration records and forming the basis of the spatial information system.
[bookmark: _Toc238253708]Agricultural Reform Law (No. 3083)
The Agricultural Reform Law No. 3083 regulates matters related to irrigated lands and other areas designated by the President. The Law covers land consolidation and, where required, the allocation of land for non-agricultural purposes.
The Law also provides for land consolidation in areas where agricultural production becomes uneconomic due to land fragmentation. In this respect, it aims to prevent further fragmentation that may adversely affect both the livelihood sources and labour capacity of agricultural households.
[bookmark: _Toc238253709]Notification Law (No. 7201)
The Notification Law No. 7201, together with its amendments made in 2003, 2008 and 2011, sets out the procedures for formal notification to property owners and other relevant parties.
The Law defines the methods to be followed for reaching different categories of public and private property owners, including those whose addresses are unknown.
Notification procedures under the Law include service to known addresses by post, support from local authorities, announcements in national newspapers with wide circulation, and electronic notification where applicable. The Law provides guidance for communication with different categories of right holders, including resident owners, absentee owners, owners residing outside Türkiye, and relevant public institutions.
The Law also defines the notification process for landowners and land users whose addresses cannot be identified by the notification officer. According to the 2011 amendment to Article 10, notification may be made at any place where the affected owner can be reached and/or to the last known address. Where the person cannot be reached, the notification is sent to the last known residence address and, where necessary, directed through the mukhtar of the relevant settlement or municipal neighbourhood.
[bookmark: _Ref237957216][bookmark: _Toc238253710]Land Registry Regulation (Official Gazette No. 28738)
The Land Registry Regulation, published in the Official Gazette No. 28738, aims to ensure that land registry records are maintained in an orderly manner in accordance with the Civil Code No. 4721. The Regulation sets out the principles and procedures related to ownership of immovable properties, limited real rights and personal rights, as well as their registration, amendment, cancellation and correction in the land registry.
Other national laws and regulations indirectly relevant to land acquisition and LARP implementation may also apply where relevant, including:
· Regulation on the Control of Soil Pollution and Point Source Contaminated Sites, Official Gazette dated 08.06.2010 and numbered 27605,
· Regulation on the Control of Excavation Soil, Construction and Demolition Waste, Official Gazette dated 18.03.2004 and numbered 25406,
· Soil Protection and Land Use Law No. 5403, Official Gazette dated 19.07.2005;
· Regulation on Buildings to be Constructed in Disaster Areas, Official Gazette dated 14.07.2007 and numbered 26582,
· Türkiye Building Earthquake Regulation, Official Gazette dated 18.03.2018 and numbered 30364, and
· Personal Data Protection Law No. 6698.
[bookmark: _Ref231555839][bookmark: _Toc238253711]Land Acquisition Process under National Legislation
The detailed legal provisions governing expropriation, valuation, compensation, notification, judicial remedies and registration are described in Section 2.1.2. This section summarises the main procedural steps followed under national legislation for land acquisition and establishment of easement rights.
1. Public Interest Decision
The land acquisition process starts with the issuance of a public interest decision by the competent authority. This decision confirms that the Project serves the public interest and provides the legal basis for initiating expropriation and/or establishment of easement rights under national legislation.
For energy projects, the public interest decision enables the competent authority to proceed with the acquisition of immovable properties, resources and associated rights required for Project implementation.
2. Identification of Affected Land and Ownership Verification
Following the public interest decision, the parcels affected by the Project are identified based on the Project footprint, cadastral data, land registry records and technical plans. In this context, the administration prepares or has prepared scaled plans showing parcel boundaries, affected areas, land type and relevant Project components, and identifies legal owners, shareholders and registered right holders through land registry records. Where ownership information is incomplete or unavailable, tax, population and cadastral records are reviewed, and mortgages, annotations, restrictions, ownership disputes or other legal encumbrances are assessed. In cases where unregistered lands or lands subject to ownership disputes are identified, the necessary additional legal review and verification procedures are carried out in accordance with the Expropriation Law and relevant cadastral legislation to determine the rightful owner or beneficiary.
3. Valuation of Land and Assets
The affected land and assets are valued by the relevant valuation commission and, where the process proceeds through the court, by court-appointed experts. Valuation is carried out in accordance with the Expropriation Law and considers the type, location, use and characteristics of the affected immovable property. Where valuation services are carried out by licensed valuation experts, valuation activities are expected to comply with the applicable valuation standards, including the International Valuation Standards adopted under the relevant Capital Markets Board regulations. This supports consistency, transparency and market-based assessment in the valuation process.
In addition to the statutory valuation process, for the main WPP footprint Enerjisa Üretim obtains valuation reports prepared by independent valuation institutions licensed by the Capital Markets Board of Türkiye (SPK) before the expropriation process. These reports are used to support land acquisition budget planning, to inform the Article 8 negotiation process and to provide a current market value reference before statutory expropriation steps are completed.
The valuation process may cover the following:
· land value,
· easement value,
· standing or unharvested crops,
· fruit-bearing and non-fruit-bearing trees,
· residential and non-residential structures,
· other fixed assets, improvements or attachments on the land, and
· any reduction in value of the remaining land in case of partial expropriation.
The main valuation approaches applied under national practice are summarised below.
Agricultural lands
Agricultural lands are generally valued using the net income capitalisation method. Under this method:
· gross annual income is calculated based on crop type, expected yield and crop unit prices,
· production costs are deducted from gross income to determine net annual income,
· net income is capitalised using the applicable capitalisation rate, and
· land-specific factors such as location, access, irrigation, soil quality, parcel shape, productivity, marketability and proximity to roads or settlements may be considered.
The basic formula applied for agricultural land valuation can be expressed as follows:
	R / F = K


R refers to net income, calculated as gross income minus production costs,
F refers to the capitalisation rate, reflecting the risk and return associated with agricultural land,
K refers to the value of the land under the national valuation approach.
Non-agricultural lands and plots
Non-agricultural lands and plots are generally valued through comparison with similar properties. Comparable parcels are reviewed based on:
· location,
· size,
· land use,
· zoning status, where applicable,
· access and infrastructure conditions,
· market conditions, and
· actual sales values of similar properties.
Adjustments may be made to reflect differences between the affected parcel and comparable properties.
Permanent easement rights
Where permanent easement rights are established, ownership remains with the landowner, but use of the affected portion of the land may be restricted. Easement compensation is calculated based on the decrease in the value of the affected land before and after the establishment of the easement.
The reduction in value may arise from:
· restrictions on construction,
· restrictions on planting or deep-rooted vegetation,
· limitations on land use during operation,
· safety restrictions, or
· reduced economic potential of the affected area.
In national court practice, compensation for permanent easement rights is generally subject to upper limits depending on the land type. As a general practice, permanent easement compensation may not exceed 35% of the value of the affected agricultural land and 50% of the value of the affected non-agricultural land or plot. These limits relate to national valuation practice and will be reviewed against full replacement cost principles for the purposes of this LARP.
Temporary easement or temporary land use
Where temporary easement or temporary land use is required, compensation is generally calculated based on the loss of use, income, rent or crop production during the relevant period. For cultivated lands, this may include crop income losses for the duration of temporary occupation. Temporary use areas are expected to be reinstated and returned to the owner or user after completion of use.
Unharvested crops
Unharvested crops are valued based on crop type, affected area, expected yield and applicable seasonal crop prices. Where possible, land users should be allowed to harvest standing crops before land entry. If harvesting is not possible due to the Project schedule, compensation for unharvested crops is provided.
Affected trees
Affected trees are valued separately based on their type, age, diameter, condition, productivity and economic use. For fruit-bearing trees, valuation considers expected production, age and remaining productive life. For non-fruit-bearing trees, timber value and other relevant characteristics are considered.
Residential and non-residential structures
Residential and non-residential structures, if affected, are valued based on their type, size, construction characteristics, age, condition and applicable unit construction costs. Under national valuation practice, depreciation may be deducted depending on the age and condition of the structure.
4. Negotiation and Amicable Settlement
Following valuation, the administration first seeks to reach an amicable settlement with the affected landowners. Landowners are notified of the administration’s intention to acquire the land and are invited to negotiations.
If agreement is reached:
· an official agreement protocol is signed,
· the agreed compensation amount is prepared by the administration,
· the landowner is invited to complete the transfer at the land registry, and
· compensation is paid before or at the time of transfer, in accordance with the applicable procedure.
Negotiated settlement is the preferred approach where it is based on informed participation and documented agreement.
5. Court Process and Compulsory Expropriation
If an amicable agreement cannot be reached, or if the transfer is not completed, the administration applies to the competent civil court for determination of compensation and registration of the affected immovable property or right in the name of the administration.
The court process may include:
· notification of the affected owner or public announcement where the address cannot be identified,
· hearings with the parties,
· appointment of court experts,
· site inspection,
· expert valuation report,
· judicial determination of compensation, and
· registration decision following deposit of the compensation amount.
Where ownership is disputed or the rightful owner cannot be identified, the compensation amount is deposited or blocked in a bank account until the entitlement issue is resolved.
6. Urgent Expropriation, if Applicable
Urgent expropriation may be applied only in cases permitted under national legislation, such as urgent public need or other legally defined circumstances. In such cases, the court determines a preliminary compensation amount through experts, and this amount is deposited before possession is taken.
Urgent expropriation allows the administration to take possession of the affected land before completion of all standard expropriation procedures. However, the remaining procedures, including final valuation, negotiation or judicial determination, payment and registration, continue thereafter.
7. Payment, Registration and Land Entry
Following agreement or court decision, compensation is paid to the rightful owner or deposited into a bank account on behalf of the rightful owner. Where ownership is disputed, the amount is blocked until the rightful beneficiary is determined.
After payment or deposit of compensation:
· ownership may be transferred to the relevant authority for permanent acquisition,
· easement rights may be annotated in the land registry,
· registration procedures are completed, and
· legal possession or use rights are established.
Under the statutory land acquisition process, land entry and construction activities may proceed only after the applicable legal requirements for compensation payment, registration and/or possession have been fulfilled.
[bookmark: _Ref237426583][bookmark: _Toc238253712]Project Land Acquisition Approach
The Project will implement land acquisition and land use activities in accordance with applicable Turkish legislation, including the Expropriation Law No. 2942 and relevant secondary legislation, together with the supplementary requirements of IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. National procedures will provide the primary legal basis for land acquisition, expropriation, establishment of easement rights, valuation, compensation, registration and possession. Where these procedures do not fully meet the applicable international standards, the supplementary measures defined under this LARP will be applied, including full replacement cost review, livelihood restoration, eligibility of non-title users, vulnerability support, stakeholder engagement, grievance management and monitoring.
For the main WPP, land acquisition and compensation processes falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility will be managed through the Project’s land acquisition, legal, valuation and social management arrangements. Compensation for affected land, crops, trees, structures and other eligible assets will be reviewed against full replacement cost principles, and any verified gap will be addressed through the supplementary compensation and assistance provisions of this LARP. Land entry will take place only where the applicable legal or documented basis for access has been established and the requirements relevant to the affected land, assets and livelihood impacts have been addressed.
For the associated ETLs, the institutional arrangement is different. Statutory expropriation, permanent land acquisition, establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation are undertaken by TEİAŞ under its legal authority. Enerjisa Üretim does not control or administer these statutory procedures and does not have routine access to the complete parcel-level valuation, compensation and payment records generated through the TEİAŞ process. Enerjisa Üretim’s role is therefore limited to the matters within its responsibility, control and available information, including implementation and monitoring of the supplementary LARP measures required to achieve outcomes consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. Where relevant TEİAŞ information subsequently becomes available through TEİAŞ, PAPs, legal proceedings or other available sources, it will be reconciled with the LARP records and any supplementary compensation, livelihood restoration or corrective action falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility and control will be addressed accordingly.
Temporary early access may be arranged through documented Consent Agreements with relevant landowners where access is required before completion of the formal statutory land acquisition process. These agreements are intended solely to establish a documented and compensated basis for temporary access and will not substitute for the applicable statutory land acquisition or compensation process. They will not be interpreted as waiving or limiting statutory compensation rights, applicable LARP entitlements, access to the Project Grievance Mechanism or judicial and administrative remedies.
Before further land entry under a Consent Agreement, the affected parcel or area, owner and actual user, existing land use, affected assets and relevant livelihood activities will be verified, and the applicable temporary-access payment and compensation for identified crops, trees, assets or other losses will be completed. Temporary-access payments will be recorded separately from subsequent statutory compensation. Any additional crop, asset, access or livelihood impact arising from early access and not covered by the original agreement will be verified and addressed through the applicable compensation, livelihood restoration, grievance and corrective-action provisions of this LARP. 
The relevant Consent Agreement, payment, land-entry and impact records will be maintained by Enerjisa Üretim as Project implementation records and will remain available for lender review. Existing early-access cases will also remain subject to LARP verification and monitoring so that any outstanding payment, asset, access or livelihood impact can be identified and addressed through the applicable corrective-action provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238253713]International Standards
The Project is designed to comply not only with national legal requirements, but also with internationally recognised environmental and social performance frameworks. These standards provide a comprehensive basis for managing land acquisition, economic displacement, livelihood restoration and stakeholder engagement in line with international good practice. The main applicable international standards are summarised below.
[bookmark: _Toc238253714]IFC Performance Standards
IFC Performance Standard 5: Land Acquisition and Involuntary Resettlement
IFC Performance Standard 5 recognises that land acquisition and restrictions on land use associated with development projects may result in both physical displacement, such as relocation or loss of shelter, and economic displacement, including loss of assets or access to assets and resources that support livelihoods. Where affected persons do not have the legal right to refuse land acquisition or restrictions on land use, displacement is considered involuntary.
The scenarios relevant under PS5 include:
· compulsory acquisition through expropriation or administrative procedures,
· negotiated settlements where compulsory measures may be applied if agreement cannot be reached,
· restrictions on access to land, forests or natural resources traditionally used by communities, and
· impacts on informal or vulnerable land users without legal title or recognised ownership rights.
In such cases, PS5 requires:
· compensation for land and assets at full replacement cost,
· preparation of a Livelihood Restoration Plan or Resettlement Action Plan, as applicable,
· specific attention to vulnerable groups and culturally appropriate support measures, and
· documentation of all land-related transactions, compensation processes and grievance mechanisms.
No physical displacement has been identified under the Project. However, economic displacement results from land acquisition and restrictions on land use, including impacts on agricultural land and access to pasture, forest and other livelihood resources. Accordingly, this LARP has been developed in line with PS5 to address such risks and to support the restoration of affected livelihoods.
IFC Performance Standard 1: Assessment and Management of Environmental and Social Risks and Impacts
IFC Performance Standard 1 provides the overarching framework for managing environmental and social risks and impacts at project level. It requires:
· integrated risk and impact assessment, such as an ESIA,
· stakeholder engagement and disclosure of information, and
· development of an Environmental and Social Management System.
Under PS1, the Project has developed comprehensive ESIA and related management plans, including this LARP, to support continuous monitoring and mitigation of risks throughout the Project lifecycle.
[bookmark: _Toc238253715]EBRD Requirements
EBRD Environmental and Social Requirement 5: Land Acquisition, Restrictions on Land Use and Involuntary Resettlement
EBRD Environmental and Social Requirement 5 reflects the key principles of IFC PS5. It aims to avoid or minimise physical and economic displacement and to ensure that affected persons are compensated and supported by restoring or improving their living standards and livelihoods.
ESR5 applies to:
· involuntary land acquisition,
· restrictions on access to legally or customarily used land and resources,
· displacement of formal landowners and informal users, and
· both physical and economic displacement, regardless of tenure status.
The key principles include:
· compensation for lost assets at full replacement cost,
· provision of livelihood support programmes,
· transparent and consultative processes for the determination of entitlements, and
· monitoring and evaluation of resettlement and livelihood restoration outcomes.
The Project has adopted ESR5 as a reference framework to ensure that land acquisition processes, including the establishment of easement rights and loss of forest access, do not result in unmitigated adverse impacts on local land users, including those with traditional or informal use.
EBRD ESR5 is broadly aligned with IFC PS5 and EBRD’s former PR5. The 2024 update, however, introduces clarifications relevant to the Project. In particular, ESR5:
· requires reinstatement of access and compensation for temporary land use restrictions during construction,
· defines clear safeguards for voluntary land donations,
· clarifies personal data protection and cut-off procedures for census, inventory and valuation updates,
· requires consideration of cumulative impacts when planning socio economic surveys and livelihood measures,
· requires gender-sensitive engagement and gender-disaggregated monitoring, and
· strengthens the expectation for a clear plan or framework defining roles and responsibilities for private sector projects involving government managed land acquisition or resettlement, supported by enhanced monitoring, implementation reporting and, where necessary, external audits or reviews.
These provisions have been adopted as reference points for the Project.
EBRD Environmental and Social Requirement 1: Assessment and Management of Environmental and Social Risks and Impacts
EBRD Environmental and Social Requirement 1 provides the general framework for identifying, assessing and managing environmental and social risks and impacts throughout the life of a project. It requires project sponsors to:
· undertake a robust ESIA,
· establish and maintain an Environmental and Social Management System appropriate to the nature and scale of the Project,
· identify direct and indirect social impacts, including those related to land acquisition and economic displacement,
· ensure that mitigation measures are integrated into Project design and implementation, and
· implement an ongoing stakeholder engagement process proportionate to the nature and scale of Project risks.
Under ESR1, livelihood restoration and the avoidance or minimisation of social harm are required to be integrated into the Project’s risk management approach. The Project has therefore adopted ESR1 as a guiding requirement for environmental and social due diligence, including the ESIA, this LARP and the Stakeholder Engagement Plan (SEP).
EBRD Environmental and Social Requirement 10: Stakeholder Engagement
EBRD Environmental and Social Requirement 10 sets out the requirements for meaningful engagement with affected communities and other stakeholders throughout the Project lifecycle. It emphasises that stakeholder engagement should be a continuous and proactive process that is culturally appropriate and inclusive of vulnerable groups.
Key obligations under ESR10 include:
· early disclosure of relevant Project information in a language and format understandable to affected persons,
· implementation of a structured consultation process, including meaningful opportunities for stakeholders to express their views before land acquisition or displacement occurs,
· establishment of an accessible, transparent and non-judicial grievance mechanism, and
· documentation of engagement activities and integration of feedback into Project planning and mitigation measures.
In line with ESR10, the Project has developed an SEP and a Grievance Mechanism (GM) to ensure that land users, including those with informal or traditional rights, are properly informed, consulted and able to raise concerns. These tools support the transparent and inclusive implementation of the LARP and alignment with good international practice.
[bookmark: _Toc238253716]Equator Principles
The Equator Principles (EPs) are a risk management framework adopted by financial institutions for assessing and managing environmental and social risks in project finance. The Project is particularly aligned with the following EPs:
Principle 5: Stakeholder Engagement requires meaningful consultation, information disclosure and culturally appropriate engagement, particularly with vulnerable and affected communities.
Principle 6: Grievance Mechanism requires the establishment of an accessible, transparent and non-retaliatory system to receive and address concerns.
[bookmark: _Ref231304473][bookmark: _Toc238253717]Gap Analysis between National Legislation and International Standards
There are certain gaps between Turkish national legislation and the international standards applicable to the preparation and implementation of this LARP, including IFC PSs and EBRD ESRs. While national legislation provides the legal basis for land acquisition, expropriation, easement rights, valuation, compensation, registration and judicial remedies, IFC PSs and EBRD ESRs introduce broader requirements for livelihood restoration, economic displacement, stakeholder engagement, grievance management, monitoring and support to vulnerable groups.
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Accordingly, this LARP includes supplementary measures to address such gaps and to ensure that land acquisition and livelihood restoration activities are implemented in line with international good practice. The key gaps between Turkish legislation and IFC PSs and EBRD ESRs, together with the corresponding Project-specific measures, are presented in the table below. The Project-specific measures distinguish, where relevant, between assessments already completed under the LARP and verification or implementation actions that remain to be completed before the relevant impact or land entry.
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[bookmark: _Ref229752589][bookmark: _Toc227594200][bookmark: _Toc227594604][bookmark: _Toc229754318][bookmark: _Toc238253944]Table 2‑1. Gap Analysis Between Turkish National Legislation and International Standards
	Gap Subject
	EBRD ESRs
	IFC PSs
	Turkish Legal Provision
	Gap Identified
	Measures to bridge the gap

	Avoidance and Minimisation
	EBRD ESR5 requires avoidance or minimisation of involuntary resettlement and economic displacement through consideration of feasible project alternatives.
	IFC PS5 requires avoiding involuntary resettlement where possible or minimising it through alternative project designs where avoidance is not feasible.
	Turkish legislation does not include an explicit requirement to demonstrate that all feasible alternatives have been assessed to avoid or minimise displacement. In practice, physical displacement is generally avoided where possible.
	Legal gap exists. Turkish legislation does not explicitly require avoidance and minimisation through project design, although practice may be partially aligned.
	Project impacts have been avoided or minimised through design and implementation measures where feasible, and the avoidance hierarchy will continue to be applied during construction planning and implementation.

	Census and Baseline Information
	EBRD ESR5 requires identification of affected persons and preparation of a census and asset inventory, including persons without legal title and seasonal or informal users.
	IFC PS5 requires a census to identify affected persons, affected land and assets, eligibility for compensation and assistance, and to discourage ineligible claims.
	Turkish legislation requires identification of affected immovable properties and legal owners as part of the expropriation process. However, the legal process mainly focuses on registered assets and formal right holders.
	Major gap. Informal users, tenants, sharecroppers, customary users and vulnerable groups may not be fully captured under the national expropriation process.
	Census, asset inventory and socioeconomic/user verification have been undertaken for the main WPP and associated ETLs. Outstanding and subsequently identified PAP/user cases will remain subject to verification under the LARP.

	Cut-off date
	EBRD ESR5 requires establishment and disclosure of a cut-off date adapted to the project and legal framework. The cut-off date should be documented and communicated in an accessible manner.
	IFC PS5 requires the borrower to establish a cut-off date for eligibility and disclose it to affected persons to prevent opportunistic claims.
	Under Turkish practice, the date of public interest announcement or asset inventory may function as a reference date. However, disclosure may be limited to formal legal notification channels.
	Moderate gap. The cut-off date may not be clearly disclosed to all affected persons, especially users without formal rights.
	The cut-off date will be two weeks after the disclosure of the final LARAP. Within the week following the disclosure, the CLOs will contact PAPs individually by telephone or face-to-face to communicate the cut-off date and explain its purpose and significance, the applicable eligibility requirements, the PAPs’ rights, entitlements under the LARAP

	Early Land Entry and Consent Agreements
	EBRD ESR5 requires that land acquisition and land use restrictions are implemented with adequate consultation, compensation, livelihood restoration and access to remedies. It also requires compensation and assistance before displacement or livelihood impact occurs, where applicable.
	IFC PS5 requires compensation for affected assets at full replacement cost and other assistance before displacement or restrictions on land use occur. IFC PS1 also requires informed stakeholder engagement and a functioning grievance mechanism.
	Turkish legislation defines formal expropriation, easement, payment, registration and possession procedures. Early access may be arranged through documented agreements with landowners where legally applicable, but such arrangements are not defined as a livelihood restoration tool under national legislation.
	Moderate gap. Early access through consent agreements may allow land entry before the formal land acquisition process is completed. If not clearly documented and monitored, this may create risks in relation to informed consent, preservation of statutory rights, crop or asset damage, livelihood impacts and grievance access, including uncertainty regarding whether affected owners and users, assets and livelihood impacts have been verified and applicable payments have been completed before the relevant land entry or impact.
	Temporary early access will be managed through documented Consent Agreements, with applicable payments completed before impact, no waiver of statutory or LARP rights, and any additional verified impacts addressed separately through the LARP.

	Government-managed Land Acquisition and Associated Facilities
	EBRD ESR5 requires private sector projects involving government-managed land acquisition to define the respective roles and responsibilities, coordination arrangements and supplementary measures necessary to achieve outcomes consistent with ESR5.
	IFC PS5 requires the client to collaborate with the responsible government agency and, where government measures do not meet PS5 requirements, to identify and implement supplementary measures within the client’s capacity and influence.
	The statutory acquisition, expropriation and establishment of easement rights for transmission infrastructure are undertaken under TEİAŞ responsibility in accordance with the applicable national framework. National legislation does not require the Project Owner to implement the full range of livelihood restoration and monitoring measures required under IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
	Moderate gap. The statutory TEİAŞ process and the Project’s lender requirements operate through different responsibilities and therefore require defined coordination, supplementary safeguards and monitoring.
	TEİAŞ will retain responsibility for statutory ETL land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation, while Enerjisa Üretim will implement and monitor supplementary LARP measures within its responsibility and control and reconcile available TEİAŞ records as they become available.

	Scope of Eligibility
	EBRD ESR5 applies to both formal right holders and persons without legal title, including informal users of land and resources.
	IFC PS5 recognises affected persons with formal legal rights, those with recognisable claims, and those without recognisable legal rights, subject to different forms of compensation and assistance.
	Turkish legislation generally recognises legal owners and formal right holders. Informal users of public land, forest land or pastureland are generally not entitled to compensation unless they have legally recognised rights.
	Major gap. Persons without legally recognised rights may not be eligible for compensation or assistance under national legislation.
	LARP eligibility includes formal owners and verified non-title users, informal/public-land users and other eligible livelihood interests in accordance with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.

	Tenants, Sharecroppers and Other Users
	EBRD ESR5 requires compensation and/or assistance for affected persons, regardless of ownership status, where their livelihoods or assets are affected.
	IFC PS5 requires livelihood restoration assistance for economically displaced persons, including tenants, sharecroppers and other users.
	Turkish legislation does not include a general requirement to compensate tenants, sharecroppers or other non-owner users unless they have formal rights or contractual entitlements.
	Major gap. Non-owner users may be excluded from statutory compensation.
	Verified tenants, sharecroppers and other actual users will receive applicable compensation and/or livelihood restoration support for eligible Project-induced losses.

	Livelihood Restoration
	EBRD ESR5 requires restoration or improvement of livelihoods and living standards through structured support measures.
	IFC PS5 requires measures to improve, or at least restore, livelihoods and standards of living of economically displaced persons.
	Turkish legislation focuses mainly on compensation for land and immovable assets. It does not require a structured livelihood restoration programme.
	Major gap. There is no statutory requirement for livelihood restoration beyond compensation for eligible assets.
	The livelihood restoration programme in Chapter 8 will be implemented for verified Project-induced livelihood impacts, with measures tailored to livelihood dependency, severity, duration and available alternatives.

	Livelihood Restoration
	EBRD ESR5 requires restoration or improvement of livelihoods and living standards through structured support measures.
	IFC PS5 requires measures to improve, or at least restore, livelihoods and standards of living of economically displaced persons.
	Turkish legislation focuses mainly on compensation for land and immovable assets. It does not require a structured livelihood restoration programme.
	Major gap. There is no statutory requirement for livelihood restoration beyond compensation for eligible assets.
	The livelihood restoration programme in Chapter 8 will be implemented for verified Project-induced livelihood impacts, with support tailored to the affected livelihood and severity of impact.

	Compensation Standards
	EBRD ESR5 requires compensation at full replacement cost, together with livelihood support where needed.
	IFC PS5 requires compensation for loss of assets at full replacement cost and other assistance necessary to restore livelihoods.
	Compensation under Turkish legislation is generally based on valuation principles defined under the Expropriation Law. Market value is considered, while depreciation may be applied in certain cases, particularly for structures.
	Moderate to major gap. National valuation may not always reach full replacement cost, especially where depreciation, transaction costs or livelihood losses are not covered.
	Compensation will be reviewed against full replacement cost and any verified shortfall will be addressed through supplementary payment.

	Resettlement/Livelihood Planning
	EBRD ESR5 requires preparation of a resettlement plan, livelihood restoration plan or framework, depending on the nature of impacts.
	IFC PS5 requires a Resettlement Action Plan and/or Livelihood Restoration Plan where physical or economic displacement occurs.
	Turkish legislation does not require private sector project owners to prepare a RAP, LARP or LRP. Statutory documents generally focus on expropriation, valuation and registration.
	Significant gap. There is no national legal requirement for a LARP or livelihood restoration planning by the private sector.
	This LARP establishes the eligibility, compensation, economic displacement, livelihood restoration, implementation, monitoring and corrective-action framework required under IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 for the main WPP and associated ETLs.

	Loss of Business
	EBRD ESR5 requires compensation for loss of income and re-establishment costs for affected businesses.
	IFC PS5 requires compensation for lost net income during transition and costs for re-establishing business activities, where business impacts occur.
	Turkish legislation primarily compensates for affected immovable assets. It does not include comprehensive provisions for loss of income or business re-establishment costs.
	Major gap. Business income loss and transition costs may not be covered under national legislation.
	No business displacement has been identified through the current assessment; any subsequently verified Project-induced business income loss or re-establishment requirement will be addressed in accordance with IFC PS5, EBRD ESR5 and the Entitlement Matrix.

	Communal Assets and Natural Resource Use
	EBRD ESR5 requires measures to address loss of access to communal resources, including alternatives or collective compensation where appropriate.
	IFC PS5 requires measures for persons whose livelihoods are natural resource-based and who face project-induced access restrictions.
	Forest, pasture and other public lands are generally under the authority of public institutions. Individual or communal users may not be recognised as compensation beneficiaries under national law.
	Major gap. Collective, customary or informal use of public resources may not be recognised or compensated.
	Verified impacts on public/common land, pasture, forest resources and other livelihood-related resource access will be addressed through access restoration, compensation or applicable livelihood support.

	Vulnerable Persons
	EBRD ESR5 requires identification of vulnerable persons and provision of targeted assistance in compensation and livelihood restoration processes.
	IFC PS5 requires particular attention to the needs of vulnerable groups, including those who may be disproportionately affected.
	Turkish expropriation legislation does not define vulnerable groups or require specific vulnerability-based measures in land acquisition processes.
	Major gap. Vulnerability is not systematically addressed under national expropriation procedures.
	Vulnerable PAPs will receive targeted facilitation and additional support where vulnerability creates barriers to accessing compensation, engagement, livelihood restoration or grievance channels.

	Transitional Support
	EBRD ESR5 requires transitional support where affected persons experience temporary income loss, access restrictions or livelihood disruption.
	IFC PS5 requires transitional support for economically displaced persons, where needed to restore livelihoods.
	Turkish legislation does not provide a general requirement for transitional livelihood support, except in limited cases under other legal frameworks.
	Major gap. Transitional support is not systematically required under national law.
	TLS will be provided to eligible PAPs/PAHs where verified livelihood disruption is not fully addressed through compensation, in accordance with the Chapter 8 eligibility and assessment framework.

	Information Disclosure and Stakeholder Engagement
	EBRD ESR10 requires early, meaningful and continuous engagement with affected communities, including accessible disclosure and consultation. EBRD ESR5 also requires consultation during land acquisition and livelihood restoration.
	IFC PS1 and PS5 require stakeholder engagement, disclosure of relevant information and consultation with affected persons.
	Turkish law includes formal notification and objection procedures. However, disclosure may be limited to statutory notices and does not necessarily cover livelihood impacts, LARP entitlements or mitigation measures.
	Major gap. Consultation and disclosure requirements under national law are narrower than IFC and EBRD requirements.
	LARP disclosure, cut-off-date communication , GLAC meetings and ongoing targeted engagement will be implemented in coordination with the Project SEP and documented through the corresponding LARP and engagement records.

	Project Level Grievance Mechanism
	EBRD ESR10 requires an accessible, transparent and non-retaliatory grievance mechanism for affected persons.
	IFC PS1 requires a project-level grievance mechanism to receive and facilitate resolution of concerns from affected communities.
	Turkish legislation provides formal judicial and administrative appeal routes. However, it does not require a project-level, non-judicial grievance mechanism.
	Major gap. A project-level grievance mechanism is not required under national expropriation legislation.
	The Project GM will remain available throughout LARP implementation for land acquisition, compensation, livelihood restoration and related concerns, without restricting access to judicial or administrative remedies.

	Monitoring and Evaluation
	EBRD ESR5 requires monitoring of implementation and outcomes of resettlement and livelihood restoration, including corrective actions where needed.
	IFC PS5 requires monitoring and evaluation of resettlement and livelihood restoration activities, proportionate to risks and impacts.
	Turkish legislation does not require post-expropriation monitoring of livelihood restoration outcomes.
	Moderate gap. There is no statutory requirement to monitor livelihood restoration after compensation and land acquisition.
	Process, output, outcome and completion monitoring will be undertaken against defined indicators and restoration benchmarks, with corrective and adaptive action where required.

	Completion Audit
	EBRD ESR5 expects verification of whether livelihood restoration and resettlement objectives have been achieved.
	IFC PS5 requires completion audits where significant displacement impacts occur, to confirm that mitigation objectives have been met.
	Turkish legislation does not require a completion audit or evaluation of livelihood restoration outcomes.



	Gap exists. Legal compliance ends mainly with compensation, registration and judicial processes.
	An internal completion assessment followed by an independent completion audit will verify implementation of applicable LARP commitments and achievement of livelihood restoration and completion outcomes.
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To address the identified gaps and ensure alignment with international good practice, this LARP has been developed to define supplementary measures for land acquisition, restrictions on land use and livelihood restoration. The main measures defined under this LARP to bridge the identified gaps include:
· extending eligibility to affected land users identified through the census, asset inventory and field based consultations, including informal users, tenants and other users without legally recognised rights, where applicable,
· ensuring compensation at full replacement cost for affected land, crops, trees, structures and other eligible assets, including supplementary payments where national compensation does not fully meet replacement cost principles,
· providing livelihood restoration measures and transitional support where land acquisition or access restrictions result in economic displacement,
· identifying vulnerable persons, assessing vulnerability and providing targeted assistance, where required,
· maintaining a Project-specific grievance mechanism to receive, record and resolve land acquisition and livelihood-related grievances in a timely and transparent manner,
· maintaining stakeholder engagement and disclosure activities beyond statutory notification requirements, in line with the SEP,
· documenting any early land access through consent agreements and ensuring that such agreements do not limit statutory compensation rights, grievance access or eligibility for verified LARP entitlements, while maintaining the defined TEİAŞ and Enerjisa Üretim responsibilities for the associated ETLs, and
· monitoring and documenting all compensation, mitigation and livelihood restoration actions in line with IFC PSs and EBRD ESRs.
For the associated ETLs, Enerjisa Üretim is responsible for constructing the transmission lines and subsequently transferring them to TEİAŞ. TEİAŞ is responsible for the formal land acquisition and expropriation process, including the asset inventory, valuation and payment of statutory compensation, and any related court proceedings.
Where early access is required to commence construction before completion of the formal land acquisition process, access will be documented through a Consent Agreement and the agreed payment will be made before land entry. The Consent Agreement process is separate from the land acquisition and expropriation process undertaken by TEİAŞ and does not alter the respective responsibilities of Enerjisa Üretim and TEİAŞ. It will not limit or replace the landowner’s statutory compensation rights, access to the Project grievance mechanism or entitlements for verified impacts under the LARP. The landowner will therefore remain entitled to receive the applicable statutory compensation for the same parcel through the subsequent TEİAŞ-led process. 
On this basis, the LARP has been prepared not only to address the regulatory gaps identified between Turkish legislation and international standards, but also to protect the rights, assets and livelihoods of all affected persons in a manner consistent with IFC PSs and EBRD ESRs.
[bookmark: _Toc238253718]PROJECT LAND REQUIREMENT
This chapter describes the nature and scale of land required for the main WPP footprint and the associated 40 km and 10 km ETLs, the ownership and land use categories affected, and the land acquisition, land access and permitting arrangements applicable to each Project component. It also identifies the PAP and land user categories that may experience loss of land, assets, access or livelihood resources and establishes the link between the Project land requirement and the economic displacement and livelihood impacts assessed in Chapter 5. As land acquisition and implementation are at different stages across the main WPP footprint, the two ETL routes and the areas affected by ongoing DSİ land consolidation, completed actions, completed field assessments, outstanding verification requirements and statutory processes are distinguished throughout this chapter. The corresponding compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures required in accordance with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 are set out in Chapters 6 and 8 .
[bookmark: _Toc238253719]Overview of Land Types, Ownership and Land Access Framework
The land required for the Edirne WPP Project is associated with the following Project components:
· Wind turbine locations,
· Access roads,
· Underground cable routes,
· Switchyard/substation area, and
· Associated Energy Transmission Line (ETL).
The main WPP footprint includes privately owned land, public land and state forest land. According to the current land requirement data, the main WPP footprint affects 220 unique parcels, consisting of 139 private parcels, 69 public parcels and 12 state forest parcels. These parcels are associated with wind turbine locations, turbine foundations, platforms and crane pads, access roads, underground cable routes, the switchyard/substation area and related Project infrastructure.
Public Land: Public parcels affected by the Project are located in Şabanmera, Akhoca, Yayla, Çelebi, Hasköy, Kocaali, Suluca and Şehitler settlements. These parcels are associated with different Project components, including wind turbine locations, access roads, underground cable routes and the switchyard/substation area. Public land includes Treasury lands, lands under the possession and disposal of the State, pasture parcels, village legal entity parcels and municipal road parcels. According to the land acquisition and expropriation documents prepared for the main WPP components, a total of 69 public parcels are affected by the Project. This figure excludes Çelebi and Hasköy settlements, where land consolidation works carried out by DSİ had not been completed at the time of fieldwork and report preparation. Therefore, public parcel information for Çelebi and Hasköy will be confirmed and incorporated into the LARP following completion of the land consolidation process and issuance of updated parcel information by the relevant authorities.
Depending on the ownership status, land classification and Project use, different land access mechanisms will be applied for public lands. These include Article 30 applications for public institution transfer, Treasury easement rights, Treasury lease arrangements, lease arrangements for lands under the possession and disposal of the State, and pasture allocation purpose change for pasture parcels. The switchyard/substation land requirement is identified only in Yayla village.
Private Land: Privately owned parcels affected by the Project are located in Danişment, Suluca, Yayla, Hasköy, Çelebi, Kocaali and Şehitler settlements. These parcels are mainly associated with wind turbine locations, access roads and underground cable routes. According to the land acquisition and expropriation documents prepared for the main WPP components, a total of 139 privately owned parcels are affected by the Project, excluding Çelebi and Hasköy settlements. Since DSİ land consolidation works in Çelebi and Hasköy had not been completed at the time of fieldwork and report preparation, the affected private parcel information for these settlements will be confirmed and incorporated into the LARP once the updated parcel information is issued by the relevant authorities. Private land acquisition will be carried out through permanent expropriation, including urgent expropriation where applicable.
State Forest Land: State forest parcels are also affected by the Project footprint. According to the current Project land requirement information, 12 state forest parcels are affected by the Project and are associated with wind turbine locations. In addition, the ESIA identifies forestry permit requirements for turbine platform areas, access roads, crane hardstands, the switchyard and associated infrastructure within the wider Project footprint. These parcels fall under the authority of Forest Law No. 6831 and will be managed through the relevant forest permit and authorization procedures in coordination with the competent forestry authorities.
For the purposes of this LARP, PAP status is not determined solely by legal ownership. Legal owners and formal or informal users of private, public, pasture and forest land may be eligible for compensation and/or livelihood restoration measures where Project impacts on their assets, access or livelihood activities are verified. The applicable eligibility and entitlement provisions are set out in Chapter 6.
Land acquisition and land use procedures for the Project will be implemented in accordance with the Expropriation Law No. 2942 and other applicable national legislation, as described in Chapter 2. The Project will also apply the supplementary measures defined in this LARP to address gaps between national legislation and IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. Compensation and assistance will be reviewed against full replacement cost principles, including affected land, assets, structures, crops, trees, land use restrictions and livelihood impacts, where applicable. Where national procedures do not fully cover eligible impacts, additional compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures will be provided under this LARP. Further details on the legal framework, valuation methodology and gap analysis are provided in Chapter 2.
In addition to statutory land acquisition and land use procedures, documented consent agreements may be used where early access to private land is required before completion of the formal land acquisition process. The safeguards applicable to early access arrangements are defined in Section 2.1.11, while component-specific implementation is described in Sections 3.2.3 and 3.2.4.
Table 3‑1 provides an overview of the land ownership types and applicable Project land access arrangements identified for the main WPP components.
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[bookmark: _Ref231752644][bookmark: _Toc238253945]Table 3‑1. Overview of Land Ownership Types and Applicable Project Land Access Arrangements for the Main WPP Footprint
	Land Type
	Project Use/Affected Components
	Legal Owner/Ownership Context
	Applicable Law/Regulation
	Acquisition/Use Procedure
	Project Affected Settlements (PASs) 
	Project Affected Persons (PAPs)

	Public Land
	· wind turbine locations, 
· access roads,
· underground cable routes and
· switchyard/substation area
	Lands under the possession and disposal of the State
	Expropriation Law No. 2942, including Article 30 for public institution transfer; Pasture Law No. 4342 for pasture allocation purpose change; and relevant Treasury and public land procedures. See Section 2.1.2, section 2.1.4 and section 2.1.9 for details.
	Public land will be accessed through different mechanisms depending on land classification and ownership status. These include:
· Article 30 applications for public institution transfer for village legal entity parcels and Keşan Municipality Road parcels,
· Treasury easement rights for relevant Treasury lands,
· Treasury lease arrangements for relevant Treasury lands, where applicable,
· lease arrangements for lands under the possession and disposal of the State,
· pasture allocation purpose change for pasture parcels.
	Şabanmera, Akhoca, Yayla, Çelebi, Hasköy, Kocaali, Suluca, Şehitler
	Formal and informal users of public land

	Private Land
	· wind turbine locations, 
· access roads and
· underground cable routes
	Private individuals, legal owners and shareholders
	Expropriation Law No. 2942; see section 2.1.2  and section 2.1.9 for details on expropriation, urgent expropriation, valuation, compensation, registration and land entry.
	Private land will be acquired or accessed through the applicable expropriation, easement, negotiated agreement and, where legally applicable, urgent expropriation procedures. Where early access is required before completion of the formal land acquisition process, documented consent agreements may be signed with relevant landowners. Such agreements will be recorded as early access arrangements and will not waive, reduce or replace statutory compensation rights. This applies to privately owned parcels affected by wind turbine locations, access roads, underground cable routes and the switchyard/substation area, where relevant.
	Danişment, Suluca, Yayla, Hasköy, Çelebi, Kocaali, Şehitler
	Legal owners and affected land users, including tenants or other users

	State Forest Land
	· wind turbine locations
· access road
· switchyard
	State forest land under the authority of the competent forestry authorities
	Forest Law No. 6831 (2.1.3) and relevant forestry permit and authorization procedures
	State forest land will be managed through forest permit and authorization procedures in coordination with the competent forestry authorities. No private land acquisition applies to state forest land. Verified forest resource use, access or livelihood impacts will be addressed through the relevant measures defined in this LARP.
	Akhoca, Sütçüler, Şabanmera, Şehitler, Hasköy, Çelebi, Kocaali, Koruklu, Yayla, Suluca, Erikli
	Forest resource users where Project-related access or livelihood impacts are identified
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Associated Transmission Lines (ETLs): In Türkiye, electricity transmission infrastructure falls under the authority of TEİAŞ. For the associated ETLs, TEİAŞ is responsible for the statutory land acquisition and expropriation process, including the establishment of easement rights, and for the long-term ownership and operation of the lines. Enerjisa Üretim has undertaken the design and preparatory works and is carrying out the construction of the ETLs on behalf of TEİAŞ to align completion of the transmission infrastructure with the WPP construction programme. Following completion, the ETLs will be transferred to TEİAŞ. Statutory authority and responsibility for formal land acquisition, expropriation and establishment of easement rights remain with TEİAŞ throughout this process. 
The ETL component of the Edirne WPP Project comprises two separate lines of approximately 40 km and 10 km. The 40 km route passes through Yayla, Koruklu, Beyköy, Çeltik, Gökçetepe, Sazlıdere, Suluca, Süleymaniye and Şadıllı, while the 10 km route passes through Yülüce, Evreşe/Yeni, Evreşe/Keşanoğlu, Bayramiç, Süleymaniye and Yeniköy. Private, public and state forest parcels are affected along the two routes. Based on the current parcel lists, the 40 km route includes 305 parcels, comprising 223 private parcels, 69 public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. The 10 km route includes 339 parcels, comprising 234 private parcels, 104 public parcels and one state forest parcel. Permanent land acquisition is required for the areas occupied by ETL tower footprints, while easement rights are established over the relevant parts of the transmission corridor. Establishment of an easement does not transfer ownership of the parcel but may impose restrictions on construction, planting and other land uses required for the safe construction and operation of the transmission line.
Yayla and Suluca are affected by both the main WPP components and the associated ETLs and will therefore be considered under both land acquisition contexts, while avoiding double counting where the same landowners, users or parcels are involved. Dedicated census and asset inventory fieldwork was completed along the ETL routes between 5 and 8 August 2026. The fieldwork covered the affected settlements and provided information on land ownership and use, affected assets and livelihood activities relevant to the assessment of ETL land acquisition impacts. The statutory TEİAŞ land acquisition process remains ongoing. Official parcel, easement, valuation and compensation records issued through this process will be reconciled with the LARP findings as they become available. Early access through Consent Agreements has also been used for relevant Project areas before completion of the applicable statutory process. The switchyard and ETL arrangements are described in Sections 3.2.3 and 3.2.4, respectively.
[bookmark: _Toc238253720]Land Requirement by Project Component
The Project footprint includes wind turbine locations, access roads, underground cable routes, the substation area and the two associated ETLs. These components affect privately owned, public and state forest land and require different land acquisition or land use procedures depending on the ownership status, land classification and type of Project use. For the main WPP components, the current land requirement data identifies 220 unique parcels, consisting of 139 privately owned parcels, 69 public parcels and 12 state forest parcels. These parcels are located in Edirne Province, within Enez and Keşan Districts, across Yayla, Suluca, Kocaali, Şehitler, Hasköy, Çelebi, Akhoca, Danişment, Erikli, Koruklu, Sütçüler and Şabanmera settlements. 
The associated ETLs are addressed separately within this LARP, as the statutory land acquisition, expropriation and establishment of easement rights remain under the responsibility of TEİAŞ and are at a different stage from the main WPP land acquisition process. The ETL component comprises two routes of approximately 40 km and 10 km. Based on the current parcel lists, the 40 km route affects 305 parcels, comprising 223 private parcels, 69 public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. The 10 km route affects 339 parcels, comprising 234 private parcels, 104 public parcels and one state forest parcel. Permanent land acquisition is required for tower footprints on a subset of these parcels, while easement rights apply along the relevant parts of the transmission corridors.
Dedicated census and asset inventory fieldwork was completed along the ETL routes between 5 and 8 August 2026, covering the affected settlements and providing the basis for the assessment of ETL land use, asset and livelihood impacts in this LARP. The statutory TEİAŞ land acquisition process remains ongoing. Official parcel, easement, valuation and compensation records generated through this process will be reconciled with the LARP information as they become available.
Table 3‑2 summarises the Project affected settlements and the main land requirements and acquisition status identified for each settlement.
[bookmark: _Ref222229823][bookmark: _Toc223010939][bookmark: _Toc238253946]Table 3‑2. Land Requirement and Acquisition Status by Project-affected Settlements
	Project Affected Settlements (PASs)
	Impact Type

	
	

	Yayla (Edirne, Keşan)
	Wind turbines, access roads, underground cable routes, switchyard/substation area and associated ETL. Permanent land acquisition, easement rights, public land use procedures and potential temporary construction impacts may apply. Several public parcels are used for agricultural purposes by informal users. Consent agreements have been signed for relevant switchyard/substation parcels to allow early land access, and construction of the switchyard/substation area has started and is ongoing. The settlement is also affected by the 40 km ETL. Dedicated ETL fieldwork was completed in August 2026, while the TEİAŞ-led urgent expropriation process had not yet commenced at the time of LARP preparation.

	Suluca (Edirne, Keşan)
	Wind turbines, access roads and associated ETL. Permanent land acquisition, easement rights, public land use procedures and potential temporary construction impacts may apply. Dedicated ETL fieldwork was completed in August 2026, while the TEİAŞ-led urgent expropriation process had not yet commenced at the time of LARP preparation.

	Kocaali (Edirne, Enez)
	Wind turbine, access roads, cable routes, permanent and temporary land acquisition

	Şehitler (Edirne, Enez)
	Wind turbines, access roads, several public parcels are used for agricultural purposes by informal users, permanent and temporary land acquisition

	Akhoca (Edirne, Keşan)
	Access roads, a public pasture parcel used by villagers for grazing purposes, there is no private land acquisition

	Danişment (Edirne, Keşan)
	Wind Turbines, access roads, there is no public land acquisition

	Şabanmera (Edirne, Keşan)
	Access roads, a public pasture parcel used by villagers for grazing purposes, there is no private land acquisition

	Hasköy (Edirne, Enez)
	The parcels, affected areas, landowners, users and assets have not yet been fully confirmed due to ongoing DSİ land consolidation works. Parcel level verification, PAP consultations, asset inventory, livelihood impact assessment and entitlement confirmation will be carried out once the final parcel and ownership information is issued by the relevant authorities

	Çelebi (Edirne, Keşan)
	

	Yayla, Koruklu, Suluca, Sazlıdere, Çeltik, Beyköy, Gökçetepe, Süleymaniye, Şadıllı
	Affected by the 40 km ETL route. Easement rights, tower footprint impacts, construction and maintenance access requirements, land use restrictions and temporary construction disturbance may apply. The TEİAŞ-led urgent expropriation process had not yet commenced at the time of LARP preparation. Consent agreements have been signed for a portion of private parcels to allow early access where required. Dedicated ETL fieldwork was completed in August 2026, and the resulting land use, asset and livelihood information is incorporated into this LARP. Official parcel, easement, valuation and compensation records generated through the TEİAŞ process will be reconciled with the LARP information as they become available.

	Yülüce, Evreşe/Yeni, Evreşe/Keşanoğlu, Bayramiç, Süleymaniye and Yeniköy.
	Affected by the 10 km ETL route. Easement rights, tower footprint impacts, construction and maintenance access requirements, land use restrictions and temporary construction disturbance may apply. The TEİAŞ-led urgent expropriation process had not yet commenced at the time of LARP preparation. Consent agreements have been signed for a portion of private parcels to allow early access where required. Dedicated ETL fieldwork was completed in August 2026 and the resulting land use, asset and livelihood information is incorporated into this LARP. Official parcel, easement, valuation and compensation records generated through the TEİAŞ process will be reconciled with the LARP information as they become available.



Following the settlement level overview above, Table 3‑3 presents the land requirement and current land acquisition status by Project component, including the number of affected parcels, ownership distribution, type of impact and applicable land acquisition and land use arrangements.

[bookmark: _Ref231818376][bookmark: _Toc238253947]Table 3‑3. Land Requirement of the Project and Land Acquisition Status
	Project Components
	Total # of affected parcels
	Total affected area (ha)
	# of private parcels
	# of public parcels
	# of state forest parcels
	Impact type
	Land acquisition status

	Turbine platform
	49
	48.30
	23
	14
	12
	Permanent land acquisition, public land use and forestry permit requirements
	Mixed acquisition, land use and permit procedures apply depending on the Project component, ownership status and land classificaiton. Private parcels are subject to the applicable negotiated acquisition, expropriation, easement and temporary access procedures, including urgent expropriation where applicable. Public parcels are subject to applicable public land use and access procedures. State forest land required for Project components is managed through forestry permit procedures. For the Yayla switchyard, temporary access was secured through Consent Agreements before completion of the formal land acquisition process, as described in Section 3.2.3

	Access road
	158
	49.00
	105
	53
	
	Permanent and temporary land use, easement rights and access requirements, as applicable
	

	Cable routes
	6
	Not separately quantified
	4
	2
	
	Permanent land acquisition and easement right
	

	Mobilization area
	TBC
	0.50
	TBC
	TBC
	TBC
	Temporary land use
	

	Substation area
	5
	5.83
	3
	2
	
	Permanent land acquisition and temporary access
	

	Main WPP Components, unique total
	220 unique parcels
	Approximately 104 ha
	139
	69
	12
	Permanent and temporary land acquisition or use, easement rights, public land use procedures and forestry permits, depending on the Project component and land category
	

	ETL 40 km route
	305
	4.72 ha (tower footprint)
187.80 ha (easement)
	223
	69
	13
	Permanent land acquisition for tower footprints, easement rights, construction and maintenance access requirements, land use restrictions and temporary construction impacts
	The TEİAŞ-led urgent expropriation process had not yet commenced at the time of LARP preparation. Early access through Consent Agreements has occurred on a portion of private parcels and ETL construction activities have commenced. Dedicated ETL fieldwork was completed in August 2026 and the findings are incorporated into this LARP. Official TEİAŞ parcel, easement, valuation and compensation records will be reconciled with the LARP information as they become available.

	ETL 10 km
	339
	2.24 ha (tower footprint)
103.46 ha (easement)
	234
	104
	1
	
	

	ETL routes, gross total before cross-route deduplication
	644 route-level parcel records
	Approx. 298.22 ha gross (6.96 ha tower footprint + 291.26 ha easement, based on the rounded route figures)
	457 route-level parcel records
	173
	14
	
	The route-level totals are not additive for the purpose of determining a combined unique parcel count, as some parcels may occur in both ETL lists. The combined unique ETL total will be reported following reconciliation of the updated 40 km and 10 km parcel lists.


Further details on the land requirement, ownership and applicable acquisition or land use arrangements for each Project component are provided in the following subsections.
[bookmark: _Toc238253721]Wind Turbine Locations
The Edirne WPP Project includes 59 wind turbine locations distributed across Edirne Province, within Enez and Keşan Districts. The turbines are located within Sütçüler, Akhoca, Çelebi, Şabanmera, Şehitler, Hasköy, Kocaali, Koruklu, Yayla, Danişment, Suluca and Erikli.
As described in Section 1.7, the national EIA assessed a wider envelope comprising 59 planned and 10 alternative turbine locations. The land requirements presented in this section relate to the approved 59 turbine configuration.
The administrative distribution of turbine locations is presented in Table 3‑4. According to the current land requirement data, turbine locations and associated turbine platform areas affect 49 parcels in total, comprising 23 private parcels, 14 public parcels and 12 state forest parcels.
[bookmark: _Ref233022275][bookmark: _Toc238253948]Table 3‑4. Wind Turbine Locations by Settlement
	Turbine
	Province
	District
	Villages
	Turbine
	Province
	District
	Villages

	T1
	Edirne
	Enez
	Sütçüler
	T31
	Edirne
	Enez
	Kocaali

	T2
	Edirne
	Enez
	Sütçüler
	T32
	Edirne
	Enez
	Kocaali

	T3
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T33
	Edirne
	Enez
	Kocaali

	T4
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T34
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera

	T5
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T35
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera

	T6
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T36
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera

	T7
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T37
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera

	T8
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T38
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Koruklu

	T9
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T39
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Koruklu

	T10
	Edirne
	Enez
	Sütçüler
	T40
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Yayla

	T11
	Edirne
	Enez
	Sütçüler
	T41
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Koruklu

	T12
	Edirne
	Enez
	Sütçüler
	T42
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Koruklu

	T13
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T43
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Yayla

	T14
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T44
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Yayla

	T15
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Çelebi
	T45
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Yayla

	T16
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T46
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Yayla

	T17
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Akhoca
	T47
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Yayla

	T18
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Çelebi
	T48
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Danişment

	T19
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera
	T49
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Danişment

	T20
	Edirne
	Enez
	Şehitler
	T50
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Koruklu

	T21
	Edirne
	Enez
	Hasköy
	T51
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Suluca

	T22
	Edirne
	Enez
	Sütçüler
	T52
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Suluca

	T23
	Edirne
	Enez
	Hasköy
	T53
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Suluca

	T24
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Çelebi
	T54
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Suluca

	T25
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Çelebi
	T55
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Suluca

	T26
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Çelebi
	T56
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Erikli

	T27
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Çelebi
	T57
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Erikli

	T28
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera
	T58
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Erikli

	T29
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera
	T59
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Erikli

	T30
	Edirne
	Keşan
	Şabanmera
	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc238253722]Access Roads
Access roads are required to provide access to turbine locations and other Project infrastructure during construction, operation and maintenance. According to the ESIA, access to individual turbine locations will be provided through a combination of existing public roads, forestry roads, agricultural access roads, newly developed internal access roads connecting turbine clusters and temporary construction access routes, where required. Existing roads may need improvement, widening or upgrading to allow the transport of turbine components, heavy construction machinery and oversized loads. 
For the purposes of this LARP, the access road land requirement covers parcels needed for new road construction, improvement or widening of existing roads and construction access arrangements. According to the current land requirement data, access roads affect 158 parcels, consisting of 105 private parcels and 53 public parcels. These impacts may include permanent land acquisition, easement rights, temporary land use during construction, changes in access to agricultural parcels and short-term disruption to local road use. Where access road works affect public land, pasture land, or existing village roads, the relevant permit, allocation, lease or institutional approval procedures will be applied. The land requirement presented in this LARP reflects the current access road design and available cadastral information. Any subsequent design changes affecting additional parcels or land access requirements will be verified and addressed in accordance with the provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref233380852][bookmark: _Toc238253723]Electrical Collection System and On-site Switchyard
The Project’s electrical collection system includes the underground cable routes and the on-site switchyard required to collect the electricity generated by the wind turbines before connection to the national grid. The turbines will be connected to the on-site switchyard through underground cable routes within the main WPP footprint.
According to the current land requirement data, underground cable routes affect 6 parcels, consisting of 4 private parcels and 2 public parcels. The on-site switchyard area is located in Yayla village and affects 5 parcels, consisting of 3 private parcels and 2 public parcels. The five-parcel figure refers to the permanent switchyard footprint, while the Consent Agreements listed in Table 3‑5 also cover parcels required for associated temporary access works.
For the switchyard/substation area, where the Project schedule required access before completion of the formal expropriation process, Enerjisa Üretim negotiated temporary Consent Agreements with the relevant landowners for the identified areas of the affected Yayla parcels. The agreements were signed in late January and early February 2026 and documented the relevant parcel and affected area, a temporary access period of two months, and separately negotiated payments for temporary land use and identified crop, tree and other asset impacts. Based on the Project information, construction activities for the switchyard/substation area commenced in March 2026. The agreed temporary-access payments were transferred to the signatories within a maximum of three weeks following signature and before commencement of the relevant construction activities.
The temporary-access payments were separate from and were not deducted from the statutory compensation subsequently paid through the formal expropriation process. The Consent Agreements therefore did not replace the formal land acquisition process or the applicable statutory compensation. They were used solely to establish a documented basis for temporary early access and did not waive, reduce or otherwise limit statutory compensation rights, applicable LARP entitlements, access to the Project GM or statutory legal remedies. Any verified crop, tree, asset, access or livelihood impact linked to these parcels will remain subject to the entitlement, grievance and monitoring provisions of this LARP. The relevant Consent Agreements and associated payment and land-entry records are retained by Enerjisa Üretim as Project implementation records and will remain available for lender review.
[bookmark: _Ref236329193][bookmark: _Toc238253949]Table 3‑5. Yayla Switchyard and Associated Access Consent Agreements
	Settlement
	Block
	Parcels
	Agreement date
	Temporary access period
	Temporary-access payment status
	Subsequent statutory compensation status

	Yayla
	306
	1
	5 February 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	306
	2
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	306
	3
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	306
	4
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	0
	1452
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	0
	1453
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	0
	1462
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	0
	1468
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	0
	1470
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process

	Yayla
	0
	1471
	28 January 2026
	2 months
	Paid
	Paid through separate statutory process


Table 3‑5 is based on the signed Consent Agreements and Project payment records retained by Enerjisa Üretim. Temporary-access payments covered the temporary use of the identified areas and the crop, tree and other asset impacts recorded under the relevant agreements. These payments were separate from and were not deducted from the statutory compensation subsequently paid through the formal expropriation process. The Consent Agreement and payment records will be retained as part of the Project’s auditable land-access records.
Land required for underground cable routes and the on-site switchyard area will be managed through the applicable land acquisition, easement, public land use or temporary Consent Agreement procedures, depending on parcel ownership and land classification. Temporary Consent Agreements will not replace the applicable statutory land acquisition and compensation procedures. For existing and any further early-access cases, the Project will verify the affected owner and actual user, land use, assets and relevant livelihood activities against available agreement, payment, land-entry and LARP fieldwork records. Any previously unidentified or inadequately addressed asset, access or livelihood impact will be addressed through the applicable entitlement, grievance, monitoring and corrective-action provisions of this LARP. 
[bookmark: _Ref233023100][bookmark: _Ref237426607][bookmark: _Ref237427701][bookmark: _Toc238253724]Energy Transmission Line (ETL)
The Project will be connected to the national grid through ETL components to be implemented under TEİAŞ responsibility. The ETL is treated as an associated facility for the purposes of this LARP. Formal land acquisition, easement and expropriation procedures for the ETL will be undertaken by TEİAŞ in line with national legislation, while Project Owner will support coordination, stakeholder communication, grievance referral and future LARP addendum requirements where relevant.
According to the current ETL information, two ETL routes are planned: an approximately 40 km route and an approximately 10 km route. The 40 km ETL route affects parcels in Yayla, Koruklu, Suluca, Sazlıdere, Çeltik, Beyköy, Gökçetepe, Adilhan, Süleymaniye, Şadıllı and Kalealtı. The 10 km ETL route affects parcels in Yülüce, Evreşe, Bayramiç, Süleymaniye and Yeniköy. The available preliminary parcel lists include 369 parcel records, corresponding to 368 unique parcels, of which 271 are private parcels and 97 are public parcels. Since the formal TEİAŞ process, parcel level landowner consultations and field verification for the ETL had not been completed at the time of LARP preparation, ETL impacts are not fully covered by the current census and asset inventory and will be assessed through a future LARP update or addendum.
Project Owner carried out preliminary expropriation information meetings for the 10 km ETL route on 6, 7 and 8 May 2026. These meetings provided initial information to affected landowners but do not replace the formal TEİAŞ land acquisition process or statutory notifications.
For ETL components, consent agreements are also being used as an early land access arrangement for private parcels where access may be required before completion of the formal TEİAŞ process. Based on the information available at the time of LARP preparation, consent agreements have been signed for approximately 60% of the private parcels along the 10 km ETL route and approximately 50% of the private parcels along the 40 km ETL route. These agreements do not replace TEİAŞ procedures and do not waive, reduce or restrict landowners’ statutory compensation, valuation, objection or litigation rights. No private parcel will be entered for ETL construction unless a consent agreement has been signed with the relevant landowner or another legal right of access has been established.
Following commencement of the formal TEİAŞ land acquisition and expropriation process, and once parcel, ownership and land requirement information is sufficiently confirmed, a dedicated field survey will be carried out along the ETL route to identify all PAPs, land users, affected assets and livelihood activities. The survey will include parcel level verification, consultation with affected landowners and users, asset inventory and assessment of livelihood impacts. The findings will be verified in line with EBRD ESR5 requirements and reflected in a LARP addendum once the fieldwork is completed. Any ETL impacts will then be assessed under the economic displacement and livelihood restoration framework of this LARP, in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, and the relevant entitlements, consultation, grievance and monitoring measures will be defined accordingly.
[bookmark: _Toc238253725]INFORMATION SOURCES AND METHODOLOGY
The subsections below describe the information sources, field studies and verification methods used to prepare the LARP and assess Project-related land acquisition and livelihood impacts.
[bookmark: _Ref237528541][bookmark: _Toc238253726]Data Collection Process and Assessment Approach
The LARP was prepared using information from the Project ESIA, dedicated LARP field studies, supplementary ETL fieldwork, targeted qualitative consultations, field observations and available Project, cadastral and land acquisition records. The methodology was designed to support the identification of PAPs and land users, affected assets and livelihood activities, economic displacement impacts, vulnerability and eligibility in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. The ESIA provided the broader socioeconomic and livelihood baseline for the WPP and ETL settlements, while the LARP studies focused specifically on impacts arising from permanent land acquisition, easement rights, temporary land use, access restrictions and changes in access to public, common and natural resources.
The assessment followed three complementary stages: (i) desktop review and preparation, (ii) field studies and stakeholder consultations, and (iii) data analysis and validation. Project layouts, parcel and ownership information, land acquisition records and ESIA findings were reviewed to identify affected areas, potentially affected persons and issues requiring field verification. Field studies were then used to verify actual land use, affected assets, livelihood dependency, resource use and vulnerability. Information from different sources was cross-checked to support the impact assessment, eligibility determination and livelihood restoration planning required under IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
Dedicated LARP fieldwork for the main WPP was undertaken between 19 and 23 April 2026 and included household surveys, direct PAP consultations, community-level interviews, parcel and asset verification, field observations and follow-up telephone interviews. Supplementary ETL fieldwork was undertaken between 5 and 8 August 2026 to assess affected landowners and users, land use, assets and livelihood activities associated with the two ETL routes within the same LARP.
The field studies were supplemented by targeted qualitative methods, including focus group discussions and individual or small-group qualitative consultations with women, beekeepers and forest or other natural-resource users. Relevant ESIA survey information was also used to identify resource-dependent livelihood activities and guide follow-up engagement. Findings were cross-checked using direct PAP and user evidence, field observations, Project and cadastral records, ESIA information and community-level consultations. Mukhtar information was used primarily for settlement context, user identification and verification rather than as a substitute for direct PAP, user or documentary evidence.
[bookmark: _Ref237533207][bookmark: _Toc238253727]Desktop Studies and Preparatory Work
Prior to fieldwork, available Project and land acquisition information was reviewed to define the assessment scope, identify affected settlements and parcels, and determine the issues requiring field verification. The preparatory review included Project layouts, affected parcel lists, cadastral and ownership information, available land acquisition records and other relevant Project documentation.
Structured field research tools were prepared to ensure consistent collection of the information required for the LARP in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. These included:
· Household level survey form
· Community level survey/mukhtar interview form
· Focus Group Discussion guides and qualitative interview tools for targeted engagement with women, beekeepers and forest or other natural-resource users
Mukhtars were consulted during field preparation as key local informants on settlement conditions, land use and community resource use. Their knowledge was used to support the initial identification of actual land users, informal or seasonal use and livelihood activities that might not be evident from cadastral records. Information obtained through these consultations was subsequently verified, where applicable, through direct PAP and user engagement, field observations and available Project and land records.
Field preparation also included briefing the survey team on the survey instruments, confidentiality, interview ethics and gender sensitive engagement; organising settlement visits and access arrangements; and coordinating with local authorities and mukhtars before field deployment.
Potential interviewees and resource users were identified using a combination of parcel and ownership information, local knowledge and observations of land use within the Project area. This approach supported the inclusion of persons whose connection to affected land or resources could not be identified solely through formal ownership records, including actual and informal land users and persons engaged in agriculture, livestock, beekeeping or use of forest and other natural resources.
[bookmark: _Toc238253728]Field Study
The field assessment built on the broader socioeconomic and livelihood data collected through the Project ESIA and was supplemented by dedicated LARP field studies to assess land acquisition, economic displacement and livelihood impacts in greater detail. Fieldwork covered settlements affected by both the main WPP and the associated ETLs and was designed to obtain direct information from PAPs, land users and other relevant stakeholders.
For the main WPP, dedicated LARP fieldwork was undertaken between 19 and 23 April 2026. For the associated ETLs, social baseline surveys had already been undertaken in the affected settlements as part of the ESIA, providing information on local socioeconomic conditions, livelihoods and natural-resource use. As more detailed parcel, ownership and land requirement information became available, supplementary ETL fieldwork was undertaken between 5 and 8 August 2026 to engage affected landowners and actual users and to verify parcel-specific land use, affected assets and livelihood impacts. The ESIA and LARP field studies were therefore complementary: the ESIA established the broader social baseline, while the subsequent LARP studies focused on persons and impacts directly linked to the Project land requirement.
The field programme combined different methods according to the type of information required, including:
· household-level surveys and direct PAP/user interviews,
· community-level interviews with mukhtars and other local informants,
· follow-up telephone interviews where direct contact could not be established during field visits,
· parcel and asset verification and direct field observations, and
· focus group discussions and qualitative interviews with women, beekeepers and forest or other natural resource users.
The combination of household, community-level and qualitative methods was used to capture both individual impacts and livelihood or resource-use issues that may not be fully reflected in cadastral or other formal records. Particular attention was given to actual and informal land use, livelihood dependency, vulnerability and use of public, common and natural resources. The field evidence was subsequently cross-checked with the documentary and Project information described in Section 4.1.1 to support the identification of affected persons and the assessment of economic displacement and livelihood impacts in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
The household/PAP user and community-level survey approaches are described in the following subsections, together with the additional qualitative methods used to strengthen the assessment of livelihood and vulnerability issues.
Household Level Survey
Household level surveys and direct PAP/user interviews were undertaken to establish the socioeconomic baseline of affected households and assess land use, livelihood dependency and potential economic displacement impacts associated with Project land acquisition and construction activities.
[footnoteRef:2]Potentially affected households and users were identified by combining cadastral and parcel information with community-level consultations and field observations. The assessment considered registered landowners as well as actual land users and persons undertaking agricultural, livestock or other livelihood activities that could be affected by permanent land acquisition, temporary land use, access restrictions or other Project impacts. Where the registered owner was not the actual user, efforts were made to identify and engage the user separately in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. [2:  These surveys and interviews were undertaken specifically for the LARP and land acquisition assessment and are separate from the broader socioeconomic baseline surveys conducted as part of the Project ESIA.] 

· Main WPP: A census approach was applied to identified PAPs and land users. A total of 88 household surveys were completed, including 22 follow-up telephone surveys where PAPs could not be reached during the initial field visits.
· Associated ETLs: Household-level engagement focused on owners and/or actual users of private parcels subject to permanent acquisition at tower locations. A total of 56 owner/user interviews were completed across the 10 km and 40 km ETLs, comprising 35 face-to-face and 21 telephone interviews.
The surveys and interviews covered:
· land ownership, tenure and actual use,
· household characteristics and livelihood sources,
· agriculture, livestock and other land-dependent activities,
· affected crops, trees, structures and other assets,
· livelihood dependency and use of public, common and natural resources,
· vulnerability and specific support needs, and
· perceived Project impacts, compensation and livelihood restoration expectations.
Community Level Survey
Community level surveys were conducted with mukhtars across the Project-affected WPP and ETL settlements to complement household level information and provide settlement level context on livelihoods, land and resource use, vulnerability and potential Project impacts.
Community level surveys covered:
· Main WPP: Yayla, Suluca, Kocaali, Şehitler, Akhoca, Danişment, Erikli, Koruklu, Sütçüler, Hasköy, Çelebi and Şabanmera
· 40 km ETL: Yayla, Koruklu, Suluca, Beyköy, Çeltik, Gökçetepe, Sazlıdere, Şadıllı, Süleymaniye, Adilhan and Kalealtı
· 10 km ETL: Yülüce, Bayramiç, Süleymaniye, Yeniköy, Evreşe/Keşanoğlu and Evreşe/Yeni.
For the ETL settlements, community-level surveys were undertaken during the April 2026 social baseline fieldwork and were supplemented during the August 2026 LARP fieldwork where further information or verification was required. The supplementary engagement particularly strengthened the assessment of actual and informal land use, forest and natural-resource use and other livelihood activities relevant to land acquisition and economic displacement.
The interviews covered settlement characteristics, main livelihood activities, agricultural and livestock practices, use of public, pasture, forest and other common resources, known informal or seasonal users, vulnerable groups, perceived Project impacts and community information needs. Information provided by mukhtars was used to support the identification of PAPs and resource users, provide local context and cross-check household, field and documentary information. It was not used as the sole basis for determining individual eligibility or entitlements.
Focus Group Discussions and Targeted Qualitative Interviews
Focus group discussions and targeted qualitative interviews were undertaken to complement the household and community level surveys and obtain more detailed information on livelihood activities, resource use and vulnerability that may not be fully captured through standard survey methods.
The targeted group discussions included:
· Women: two focus group discussion were conducted in Yayla and Koruklu, involving 7 and 5 women respectively. The discussion explored women’s livelihood roles, participation in agricultural and household activities, access to Project and land acquisition information, decision-making and potential livelihood and vulnerability impacts.
· Beekeeping and forest use: a group discussion was conducted in Şadıllı with 6 participants engaged in beekeeping and/or forestry activities, focusing on resources use, livelihood dependency, access and potential Project impacts.
These discussions were supplemented by individual qualitative interviews, with relevant livelihood and resources users during the field studies where further information or verification was required. Findings were considered together with household survey, community level survey, field observations and relevant ESIA information in assessing economic displacement, vulnerability and livelihood restoration needs.
The LARP-specific field studies and consultations undertaken to support the land acquisition and livelihood assessment are summarised in Table 4‑1.
[bookmark: _Ref237593854][bookmark: _Toc238253950]Table 4‑1. LARP Field Studies and Consultations
	Method
	Coverage/Implementation

	Main WPP household surveys and PAP/user interviews
	88 household surveys, including 22 telephone interviews

	ETL owner/user interviews
	56 interviews across the 10 km and 40 km ETLs, including 35 face-to-face and 21 telephone interviews

	Community-level interviews
	Mukhtar surveys covering all main WPP, 10 km ETL and 40 km ETL settlements

	Women’s FGDs
	2 FGDs: Yayla (7 participants) and Koruklu (5 participants)

	Beekeeping and forest-use group discussion
	Şadıllı, 6 participants

	Targeted qualitative interviews
	Additional individual qualitative engagement undertaken during field studies



[bookmark: _Toc238253729][bookmark: _Toc238253730][bookmark: _Toc238253731][bookmark: _Toc238253732][bookmark: _Toc238253733][bookmark: _Toc238253734][bookmark: _Toc238253735][bookmark: _Toc238253736][bookmark: _Toc238253737][bookmark: _Toc238253738][bookmark: _Toc238253739][bookmark: _Toc238253740][bookmark: _Toc238253741][bookmark: _Toc238253742][bookmark: _Toc238253743]Census, Asset Inventory and Verification Framework
A parcel level census and asset inventory was prepared to establish the link between the Project land requirement, affected parcels, PAPs and actual land users, affected assets and livelihood activities. The census was developed using available cadastral, ownership and land acquisition information and was progressively verified through the household surveys, direct PAP and user consultations, field observations and other information sources described in Section 4.1. The same verification approach is applied to the associated ETLs, taking account of the different information available for permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement impacts.
The census covers legal landowners and shareholders as well as identified actual land users, tenants, informal users and users of public, common, pasture and forest land. Registered ownership is therefore not used as the sole basis for identifying PAPs or determining eligibility. Where the registered owner and actual user differ, the user is recorded separately so that land use, livelihood dependency and applicable entitlements can be assessed in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. The parcel level records bring together, where applicable, information on ownership and use, affected area and impact type, PAP or user status, land and resource use, livelihood activities, crops, trees, structures and other productive or fixed assets, vulnerability and compensation or entitlement status. This allows the affected parcel or resource, the PAP or user, the identified impact and the corresponding entitlement or livelihood restoration measure to be traced through the LARP.
Information is verified using the most appropriate available sources for the type of impact concerned. Observable land use and assets are cross-checked through field observations, PAP or user information and available valuation, Project and land acquisition records. Information requiring direct confirmation, including actual user arrangements, informal or seasonal use, livelihood dependency and vulnerability, is not treated as absent where direct verification has not been possible. Instead, such cases remain subject to further verification during LARP implementation.
For ETL parcels where land access or construction occurred before the August 2026 fieldwork, the assessment also considers available evidence of pre-entry land use, assets and livelihood activities, including PAP or user information, land access and payment records, construction records, photographs and other available Project documentation. Where this process confirms an additional eligible PAP, user, asset or livelihood impact, the relevant census, asset, eligibility and entitlement records will be updated and any outstanding measure will be addressed in accordance with this LARP and applicable IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 requirements.
Accordingly, the census and asset inventory will be maintained as implementation records rather than treated as static datasets. Information obtained through outstanding verification, official land acquisition records, grievances or monitoring will be incorporated into the relevant records and, where it affects eligibility, compensation, assistance or livelihood restoration, reflected in the corresponding entitlement and monitoring arrangements.
[bookmark: _Ref237534261][bookmark: _Toc238253744]Limitations
Despite the structured data collection and verification approach applied to the LARP, several constraints affected the availability or timing of some parcel, PAP and livelihood information. These limitations are described below together with the measures used to reduce their effect on the assessment and the arrangements for addressing any remaining information gaps during LARP implementation.
Availability of PAPs and Land Users: Direct engagement was achieved with the majority of identified PAPs and land users through face-to-face and telephone interviews. Where interviews could not be completed, the main constraints included the absence of available contact details, unanswered telephone calls despite repeated attempts, and cases where the relevant owner or user could not be identified or reached through the information available from mukhtars and local residents.
Field teams attempted contact during the field visits and subsequently used the available telephone and local contact information to improve coverage. Where direct participation was not possible, the assessment was supported by parcel and ownership information, field observations, community-level surveys, Project and land acquisition records and relevant ESIA findings. These sources were cross-checked to retain the affected parcels and potentially affected persons within the assessment and to identify cases requiring further verification.
These constraints did not result in uncontacted PAPs or users being treated as unaffected or ineligible. Outstanding user, livelihood, asset or vulnerability information will remain open for verification through subsequent engagement, updated contact information, grievances and implementation monitoring, and any confirmed impact will be reflected in the relevant eligibility, entitlement and livelihood restoration records.
Institutional Arrangements for ETL Land Acquisition: The associated 14 km ETL constitutes an associated facility of the Project. While the Project Company is responsible for the construction of the ETL and its subsequent transfer to TEİAŞ, the statutory land acquisition, expropriation and easement procedures are undertaken under the responsibility of TEİAŞ. These procedures, including the preparation and verification of the asset inventory, identification of affected parcels and assets, valuation and payment of statutory compensation, and any related court proceedings, are not managed or controlled by Enerjisa Üretim. The Project Company therefore does not have direct control over the statutory process or routine access to all cadastral, parcel-level, asset inventory and statutory land acquisition records generated or held through this process. TEİAŞ has no obligation or commitment to provide Enerjisa Üretim with case-specific information or documentation relating to the TEİAŞ-led land acquisition and expropriation processes, and such information is not routinely shared with project companies. Obtaining this information therefore depends on coordination with TEİAŞ and other relevant authorities, and the timing and completeness of the information available to the Project cannot always be determined in advance. 
This created limitations in the timing of parcel-level verification and in the availability of official acquisition, valuation and compensation information during preparation of the LARP. As relevant information became available, it was progressively incorporated into the assessment. The ETLs were nevertheless assessed using the available Project parcel and technical information, ESIA social baseline studies, community-level surveys, field observations and the supplementary August 2026 engagement with affected owners and users.
Land consolidation in Hasköy and Çelebi: Land consolidation undertaken by DSİ involves the reorganisation and finalisation of cadastral parcel boundaries, parcel numbers and the corresponding ownership records. As this process is managed by DSİ and its completion timetable is outside the control of the Project Company, final parcel, ownership and user linkages for the affected areas in Hasköy and Çelebi were not available during LARP preparation. However, the Project footprint and affected areas are known and the assessment has not been deferred pending completion of the consolidation process. Available Project information, field observations and community-level land-use information have been used to identify existing land use, observable assets and potential livelihood activities to the extent possible. The remaining limitation therefore relates primarily to the final attribution of this information to confirmed parcels, PAPs and users and the corresponding determination of eligibility and entitlements.
Once the final DSİ land consolidation records are issued, Enerjisa Üretim will reconcile the affected areas with the confirmed parcel, ownership and user information and complete any outstanding PAP/user identification, parcel-specific asset verification, livelihood dependency and vulnerability assessment. PAPs and users will remain within the scope of the LARP irrespective of the interim cadastral status and will not lose eligibility because final land consolidation records were unavailable during LARP preparation. Any confirmed impacts, vulnerabilities and livelihood dependencies will be incorporated into the relevant census, asset inventory and entitlement records, and all applicable compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures will be provided in accordance with the LARP and IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
Forest and Natural Resource Use: Forest and natural-resource use can be difficult to assess through standard parcel and household methods alone. Some affected forest areas are remote, steep or densely vegetated, which can limit direct physical access and observation, while activities such as grazing, beekeeping and collection or use of forest resources may also be seasonal or mobile and are not necessarily reflected in cadastral or ownership records. These characteristics can make the direct linkage between individual users, livelihood activities and specific affected areas less straightforward.
To address this limitation, the assessment combined household and PAP/user interviews with ESIA social data, community-level surveys, targeted engagement with beekeepers and forest or natural-resource users and field observations. These complementary sources were used to understand resource-use patterns and livelihood dependency and to cross-check information obtained through individual methods. Where further confirmation of an individual user, resource-use activity or its linkage to an affected area is required, the case will remain within the LARP verification process rather than being treated as an absence of use or impact, and any confirmed impacts and livelihood dependencies will be reflected in the applicable entitlements and livelihood restoration measures.
Participation of Women and Vulnerable PAPs: Women’s participation in standard household and land acquisition surveys may be more limited where affected land is formally owned or represented by male household members and where discussions on land, compensation and agricultural decision-making are primarily conducted through those representatives. This can reduce the visibility of women’s livelihood roles, access to Project information, participation in household decisions and specific support needs within conventional parcel and household survey methods. To address this, the LARP assessment supplemented household and community-level surveys with dedicated women’s focus group discussions in Yayla and Koruklu and other targeted qualitative engagement, allowing women’s perspectives on livelihood activities, access to information, decision-making, vulnerability and potential Project impacts to be obtained directly. These findings have been considered in the vulnerability assessment and in the design of relevant livelihood restoration, engagement and support measures.
During LARP implementation, participation will continue to be strengthened through targeted or separate consultations with women and vulnerable PAPs, appropriate facilitation and additional telephone or household-level outreach where needed, and clear and accessible information on eligibility, entitlements, livelihood restoration measures and grievance channels.
[bookmark: _Ref237874951][bookmark: _Toc238253745][bookmark: _Ref232785243][bookmark: _Ref232802980]AFFECTED SETTLEMENTS, HOUSEHOLDS, LANDS, LIVELIHOODS: BASELINE ANALYSIS
This chapter presents the socio-economic and livelihood baseline of the settlements, households and land users affected by the Edirne WPP Project, including the main WPP footprint and the associated 10 km and 40 km ETLs. It describes the wider livelihood context of the Project-affected settlements, the characteristics of directly affected households and land users, and the land, productive assets and natural resources on which local livelihoods depend.
The baseline draws on complementary sources of information collected at different levels of the Project Area of Influence. Settlement-level socio-economic information is available through the ESIA surveys, community-level interviews and secondary data, including for Hasköy and Çelebi. Directly affected household and land-user information is drawn from the LARP census and household surveys undertaken for the main WPP footprint and from the supplementary owner/user interviews and parcel-level verification undertaken for the ETLs. These evidence sources are considered according to their respective scope and are not treated as a single statistical survey population.
In Hasköy and Çelebi, the ongoing DSİ land consolidation process did not prevent assessment of the wider socio-economic and livelihood context of the settlements; however, it constrained reliable identification of the final Project-affected parcels and corresponding owners and users for the land-acquisition household survey. Settlement-level findings for these villages are therefore included in the baseline, while the outstanding directly affected PAP/user information will be completed and reconciled once the final parcel and ownership records become available.
The assessment also considers livelihood activities that may not be fully reflected in formal ownership or cadastral records. These include informal use of public land, grazing and common pasture use, forest and natural-resource use, beekeeping and seasonal or mobile resource use. Information from household and user interviews, targeted qualitative engagement, field observations, parcel and asset records and community-level surveys is considered together to identify these livelihood relationships and to avoid relying on formal land ownership or community-level information alone.
The findings presented in this chapter establish the baseline for the livelihood impact assessment. Reported concerns and expectations of PAPs and communities are distinguished from the Project’s assessment of actual and potential economic displacement. The nature, scale, duration and significance of livelihood impacts associated with the main WPP footprint and the associated ETLs are assessed in Chapter  6, drawing on the evidence presented below
[bookmark: _Toc238253746]Project Affected Settlements and Livelihood Context

[bookmark: _Toc238253747][bookmark: _Ref232513656]Settlements and Demographic Context
This section provides a brief demographic overview of the settlements affected by the main WPP footprint and the associated 10 km and 40 km ETLs. Official resident population figures are drawn from the 2025 Address Based Population Registration System (ADNKS), while the 2026 community surveys provide complementary information on permanent household numbers, seasonal population and recent population trends. Detailed demographic characteristics of the wider Project Area of Influence are presented in the ESIA.
The Project area is predominantly rural and comprises settlements of varying size and seasonal character. Table 5‑1 presents the official resident population together with indicative community survey information. The two sources serve different purposes: ADNKS provides the registered resident population, while community surveys capture local dynamics that are not reflected in official residence records, particularly seasonal population changes and longer-term migration trends.
[bookmark: _Ref237711064][bookmark: _Toc238253951]Table 5‑1 Demographic Profile of Project Affected Settlements (PASs)
	Settlement
	Project Component(s)
	Official Resident Population (ADNKS, 2025)
	Permanent Households[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Permanent household numbers, seasonal population estimates and population trends are indicative information reported through the 2026 community surveys and are not official population statistics.] 

	Reported Seasonal Population
	Population Trend – Last 5 Years

	Yayla
	Main WPP + 40 km ETL
	615
	85
	300
	Increased

	Suluca
	Main WPP + 40 km ETL
	349
	120
	600
	Decreased

	Kocaali
	Main WPP
	162
	80
	80
	Decreased

	Şehitler
	Main WPP
	222
	85
	40
	Increased

	Akhoca
	Main WPP
	439
	170
	50
	No change

	Danişment
	Main WPP
	159
	35
	500
	Decreased

	Şabanmera
	Main WPP
	223
	100
	150
	Increased

	Erikli
	Main WPP
	530
	40
	15,000
	Increased

	Koruklu
	Main WPP + 40 km ETL
	102
	50
	150
	No change

	Sütçüler
	Main WPP
	166
	50
	150
	Decreased

	Çelebi
	Main WPP
	91
	40
	30
	Increased

	Hasköy
	Main WPP
	244
	80
	40
	Decreased

	Beyköy
	40 km ETL
	136
	50
	80
	Increased

	Çeltik
	40 km ETL
	278
	70
	500
	Increased

	Gökçetepe
	40 km ETL
	452
	70
	5,000
	Decreased

	Sazlıdere
	40 km ETL
	258
	80
	5,000
	Decreased

	Adilhan
	40 km ETL
	421
	160
	1,500
	Decreased

	Kalealtı
	40 km ETL
	124
	60
	30
	Decreased

	Şadıllı
	40 km ETL
	157
	60
	Not reported
	No change

	Süleymaniye
	40 km + 10 km ETLs
	305
	130
	Not reported
	Decreased

	Bayramiç
	10 km ETL
	554
	250
	500
	No change

	Yülüce
	10 km ETL
	363
	230
	500
	Decreased

	Yeniköy
	10 km ETL
	466
	–
	–
	–

	Evreşe / Yeni
	10 km ETL
	1,144
	50
	Not reported
	No change

	Evreşe / Keşanoğlu
	10 km ETL
	289
	–
	–
	–


Source: TurkStat ADNKS, 2025; Edirne WPP Project Community Surveys, 2026.
Community findings show that official resident population figures can understate the number of people present in some settlements during particular periods of the year. Seasonal variation is especially pronounced in settlements influenced by coastal residence and tourism, including Erikli, Gökçetepe and Sazlıdere, and is also reported in several other settlements along the ETL corridors. At the same time, many rural settlements report longer-term population decline associated primarily with ageing, limited local employment opportunities and the migration of younger residents for education and employment. In some settlements, this trend is partly offset by return migration after retirement and seasonal residence.
The wider ESIA field data confirm this ageing demographic profile. Across the settlements covered by the ESIA social surveys, age information was recorded for a permanent population of 6,676 people. The working-age population (19-65 years) represents approximately 62.6% of the recorded population, while persons aged 65 and above account for 27.9% and children and young people aged 0-18 account for 9.5%. The relatively high proportion of older residents, together with the out-migration of younger people, indicates limited population renewal in a number of rural settlements and may also reduce the household labour available for agriculture and other land-dependent activities.
Education levels within the wider Project AoI are also concentrated at primary and secondary school levels. ESIA field findings indicate that 50.0% of the recorded permanent population are primary school graduates and 30.5% are secondary school graduates, compared with 13.5% high school graduates and 2.8% university graduates. The relatively limited share of higher education graduates is consistent with the wider pattern of younger residents leaving rural settlements for education and employment opportunities.
From a LARP perspective, these demographic characteristics are relevant to the accessibility and timing of engagement and to the capacity of affected households to adapt to livelihood disruption. In particular, older PAPs and households with limited working-age labour may require more direct communication and closer consideration during livelihood restoration and vulnerability screening. Household-specific demographic characteristics and vulnerability are assessed in the subsequent sections of this chapter
[bookmark: _Ref237853262][bookmark: _Toc238253748]Local Economy and Livelihood Patterns
Livelihoods across the Project affected settlements are predominantly rural and land dependent. As shown in Table 5‑2, agriculture, particularly crop production, is reported as the main livelihood source in 22 of the 25 Project affected settlements. Livestock farming is identified as the main livelihood source in Şabanmera and Koruklu, while Evreşe/Yeni differs from the wider rural pattern, with industrial wage employment reported as the principal livelihood source. Livestock farming is also reported as an additional livelihood activity in almost all other settlements, demonstrating the close relationship between crop production and animal husbandry across both the main WPP area and the ETL corridors.
Crop production shows a relatively consistent pattern throughout the Project area. Wheat and sunflower are reported in all 24 settlements for which crop information is available, while barley, canola, silage maize, paddy, sugar beet, mustard and melon or watermelon are cultivated more selectively. Silage maize is reported in several settlements where livestock farming is prominent, including Şabanmera, Koruklu, Çelebi and Hasköy. This illustrates the interdependence between agricultural and livestock activities, as crop production contributes not only to household income but also to the production of feed and the maintenance of livestock based livelihoods.
Livelihoods are further diversified through a range of supplementary income sources. Pension income is reported in 24 of the 25 settlements, which is consistent with the ageing demographic profile described in Section 5.1.1. Beekeeping is reported in a number of settlements across both the WPP and ETL areas, while wage and salaried employment, self employment, daily or casual labour, construction work, agricultural wage labour, social assistance and rental income occur more locally. Forestry is also reported as a livelihood activity in Adilhan and Şadıllı. These activities provide varying degrees of income diversification; however, the overall livelihood structure remains strongly associated with agriculture, livestock farming and access to productive land and local natural resources.
The settlement level findings presented in Table 5‑2 provide the wider livelihood context for the LARP and should not be interpreted as determining the livelihood dependency of individual PAPs. The actual use of affected land, household livelihood dependency and the characteristics of directly affected owners and users are examined in Sections 5.2 and 5.3. The significance of Project impacts on these livelihood activities is subsequently assessed in Chapter 6.
[bookmark: _Ref237740329][bookmark: _Toc238253952]Table 5‑2. Livelihood Characteristics of the PASs
	Settlements
	Project Component(s)
	Main Livelihood Source
	Other Livelihood Sources
	Main Crops

	Yayla
	Main WPP + 40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; beekeeping; pension income; wage employment
	Sunflower; wheat

	Suluca
	Main WPP + 40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; daily/casual labour; self-employment/business; social assistance
	Wheat; barley; sunflower; canola

	Kocaali
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; salaried employment
	Sunflower; wheat; barley

	Şehitler
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; self-employment/business; beekeeping; social assistance
	Wheat; sunflower; silage maize; barley

	Akhoca
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Paddy; sunflower; wheat; sugar beet

	Danişment
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; industrial wage employment
	Sunflower; wheat; canola; melon/watermelon

	Şabanmera
	Main WPP
	Livestock farming (animal production)
	Agriculture; pension income
	Sunflower; silage maize; melon/watermelon; wheat

	Erikli
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Sunflower; wheat

	Koruklu
	Main WPP + 40 km ETL
	Livestock farming (animal production)
	Agriculture; pension income
	Wheat; sunflower; silage maize

	Sütçüler
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; daily/casual labour; self-employment/business; social assistance
	Wheat; sunflower; paddy; silage maize; sugar beet

	Çelebi
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; beekeeping
	Sunflower; wheat; silage maize

	Hasköy
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Wheat; sunflower; silage maize

	Beyköy
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Beekeeping; livestock farming; pension income
	Sunflower; wheat; sugar beet

	Çeltik
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; construction work; beekeeping
	Wheat; sunflower

	Gökçetepe
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Sunflower; wheat

	Sazlıdere
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; industrial wage employment; beekeeping; social assistance; rental income
	Sunflower; wheat; canola

	Adilhan
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; forestry; beekeeping; self-employment/business
	Wheat; sunflower; canola; mustard

	Kalealtı
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; beekeeping
	Wheat; sunflower; barley

	Şadıllı
	40 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; forestry; beekeeping
	Wheat; sunflower; barley; canola

	Süleymaniye
	40 km + 10 km ETLs
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; beekeeping; agricultural wage labour; self-employment/business
	Wheat; sunflower; barley; canola; mustard

	Bayramiç
	10 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Sunflower; wheat; barley; canola

	Yülüce
	10 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; daily/casual labour; industrial wage employment
	Sunflower; wheat; barley; canola

	Yeniköy
	10 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; daily/casual labour; self-employment/business; social assistance
	Wheat; sunflower; barley

	Evreşe/Keşanoğlu
	10 km ETL
	Industrial wage employment
	Daily/casual labour; self-employment/business; other salaried work; agricultural wage labour; construction work
	-

	Evreşe/Yeni
	10 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; daily/casual labour; self-employment/business; social assistance
	Wheat; sunflower; barley


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April, August 2026
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[bookmark: _Toc238253750]Household and Land User Profile
The household and land user assessment draws on separate but complementary datasets for the main WPP footprint and the associated ETLs. For the main WPP, the parcel-linked household survey dataset comprises 88 PAHs in Yayla, Suluca, Kocaali, Şehitler and Danişment, representing a total surveyed household population of 279 persons. This dataset is complemented by household and user evidence from other main WPP settlements where Project land requirements involve pasture, forest or other commonly used resources. In Hasköy and Çelebi, wider household and settlement-level socioeconomic information is available, while final parcel-linked identification of directly affected owners and users remains subject to completion of the ongoing DSİ land consolidation process.
For the associated 10 km and 40 km ETLs, dedicated household surveys were undertaken in August 2026 with 56 PAHs. Survey coverage primarily focused on owners and actual users associated with parcels affected by permanent tower footprints, which involve direct and permanent land loss. Following consolidation of multiple affected parcels associated with the same owner or user, the currently available records indicate approximately 75 unique affected owners/users within the permanent tower-footprint survey target. The 56 completed household surveys therefore cover approximately three quarters of this currently identified target group. ETL household and land user evidence is integrated throughout this chapter under the relevant livelihood and resource use topics, while findings for the main WPP and ETLs are presented separately where their survey populations and impact mechanisms differ.
Unless otherwise stated, main WPP household and parcel findings in this subsection draw on the April 2026 LARP census and household surveys, while ETL household findings draw on the dedicated August 2026 ETL household surveys and associated parcel records. Settlement-level context is derived separately from the ESIA and community surveys.
For the main WPP footprint, census and asset inventory activities were undertaken to identify affected owners and actual land users and to establish the household and livelihood characteristics relevant to land acquisition. The survey sought to reach the right holder or actual user associated with each affected private or individually used public parcel, with priority given to the person directly using the land where ownership and use differed. Where the same household or user was associated with more than one affected parcel, household information was recorded once to avoid double counting, while the relevant parcel relationships were retained in the census and asset inventory.
The main WPP census and asset inventory covered privately owned parcels as well as the actual use of public parcels. Accordingly, landowners and co-owners, tenants, sharecroppers, formal lessees and informal agricultural users of public land were included where an ownership, use or livelihood relationship with an affected parcel was identified. Consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, the assessment therefore considers actual use and livelihood dependency in addition to formal land title. For pasture, forest and other common-use resources, household and user information, targeted engagement, field observations and community-level evidence are considered together according to the nature of the resource and the form of local use.
For the main WPP, the census and asset inventory covers 208 affected private and public parcels, comprising 139 private parcels and 69 public parcels. Their ownership and actual use status is presented in Table 5‑5. The additional 12 state forest parcels within the main WPP land requirement are recorded separately because they are subject to forestry permitting and their relevance to household and common-resource use is assessed under Section 5.3.4.
[bookmark: _Ref232082019][bookmark: _Toc238253953]Table 5‑3. Main WPP Affected Parcels by Ownership and Use Type
	Ownership and use type
	Private parcel
	Public parcel
	Total

	Owner/co-owner and user
	107
	0
	107

	Owner/co-owner only
	1
	0
	1

	User only (informal user)
	0
	52
	52

	User only (tenant/sharecropper)
	30
	2
	32

	Common pasture users
	-
	3
	3

	Common road users
	-
	3
	3

	Vacant/unused land
	1
	9
	10

	Total
	139
	69
	208


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Table 5‑5 shows that formal ownership alone does not fully describe the relationship between PAPs and affected land. While most private parcels are used by their owners or co-owners, the affected public land includes informal agricultural users, formal users and areas of common use. These distinctions are relevant to identifying livelihood dependency and are carried forward into the assessment of land-based livelihoods in Section 5.3.
For household-level analysis, multiple parcel relationships associated with the same household were consolidated to avoid double counting. As some PAHs use both private and public land, parcel totals and household totals are therefore presented separately. Table 5‑6 shows the resulting distribution of the 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs by parcel use category.
[bookmark: _Ref232085066][bookmark: _Toc238253954]Table 5‑4. Surveyed Main WPP PAHs by Parcel Use Category
	Parcel use category
	# of PAHs
	%

	Users of both private and public parcels
	27
	30.7%

	Users of private parcels only
	49
	55.7%

	Users of public parcels only
	12
	13.6%

	Total
	88
	100%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
More than 30% of surveyed PAHs use both private and public parcels, indicating that livelihood relationships with affected land frequently extend across different tenure categories. Individual eligibility and livelihood dependency are therefore assessed according to actual ownership and use relationships rather than parcel ownership category alone.
The 139 affected private parcels are associated with 77 PAHs. Household information was obtained from 74 PAHs covering 134 parcels. The remaining five parcels are associated with three owners/users: one parcel was recorded as vacant/unused and its owners could not be reached, while the users associated with the other four parcels were contacted but declined to participate in the household survey.
[bookmark: _Toc238253955]Table 5‑5. Main WPP Census and Survey Coverage for Private Parcels
	
	# of private parcels
	# of PAHs

	Total identified private parcels/associated PAHs
	139
	77

	Surveyed/information obtained
	134
	74

	Information not obtained
	5
	3


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Of the 74 surveyed PAHs associated with private parcels, 52 were surveyed face to face and 22 by telephone following field-based contact attempts. Together, these surveys cover 134 of the 139 affected private parcels.
All 69 affected public parcels within the main WPP footprint were classified according to their actual use. This identified agricultural use by both informal users and formal lessees, as well as vacant land, common pasture and road or passage areas. No public parcel remained unclassified by use status at the time of LARP preparation.
The use and survey status of public parcels is summarized below:
· For 53 public parcels, individual users were identified and surveyed, comprising 51 informal agricultural users and two users operating under lease arrangements with the relevant public institution.
· For 1 public parcel, an informal user carrying out agricultural activities was identified; however, the user refused to participate in the survey.
· 9 public parcels were identified as vacant/unused land.
· 3 public parcels were assessed as common pastureland, used collectively by the village for animal grazing.
· 3 public parcels are road/common passage areas and were assessed under common road use.
These figures describe parcel-level use and should not be interpreted as separate household totals, as individual PAHs may use more than one public parcel or may be associated with both private and public land. The corresponding household-level distribution is presented in Table 5‑6. 
The ETL household surveys similarly recorded the relationship between affected persons and the land subject to permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement rights, including registered ownership and actual agricultural use. These records are used together with the ETL parcel inventories to identify the relevant owner or user and the productive use of affected land. The ETL records also identify cases where registered ownership and actual land use differ and where permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement rights affect the same agricultural parcel. These distinctions are carried forward into the eligibility and livelihood impact assessment, while detailed ETL land and livelihood characteristics are presented under the relevant thematic sections of Section 5.3.
The 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs represent a total household population of 279 persons, corresponding to an average household size of approximately 3.2 persons. Table 5‑8. presents the demographic characteristics of these household members; valid response totals vary slightly between indicators because of missing responses in individual household records.
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	Answers
	Frequency
	Percent

	Gender

	Male
	139
	49.8

	Female
	134
	48

	Total
	273
	97.8

	No answer
	6
	2.2

	Grand Total
	279
	100

	Age

	0-6
	7
	2.5

	7-18
	25
	9

	19-25
	21
	7.5

	26-39
	31
	11.1

	40-55
	69
	24.7

	56-64
	42
	15.1

	65+
	77
	27.6

	Total
	272
	97.5

	No answer
	7
	2.5

	Grand Total
	279
	100

	Marital status

	Single
	101
	36.2

	Married
	170
	60.9

	Widow
	1
	0.4

	Total
	272
	97.5

	No answer
	7
	2.5

	Grand Total
	279
	100

	Educational level

	A child who has not yet completed a level of education
	13
	4.7

	Adult with no formal education
	8
	2.9

	Primary or secondary school graduate
	183
	65.6

	High school graduate
	49
	17.6

	University graduate
	20
	7.2

	Total
	273
	97.8

	No answer
	6
	2.2

	Grand Total
	279
	100

	Working status

	Salaried employee
	20
	7.2

	Self-employed, investor
	1
	0.4

	Farmer
	77
	27.6

	Housewife
	86
	30.8

	Unemployed
	8
	2.9

	Retired
	37
	13.3

	Student, child
	40
	14.3

	Total
	269
	96.4

	No answer
	10
	3.6

	Grand Total
	279
	100


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
The ETL household survey findings indicate a similarly small household structure, with an average household size of approximately 3.0 persons among valid responses. Household composition is predominantly characterised by working-age and older adults, while primary or secondary education is the most frequently recorded educational level among adult household members. This pattern is consistent with the wider demographic characteristics of the Project-affected settlements, particularly ageing and the out-migration of younger population groups.
Following the demographic profile of household members, the livelihood profile of surveyed PAHs was assessed to understand the main and supplementary income sources of households affected by land acquisition.
The livelihood profile of the surveyed PAHs shows that agriculture is the dominant main source of income among Project-affected households. As presented in Table 5‑9, agriculture was reported as the main livelihood source by the majority of surveyed PAHs, while pension income constitutes the second most common main income source. Other livelihood sources, including wage employment, livestock farming and self-employment, were reported by only a limited number of households as their primary source of income. This indicates that affected households mainly depend on agricultural activities, with limited reliance on non-agricultural employment as a main livelihood source.
[bookmark: _Ref232418077][bookmark: _Toc238253957]Table 5‑7. Main Livelihood Sources of Surveyed Main WPP PAHs
	Livelihood source
	# of PAH
	%

	Agriculture (crop production)
	70
	79.5%

	Pension income
	13
	14.8%

	Wage/salaried employment
	3
	3.4%

	Livestock farming (animal production)
	1
	1.1%

	Workplace/self-employment income
	1
	1.1%

	Total
	88
	100%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
A similarly strong, and even more pronounced, dependence on agriculture is observed among ETL-affected households. Agriculture was reported as the primary livelihood source across all valid ETL household survey responses, confirming that the households directly affected by ETL land requirements are closely connected to agricultural production.
When main and supplementary livelihood sources are considered together, agriculture remains central to the main WPP household economy, with 96.6% of surveyed PAHs reporting agricultural activity. Pension income is also widespread, while livestock farming and wage employment provide additional diversification to varying degrees between households and settlements. 
[bookmark: _Ref232418279][bookmark: _Toc238253958]Table 5‑8. Main and Supplementary Livelihood Sources Surveyed Main WPP PAHs by Settlement
	Livelihood source
	Yayla N (%)
	Suluca N (%)
	Kocaali N (%)
	Şehitler N (%)
	Danişment N (%)
	Total N (%)

	Agriculture (crop production)
	46 (97.9%)
	25 (100%)
	5 (83.3%)
	5 (83.3%)
	4 (100%)
	85 (96.6%)

	Pension income
	40 (85.1%)
	22 (88%)
	5 (83.3%)
	5 (83.3%)
	3 (75%)
	75 (85.2%)

	Wage/salaried employment
	10 (21.3%)
	3 (12%)
	3 (50%)
	4 (66.7%)
	0
	20 (22.7%)

	Livestock farming (animal production)
	13 (27.7%)
	12 (48%)
	2 (33.3%)
	5 (83.3%)
	3 (75%)
	35 (39.8%)

	Workplace/self-employment income
	4 (8.5%)
	3 (12%)
	0
	0
	0
	7 (8%)

	Other income sources
	3 (6.4%)
	1 (4%)
	1 (16.7%)
	1 (16.7%)
	0
	6 (6.8%)

	Total
	47
	25
	6
	6
	4
	88


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Some PAHs reported more than one livelihood source; therefore, percentages do not add up to 100%. Percentages are calculated over the total number of surveyed PAHs in each settlement.
When primary and supplementary livelihood sources are considered together, the ETL household survey findings show a livelihood structure broadly consistent with that of the main WPP affected households. Agriculture was reported across all valid ETL livelihood responses, while pension income was reported by approximately 86% and livestock farming by approximately 38%. Wage or salaried employment was reported by around 14%, while business or self-employment income was much less common, at approximately 5%. The findings therefore show that ETL-affected households typically combine agricultural production with pension income and, for a considerable proportion of households, livestock activities, while non-agricultural employment plays a more limited supplementary role.
Monthly household income information was collected as part of the Household Level Survey conducted with 88 PAHs. However, income information was provided by 66 PAHs, while 22 PAHs did not provide a response to this question. Therefore, the income distribution presented in Table 5‑11 reflects valid responses only. Among responding households, most PAHs fall within the middle-income categories, particularly around two times the minimum wage and three times the minimum wage or above. Yayla includes households across all income categories, including the only household reporting income below one minimum wage. Suluca responses are concentrated around 1.5 to 3 times the minimum wage and above. The smaller sample sizes in Kocaali, Şehitler and Danişment limit settlement comparison, but responses still indicate that most valid answers are above one minimum wage. The households reporting income equal to or below one minimum wage may require attention during vulnerability screening.
[bookmark: _Ref232418581][bookmark: _Toc238253959]Table 5‑9. Monthly Household Income Levels of Surveyed PAHs Main WPP PAHs by Settlement
	Income category
	Yayla
	Suluca
	Kocaali
	Şehitler
	Danişment
	Total

	Below one minimum wage
	1
	0
	0
	0
	0
	1

	Equal to one minimum wage
	6
	1
	0
	0
	0
	7

	Around 1.5 times the minimum wage
	5
	6
	1
	0
	0
	12

	Around 2 times the minimum wage
	14
	3
	1
	3
	1
	22

	Around 3 times the minimum wage and above
	14
	5
	2
	1
	2
	24

	Total
	40
	15
	4
	4
	3
	66


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
The monthly minimum wage applicable in Türkiye for 2026 was set at TRY 33,030.00 gross and TRY 28,075.50 net. The household income categories presented in the table are based on the 2026 net minimum wage.
Monthly household income responses for ETL-affected PAHs indicate that approximately half of valid responses fall within the category corresponding to around two times the minimum wage, while about 44% report household income at around three times the minimum wage or above. A further approximately 6% fall within the category corresponding to around 1.5 times the minimum wage. No valid response included in the ETL income assessment was reported at or below one minimum wage. These income categories should be considered together with the strong prevalence of agriculture in the ETL household livelihood profile and do not, on their own, indicate limited livelihood dependency on affected productive land.
Household expenditure information was collected from all 88 surveyed PAHs. Since multiple responses were allowed, each PAH could report more than one expenditure item. As presented in Table 5‑12, agricultural expenses, including diesel, fertilizer and feed, were reported by almost all households. Utility bills and market/food expenses were also among the most frequently reported expenditure items, indicating that household spending is concentrated on both production costs and basic living needs. Health and personal care expenses were also commonly reported, while education, animal purchase, debt payment and investment expenditures were less frequently stated.
[bookmark: _Ref232423328][bookmark: _Toc238253960]Table 5‑10. Main Household Expenditure Items of Surveyed PAHs
	Expenditure items
	# of PAH
	%

	Agricultural expenses, including diesel, fertilizer, feed, etc
	86
	97.7%

	Utility bills, including electricity, water, internet, etc
	82
	93.2%

	Market and food expenses
	78
	88.6%

	Health and personal care expenses
	52
	59.1%

	Clothing and household goods, including home appliances, electronics, etc.
	33
	37.5%

	Purchase of animals
	19
	21.6%

	Education expenses
	19
	21.6%

	Debt payment
	7
	8.0%

	Agriculture, trade and industrial investments
	4
	4.5%

	Interest, foreign currency and real estate investments
	1
	2.3%

	Other (transportation expenses)
	2
	1.1%

	Total
	88
	100%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Multiple responses were allowed; therefore, percentages do not add up to 100%. Percentages are calculated over the total number of surveyed PAHs.

The expenditure profile of ETL-affected households further reflects their dependence on agricultural production. Market and food expenditure and agricultural production costs, including fuel, fertiliser and feed, were reported across all valid ETL expenditure responses, while utility expenditure was reported by approximately 95%. Health and personal care expenses and clothing or household goods were each reported by approximately 86% of respondents, while livestock purchases were reported by around 19%. Education and debt repayment were reported much less frequently. The prominence of agricultural input expenditure alongside routine household costs confirms that continuity of agricultural production and access to productive land are relevant to the economic resilience of ETL-affected households.
Overall, the household evidence indicates a strong dependence on agricultural production across both the main WPP and ETL affected populations, commonly supplemented by pension income and, for a proportion of households, livestock activities and wage employment. Household expenditure patterns further demonstrate the importance of agricultural production costs within the household economy. These characteristics establish the household-level baseline for the assessment of affected agricultural land, grazing and livestock activities, natural-resource use and other economic displacement pathways presented in Section 5.3 and Chapter 6.
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 Gender, social participation and vulnerability are relevant to the LARP because they may influence how PAPs access Project information, participate in land acquisition and livelihood decisions, and respond to economic displacement. These factors are therefore considered together with household circumstances, livelihood dependency and the nature of Project impacts rather than being treated as automatic indicators of vulnerability.
The household and PAP engagement undertaken for the Project indicates that participation in formal land and parcel discussions is predominantly male. Within the 88 main WPP household surveys, 87 respondents were men and one was a woman. A similar pattern was observed during supplementary fieldwork along the 10 km and 40 km ETLs, where 56 direct interviews with affected owners and users were completed, comprising 54 male and two female respondents. This reflects a local context in which registered land ownership, agricultural management and parcel level discussions are frequently represented by male household members. Consequently, parcel and household surveys provide an important source of information but may not, on their own, fully capture women’s access to Project information, livelihood roles or views on land acquisition and livelihood restoration.
To complement these surveys, dedicated women’s focus group discussions were conducted in Yayla in April 2026 with six women and in Koruklu in August 2026 with four women. The discussions showed that women may receive Project and land acquisition information indirectly through spouses, registered landowners, local networks or the mukhtar, particularly where they are not themselves involved in affected parcels. Participants expressed a preference for direct engagement with Project representatives and accessible information. The discussions also identified differences between settlements in women’s mobility, social participation, access to employment and local services. In Yayla, participants had access to an established sewing and social space, while in Koruklu women’s participation was more constrained by limited public space, mobility and local employment norms. These findings demonstrate that women should not be treated as a homogeneous group and that their participation and support needs depend on household circumstances, livelihood roles and access to information and decision making.
Vulnerability was assessed through both the main WPP household survey and the supplementary ETL household and owner/user interviews. Of the 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs, 18 PAHs were identified as having at least one direct vulnerability indicator, including disability, chronic illness resulting in home dependency, active unemployment, adult illiteracy and widowhood or divorce. Vulnerability screening was also undertaken within the 56 ETL interviews, where six persons were recorded as having vulnerability conditions, including chronic illness and mental or intellectual disability. These findings confirm that vulnerability is present among both the main WPP and ETL affected populations. Detailed PAP and household level vulnerability records and the corresponding screening results are presented in Annex A.
Community level findings additionally identify a distinct pre-existing vulnerability in Evreşe/Yeni, where school attendance among school age children is substantially lower than in the other Project affected settlements. Low attendance affects both boys and girls and is therefore not considered a gender specific issue. When considered together with the settlement’s distinct livelihood profile, characterised by a comparatively greater dependence on industrial wage employment, casual work and other non-agricultural income sources, the findings suggest that household economic constraints may contribute to earlier disengagement from education and entry into income generating activities. This relationship cannot be attributed to the Project and should not be interpreted as establishing a single cause of low school attendance; rather, it indicates a pre-existing socioeconomic vulnerability that may reduce the resilience of affected households. More generally, vulnerability is not considered solely on the basis of a single demographic characteristic. Its relevance to the LARP depends on whether individual or household circumstances, including health, disability, education, income, mobility or access to information and services, interact with livelihood dependency, loss of productive land or resources, or participation in land acquisition processes in a manner that may reduce a PAP’s ability to cope with Project impacts.
These findings inform the Project’s approach to inclusive participation and livelihood restoration. Women and vulnerable PAPs will be provided with opportunities for direct and, where appropriate, separate consultation rather than relying solely on communication through registered landowners, male household representatives or mukhtars. Female facilitation, individual or household meetings and telephone follow up will be used where appropriate, and information on eligibility, compensation, livelihood restoration measures and grievance channels will be provided in clear and accessible forms. Vulnerability will continue to be reviewed during LARP implementation, while participation in consultation and access to support will be monitored so that additional assistance can be provided where barriers to engagement or livelihood restoration are identified.
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This section presents the baseline characteristics of affected productive land, land use and land-dependent livelihood activities across the main WPP footprint and the associated ETLs. It draws on the main WPP census and asset inventory and household surveys, the dedicated ETL household surveys and parcel records, and direct household and user evidence concerning pasture, grazing, forest resources and other forms of land or resource use. Formal ownership and actual use are considered together where they differ.
PAPs’ reported expectations and concerns are presented in this section as part of the socioeconomic baseline and are distinguished from the Project’s assessment of actual and potential economic displacement. The nature, scale, duration and significance of land and livelihood impacts, together with the applicable mitigation and livelihood restoration measures, are assessed in Chapter 6 and the subsequent entitlement and livelihood restoration sections.
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For the main WPP, surveyed PAHs were asked whether they expected to be adversely affected by the Project’s use of land that they own and/or use. Of the 88 surveyed PAHs, 83 provided a valid response, of whom 80.7% reported that they expected an adverse effect. These responses reflect PAP perceptions and are considered together with parcel, asset and land-use evidence in the subsequent impact assessment..
[bookmark: _Toc238253961]Table 5‑11. Main WPP PAH’s Views on Whether They May Be Adversely Affected Due to the Use of Owned and/or Used Lands
	Settlements
	Yes (%)
	No (%)
	No opinion (%)

	Yayla
	84.1%
	15.9%
	0%

	Suluca
	78.3%
	13%
	8.7%

	Kocaali
	50%
	33.3%
	16.7%

	Şehitler
	83.3%
	16.7%
	0%

	Danişment
	100%
	0%
	0%

	Total
	80.7%
	15.7%
	3.6%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
A similar pattern is observed among main WPP PAHs engaged in agricultural activity. Among 84 valid responses, 79.8% reported that they expected their agricultural activities to be adversely affected by the Project.
Main WPP PAHs who expected adverse effects were also asked to identify the types of impact they anticipated. Multiple responses were permitted, resulting in 133 responses across the impact categories presented in Table 5‑15.
[bookmark: _Ref232426919][bookmark: _Toc238253962]Table 5‑12. Expected Adverse Impacts Reported by Main WPP PAHs
	Excepted adverse impact
	# of Responses
	%

	Adverse impact on agricultural activities due to land loss
	62
	46.6%

	Access or irrigation problems and additional costs due to land fragmentation
	18
	13.5%

	Difficulty in irrigating other lands in case of damage to the irrigation system
	2
	1.5%

	Damage to crops due to construction dust
	18
	13.5%

	Decrease in land value
	28
	21.1%

	Other
	5
	3.8%

	Total
	133
	100%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
ETL household survey findings show a comparable pattern of concern regarding agricultural land. Approximately 71% of valid ETL responses indicated that the household expected to be adversely affected by the Project’s use of affected land. Among ETL PAHs reporting an expected adverse effect, loss of agricultural land and reduction in land value were the most frequently identified concerns, each reported by approximately two thirds of respondents. Access, fragmentation or additional cultivation difficulties and construction dust or crop damage were each reported by approximately one fifth, while isolated concerns were also recorded regarding the loss of planned future use of affected land.
Across both Project components, the reported concerns therefore centre on the productive use and usability of agricultural land rather than land ownership alone. The significance of these concerns depends on the extent of permanent land loss, easement restrictions, temporary construction disturbance, remaining land viability and the household’s degree of livelihood dependency, which are assessed in Chapter 6.
For the surveyed main WPP PAHs, crop production is dominated by wheat and sunflower. Other reported products include barley, canola, fodder crops, potato and onion, together with walnut and almond production in a smaller number of households. Table 5‑16. presents the principal crops and reported production volumes by settlement.
[bookmark: _Ref232437004][bookmark: _Toc238253963]Table 5‑13. Main Agricultural Products Produced by Surveyed Main WPP PAHs by Settlement
	Settlement
	1st Product
	Production (kg)
	2nd Product
	Production (kg)
	3rd Production
	Production (kg)
	4th Production
	Production (kg)

	Yayla
	Wheat
	1,232,050
	Sunflower
	634,680
	Barley
	18,000
	Maize
	400

	Suluca
	Wheat
	13,609,000
	Sunflower
	10,181,450
	Walnut, almond
	1,500
	Potato, onion
	1,000

	Kocaali
	Wheat
	180,000
	Sunflower
	70,000
	Walnut, almond
	7,000
	-
	-

	Şehitler
	Wheat
	875,000
	Sunflower
	100,000
	Canola
	20,000
	Fodder crops, including vetch and alfalfa
	12,000

	Danişment
	Wheat
	33,000
	Sunflower
	27,250
	Barley
	250
	-
	-


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Agricultural production is similarly prominent on land affected by the ETLs. ETL household and parcel records show wheat and sunflower as the most consistently reported crops, with barley, canola, sugar beet and maize also recorded on affected agricultural parcels. The records also demonstrate that the affected parcel may form part of a wider household farming operation extending beyond the Project footprint, including cultivation of owned land and, for some households, additional rented or informally used land.
For the main WPP, the consolidated census and asset inventory records agricultural use on 186 of the 208 affected private and public parcels. Of these, 184 are recorded as rainfed agricultural land and two as irrigated agricultural land, while 22 are recorded as not under agricultural use. The main WPP affected parcel inventory is therefore predominantly agricultural and overwhelmingly characterised by rainfed cultivation.
[bookmark: _Toc238253964]Table 5‑14. Agricultural Use Status of Main WPP Affected Parcels
	Agricultural use status
	# of Parcels
	%

	Rainfed agriculture
	184
	88.5%

	Irrigated agriculture
	2
	1%

	No agricultural activity
	22
	10.6%

	Total affected parcels
	208
	100%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
The ETL parcel and household survey records also confirm active agricultural use across the affected corridor. Rainfed cultivation is common, while irrigated cultivation is also recorded for some affected parcels. Unlike the main WPP footprint, ETL land requirements may combine a small area of permanent acquisition for the tower footprint with a larger easement area on the same agricultural parcel. The parcel records therefore distinguish total parcel area, permanent acquisition area, easement area, ownership or use status and current agricultural use so that proportional land loss, restrictions on use and the viability of the remaining parcel can be assessed separately.
The settlement distribution also confirms that agricultural use is widespread across the affected parcel inventory. Yayla has the highest number of affected parcels under rainfed agriculture, followed by Suluca. Irrigated agriculture was recorded only in Suluca. Parcels without agricultural activity are mainly located in Yayla, Kocaali, Suluca, Şabanmera and Akhoca. No parcels without agricultural activity were identified in Şehitler and Danişment.
Taken together, the main WPP and ETL evidence demonstrates that Project land requirements predominantly intersect with actively cultivated agricultural land and with households whose livelihoods are strongly connected to agricultural production. The affected land supports mainly wheat and sunflower cultivation, together with a more varied range of crops in some households. For the ETLs in particular, the distinction between permanent tower-footprint loss, easement restrictions and continued use of the remaining agricultural parcel is relevant to the assessment of economic displacement. The magnitude and significance of these impacts, including the proportion of land affected and the viability of remaining land, are assessed in Chapter 6.
[bookmark: _Toc238253868]Affected Trees
For the main WPP, the census and asset inventory identified trees on 44 of the 208 affected private and public parcels. As presented in Table 5‑19, tree presence was most frequently recorded in Suluca and Yayla, with smaller numbers of parcels in Kocaali, Şehitler, Akhoca and Danişment. Overall, trees were recorded on 21.2% of the main WPP affected parcel inventory.
The tree assets presented in this subsection refer to trees recorded on affected private and public parcels and do not include trees within state forest land subject to forestry clearance, which are addressed separately under Section 5.3.4.
[bookmark: _Ref232501703][bookmark: _Toc238253965]Table 5‑15. Main WPP Affected Parcels with Trees by Settlement
	Settlement
	Total affected parcels
	Parcels with trees recorded
	Parcels with no trees recorded
	% of parcels with trees

	Yayla
	131
	17
	114
	13%

	Suluca
	41
	22
	19
	53.7%

	Kocaali
	17
	2
	15
	11.8%

	Şehitler
	13
	1
	12
	7.7%

	Akhoca
	1
	1
	0
	100%

	Danişment
	3
	1
	2
	33.3%

	Şabanmera
	2
	0
	2
	0%

	Total
	208
	44
	164
	21.2%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
The table is prepared using the census and asset inventory presented in Annex A. “Parcels with trees recorded” refers to parcels where tree presence and/or tree details were recorded in the asset inventory.
Oak is the dominant tree species recorded in the main WPP asset inventory. Productive and fruit trees include almond, walnut, pear, plum, olive, apple and fig, while poplar and wild pear were recorded less frequently. Where counts were available, at least 646 trees were recorded. As the number of oak trees on two parcels was not confirmed, this represents a minimum recorded figure.
[bookmark: _Ref232503060][bookmark: _Toc238253966]Table 5‑16. Tree Types Recorded in the Main WPP Census and Asset Inventory
	Tree type
	# of parcels where recorded
	# of trees recorded, where count is available
	Settlements where recorded

	Oak
	34
	At least 491
	Yayla, Suluca, Kocaali, Şehitler, Akhoca, Danişment

	Walnut
	2
	68
	Suluca, Kocaali

	Almond
	8
	57
	Suluca

	Pear
	1
	10
	Suluca

	Poplar
	2
	10
	Suluca

	Plum
	3
	4
	Suluca

	Olive
	1
	3
	Suluca

	Apple
	1
	1
	Suluca

	Fig
	1
	1
	Suluca

	Wild pear
	1
	1
	Yayla

	Total
	-
	At least 646
	-


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Tree numbers are presented where count information was available in the asset inventory. For two parcels with oak trees, the number of trees was not confirmed. Therefore, the total number should be treated as a minimum recorded figure.
ETL household surveys and marked parcel records also identify trees on a number of affected agricultural parcels. Recorded species include oak, pine, wild pear (ahlat), almond, fig, walnut and poplar. Parcel-specific records include 20 oak trees on a parcel in Suluca, eight pine trees on a parcel in Gökçetepe, four wild pear trees on a parcel in Sazlıdere, five almond and fig trees on a parcel in Süleymaniye, a further 10 almond and two walnut trees on another Süleymaniye parcel, and one poplar tree on a further parcel in the same settlement. One oak tree in Beyköy was specifically recorded as affected by the ETL, while other records include trees confirmed as not affected or for which the precise affected status remains to be verified. The ETL records therefore distinguish the presence of trees on an affected parcel from confirmed tree loss within the permanent or construction footprint. This distinction is important where permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement rights affect only part of a larger agricultural parcel.
For the main WPP, Annex A provides the primary census and asset inventory record of tree presence, drawing on PAP information, parcel records and field observations. These records describe tree assets identified on the affected parcel and are distinguished from the affected-footprint and valuation records used to determine whether a specific tree is directly affected by Project land requirements. Tree type, number, productive use, ownership or use relationship and location in relation to the Project footprint are therefore considered together in determining the livelihood relevance of recorded tree assets.
Of the 44 main WPP parcels with recorded trees, 37 are private and seven are public parcels. Trees on public parcels were recorded in Yayla, Kocaali and Akhoca and include oak trees in Yayla and Akhoca and walnut trees in Kocaali. For the oak trees recorded on public parcels, the available household and asset inventory evidence does not identify a specific income-generating or household-consumption use. Their relevance to individual livelihood loss therefore depends on whether an ownership, use, customary or other recognisable livelihood relationship with the affected trees is identified.
The Kocaali public parcel presents a different livelihood relationship. The affected user is a formal lessee, and the walnut trees were reportedly planted and maintained by the lessee and provide economic benefit. This case demonstrates that the livelihood relevance of a tree asset depends on actual use, investment and economic benefit rather than land ownership alone. Eligibility and replacement-cost treatment of verified affected tree assets are addressed in the Entitlement Matrix and valuation provisions of this LARP.
Overall, tree assets represent a secondary but potentially relevant component of land-based livelihood loss where productive or economically used trees fall within the Project footprint. The main WPP and ETL evidence distinguishes tree presence on an affected parcel from confirmed Project impact and considers the ownership or use relationship and productive significance of the asset. The extent and significance of verified tree losses are assessed in Chapter 6, while applicable compensation and entitlement provisions are presented in the relevant valuation and entitlement sections of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref237859711][bookmark: _Toc238253869]Pasture Lands and Livestock Activities
Livestock activities constitute an important livelihood activity in the Project affected settlements and among surveyed PAHs. As described in Section 5.1.2, agriculture is the primary livelihood source in most PASs, while livestock farming is reported as an important supplementary livelihood source across the settlements. At settlement level, livestock farming is identified as the primary livelihood source in Şabanmera and Koruklu and as an important supplementary livelihood source in the other PASs. The findings presented in this section also show that livestock activities are linked not only to formal pasture lands, but also to household lands, grazing on agricultural parcels, fodder production and access to public or common lands. These resource-use relationships provide the baseline for the assessment in Chapter 6 of Project interactions with pasture use, grazing access, fodder availability, livestock movement routes and construction disturbance.
As presented in Table 5‑21, 41 of the 86 main WPP PAHs who provided a valid response reported that they carry out livestock activities. Livestock activities are particularly common among surveyed PAHs in Danişment, Şehitler and Suluca. The surveyed PAHs reported a total of 360 cattle, 1,708 small ruminants, 87 poultry and 240 beehives. Percentages are calculated over valid responses, and animal numbers reflect the livestock assets reported by PAHs carrying out livestock activities.
[bookmark: _Ref232519544][bookmark: _Toc238253967]Table 5‑17. Main WPP Livestock Activities and Animal Assets of Surveyed PAHs
	Settlement
	Valid responses
	PAHs carrying out livestock activities
	%
	Cattle
	Small ruminants
	Poultry
	Beehives

	Yayla
	45
	14
	31.1%
	131
	848
	62
	10

	Suluca
	25
	16
	64%
	111
	730
	5
	60

	Kocaali
	6
	2
	33.3%
	22
	0
	0
	0

	Şehitler
	6
	5
	83.3%
	65
	130
	15
	20

	Danişment
	4
	4
	100%
	31
	0
	5
	150

	Total
	86
	41
	47.7%
	360
	1708
	87
	240


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
Livestock activities have a clear income-generating component among surveyed main WPP PAHs. Among the 41 PAHs carrying out livestock activities, 37 PAHs reported sale of animals and/or animal products. Animal and animal product sales are mainly associated with cattle and small ruminants, while beekeeping also has an income component. Poultry appears to be used mainly for household consumption, as no poultry sales or poultry product sales were reported by surveyed PAHs.
Settlement-level findings indicate that livestock activities are widespread across the PASs, with livestock farming forming a particularly important component of local livelihoods in Şabanmera and Koruklu. This wider context is complemented by direct household and resident surveys undertaken during the ESIA fieldwork in settlements where livestock, pasture or common-land use is relevant. These surveys included residents as well as village representatives and provided additional user-level evidence on livestock activities, grazing and pasture use, access conditions and expected Project effects. Fieldwork findings identified pasture availability and access as concerns in settlements including Kocaali, Şabanmera and Yayla within the main WPP area and Süleymaniye and Şadıllı along the associated ETL area, with alternative pasture reported as absent or insufficient in some locations. These findings are considered together with the parcel-linked LARP household survey and census and asset inventory, providing direct household and user evidence alongside the wider settlement context.
Among the 41 main WPP PAHs carrying out livestock activities, feeding and grazing practices are mixed. The most commonly reported practice is use of own land, followed by barn or stall feeding. Use of village pasture was reported by 9 PAHs, while a limited number of PAHs reported use of land owned by others or public land. This shows that livestock activities depend on a combination of household land, fodder production, stall feeding and, for some households, access to pasture or public land, and that livestock dependency may be linked to affected agricultural land even where the parcel is not formally classified as pasture.
According to the census and asset inventory presented in Annex A, a total of 4 main WPP affected parcels are classified as pasture land. These pasture parcels are located in Şabanmera, Akhoca and Kocaali and are associated with access roads, cable route road and turbine location. In addition to these formally classified pasture parcels, animal grazing was recorded on 80 affected main WPP parcels. As presented in Table 5‑23, 55 of these parcels are private parcels and 25 are public parcels. Grazing was most frequently recorded in Yayla, followed by Suluca. The table reflects actual grazing use recorded in the parcel inventory rather than cadastral pasture classification. The parcel records therefore distinguish formally designated pasture from the wider resource base used for livestock, including private and public agricultural land used for grazing or fodder.
[bookmark: _Ref232518724][bookmark: _Toc238253968]Table 5‑18. Main WPP Affected Parcels with Recorded Grazing Use
	Settlement
	Affected parcels where animal grazing was recorded
	Private parcels
	Public parcels

	Yayla
	66
	43
	23

	Suluca
	9
	9
	0

	Kocaali
	1
	1
	0

	Şehitler
	2
	1
	1

	Akhoca
	1
	0
	1

	Danişment
	1
	1
	0

	Şabanmera
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	80
	55
	25


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
PAHs’ use of village pastures and public lands for animal grazing and their perceptions regarding potential impacts on pasture areas and access routes were also assessed. Among 53 main WPP PAHs who provided a valid response, 14 PAHs reported that they use village pastures or public lands for animal grazing. Of these users, 7 PAHs stated that the pasture areas they use may be affected by the Project, while 5 PAHs stated that access roads to pasture areas may be affected. In addition, 6 PAHs who expected pasture impacts stated that the remaining pasture area would be insufficient and that no alternative pasture area is available. These responses provide direct household-level evidence that, for a subset of livestock keepers, the relevant livelihood concern extends beyond formal pasture land loss to the adequacy and accessibility of remaining or alternative grazing resources.
Among main WPP PAHs carrying out livestock activities, 14 of the 40 PAHs who provided a valid response stated that they expect the Project to adversely affect their livestock activities. Their main concerns relate to dust and noise effects on animals, impacts on grazing or fodder collection from own land, reduction of pasture or grazing areas, access restrictions between households and grazing areas, and longer distances required for animal feeding. Overall, PAH-reported concerns relate to construction disturbance, access conditions and the continued availability of grazing and fodder resources. These findings represent PAP expectations and are considered together with parcel-level exposure and actual resource dependency in the impact assessment presented in Chapter 6.
Şabanmera requires particular attention within this context. Livestock farming is identified as the primary livelihood source of the settlement, and settlement level information indicates approximately 700 cattle and 1500 small ruminants. Consultation records and direct resident evidence identify the continued availability and accessibility of pasture as a key local concern, particularly in relation to permanent changes in pasture use. Residents and community representatives emphasised the importance of the pasture for local livestock breeding and expressed concern that a permanent reduction or change in pasture availability could create livelihood difficulties. They also indicated that temporary use or passage may be more acceptable than a permanent change in pasture allocation. These concerns are carried forward into the pasture and livestock impact assessment in Chapter 6.
The August 2026 ETL household surveys provide corresponding household-level evidence for livestock activities along the associated transmission lines. Among valid ETL survey responses, livestock keeping was recorded among affected households, including cattle and small-ruminant activities, and own agricultural land was identified as a grazing and/or fodder resource. The responses also demonstrate that livestock ownership does not in itself indicate a Project-related livestock impact. Some livestock-keeping respondents did not expect an adverse effect on their livestock activities, while another respondent specifically linked the expected effect to the use of affected household land for grazing and fodder collection. The ETL household evidence is therefore considered together with the parcel records to identify where permanent tower-footprint acquisition, easement rights or construction activities interact with land used to support livestock.
ETL parcel records also identify public land formally classified as pasture along the 10 km ETL in Evreşe/Yeni. The records include pasture parcels affected only by easement rights as well as parcels where a permanent tower-footprint area is combined with a wider easement area. As with the main WPP, cadastral pasture classification alone does not determine the livelihood consequence; actual grazing use, access conditions, the extent of permanent land take and the continued usability of the remaining pasture resource are considered in Chapter 6.
For the 4 main WPP parcels formally classified as pasture land, the applicable statutory pasture procedure is described in Section 2.1.4, rather than through ordinary private land expropriation. The Project Owner will be responsible for ensuring that the relevant pasture procedures are completed in line with applicable legislation and that potential impacts on grazing, livestock movement and access to pasture are assessed in consultation with the mukhtar and affected livestock breeders.
Taken together, the main WPP, supplementary ESIA and ETL evidence shows that livestock livelihoods are supported through a combination of household agricultural land, formally designated pasture, public or common land, fodder production and access between settlements and grazing areas. Household exposure therefore depends on actual resource use, the location and form of Project land requirements and the availability and usability of remaining or alternative grazing and fodder resources. The nature, extent and significance of pasture and livestock impacts, together with the applicable mitigation and livelihood restoration measures, are assessed in Chapter 6 and the subsequent entitlement and livelihood restoration sections.
[bookmark: _Ref237814374][bookmark: _Ref237824675][bookmark: _Ref237859715][bookmark: _Toc238253870]Forest Lands and Natural Resource Users
According to the forestry permit studies prepared for the main WPP, the current land requirement includes 12 state forest parcels associated with Project components. The forestry permit studies identify approximately 209.49 ha, corresponding to 2,094,900 m2, of forest land within the forestry permit area, including turbine platform areas and access roads. Of this total, 133.14 ha is associated with turbine platform areas and 76.35 ha is associated with access roads. Based on preliminary forestry inventory and tree marking studies, approximately 26,265 trees are expected to be removed, corresponding to an estimated standing timber volume of 2,452.586 m3. Final tree marking, cutting quantities and forestry implementation procedures will be confirmed through the official permitting and marking process to be carried out by the General Directorate of Forestry before the relevant vegetation clearance activities.
[bookmark: _Toc238253969]Table 5‑19. Main WPP Forestry Permit Area and Preliminary Vegetation Clearance Requirements
	Description
	Value

	Turbine platform areas
	133.14 ha

	Access roads
	76.35 ha

	Total forestry permit area
	209.49 ha

	Estimated number of trees to be removed
	26,265

	Estimated standing timber volume
	2,452.586 m3


The forestry permit area represents state forest land subject to forestry authorisation and is therefore distinct from private land acquisition. For livelihood assessment purposes, however, formal ownership is not used as a proxy for resource dependency. Forests and forest-edge areas may support household fuelwood collection, seasonal mushroom and plant gathering, livestock grazing, beekeeping, movement and access to other productive areas, irrespective of whether the user holds a formal right over the forest parcel. The LARP therefore considers both the physical forest footprint required by the Project and the households and resource users whose livelihood or household consumption activities depend on access to the relevant forest or forest-edge resources.
The Household Level Survey indicates that use of surrounding forest areas exists among some surveyed PAHs, although it is not reported as a primary livelihood source. Among PAHs who provided valid responses, the most commonly reported use is fuelwood collection, followed by mushroom collection and medicinal plant collection. These uses were reported mainly for household consumption, including heating and domestic use, rather than commercial income generation.
[bookmark: _Toc238253970]Table 5‑20. Main WPP PAHs’ Use of Surrounding Forest Resources
	Forest resource use
	Valid responses
	PAHs reporting use
	%

	Mushroom collection
	65
	7
	10.8%

	Fuelwood collection
	72
	20
	27.8%

	Medicinal plant collection
	62
	6
	9.7%

	Any forest resource use
	75
	21
	28.0%


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
The household survey findings show a differentiated pattern of forest use rather than a single forest-dependent livelihood activity. Fuelwood collection is the most widespread use and is associated primarily with household heating and domestic needs, while mushroom and medicinal plant collection are less common and predominantly support household consumption. No widespread commercial sale of forest products was identified among surveyed main WPP PAHs. Nevertheless, these activities remain livelihood-relevant because access to natural resources may support household consumption even where no direct cash income is generated. The vulnerability screening also shows that five of the 21 PAHs reporting forest-resource use include at least one direct vulnerability indicator, demonstrating that resource dependency and household coping capacity may overlap in individual cases.
The parcel-linked LARP household findings are complemented by direct household and resident evidence collected through the wider ESIA social fieldwork in settlements where the main WPP land requirement involves forest or other common resources. This wider evidence identifies forest or forest-edge resource use beyond the settlements represented in the parcel-linked household survey, including in Akhoca, Sütçüler, Hasköy, Çelebi and Erikli. Reported practices include fuelwood use, seasonal collection of mushrooms and other plants, and use of forest or forest-edge areas in connection with livestock and local access. Community-level information provides additional settlement context, but the assessment of livelihood relevance is therefore not dependent on community representative information alone.
Among the 21 PAHs who reported using surrounding forest areas, 3 PAHs stated that access roads to these forests may be affected by the Project, 9 PAHs stated that they do not expect such an impact, and 7 PAHs stated that they do not know or have no opinion; 2 PAHs did not provide a response. The responses therefore do not indicate a uniform expectation of access impacts. At the same time, the livelihood relevance of forest use cannot be determined from the presence of resource use alone: it depends on whether the particular forest or access route used by the household intersects with Project vegetation clearance, construction areas or access restrictions, together with the purpose, frequency and seasonality of that use and the availability of alternative resource areas. These dimensions are carried forward into the impact assessment in Chapter 6.
Forest and natural-resource use was also specifically examined for the associated ETLs through the August 2026 household surveys, ETL parcel records, the ESIA social baseline and targeted qualitative engagement with resource users. The current ETL parcel inventories include state forest land along both transmission routes, comprising 13 state forest parcels on the 40 km ETL and one state forest parcel on the 10 km ETL. In parallel, the settlement baseline identifies forestry and forest-linked livelihood activities in parts of the ETL corridor, including Şadıllı and Adilhan, demonstrating that the relevance of forest areas extends beyond their cadastral status and may include access to surrounding natural resources. The targeted beekeeping and forest-use discussion undertaken in Şadıllı on 6 August 2026 provides more detailed evidence on how these resources are used. Six local residents with knowledge or experience of beekeeping and forest activities participated in the discussion. Forest areas surrounding Şadıllı and nearby settlements are used seasonally for mushroom gathering, including Kanlıca mushrooms and the locally identified “et mantarı”. Participants described mushroom availability as strongly dependent on rainfall and indicated that collection opportunities may be greater around Yayla and Suluca during suitable seasons. Participation was reported to be concentrated increasingly among older residents, as younger people and students participate less frequently in forest gathering activities. The discussion also confirmed that mushroom gatherers, beekeepers and other forest users are not necessarily the same persons; natural-resource users are therefore considered according to the specific activity and resource on which they depend rather than as a single undifferentiated user group.
Taken together, the main WPP and ETL evidence shows that forest-resource dependency within the Project area takes several forms, including household fuelwood use, seasonal collection of mushrooms and plants, livestock and grazing use of forest-edge areas, beekeeping and access through forested areas. These activities differ in their purpose, frequency, seasonality and economic importance, and formal ownership of forest land does not by itself determine whether a livelihood relationship exists. Chapter 6 assesses the interaction between the identified users and resource areas and the relevant Project footprint, considering the extent and duration of clearance or access restriction, resource dependency, available alternatives and the resulting significance of economic displacement. These user and resource relationships also provide the basis for the forest-user verification and entitlement records maintained during LARP implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc238253871]Beekeeping and Other Land-Linked Resource Use
Beekeeping and other forms of land-linked resource use were assessed separately because their livelihood relationship with Project land requirements may not be represented by land ownership alone. Apiaries may be located temporarily or seasonally on land that is not owned by the beekeeper, bees may depend on a wider agricultural or forest-edge foraging area, and mobile beekeepers may use suitable locations without being resident in the affected settlement. The assessment therefore draws on the main WPP household and parcel records, ETL household surveys, the wider ESIA livelihood baseline and targeted qualitative engagement to identify resident, seasonal and mobile users and to understand the scale, economic importance and spatial characteristics of these activities.
Beekeeping was identified among a small but clearly identifiable group of surveyed main WPP PAHs. A total of 5 PAHs reported beehives, with 240 beehives in total. These PAHs are located in Yayla, Suluca, Şehitler and Danişment. Four of these PAHs reported sale of bee products, indicating that beekeeping has an income component for most PAHs with beehives. The combination of hive ownership and reported product sales indicates that, although beekeeping is concentrated among relatively few surveyed PAHs, it represents an economically productive activity rather than solely household consumption. Apiary location and use of surrounding forage areas are therefore considered separately from ownership of the affected parcel when assessing livelihood exposure.
One PAH in Danişment was recorded as staying seasonally in a caravan, indicating a seasonal beekeeping practice. This record is associated with Danişment parcel 0/451 according to the available survey records. The record demonstrates that seasonal presence and livelihood use may differ from permanent household residence and provides a direct example of a mobile or seasonal user within the main WPP baseline. In Suluca, one PAH reported that bees forage around areas close to wind turbine locations and raised concern that Project activities may affect bees. This represents a PAP-reported concern and is distinguished from the Project’s assessment of the actual magnitude and significance of potential beekeeping impacts in Chapter 6.
Beekeeping is also present across several settlements along the associated ETLs. The ESIA and community livelihood baseline identifies beekeeping in a number of 40 km ETL settlements, including Beyköy, Çeltik, Sazlıdere, Adilhan, Kalealtı, Şadıllı and Süleymaniye. The August 2026 LARP fieldwork therefore examined beekeeping not only through affected parcel and household surveys but also through targeted engagement intended to understand apiary locations, seasonal use and livelihood dependency that may extend beyond individual tower-footprint parcels. 
The Şadıllı beekeeping and forest-use discussion provides the most detailed qualitative evidence for the ETL corridor. Participants estimated that no more than approximately six residents are actively engaged in beekeeping in the settlement and that approximately four to five individuals collectively manage around 700-1,000 beehives. The scale of dependency varies substantially: for some households beekeeping is a supplementary or inherited family activity, while at least one beekeeper was described as having developed it into a principal livelihood with established equipment and predominantly wholesale honey sales. Participants identified an established beekeeping area approximately 300-400 m beyond the village cemetery, along the roadside and close to the forest ridge, where access to forest-edge vegetation and surrounding natural areas supports bee foraging. The same discussion identified at least one mobile beekeeper from outside Şadıllı who reportedly transports hives to the area by truck for a temporary foraging and honey-production period before relocating them. This demonstrates that the potential beekeeping user population is not necessarily limited to resident households or registered owners of affected ETL parcels. The qualitative evidence also indicates differing levels of technical experience among beekeepers: two residents were reported to have received formal beekeeping training, while disease control and the correct treatment of hives were identified as important production risks. The ETL baseline therefore characterises beekeeping in terms of user type, mobility, hive scale, livelihood importance and use area rather than land ownership alone.
Stream, river and fishing use were reviewed separately to determine whether additional water-linked livelihood relationships are present. Within the main WPP census and asset inventory, one affected public parcel in Yayla is classified as stream land and is associated with the TH1/cable-route area. The parcel was recorded as vacant/unused, with no fishing, irrigation, commercial or household consumption use identified. No fishing or river-dependent livelihood activity was identified through the available main WPP household, parcel or consultation evidence, and no corresponding fishing livelihood was identified through the ETL household and qualitative fieldwork. The stream record is therefore retained as part of the land and resource baseline but is distinguished from the productive land, forest, grazing and beekeeping relationships described above.
Overall, the evidence demonstrates that beekeeping within the Project area ranges from small scale supplementary and inherited household activity to more commercially oriented production and includes both resident and seasonal or mobile users. Its livelihood relationship with the Project is therefore determined by the location of apiaries and foraging areas, access requirements, the scale and economic importance of the activity and the nature of the relevant Project interaction, rather than by ownership of the underlying land alone. No fishing or other river-dependent livelihood has been identified through the available WPP or ETL evidence. The nature, duration and significance of potential interactions with beekeeping and other land-linked resource use, and the corresponding mitigation or livelihood restoration requirements where applicable, are assessed in Chapter 6 and the subsequent entitlement and livelihood restoration sections.
[bookmark: _Toc238253872]Affected Structures
The assessment of structures and fixed assets draws on the main WPP census and asset inventory, household surveys and available valuation and affected-footprint records, together with the dedicated ETL household surveys and marked parcel records. Structures and assets recorded on Project-affected parcels are distinguished from structures that are themselves directly affected by permanent land take, easement requirements or construction activities. Accordingly, the presence of a structure or auxiliary asset on an affected parcel does not, by itself, indicate loss of or damage to that asset.
[bookmark: _Toc238253873]Residential Buildings and Affected Dwellings
Residential buildings and dwelling use were screened through the main WPP census and asset inventory and household surveys and through the dedicated ETL household surveys and marked parcel records. No residential building or dwelling was identified as directly affected within the assessed main WPP land requirements. Similarly, the available 10 km and 40 km ETL survey and parcel records do not identify a residential structure on the surveyed affected parcels.
Accordingly, no loss of shelter, relocation of a residence or other household physical displacement has been identified for either the main WPP or the associated ETLs. The displacement profile identified through the LARP assessment is therefore associated with economic displacement and livelihood effects rather than relocation of households.
[bookmark: _Toc238253874]Commercial Buildings and Affected Businesses
Commercial buildings, workplaces and fixed business premises were similarly screened through the main WPP and ETL household and parcel evidence. No shop, workplace, production facility or other operating commercial premises was identified as directly affected by the assessed Project land requirements. The ETL livelihood records include households with non-agricultural income sources in addition to agriculture and livestock activities; however, no corresponding business premises were recorded on the affected ETL parcels.
Accordingly, no relocation of an operating business or loss of fixed commercial premises has been identified. This finding does not imply an absence of economic displacement, as agricultural production, livestock, beekeeping and other land-dependent income-generating activities may be affected without the loss of a commercial building. These livelihood pathways are assessed separately in Section 5.3 and Chapter 6.
[bookmark: _Ref237859761][bookmark: _Toc238253875]Non-Residential Structures and Auxiliary Assets
For the main WPP, non-residential structures and auxiliary fixed assets were reported on a limited number of Project-affected parcels. These assets do not include residential buildings, dwellings, commercial buildings or active business premises and comprise water-related infrastructure, electricity infrastructure, telecommunications assets and other auxiliary structures. The assets are recorded at parcel level irrespective of whether the individual asset itself falls within the Project footprint.
Based on information provided by PAPs during the fieldwork, non-residential structures or auxiliary fixed assets were reported on 6 main WPP affected parcels. The identified structures are presented in Table 5‑27. Comparison with the current official valuation and affected-footprint records does not identify these reported assets as intersecting the main WPP land acquisition footprint. They are nevertheless retained in the asset inventory because their presence and function are relevant to determining whether Project works could result in loss of use, damage or another livelihood or service-related consequence.
[bookmark: _Ref232588710][bookmark: _Toc238253971]Table 5‑21. Main WPP Non-Residential Structures and Auxiliary Assets Identified on Affected Parcels
	Settlement
	Block
	Parcel
	Ownership type
	Project use
	Structure / auxiliary asset
	Current affected status

	Suluca
	0
	1834
	Private
	Access road
	35 year old water well
	Recorded on Project-affected parcel; not identified within the current WPP land acquisition footprint.

	Suluca
	116
	63
	Private
	Access road
	Irrigation pond, 9 years old, approximately 5x5 m
	

	Kocaali
	166
	1
	Private
	Road
	Water tank serving Hasköy Village, approximately 150 tons, and 2 base station towers
	

	Kocaali
	104
	15
	Private
	Cable route road
	1 electricity pole
	

	Kocaali
	169
	1
	Private
	Cable route road
	1 electrical substation cabinet
	

	Kocaali
	111
	1
	Public
	Road and turbine location
	1 water tank, 25 years old
	


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026
The ETL household surveys and marked parcel records applied the same distinction between parcel-level asset presence and direct asset impact. The available 40 km ETL records do not identify a residential, commercial or auxiliary structure on the surveyed affected parcels. On the 10 km ETL, two auxiliary assets were recorded on surveyed parcels in Süleymaniye: a barn on block 149, parcel 2 and an approximately 25-year-old water well on block 149, parcel 3.
The barn on parcel 149/2 is located outside both the permanent tower footprint and the easement corridor and is therefore not identified as a directly affected structure. Any potential interaction with livestock kept at or around this location would arise through temporary construction disturbance, where applicable, rather than loss or relocation of the barn itself, and is considered under the livestock impact assessment in Chapter 6. The water well on parcel 149/3 is retained as a parcel-level auxiliary asset record; its relevance to Project impact depends on the spatial relationship between the well and the ETL works and on whether its continued use or access is affected.
The recorded assets also differ in their function and potential consequence if Project interaction occurs. The water wells and irrigation pond recorded through the WPP and ETL assessments may support agricultural production or livestock activities, while the water tank serving Hasköy Village, base station towers and electricity infrastructure recorded on main WPP parcels have a wider utility or public-service function. Asset significance is therefore considered in relation to its current use and users, rather than the physical asset alone. Potential livelihood and service-continuity implications are assessed in Chapter 6.
Overall, the main WPP and ETL evidence distinguishes assets recorded on Project-affected parcels from assets subject to confirmed direct loss, damage or loss of access. No residential or commercial structure has been identified as directly affected, while the recorded non-residential and auxiliary assets are considered according to their spatial relationship with Project works and their productive, livelihood or public-service function. The nature and significance of any confirmed asset impact and the applicable compensation, reinstatement or other measures are addressed in Chapter 6 and the relevant entitlement provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref232591357][bookmark: _Toc238253876]Community Facilities and Common Use Areas
No school, health facility, mosque, cemetery, community building, market area or comparable social amenity has been identified as directly affected within the assessed main WPP or ETL land requirements. This finding is distinguished from Project interaction with shared natural resources, public infrastructure corridors and other common-use land, which are considered according to their actual function and use. Pasture and forest resources are assessed separately in Sections 5.3.3 and 5.3.4.
For the main WPP, several utility and public-service assets were recorded on Project-affected parcels in Kocaali. These include a water tank serving Hasköy Village on block 166, parcel 1, two base station towers on the same parcel, one electricity pole on block 104, parcel 15, and one electrical substation cabinet on block 169, parcel 1. These assets are relevant to community water supply, telecommunication services and electricity infrastructure. As described in Section 5.4.3, comparison with the current valuation and affected-footprint records does not identify these assets as directly intersecting the main WPP land acquisition footprint. They are nevertheless retained in the assessment because any Project interaction with their operation or accessibility could have consequences extending beyond the individual parcel owner. The 10 km ETL corridor includes road, stream, canal/embankment and pasture parcels; however, their inclusion within the corridor does not in itself indicate loss of their existing function. Current Project information indicates that ongoing works do not obstruct routine local transportation or the continued use of existing public roads.
The 10 km ETL parcel inventory also identifies public and common-use land within the transmission corridor. The current records include 22 parcels classified as stream land, 20 as road and eight as canal and embankment, in addition to five pasture parcels addressed under Section 5.3.3. Road and stream parcels occur along several parts of the route, including Yülüce, Evreşe/Keşanoğlu, Evreşe/Yeni, Bayramiç and Süleymaniye, while canal and embankment parcels are recorded in Yülüce and Yeniköy.
In the current 10 km ETL parcel records, the road, stream and canal/embankment parcels are subject to easement rights rather than permanent tower-footprint acquisition. Their inclusion within the easement corridor does not, by itself, indicate loss of the underlying public or common-use function. These records are nevertheless relevant to the LARP because construction or operation could interact with local access, drainage, irrigation or water-management functions depending on the location of physical works. The five pasture parcels are assessed separately in relation to actual grazing and livestock use in Section 5.3.3 rather than solely as public land records.
Overall, no direct loss of a social or community facility has been identified through the main WPP or ETL assessment. The Project evidence nevertheless identifies utility assets, public roads, watercourses, water-management infrastructure and other common-use resources whose relevance depends on whether Project works affect their continued function or accessibility. The nature and significance of any such interaction, including potential implications for access, drainage, irrigation or public-service continuity, are assessed in Chapter 6, while pasture and forest-resource effects are addressed through the corresponding livelihood pathways described above.
[bookmark: _Ref237983249][bookmark: _Toc238253877]LIVELIHOOD IMPACT ASSESSMENT
This chapter assesses the livelihood and displacement impacts of the main WPP and the associated 10 km and 40 km ETLs, drawing on the household, land, asset and livelihood baseline presented in Chapter 5. The assessment covers impacts on agricultural land and production, crops and trees, remaining land viability and access, public and common land use, pasture and grazing, forest resources, beekeeping, livelihood-supporting assets and public or common-use infrastructure. Physical displacement is also screened based on the structure and asset evidence presented in Chapter 5.
The main WPP and ETLs are assessed under the same impact assessment framework, while recognising their different land acquisition arrangements. Main WPP land acquisition and construction impacts are primarily managed by Enerjisa Üretim, whereas statutory acquisition, easement establishment and compensation for the ETLs are undertaken through the TEİAŞ-led process. This institutional distinction does not change the significance assigned to an impact; it determines how mitigation, compensation and corrective measures are implemented and which measures fall within Enerjisa Üretim’s control or influence.
The assessment considers both prospective impacts and impacts associated with land entry or construction that had already occurred at the time of LARP preparation, including early-access cases. For each impact pathway, the assessment considers the affected PAPs and users, impact mechanism, scale and duration, livelihood dependency and vulnerability, significance before mitigation, applicable mitigation or compensation measures and expected residual impact. Consolidated findings are presented in Section 6.1 and assessed in further detail in Sections 6.2 to 6.5. Related eligibility and entitlements are presented in Chapter 7 and livelihood restoration measures in Chapter 8.
[bookmark: _Ref237875006][bookmark: _Toc238253878]Project Impact Summary
The Project primarily results in economic displacement through permanent or temporary loss of productive land, restrictions on land use, loss of crops and trees, changes in access to or usability of remaining land, effects on public and common resources, and construction disturbance. Based on the structure and asset assessment presented in Chapter 5, no residential dwelling or fixed commercial premises has been identified as directly affected and no physical displacement has been identified.
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The main WPP and the associated 10 km and 40 km ETLs share several impact pathways, although the mechanism and management arrangements differ between Project components. For the main WPP, impacts arise principally from Project land requirements and construction activities. For the ETLs, permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement rights are implemented through the TEİAŞ-led statutory process, while construction impacts, early-access impacts and supplementary LARP measures within the Project’s control or influence are addressed by Enerjisa Üretim. The principal livelihood impacts identified for further assessment are summarised in Table 6‑1.
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[bookmark: _Ref237880957][bookmark: _Toc238253972]Table 6‑1. Summary of Project Livelihood and Displacement Impacts
	Impact Topics
	Project-Affected People (PAPs)
	Phase
	Impact Description
	Suggested Mitigation Measures

	Physical displacement and loss of fixed commercial premises
	No PAPs currently identified
	Land acquisition / Construction
	No residential dwelling, household relocation or fixed commercial premises has been identified as directly affected within the assessed main WPP or ETL land requirements. Economic displacement may nevertheless occur without loss of a building.
	• Residential and commercial structures will continue to be screened against the final Project footprint.
• No physical displacement will occur without prior assessment and application of the relevant compensation and assistance requirements.
• Any newly identified material displacement impact will be addressed in accordance with IFC PS5, EBRD ESR5 and the applicable LARP provisions before the impact occurs.

	Permanent loss of productive land – main WPP
	Legal landowners, shareholders and actual users of affected private agricultural land
	Land acquisition / Operation
	Permanent land requirements for turbine platforms, access roads, the switchyard/substation and other permanent WPP components remove the relevant footprint from productive use. The livelihood consequence depends on the extent of land loss, household dependency on agriculture and the viability and accessibility of remaining land.
	• Permanent land requirements will be limited to the minimum area required for the Project.
• Affected land will be compensated at full replacement cost, with supplementary payment where statutory compensation does not meet the LARP replacement-cost requirements.
• Crops, trees and other eligible assets will be compensated separately from land value where affected.
• Remaining land viability, access and continued productive use will be reviewed where only part of a parcel is acquired.
• Livelihood restoration measures in Chapter 8 will be provided where compensation alone is insufficient to restore livelihood conditions, in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.

	Permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement restrictions – ETLs
	Landowners and actual users of private parcels affected by the 10 km and 40 km ETLs
	Land acquisition / Operation
	ETL impacts generally combine a localised area of permanent tower-footprint acquisition with a wider easement area on the same agricultural parcel. Agricultural use may continue across much of the easement area subject to applicable restrictions.
	• Permanent tower-footprint land take will be limited to the area required for the ETL infrastructure and continued agricultural use within easement areas will be maintained to the extent permitted by applicable technical restrictions.
• Statutory acquisition, easement establishment and statutory compensation will remain under the TEİAŞ-led process.
• Available TEİAŞ valuation, compensation and land-acquisition records will be reconciled with the LARP census, asset and entitlement records.
• Any verified replacement-cost or livelihood-restoration gap will be addressed through supplementary LARP measures within Enerjisa Üretim’s control and influence.
• Actual users and livelihood losses will be considered irrespective of whether the affected person is the registered landowner, consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.

	Loss of crops, trees and agricultural production
	Landowners, cultivators, tenants, sharecroppers, formal lessees and informal users whose crops, trees or production are affected
	Land acquisition / Construction
	Permanent land take may result in loss of standing crops or trees, while construction may cause additional crop damage, disturbance or temporary loss of production. Productive tree impacts may extend beyond the immediate asset loss where re-establishment requires time.
	• Standing crops will be harvested before land entry where the construction programme allows.
• Where harvesting is not possible, verified crop loss will be compensated before the relevant impact, where applicable.
• Verified affected trees will be compensated at full replacement cost, taking account of productive characteristics and associated income loss where relevant.
• Construction-related crop, tree or productivity damage will be recorded, verified and compensated or otherwise corrected.
• Contractor activities will be controlled to avoid unnecessary disturbance outside the approved working area.

	Reduced usability, fragmentation and access to remaining agricultural land
	Owners and actual users of partially affected agricultural parcels
	Land acquisition / Construction / Operation
	Partial land take, easements, access roads and construction activities may affect field configuration, access, irrigation, drainage or the continued usability of remaining agricultural land.
	• Project design and construction planning will seek to avoid or minimise fragmentation and unnecessary restrictions on remaining land.
• Existing agricultural access will be maintained where feasible and temporary alternative access will be provided where required.
• Irrigation, drainage and other infrastructure required for continued agricultural use will be protected or reinstated where affected.
• Remaining parcels will be reviewed for continued viability and productive usability where partial acquisition or easement materially alters their use.
• Verified residual livelihood impacts will be addressed through the applicable compensation and livelihood restoration measures.

	Loss or restriction of agricultural use of public land
	Formal lessees and informal users of Treasury, public or institutional land
	Land acquisition / Construction
	PAPs without ownership title may lose crops, trees, improvements, access or agricultural use even though they are not eligible for land ownership compensation. The livelihood consequence depends on actual use and dependency rather than formal title.
	• Actual formal and informal users will be identified and verified on the basis of land use, asset, household and consultation evidence rather than title alone.
• Informal users will not receive land ownership compensation but will remain eligible for affected crops, trees, improvements and verified livelihood losses in accordance with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
• Existing productive use and access will be maintained where feasible.
• Livelihood restoration support will be provided where loss of public-land use results in a verified livelihood impact.
• Unreached or subsequently identified pre-cut-off users will remain eligible where their prior use can be verified.

	Pasture, grazing, fodder and livestock activities
	Livestock owners, pasture users, grazing users and users of livestock movement routes
	Land acquisition / Construction / Operation
	Impacts may arise through permanent or temporary reduction of pasture or grazing resources, effects on fodder production, changes in livestock access or movement routes, and construction disturbance including dust and noise. Both formal pasture and agricultural or public land used for grazing are relevant.
	• Existing pasture, grazing and livestock access will be maintained where feasible.
• Temporary alternative access or livestock movement arrangements will be provided where construction restricts existing routes.
• Fodder crops and other verified productive losses will be compensated where affected.
• Transitional fodder or equivalent livelihood support will be provided where Project impacts materially disrupt grazing or livestock feeding and adequate alternatives are not available.
• Construction measures will be implemented to minimise dust, noise and unnecessary disturbance to livestock.
• Support will reflect actual livestock dependency, duration of disruption and availability of alternative resources.

	Forest land and natural-resource use
	Forest-resource users, including users of fuelwood, mushrooms, plants, grazing areas and other forest or forest-edge resources
	Construction / Operation
	Forest clearance or access restrictions may affect household consumption, grazing and seasonal resource use. Impact depends on the specific resource area used, frequency and purpose of use, household dependency and the availability of alternatives.
	• Vegetation clearance and construction disturbance will be limited to the required Project footprint.
• Lawful access to forest and forest-edge resources will be maintained where compatible with construction and safety requirements.
• Temporary access restrictions will be communicated to identified users and alternative access arrangements will be considered where feasible.
• Forest-resource users will be assessed according to actual use, frequency, livelihood or household dependency and availability of alternatives rather than formal land ownership.
• Verified livelihood losses that cannot be avoided will be addressed through the applicable Chapter 8 livelihood restoration measures in accordance with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.

	Beekeeping and seasonal or mobile resource use
	Resident, seasonal and mobile beekeepers whose apiaries, access routes or forage areas interact with Project activities
	Construction
	Construction disturbance or temporary access restrictions may affect apiary access, bee forage conditions or production and may require temporary relocation in specific cases. Exposure depends on apiary location, mobility, hive scale and livelihood dependency.
	• Beekeepers whose apiaries or forage areas may interact with construction activities will be identified through household, field and targeted consultation records.
• Relevant construction schedules and access restrictions will be communicated in advance where practicable.
• Access to apiaries will be maintained where feasible.
• Temporary hive relocation assistance will be provided where relocation is required to avoid Project disturbance.
• Verified damage to hives, equipment or production and verified livelihood loss will be compensated or addressed through appropriate livelihood restoration measures.
• Seasonal and mobile users will not be excluded solely because they do not own or permanently occupy the underlying land.

	Construction damage, temporary access restrictions and early-access impacts
	Landowners and users affected by construction activities, including PAPs on parcels entered under consent arrangements
	Construction
	Construction may cause crop or soil damage, temporary occupation, disturbance beyond the permanent footprint, restricted agricultural or livestock access, or damage to livelihood assets. For early-access cases, impacts may have occurred before completion of the subsequent statutory land acquisition process. Current Project information indicates that ongoing works do not obstruct routine local transportation or the continued use of existing public roads.
	• Construction activities will be confined to approved working areas to avoid unnecessary disturbance to agricultural land, crops and livelihood assets.
• Water spraying and other dust suppression measures will be applied at dust-generating areas, particularly during dry and windy conditions; dust-generating activities will be reduced or temporarily suspended during excessively windy conditions where necessary.
• Stockpiled and loose materials will be covered or kept moist, and vehicle speed limits will be applied on Project roads and unpaved access roads to minimise dust generation.
• Construction noise will be controlled through the use of well-maintained, low-noise equipment and by restricting noisy works to daytime hours as far as practicable.
• Construction traffic will use designated routes and will be routed away from settlements where feasible.
• Construction activities and traffic will be managed to maintain the continued use of existing local roads and routine transportation, with temporary traffic arrangements applied where required.
• Existing agricultural, livestock and community access will be maintained where feasible, with temporary alternative access provided where construction restrictions are unavoidable.
• Crops, trees, irrigation systems, soil, access routes and other livelihood assets damaged by Project activities will be recorded, verified and compensated, repaired or reinstated, as applicable.
• For early-access areas, consent, payment, land-entry and asset records will be reconciled with field evidence, and any outstanding crop, asset, access or livelihood impact will be subject to corrective action and follow-up until closure.

	Auxiliary assets, utilities and common-use infrastructure
	Owners and users of livelihood-supporting assets and communities or institutions using affected utility or common infrastructure
	Construction / Operation
	Wells, irrigation systems, ponds, utility assets, roads, streams, canal and embankment areas may occur on Project-affected parcels or within ETL corridors. Parcel-level presence does not itself indicate functional loss; an impact arises where Project works damage, obstruct or impair continued use or access.
	• Recorded assets will be spatially screened against permanent and construction footprints before being classified as directly affected.
• Productive assets such as wells, irrigation systems and other livelihood-supporting infrastructure will be avoided and protected where feasible.
• Where an asset is affected, continued function will be maintained through repair, replacement, reinstatement or appropriate compensation.
• Public roads, drainage, canals, watercourses and utility infrastructure will be managed so that access and service continuity are maintained or promptly restored.
• Relevant institutions and users will be consulted where public or utility infrastructure is involved.

	Differential impacts on vulnerable or multiply affected PAPs
	Vulnerable PAPs and PAHs, and PAPs affected through multiple land, asset or livelihood pathways
	All relevant phases
	The same physical impact may have greater livelihood consequences where PAPs have high dependency on affected land or resources, limited alternatives, multiple Project impacts or reduced capacity to cope with disruption.
	• Vulnerability, livelihood dependency and multiple Project impacts will be considered together during household-level entitlement and livelihood-restoration review.
• Vulnerable PAPs will receive additional facilitation to access information, compensation, the GM and livelihood restoration measures where required.
• Women and vulnerable PAPs will be provided with opportunities for direct and meaningful participation rather than relying only on household or community representatives.
• PAPs with severe or cumulative livelihood impacts will receive priority review for relevant Chapter 8 measures.
• Additional support and follow-up will be provided where vulnerability reduces the household’s capacity to restore its livelihood, consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
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Based on the current assessment, no physical displacement has been identified, while economic displacement represents the principal land and livelihood impact of the Project. Economic displacement may result from permanent loss of productive land, ETL tower-footprint acquisition and easement restrictions, loss of crops and trees, reduced access to or usability of remaining land, restrictions on public, pasture or forest resources, and temporary construction disturbance. The significance of these impacts varies according to the scale and duration of the affected use, household livelihood dependency, the viability of remaining land and resources, availability of alternatives and household vulnerability. For the associated ETLs, the current assessment reflects the parcel information, field observations and owner/user evidence available at the time of LARP preparation; the assessment will be reconciled with the official TEİAŞ acquisition, asset inventory, valuation and compensation records when these become available.
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Table 6‑2 presents the consolidated assessment of these impacts, considering impact magnitude, duration and reversibility together with receptor sensitivity, including livelihood dependency, availability of alternatives and vulnerability. Residual significance reflects the expected level of impact following implementation of the applicable mitigation, compensation and livelihood restoration measures.
	Draft Report
	August 2026

	Project No: 25/026
	9 / 214


9
[bookmark: _Ref237887055][bookmark: _Toc238253973]Table 6‑2. Socio-Economic Impact Assessment – Land and Livelihoods
	Category
	Main WPP – Land Acquisition
	Main WPP – Construction
	Associated ETLs – Statutory Acquisition and Easement
	Associated ETLs – Construction

	Type of impact
	Direct
	Direct and indirect
	Direct
	Direct and indirect

	Principal receptors
	Affected landowners and actual agricultural land users
	Land and resource users and nearby communities
	Affected landowners and actual users
	Land and resource users along the ETL corridors

	Receptor sensitivity
	Medium overall; potentially higher for highly dependent or vulnerable PAHs
	Medium
	Medium overall; potentially higher for highly dependent or vulnerable PAHs
	Medium

	Nature of impact
	Negative
	Negative
	Negative
	Negative

	Extent
	Local / site-level
	Local / site-level
	Local / site-level
	Local / site-level

	Duration
	Permanent or long-term
	Primarily short-term
	Permanent tower-footprint loss and long-term easement restrictions
	Primarily short-term and intermittent

	Likelihood
	Certain where land is permanently acquired
	Likely
	Certain where statutory acquisition or easement is established
	Certain at locations where construction has already occurred; otherwise likely

	Magnitude of effect
	Medium overall; case-specific
	Low to Medium
	Low to Medium overall; case-specific
	Medium

	Pre-mitigation significance
	Moderate overall; potentially Major for highly dependent, severely affected or vulnerable PAHs
	Moderate
	Moderate overall; potentially Major in individual cases depending on dependency and remaining land viability
	Moderate

	Residual significance
	Low to Moderate following compensation and applicable livelihood restoration
	Low following mitigation, reinstatement and compensation for verified damage
	Expected to be Low to Moderate following statutory compensation, reconciliation and applicable supplementary LARP measures; subject to confirmation through the TEİAŞ record reconciliation
	Low following mitigation, corrective action and reinstatement

	Reversibility
	Permanent land take is irreversible; livelihood effects can be restored or compensated
	Generally reversible
	Permanent tower-footprint loss is irreversible; easement restrictions are long-term; livelihood effects can be mitigated or restored
	Generally reversible or capable of reinstatement

	Mitigation effectiveness
	Effective where replacement-cost compensation and required livelihood restoration are fully implemented
	Effective with construction controls, damage verification and reinstatement
	Dependent on statutory acquisition outcomes and effective application of supplementary LARP measures where required
	Effective where impacts are promptly identified, compensated and corrected

	Confidence level
	High
	High
	Medium, pending reconciliation with official TEİAŞ records
	Medium to High, based on available field and construction evidence
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Permanent tower-footprint acquisition and long-term easement restrictions, including effects continuing during operation, are reflected under the relevant ETL land acquisition column above.
[bookmark: _Ref237940820][bookmark: _Toc238253879]Economic Displacement and Affected Productive Land
Agricultural land constitutes the principal economic displacement pathway for the Project. Within the currently confirmed main WPP census and asset inventory, 186 of 208 affected private and public parcels are under agricultural use, comprising 184 rainfed and two irrigated parcels. Agriculture is the main livelihood source for 70 of the 88 surveyed PAHs and forms either a main or supplementary livelihood source for 85 PAHs. The Project therefore interacts with an agricultural livelihood system in which productive land is not a marginal household asset but a recurrent source of production and income across the affected population.
The scale of economic displacement cannot, however, be determined from the number of affected parcels or the percentage of an individual cadastral parcel acquired alone. The relevant unit of assessment is the affected household or actual user and the productive system on which that household depends. The assessment therefore considers permanent productive land loss in relation to the PAH’s total productive land use, the livelihood function of the affected land, any identified effects on access to or continued productive use of the remaining area, associated crops and productive assets, combined private and public land use, exposure through more than one Project component, and vulnerability. Loss of 20% or more of a PAH’s total productive land is retained as a trigger for additional livelihood restoration review rather than as an automatic significance threshold. A loss below 20% may still be material where Project intervention, impairs agricultural access or infrastructure, affects a critical part of the farming operation, or occurs in a household with limited alternatives or heightened vulnerability. Based on the currently available land and parcel information, no material loss of the productive function of remaining agricultural land has been identified at this stage.
[bookmark: _Toc238253880][bookmark: _Toc238253881]Main WPP Productive Land Impacts
The main WPP permanent footprint removes productive land for turbine platforms, access roads, underground cable routes, the switchyard/substation and associated infrastructure. The baseline demonstrates that this interaction is predominantly with rainfed agricultural production, rather than irrigated farming: 184 of the 186 agricultural parcels are rainfed. Consequently, permanent reduction of rainfed wheat, sunflower and other field-crop production represents the principal agricultural land-loss mechanism across the main WPP, while direct irrigation-dependent effects are expected to be much more case-specific.
Household exposure is also not confined to a single tenure category. Twenty-seven of the 88 surveyed PAHs use both affected private and public parcels. For these households, analysing private acquisition and public-land use separately would understate the total livelihood effect because both land categories form part of the same household production system. The household-level assessment will therefore aggregate productive impacts attributable to the same PAH before determining the applicable livelihood restoration need.
The household survey provides strong evidence that affected PAHs themselves recognise land loss and functional disruption as the principal livelihood pathways. Among 83 valid respondents, 80.7% expected an adverse effect from Project use of owned or used land, while 79.8% of PAHs engaged in agriculture expected their agricultural activities to be adversely affected. Of 133 reported impact responses, land loss accounted for 46.6%, reduction in land value for 21.1%, fragmentation/access/irrigation-related additional costs for 13.5%, construction related crop damage for 13.5%, and damage to irrigation systems for a further 1.5%. These responses do not determine impact significance on their own, but they corroborate the pathways identified through the parcel and land-use assessment: the relevant livelihood effect is not limited to the square metres acquired and may include deterioration in the functionality or cost of cultivating the remaining holding.
The household-level land impact assessment confirms broad exposure to agricultural economic displacement but shows that the proportional scale of permanent productive-land loss varies considerably between PAHs. For 85 of the 88 surveyed PAHs, the affected share of total productive land can currently be calculated. Of these, 64 PAHs have either no recorded permanent productive-land loss or a loss below 5%, while 17 PAHs experience a loss of between 5% and less than 20%. Four PAHs exceed the 20% productive-land-loss review trigger and therefore represent the principal household-level land-loss cases requiring additional livelihood restoration review. Based on the currently available land and parcel information, no material loss of the productive function of remaining agricultural land has been identified at this stage. Nevertheless, proportional land loss is not considered in isolation: combined private and public land use, affected crops and productive assets, other Project-related livelihood impacts and vulnerability may increase the livelihood consequence for individual PAHs.
Table 6‑3 summarises the distribution of permanent productive-land loss among the 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs.
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[bookmark: _Ref237946914][bookmark: _Toc238253974]Table 6‑3. Household-Level Productive Land Loss Assessment – Main WPP
	Assessment category
	Household-level assessment criterion
	No. of PAHs
	Assessment interpretation
	LRP implication

	No recorded permanent productive-land loss
	No permanent productive-land loss is recorded for the PAH in the current household-level land impact register
	10
	No reduction in the household’s productive landholding is identified through permanent land take. This does not exclude other Project impacts, including temporary disturbance, public or common resource impacts, crop or asset loss or access effects.
	No LR support is triggered by permanent productive-land loss alone; other verified livelihood impacts remain subject to the relevant entitlement and LR provisions.

	>0–<5% productive-land loss
	Permanent Project-affected productive area represents more than 0% but less than 5% of the PAH’s total recorded productive land
	54
	Permanent land loss represents a small proportion of the household’s recorded productive landholding. No material loss of the productive function of remaining land has been identified in the current assessment.
	Compensation for affected land, crops, trees and other eligible assets, as applicable. Additional LR support where another verified livelihood impact, cumulative exposure or vulnerability creates an additional need.

	5–<10% productive-land loss
	Permanent Project-affected productive area represents 5% to less than 10% of the PAH’s total recorded productive land
	12
	The proportional reduction in the productive asset base remains below the 20% LR review trigger but is greater than for the majority of assessed PAHs.
	Compensation for eligible losses; household circumstances and overlapping livelihood impacts will be considered in determining whether additional LR support is required.

	10–<20% productive-land loss
	Permanent Project-affected productive area represents 10% to less than 20% of the PAH’s total recorded productive land
	5
	These PAHs experience a comparatively higher proportional reduction in productive land, although the loss remains below the 20% LR review trigger.
	Compensation for eligible losses and targeted household-level review of livelihood dependency, cumulative impacts and vulnerability; additional LR support where compensation alone is insufficient.

	≥20% productive-land loss
	Permanent Project-affected productive area equals or exceeds 20% of the PAH’s total recorded productive land
	4
	These PAHs represent the highest proportional productive-land-loss cases identified in the current household-level assessment and exceed the LARP trigger for additional livelihood restoration review.
	Additional LR review required, in addition to compensation for affected land and assets. Applicable Chapter 8 measures will be determined considering livelihood dependency, other Project impacts and vulnerability.

	Productive-land loss share not currently calculable
	Total productive land used or cultivated by the household is not available in the current household record and a proportional loss cannot therefore be calculated
	3
	No proportional impact category is assigned. These PAHs are not assumed to fall within a lower-impact category in the absence of the denominator required for the calculation.
	Productive-land-loss classification will be completed once the household landholding information is available; other verified entitlements and livelihood impacts are not dependent on completion of this calculation.
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[bookmark: _Toc238253882][bookmark: _Toc238253883][bookmark: _Toc238253884][bookmark: _Toc238253885]Associated ETL Productive Land Impacts
The associated 10 km and 40 km ETLs create a different form of agricultural economic displacement. The current parcel lists comprise 368 unique parcels, including 271 private and 97 public parcels. Unlike the main WPP footprint, ETL land requirements generally combine a localised permanent tower-footprint acquisition with a wider easement area. The easement does not, by itself, remove the entire affected area from production and agricultural use may continue across much of the corridor subject to the applicable technical restrictions. The permanent productive loss and the wider land-use restriction must therefore be assessed separately.
The August 2026 ETL fieldwork included 56 affected owners and users, corresponding to approximately three quarters of the currently identified survey target associated primarily with private parcels containing permanent tower footprints. Agriculture was reported across all valid ETL livelihood responses. Approximately 71% of valid respondents expected an adverse land-related effect; among respondents anticipating impacts, agricultural land loss and reduction in land value were the most frequently identified concerns, while access, fragmentation or additional cultivation difficulties and construction-related crop damage were each identified by a smaller but material group.
These findings indicate that ETL economic displacement is geographically widespread in terms of parcel intersection but is not equivalent to widespread permanent loss of whole agricultural parcels. For most affected land, the long-term productive loss is expected to be concentrated at tower footprints, while the easement primarily creates a risk of use restriction rather than complete removal from production. The livelihood consequence may nevertheless exceed the permanent tower footprint where tower positioning or access requirements interfere with agricultural machinery, create additional cultivation costs, affect associated productive assets or combine with other Project impacts affecting the same PAH. These effects are treated as additional livelihood pathways only where an actual restriction on continued agricultural use, access or production is identified, rather than being assumed from the presence of an easement alone.
Accordingly, ETL household severity should be determined using the same household-level productive-land assessment principles applied to the main WPP, but with the permanent acquisition area and easement area recorded separately. An ETL parcel should not be classified as having lost its entire productive area merely because it falls within an easement corridor. Conversely, an apparently small permanent footprint should not automatically be classified as insignificant where its position or associated restrictions cause a disproportionate functional effect. Unlike the main WPP, a comparable household-level distribution of permanent productive-land loss percentages is not presented for the ETLs at this stage; the current assessment therefore distinguishes the confirmed permanent tower-footprint impact from the wider easement and considers household livelihood dependency and any identified restriction on continued agricultural use separately.
Official TEİAŞ acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records will be reconciled with the current LARP records when available. This reconciliation is intended to refine the affected-area and entitlement record, not to defer assessment of the ETL impacts already evidenced through the August 2026 fieldwork. Any revised permanent footprint, additional affected user or identified livelihood loss will be incorporated into the same household-level assessment framework.
[bookmark: _Toc238253886]Remaining Land and Continued Agricultural Use
The household survey identifies fragmentation, access and irrigation as potential pathways through which partial land acquisition could affect the continued use of remaining agricultural land. Eighteen of the 133 impact responses from main WPP PAHs referred to fragmentation, access or irrigation related problems and additional cultivation costs, with a further two responses specifically referring to difficulties arising from damage to irrigation systems. These responses represent PAP-reported concerns and do not, by themselves, demonstrate that remaining land has become economically non-viable or unusable. Based on the currently available land and parcel information, no material loss of the productive function of remaining agricultural land has been identified at this stage.
The functional impact could nevertheless arise where partial land acquisition or an ETL tower, restricts access from an existing farm road, interferes with the movement of agricultural machinery, changes drainage arrangements or otherwise materially affects the continued cultivation of the remaining. In such cases, the legally remaining area may continue to exist but may no longer perform the same productive function. No such material loss of productive function is currently identified in the assessed household-level cases.
The predominantly rainfed nature of affected agriculture means that irrigation-system dependency is not a Project-wide driver of livelihood severity. However, where an irrigation or water-management asset supports one of the small number of irrigated or otherwise water-dependent parcels, the consequence may be disproportionately significant for that particular user. The low frequency of an impact pathway should therefore not be confused with low consequence in an individual case.
Accordingly, the current household-level assessment is based principally on the share of productive land permanently affected, while access, irrigation, drainage and other functional effects are considered separately where a specific Project-induced constraint is identified. A PAH below the 20% productive-land-loss review trigger may therefore still require additional compensation or livelihood restoration support where a verified access, infrastructure or continued-use impact materially affects agricultural production. In the absence of such an identified constraint, remaining agricultural land is considered to retain its productive function for the purposes of the current assessment.
[bookmark: _Toc238253887]Crops, Productive Trees and Agricultural Assets
Economic displacement associated with productive land also includes the crops, trees and agricultural assets that enable that land to generate household production or income. Standing annual crops are primarily linked to the dominant wheat and sunflower production system and may be lost where land entry occurs before harvest or where construction causes verified damage. Such crop effects are distinguishable from the permanent reduction in productive land and should be recorded as a separate asset or production loss.
Tree assets require a more differentiated assessment. Trees were recorded on 44 of the 208 main WPP private and public parcels, with at least 646 trees identified where counts were available. The inventory includes oak as well as productive species such as walnut, almond, pear, plum, olive, apple and fig. However, tree presence on an affected cadastral parcel is not equivalent to confirmed Project-induced tree loss. The relevant impact occurs where the individual tree falls within the permanent Project footprint or temporary construction working area and where an ownership, use or livelihood relationship exists.
This distinction produces different livelihood conclusions within the current baseline. Oak trees recorded on public parcels in Yayla and Akhoca have no identified household-income or consumption use and are therefore not currently treated as individual livelihood assets. By contrast, walnut trees on a public parcel in Kocaali were reportedly planted and maintained by the formal lessee and generate economic benefit; this constitutes an identifiable productive-asset relationship irrespective of public ownership of the underlying land. The ETL inventory similarly distinguishes tree presence from actual loss: one oak tree in Beyköy was specifically recorded as affected by the ETL, while other tree records include assets outside the direct footprint or cases where affected status remains to be established.
The current assessment therefore does not classify all 44 tree-bearing WPP parcels or all ETL parcels with recorded trees as productive-tree loss cases. Instead, confirmed affected productive trees will be treated as a separate livelihood asset loss and their productive function and re-establishment period will be considered in valuation and entitlement review. Construction-related crop, tree or agricultural-asset damage that is additional to the identified permanent land and asset loss is addressed separately as a construction impact in Section 6.4.
[bookmark: _Ref237949452][bookmark: _Toc238253888]Affected Use of Public, Pasture, Forest and Common Resources
Public land, pasture, forest and other common or informally used resources support several distinct livelihood functions within the Project area. These include crop production, livestock grazing and fodder supply, household provisioning from forest resources, beekeeping and seasonal or mobile access. The assessment therefore distinguishes cadastral land status from actual livelihood use and, critically, distinguishes the existence of a livelihood activity in the wider area from actual interaction between that activity and the Project footprint.
[bookmark: _Toc238253889]Public Agricultural Land and Informal Users
The main WPP public land inventory demonstrates that productive public-land use is an established rather than hypothetical livelihood pathway. All 69 affected public parcels have been classified according to actual use. Agricultural use was identified on 54 parcels: 51 informal agricultural-user parcels for which surveys were completed, two parcels cultivated under formal lease arrangements, and one additional informal agricultural-user parcel whose user declined the survey. The remaining public parcels comprise nine vacant or unused parcels, three common pasture parcels and three road or common-passage parcels.
This distribution is important for the economic displacement assessment because the majority of affected public parcels are connected to actual agricultural production rather than being unused institutional land. For a cultivator of public land, the Project does not create a compensable loss of land ownership, but it may create a direct loss of productive use, crops, trees, improvements or agricultural income. Economic displacement is therefore a confirmed impact pathway for active public-land users where the Project footprint removes or materially restricts their existing cultivation.
The effect must also be assessed at household level rather than parcel level. Twenty-seven surveyed PAHs use both affected private and public land; consequently, a household may simultaneously experience acquisition of its own land and loss of productive access to public land. Assessing these two impacts separately could materially understate household-level economic displacement.
The nine public parcels confirmed as vacant or unused provide the opposite finding. On the current evidence, those parcels do not create an individual livelihood impact because no productive user or livelihood asset has been identified. They should therefore not be counted as economically displaced PAP cases unless credible evidence subsequently establishes a pre-cut-off use.
The Kocaali leased public parcel provides a further example of why tenure and livelihood impact must be separated. The underlying land is public, but the lessee reportedly planted and maintains economically productive walnut trees. The livelihood asset therefore belongs within the economic displacement assessment even though the user does not own the land.
The overall finding for public agricultural land is therefore that tenure status does not determine whether economic displacement occurs or the severity of the resulting livelihood effect. Where affected public-land use is linked to a surveyed PAH, the productive-use impact is considered together with that household’s other affected agricultural land and livelihood activities. Household-level relationships, parcel-level public-land use and affected assets are recorded in Annex A.
[bookmark: _Toc238253890]Pasture, Grazing and Livestock Resource Use
 The livestock baseline demonstrates that cadastral pasture alone would substantially understate the productive resource base used by affected households. Forty-one of 86 main WPP PAHs providing valid responses reported livestock activities, and 37 of these households sell animals and/or animal products. Livestock therefore has a direct income-generating function for most surveyed livestock-keeping PAHs rather than being solely a subsistence activity.
Only four affected main WPP parcels are formally classified as pasture. In contrast, actual grazing was recorded on 80 affected parcels, comprising 55 private and 25 public parcels. This indicates that livestock feeding depends on a mixed system of formal pasture, household agricultural land, public land, fodder production, crop residues and post-harvest grazing. The Project’s livestock impact cannot therefore be assessed only by calculating cadastral pasture loss.
The household evidence also shows that Project exposure is concentrated within a smaller subgroup rather than shared equally by all livestock-owning households. Fourteen of 53 PAHs providing a valid response use village pasture or public land for grazing. Of these users, seven reported that the pasture they use may be affected, five reported potential effects on access roads to pasture, and six PAHs expecting pasture impacts stated that the remaining pasture would be insufficient and that no alternative pasture is available. Fourteen of 40 livestock-owning PAHs providing a valid impact response also expected an adverse effect on their livestock activities, citing grazing/fodder loss, access difficulties, longer feeding routes and construction disturbance.
These findings support a differentiated assessment of livestock-related economic displacement. A Project-wide loss of livestock livelihood is not indicated. Instead, a clearly identifiable subgroup has higher livelihood exposure because its feeding system depends on affected or potentially restricted grazing resources, and six PAHs reported that adequate alternative pasture would not be available if the grazing resource they use is affected. These reported no-alternative cases warrant priority household-level livelihood restoration review irrespective of whether the area directly affected by the Project is limited.
Şabanmera represents a separate collective-resource sensitivity case. Livestock farming is reported as the principal livelihood of the settlement, with approximately 700 cattle and 1,500 small ruminants reported at settlement level. Consultation evidence identifies continued pasture availability as a key community concern and indicates that a permanent reduction or change in pasture use would create greater livelihood difficulty than temporary passage or access arrangements. The absence of a parcel-linked household survey sample in Şabanmera therefore does not support a finding of “no impact”; the collective livelihood function of the pasture is independently supported by community and livestock evidence. The settlement should consequently be treated as a higher-sensitivity pasture case where permanent resource reduction would require specific assessment of the remaining grazing resource and viable alternatives.
The ETL evidence supports a more differentiated conclusion. Livestock keeping is present among ETL-affected PAHs, but ownership of livestock does not automatically correspond to an ETL livelihood impact. Some livestock-keeping respondents did not expect a livestock effect, while other evidence links potential impact specifically to affected household land used for grazing or fodder. Public pasture parcels are also recorded along the 10 km ETL in Evreşe/Yeni, including easement-only parcels and parcels containing both tower-footprint and easement areas. Accordingly, an ETL easement over pasture should not be interpreted as complete loss of the grazing resource; economic displacement arises only to the extent that the permanent footprint, works or restrictions materially reduce grazing availability, movement or access.
[bookmark: _Toc238253891]Forest and Forest-edge Ecosystem Services Relevant to Livelihoods
The physical scale of the main WPP forestry requirement is substantial: the current forestry studies identify approximately 209.49 ha of forestry permit area, including 133.14 ha associated with turbine platforms and 76.35 ha associated with access roads. Preliminary forestry information indicates the removal of approximately 26,265 trees. These figures are relevant to the physical Project footprint but cannot be translated directly into the scale of household economic displacement.
Household evidence identifies forest-resource use among 21 of 75 PAHs providing a valid response. Fuelwood collection is the most common use, reported by 20 PAHs, while seven report mushroom collection and six medicinal-plant collection. These uses are predominantly associated with household consumption rather than widespread commercial sale. The principal livelihood function of surrounding forest resources is therefore household provisioning and avoidance of replacement expenditure, rather than a major direct cash-income stream for the surveyed population. Five of the 21 forest-resource users also have at least one direct vulnerability indicator, meaning that even a relatively modest subsistence-resource loss may have greater consequence for a smaller number of households.
The available evidence does not show a uniform forest-access impact. Of the 21 PAHs reporting forest-resource use, three stated that access roads to the forests they use may be affected, nine did not expect such an impact, seven did not know or had no opinion, and two did not respond. The available household evidence therefore does not support attributing a direct Project-induced resource or access loss to all identified forest users.
Forest-resource use and its household provisioning function are therefore confirmed within the Project area, but direct economic displacement cannot be attributed to all 21 identified users solely on the basis of the 209.49 ha forestry footprint. Actual livelihood exposure depends on whether the particular forest or access route used by a household intersects with vegetation clearance, Project infrastructure or temporary access restrictions. On the current evidence, forest-related economic displacement is more appropriately characterised as a localised and case-specific access/provisioning risk, rather than a Project-wide forest-income loss.
Along the ETLs, forest and forest-edge use similarly includes seasonal gathering, grazing-related access and beekeeping. The Şadıllı qualitative work shows, for example, that mushroom gathering is seasonal and rainfall-dependent and that mushroom gatherers, beekeepers and other forest users are not necessarily the same people. These activities should therefore remain differentiated rather than being combined into one generic category of “forest users”.
[bookmark: _Toc238253892]Beekeeping and Seasonal or Mobile Resource Use
Beekeeping is a relatively concentrated livelihood activity in the main WPP household sample. Five surveyed PAHs reported a total of 240 beehives and four of the five reported sale of bee products. The activity therefore has an identifiable income-generating function for most of the recorded main WPP beekeepers, even though the number of households involved is small.
The current evidence does not, however, establish that all five PAHs are directly affected by the Project. Hive ownership and residence in an affected settlement are insufficient to demonstrate economic displacement because apiaries may be seasonal or located away from the affected cadastral parcel. One Danişment PAH was specifically recorded as staying seasonally in a caravan in connection with beekeeping, illustrating that livelihood use may be mobile and spatially distinct from permanent residence. A Suluca PAP also expressed concern regarding bee foraging near turbine locations, but this remains a reported concern rather than evidence of verified production loss.
Accordingly, the current main WPP finding is that beekeeping is an economically relevant activity for five surveyed PAHs, but direct Project-induced livelihood impact has not been established for all five. Site-specific interaction with apiary locations, access requirements and the affected Project footprint is therefore required to determine actual exposure. This distinction avoids overestimating the affected population while ensuring that seasonal and non-landowning users are not excluded.
The ETL evidence identifies a more concentrated case in Şadıllı. Targeted consultation indicates that approximately four to five active local beekeepers collectively manage around 700-1,000 hives, while at least one beekeeper has developed the activity into a principal livelihood with established equipment and predominantly wholesale sales. An established apiary area was identified approximately 300-400 m beyond the village cemetery, close to the forest ridge, and at least one mobile beekeeper from outside the settlement reportedly uses the area seasonally.
This supports an important impact conclusion: beekeeping exposure is low in terms of the number of potential PAPs but may be high in livelihood consequence for an individual whose principal income depends on the activity. The identified Şadıllı apiary area and principal-livelihood beekeeper should therefore be treated as a priority case for site-specific exposure review in relation to construction activities and access requirements. Until direct spatial interaction is established, this should be described as a potentially material individual livelihood risk rather than a confirmed loss of honey production.
No fishing or other river-dependent livelihood has been identified through either the main WPP or ETL evidence. The affected public stream parcel recorded in Yayla is vacant/unused and has no recorded fishing, irrigation, household-consumption or commercial use. fishing and river-dependent livelihood pathway can therefore be screened out on the current evidence, rather than retained as an unresolved generic risk.
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[bookmark: _Toc238253975]Table 6‑4 Public, Common and Natural-Resource Livelihood Impact Findings
	Resource / user group
	Existing livelihood evidence
	Project interaction
	Current impact assessment finding
	Economic displacement / LRP implication

	Main WPP public agricultural land
	Agricultural use identified on 54 of 69 public parcels: 51 surveyed informal-user parcels, 2 formal lease parcels and 1 additional informal user who declined survey
	Main WPP permanent land requirements intersect actively cultivated public parcels
	Confirmed economic-displacement pathway. Lack of title does not remove the productive-use loss; household magnitude remains dependent on affected area and wider farming system
	Crop/tree/asset compensation and LR where productive-use loss is material; no compensation for ownership of land not owned

	Vacant/unused public land
	9 public parcels classified vacant/unused
	Project land requirement
	No individual livelihood displacement currently identified
	No individual LR entitlement unless credible pre-cut-off livelihood use is subsequently demonstrated

	Main WPP pasture/public grazing users
	14 PAHs report village pasture/public grazing; grazing recorded on 80 affected parcels; 7 users expect pasture impact, 5 access impact; 6 report no adequate alternative where impact is expected
	Permanent footprint, access roads and construction may reduce grazing/fodder resource or accessibility
	Livelihood exposure is concentrated within a smaller subgroup rather than indicating Project-wide livestock loss. The six PAHs reporting no adequate alternative have higher potential livelihood sensitivity where the resource they use is affected.
	Priority household review; access restoration, fodder/transitional support and other LR where disruption is material

	Şabanmera collective pasture
	Livestock is principal settlement livelihood; ~700 cattle and ~1,500 small ruminants; community evidence identifies pasture availability as a key concern
	Potential interaction of Project land requirements and access arrangements with community pasture use
	Higher-sensitivity collective resource case. Permanent pasture reduction is potentially more consequential than temporary passage/access
	Avoid/minimise permanent reduction; assess remaining resource and alternative arrangements before impact; targeted community consultation and monitoring

	ETL pasture/grazing
	Livestock use identified among ETL PAHs; pasture parcels recorded on 10 km ETL including easement-only and tower-footprint cases
	Permanent tower footprint + easement + construction/access
	Case-specific impact. Easement does not equal total grazing loss.
	LR only where actual grazing/fodder/access function is materially restricted or damaged

	Main WPP forest provisioning
	21/75 PAHs report forest-resource use; mainly fuelwood, mushrooms and medicinal plants for household consumption; 5 users have direct vulnerability indicator
	~209.49 ha forestry permit footprint and possible access changes
	Use confirmed, but blanket economic displacement of all forest users is not supported. Current risk is localised and access/provisioning-oriented
	Targeted assistance where actual resource/access loss is established; priority attention where vulnerability and lack of alternative overlap

	Main WPP beekeeping
	5 PAHs, 240 hives; 4 sell bee products; one seasonal Danişment user
	Exact hive/project overlap not established for all
	Economically relevant activity confirmed; Project impact not confirmed for all five PAHs
	Case-specific apiary/access assessment; relocation or verified-loss support only where Project interaction occurs

	Şadıllı ETL beekeeping / mobile use
	~4–5 local beekeepers, ~700-1,000 hives; at least one principal-livelihood beekeeper; identified apiary area and external mobile beekeeper
	Potential interaction with ETL construction/access around identified forest-edge use area
	Limited number of potentially exposed users, but livelihood consequence may be material for income-dependent beekeepers; the identified apiary area and principal-livelihood case warrant priority site-specific review.
	Direct engagement and site-specific spatial review before relevant works; access, relocation, damage or verified production-loss support if interaction occurs

	Stream / fishing livelihood
	No fishing or river-dependent livelihood identified; Yayla stream parcel vacant/unused
	Corridor/land record only
	Screened out on current evidence
	No livelihood restoration requirement absent new evidence of eligible pre-cut-off use
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[bookmark: _Toc238253893]Implications for Economic Displacement and Livelihood Restoration
The assessment of public and common resources demonstrates that economic displacement cannot be inferred from land ownership or cadastral designation alone. Public agricultural land presents a relatively direct productive-use pathway where an established cultivator loses agricultural use, whereas pasture, forest and beekeeping impacts depend more strongly on actual resource dependency, access, seasonality and the availability of viable alternatives.
Accordingly, users of public land, collective or informal grazing areas, forest resources and seasonal or mobile beekeeping locations will be considered within the LARP eligibility framework where a pre-cut-off livelihood relationship is identified and that use or access is affected by the Project. Lack of legal title will not, by itself, exclude an affected user from compensation for eligible crops, trees, improvements or productive assets or from livelihood restoration support for a verified economic displacement impact.
Household and user-level livelihood restoration review will consider these resource-use impacts together with any private-land loss, ETL impacts, construction effects and vulnerability affecting the same PAP or PAH. This will ensure that individually small impacts are not assessed in isolation where their combined effect creates a material livelihood risk. Applicable eligibility and entitlements are set out in Chapter 7, while the corresponding access, fodder, livestock, beekeeping and other livelihood restoration measures are presented in Chapter 8.
[bookmark: _Ref237939853][bookmark: _Toc238253894]Construction, Access and Infrastructure Impacts
Construction-related livelihood impacts differ from permanent land acquisition in that they are generally temporary or capable of reinstatement, but they may nevertheless cause economic displacement where they interrupt agricultural production, restrict access to productive land or livelihood resources, damage crops or agricultural assets, or interfere with infrastructure required for continued land use. The assessment therefore considers construction effects separately from the permanent land and easement impacts assessed in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 and focuses on the actual livelihood function affected rather than the presence of construction activity alone.
The Project evidence identifies several relevant pathways. These include crop and soil disturbance within construction working areas, dust-related crop damage, temporary or additional land occupation, restrictions on agricultural and grazing access, interference with irrigation or drainage, and interaction with roads, streams, canals, embankments and other infrastructure supporting continued land or community use. These pathways are not assumed to occur uniformly across the Project footprint. Their livelihood significance depends on the location and duration of the disturbance, the productive function affected, the availability of continued or alternative access, and whether the affected land or asset can be reinstated without lasting loss of livelihood capacity.
Construction impacts are particularly relevant along the associated ETLs, where permanent tower footprints are small but construction working areas, vehicle movements and temporary access requirements may extend beyond the land permanently acquired. Accordingly, temporary construction disturbance and any verified damage outside the permanent tower footprint or easement-related long-term restriction are assessed as separate impacts and will not be treated as having been compensated solely through statutory tower-footprint acquisition or easement compensation.
[bookmark: _Ref237874997][bookmark: _Toc238253895]Vulnerability and Differential Effects
Vulnerability does not constitute a separate Project impact in itself, but may increase the livelihood consequence of land acquisition, loss of productive assets, restricted access to livelihood resources or construction-related disturbance and may reduce the capacity of an affected household or individual to recover from economic displacement. The assessment therefore considers both pre-existing vulnerability and the potential for Project impacts to create or exacerbate vulnerability, and applies vulnerability as an overlay to the land, livelihood, resource-use and construction impacts assessed in Sections 6.2 to 6.4.
Consistent with the applicable international standards, vulnerability is not determined solely by the presence of a single demographic or social characteristic. Individual and household circumstances are considered together with livelihood dependency, Project exposure, available alternatives, access to information and decision-making processes and capacity to cope with or recover from Project impacts. This approach is particularly relevant where pre-existing social or economic disadvantage may result in an otherwise comparable Project impact having a greater consequence for a particular person, household or group. IFC PS1 requires differentiated assessment and measures where disadvantaged or vulnerable groups may experience disproportionate effects, while EBRD ESR5 requires vulnerability assessment to be context-specific throughout resettlement planning and implementation.
Household-Level Vulnerability Screening
The main WPP household survey incorporated direct vulnerability screening at household-member level. The screening considered physical or mental disability, chronic illness resulting in home dependency or significant mobility constraints, elderly persons requiring social assistance, female-headed households, widowhood or divorce, adult illiteracy, active unemployment and school-age children not attending school. Additional characteristics including low income, elderly household members or heads, low education and lack of social security are treated as contextual screening factors where they combine with Project exposure or create barriers to accessing compensation, consultation, grievance or livelihood restoration measures.

Within the 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs, 18 households (20.5%) were identified as having at least one direct vulnerability indicator. These categories are not additive, as a household may include more than one vulnerable member or vulnerability condition.
[bookmark: _Toc238253976]Table 6‑5 Direct Vulnerability Indicators among Surveyed Main WPP PAHs
	Direct vulnerability indicator
	Persons
	PAHs
	% of 88 PAHs

	Female-headed household
	0
	0
	0.0

	Elderly person requiring social assistance
	0
	0
	0.0

	Person with physical or mental disability
	6
	6
	6.8

	Unemployed person actively seeking work
	3
	3
	3.4

	Divorced or widowed woman
	1
	1
	1.1

	Person homebound due to chronic illness
	7
	7
	8.0

	School-age child not attending school
	0
	0
	0.0

	Illiterate adult
	3
	3
	3.4

	Any direct vulnerability indicator
	18
	18
	20.5


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026.
Household income was additionally reviewed as an economic screening factor. Among the 66 PAHs providing income information, one reported monthly household income below one minimum wage and seven reported income equal to one minimum wage. Low income alone is not treated as an automatic vulnerability category; its relevance increases where it overlaps with dependency on affected land or resources, loss of productive assets, restricted access, limited livelihood alternatives or another verified Project-induced impact.
Vulnerability screening was also undertaken through the 56 supplementary interviews with affected owners and users along the 10 km and 40 km ETLs. Six persons were recorded as having vulnerability conditions, including chronic illness and mental or intellectual disability. These records confirm that vulnerability is also present among the ETL-affected population. As these data are recorded at person level, the six cases are not interpreted as six vulnerable PAHs and are not used to estimate a vulnerability prevalence rate for the wider ETL population. Their relevance will instead be considered together with each person’s or household’s verified tower-footprint, easement, agricultural, resource-use, access and construction impacts.
Differential Livelihood Effects
The livelihood profile of the 18 directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs shows substantial overlap between vulnerability and the land- and resource-dependent livelihood pathways assessed in this chapter. All 18 report agriculture as either a main or supplementary livelihood source, including 14 for whom agriculture is the main livelihood. Fourteen are involved in livestock activities, seven use agricultural public land, four use pasture or public land for grazing, five use forest resources and three are engaged in beekeeping.
[bookmark: _Toc238253977]Table 6‑6 Vulnerability and Livelihood Impact Overlap – Main WPP
	Livelihood / resource pathway
	Direct vulnerable PAHs
	Differential-effect assessment
	LRP implication

	Agriculture as main livelihood
	14
	Productive land or agricultural production loss may affect the household’s principal livelihood and may therefore have greater consequence where alternatives are limited.
	Household-level LR review considering actual loss, dependency and available coping alternatives.

	Agriculture as main or supplementary livelihood
	18
	All directly vulnerable PAHs have an agricultural livelihood relationship, making continued agricultural production relevant to vulnerability assessment.
	Agricultural impacts will be considered together with vulnerability and the wider household livelihood system.

	Livestock activity / livelihood
	14
	Grazing, fodder or access disruption may affect both household production and income-generating livestock activity.
	Priority review where Project impacts on grazing, fodder availability or livestock access are verified.

	Agricultural use of public land
	7
	Loss of productive use may be more difficult to absorb where a vulnerable household depends on land for which it has no ownership entitlement.
	Eligible crop, tree and asset losses and verified productive-use impacts will be considered irrespective of legal title.

	Pasture / public-land grazing
	4
	Grazing-resource restriction may have greater consequence where livestock dependency and limited alternatives overlap with vulnerability.
	Alternative access, fodder or other LR support where material disruption is verified.

	Forest-resource use
	5
	Household provisioning losses may have greater consequence where purchasing capacity or alternative sources are limited.
	Site-specific review where actual Project interaction with the resource or access route is established.

	Beekeeping activity / livelihood
	3
	Disruption may have greater household consequence where beekeeping contributes materially to income or production.
	Site-specific exposure review and tailored support where Project-induced disruption is verified.


Source: Edirne WPP Field Study – April 2026.
These overlaps indicate that the physical scale of land or resource loss cannot be used alone to determine livelihood consequence. A relatively limited permanent land loss may be absorbable for a diversified household but more consequential where agriculture represents the principal livelihood and alternative income or productive resources are limited. Similarly, disruption to grazing, public-land cultivation, forest provisioning or beekeeping may be more difficult to absorb where an affected household also has reduced economic, health-related or social coping capacity. Conversely, vulnerability does not establish economic displacement where no corresponding Project-induced livelihood impact is identified.
The household-level productive-land assessment in Section 6.2 identifies four surveyed PAHs exceeding the 20% productive-land-loss review trigger. These households require additional livelihood restoration review irrespective of vulnerability status. Vulnerability will constitute an additional consideration where it overlaps with these or other land, asset, access or resource-use impacts; however, no overlap between the four ≥20% cases and the directly vulnerable PAHs is assumed unless confirmed through the household-level records. Equally, a PAH below the 20% threshold may still require additional livelihood restoration where vulnerability combines with strong livelihood dependency, public or common-resource loss, productive-asset impacts, construction disturbance or cumulative Project exposure.
Multiple or cumulative impacts will therefore be assessed at PAP/PAH level. This is particularly relevant where a vulnerable household is affected through more than one parcel, uses both private and public agricultural land, experiences productive-land loss together with grazing or natural-resource impacts, or is exposed to both permanent land impacts and temporary construction disturbance.
Settlement-Level Vulnerability and Differential Sensitivity along the ETLs
In addition to household-level screening, the ETL baseline identifies settlement-level socioeconomic conditions that may increase sensitivity to Project impacts or create barriers to participation. These conditions do not mean that all residents are vulnerable and do not create LARP eligibility unless a Project-induced land or livelihood impact is identified.
In Evreşe/Keşanoğlu, community-level consultations reported that 100 girls and 150 boys of school age were not attending school. This is a settlement-level finding and does not refer specifically to ETL-affected households. It is therefore not treated as a Project impact or as evidence that these children are PAPs. However, it represents a pre-existing socioeconomic sensitivity that will be considered during household-level vulnerability screening where an affected household has school-age children not attending school. No causal link with poverty, child labour or the Project is assumed without household-level evidence.
Evreşe/Keşanoğlu is also distinguished by its predominantly Roma population. Ethnic identity alone is not treated as evidence of vulnerability or as a basis for additional compensation or livelihood restoration. It will instead be considered as a contextual factor where affected Roma PAPs or users experience barriers to accessing information, consultation, documentation, compensation, grievance channels or livelihood restoration measures.
Accordingly, both settlement-level findings will inform targeted verification and engagement during LARP implementation, while eligibility and additional support will continue to depend on the verified Project impact and the circumstances of the affected PAP or PAH.
Gender, Participation and Access to LARP Measures
Participation in formal land and parcel discussions has been predominantly male. Of the 88 main WPP household respondents, 87 were men and one was a woman, while the 56 supplementary ETL interviews comprised 54 men and two women. Dedicated women’s consultations in Yayla and Koruklu provide complementary evidence on women’s access to Project information, mobility, livelihood roles and participation in household and community decisions.
The respondent profile does not establish women as an automatically vulnerable group, but it does indicate a risk that women’s interests and support needs may be less visible where land acquisition processes rely primarily on registered landowners or male household representatives. IFC and EBRD requirements therefore support differentiated engagement where conventional consultation methods may exclude or under-represent particular groups.
During LARP implementation, participation barriers affecting women, vulnerable household members, affected persons with health or mobility constraints and groups identified through settlement-level screening will be addressed through targeted or separate consultation where appropriate, individual or household outreach, telephone follow-up, accessible explanation of entitlements and grievance procedures, and additional facilitation where required. Engagement methods will be adapted to the identified barrier rather than applied automatically on the basis of gender, ethnicity or another single characteristic.
[bookmark: _Toc238253978]Table 6‑7. Vulnerability and Differential Impact Assessment
	Vulnerability / sensitivity evidence
	Assessment level
	Current finding
	LARP implication

	18 directly vulnerable Main WPP PAHs
	Household
	Direct vulnerability confirmed and strongly overlaps with agriculture, livestock and resource-dependent livelihoods.
	Vulnerability to be overlaid on verified Project impacts; priority entitlement/LR review and monitoring where impact and vulnerability coincide.

	6 persons with vulnerability conditions in ETL interviews
	Individual
	Vulnerability confirmed among interviewed ETL PAPs/users; household-level prevalence and livelihood overlap are not yet established.
	Case-specific differential-impact assessment together with verified ETL land, access and livelihood impacts.

	Evreşe/Keşanoğlu – 100 girls and 150 boys of school age reported not attending school
	Settlement/community
	Significant pre-existing socioeconomic sensitivity; not identified as Project-induced and not specific to ETL PAP households.
	Contextual screening during affected-household verification; no automatic LARP entitlement; Project-induced livelihood impacts to be managed so that existing household vulnerability is not exacerbated.

	Evreşe/Keşanoğlu– distinct Roma community profile
	Settlement/community
	Ethnicity is a relevant contextual factor but does not establish vulnerability in itself.
	Verify whether affected Roma PAPs/users experience differential impact or participation/access barriers; differentiated engagement or support where such barriers are identified.

	Predominantly male land and parcel engagement
	Project-wide participation
	Potential under-representation of women in land acquisition and livelihood decision-making.
	Targeted/separate engagement and equitable-access monitoring where needed.

	Multiple livelihood and vulnerability factors within the same PAH
	Household
	Individually limited impacts may become material when combined with vulnerability and other Project impacts.
	Cumulative household-level review rather than isolated assessment of individual impact pathways.



Overall, the assessment identifies vulnerability at both individual/household level and contextual settlement level, but distinguishes these clearly for LARP purposes. Direct vulnerability among affected PAPs and PAHs will influence the assessment of livelihood consequence, support needs and monitoring. Settlement-level conditions in Evreşe/Keşanoğlu and Evreşe/Yeni will inform targeted screening and engagement but will not, by themselves, create compensation or livelihood restoration eligibility. Vulnerable PAPs and PAHs experiencing verified Project-induced livelihood impacts will receive priority follow-up during entitlement confirmation and livelihood restoration, while participation and access to LARP measures will be monitored to identify and address differential barriers. Detailed vulnerability assistance is presented in Chapter 8, and the corresponding stakeholder engagement, grievance and monitoring arrangements are addressed in the relevant implementation chapters.
[bookmark: _Ref238051475][bookmark: _Toc238253896]ELIGIBILITY, ENTITLEMENTS, VALUATION AND COMPENSATION
[bookmark: _Ref237955568][bookmark: _Toc238253897]Cut-off Date
In accordance with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, a cut-off date will be established to define the temporal basis for eligibility for compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures under this LARP. Cut-off date can be defined as the date after which persons moving into, occupying, cultivating, constructing on, improving or starting to use affected land or resources — for the purpose of claiming compensation or livelihood restoration support — will not be eligible for LARP entitlements, unless they can demonstrate that their ownership, use, asset, existed before that date and used to prevent opportunistic claims. The cut-off date is intended to distinguish persons, land use, assets and livelihood activities existing before the eligibility deadline from new occupation, cultivation or establishment of assets undertaken after that date for the purpose of obtaining Project entitlements. The cut-off date will be two weeks after the disclosure of the final LARAP. Within the week following the disclosure, the CLOs will contact PAPs individually by telephone or face-to-face to communicate the cut-off date and explain its purpose and significance, the applicable eligibility requirements, the PAPs’ rights, entitlements under the LARAP. Accordingly, the LARP will be disclosed on the Project website, while posters and public notices explaining the cut-off date, eligibility principles, PAP rights, available entitlements and grievance channels will be displayed at mukhtar offices and at other accessible and visible locations within the affected settlements.  Particular attention will be given to persons who may face barriers to receiving or understanding Project information, including vulnerable PAPs, informal users and owners or users who were not reached during earlier census or ETL fieldwork.
Persons who establish new occupation, cultivation, use or assets after the cut-off date solely for the purpose of obtaining compensation or assistance will not be eligible for LARP entitlements. At the same time, the cut-off date will not be applied in a manner that excludes legitimate pre-existing rights or livelihood interests simply because a PAP did not participate in earlier fieldwork or could not be reached at that time. Where a person, user, asset or livelihood activity is identified after the cut-off date, available cadastral, census, asset inventory, Project, consultation and other credible evidence will be reviewed to determine whether the relevant ownership, use, access, asset or livelihood relationship existed before the cut-off date. Where such a pre-cut-off relationship is verified, the applicable eligibility and entitlement provisions of this LARP will continue to apply, while opportunistic post-cut-off claims will not be eligible.
[bookmark: _Toc238253898]Eligibility 
Eligibility under this LARP is determined by the nature of the verified Project impact, the affected person’s ownership, use, access or livelihood relationship with the affected land, asset or resource, and compliance with the cut-off date provisions defined in Section 7.1. In accordance with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, eligibility is not limited to persons holding formal legal title. The LARP therefore recognises both legally established rights and verified actual use or livelihood interests where these are affected by land acquisition, easements, restrictions on land use or access, or Project-related damage.
A PAP may be eligible for more than one entitlement where different verified losses occur, although duplicate compensation will not be provided for the same loss. Compensation for land ownership will be distinguished from compensation for affected assets and livelihood restoration measures. Accordingly, persons without legal title will not be eligible for compensation for ownership of the underlying land but may remain eligible for affected crops, trees, improvements and other productive assets, as well as livelihood restoration measures where a verified Project impact affects their use of land, access to resources or livelihood activities.
Eligible PAP Categories
The principal PAP categories covered by the LARP are summarised below. Eligibility within each category will depend on verification of the corresponding Project impact.
[bookmark: _Toc238253979]Table 7‑1 Eligible PAP Categories
	PAP Category
	Eligibility Basis

	Legal landowners, shareholders and heirs
	Registered or otherwise legally verified rights to private land affected by permanent acquisition, easement or other land-use restrictions.

	Actual users of private land
	Persons cultivating or otherwise using affected private land, including tenants, sharecroppers and other users whose use or livelihood interest is verified.

	Formal users of public land
	Lessees, permit holders or other persons with formally recognised use rights over Treasury, municipal or other public land.

	Informal users of public land
	Persons whose pre-cut-off agricultural or other livelihood use of public land is verified, irrespective of the absence of formal land rights.

	Owners or users of crops, trees and livelihood assets
	Persons with verified ownership or economic use of affected crops, productive trees, agricultural improvements, irrigation systems or other livelihood-supporting assets.

	Pasture and grazing users / livestock owners
	Persons whose verified livestock activities depend on affected pasture, grazing areas, agricultural parcels used for grazing or livestock access routes.

	Forest and common-resource users
	Persons whose verified livelihood or household use of forest or other common resources is restricted by the Project.

	Beekeepers and seasonal or mobile resource users
	Persons whose verified beekeeping, seasonal access or other mobile livelihood activity is affected by Project land use or access restrictions.

	Persons affected by temporary land use or construction-related damage
	Owners or users experiencing verified temporary occupation, crop or asset damage, access restriction or damage to livelihood-supporting infrastructure attributable to Project activities.

	Vulnerable PAPs
	PAPs for whom a verified Project impact may have greater consequences or who may face additional barriers in accessing compensation, information or livelihood restoration measures. Vulnerability alone does not create compensation entitlement in the absence of a Project impact.

	PAPs affected by multiple or cumulative impacts
	PAPs experiencing more than one verified land, asset, access or livelihood impact, for whom the combined effect will be considered when determining applicable livelihood restoration measures.


Verification of Eligibility
Eligibility will be confirmed using the census and asset inventory, cadastral and land registry information, valuation and Project land acquisition records, field observations, consultation records and other credible evidence, as applicable. Where ownership, use or livelihood arrangements are not fully reflected in formal records, additional verification may include information from the affected person, mukhtars, relevant institutions and other available evidence. This is particularly relevant for informal public-land users, seasonal or mobile users and other livelihood interests that may not be visible in cadastral records.
The same principles will apply to PAPs who were not reached or did not participate in earlier fieldwork, including along the associated ETLs. Lack of participation in the census or consultation process will not, by itself, remove eligibility where the relevant pre-cut-off ownership, use, asset or livelihood relationship and the Project impact can subsequently be verified. Newly verified information will be incorporated into the relevant LARP implementation and entitlement records, and the LARP may be updated or supplemented where the new information results in a material change to the assessed impacts or required measures.
The specific compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures applicable to each verified impact and PAP category are presented in the Entitlement Matrix in Section 7.4, while the compensation and replacement cost principles applied to those entitlements are described in Section 7.3.
[bookmark: _Ref237955842][bookmark: _Toc238253899]Compensation and Replacement Cost Principles
Compensation under this LARP will be implemented in accordance with the national land acquisition and valuation framework and the full replacement cost requirements of IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. Statutory valuation and compensation procedures will provide the primary basis for compensation for legally recognised land and assets, while supplementary measures under the LARP will be applied where the statutory process does not fully address replacement cost or other eligible Project-induced losses. The national valuation process and the detailed valuation approaches applicable to land, easements, crops, trees, structures and other affected assets are described in Section 2.1.9, including Step 3 – Valuation of Land and Assets, while the Project approach for bridging gaps between national requirements and IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 is set out in Sections 2.3 and 2.4. These methodologies are therefore not repeated here; this section focuses on how compensation outcomes will be reviewed and, where necessary, supplemented under the LARP.
Compensation and Full Replacement Cost
For the purposes of this LARP, compensation will be applied according to the following principles:
· Statutory compensation as the primary basis: Compensation determined through the applicable national land acquisition and expropriation procedures will form the starting point for affected land, easement rights and eligible assets.
· Full replacement cost review: Available valuation and compensation outcomes will be reviewed against the full replacement cost requirements of IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. The review will take into account, as applicable, the value of the affected land or asset together with transaction costs, re-establishment costs and other verified costs necessary to replace the affected asset or restore its productive function.
· Supplementary compensation: Where a verified difference is identified between the compensation provided through the applicable statutory process and the amount required to achieve full replacement cost, supplementary compensation will be provided under this LARP.
· Livelihood impacts beyond asset compensation: Where compensation for land or assets does not adequately address a verified loss of income, productive capacity or access to livelihood resources, the affected PAP will also be considered for the livelihood restoration measures defined in Chapter 8 and the Entitlement Matrix.
· No double compensation: Statutory compensation and supplementary LARP payments will be considered together when determining whether the applicable replacement cost requirement has been met. This will not prevent a PAP from receiving separate entitlements for separate verified losses.
With regard to the associated ETLs, it should be noted that statutory expropriation, establishment of easement rights, official identification and valuation of affected land and assets, and statutory compensation fall under the authority and control of TEİAŞ. At the time of preparation of this LARP, the official valuation and compensation information required to assess statutory compensation against full replacement cost was not available to Enerjisa Üretim. Accordingly, a parcel-level comparison between statutory compensation and full replacement cost, and therefore determination of any supplementary payment requirement, cannot presently be undertaken for the ETLs. Once the relevant statutory valuation and compensation information becomes available through the TEİAŞ process, it will be considered against the applicable requirements of this LARP. Where the resulting information materially changes the current compensation or entitlement framework, the LARP may be updated or supplemented as appropriate.
Protection Against Inflation and Payment Delays
Given the inflationary conditions in Türkiye, the Project will seek to ensure that compensation and supplementary payments retain their real value during the land acquisition process. This is particularly relevant where a time gap occurs between valuation, statutory compensation and any supplementary payment required under the LARP. Accordingly:
· Review of compensation value: Available compensation information will be considered against the applicable full replacement cost requirement at the relevant stage of the process.
· Updating supplementary payments: Where a supplementary payment is required, the amount will be updated where necessary using the TurkStat Monetary Values Update Tool and/or Consumer Price Index, or another appropriate method agreed with the Project Owner and lenders.
· Minimisation of payment delays: Supplementary payments will be made as close as practicable to the corresponding statutory compensation process once the applicable amount and eligibility have been confirmed.
· Protection against loss of value: Where inflation, payment delay or changes in replacement value result in a verified gap, the supplementary amount will be reviewed and adjusted as necessary before payment.
Early Access and Consent Agreement Payments
Temporary early access obtained through documented Consent Agreements is separate from the statutory land acquisition and compensation process. Payments made under such agreements, including those relating to the associated ETLs, constitute consideration for temporary access and any specific losses covered by the relevant agreement and do not replace, reduce or waive PAPs’ statutory land acquisition, easement or compensation rights. Temporary-access payments will therefore be recorded separately and will not be deducted from subsequent statutory land or easement compensation.
Where early access results in additional verified impacts to crops, trees, other assets, access or livelihood activities that are not covered by the relevant Consent Agreement, those impacts will remain eligible for assessment and for compensation, reinstatement and/or livelihood restoration in accordance with the Entitlement Matrix and other applicable provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238253900][bookmark: _Ref237955851][bookmark: _Toc238253901]Entitlement Matrix
The entitlement framework translates the eligibility and compensation principles defined in this LARP into specific measures applicable to verified Project impacts. Entitlements will be determined according to the nature and extent of the loss, the PAP’s ownership, use, asset, access or livelihood relationship with the affected land or resource, and the cut-off date provisions defined above. Eligibility will not be based solely on legal title; actual users, formal and informal users of public land, owners or users of affected productive assets, and persons dependent on affected common or natural resources may also qualify for the relevant measures where their pre-cut-off relationship and the corresponding Project impact are verified. A PAP may qualify under more than one entitlement category where separate losses or livelihood impacts occur, although the same loss will not be compensated twice. Accordingly, compensation for land ownership, crops and other assets, construction-related damage and livelihood restoration support will be treated as distinct measures and applied according to the verified impact.
Separate entitlement matrices are presented for the main WPP and the associated ETLs to reflect both their different impact mechanisms and the institutional arrangements governing land acquisition. For the main WPP, the matrix integrates the applicable statutory land acquisition and compensation process with the supplementary measures required under this LARP. For the associated ETLs, statutory acquisition of tower-footprint land, establishment of easement rights, official asset identification and valuation, and statutory compensation remain under TEİAŞ authority. The matrix therefore separately identifies the supplementary measures falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility and control, including those related to documented early access, construction impacts, livelihood restoration, stakeholder engagement, grievance management and follow-up of verified impacts. This approach is consistent with the existing Project documentation, which already distinguishes the main WPP and the associated ETLs on this basis.
The matrices also provide quantified information on applicability where this can presently be established from the available census, asset inventory and impact assessment. Where an asset, livelihood activity or resource use has been recorded but a direct Project-related loss has not yet been confirmed, the relevant entitlement is identified as potentially applicable or subject to verification rather than treated as confirmed. Detailed PAP-, parcel- and asset-level evidence is maintained in Annex A, parcel-level valuation and replacement-cost reconciliation information in Annex B, and household/PAP-level entitlement and livelihood restoration eligibility in Annex C.
Main WPP Entitlement Matrix
The current main WPP land requirement comprises 220 unique parcels, including 139 private parcels, 69 public parcels and 12 state forest parcels. The main WPP household assessment covers 88 surveyed PAHs, while parcel-level assessment additionally captures formal and informal public-land use and common-resource relationships. Accordingly, the Project-specific entitlement categories applicable to the main WPP, together with the corresponding eligible PAP groups, delivery mechanisms and available PAP/asset estimates, are presented in Table 7‑2 below.
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[bookmark: _Ref237975017][bookmark: _Toc238253980]Table 7‑2. Entitlement Matrix – Main WPP
	Impact/loss category
	Eligible PAPs
	Entitlements
	Delivery Method
	Responsible Party
	Estimated PAPs/Assets

	Permanent loss of privately owned land
	Legal landowners, shareholders and heirs
	Statutory compensation plus supplementary payment where required to achieve full replacement cost
	Statutory payment and supplementary bank transfer, where applicable
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş., in coordination with relevant statutory authorities
	139 private parcels / 344 legal owners-shareholders / 77 PAHs

	Loss of value or productive use of remaining land following partial acquisition
	Legal owners and actual users of affected remaining land
	Access/irrigation/drainage restoration; compensation for loss of value; acquisition of remaining land where applicable; additional LR support where productive use is materially affected
	Physical reinstatement/access restoration and/or cash payment
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction-related
	No material remaining-land impairment currently identified / 18 PAP responses concerning fragmentation, access or irrigation

	Temporary early access or temporary land occupation
	Legal owners and actual users of temporarily used land
	Temporary-access/use payment; compensation for associated crop, tree, asset or livelihood loss; land reinstatement
	Consent/temporary-use payment and reinstatement
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where applicable
	Yayla switchyard: 8 PAPs / 10 consent-covered parcels

	Loss of standing crops or agricultural production
	Actual cultivators, including owners, tenants, sharecroppers, formal lessees and informal public-land users
	Opportunity to harvest where feasible; otherwise compensation for unharvested crops and associated production loss
	Harvest arrangement and/or direct cash payment
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction-related loss
	186 agricultural parcels / 184 rainfed / 2 irrigated

	Loss or damage to productive trees and livelihood-supporting fixed assets
	Owners or actual users of affected trees, wells, irrigation systems/ponds, water tanks and other productive assets
	Compensation for trees at full replacement cost including productive value where applicable; repair, replacement or reinstatement of fixed livelihood assets
	Direct cash payment following valuation and/or Project/contractor-led repair or replacement
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction-related
	44 parcels with recorded trees / ≥646 trees; Kocaali user reports 40 walnut trees; 3 specifically identified livelihood-supporting fixed assets

	Loss or disruption of agricultural use of public land
	Formal lessees and informal agricultural users
	No compensation for underlying land ownership; compensation for affected crops, trees and productive assets; assistance for formal-use disruption; LR support where productive-use loss affects livelihoods
	Direct cash payment and/or applicable LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş., with relevant public institutions
	54 agricultural-use public parcels: 52 informal-use cases / 2 formal lessees

	Restriction of access to pasture, grazing, fodder, forest resources or beekeeping areas
	Livestock owners, pasture/common-resource users, forest-resource users and beekeepers
	Alternative/restored access; fodder support; compensation for affected fodder/resources; hive relocation assistance; transitional livelihood support where required
	Alternative access and/or seasonal cash or in-kind support; hive relocation assistance
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction impacts; relevant public institutions where required
	41 livestock-owning PAHs / 80 parcels with grazing use; 21 forest-resource users; 5 beekeeper PAHs / 240 hives

	Construction-related damage or temporary livelihood disruption
	Owners, cultivators, land/resource users and asset holders affected by Project construction
	Compensation for crop/yield loss; repair/reinstatement or replacement of land and assets; compensation for associated livelihood loss
	Contractor-led repair/reinstatement and/or direct cash payment
	EPC Contractor under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision
	18 PAP responses concerning construction/crop damage; actual compensation cases construction-stage

	Material livelihood disruption not fully addressed by compensation
	PAPs/PAHs with significant productive-land, public-land, resource-access or other livelihood loss; ≥20% productive-land loss is an additional LR review trigger
	TLS and/or applicable Chapter 8 livelihood restoration measures where compensation alone is insufficient
	Cash TLS and/or targeted cash/in-kind LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	4 PAHs meet the ≥20% productive-land-loss review trigger; other LR beneficiaries according to material livelihood impact

	Project impacts affecting vulnerable PAPs/PAHs
	Vulnerable PAPs/PAHs whose vulnerability increases livelihood consequences or creates barriers to accessing LARP measures
	Tailored access assistance; priority follow-up; additional LR support where vulnerability overlaps with Project impacts
	Case-specific facilitated assistance and access to applicable LARP/LR measures
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	18 vulnerable Main WPP PAHs
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Associated ETLs Entitlement Matrix
The associated 40 km and 10 km ETLs comprise 368 unique parcels, including 271 private and 97 public parcels. ETL land requirements include permanent acquisition for tower footprints and long-term easement rights along the transmission corridors, and are therefore addressed separately from the main WPP.
Statutory land acquisition, easement establishment, asset valuation and compensation for the ETLs are undertaken by TEİAŞ. Enerjisa Üretim is constructing the ETLs on behalf of TEİAŞ and will implement the supplementary measures within its responsibility and control under this LARP, including measures addressing early access, construction impacts, livelihood disruption and livelihood restoration. The ETL Entitlement Matrix therefore distinguishes TEİAŞ-administered statutory compensation from supplementary LARP measures to be implemented by Enerjisa Üretim. Available PAP, parcel and livelihood information from the August 2026 fieldwork is reflected in the matrix; TEİAŞ valuation and compensation records will be incorporated into the entitlement review when available.
The Project-specific entitlement categories applicable to the associated ETLs, together with the corresponding eligible PAP groups, delivery mechanisms, responsible parties and available PAP/asset estimates, are presented in Table 7‑3 below.
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[bookmark: _Ref237977891][bookmark: _Toc238253981]Table 7‑3 Associated ETLs Entitlement Matrix
	Impact/loss category
	Eligible PAPs
	Entitlements
	Delivery Method
	Responsible Party
	Estimated PAPs/Assets

	Permanent loss of private land at tower footprints
	Legal landowners, shareholders and heirs of land permanently acquired for tower foundations
	Statutory compensation for permanently acquired land; supplementary payment where required to achieve full replacement cost; livelihood restoration support where land loss materially affects livelihood conditions
	TEİAŞ statutory payment; supplementary bank transfer and/or LR support, where applicable
	TEİAŞ – statutory acquisition and compensation; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. – supplementary LARP measures
	Approx. 75 unique owners/users within the current tower-footprint survey target; 56 interviewed 

	Long-term easement and associated land-use restrictions
	Legal landowners and right holders; actual users where easement restrictions affect crops, assets or livelihood use
	Statutory easement compensation; compensation for affected crops, trees and productive assets; supplementary LR support where restrictions materially affect productive use or livelihood
	TEİAŞ easement compensation; direct payment and/or LR support, where applicable
	TEİAŞ – easement establishment and statutory compensation; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. – supplementary LARP measures
	368 unique ETL parcels: 271 private / 97 public 

	Loss of value, access or productive use of remaining land
	Landowners and actual users whose remaining land is affected by tower location, access restriction, fragmentation, drainage or agricultural machinery constraints
	Restoration of access, irrigation or drainage; compensation for loss of value where applicable; additional LR support where continued productive use is materially affected
	Access restoration/reinstatement and/or cash payment
	TEİAŞ for statutory compensation; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. and EPC Contractor for Project-controlled access or reinstatement measures
	Access, fragmentation or additional cultivation difficulties reported by approximately one fifth of ETL respondents anticipating adverse impacts 

	Loss of standing crops, trees or productive assets
	Crop, tree and asset owners and actual users, including tenants, sharecroppers and informal users where applicable
	Opportunity to harvest where feasible; compensation for unharvested crops; compensation for affected trees and productive assets at full replacement cost; repair or replacement of productive infrastructure
	Harvest arrangement and/or direct cash payment; repair or replacement where applicable
	TEİAŞ for assets within the statutory land requirement; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş./EPC Contractor for supplementary or construction-related measures
	Agriculture reported across all valid ETL livelihood responses; trees recorded on several parcels, including one oak confirmed affected in Beyköy; one water well recorded on the 10 km ETL 

	Temporary early access or temporary land use
	Landowners and actual users of private land accessed before completion of the statutory acquisition process
	Temporary-access payment; compensation for crops, trees, assets or livelihood loss associated with the temporary use; all statutory compensation and other LARP entitlements retained
	Documented Consent Agreement payment and direct compensation before the relevant impact
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where applicable
	Consent Agreements used for a portion of private parcels along both ETL routes 

	Construction-related crop, land, access or asset damage
	Landowners, cultivators, users and asset holders affected by construction activities outside or in addition to the compensated statutory impact
	Compensation for crop/yield or asset damage; repair and reinstatement of affected land, access or infrastructure; corrective action and temporary LR support where required
	Contractor-led repair/reinstatement and/or direct cash payment
	EPC Contractor under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision
	Construction-related crop/dust damage was reported by approximately one fifth of ETL respondents anticipating adverse impacts 

	Restriction of pasture, grazing, fodder, forest-resource or beekeeping access
	Livestock owners, pasture and grazing users, forest-resource users and beekeepers, including seasonal or mobile users
	Maintenance or restoration of access; alternative livestock routes; fodder support; hive relocation assistance; compensation for affected resources, equipment or production; additional LR support where required
	Alternative access and/or seasonal cash or in-kind support; hive relocation assistance
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction impacts; relevant public institutions where required
	5 pasture parcels recorded along the 10 km ETL; Şadıllı includes approx. 4-5 local beekeepers with ~700-1,000 hives, plus external mobile use 

	Material livelihood disruption not fully addressed by statutory compensation
	PAPs and PAHs whose productive land, access, agricultural production or resource-based livelihood is materially affected
	TLS and/or applicable Chapter 8 livelihood restoration measures in addition to compensation for eligible land and assets
	Cash TLS and/or targeted cash or in-kind LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	56 interviewed ETL owners/users form the current household-level LR assessment base; easement alone does not create automatic LR eligibility 

	Project impacts affecting vulnerable PAPs/PAHs
	Vulnerable PAPs/PAHs where vulnerability increases the consequence of an ETL impact or creates barriers to accessing LARP measures
	Tailored assistance to access compensation and LR measures; priority follow-up; documentation, mobility or communication support; additional LR support where required
	Case-specific facilitated assistance and access to applicable LARP/LR measures
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	6 persons with vulnerability conditions identified among the 56 ETL interviews; not interpreted as 6 PAHs


	Edirne Wind Power Plant Project
	[image: Text, icon

Description automatically generated]

	Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan Report
	




	Draft Report
	August 2026

	Project No: 25/026
	9 / 214


9
The entitlement matrices above provide the basis for compensation and assistance under the LARP. Household/PAP-level entitlements and livelihood restoration eligibility will be recorded in Annex C and Annex E, while the corresponding livelihood restoration measures are presented in Chapter 8.
[bookmark: _Ref232599386][bookmark: _Toc238253902]LIVELIHOOD RESTORATION PLAN
[bookmark: _Toc238253903]Livelihood Restoration Strategy and Objectives
The livelihood restoration strategy of the Project is to support PAPs and PAHs whose livelihoods are affected by land acquisition, easement rights along the associated ETLs, restrictions on land use, access limitations or construction activities, with the objective of restoring their livelihoods to at least pre-Project conditions. The strategy has been developed in line with national legislation, IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, and complements statutory compensation where compensation for land, crops, trees or assets alone is not sufficient to address livelihood impacts. Accordingly, livelihood restoration under this LARP is intended not only to deliver compensation or individual support measures, but to restore the affected income-earning capacity, productive use of land and resources, and continuity of livelihood activities where these have been adversely affected by the Project.
As identified in Chapter 6, the main livelihood impacts of the Project are associated with agricultural land use, crops, trees, pasture and grazing access, fodder production, forest resource use, beekeeping, access to remaining lands and auxiliary livelihood assets such as wells, irrigation ponds and water tanks. These impacts may affect legal landowners as well as actual agricultural users, formal and informal users of public land, livestock and pasture users, forest-resource users, beekeepers and other PAPs whose access to productive land or livelihood resources is affected. For the associated ETLs, the strategy also addresses economic displacement arising from permanent tower-footprint acquisition, easement-related land-use restrictions and construction-related impacts, while recognising the statutory role of TEİAŞ and the supplementary measures falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility and control. No physical displacement or business displacement has been identified at this stage; therefore, the livelihood restoration strategy focuses on economic displacement and livelihood continuity.
Livelihood restoration support will be determined through a household or user level review of verified Project impacts, considering all affected parcels, land uses, assets and livelihood activities linked to the same PAP, PAH or user together rather than assessing each parcel separately. The review will consider the nature and duration of the impact, the PAP’s dependency on the affected livelihood activity or resource, the ability to continue the activity on remaining or otherwise accessible land, cumulative Project impacts and vulnerability, as applicable. The socio-economic census, household and user surveys, asset and impact inventory and other verified livelihood information established under this LARP will provide the baseline against which the need for support and subsequent livelihood restoration outcomes will be assessed.
The livelihood restoration package may include transitional livelihood support, agricultural continuity and land preparation support, access, fodder, livestock and resource use support, local employment opportunities, trainings and additional assistance for vulnerable PAPs, as detailed in the following sections. Measures will be selected according to the verified impact and livelihood need rather than applied uniformly to all PAPs. Where more than one livelihood impact affects the same PAP or PAH, complementary measures may be combined where required to achieve restoration. Implementation and follow-up will assess whether the relevant livelihood activity, productive capacity, income source or access to livelihood resources has been restored to at least the applicable pre-Project baseline; where this is not achieved, the need for corrective or additional support will be reviewed in accordance with the monitoring provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref232878536][bookmark: _Toc238253904]Livelihood Restoration Programme and Measures
The livelihood restoration measures under this LARP have been defined to address verified livelihood impacts arising from land acquisition, easement rights along the associated ETLs, restrictions on land use, access limitations and construction activities. These measures complement statutory compensation and compensation for affected assets and will be applied where such compensation alone is not sufficient to restore livelihood conditions. The same livelihood restoration programme applies to the main WPP and the associated ETLs; however, applicability, impact pathways and implementation responsibilities differ according to the relevant Project component. In particular, easement-related impacts apply only to the associated ETLs, while statutory ETL land acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation remain under TEİAŞ authority. Supplementary livelihood restoration measures within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility and control will be implemented under this LARP. Eligibility for each measure will be confirmed through the process described in Section 8.3, delivery, PAP participation and adaptive management arrangements are described in Section 8.4. and the overall implementation schedule is presented in Section 8.5.
The livelihood restoration programme is structured around the measures presented in Table 8‑1. These measures reflect the livelihood profile and impact pathways identified for the Project, including agricultural production, use of public land, livestock and grazing activities, fodder production, forest resource use, beekeeping, access to remaining lands and vulnerability. They also address temporary access, construction-related damage and reinstatement needs, and ensure that verified informal and public-land users can access the measures applicable to their actual livelihood losses. The applicability of each measure to the main WPP and/or the associated ETLs is identified in Table 8‑1 and will be further specified in the corresponding sub-sections.
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[bookmark: _Ref238029510][bookmark: _Ref232787217][bookmark: _Toc238253982]Table 8‑1. Overview of Livelihood Restoration Programme Measures
	Livelihood restoration measures
	Project Component/Applicability
	Proposed outcome
	Main target groups
	Indicative timing
	Responsible party

	Transitional Livelihood Support and Cash Support Calculation
	Main WPP and associated ETLs, where verified economic displacement results in transitional livelihood disruption not fully addressed by compensation.
	To provide temporary cash support where verified Project impacts create livelihood disruption during the transition period.
	PAPs and PAHs with verified livelihood disruption, including agricultural users, users of public land, livestock owners, pasture users, beekeepers, forest resource users and vulnerable PAPs, where applicable.
	Before land entry where impacts are known in advance; otherwise after verification during implementation, with follow-up as required to assess restoration.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.

	Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support
	Main WPP: permanent land acquisition, temporary access, construction disturbance and impacts on access or productive use of remaining agricultural land. Associated ETLs: tower-footprint acquisition, easement-related restrictions, temporary access and construction disturbance affecting agricultural use.
	To support continuity of cultivation on remaining or alternative lands and reduce disruption to agricultural production, access and productive use of remaining land.
	Owners, actual cultivators, tenants, sharecroppers, formal lessees and informal users of public land whose agricultural activities are affected.
	Before construction where feasible; during land entry and post construction reinstatement where required.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction activities are involved

	Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where verified Project impacts affect pasture, grazing, livestock movement, fodder production or post-harvest grazing.
	To maintain or restore access to pasture and grazing resources and prevent or address material Project-induced disruption to livestock movement, feeding arrangements and fodder availability.
	Livestock owners, pasture and grazing users, users of public or common grazing areas, and PAPs dependent on affected fodder production or post-harvest grazing.
	Before access restrictions occur where feasible; during construction or other periods of verified disruption; with follow-up during the relevant grazing or feeding period.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor  where construction-related; relevant public institutions where access or pasture arrangements require coordination

	Forest Resource Access and Use Support
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where verified Project impacts restrict lawful access to or use of forest resources; applicability will depend on site-specific verification of the affected resource use and Project interface.
	To maintain or restore lawful access to forest resources, or provide appropriate support where Project impacts materially affect verified household or livelihood use of such resources.
	Verified forest-resource users whose access to or use of affected forest areas is restricted or disrupted by the Project.
	Before known access restrictions where feasible; during construction where impacts arise; and through follow-up until the verified access or resource-use impact has been addressed.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction-related; relevant forestry authorities where coordination is required

	Beekeeping Support
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where verified hive locations, access routes, forage areas or seasonal beekeeping activities interact with Project land entry or construction.
	To maintain continuity of beekeeping activities and prevent or address livelihood losses arising from access restrictions, construction disturbance, hive relocation or damage.
	Beekeepers whose hive locations, access routes, forage areas, equipment or seasonal activities are affected by the Project.
	Before construction near verified hive locations where impacts can be anticipated; during construction where relocation or damage occurs; and through follow-up during the relevant beekeeping season.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction disturbance or damage involved

	Temporary Access, Construction Damage and Livelihood Reinstatement
	Main WPP and associated ETLs. This measure applies to temporary Project use, early access arrangements, construction disturbance and verified impacts occurring within or beyond the planned permanent footprint.
	To prevent, promptly address and close out livelihood impacts arising from temporary access or use, crop or productive-asset damage, access restrictions, land disturbance and other construction-related impacts.
	Owners and actual users of temporarily accessed or disturbed land; crop and productive-asset owners/users; agricultural users and other PAPs whose livelihood activities are affected by construction.
	Before temporary access where impacts are known in advance; throughout construction as impacts arise; and after works until required compensation, repair or reinstatement has been completed.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction-related impacts under Enerjisa Üretim supervision. Coordination with TEİAŞ or other relevant authorities will be undertaken where ETL statutory arrangements are relevant

	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
	Main WPP and associated ETLs. This is a cross-cutting measure applicable where verified actual livelihood use is affected notwithstanding the absence of legal title to the underlying land.
	To ensure that verified informal and public-land users can access the livelihood restoration measures applicable to their actual Project-induced losses.
	Informal agricultural users, formal or informal users of public land, pasture and grazing users, forest-resource users, beekeepers and other verified actual users of affected public or common resources.
	Before temporary access where impacts are known in advance; throughout construction as impacts arise; and after works until required compensation, repair or reinstatement has been completed.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; relevant public institutions where verification, access or land-use arrangements require coordination

	Local Employment Opportunities
	Main WPP and associated ETLs, subject to Project and contractor labour requirements and recruitment procedures.
	To provide affected persons with access to Project employment opportunities where feasible and consistent with skills, labour needs and recruitment procedures.
	Eligible PAPs and PAHs, with priority consideration for vulnerable PAPs and persons affected by significant livelihood impacts.
	During construction and, where available, operation.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor

	Trainings and Capacity Building
	Main WPP and associated ETLs, according to verified livelihood restoration needs and participant interest.
	To improve the ability of affected persons to restore or strengthen livelihood activities through practical training and information support.
	PAPs and PAHs engaged in agriculture, livestock activities, beekeeping or other affected livelihood activities; vulnerable PAPs where relevant.
	During LARP implementation, with timing adjusted to agricultural and construction schedules.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; relevant institutions or training providers

	Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support
	Main WPP and associated ETLs. This is a cross-cutting measure applicable where vulnerability increases the consequences of a verified Project impact or creates barriers to accessing LARP measures.
	To ensure that vulnerable PAPs and PAHs are able to access compensation, livelihood restoration measures, consultation and grievance channels without disadvantage.
	Vulnerable PAPs and PAHs identified through the household survey, consultation, monitoring or grievance review.
	Throughout LARP implementation.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
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The measures listed above will not be applied automatically to all PAPs and PAHs. Each measure will be provided according to verified impact, livelihood dependency, severity of impact, availability of alternatives, cumulative impacts and vulnerability status. A PAP, PAH or user may receive more than one livelihood restoration measure where separate or cumulative impacts require complementary support. The applicable package will be determined at household or user level, while maintaining the distinction between the main WPP and ETL impact mechanisms and between statutory ETL responsibilities and supplementary measures implemented by Enerjisa Üretim. Support for informal and public-land users and vulnerability-linked assistance will operate across the programme and will not replace the impact-specific measures applicable to the underlying livelihood loss. Detailed descriptions of each measure are provided in the following sub-sections.
[bookmark: _Ref232879788][bookmark: _Toc238253905]Transitional Livelihood Support and Cash Support Calculation
Transitional Livelihood Support (TLS) will be provided as a targeted cash support measure for PAPs and PAHs who experience verified livelihood disruption due to Project land acquisition, easement-related or other land-use restrictions along the associated ETLs, access limitations or construction activities. TLS is not a substitute for statutory compensation or asset compensation. It will be provided in addition to compensation for affected land, crops, trees, structures and other eligible assets, where such compensation alone is not sufficient to support livelihood restoration during the transition period. TLS is intended to provide a temporary financial buffer while affected PAPs and PAHs adjust to Project-induced livelihood disruption or while the applicable livelihood restoration measures take effect. Provision of TLS will not, by itself, be considered evidence that livelihood restoration has been achieved.
For the Edirne WPP Project, TLS will be determined through the livelihood impact scoring and cash support calculation methodology developed by Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. The methodology will be applied at household or user level and will consider the scale of land impact, affected area, number of affected parcels, remaining land condition, actual land use, affected structure type, impact on the main livelihood source and vulnerability status. The same TLS methodology will be applied to the main WPP and the associated ETLs, while the underlying impact information used in the assessment will reflect the relevant Project component. For the main WPP, this may include permanent land acquisition, temporary access, construction impacts and effects on the productive use of remaining land. For the associated ETLs, this may include permanent tower-footprint acquisition, verified easement-related livelihood restrictions, temporary access and construction impacts. Establishment of an ETL easement alone will not result in automatic TLS eligibility in the absence of a verified livelihood disruption. The scoring will be verified through the process described in Section 8.3. Where an eligible PAP or PAH requires additional support to restore the underlying livelihood activity, TLS may be combined with the relevant livelihood restoration measures set out in the following sub-sections.
[bookmark: _Toc238253983]Table 8‑2. Transitional Livelihood Support Measures
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Transitional Livelihood Support and Cash Support Calculation

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs, where a verified Project impact results in transitional livelihood disruption that is not adequately addressed through compensation alone. For the associated ETLs, easement rights will be considered only where a corresponding livelihood impact is verified.

	Proposed Outcome
	To reduce livelihood disruption during the transition period and support eligible PAPs and PAHs until affected livelihood activities are restored, adjusted or supported through the applicable livelihood restoration measures.

	Main Target Groups
	PAPs and PAHs with verified livelihood disruption, including agricultural users, users of public land, livestock owners, pasture users, forest resource users, beekeepers and vulnerable PAPs, where applicable.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, the current productive-land impact assessment identifies four PAHs meeting the ≥20% productive-land-loss livelihood restoration review trigger. This does not constitute automatic TLS eligibility, which will be determined through application of the full TLS scoring methodology and household-level verification. For the associated ETLs, the final number of TLS beneficiaries cannot presently be confirmed and will be determined through household/user-level review of verified tower-footprint, easement, access and construction-related livelihood impacts.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Agricultural production, use of public land, grazing, livestock feeding, fodder production, forest resource use, beekeeping and access to remaining livelihood resources.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified livelihood disruption that is not fully addressed through compensation for land, crops, trees or assets, and which meets the TLS scoring criteria. A ≥20% productive-land-loss impact will be treated as an additional livelihood restoration review trigger and will not, by itself, result in automatic TLS entitlement.

	Verification Sources
	Census and asset inventory, household survey, valuation records, PAP consultation, mukhtar confirmation, site verification, monitoring findings and grievance review. For the associated ETLs, available Project land-access and fieldwork records will also be considered, together with relevant TEİAŞ land acquisition, valuation or compensation information when available and relevant to the livelihood impact under review.

	Delivery Method
	Cash payment through bank transfer or another documented payment channel to the eligible PAP, PAH or verified user. TLS eligibility, scoring, payment and follow-up status will be recorded in the relevant livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Timing
	Following confirmation of eligibility and completion of the TLS scoring assessment. Where the relevant livelihood impact is known in advance, TLS will be provided in coordination with the timing of the impact. Where eligible impacts are identified retrospectively or during construction, outstanding TLS will be provided following verification.

	Monitoring and Follow-up
	TLS payments will be followed through livelihood restoration monitoring to determine whether the transitional disruption has been addressed and whether the underlying livelihood activity has been restored or requires additional support. Where monitoring, consultation or grievance findings indicate continued material Project-induced livelihood disruption, the applicable livelihood restoration measures and need for corrective action will be reviewed. Further TLS will not be automatic.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will be calculated according to the number of eligible PAPs/PAHs and the support amount determined through the scoring methodology. The applicable net monthly minimum wage at the time of payment will be used to calculate the corresponding TLS amount.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor support may be required for impact verification or corrective action where the underlying livelihood disruption is caused by construction activities. TLS eligibility determination and payment will remain under the responsibility of Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.


The TLS scoring criteria are presented in Table 8‑3. he scoring methodology will be applied to verified impacts only and is intended solely to determine the level of transitional livelihood support. It does not replace, or form the basis for, compensation for affected land, crops, trees, structures or other eligible assets. Compensation for such losses will therefore continue to be determined under the applicable valuation and entitlement provisions of this LARP, separately from TLS. The same impact factor will not be counted more than once in determining the TLS score.
[bookmark: _Ref238031510][bookmark: _Ref232789690][bookmark: _Toc238253984]Table 8‑3. TLS Livelihood Impact Scoring Criteria
	Impact Category
	Indicator
	Impact Score

	Share of total productive land affected
	20%
	10

	
	30-40%
	15

	
	40-50%
	20

	
	50-60%
	25

	
	70% and above
	30

	Affected land area
	1-2,500 m²
	5

	
	2,500-5,000 m²
	10

	
	5,000-7,500 m²
	15

	
	7,500-10,000 m²
	20

	
	10,000 m² and above
	25

	Impact on more than one parcel
	1-2 parcels
	5

	
	2-3 parcels
	10

	
	3-4 parcels
	15

	
	4-5 parcels
	20

	
	5 parcels and above
	25

	Condition of remaining land
	Irregular shape, small remaining area or access problems
	5

	Actual land use
	Vacant or unused
	0

	
	Leased land use
	0

	
	Field crop land
	5

	
	Garden or orchard
	10

	
	Zoned land plot
	15

	Affected structure type
	Residential structure
	5

	
	Business structure
	10

	Impact on main livelihood source
	The affected land is the main livelihood source
	5

	
	Main livelihood source is not dependent on the affected land
	0

	Other vulnerability or disadvantage
	Vulnerable or disadvantaged group
	10


Based on the current LARP findings, no residential structure, physical displacement, commercial structure or business displacement has been identified. Therefore, the affected structure type criterion will not be applied at this stage. If such an impact is identified during final verification, monitoring or grievance review, the relevant entitlement and support measures will be assessed in line with this LARP. Any subsequently identified physical displacement impact will be addressed through the applicable physical displacement provisions of the LARP and will not be treated solely through TLS.
The individual scoring criteria in Table 8‑3will be applied as components of the Enerjisa Üretim TLS methodology and will not, individually, be interpreted as thresholds defining the significance of livelihood impacts or demonstrating livelihood restoration. The need for other livelihood restoration measures will continue to be assessed according to the verified nature and consequences of the Project impact.
The total score calculated through Table 8‑3 will determine the TLS cash support amount. The support amount will be linked to the net monthly minimum wage applicable in Türkiye at the time of payment, as presented in Table 8‑4. Linking the support amount to the minimum wage applicable at the time of payment will maintain the value of the transitional support at implementation.
[bookmark: _Ref232790040][bookmark: _Toc238253985]Table 8‑4. TLS Cash Support Amount by Score Range
	Score Range
	Support Amount

	5-14 points
	1 net monthly minimum wage

	15-24 points
	2 net monthly minimum wages

	25-34 points
	3 net monthly minimum wages

	35-44 points
	4 net monthly minimum wages

	45-54 points
	5 net monthly minimum wages

	55 points and above
	6 net monthly minimum wages


TLS will be applied only where eligibility is confirmed through the verification process described in Section 8.3. PAPs and PAHs affected by multiple Project impacts, PAPs with high dependency on affected productive land or public resources, PAPs affected by restrictions on pasture or grazing access, and vulnerable PAPs will be reviewed with particular attention to livelihood dependency, cumulative Project impacts and vulnerability when determining the appropriate livelihood restoration package. Any TLS payment will be documented in the livelihood restoration records and monitored as part of LARP implementation. TLS will function as a temporary financial buffer during the transition period and will not replace longer-term or impact-specific livelihood restoration measures where these are required. Where follow-up indicates that the affected livelihood has not been adequately restored, additional or adjusted support will be considered under the relevant measures in this Chapter and the corrective action provisions of the LARP. 
[bookmark: _Ref238045040][bookmark: _Toc238253906]Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support
Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support will be provided to PAHs whose agricultural activities are affected by Project land acquisition, easement-related land-use restrictions along the associated ETLs, access limitations, land fragmentation, construction disturbance or temporary use of land. This measure is intended to support the continuity of cultivation on remaining or alternative land and to reduce disruption to agricultural production, particularly for PAHs whose livelihoods depend on crop production. It will also address cases where partial land acquisition, ETL restrictions or Project access arrangements reduce the productive usability of remaining agricultural land without preventing cultivation entirely. The measure will complement, and will not replace, compensation for affected land, crops, trees or agricultural assets.
For the Edirne WPP Project, this measure is particularly relevant because agricultural activity is the dominant land use among affected parcels, with wheat and sunflower identified as the main crops in the Project affected settlements. For the main WPP, agricultural use has been identified on 186 of the 208 private and public parcels covered by the social assessment, comprising 184 rainfed and two irrigated parcels. For the associated ETLs, agricultural impacts may arise from permanent tower-footprint acquisition, easement-related restrictions, temporary access and construction activities; the final number of agricultural support beneficiaries will be confirmed through the household/user-level verification process. Support may include harvest planning, maintenance or restoration of access to remaining agricultural lands, reinstatement of disturbed land, repair of damage to agricultural infrastructure caused by the Project, and practical support for preparing remaining or alternative land for cultivation where such support is required due to verified Project impacts. The type and scale of support will be proportionate to the verified effect on agricultural continuity and will take account of the agricultural season and the ability of the PAP or PAH to continue cultivation without additional assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc238253986]Table 8‑5. Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP: permanent land acquisition, temporary access, construction disturbance, fragmentation and impacts on access to or productive use of remaining agricultural land. Associated ETLs: permanent tower-footprint acquisition, verified easement-related restrictions, temporary access and construction disturbance affecting agricultural production or access.

	Proposed Outcome
	To support the continuity of agricultural production and reduce livelihood disruption for eligible PAHs whose cultivation activities are affected by the Project, including by maintaining or restoring the productive use of viable remaining land.

	Main Target Groups
	Legal owners, actual cultivators, tenants, sharecroppers, formal lessees and informal users of public land whose agricultural activities are affected by land acquisition, ETL easement-related restrictions, access limitations, land fragmentation, construction disturbance or temporary land use.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, agricultural activity is recorded on 186 of 208 private and public parcels covered by the social assessment. Actual eligibility for support will depend on the verified Project-induced disruption rather than agricultural use alone. Four PAHs currently meet the ≥20% productive-land-loss livelihood restoration review trigger, while other cases may qualify where access, fragmentation, temporary use or other impacts materially affect cultivation. For the associated ETLs, final beneficiary numbers will be determined through verification of actual agricultural users and the effects of tower footprints, easement restrictions, temporary access and construction activities.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Rainfed and irrigated crop production, wheat and sunflower cultivation, fodder crop production, use of public land for agriculture, agricultural access routes, irrigation systems, wells, ponds and other agricultural support assets.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified disruption to agricultural production or land preparation needs arising from Project impacts, including loss of productive land, reduced usability of remaining land, temporary land disturbance, access restrictions, damage to agricultural infrastructure or inability to complete harvest before land entry. Agricultural land use alone will not create automatic eligibility; a Project-induced need for continuity, reinstatement or additional agricultural support must be demonstrated.

	Types of Support[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Where the underlying impact is construction damage, compensation, repair and reinstatement will be addressed in coordination with Section 8.2.6, while this measure will address any additional support required to maintain or restore agricultural continuity.] 

	Advance notice of land entry and construction schedule;
· Opportunity to harvest standing crops where feasible,
· Maintenance or restoration of access to remaining land,
· Reinstatement of temporarily used or disturbed land,
· Repair or replacement of agricultural infrastructure damaged by the Project,
· Land preparation support for remaining or alternative land, where required,
· [bookmark: _Ref232806024]One-time agricultural input support for remaining or alternative land, where verified Project impacts reduce cultivation capacity or require additional land preparation. This support may cover fertilizer, diesel or equivalent agricultural input needs and will be calculated by using the official crop production support unit rates announced by the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry as reference.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, Sorularla Tarımsal Üretim Planlaması ve Yeni Destekleme Modeli; Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, 2026 Production Year Crop Production Support Unit Prices: 
https://www.tarimorman.gov.tr/BUGEM/Belgeler/Tar%C4%B1m%20Havzalar%C4%B1/2026%20Y%C4%B1l%C4%B1%20Destekleme%20Birim%20Fiyatlar%C4%B1.pdf ] 


	Verification Sources
	Census and asset inventory, household survey, crop and land use records, valuation records, PAP consultation, mukhtar confirmation, site verification, contractor records, monitoring findings and grievance review. Verification will also consider remaining-land usability, access conditions, the agricultural season and whether the affected PAP or user has practicable alternatives for continuing production. For the associated ETLs, available land-access and construction records and relevant TEİAŞ information will be considered where available and applicable.

	Delivery Method
	Support in kind, repair, reinstatement, service provision or documented cash support, depending on the type of verified impact and the most suitable restoration measure. The form of support will be agreed according to the verified agricultural need and recorded at PAP/PAH or user level in the livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where impacts can be anticipated, affected agricultural users will be informed before land entry to allow harvest planning and identification of access, land-preparation or continuity needs. Required measures will, where feasible, be implemented before the relevant restriction or agricultural season. Impacts arising during construction will be verified and addressed as they occur. Reinstatement and land-preparation support will be completed as soon as practicable after temporary use or disturbance, with follow-up during the first relevant cultivation cycle to confirm that agricultural use can continue.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track the number of eligible agricultural users receiving support, the type and timing of assistance, restoration of access and disturbed land, and the ability of supported PAPs/PAHs to continue cultivation during the following relevant agricultural cycle. The restoration benchmark will be that verified Project-induced constraints no longer materially prevent or reduce the feasible productive use of the affected remaining or alternative agricultural land.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where follow-up identifies unresolved access constraints, incomplete reinstatement, continuing Project-induced loss of productive use or other material barriers to cultivation, the case will be reviewed for additional repair, reinstatement, land-preparation or other appropriate livelihood support. The measure will be considered complete when the agreed support has been delivered and follow-up confirms that the verified agricultural continuity impact has been addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will depend on the number of eligible PAHs, the type and extent of verified agricultural disruption, and the cost of land preparation, reinstatement, repair, agricultural input support or other required support. For one-time agricultural input support, the official crop production support unit rates announced by the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry will be used as reference.1 For 2026, the official support unit prices include TL 310/da for first group fodder crops and TL 403/da for second group fodder crops. If payments are made after the official unit rates are updated, the most recent official rates available at the time of implementation will be used. Compensation already provided for the same loss will be considered to avoid duplicate payment.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor support may be required where the impact is caused by construction activities. For associated ETLs, coordination with TEİAŞ or relevant public institutions will be undertaken where statutory land arrangements, access or infrastructure matters are involved; responsibility for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP will remain with Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.


Agricultural continuity support will be provided only where a Project impact is verified. Where damage to crops, trees, irrigation systems, wells, ponds, access routes or other agricultural assets occurs, the impact will be recorded, verified and addressed through compensation, repair, reinstatement or other relevant support in line with the Entitlement Matrix and the verification process described in Section 8.3. Construction-related damage and reinstatement will be managed in accordance with Section 8.2.6, while any continuing effect on cultivation or the productive use of remaining land will be considered under this measure. Agricultural continuity support will therefore not be considered complete solely upon payment or delivery of an input; the relevant agricultural use will be followed through the next applicable cultivation cycle where necessary to confirm that the Project-induced disruption has been adequately addressed.
[bookmark: _Ref238041980][bookmark: _Ref238042511][bookmark: _Ref238042615][bookmark: _Ref238045065][bookmark: _Toc238253907]Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support
Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support will be provided to eligible PAHs whose access to agricultural land, pasture or common grazing areas, livestock movement routes, or fodder production and post-harvest grazing areas is affected by Project land acquisition, easement-related restrictions along the associated ETLs, land use restrictions or construction activities. This measure aims to maintain or restore access where feasible and to reduce disruption to livestock activities, grazing and fodder supply. It will complement, and will not replace, compensation for affected land, crops, productive assets or construction damage. Forest resource use and beekeeping impacts are addressed separately in Sections 8.2.4 and 8.2.5.
For the Edirne WPP Project, this measure is particularly relevant because livestock activities and grazing are important supplementary livelihood activities in the Project affected settlements. As identified in Chapter 6, for the main WPP, grazing use has been recorded on affected private and public parcels and livestock ownership was reported by 41 surveyed PAHs, including 360 cattle, 1,708 small ruminants and 87 poultry. For the associated ETLs, impacts may arise where tower-footprint acquisition, easement-related restrictions, temporary access or construction activities interfere with pasture use, grazing routes, fodder production, post-harvest grazing or livestock movement. Final ETL beneficiaries will be confirmed through verification of actual users and the nature and duration of any Project-induced disruption. Therefore, continuity of livestock feeding and grazing arrangements will be managed as part of livelihood restoration where such impacts are verified.
[bookmark: _Toc238253987]Table 8‑6. Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Access, Fodder, Livestock and Resource Use Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where verified Project impacts affect pasture or grazing access, livestock movement, fodder production, post-harvest grazing or other livestock feeding arrangements. For the associated ETLs, easement rights will be relevant only where they result in an actual restriction or disruption to such livelihood activities.

	Proposed Outcome
	To maintain or restore access to pasture, grazing and fodder resources and to avoid or reduce material disruption to livestock feeding and movement arising from Project impacts.

	Main Target Groups
	Eligible PAHs engaged in livestock activities, pasture or grazing use, fodder production, use of public or common lands, where such activities are affected by the Project.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, grazing has been recorded on affected parcels and livestock ownership was reported by 41 surveyed PAHs. Current livestock holdings include 360 cattle, 1,708 small ruminants and 87 poultry. These figures define the potential beneficiary base but do not constitute automatic eligibility for support. For the associated ETLs, beneficiary numbers will be confirmed through verification of actual pasture, grazing, fodder and livestock users affected by tower footprints, easement-related restrictions, temporary access or construction activities.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Livestock grazing, use of pasture and public lands, fodder production, post harvest grazing, livestock movement routes, and livestock feeding arrangements linked to affected agricultural or common-use land.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified restriction or disruption of access to pasture, grazing areas, livestock movement routes, fodder resources due to Project land acquisition, ETL easement-related restrictions, temporary access land use restrictions or construction activities. Livestock ownership or use of pasture/common land alone will not create automatic eligibility; a Project-induced disruption to access, feeding arrangements or livestock movement must be verified.

	Types of Support
	· Maintenance or restoration of access to pasture, grazing areas and remaining agricultural land where feasible,
· Identification of temporary alternative access routes where access is restricted,
· Advance notice to affected PAHs and mukhtars before access restrictions or construction activities,
· Fodder support or cash equivalent where verified Project impacts reduce access to fodder production, grazing or post harvest grazing,
· Repair or reinstatement of access routes, pasture access points or livestock movement routes damaged by the Project, 
· Temporary alternative grazing or feeding arrangements where access cannot be maintained and such arrangements are practicable,
· Other proportionate support required to maintain livestock feeding continuity during the verified period of disruption.

	Verification Sources
	Census and asset inventory, household survey, livestock and grazing records, consultation with PAHs, mukhtar confirmation, site verification, contractor records, monitoring findings and grievance review. Verification will consider the number and type of livestock, dependency on the affected pasture or fodder resource, seasonal use, duration of disruption, availability of alternative grazing or feed sources and cumulative Project impacts. For the associated ETLs, available land-access and construction records and relevant TEİAŞ information will be considered where applicable and available.

	Delivery Method
	Access arrangement, repair, reinstatement, support in kind, fodder support, or documented cash support, depending on the verified impact and the most suitable restoration measure. Where feasible, maintaining or providing alternative access will be prioritised over cash support. The selected measure and its duration will be recorded at PAP/PAH or user level in the livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where impacts can be anticipated, affected users will be identified and consulted before the relevant access restriction or construction activity, taking account of the applicable grazing and livestock-feeding season. Access maintenance or temporary alternative arrangements will be implemented before disruption where feasible. Where fodder support is required, it will be provided in coordination with the verified period of reduced grazing or feed availability. Construction-related impacts will be addressed as they arise, while damaged access routes or grazing infrastructure will be reinstated as soon as practicable. Follow-up will be undertaken during the relevant grazing or feeding period to confirm that livestock activities can continue without material Project-induced constraint.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track affected livestock users, type and duration of access or feeding disruption, support delivered, restoration of affected routes or access points and continued livestock activity. The restoration benchmark will be that verified Project-induced restrictions no longer materially constrain livestock movement, grazing access or adequate feeding arrangements compared with the applicable pre-impact condition.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where monitoring, consultation or grievance findings identify continuing material restrictions on grazing, livestock movement or feed availability attributable to the Project, the case will be reviewed for additional access arrangements, fodder support, reinstatement or other appropriate assistance. The measure will be considered complete once agreed support has been delivered and follow-up confirms that the verified livestock livelihood disruption has been adequately addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will depend on the number of eligible PAHs, the type, duration and severity of verified access or resource use disruption, affected herd size or, and the cost of access restoration, fodder support, beehive relocation assistance, repair or reinstatement. Where fodder support or cash equivalent is provided due to loss of or reduced access to fodder production areas, the amount will be calculated by considering the affected area, crop type and the official crop production support unit rates announced by the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry for the relevant production year. For 2026, the official unit prices include TL 310/da for first group fodder crops and TL 403/da for second group fodder crops. Where the impact relates to pasture or grazing access and cannot be calculated by affected area, the support amount will be determined based on the number and type of affected livestock, duration of access restriction, availability of alternative grazing or fodder sources, and local feed replacement cost. Compensation already provided for the same loss will be considered to avoid duplicate payment.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor support may be required where the impact is caused by construction activities. Relevant public institutions will be consulted where pasture, or public land procedures are involved. For associated ETLs, coordination with TEİAŞ or relevant public institutions will be undertaken where statutory land, easement or access arrangements are involved; responsibility for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP will remain with Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.


Fodder support or cash equivalent will be provided only where the Project impact on livestock feeding arrangements is verified. The first priority will be to maintain existing access or provide a temporary alternative access arrangement where feasible. Where this is not feasible, or where a temporary or permanent disruption to fodder production, grazing or post harvest grazing is confirmed, support will be calculated according to the verified impact pathway. Final support will be confirmed through the verification process described in Section 8.3 and documented in the livelihood restoration records. Support will be proportionate to the duration and materiality of the disruption and will not be considered complete solely upon delivery of fodder or a cash equivalent where the underlying access or livestock-feeding constraint remains unresolved.
Pasture, grazing, fodder and livestock support will be provided only where a Project impact is verified. Where access to pasture, grazing areas, or livestock movement routes is restricted, the impact will be assessed in consultation with affected PAHs, mukhtars and relevant institutions. Any required support will be implemented in line with the Entitlement Matrix and the verification process described in Section 8.3. Construction-related damage to access routes or other livelihood assets will be addressed in coordination with Section 8.2.6, while any continuing effect on grazing, livestock movement or feeding arrangements will remain subject to this measure.
[bookmark: _Ref238038537][bookmark: _Toc238253908]Forest Resource Access and Use Support
Forest Resource Access and Use Support will be provided where Project activities result in a verified restriction on lawful access to forest areas or materially affect the use of forest resources that contribute to household consumption or livelihoods. The measure will focus on maintaining or restoring access where feasible and, where this cannot be achieved, on identifying proportionate alternative or transitional support according to the nature and duration of the verified impact. Forest-related livestock grazing impacts will be addressed under Section 8.2.3, while impacts on beekeeping activities in or near forest areas will be addressed under Section 8.2.5
For the main WPP, household survey findings confirm that forest-resource use forms part of the livelihood and household-consumption practices of some affected households, although it was not identified as a primary livelihood source. Of 75 PAHs providing valid information on forest-resource use, 21 reported at least one form of use. Fuelwood collection was reported by 20 PAHs, mushroom collection by seven and medicinal plant collection by six, with these activities generally supporting household heating or consumption rather than widespread commercial income generation. Among the 21 forest-resource users, three indicated that access roads to forest areas may be affected by the Project. Accordingly, the current evidence indicates a potential but generally supplementary livelihood impact pathway that will require case-specific verification before support is assigned. For the associated ETLs, this measure will apply where construction, temporary access or other Project activities are verified to restrict lawful forest-resource access or use; no separate ETL forest-user beneficiary number is confirmed at this stage.
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	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Forest Resource Access and Use Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP, where Project land requirements, construction or access arrangements affect lawful forest access or resource use. Associated ETLs, where verified construction, access or other Project activities result in a comparable impact.

	Proposed Outcome
	To maintain or restore lawful access to forest resources used for household consumption or livelihood purposes and to avoid material Project-induced disruption to such use.

	Main Target Groups
	Verified users of affected forest areas who depend on fuelwood, mushrooms, medicinal plants or other forest resources for household use or livelihoods.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, 21 of 75 surveyed PAHs reported some form of forest-resource use; three of these users anticipated that access roads to forest areas may be affected. These figures represent the current potential user base and do not constitute confirmed eligibility. Final eligibility will depend on verification of the affected forest area or access route, the nature and frequency of use, dependency, available alternatives and the actual Project impact. For the associated ETLs, beneficiaries will be identified where a comparable impact is verified during implementation.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Fuelwood collection for household heating or domestic use, mushroom and medicinal plant collection, other lawful collection of forest products for household use or supplementary income, and access routes required for such activities.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified Project-induced restriction or disruption of lawful access to or use of a forest resource that has a demonstrated household or livelihood function. Forest-resource use alone will not create automatic eligibility; the Project interface, materiality and duration of the impact will be confirmed before support is assigned.

	Types of Support
	Support may include maintenance of existing lawful forest access where feasible, temporary or alternative lawful access arrangements where practicable, advance information on temporary access restrictions or relevant construction activities, and repair or reinstatement of Project-damaged access routes where these are within Project responsibility. Where a verified restriction results in a material temporary loss of household-use resources or supplementary livelihood benefit and access cannot reasonably be maintained or restored, transitional in-kind or documented cash support may be provided. Where the underlying impact concerns livestock grazing or beekeeping rather than forest-resource collection or access, the case will be addressed under Sections 8.2.3 or 8.2.5, as applicable.

	Verification Sources
	Household survey and resource-use information, PAP consultation, site verification, forest/access mapping where available, mukhtar and community information, contractor records, monitoring findings and grievance records. Verification will consider the frequency and purpose of resource use, household dependency, seasonal use, lawful access arrangements, alternative sources or routes, duration of restriction and vulnerability where relevant.

	Delivery Method
	Access maintenance or alternative access arrangement, repair or reinstatement, in-kind support or documented cash support, depending on the verified impact and applicable legal requirements. Measures affecting forest access or use will be coordinated with the relevant forestry authority where required.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where a restriction can be anticipated, potentially affected forest users will be identified and consulted before the relevant construction activity or access change. Access-maintenance or alternative arrangements will be established before disruption where feasible. Temporary impacts arising during construction will be verified and addressed as they occur. Any Project-damaged access route within Project responsibility will be reinstated as soon as practicable. Follow-up will be undertaken during the relevant resource-use period where necessary to confirm that the verified household or livelihood use can continue without material Project-induced constraint.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Monitoring will track verified affected users, the type and duration of restriction, access arrangements or other support provided, and whether the relevant household or livelihood use can continue. The restoration benchmark will be that the Project no longer materially restricts the verified lawful forest-resource use or that an effective alternative/support arrangement has addressed the resulting livelihood or household-use impact.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where monitoring, consultation or grievances identify continuing material Project-induced loss of access or resource use, the case will be reviewed for additional access arrangements, reinstatement or other proportionate support. The measure will be considered complete once the agreed intervention has been implemented and follow-up confirms that the verified impact has been adequately addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will depend on the number of verified affected users, the type and duration of access or resource-use disruption, the feasibility and cost of access restoration or alternative arrangements, and any verified transitional support required. Where cash or in-kind support is necessary, the basis and amount will be documented for the specific impact and will take account of any compensation or assistance already provided for the same loss to avoid duplication.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where the restriction or damage results from construction activities. Relevant forestry authorities will be consulted where access arrangements, forest use or reinstatement require institutional coordination. For associated ETLs, coordination with TEİAŞ will also be undertaken where the relevant impact interfaces with statutory ETL arrangements; responsibility for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP will remain with Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.


Forest-resource support will be applied only where a Project-induced impact on verified lawful resource use is demonstrated. The current main WPP findings indicate that forest-resource use is predominantly supplementary and household-oriented rather than a primary commercial livelihood; however, this will not be used to exclude affected users where the loss of access has a material household consequence. Dependency, availability of alternatives, duration of restriction and vulnerability will be considered in determining the appropriate response. Where the underlying impact concerns grazing, livestock feeding or beekeeping rather than collection or access to forest products, the relevant support will be provided under Sections 8.2.3 or 8.2.5 to avoid duplication.

[bookmark: _Ref238038544][bookmark: _Toc238253909]Beekeeping Support
Beekeeping Support will be provided where Project activities result in a verified disruption to access to beehive locations, require temporary relocation of hives, or otherwise materially affect the continuation of an established beekeeping activity. The measure will aim, in the first instance, to maintain safe access to existing hive locations where feasible and, where this cannot be achieved, to facilitate temporary relocation or other proportionate support for the verified period of disruption. Support under this measure will complement, and will not replace, compensation for verified damage to beehives, equipment, products or other eligible assets.
Beekeeping has been identified within both the main WPP and associated ETL livelihood context, although the presence of beekeeping activity does not in itself demonstrate a Project impact. For the main WPP, five surveyed PAHs reported beekeeping activities, with a total of 240 beehives recorded. Along the associated ETLs, fieldwork identified beekeeping activity in the Şadıllı area, including approximately four to five local beekeepers with an estimated 700-1,000 hives, as well as seasonal or mobile beekeepers using the wider area. The final number of eligible beneficiaries will therefore depend on verification of the specific interface between Project activities and individual hive locations, access arrangements and beekeeping activity.
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	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Beekeeping Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where Project land access, construction activities, temporary restrictions or safety requirements are verified to affect access to beehive locations, require relocation of hives or otherwise disrupt an established beekeeping activity.

	Proposed Outcome
	To enable affected beekeepers to continue their activity without material Project-induced disruption by maintaining access where feasible or providing appropriate temporary relocation or other support where access cannot be maintained.

	Main Target Groups
	Verified local, seasonal or mobile beekeepers whose established beehive locations, access arrangements or beekeeping activities are directly affected by the Project

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, five surveyed PAHs reported beekeeping activities involving a total of 240 beehives. Along the associated ETLs, fieldwork identified approximately four to five local beekeepers with an estimated 700–1,000 hives in the Şadıllı area, in addition to seasonal or mobile beekeeping activity. These figures define the current potential user base and do not constitute confirmed eligibility. Final beneficiaries will be identified through verification of the specific Project impact on hive locations, access or continuity of beekeeping activity.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Beekeeping, seasonal or mobile hive placement, access to beehive locations, movement of hives and equipment, and household or supplementary income derived from beekeeping activities.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified Project-induced disruption to an established beekeeping activity, including loss or restriction of access to hive locations, a requirement to relocate hives because of Project activities or safety restrictions, or verified damage or loss affecting the continuation of beekeeping. Beekeeping activity within the wider Project area alone will not create automatic eligibility.

	Types of Support
	Support may include advance information on relevant construction activities or access restrictions, maintenance of access to hive locations where feasible, assistance with temporary relocation of beehives where relocation is required due to Project activities, support for re-establishing access or returning hives following temporary disruption, and documented compensation or other appropriate assistance for verified Project-related damage or product loss. Where a continuing livelihood impact remains after the immediate disruption has been addressed, the case will be reviewed for additional livelihood restoration support.

	Verification Sources
	Household and field survey information, PAP or beekeeper consultation, hive-location and access information where available, site verification, mukhtar or local stakeholder information, contractor records, monitoring findings and grievance records. Verification will consider the number of affected hives, duration and timing of disruption, established use of the affected location, availability of practicable alternative locations and the seasonal nature of beekeeping activity.

	Delivery Method
	Advance notice, access arrangement, practical relocation assistance, transport or service support, reinstatement, in-kind assistance or documented cash compensation/support, depending on the verified impact and the most suitable response. The agreed measure will be recorded at beekeeper level in the livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where impacts can be anticipated, affected beekeepers will be identified and consulted before the relevant construction activity or access restriction, taking account of the seasonal timing of hive placement and movement. Access arrangements or temporary relocation support will be implemented before disruption where feasible. Impacts arising during construction will be verified and addressed as they occur. Where relocation has been required, follow-up will be undertaken during or after the relevant beekeeping period to confirm that the activity can continue without material Project-induced constraint.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track verified affected beekeepers, number of hives affected where applicable, type and duration of disruption, support provided and continuation or re-establishment of the affected beekeeping activity. The restoration benchmark will be that the verified Project-induced constraint no longer materially prevents the beekeeper from continuing the affected activity or that an effective alternative arrangement has been established.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where follow-up, consultation or grievances identify continuing Project-induced constraints on access, hive placement or continuation of the affected beekeeping activity, the case will be reviewed for additional relocation, access or other appropriate livelihood support. The measure will be considered complete once the agreed support has been delivered and follow-up confirms that the verified beekeeping impact has been adequately addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will depend on the number of eligible beekeepers and affected hives, the nature and duration of the verified disruption, relocation distance where relevant, transport and handling requirements, access restoration costs and any verified damage or product loss. Costs will be determined on the basis of the specific verified impact and documented implementation needs, with any compensation already provided for the same loss taken into account to avoid duplication.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor support may be required where the impact arises from construction activities or construction access. For associated ETLs, coordination with TEİAŞ or relevant public institutions will be undertaken where the impact interfaces with statutory land or access arrangements; responsibility for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP will remain with Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.


Beekeeping support will be provided only where a direct Project interface with an established beekeeping activity is verified. The presence of hives within the wider Project area, including seasonal or mobile beekeeping activity, will not by itself establish eligibility. Particular attention will be given to the timing of construction and access restrictions relative to seasonal hive placement and movement, so that disruption can be avoided or minimised where practicable. Where verified damage to hives, equipment or products occurs, compensation will be addressed in coordination with the relevant Entitlement Matrix provisions and Section 8.2.6, while this measure will address any additional support required to maintain or restore the continuity of the beekeeping activity.
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Temporary Access, Construction Damage and Livelihood Reinstatement will address livelihood impacts arising from temporary Project use of land, construction access, disturbance outside the permanent Project footprint, and accidental or unanticipated damage to crops, soil, agricultural or livestock infrastructure, access routes and other livelihood-supporting assets. The measure will apply to both the main WPP and the associated ETLs and will prioritise avoidance and minimisation of construction disturbance, followed by prompt verification, compensation, repair or reinstatement where impacts occur. Where the immediate damage response does not fully restore the affected livelihood activity, additional support will be provided under the relevant livelihood restoration measure in this Section 8.2.
As public access along the roads will be maintained for the duration of the Project, no restrictions on access are expected — including any restriction on affected people's access to their properties, grazing lands, farmland, or comparable assets. Nevertheless,  these sections have been incorporated as a precautionary measure, in order to address any potential impacts that may emerge at a later stage of the Project.
This measure is particularly relevant to Project areas where construction or early land access occurs before completion of all permanent land arrangements. For the main WPP, early-access consent arrangements have been used for the Yayla switchyard/substation area, where construction commenced following the consent process; verified crop, asset, access or livelihood impacts remain subject to the LARP irrespective of those consent arrangements. For the associated ETLs, consent agreements have also been used on a portion of private parcels to facilitate early access, while temporary construction disturbance, tower construction and access requirements may affect land and livelihood use beyond the permanent tower footprint. Accordingly, existing and future construction-affected cases will be addressed through a common verification, remedy and follow-up process rather than being limited to impacts identified during LARP preparation.
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	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Temporary Access, Construction Damage and Livelihood Reinstatement

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where temporary land use, construction access, working areas, vehicle or equipment movement, excavation, material storage or other construction activities result in temporary occupation, restricted access or verified damage to land, crops, soil, livelihood assets or livelihood-supporting infrastructure.

	Proposed Outcome
	To prevent or minimise unnecessary construction-related livelihood impacts and to ensure that verified temporary occupation, access restrictions and construction damage are promptly compensated, repaired or reinstated so that the affected land, asset or livelihood activity can return to its pre-impact function or an equivalent practicable condition.

	Main Target Groups
	Landowners and actual users, including tenants, sharecroppers, informal or public-land users and common-resource users, whose land, crops, access, productive assets or livelihood activities are temporarily affected or damaged by Project construction. This includes eligible PAPs on parcels subject to early-access consent arrangements.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	This is an impact-triggered measure and a fixed beneficiary number cannot be established in advance. Current applicability includes early-access and active construction areas within the main WPP and associated ETLs, while additional cases may arise as construction progresses. Individual beneficiaries will be identified through planned access records, site verification, contractor records, PAP engagement, monitoring and grievances.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Crop cultivation, livestock movement and grazing, access to agricultural or resource-use areas, use of irrigation systems, wells, ponds and access roads, beekeeping access, and other livelihood activities dependent on land or infrastructure temporarily occupied or affected by construction.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified temporary occupation, access restriction or physical damage caused by Project activities, including crop or tree damage, soil disturbance, damage to irrigation or other productive infrastructure, disturbance beyond the agreed or permanent footprint, loss of access to livelihood resources, or other construction-related effects that result in an identifiable livelihood or productive-use impact. Eligibility will not depend on formal ownership where the affected crop, asset, use or livelihood interest is otherwise eligible under the Entitlement Matrix.

	Types of Support
	Support will depend on the verified impact and may include advance notice and access arrangements for planned temporary use; compensation for verified crop, tree, asset or other eligible losses; repair or replacement of damaged livelihood-supporting infrastructure; restoration of agricultural soil and temporarily disturbed land; reinstatement of affected access routes; provision of temporary alternative access where required; and other appropriate corrective support. Where compensation, repair or physical reinstatement does not fully address the resulting livelihood disruption, the PAP or PAH will also be considered for the applicable agricultural, livestock, forest-resource, beekeeping or other livelihood restoration measure under this Chapter.

	Verification Sources
	Planned land-entry and construction records, consent and temporary-access records where applicable, census and asset inventory information, pre-construction or pre-entry site records where available, photographs, contractor records, site inspections, PAP consultation, mukhtar confirmation where relevant, monitoring findings and grievance records. Verification will document the nature, location, extent and cause of the impact and will distinguish pre-existing conditions from Project-induced damage to the extent practicable.

	Delivery Method
	Planned temporary-access arrangements will be documented before land entry where practicable. Construction damage will be recorded and verified promptly following identification or notification, after which the appropriate remedy will be delivered through compensation, direct repair or replacement, contractor-led reinstatement, service provision or other livelihood restoration support. Completion evidence will be retained in the relevant PAP/user-level implementation record.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where temporary land use or access restrictions are planned, affected users will be informed and applicable access, harvest or temporary-use arrangements will be established before the relevant activity where feasible. Construction-related damage or unanticipated livelihood impacts will be recorded and verified as soon as practicable after identification. Immediate measures will be taken where continued access, safety or productive use requires urgent action. Compensation, repair or reinstatement will follow verification without unnecessary delay, while physical reinstatement dependent on completion of construction works will be undertaken as soon as the relevant area is released. Follow-up will confirm whether the affected land, asset or livelihood function has been restored and whether additional livelihood support is required.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track planned temporary-use cases, construction-damage cases, verification status, remedy provided, time to resolution, reinstatement status and any continuing livelihood effect. The restoration benchmark will be that temporary Project use has ended as agreed, verified construction damage has been compensated, repaired or reinstated, and no material Project-induced constraint on the affected livelihood activity remains.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where monitoring, consultation or grievances identify unresolved damage, inadequate reinstatement, repeated construction disturbance, continuing access restrictions or a livelihood impact that persists after the initial remedy, corrective action will be initiated. This may include additional repair, reinstatement, compensation, access arrangements or referral to another livelihood restoration measure. A case will be considered complete only when the agreed remedy has been delivered and follow-up confirms that the verified Project-induced impact has been adequately addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will depend on the number and type of verified temporary-access and construction-damage cases and the cost of compensation, repair, replacement, reinstatement, alternative access or additional livelihood support. Construction-caused repair and reinstatement costs will be assigned to the responsible construction arrangements as applicable, while supplementary livelihood restoration costs will be included within the LARP implementation budget. Payments or assistance already provided for the same verified loss will be taken into account to avoid duplicate compensation.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will retain responsibility for ensuring implementation and follow-up of this measure. The EPC Contractor will be required to support impact prevention, recording, verification, repair and reinstatement where impacts arise from construction activities. For the associated ETLs, TEİAŞ will retain responsibility for statutory land acquisition and easement processes, while construction-related damage and supplementary livelihood restoration measures within Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.’s control will be addressed through this LARP.


Construction activities will be confined to approved working areas to the extent practicable, and existing agricultural, livestock and community access will be maintained or temporarily rerouted where unavoidable restrictions occur. Crops, trees, soil, irrigation systems, wells, ponds, access routes and other livelihood-supporting assets damaged by Project activities will be recorded, verified and compensated, repaired or reinstated, as applicable. These principles are already reflected in the Project’s construction-impact commitments.
For early-access areas, consent arrangements will not be treated as evidence that all subsequent construction impacts have been resolved. Available consent, payment, land-entry, asset and construction records will be reconciled with field evidence, and any outstanding crop, asset, access or livelihood impact will remain subject to corrective action and follow-up until closure. Where new livelihood impacts emerge during implementation, they will similarly be recorded and verified and will not be excluded merely because they were not identified during LARP preparation.
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Support for Informal and Public-Land Users will ensure that PAPs whose livelihoods depend on affected public, common or other land that they do not formally own are not excluded from livelihood restoration solely because they lack title to the underlying land. Eligibility will be determined according to verified pre-cut-off use, affected crops, assets, access or livelihood activities and the nature of the Project-induced impact. This measure is cross-cutting and will not create a separate entitlement for the underlying public land; rather, verified users will be linked to the applicable compensation and livelihood restoration measures under the Entitlement Matrix and Sections 8.2.1-8.2.6.
This measure is particularly relevant to the main WPP, where all 69 affected public parcels have been classified according to actual use. Agricultural use has been identified on 54 public parcels, comprising 51 informal agricultural-user parcels for which household surveys were completed, two parcels cultivated under formal lease arrangements, and one additional informal agricultural-user parcel whose user declined to participate in the survey. The remaining public parcels comprise nine vacant or unused parcels, three common pasture parcels and three road or common-passage parcels. Because some PAHs use both private and public land, impacts on public-land use will be considered together with other household-level land and livelihood impacts rather than assessed in isolation. For the associated ETLs, informal or public-land users identified through implementation-stage verification will be subject to the same eligibility principle where a pre-cut-off use or livelihood relationship is demonstrated.
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	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where actual users of public, common or other land not owned by them experience verified Project-induced loss or restriction of crops, assets, productive use, access or livelihood activities.

	Proposed Outcome
	To ensure that eligible actual users are able to access compensation and livelihood restoration measures appropriate to their verified losses irrespective of the absence of formal title to the underlying land, and that livelihood impacts are not understated because of tenure status.

	Main Target Groups
	Informal agricultural users of public land, formal lessees where relevant, users of pasture or common land, and other actual users whose established pre-cut-off use, assets or livelihood activities are affected by the Project.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, 54 of the 69 affected public parcels have identified agricultural use: 51 parcels are used by surveyed informal agricultural users, two are cultivated under formal lease arrangements, and one additional informal agricultural user was identified but declined to participate in the survey. Nine public parcels are currently classified as vacant or unused, three as common pasture and three as road or common-passage land. These parcel figures do not represent separate household totals, as individual PAHs may use more than one parcel or both private and public land. For the associated ETLs, final beneficiary numbers will be established through verification of actual users and affected livelihood activities.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Crop production, use of productive trees or other livelihood assets, livestock grazing and fodder use, access to agricultural or common resources, and other livelihood activities undertaken on or through affected public or common land.

	Eligibility Trigger
	A verified pre-cut-off use, asset or livelihood relationship with affected public or common land together with a Project-induced loss or restriction affecting that use, asset or livelihood activity. Absence of formal title will not by itself exclude an otherwise eligible user. Conversely, occupation or use commencing after the applicable cut-off date will not establish eligibility.

	Types of Support
	Support will be provided through the applicable impact-specific measure rather than as a separate tenure-based payment. Depending on the verified impact, this may include compensation for eligible crops, trees, improvements or other user-owned assets; agricultural continuity and land-preparation support under Section 8.2.2; pasture, grazing, fodder or livestock support under Section 8.2.3; forest-resource or beekeeping support under Sections 8.2.4 and 8.2.5; temporary access, construction-damage or reinstatement support under Section 8.2.6; and TLS or other livelihood restoration assistance where the relevant eligibility requirements are met. No compensation for ownership of the underlying public land will be provided to a user who does not hold a compensable ownership interest.

	Verification Sources
	Census and asset inventory information, household or user surveys, visible land use and crops or assets, site verification, public-land lease or institutional records where available, mukhtar confirmation, neighbouring-user information where appropriate, consultation records, photographs, grievance records and other credible evidence establishing pre-cut-off use. More than one source will be used where practicable where users lack formal documentation.

	Delivery Method
	Verified users will be recorded separately from the registered public owner and linked to the relevant affected parcel, use, asset, livelihood impact and applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure. Individual support will be recorded in Annex C/Annex E and implemented through the corresponding measure in this Chapter. Where the impact concerns common use rather than an identifiable individual user, access restoration, reinstatement or other appropriate collective arrangements may be implemented in consultation with affected users and relevant institutions.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Identified users will be verified before the relevant Project impact where practicable. Outstanding or seasonal users identified during implementation will be assessed when credible evidence of pre-cut-off use is obtained. Once the user, impact and applicable entitlement are confirmed, support will be delivered in accordance with the timing of the relevant impact-specific livelihood restoration measure. Where an eligible user is identified after an impact has occurred, any outstanding entitlement or livelihood restoration requirement will be addressed following verification.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Monitoring will track identified informal and public-land users, verification status, affected livelihood activity, applicable entitlement or support measure, delivery status and livelihood outcome. The principal benchmark will be that tenure status has not resulted in exclusion from applicable compensation or livelihood restoration support and that the verified Project-induced livelihood impact has been addressed under the relevant measure.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Cases will be reviewed where an actual user appears to have been omitted, where the registered owner and actual user have been incorrectly treated as the same affected party, where a verified user has not received an applicable entitlement, or where the livelihood impact remains unresolved following support. Corrective action may include additional verification, updating Annex A/Annex D or Annex C/Annex E, delivery of outstanding entitlements or referral to the relevant livelihood restoration measure. The case will be considered complete once the user relationship, impact and applicable entitlement have been verified and all required support has been delivered and followed up as applicable.

	Budget Considerations
	This measure does not require a separate universal payment to informal or public-land users. Budget requirements will arise through the applicable compensation or livelihood restoration measure according to the verified loss and eligible support. Any crops, assets, access measures, reinstatement, TLS or other livelihood support required for verified users will therefore be reflected within the corresponding LARP budget category.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will be responsible for user verification, linkage to applicable LARP entitlements and delivery or monitoring of supplementary livelihood restoration measures. EPC Contractor support may be required where the impact results from construction activities. Relevant public institutions will be consulted where verification, access or public-land arrangements require institutional coordination. For associated ETLs, TEİAŞ will retain responsibility for statutory land arrangements, while Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will remain responsible for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP.


Formal ownership of the affected land will therefore not be used as the sole test of livelihood restoration eligibility. An informal or public-land user will not be entitled to compensation for ownership of land that they do not own, but may remain eligible for compensation for user-owned crops, trees, improvements or other eligible assets and for livelihood restoration measures addressing verified loss of productive use, access or livelihood dependency. Where the same PAH is affected through both private and public land, the combined household-level livelihood effect will be considered when determining the appropriate support package.
Users who were absent, unreachable or declined to participate during LARP preparation will not lose eligibility solely for that reason where a pre-cut-off use or livelihood relationship can subsequently be verified. Likewise, seasonal or other users identified during implementation will be assessed on the basis of credible evidence of pre-cut-off use. Any newly verified user will be incorporated into the relevant Annex A/Annex D and Annex C/Annex E records and linked to the applicable entitlement and livelihood restoration measure.
[bookmark: _Ref238049701][bookmark: _Toc238253912]Local Employment Opportunities
Local Employment Opportunities will be supported, where feasible, for eligible PAHs and working age members of affected households during construction and, where available, operation. This measure is intended to provide an additional livelihood opportunity and support income diversification for affected households. It does not guarantee employment and does not replace compensation, TLS or other livelihood restoration measures. Employment will depend on Project labour needs, required qualifications, health and safety requirements and contractor recruitment procedures. The measure will therefore focus on ensuring that affected households are informed of suitable vacancies and have a practical opportunity to access Project recruitment channels, rather than establishing employment as an automatic entitlement.
For the Edirne WPP Project, this measure is relevant because affected households are mainly dependent on agriculture, while wage employment is reported as a supplementary livelihood source for a smaller number of PAHs. The Project will therefore encourage local recruitment for suitable positions, particularly for skilled and unskilled positions that can be filled locally, while giving priority consideration to eligible PAHs with verified significant livelihood impacts and vulnerable PAHs, where candidates meet job requirements. The same approach will apply to employment opportunities associated with the main WPP and the associated ETLs where recruitment falls within the Project, EPC Contractor or subcontractor workforce. Targeted information and facilitation will also be used where vulnerable PAPs or other eligible household members may otherwise face barriers in accessing recruitment information or application procedures.
[bookmark: _Toc238253992]Table 8‑11. Local Employment Opportunities Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Local Employment Opportunities

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs, primarily during construction and, where relevant positions are available, during operation. Applicability will depend on actual Project labour demand and the recruitment scope of Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş., the EPC Contractor and subcontractors.

	Proposed Outcome
	To provide affected households with access to Project employment opportunities where feasible and to support income diversification during Project implementation, without creating an employment guarantee or substituting for other applicable livelihood restoration measures.

	Main Target Groups
	Eligible PAHs and working age members of affected households, with priority consideration for vulnerable PAHs, unemployed persons actively seeking work and PAHs with verified significant livelihood impacts, subject in all cases to the requirements of the available position.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	The potential beneficiary group comprises interested working-age members of Project-affected households. A final beneficiary number cannot be established in advance because employment uptake will depend on individual interest, available vacancies, required skills and qualifications, health and safety requirements and recruitment outcomes. Interested candidates and subsequent recruitment outcomes will therefore be recorded during implementation.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Household income diversification, temporary wage income, construction employment, operation employment where available, and reduced dependency on affected land or resources.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Availability of suitable Project employment opportunities and verified interest, capacity and eligibility of affected household members to apply for available positions. Access to recruitment facilitation will not imply entitlement to appointment.

	Types of Support
	Support will include disclosure of relevant vacancies in affected settlements; registration of interested affected household members where practicable; provision of information on required qualifications, working conditions and application procedures; referral of potentially suitable candidates to the EPC Contractor, subcontractors or other applicable recruitment channels; and facilitation of access to recruitment processes. Eligible local applicants, including vulnerable PAHs and PAHs with verified significant livelihood impacts, will receive priority consideration where this is consistent with the qualifications, competence, occupational health and safety requirements and recruitment procedures applicable to the position.

	Verification Sources
	Household survey, vulnerability screening, consultation with PAHs, employment application records, contractor recruitment records and monitoring findings. Candidate registration and referral records will be used to track the progression of affected household members through the recruitment process.

	Delivery Method
	Information disclosure, candidate registration, referral to recruitment channels, recruitment facilitation and monitoring of local employment outcomes. Implementation records will distinguish, as applicable, between affected household members informed of vacancies, expressing interest or registered, referred for recruitment, assessed or interviewed, recruited and completing or retaining the relevant employment assignment.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Employment information and candidate registration will be undertaken in coordination with relevant recruitment periods. Available vacancies will be communicated before or during recruitment, followed by candidate referral and assessment in accordance with contractor procedures. Recruitment outcomes will be recorded throughout construction. Where operational vacancies become available, eligible affected household members may similarly be informed and referred through the applicable recruitment process.

	Monitoring / Outcome Benchmark
	Monitoring will track the number of affected household members informed of employment opportunities, expressing interest or registered, referred, assessed or interviewed, recruited and, where information is available, completing or retaining their assignment. Outcomes will be reviewed by gender and vulnerability status where practicable. The measure will be considered effective where affected households have demonstrable access to Project recruitment channels and recruitment outcomes can be transparently tracked; a specific employment rate will not be treated as a guaranteed livelihood restoration outcome because appointment depends on Project labour demand and candidate suitability.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where monitoring identifies that eligible affected households are not receiving vacancy information, referral channels are not functioning, or vulnerable PAPs face avoidable barriers to accessing recruitment, disclosure or facilitation arrangements will be strengthened. The measure will be considered complete for the relevant Project phase once applicable recruitment opportunities have been communicated, interested eligible candidates have been provided access to the recruitment process, and the resulting outcomes have been documented. Non-recruitment of an individual candidate will not in itself constitute failure of the measure where a fair opportunity to apply has been provided.

	Budget Considerations
	The measure will mainly require staff time for disclosure, coordination, registration, referral and monitoring. Any training, certification or additional support required to improve access to employment will be budgeted separately under the relevant training or vulnerability support measure.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor and subcontractors will be responsible for recruitment processes under their scope. Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will monitor implementation of the local employment commitment and associated livelihood restoration records, while recruitment decisions will remain subject to the applicable employer’s labour needs and recruitment procedures.


Local employment opportunities will be provided in line with applicable labour legislation, Project labour requirements and contractor recruitment procedures. The Project will monitor local employment outcomes through the recruitment pathway described above, including the number of affected household members informed, registered or expressing interest, referred, assessed and recruited, where applicable. Employment related grievances will be managed through Project GM. Recruitment outcomes and feedback from affected households will also be reviewed during livelihood restoration monitoring to identify whether additional information, referral, training or vulnerability-linked facilitation is required. Employment obtained through the Project may contribute to household income diversification, but employment alone will not be used as evidence that other Project-induced livelihood impacts have been restored.
[bookmark: _Ref238050352][bookmark: _Toc238253913]Trainings and Capacity Building
Trainings and Capacity Building will be provided, where relevant, to eligible PAHs and affected household members whose livelihood restoration may benefit from practical information, technical guidance or skills development. This measure is intended to support livelihood continuity, income diversification and adaptation to changes caused by the Project. It will complement, and will not replace, compensation, TLS or other livelihood restoration measures. Participation in training will not in itself be considered evidence that livelihood restoration has been achieved; follow-up will consider whether the knowledge, skills or referrals provided are relevant and usable for the affected livelihood activity.
For the Edirne WPP Project, training topics will be selected according to the livelihood profile of affected settlements, verified Project impacts, expressed needs of PAHs and feasibility of delivery. The training programme will therefore focus on agricultural production, livestock and fodder management, pasture and grazing practices, beekeeping, women’s local product development and market access, young farmer capacity, and employment readiness. Training activities will be prioritised for PAHs with verified livelihood impacts, vulnerable PAHs, women and young household members, where relevant. The same programme framework will apply to the main WPP and associated ETLs, while participation and training content will be linked to the livelihood impact and support needs identified for the relevant PAP, PAH or user rather than to Project component alone.
[bookmark: _Toc238253993]Table 8‑12. Trainings and Capacity Building Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Trainings and Capacity Building

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where verified livelihood impacts or identified restoration needs can reasonably be supported through technical guidance, practical skills development, livelihood adaptation or employment-readiness support.

	Proposed Outcome
	To strengthen the capacity of eligible PAHs and affected household members to restore, maintain or diversify livelihood activities affected by the Project, including by improving access to practical knowledge, skills, institutional support or employment pathways relevant to their verified needs.

	Main Target Groups
	Eligible PAHs and affected household members engaged in agriculture, livestock activities, fodder production, pasture or public land use, forest resource use, beekeeping, local product production or local sales. Vulnerable PAHs, women, young household members, unemployed persons and PAHs with verified significant livelihood impacts will be prioritised where relevant.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	Final participant numbers cannot be established solely from the current livelihood profile because training eligibility will depend on the verified livelihood impact, expressed interest and relevance of the proposed module to the household or user. Potential participants will therefore be identified through Annex C/Annex E, implementation-stage engagement and the applicable livelihood restoration measures. Participation figures and completion outcomes will be recorded by module during implementation.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Wheat, sunflower, canola, barley and fodder crop production; livestock feeding and animal health; pasture and grazing management; beekeeping; women’s local food products such as erişte, kuskus, bread, jam and similar products; local sales and market access; and employment readiness.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified livelihood impact or identified need for technical guidance, practical information or skills development to support livelihood restoration, adaptation, income diversification or access to employment opportunities. Participation may also be offered where a training module is directly linked to another livelihood restoration measure and is considered reasonably capable of improving its effectiveness.

	Types of Support
	· Agricultural productivity and crop management trainings for wheat, sunflower, canola, barley and fodder crops,
· Soil fertility, input use, crop rotation, harvest planning and efficient use of remaining land,
· Livestock feeding, animal health, herd management, fodder planning and pasture/grazing management,
· Beekeeping training, including hive management, bee health, seasonal relocation where needed, honey quality and product diversification,
· Women’s local product development and market access trainings, including hygiene, packaging, pricing, labelling, direct sales, alternative sales channels and safe roadside or market sales practices, 
· Youth and young farmer capacity support, including agricultural entrepreneurship, livestock management, access to public agricultural support programmes and basic business skills,
· Employment readiness support, including application procedures, required documents, OHS expectations and basic work discipline, and
· Targeted practical information required to access or implement relevant livelihood restoration measures, including referrals to applicable public or institutional support where appropriate.

	Verification Sources
	Household survey, mukhtar survey, census and asset inventory, vulnerability screening, consultation with PAHs, women and young household members, employment interest records, monitoring findings and grievance review. Participant interest, livelihood linkage and any barriers to participation will also be confirmed before delivery where relevant.

	Delivery Method
	Group trainings, information meetings, practical field demonstrations, individual guidance or referral to relevant institutions, depending on the topic and needs identified. Delivery methods will be adapted to the target group and may include smaller or targeted sessions where participation barriers are identified for women, vulnerable PAPs or other affected users. Training attendance, completion and any follow-up or referral will be documented at participant level where practicable.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Training needs will be confirmed during beneficiary verification and engagement under the relevant livelihood restoration measure. Modules will then be scheduled according to the timing of the affected livelihood activity, including agricultural seasons, livestock and beekeeping cycles, relevant recruitment periods and participant availability. Where practical application or referral forms part of the module, follow-up will be undertaken after delivery to identify whether additional guidance or adjustment is required.

	Monitoring / Outcome Benchmark
	Monitoring will record the number and profile of invited participants, attendance and completion by module, participant feedback, referrals made and follow-up needs. Where relevant to the module, follow-up will also consider whether participants have been able to apply the information or skills provided, access an employment or institutional referral, or use the training to support continuation or diversification of the affected livelihood activity. Training attendance alone will not constitute the restoration benchmark.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Where participation is materially below the identified target group, vulnerable or other eligible PAPs face barriers to access, participant feedback indicates that the content is not relevant, or follow-up shows that additional practical guidance is required, the delivery format, content, timing or referral arrangements will be reviewed and adjusted. A training activity will be considered complete when the planned module and relevant follow-up have been delivered and any identified participant-level referral or additional guidance has been addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will depend on the number of training modules, number of participants, trainer or institution costs, venue and material requirements, field demonstration needs, travel requirements and any follow-up support needed for participants. Costs associated with specific livelihood inputs or assistance arising from follow-up will be budgeted under the relevant livelihood restoration measure rather than treated as training costs.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor support may be required for employment readiness, OHS or construction employment topics. Relevant public institutions, technical experts or service providers may support delivery where specialist agricultural, livestock, beekeeping, market-access or employment content is required.


Table 8‑13 presents the indicative training modules identified for Edirne WPP based on the current livelihood profile and LARP findings. The final training topics, participants and delivery arrangements will be confirmed during implementation through consultation with PAHs, mukhtars and relevant institutions. The modules are indicative and will be implemented only where a demonstrated need, participant interest and a clear link to livelihood restoration or adaptation are identified.
[bookmark: _Ref232866635][bookmark: _Toc238253994]Table 8‑13. Indicative Training Modules for Edirne WPP
	Training Module
	Indicative Target Groups and Settlements
	Main Content
	Indicative Outcome / Follow-up

	Agricultural Productivity and Crop Management
	Agricultural PAHs and actual land users in main WPP affected settlements, including Yayla, Suluca, Kocaali, Şehitler and Danişment, and in ETL-affected settlements including Koruklu, Beyköy, Çeltik, Gökçetepe, Sazlıdere, Şadıllı, Süleymaniye, Yülüce, Bayramiç, Yeniköy, Evreşe/Keşanoğlu and Evreşe/Yeni, where relevant.
	Wheat, sunflower, canola, barley, fodder crops and other locally relevant crop production; soil fertility; input use; crop rotation; harvest planning; and productivity on remaining or alternative land.
	Follow-up during the relevant cultivation cycle will consider whether participants have been able to apply relevant practices to support continued or restored agricultural production.

	Livestock, Fodder and Pasture Management
	Livestock-owning PAHs, pasture users and grazing users, particularly in Şabanmera, Şehitler, Suluca, Yayla, Akhoca, Kocaali and Danişment within the main WPP area, and in ETL-affected settlements including Koruklu, Beyköy, Çeltik, Gökçetepe, Sazlıdere, Şadıllı, Süleymaniye, Yülüce, Bayramiç, Yeniköy and the Evreşe settlements, where livestock, pasture, grazing or fodder dependency is verified.
	Animal feeding, herd health, fodder planning, pasture use, grazing management, livestock movement and adaptation to temporary access restrictions.
	Follow-up during the relevant grazing or feeding period will consider whether participants can maintain workable livestock feeding and movement arrangements.

	Beekeeping and Bee Product Diversification
	Verified local, seasonal or mobile beekeepers affected by the main WPP or associated ETLs, including beekeepers in Yayla, Suluca, Şehitler and Danişment and beekeepers identified in the Şadıllı area, together with other affected settlements where beekeeping activity is subsequently verified.
	Hive management, bee health, seasonal relocation, honey quality, product diversification such as pollen, wax or propolis, and management of disturbance during construction.
	Follow-up during the relevant beekeeping period will consider whether participants can maintain or re-establish the affected beekeeping activity and apply relevant hive-management or relocation practices.

	Women’s Local Product Development and Market Access
	Women in affected households involved in local product production or sales, including women in main WPP and ETL-affected settlements such as Yayla, Koruklu and other settlements where relevant activities and participant interest are confirmed
	Hygiene, packaging, labelling, pricing, basic costing, direct sales, alternative sales channels, safe roadside sales practices and continuity of sales where access routes are affected.
	Follow-up will consider practical use of the guidance provided, including product preparation, pricing, packaging or access to appropriate sales channels, where relevant to the participant’s livelihood activity.

	Youth and Young Farmer Capacity Support
	Young household members, young farmers and unemployed persons within eligible PAHs across the main WPP and ETL-affected settlements, where an agricultural, livestock or other livelihood adaptation or diversification need is identified.
	Agricultural entrepreneurship, livestock management, access to public agricultural support programmes, basic business skills and income diversification.
	Follow-up will consider whether participants have applied relevant guidance, pursued an applicable institutional support opportunity or taken another practical step linked to the identified livelihood need.

	Employment Readiness and Basic Skills
	Working-age members of eligible PAHs in main WPP and ETL-affected settlements who express interest in available Project employment opportunities.
	Job application procedures, required documents, contractor recruitment process, OHS awareness, workplace rules and basic work discipline.
	Follow-up will be linked to the recruitment pathway under Section 8.2.8, including candidate registration, referral, assessment and recruitment outcomes where applicable.


In this context, the Project Owner is also assessing whether the women’s local product development and market access module could be linked to the proposed “Geleceğimizi Örüyoruz” (“We Weave Our Future”) social development initiative. The initiative is currently envisaged to support women in the WPP area of influence through vocational training, local production activities, cooperative capacity strengthening, product development and improved access to sales channels, potentially including the use of an idle school building in Akhoca as a social production centre. The current concept refers to 42 women across nine settlements; however, the final target group, geographical coverage, scope, timing, funding and implementation arrangements remain subject to further consultation, feasibility assessment, relevant approvals and the Project Owner’s final decision.
At this stage, the initiative is not presented as a confirmed LARP commitment and is not relied upon to achieve the livelihood restoration outcomes defined in this Plan. If implemented, it may complement the training and capacity building measures described above, particularly those concerning women’s local product development and market access, but will not replace compensation, TLS, vulnerability-linked support, corrective action or any other applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure. Participation will be voluntary, and support provided through the initiative to eligible PAPs will be recorded and monitored as complementary support where relevant.
[bookmark: _Toc238253914]Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support
Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support will be provided to ensure that vulnerable PAPs and PAHs with vulnerable household members are able to access compensation, consultation, livelihood restoration measures, trainings, employment opportunities and grievance channels without disadvantage. Vulnerability will not be treated as an automatic additional payment category. Instead, it will be used as a priority and facilitation criterion to make sure that vulnerable PAPs and affected households requiring additional assistance can benefit from the relevant livelihood restoration measures defined under this LARP. The form and intensity of support will be proportionate to the identified barrier or additional support need and will be linked to the relevant Project impact rather than to vulnerability status alone.
For the Edirne WPP Project, 18 of the 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs include at least one person meeting the direct vulnerability screening criteria. These include persons with disabilities, unemployed persons actively seeking work, widowed or divorced women, persons homebound due to chronic illness and illiterate adults. The vulnerability categories are not additive, as one person may have more than one vulnerability indicator. Vulnerability is also relevant to livelihood restoration because the PAHs in which vulnerable persons live are connected to the main livelihood activities identified in the Project affected settlements, particularly agriculture, and in some cases livestock activities, beekeeping, public land use, pasture or grazing use and forest resource use. All 18 directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs reported agriculture as either a main or supplementary livelihood, while 14 were also involved in livestock activities, illustrating the overlap between vulnerability and land- or resource-dependent livelihoods.
For the associated ETLs, 6 persons with vulnerability conditions were identified among the 56 interviewed affected owners and users. These six cases represent individual-level findings and should not be interpreted as 6 vulnerable PAHs or as the prevalence of vulnerability across all ETL-affected households. Vulnerability and any corresponding support requirement will therefore be reviewed together with the verified ETL land, access and livelihood impact for the relevant person or household.
This measure will therefore focus on practical assistance, priority review and follow up support where vulnerability overlaps with verified Project impacts or creates barriers to accessing LARP entitlements and livelihood restoration measures. It will operate as a cross-cutting support measure alongside the impact-specific measures in Sections 8.2.1-8.2.9 and will not substitute for the underlying entitlement or livelihood restoration response.
[bookmark: _Toc238253995]Table 8‑14. Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETLs where a vulnerable person or PAH with a vulnerable household member experiences a verified Project impact or faces an identified barrier to accessing compensation, consultation, livelihood restoration measures, employment, training or grievance channels.

	Proposed Outcome
	To ensure that vulnerable persons and PAHs with vulnerable household members are able to access compensation, livelihood restoration measures, consultation, trainings, employment opportunities and grievance channels without disadvantage, and that vulnerability does not result in delayed, reduced or unequal access to applicable LARP support.

	Main Target Groups
	Vulnerable persons identified within affected households, and PAHs with vulnerable household members where additional assistance is required. This includes persons with disabilities, persons homebound due to chronic illness, illiterate adults, widowed or divorced women, unemployed persons actively seeking work, and other persons requiring additional assistance due to age, health, literacy, access constraints or cumulative Project impacts. Additional screening factors such as low income, lack of social security or low education will be considered where they interact with a verified Project impact or create a practical barrier to accessing LARP measures, rather than being treated as automatic standalone vulnerability categories.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, 18 of the 88 surveyed PAHs include at least one person meeting the direct vulnerability screening criteria. For the associated ETLs, six persons with vulnerability conditions were identified among the 56 interviewed owners and users; these are individual-level findings and do not represent six vulnerable PAHs. Additional cases may be identified through final verification, engagement, grievances or implementation monitoring. Current vulnerability figures identify the potential support group but do not create automatic entitlement to additional cash assistance.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Agricultural production, livestock activities, pasture and grazing use, public land use, forest resource use, beekeeping, local product activities, employment readiness and access to livelihood restoration measures.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified vulnerability at person level, or an additional support need that may limit the vulnerable person’s or affected household’s ability to understand, access or benefit from compensation, livelihood restoration measures, consultation, trainings, employment opportunities or the GM. Where vulnerability-linked assistance is proposed as part of livelihood restoration, the relevant Project-induced livelihood impact or access barrier will also be documented.

	Types of Support
	Support may include individual explanation of entitlements, compensation, payment procedures and livelihood restoration measures; home visits, telephone follow-up or individual meetings where mobility, health, literacy or access constraints exist; assistance with forms, documentation, grievances and other LARP procedures; support in accessing payment, banking or notary procedures where required due to vulnerability; transport or meeting assistance where participation would otherwise be constrained; priority review during TLS assessment where vulnerability overlaps with verified livelihood impacts; facilitated access to relevant trainings and capacity-building activities; priority consideration for local employment opportunities where job requirements are met; referral to relevant public institutions, agricultural support programmes, social assistance channels or employment institutions; and additional monitoring where vulnerability may increase livelihood risk following compensation, land entry, access restriction or construction disturbance. Where requested by the affected person, a trusted household member or representative may participate in the process, while mukhtars may support outreach or verification where appropriate without substituting for the affected person’s own participation or consent.

	Verification Sources
	Household survey, vulnerability screening, census and asset inventory, consultation with PAHs, mukhtar confirmation, income and livelihood dependency review, monitoring findings, grievance review and additional field verification during implementation.

	Delivery Method
	Tailored assistance, individual consultation, facilitated access to support measures, referral, priority review, home visits, phone follow up or documentation support, depending on the vulnerability type and support need. For ETL cases, individual vulnerability findings will be linked to the corresponding verified household, land/use relationship and Project impact before support requirements are determined. The required assistance will be recorded at person or household level and linked to the applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure in Annex C/Annex E. Engagement methods will be adapted where conventional group meetings or written disclosure are insufficient because of literacy, mobility, health, gender or other verified access barriers.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Vulnerability-related support needs will be reviewed during disclosure and final verification and again before relevant compensation, land-entry or livelihood restoration activities. Required facilitation will be provided at the point at which the relevant LARP process or support measure is accessed. Additional follow-up will be undertaken after compensation, land entry, access restriction, construction disturbance or livelihood support delivery where vulnerability may affect the person’s or household’s ability to adapt or recover. Newly identified cases will be incorporated during implementation as they arise.

	Monitoring / Outcome Benchmark
	Monitoring will track identified vulnerable persons and affected households, the barrier or additional support need identified, assistance provided, access to the relevant entitlement or livelihood restoration measure, follow-up undertaken and closure status. Monitoring will also consider whether women and vulnerable PAPs are participating in and accessing LARP measures on an equitable basis. The outcome benchmark will be that the identified vulnerability-related barrier no longer prevents or materially limits access to the applicable LARP entitlement, livelihood restoration measure, consultation or grievance process.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Corrective action will be initiated where a vulnerable PAP or affected household is unable to access an applicable entitlement or measure, repeatedly misses engagement or payment processes because of an identified barrier, receives support that is not accessible or appropriate to the identified need, or continues to experience heightened livelihood risk following the initial intervention. Corrective action may include additional outreach, home or telephone engagement, documentation or transport assistance, referral, revised delivery arrangements or additional follow-up under the relevant livelihood restoration measure. Vulnerability-linked support will be considered complete when the required facilitation has been provided and follow-up confirms that the identified barrier has been adequately addressed; completion of the underlying livelihood restoration obligation will remain subject to the completion criteria of the applicable impact-specific measure.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will mainly depend on staff time, consultation and follow up needs, transport or home visit requirements, documentation support, referral support and any additional assistance required to enable vulnerable persons and PAHs with vulnerable household members to access livelihood restoration measures. Where cash support is required due to a verified livelihood impact, this will be assessed under the relevant livelihood restoration measure, such as TLS, agricultural continuity support or pasture, grazing, fodder and livestock support or another applicable Section 8.2 measure, rather than as an automatic vulnerability payment. Vulnerability-linked facilitation costs will be separately identifiable within the LARP implementation budget where practicable.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor support may be required where vulnerability linked support relates to construction impacts, employment opportunities, access restrictions or contractor activities. For associated ETLs, coordination with TEİAŞ or relevant public institutions will be undertaken where statutory land arrangements or institutional procedures are involved, while responsibility for supplementary vulnerability-linked livelihood support within this LARP will remain with Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.


Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support will be applied through a case by case review and will be documented in the livelihood restoration records. The review will consider both direct vulnerability indicators and additional screening factors such as low income, old age, low education, lack of social security, informal land use, public land dependency and cumulative livelihood impacts. Personal data will be managed confidentially. These additional factors will not create automatic vulnerability status or payment entitlement in isolation; they will be considered where they increase exposure to a verified Project impact or create a barrier to accessing LARP measures.
This measure will also be used to ensure that vulnerable persons and PAHs with vulnerable household members are not excluded from other livelihood restoration measures due to lack of information, mobility constraints, literacy barriers, documentation challenges or limited ability to participate in consultations. Follow up actions will be tracked as part of LARP monitoring, including the support need identified, assistance provided, responsible party, timing and closure status. Where monitoring or grievances show that the assistance provided has not enabled equitable access to the relevant entitlement or livelihood restoration measure, the support arrangement will be adjusted and followed through until the identified access barrier has been addressed. Vulnerability-linked facilitation will not be treated as complete merely because an outreach contact, referral or one-off assistance activity has been delivered.
[bookmark: _Ref232785559][bookmark: _Toc238253915]Livelihood Restoration Eligibility, Beneficiary Identification and Verification
This section does not repeat the general entitlement framework presented in Chapter 7; it explains how eligibility for the livelihood restoration measures defined in Section 8.2 will be verified, documented and applied during implementation.
Eligibility for livelihood restoration support will be confirmed through a review of verified Project impacts at PAP, PAH and user level. The review will consider whether the person, household or user has a verified ownership, use, access or livelihood link to the affected land, asset or resource; whether this link existed before the applicable cut off date; and whether the Project impact affects livelihood activities, income, production capacity, access to resources or the ability to benefit from LARP entitlements. Where the same PAP, PAH or user is affected through more than one parcel, land use type, Project component, asset or livelihood activity, these impacts will be reviewed together to avoid underestimating cumulative livelihood impacts. The preliminary household level support eligibility screening used for budget planning and implementation verification is provided in Annex C. Eligibility will be determined on the basis of the verified impact and applicable measure rather than through a single household-wide classification; accordingly, the same PAP or PAH may qualify for more than one livelihood restoration measure where different verified impacts require different forms of support.
Legal title will not be the only basis for livelihood restoration eligibility. Legal owners, shareholders, heirs, actual users, tenants, sharecroppers, formal lessees, informal users of public land, pasture users, livestock owners, forest resource users, beekeepers and vulnerable persons may be eligible where their use, asset, access or livelihood loss is verified. Informal users will not be eligible for land compensation for land they do not own; however, they may be eligible for compensation for affected crops, trees, improvements or productive assets, and for relevant livelihood restoration measures, where their use and loss are confirmed. Statutory compensation and asset compensation will be considered separately from livelihood restoration support, and the same loss will not be compensated or supported twice. Based on these principles, Table 8‑15 summarises the eligibility and verification focus for each livelihood restoration measure and should be read together with the detailed measure descriptions in Section 8.2 and the Entitlement Matrix in Chapter 7.
[bookmark: _Ref232879736][bookmark: _Toc238253996]Table 8‑15. Eligibility and Verification for Livelihood Restoration Measures
	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Eligibility Focus
	Main Verification Sources

	Transitional Livelihood Support and Cash Support Calculation
	Verified livelihood disruption that is not fully addressed by compensation for land, crops, trees or assets. The PAP, PAH or user must also meet the TLS scoring criteria defined in Section 8.2.1.
	Census and asset inventory; household survey; land impact analysis; valuation records; consultation with PAHs; mukhtar confirmation; site verification; monitoring findings; grievance review.

	Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support
	Disruption to agricultural production, harvest, land preparation, access to remaining land, agricultural infrastructure or continuity of cultivation due to Project impacts.
	Census and asset inventory; crop and land use records; household survey; valuation records; field verification; contractor records; consultation with PAHs; mukhtar confirmation; grievance review.

	Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support
	Verified restriction or disruption affecting pasture or grazing access, livestock movement, fodder production or supply, or continuation of livestock activities due to Project impacts.
	Census and asset inventory; household survey; livestock, grazing and fodder information; site verification; PAP consultation; contractor records; monitoring findings; grievance review.

	Forest Resource Access and Use Support
	Verified Project-induced restriction of lawful forest access or use that materially affects household consumption or supplementary livelihood activities.
	Household survey; forest-resource-use information; site and access verification; PAP consultation; mukhtar or institutional information where relevant; contractor records; monitoring findings; grievance review.

	Beekeeping Support
	Verified disruption to an established beekeeping activity, including restricted access to hive locations, required hive relocation or other direct Project interference with continuation of the activity
	Household and ETL fieldwork information; beekeeper consultation; hive-location and access information where available; site verification; local stakeholder information; contractor records; monitoring findings; grievance review.

	Local Employment Opportunities
	Availability of suitable Project employment opportunities and verified interest, capacity and eligibility of affected household members. Priority consideration will be given where significant livelihood impacts, unemployment or vulnerability are verified and job requirements are met.
	Household survey; consultation records; employment interest records; vulnerability screening; contractor recruitment records; mukhtar confirmation where relevant; monitoring findings.

	Temporary Access, Construction Damage and Livelihood Reinstatement
	Verified temporary occupation, access restriction or construction-related damage affecting crops, soil, productive assets, agricultural or livestock infrastructure, access routes or other livelihood activities.
	Land-entry and temporary-access records; consent records where applicable; pre-entry or site records; photographs; contractor records; PAP consultation; site inspection; grievance and monitoring records.

	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
	Verified pre-cut-off use of affected public or common land together with a Project-induced loss or restriction affecting crops, assets, productive use, access or livelihood activities. Absence of formal title will not by itself exclude an otherwise eligible user.
	Census and asset inventory; household/user surveys; visible land use; crop and asset records; site verification; institutional or lease records where available; mukhtar or neighbouring-user confirmation where appropriate; consultation and grievance records.

	Trainings and Capacity Building
	Verified livelihood impact, identified support need or expressed interest linked to agriculture, livestock, fodder, pasture, beekeeping, women’s local product activities, youth capacity or employment readiness.
	Household and mukhtar survey findings; consultation records; vulnerability screening; livelihood restoration records; monitoring findings; grievance review.

	Vulnerability-Linked Livelihood Support
	Verified vulnerability at person level, or an additional support need that may limit access to compensation, livelihood restoration measures, consultation, trainings, employment opportunities or the GM.
	Household survey; vulnerability screening; consultation with PAHs; mukhtar confirmation; field verification; monitoring findings; grievance review; additional verification during implementation.


Eligibility decisions will be recorded in a Livelihood Restoration Eligibility Register to ensure a consistent and traceable assessment during implementation. The register will include the PAP, PAH or user information, affected parcel or resource, relevant livelihood activity, verified impact, applicable support measure, verification source, support delivery status and monitoring outcome. The Main WPP cases will be recorded in Annex C and linked, where applicable, to the corresponding household census, parcel-level asset and impact information in Annex A and parcel-level valuation information in Annex B. Associated ETL cases will be recorded in Annex E and linked to the corresponding census, parcel-level asset and impact information in Annex D. This will allow the Project to systematically track why livelihood restoration support is provided, to whom or to which household it is provided, and on the basis of which verification source. Where eligibility remains to be confirmed, the case will be recorded as pending rather than treated as ineligible, together with the outstanding information and follow-up action required for determination.
For informal users, public land users and users of common resources, the verification process will rely on more than one source where possible. Since these user groups may not have written documentation or legal ownership records, different types of evidence may be considered together, including visible land use, crop or asset records, site verification, mukhtar confirmation, confirmation from neighbouring users, livestock or beekeeping information, institutional records, consultation records and grievance review. Where individual users can be identified, support will be directed to verified users. Where the impact concerns common access or common use, access restoration, alternative access arrangements, repair, reinstatement or community level support may be provided in consultation with affected users, mukhtars and relevant institutions.
Unreached, absent or refusing PAPs and users identified after the LARP fieldwork will not lose eligibility only because they were not interviewed during LARP preparation. If their ownership, use, asset or livelihood relationship existed before the applicable cut-off date and this relationship is verified, they may benefit from the same applicable entitlements and livelihood restoration support as other PAPs or users. By contrast, claims by persons who start occupying, cultivating or using affected land or resources after the cut-off date for the purpose of receiving compensation or support will not be considered eligible. This approach will prevent the exclusion of eligible right holders who could not be reached during fieldwork, while also preventing opportunistic claims. Outstanding PAP or user verification cases will be maintained through the verification and contact records in Annex A until the relevant ownership, use or livelihood relationship is confirmed, determined to be ineligible on documented grounds, or otherwise closed following reasonable verification efforts.
Furthermore, livelihood impacts that were not fully anticipated during LARP preparation may arise during construction activities. If access restrictions, crop damage, damage to agricultural infrastructure, disruption to grazing or livestock movement, beehive relocation needs or other livelihood impacts occur, such impacts will be recorded and verified through site checks, contractor records, photographs, consultations with affected PAHs, mukhtar confirmation and grievance records. Verified impacts will be addressed through the relevant livelihood restoration measure, compensation, repair, reinstatement or corrective action, depending on the nature of the impact. Where a previously unidentified PAP, user, asset or livelihood impact is identified, the relevant Annex A/Annex C and Annex D/Annex E records will be created or updated, eligibility and entitlement will be reviewed against Chapters 7 and 8, the applicable Annex C record will be updated, and any required compensation, livelihood restoration or corrective action will be initiated without waiting for preparation of a future LARP addendum. Material new information affecting the overall scale or nature of Project impacts may subsequently be consolidated through an update or addendum, but this will not be used to defer case-specific action that can be determined under the existing LARP provisions.
[bookmark: _Ref238056782][bookmark: _Toc238253916]Livelihood Restoration Delivery, PAP Participation and Adaptive Management
Livelihood restoration measures will be implemented through a case-specific process linking the verified Project impact, eligible PAP, PAH or user, applicable support measure, delivery arrangements and restoration outcome. Eligibility confirmation under Section 8.3 will therefore be followed by consultation on the practical form and timing of support, delivery of the applicable measure, follow-up against the relevant restoration benchmark and, where required, corrective action. Implementation records will be maintained so that each eligible case can be traced from impact verification through support delivery, monitoring and completion.
Livelihood restoration measures will be implemented through the following steps:
1. Impact and eligibility confirmation
The affected PAP, PAH or user, relevant ownership, use, access or livelihood relationship, verified Project impact and applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure will be confirmed in accordance with Section 8.3. Cases requiring additional information will remain open for verification rather than being treated as ineligible. Where the same household or user experiences more than one Project impact, the combined livelihood effect and the potential need for more than one support measure will be considered.

2. Measure selection and PAP consultation
The proposed livelihood restoration measure and practical delivery arrangements will be discussed with the affected PAP or user before implementation where practicable. Where more than one feasible response is available, PAP preferences concerning the form, timing or practical delivery of support will be considered together with the verified impact, technical feasibility, applicable entitlement and restoration objective. This may include, for example, agricultural support arrangements, alternative or reinstated access, timing of support relative to agricultural or livestock cycles, training needs, employment referrals or other relevant livelihood measures. Where a preferred option cannot reasonably be implemented, the basis for the decision and the alternative response will be explained and recorded.
3. Support delivery
The applicable measure will be implemented in accordance with the relevant provisions of Section 8.2 and the timing principles set out in Section 8.5. The implementation record will identify the support provided, delivery date or status, responsible party and supporting evidence. Where construction activities are directly relevant to the livelihood impact, the EPC Contractor or other responsible construction party will support prevention, repair, reinstatement or other actions falling within its scope.
4. Follow-up and outcome review
Delivery of an activity, payment, training or referral will not by itself demonstrate livelihood restoration. Follow-up will assess whether the measure has addressed the verified livelihood impact against the outcome and restoration benchmark defined for the relevant measure. PAP feedback will form part of this assessment together with field verification, implementation records, monitoring findings and other available evidence.
5. Corrective action and adaptive management
Where the intended outcome has not been achieved, support is inaccessible or ineffective, new information changes the understanding of the impact, or an additional livelihood impact is identified, the case will be reviewed and the response adjusted. Corrective action may include additional verification, revision of eligibility or implementation records, modification of the form or timing of support, additional or alternative livelihood restoration assistance, repair or reinstatement, further engagement and monitoring, or management escalation where required.
6. Completion and closure
A livelihood restoration case will not be considered complete solely because the planned activity or payment has been delivered. Closure will require confirmation that the applicable measure has been completed and that the relevant completion criterion or restoration benchmark has been achieved, or that no further Project-induced livelihood impact remains to be addressed. Cases that do not meet the applicable benchmark will remain open for follow-up and corrective action.
PAP participation will extend beyond disclosure of predetermined measures and will form part of the refinement, delivery and follow-up of livelihood restoration arrangements. Affected PAPs and users will be involved, as relevant, in discussions on the practical form and timing of support and in reviewing whether the measures provided are effective in addressing the verified livelihood impact. Where impacts concern common resources or groups of users rather than a single identifiable PAP, consultation will be undertaken with affected users and, where appropriate, mukhtars and relevant institutions to determine workable access, reinstatement or other livelihood-support arrangements. Engagement methods will be adapted where standard meetings or written disclosure may not provide effective participation, and women, vulnerable persons, persons with mobility, health or literacy constraints and other PAPs facing identified participation barriers will be supported through targeted or individual consultation, telephone follow-up, household visits or other appropriate facilitation. The effectiveness of these arrangements will be reviewed through livelihood restoration monitoring to determine whether eligible PAPs are able to access relevant entitlements and support measures on an equitable basis. Material feedback affecting the design or implementation of livelihood restoration measures will be documented through the LARP implementation records, including the issue or preference raised, the Project assessment, the resulting decision or adjustment, the responsible party and the status of follow-up, so that a traceable link is maintained between PAP participation and implementation decisions. Routine consultation feedback that does not require a specific case-level or programme-level decision may continue to be maintained through normal stakeholder engagement records.
The Project Grievance Mechanism will complement this process by providing an additional source of information for livelihood restoration management and adaptive decision-making, without substituting for proactive consultation and monitoring. Grievances concerning omitted PAPs or users, eligibility, compensation or payment, temporary access, construction damage, livelihood restoration support, vulnerability or the effectiveness of a delivered measure will be reviewed together with the relevant LARP records. Where a grievance confirms an omitted impact, incorrect eligibility determination, unresolved damage, access issue or ineffective livelihood restoration response, the relevant records will be corrected and the required compensation, reinstatement, livelihood restoration or other corrective action will be initiated. Repeated or similar grievances will also be reviewed together with monitoring findings, field verification, construction records, stakeholder engagement and subsequently available information to determine whether they indicate a wider implementation issue requiring adjustment of the relevant measure or delivery approach.
Adaptive management will be triggered, as relevant, where implementation evidence identifies:
· a previously unrecorded PAP, user, asset or livelihood activity,
· a new or changed access restriction or construction impact outside the previously recorded footprint,
· continued livelihood disruption after the initial support has been delivered,
· failure to meet a measure-specific restoration benchmark or completion criterion,
· a vulnerability-related barrier that prevents or limits access to an entitlement or livelihood restoration measure,
· repeated or similar grievances indicating a wider implementation issue, or
· new information affecting compensation, land use, eligibility or the nature or scale of the livelihood impact.
Where one of these circumstances is identified, the response will be proportionate to the issue and may include additional verification, correction of eligibility or implementation records, modification of the form or timing of support, additional or alternative livelihood restoration assistance, repair or reinstatement, further engagement and monitoring, or management escalation where required. The corresponding action, responsible party, follow-up requirement and closure status will be recorded through the relevant LARP implementation records.
For the associated ETLs, the same adaptive management process will apply where subsequently available TEİAŞ land acquisition, easement, valuation or compensation information differs from or supplements the information available during preparation of this LARP. Relevant PAP, parcel, compensation and livelihood records will be reconciled when such information becomes available, and any supplementary livelihood restoration requirement within Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.’s responsibility and control will be assessed and implemented accordingly. Similarly, any newly identified PAP, user, asset or livelihood impact will be incorporated into the relevant Annex D and Annex E records and assessed under the same eligibility, entitlement and livelihood restoration principles applied to cases identified during LARP preparation. Material new information that changes the overall scale or nature of Project impacts may subsequently be consolidated through a formal LARP update or addendum; however, case-specific corrective or supplementary action that can be determined under the existing Entitlement Matrix and livelihood restoration provisions will not be deferred solely pending such an update.
[bookmark: _Ref232693045][bookmark: _Ref232786737][bookmark: _Toc238253917]Livelihood Restoration Implementation Schedule
The indicative implementation schedule presented below has been developed taking into account the current status of the Project as of August 2026 and the implementation requirements established under Sections 8.2-8.4. Main WPP census and household-level fieldwork has already been undertaken, supplementary fieldwork for the associated ETLs was completed in August 2026, and land access and construction activities have commenced in parts of the Project footprint. The implementation schedule therefore combines the completion and reconciliation of outstanding or earlier-impact cases with the forward-looking delivery of livelihood restoration measures for future land entry and construction impacts.
LARP finalisation, disclosure, final eligibility verification and reconciliation of existing records will be prioritised during Q3 and Q4 2026, while livelihood restoration measures will be implemented and monitored through the remaining construction period according to verified impacts and support needs. Measures linked to agricultural production, grazing, livestock and beekeeping will also be aligned with the relevant livelihood and seasonal cycles, while employment and training activities will be aligned with available Project opportunities and verified participant needs. Vulnerability-linked assistance, grievance management, construction damage management and adaptive or corrective actions will remain available throughout implementation.
The quarterly periods below represent indicative implementation windows rather than fixed deadlines. Where an entitlement, compensation or livelihood restoration measure is required before a future land entry or livelihood disruption, that requirement will take precedence over the indicative quarterly period. Similarly, newly identified impacts or PAPs will be addressed when identified in accordance with Sections 8.3 and 8.4 rather than being deferred to a later scheduled period. The schedule will be updated as necessary to reflect the actual construction and land-entry programme, TEİAŞ-related ETL developments, agricultural seasons, verification findings and livelihood restoration progress.
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[bookmark: _Toc238253997]Table 8‑16 Indicative Livelihood Restoration Implementation Schedule
	Livelihood Restoration Activity
	2026
	2027
	Post-construction /
Until Completion

	
	Jan
	Feb
	Mar
	Apr
	May
	Jun
	Jul
	Aug
	Sep
	Oct
	Nov
	Dec
	Jan
	Feb
	Mar
	Apr
	May
	Jun
	Jul
	Aug
	Sep
	Oct
	Nov
	Dec
	

	Project construction and land-entry activities - indicative context
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	

	LARP finalisation and approval
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	LARP disclosure, cut-off-date sensitisation 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Final PAP, PAH and user verification and update of Annex A/D and Annex C/E records
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Follow-up of outstanding, unreached or subsequently identified PAPs and users
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Reconciliation of earlier land entry, temporary access and construction impacts
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Main WPP compensation and replacement-cost reconciliation and supplementary payments, where required
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	ETL TEİAŞ land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation record reconciliation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	TLS eligibility confirmation and cash support calculation
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	

	TLS and other applicable cash support payments
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	

	Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Forest Resource Access and Use Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Beekeeping Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Temporary Access, Construction Damage and Livelihood Reinstatement
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○

	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Local Employment Opportunities
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	

	Trainings and Capacity Building
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Vulnerability-Linked Livelihood Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Grievance review and resolution
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Livelihood restoration monitoring and outcome follow-up
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■

	Corrective and adaptive livelihood restoration actions
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Livelihood restoration completion review and close-out
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	■


Note: ■ primary implementation period; ○ continuation, readiness, monitoring or implementation as required. Timing is indicative and may be adjusted in response to construction progress, PAP/user verification, TEİAŞ land acquisition records and livelihood restoration monitoring findings.

	Edirne Wind Power Plant Project
	[image: Text, icon

Description automatically generated]

	Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan Report
	




	Draft Report
	August 2026

	Project No: 25/026
	9 / 214


9
The schedule reflects the expected sequencing of livelihood restoration activities rather than a requirement for all support measures to be delivered to all PAPs during each marked period. Individual measures will be activated according to verified eligibility and impact. For example, agricultural, pasture, forest and beekeeping support will be provided only where the relevant Project-induced livelihood impact is confirmed, while temporary access, construction damage and reinstatement measures will be activated upon occurrence or identification of the relevant impact. Similarly, local employment and training activities will depend on available opportunities, participant interest and the identified livelihood restoration need.
For the associated ETLs, reconciliation with TEİAŞ land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records will continue as such information becomes available. The absence of complete TEİAŞ records will not prevent verification and management of Project-related livelihood impacts that can be established using available field, PAP, construction and Project records. Where subsequent TEİAŞ information identifies an additional PAP, asset, compensation gap or livelihood impact, the relevant LARP records will be updated and the applicable supplementary measure or corrective action will be initiated in accordance with Sections 8.3 and 8.4.
Livelihood restoration monitoring will continue beyond the delivery of individual measures where necessary to demonstrate achievement of the applicable restoration benchmark. Completion will therefore not be linked automatically to the end of construction. The completion review will be undertaken once applicable entitlements and livelihood restoration measures have been delivered, outstanding corrective actions have been addressed and sufficient follow-up evidence is available to determine whether affected livelihoods have been restored in accordance with the objectives of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238253918]STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT AND SUPPLEMENTARY IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES
[bookmark: _Toc238253919]Consultation and Disclosure of Information
Stakeholder engagement for LARP implementation will be implemented in coordination with and cross-referenced to the Project Stakeholder Engagement Plan (SEP). The SEP provides the overall framework for stakeholder identification, information disclosure, consultation and ongoing engagement, while this LARP provides the land acquisition, compensation, eligibility, entitlement, livelihood restoration and monitoring content to be disclosed and discussed with PAPs. LARP-specific engagement will therefore be implemented through the Project’s existing stakeholder engagement arrangements, while information relevant to PAP verification, eligibility, compensation, livelihood restoration, vulnerability, grievances and corrective action will be reflected in the corresponding LARP implementation records. This approach will maintain a consistent link between SEP implementation and LARP delivery rather than establishing a separate parallel engagement process.
[bookmark: _Toc238253920]Engagement Completed to Date
Stakeholder engagement relevant to land acquisition and livelihood restoration commenced before the LARP census and has continued during land acquisition and the early construction period. The activities completed to date include institutional and settlement-level land acquisition consultations, individual communication with PAPs, consultations concerning the associated ETLs, construction-related information and follow-up, local employment information, targeted engagement with women and continuing communication with affected settlements through the Project’s CLO and social-team interface. These activities have been recorded through the Project stakeholder engagement system and provide an implementation record of engagement undertaken before and during preparation of this LARP. A report-ready extract of the Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register, together with available meeting records and supporting photographs, is provided in Annex F.
Before the April 2026 census and asset inventory, Enerjisa Üretim undertook settlement-level land acquisition information and consultation meetings between 4 and 6 February 2026 in Şehitler, Hasköy, Kocaali, Çelebi, Danişment, Yayla, Şabanmera, Akhoca and Suluca. An institutional stakeholder consultation was also undertaken in Edirne city centre on 2 February 2026. The consultations provided information on the Project and affected areas, statutory land acquisition procedures, urgent expropriation, negotiations and Article 10 proceedings, land acquisition rights, the Project Grievance Mechanism, local employment and the anticipated construction programme, while also providing an opportunity for affected communities to raise settlement-specific questions and concerns. These included matters concerning valuation and objection procedures, shared ownership, land consolidation, continued use of remaining land, agricultural and pasture use, access and community infrastructure. The meeting register, available consultation records and photographs are provided in Annex F.
Engagement continued after the February consultations rather than being limited to the pre-census period. The Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register contains 153 Edirne WPP engagement records and documents continuing face-to-face and telephone communication with PAPs, mukhtars, affected communities and relevant institutions between February and August 2026. Recorded engagement occurred in each month during this period and covered, among other matters, individual land acquisition and payment information, Project and construction activities, access and crop or land damage concerns, local employment opportunities, heavy transport and road-related matters, community requests and other issues raised during Project implementation. The register also records the feedback received and follow-up information available for individual engagements, allowing matters requiring further action to be linked to the relevant Project, SEP, grievance or LARP implementation record.
During the main WPP census and socioeconomic fieldwork undertaken in April 2026, direct engagement with affected owners and users was used to verify land and resource use, household and livelihood characteristics, vulnerability, perceived impacts and other information relevant to the LARP assessment. This engagement complemented the Project Company’s ongoing stakeholder communication and provided the household- and parcel-level evidence reflected in the LARP census, impact assessment and Annex A registers. Representative photographs from the LARP fieldwork and PAP engagement will be included in Annex F
Targeted engagement with women has also commenced. The Project Company register records dedicated engagement with women to obtain their views directly on local priorities and participation needs, together with subsequent engagement concerning women’s local production and livelihood opportunities. For example, a face-to-face consultation with 15 women was undertaken in Şehitler on 30 March 2026, during which women’s own priorities were discussed and compared with needs previously communicated through local representatives. These activities provide an initial basis for continued targeted engagement with women during LARP implementation and will be complemented by the women-focused consultations and vulnerability-related measures described elsewhere in this LARP. Relevant meeting records and available photographic evidence will be included in Annex F.
Land acquisition information and consultation was also undertaken for settlements affected by the associated ETLs in May 2026. These engagements addressed the ETL land acquisition process and questions concerning tower-footprint acquisition, easement rights, compensation, crop impacts, land access and other parcel-level concerns. Dedicated supplementary LARP fieldwork was subsequently completed along the 10 km and 40 km ETLs in August 2026, during which affected owners and users were engaged directly to verify land use, livelihood relationships, access and construction-related impacts and other information relevant to the LARP. The available ETL consultation records, fieldwork records and representative site and interview photographs will be included in Annex F.
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[bookmark: _Toc238253998]Table 9‑1 Stakeholder Engagement Activities Completed to Date
	Period
	Engagement Activity
	Main Scope / Purpose
	Supporting Evidence

	February 2026
	Institutional and settlement-level land acquisition information and consultation meetings
	Project and affected areas; statutory land acquisition process; PAP rights; GM; local employment; construction programme; settlement-specific land, livelihood and access concerns
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; consultation records and photographs in Annex F

	February-August 2026
	Ongoing PAP, mukhtar, community and institutional engagement
	Land acquisition and payment information; Project and construction activities; access and damage concerns; local employment; community requests and follow-up
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; SEP engagement records; relevant GM/LARP records where applicable

	March 2026 onwards
	Targeted engagement with women
	Women’s priorities and participation needs; local production and livelihood opportunities; access to Project information
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; targeted consultation records and available photographs in Annex F

	April 2026
	Main WPP LARP census and socioeconomic engagement
	PAP and user verification; land and resource use; household livelihoods; vulnerability; perceived impacts and additional information for LARP preparation
	LARP fieldwork records; Annex A registers; representative consultation and fieldwork photographs in Annex F

	May 2026
	Associated ETL land acquisition information and consultation
	ETL land acquisition; tower-footprint and easement impacts; compensation; crops; land access and PAP questions
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; available consultation evidence in Annex F

	August 2026
	Supplementary LARP fieldwork for the 10 km and 40 km ETLs
	Direct engagement with affected owners/users; verification of land use, livelihood impacts, access, construction impacts and PAP concerns
	ETL fieldwork and interview records; relevant Annex D records; fieldwork and consultation photographs in Annex F








	Edirne Wind Power Plant Project
	[image: Text, icon

Description automatically generated]

	Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan Report
	




	Draft Report
	August 2026

	Project No: 25/026
	9 / 214


9
The engagement records summarised above will be used as part of the continuing LARP evidence base rather than maintained only as separate SEP records. Where engagement identifies information relevant to an affected PAP or user, eligibility, an affected asset, compensation, livelihood restoration, vulnerability, a grievance or corrective action, the relevant information will be reflected in or cross-referenced to the corresponding LARP implementation record. Conversely, issues requiring broader community communication or continuing stakeholder engagement will continue to be addressed through the SEP. This linkage will allow stakeholder feedback and follow-up actions to be traced across SEP and LARP implementation.

[bookmark: _Toc238253921]LARP Disclosure and Cut-off Date Sensitisation
As described in Section 7.1, a common cut-off-date approach will be applied for the main WPP and the associated ETLs. The cut-off date will be two weeks after public disclosure of the LARP. This two-week period will provide affected persons and communities with an opportunity to receive and understand information on the eligibility framework, confirm or raise information concerning existing ownership, use, assets or livelihood activities, and access the Project Grievance Mechanism before the cut-off date becomes effective. 
The LARP will be disclosed in formats accessible to PAPs. Disclosure and consultation activities will include the following:
· disclosure of the LARP purpose, scope, affected land and assets, eligibility principles, the cut-off-date approach and the date on which the cut-off will become effective, the treatment of pre-cut-off and post-cut-off claims, the entitlement matrix, livelihood restoration measures, grievance channels, right to litigation, implementation responsibilities and the indicative schedule,
disclosure through Project websiteand informative sessions explaining the cut-off date, eligibility principles, PAP rights, applicable entitlements and grievance channels,
· notification of affected settlements through mukhtars and targeted follow-up with PAPs or users where additional explanation or outreach is required,
· Grievance, Livelihood and Compensation (GLAC) disclosure meetings with PAPs following finalisation of the LARP and during the disclosure and sensitisation process,
· individual consultations or verbal explanations where needed, particularly for vulnerable persons, elderly persons, persons with disabilities and persons with literacy constraints, as well as informal users and PAPs or users who were not reached during earlier LARP fieldwork, and
· clear information on how outstanding or subsequently identified PAPs, users, assets and livelihood activities will be verified and how additional information may be submitted through Project engagement and grievance channels.
The indicative steps for LARP disclosure are presented below.
[bookmark: _Toc238254005]Figure 9‑1. LARP Disclosure Steps

 Informative sessions will also provide a practical opportunity for PAPs to ask questions, submit additional information and identify any missing land users, assets, livelihood activities, vulnerable PAPs or additional claims that were not fully captured during earlier fieldwork. Questions, additional information and issues raised during these sessionswill be recorded through the Project stakeholder engagement system and transferred or cross-referenced to the relevant LARP verification, grievance, entitlement or livelihood restoration record where action is required.
PAPs identified after LARP disclosure will not be excluded solely for that reason where they can demonstrate that the relevant ownership, use, asset or livelihood activity existed by the applicable cut-off date. The GLAC meetings will support verification of recorded persons, users and assets and identification of omitted or disputed pre-cut-off claims; they will not establish or extend the cut-off date. Unresolved claims will be referred to the Project Grievance Mechanism and addressed through the LARP verification and corrective action process. Where a PAP, user, asset or livelihood activity is identified after the cut-off date, available cadastral, census, asset inventory, Project, consultation and other credible evidence will be reviewed to determine whether the relevant ownership, use, access, asset or livelihood relationship existed before the cut-off date. Verified pre-cut-off interests will remain eligible for the applicable LARP provisions, while new occupation, cultivation, use or assets established after the cut-off date solely for the purpose of obtaining Project entitlements will not be eligible. 
The ongoing DSİ land consolidation process in Hasköy and Çelebi does not establish a separate later cut-off date for those areas. Where final parcel, ownership or user attribution remains outstanding at the time of disclosure, the applicable cut-off date will remain the date established under Section 7.1. Once the final DSİ records become available, subsequent verification may be used to establish whether an affected ownership, use, asset or livelihood relationship existed before that date. Completion of such verification after the cut-off date will not, by itself, affect eligibility where the pre-cut-off relationship can be demonstrated.
Records of consultation and disclosure activities will be maintained as part of LARP implementation documentation. These records will include the date, location or communication method, participants, topics discussed, comments or concerns raised, responses provided and agreed follow-up actions. Records will also identify whether information on the cut-off date, eligibility, post-cut-off claims, compensation, livelihood restoration and grievance channels was disclosed. Evidence establishing the LARP disclosure date and cut-off-date sensitisation process will include, as applicable, the disclosed LARP version and publication date, website disclosure evidence and communication records.. These materials will be retained as part of the disclosure evidence Annex F. LARP implementation records and SEP engagement records will be cross referenced, where relevant, to ensure that PAP feedback, additional claims, grievances, corrective actions and monitoring findings are tracked consistently during implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc238253922]Ongoing and Targeted Engagement During LARP Implementation
Consultation will continue throughout LARP implementation and will not be limited to formal disclosure activities. Ongoing engagement will be undertaken through the Project’s existing SEP arrangements, including the CLO and site social-team interface, and will combine regular communication with affected settlements with targeted case-level engagement where a specific land acquisition, compensation, livelihood restoration, construction impact, vulnerability or grievance issue requires follow-up. The frequency and form of engagement will therefore reflect the stage of Project implementation and the nature of the issue rather than relying on a single fixed consultation format.
The continuing engagement programme will build on the communication already undertaken by Enerjisa Üretim during the land acquisition and early construction period. Project information, land acquisition updates and construction-related information will continue to be communicated through CLO engagement, settlement visits, mukhtar communication, telephone contact, individual PAP meetings and other appropriate SEP channels. Where Project activities are expected to create a new or changed land-entry, access or livelihood impact, relevant PAPs and users will be engaged sufficiently in advance, where practicable, to explain the anticipated activity, applicable entitlement or support measure, available grievance channels and any action required from the affected person.
Targeted engagement will be undertaken where standard settlement-level communication may not be sufficient to support effective participation or verification. This will include, as relevant:
· PAPs, PAHs and users whose identity, contact information, land-use relationship, affected asset, livelihood activity or eligibility remains outstanding or requires further verification,
· owners or users who could not be reached, were temporarily absent or did not participate during the earlier main WPP or ETL fieldwork,
· informal users of public land, tenants, sharecroppers, lessees and other users whose livelihood interests may not be fully reflected in formal cadastral or ownership records;
· pasture, grazing, forest-resource, beekeeping, seasonal or mobile users where Project interaction with the relevant livelihood activity requires further confirmation,
· women and vulnerable PAPs who may face barriers to accessing information, participating in decisions or obtaining applicable entitlements and livelihood restoration measures, and
· PAPs experiencing temporary access restrictions, construction damage, additional livelihood impacts or other circumstances requiring case-specific follow-up or corrective action.
Engagement methods will be adapted to the circumstances of the affected person. Women and vulnerable PAPs will be offered targeted or separate consultation where this would improve effective participation, while telephone follow-up, household visits, individual meetings, verbal explanation or other appropriate facilitation will be used where mobility, health, literacy, availability or access constraints limit participation through standard meetings. The targeted engagement with women already initiated by the Project Company, together with the women-focused consultations undertaken during LARP preparation, will provide a basis for continuing direct engagement on access to information, livelihood roles, participation in livelihood restoration measures and other Project-related concerns. Participation barriers identified through these activities will be reflected, where relevant, in the vulnerability and livelihood restoration support provided under Chapter 8.
PAP participation will extend beyond receipt of Project information. Where a livelihood restoration response is required, affected PAPs or users will be engaged, as relevant, in refining the practical form and timing of the applicable support measure and in subsequent follow-up on its effectiveness, in accordance with Section 8.4. For impacts affecting common resources or groups of users, engagement will include affected users and, where appropriate, mukhtars and relevant institutions to identify workable access, reinstatement or livelihood-support arrangements. Mukhtar or institutional participation may support outreach and coordination but will not substitute for engagement with directly affected persons where individual rights, eligibility or preferences are involved.
Feedback and information obtained through engagement will be linked to LARP implementation according to the nature of the issue. In particular:
· material feedback affecting an entitlement, livelihood restoration measure, implementation arrangement or corrective action will be documented and followed through the relevant LARP implementation record,
· where feedback requires a case-level or programme-level decision, the issue raised, Project assessment, resulting decision or adjustment, responsible party and follow-up status will be recorded,
· where engagement identifies a previously unrecorded PAP or user, affected asset, livelihood activity, vulnerability, grievance, compensation concern or need for livelihood restoration or corrective action, the relevant LARP record will be updated or cross-referenced, and
· issues requiring broader community communication, repeated information disclosure or continuing engagement with settlements or institutions will continue to be managed through the SEP.
Where a PAP preference cannot reasonably be implemented, the basis for the decision and the alternative response will be explained and recorded. Routine comments that do not require a specific LARP decision will continue to be maintained through the normal SEP stakeholder engagement records. This will maintain a two-way link between SEP and LARP implementation so that stakeholder feedback is not retained solely as consultation evidence but is connected to the corresponding LARP action where one is required.
For the associated ETLs, ongoing engagement will also support reconciliation of the information collected during the August 2026 fieldwork with subsequently available TEİAŞ land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation information. Where this process identifies an additional PAP or user, previously unrecorded livelihood relationship, compensation concern, access issue or other Project-induced impact, the affected person will be engaged and the relevant Annex D, Annex E grievance or livelihood restoration records will be updated as applicable. Such cases will be addressed under the existing eligibility, entitlement and livelihood restoration provisions of the LARP and will not be deferred solely pending a future LARP update or addendum.
Ongoing consultation will be documented through the Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register and corresponding SEP records, including the communication method, stakeholder or stakeholder category, principal issues discussed, feedback received and follow-up status, as applicable. LARP-specific actions arising from engagement will remain traceable through the relevant LARP implementation records, while representative targeted consultation records and photographic evidence may be included in Annex F to demonstrate implementation of LARP engagement commitments.
[bookmark: _Toc238253923][bookmark: _Toc238253924]Grievance Mechanism (GM) and Right to Litigation
A Project level Grievance Mechanism (GM) will be available throughout LARP implementation to receive, record, assess, respond to and close grievances, requests and concerns raised by PAPs and other stakeholders. The GM will be implemented in line with the Edirne WPP SEP and Enerjisa Üretim’s Grievance and Request Management Procedure, which is provided in Annex G. The Project GM will therefore constitute the common grievance channel for SEP and LARP implementation, while grievances with implications for land acquisition, eligibility, compensation, livelihood restoration, vulnerability or corrective action will be identified and cross-referenced to the relevant LARP implementation records.
For the purposes of this LARP, land acquisition and livelihood restoration grievances raised by PAPs, landowners, land users, mukhtars, affected communities or other external stakeholders will be managed through the Public Grievance Mechanism. Worker grievances will continue to be managed separately through the Worker Grievance Mechanism defined in the SEP.
The GM will be accessible to PAPs free of charge and without retaliation. Grievances may be submitted verbally or in writing through Project communication channels, including direct communication with Project personnel, CLOs, site social personnel, telephone calls, petitions, e-mails, written correspondence, face to face meetings, communication through mukhtars and other stakeholder engagement activities. Anonymous grievances will also be accepted and processed; however, where no contact information is provided, the Project may not be able to provide an individual response to the complainant. Where accessibility, literacy, mobility or other vulnerability-related constraints affect a PAP’s ability to use standard channels, the Project social team or CLOs will facilitate access to the GM through an appropriate communication method.
Consistent with the SEP and Enerjisa Üretim’s livelihood restoration practice, the GM will not replace the eligibility verification, entitlement identification, asset valuation, compensation or livelihood restoration processes defined in this LARP. PAPs will not be required to submit grievance in order to be considered for standard LARP entitlements. However, the GM will remain available where PAPs wish to raise a concern, dispute a record, request clarification, submit additional evidence, report a missing user or asset, challenge an implementation decision, or request corrective action. Similarly, failure to submit a grievance will not be interpreted as confirmation that a PAP has no outstanding Project-induced impact where other LARP verification, monitoring or engagement evidence indicates otherwise.
The GM will cover, among others, grievances and requests related to:
· affected parcels, ownership, shareholder status, use status or eligibility,
· identification of actual users, tenants, sharecroppers, informal users or users of public land,
· cut-off date, notification, disclosure or consultation concerns,
· compensation amounts, payment process, payment delays, supplementary payments or inflation update,
· consent agreements, early land access, land entry timing or impacts arising from early access,
· crops, trees, structures, wells, irrigation systems, water tanks, fences or other affected assets,
· livelihood restoration measures, including transitional livelihood support and other support measures,
· access to remaining land, pasture, grazing areas, forest resources, beehive locations or livestock movement routes,
· construction damage, dust damage, road damage, irrigation damage or temporary access restrictions,
· support for vulnerable PAPs,
· ETL land acquisition, easement, compensation, access, construction or livelihood-related information requests and claims, including matters requiring coordination or referral to TEİAŞ; and
· any other concern related to LARP implementation.
During the early construction period, grievances and requests received to date have mainly related to temporary construction impacts, including crop damage, road damage, dust generation and traffic or road safety concerns. These issues are recorded through the Project GM and reviewed by the relevant Project and contractor teams. Where crop or asset damage is reported, site verification is carried out and, where the damage is confirmed, compensation or corrective action is implemented by the responsible contractor under the supervision of Enerjisa Üretim. Where such grievances indicate a livelihood consequence beyond the immediate physical damage, the case will also be assessed under the applicable livelihood restoration provisions of Chapter 8 rather than being closed solely on the basis of repair or damage compensation.
For the associated ETLs, grievances concerning statutory expropriation, easement establishment, official valuation or other matters falling within TEİAŞ authority will be recorded and referred or coordinated with TEİAŞ, as appropriate. Referral of a statutory matter will not remove the case from Project follow-up where an associated access, construction or livelihood impact requires action within Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.’s responsibility and control. The status of the referral and any corresponding supplementary LARP action will therefore be tracked separately where necessary.
In line with Enerjisa Üretim’s procedure, grievances and requests will be recorded in the digital grievance tracking system within two business days after receipt. Supporting information, such as documents, photographs, field notes, payment records, correspondence or other evidence, will also be recorded where relevant. Each grievance or request will be reviewed to determine whether it is linked to Project activities and whether additional investigation, site verification, contractor action, institutional coordination, payment review or legal review is required. For LARP-related grievances, the review will also determine whether the issue requires an update to a PAP, parcel, asset, eligibility, entitlement, livelihood restoration or vulnerability record.
Enerjisa Üretim aims to inform the complainant of the actions taken or planned within ten business days. Where the grievance requires a more detailed investigation, the complainant will be informed accordingly and updated during the process. Enerjisa Üretim aims to resolve each grievance or request within thirty business days after registration. This period may be exceeded where resolution depends on the complainant’s availability, seasonal or land access conditions, third party assessment, institutional response, technical review, maintenance or repair planning, or other factors outside the immediate control of the Project. Where final resolution cannot be completed within this period, the reason for the outstanding action and the next required step will remain recorded and subject to follow-up.
The indicative grievance mechanism process is presented below.
[bookmark: _Toc238254006]Figure 9‑2. Grievance Mechanism Process

Grievances may be closed as closed with agreement, closed without agreement, or closed without agreement and referred to court. Closure records will include, where applicable, the complainant’s confirmation or signature, photographs, site inspection records, payment records, correspondence, meeting minutes, repair or reinstatement records and other supporting documents. Closure of a grievance record will not automatically close a corresponding LARP corrective action or livelihood restoration case where further implementation or outcome monitoring remains necessary. Such actions will remain open in the relevant LARP record until the applicable completion criterion has been met.
The GM does not replace statutory objection, appeal or litigation rights. PAPs may use the Project GM, judicial or administrative remedies, or both. Submission of a grievance through the GM will not prevent, delay or restrict any right available to PAPs under Turkish legislation, including rights linked to expropriation, valuation, ownership, factual errors or administrative procedures. PAPs will not be required to exhaust the Project GM before accessing available judicial or administrative remedies.
Grievance trends, unresolved cases, repeated issues and corrective actions will be reviewed as part of LARP monitoring. Where grievances identify a broader implementation gap, missing PAP, missing asset, access issue, livelihood impact or vulnerability support need, the Project Owner will define corrective action and, where required, update LARP implementation records or implement or strengthen the applicable compensation, livelihood restoration, reinstatement, engagement or other supplementary measure. Construction phase grievances, including crop damage, road damage, dust, traffic safety and temporary access related complaints, will also be monitored to identify recurring issues, corrective action needs and any additional livelihood restoration requirements. Repeated grievances concerning the same issue, location, contractor activity or support measure will be assessed together with field verification, stakeholder engagement records and LARP monitoring findings to determine whether they indicate a wider implementation issue rather than isolated individual cases. Where this is confirmed, programme-level or construction-management corrective action will be initiated and tracked in accordance with the adaptive management approach described in Section 8.4.
LARP-related grievance information will be reflected in both the Project’s SEP/GM reporting and the relevant LARP monitoring records. This cross-referencing will allow grievance trends, PAP feedback, corrective actions and livelihood restoration outcomes to be reviewed together and will provide a traceable link between the Project’s stakeholder engagement system and LARP implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc238253925]IMPLEMENTATION RESPONSIBILITIES, MONITORING AND FINANCING
[bookmark: _Toc238253926]Roles and Responsibilities
Enerjisa Üretim, as the Project Owner, will have overall responsibility for the financing, coordination, implementation, monitoring and completion of this LARP for the Edirne WPP components under its responsibility. For the associated ETLs, this responsibility will extend to the supplementary LARP measures, monitoring and corrective actions falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility and control, while statutory land acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation will remain under TEİAŞ authority. LARP implementation will be managed through Enerjisa Üretim’s Project management, land acquisition, legal, environmental and social, stakeholder engagement, grievance management, finance and contractor management arrangements.
Implementation may be supported by contractors, consultants, mukhtars, relevant public institutions and TEİAŞ, depending on the subject of the action. Where these parties support specific activities, this will not transfer Enerjisa Üretim’s overall responsibility for meeting the commitments defined in this LARP for the Project components under its responsibility. Contractors and subcontractors will be responsible for preventing, managing and correcting impacts arising from their own activities under the supervision of the Project Owner. TEİAŞ will be responsible for the statutory land acquisition, easement and expropriation processes for the associated ETL components under its responsibility, in line with national legislation. Where ETL-related matters require both statutory action by TEİAŞ and supplementary action under this LARP, the respective responsibilities will be tracked separately and coordinated by Enerjisa Üretim to the extent practicable.
LARP implementation may be supported by corporate or Project teams that also support other Enerjisa Üretim projects. Where shared personnel, systems or procedures are used, Edirne WPP records will be maintained separately, including consultation records, grievance records, payment and support delivery records, corrective action records, monitoring findings and completion evidence. The responsible Project team will also maintain the applicable Annex A, Annex B and Annex C implementation records and the outstanding-action tracking described in Section 10.2
[bookmark: _Toc238253999]Table 10‑1. Roles and Responsibilities for LARP Implementation
	Responsible Party
	Roles and Responsibilities

	Enerjisa Üretim/Project Owner
	· Overall responsibility for LARP implementation
· Allocation of human and financial resources
· Approval of LARP implementation decisions, supplementary measures and corrective actions
· Coordination with lenders, public institutions, contractors, consultants and TEİAŞ where relevant
· Oversight of outstanding LARP actions, implementation risks and pre-impact requirements
· Review of implementation progress, unresolved issues and completion status

	Project Management Team
	· Coordination of LARP activities with the Project construction programme, land entry schedule and contractor mobilisation
· Follow up of implementation progress, risks, delays and corrective actions
· Coordination between internal teams, contractors and relevant external parties
· Confirmation that applicable land-access, compensation, engagement or impact-management requirements have been addressed before planned Project activities proceed, where required under the LARP
· Escalation of unresolved issues to senior management where required

	Land Acquisition and Legal Teams
	· Management of land acquisition, expropriation, consent agreements and land entry procedures for the main WPP components under Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility
· Coordination of valuation, negotiations, official notifications, payment and registration processes
· Review of ownership, shareholder status, inheritance, documentation and legal issues
· Management of compensation and supplementary payment records and coordination of replacement-cost reconciliation, where applicable
· Maintenance and update of relevant Annex B records
· Coordination with relevant public authorities

	Environmental and Social/Social Team
	· Coordination of consultation and disclosure activities, including GLAC meetings
· Implementation and follow up of livelihood restoration measures
· Verification of PAP information, land use, livelihood impacts, vulnerability and support eligibility
· Management of vulnerability linked support
· Maintenance of LARP implementation records including relevant Annex A and Annex C records
· Coordination of LARP monitoring and reporting
· Support to grievance review corrective actions and completion review
· Assessment of monitoring and grievance findings against livelihood restoration outcomes and corrective-action trigger

	Community Liaison Officer (CLO)
	· Field communication with PAPs, mukhtars and affected settlements
· Disclosure of LARP information, disclosure materials, cut-off-date sensitisation and grievance channels
· Receipt and transfer of grievances and requests in line with the Project GM described in the SEP Annex G.
· Support to individual consultations, site visits, user verification and vulnerable PAP follow up
· Support to follow-up of outstanding or unreached PAPs/users and maintenance of contact-attempt evidence
· Support to LARP monitoring activities, including access, construction damage, livelihood support and corrective actions

	EPC Contractor, Contractors and Subcontractors
	· Compliance with Project environmental and social requirements, including the SEP, GM, LARP commitments relevant to construction activities and relevant management plans
· Prevention and management of construction impacts
· Provision of timely information on construction schedule, access restrictions and land entry needs
· Undertaking land entry and construction activities in accordance with the access and impact-management arrangements confirmed by the Project Owner
· Immediate notification to Enerjisa Üretim of grievances, stakeholder concerns, construction damage or access issues received during their activities
· Participation in investigation of construction damage or access grievances
· Implementation of repair, reinstatement, traffic, access and other corrective actions linked to contractor or subcontractor activities

	TEİAŞ
	· Management of statutory land acquisition, easement and expropriation processes for the associated ETL components under its responsibility, in line with national legislation
· Coordination with relevant public institutions for land access, permitting, registry, cadastre, forest, pasture or other institutional matters related to the associated ETL, where applicable
· Management of statutory compensation payments for land and registered assets affected by TEİAŞ led ETL land acquisition

	Mukhtars and Local Representatives
	· Support to information disclosure at settlement level
· Support to identification and verification of actual land users, public land users, pasture and grazing users and vulnerable persons where relevant
· Communication of local concerns to the Project
· Support to consultation and grievance referral where PAPs prefer this channel
· Mukhtars and local representatives will not make eligibility, compensation or entitlement decisions on behalf of the Project and will not substitute for direct PAP/user confirmation where individual rights, use or preferences require verification

	Relevant Public Institutions
	· Provision of information, permits, approvals or technical input within their legal mandates
· Support to resolution of institutional issues related to land registry, cadastre, agriculture, forestry, pasture, DSİ, municipalities, district and provincial authorities where relevant
· Support to resolution of issues that may affect land acquisition, access, valuation, public land use, pasture, forest land, irrigation or land consolidation matters

	Independent Third Party, where required
	· External monitoring, completion review or audit of LARP implementation where required by lenders, Project commitments or the applicable completion arrangements
· Review of compensation, supplementary support, livelihood restoration, consultation, grievance management, vulnerable PAP support, corrective actions and outstanding claims
· Independent verification of whether applicable livelihood restoration outcomes and LARP completion criteria have been achieved


The Project Owner will ensure that all parties involved in LARP implementation are informed of their responsibilities and that coordination arrangements are maintained throughout implementation. LARP implementation records, consultation records, grievance records, payment records, support delivery records, corrective action records and monitoring findings will be maintained by the relevant Project teams and reviewed by Enerjisa Üretim throughout implementation. Outstanding actions will be assigned to a responsible party and tracked against the applicable timing or completion trigger and required closure evidence, as set out in Section 10.2.
[bookmark: _Ref238080751][bookmark: _Toc238253927]Outstanding LARP Actions and Interim Management
At the time of LARP finalisation, the principal assessment and planning requirements have been completed, while a limited number of implementation records remain to be finalised due to external administrative processes, continuing PAP/user contact or information that becomes available progressively during land acquisition and construction. These matters will remain within the scope of this LARP and will not suspend the application of its eligibility, entitlement, livelihood restoration, grievance or monitoring provisions. Table 10‑2 summarises the evidence available, the remaining action, the applicable interim management approach and the trigger for completion. Where subsequent information materially changes an assessed impact, entitlement or required measure, the relevant LARP records and annexes will be updated and the LARP will be revised or supplemented through an additional document, where appropriate.
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[bookmark: _Ref238078959][bookmark: _Toc238254000]Table 10‑2 Outstanding LARP Actions and Interim Management Plan
	Outstanding Subject
	Completed to Date / Evidence Available
	Outstanding Requirement / Current Limitation
	Reason / Dependency
	Interim Management and Contingency
	Responsibility and Timing / Completion Trigger
	Closure Evidence

	Residual PAP/user and asset verification
	Main WPP census, household surveys, parcel-level verification and follow-up engagement achieved broad coverage of affected owners and users, with only limited residual cases requiring further confirmation. For the associated ETLs, the August 2026 supplementary fieldwork prioritised owners and actual users associated with permanent tower-footprint land take and achieved substantial coverage of the currently identified target group. Available parcel information, field observations and consultation evidence also support the ETL assessment.
	A residual number of PAP/user contacts and direct user, asset or livelihood verifications remain to be completed, predominantly for the associated ETLs.
	Some affected persons were not present or available during the fieldwork period. In some settlements, third parties were reluctant to disclose personal contact information, while affected persons generally appeared to regard the formal statutory land acquisition process as the principal channel for land-related communication. Contact identification and follow-up were continuing at the time of LARP preparation.
	Outstanding cases will remain open for targeted follow-up rather than being treated as unaffected. Where direct contact is not immediately possible, available cadastral and Project records, field observations, consultation evidence, mukhtar/community information and other credible sources will be used to maintain the case pending confirmation. A PAP or user verified subsequently will remain subject to the cut-off-date and eligibility provisions of this LARP.
	Enerjisa Üretim Social/CLO and Land Acquisition Teams. Contact and verification will continue during implementation. For impacts not yet occurring, verification will be completed before the relevant individual entitlement/support decision and, where practicable, before the corresponding impact; cases relating to impacts that have already occurred will be reconciled before case closure.
	Documented verification outcome or documented basis for continued open status; corresponding LARP records and annexes updated. Where the finding materially changes the assessed impact or entitlement requirements, the LARP will be revised or supplemented as appropriate.

	Hasköy and Çelebi – final parcel/PAP/user attribution following DSİ land consolidation
	The Project footprint and affected settlements are known, and settlement-level socioeconomic and livelihood information, available land-use information and Project/field evidence have been incorporated into the LARP.
	Final parcel boundaries/numbers and corresponding owner/user linkages cannot yet be reliably attributed; therefore, final parcel-specific PAP identification, asset confirmation and individual entitlement determination remain open.
	Final cadastral configuration is dependent on the ongoing DSİ land-consolidation process, which is outside Enerjisa Üretim’s control.
	The affected areas will remain within the LARP scope. Available information will be retained and no absence of impact will be assumed because final cadastral attribution is pending. Once final records are available, affected areas will be reconciled with parcel, owner and user information and outstanding PAP/user, asset, livelihood and vulnerability verification will be completed. Any additional confirmed impact will receive the applicable LARP entitlement.
	Enerjisa Üretim Land Acquisition and Social Teams. Reconciliation will be initiated when sufficiently reliable final DSİ parcel information becomes available and completed before the corresponding unresolved entitlement or Project-induced displacement impact is closed.
	Confirmed parcel–PAP/user linkage; updated Annex A and Annex C records; applicable compensation/support decision and evidence of delivery where required.

	Associated ETLs – statutory acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation information
	The 10 km and 40 km ETLs are assessed within the current LARP using available Project parcel and technical information, consent/access records, field observations and the August 2026 supplementary PAP/user fieldwork. The ETL component is therefore not deferred as a whole.
	Complete official parcel-level statutory acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation outcomes are not currently available to Enerjisa Üretim. A complete reconciliation of statutory compensation outcomes against the supplementary LARP requirements therefore cannot yet be undertaken for all ETL cases.
	Statutory ETL land acquisition and easement processes are undertaken by TEİAŞ. The complete land acquisition, valuation and payment files generated through that process are not routinely transmitted to Enerjisa Üretim, and the timing at which individual records may otherwise become available cannot be controlled by the Project Company.
	Available PAP/user, Project, consent/access, construction, grievance and field evidence will continue to be used to identify and manage ETL impacts. Lack of a TEİAŞ record will not prevent consideration of an impact that can be demonstrated through other credible evidence. Where relevant statutory information subsequently becomes available through PAPs, legal proceedings or other available sources, it will be reviewed against the LARP assessment and any identified supplementary compensation or livelihood-restoration requirement will be addressed.
	Enerjisa Üretim Land Acquisition/Legal and Social Teams. Ongoing throughout the ETL land acquisition and construction period; reconciliation will be undertaken as relevant statutory information becomes available.
	Available statutory information reconciled with the relevant LARP records; identified supplementary payment, livelihood restoration or corrective action implemented. A LARP revision or supplementary document will be prepared where the additional information materially changes the assessed impact or required measures.

	Consent-based early access and subsequent construction impacts
	Consent agreements used for relevant early-access cases record the affected land and the assets identified at the time of agreement. The agreed total payment is established taking the recorded assets into account. Consent, payment and available land-access records therefore provide an existing evidence base for those cases. Construction, fieldwork, consultation and grievance records provide additional evidence on conditions following entry.
	Case-level confirmation may still be required where construction subsequently resulted in an additional crop, asset, access or livelihood impact that was not captured in the original consent record or agreed payment.
	Consent records reflect the land, assets and conditions identified at the time of agreement, while additional construction effects may arise later or outside the condition recorded at signing.
	Consent payments will be recognised as payments for the land/access and assets covered by the relevant agreement, but consent will not be treated as a waiver of statutory rights or of additional LARP entitlements. Any additional verified construction damage, access restriction, livelihood impact or affected asset not covered by the original agreement will be assessed separately and remedied through compensation, reinstatement, livelihood support or another applicable corrective measure.
	Enerjisa Üretim Land Acquisition, Social and Project/Contractor Management Teams. Review will be undertaken where field monitoring, PAP engagement, grievance records or construction information identifies a potential additional impact, and before the corresponding case is treated as complete.
	Consent and payment record linked to the relevant case; evidence of any additional impact verification and remedy; corresponding LARP records updated and the LARP revised or supplemented where materially required.

	Replacement-cost and payment reconciliation
	Main WPP valuation studies and available land-acquisition, asset valuation and compensation information provide the basis for replacement-cost review. The LARP establishes the requirement for supplementary payment where a verified gap between compensation received and the applicable replacement-cost requirement is identified.
	Final parcel-level reconciliation remains open for cases where the final compensation/payment outcome is not yet available or may change through the ongoing acquisition or legal process. ETL reconciliation is additionally dependent on the information limitations described above.
	Valuation, court and payment outcomes may be finalised at different stages of the acquisition process. For ETLs, relevant statutory information is generated under the TEİAŞ process and is not fully available to Enerjisa Üretim.
	Available compensation and valuation outcomes will be reviewed and recorded as they become sufficiently final for reconciliation. Open cases will not be assumed to meet replacement-cost requirements solely because final information is unavailable. Where a verified shortfall is identified, the applicable supplementary payment will be calculated and provided in accordance with Chapter 7.
	Enerjisa Üretim Land Acquisition/Legal/Finance Teams, with qualified valuation support where required. Reconciliation will be undertaken as relevant valuation and payment information becomes available and before the individual LARP compensation case is closed.
	Parcel/case-level reconciliation showing available statutory/other payment, applicable replacement-cost requirement, any identified gap and evidence of supplementary payment where required; relevant LARP records and annexes updated.

	LARP disclosure and cut-off date sensitisation evidence
	The disclosure arrangements, cut-off-date approachand treatment of subsequently identified PAPs/users are defined in Sections 7.1 and 9.1.2.
	Evidence demonstrating implementation of the final LARP disclosure and cut-off-date sensitisation cannot be completed until the LARP has been publicly disclosed.
	This evidence is necessarily generated following public disclosure of the LARP.
	The LARP will be disclosed through the channels and manners defined.. 
	Enerjisa Üretim Social/CLO Team. Trigger: public disclosure of the LARP; the cut-off date will fall two weeks after disclosure.
	Dated disclosure record, website evidence, CLO communicationrecords and corresponding LARP implementation record.


	Edirne Wind Power Plant Project
	[image: Text, icon

Description automatically generated]

	Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan Report
	




	Draft Report
	August 2026

	Project No: 25/026
	9 / 214


9
[bookmark: _Toc238253928][bookmark: _Ref238064422][bookmark: _Ref238065072][bookmark: _Toc238253929]Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E)
Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) will be undertaken to track LARP implementation and verify whether compensation, supplementary support, livelihood restoration measures, grievance responses and corrective actions are delivered effectively. The approach will follow the Project SEP, Enerjisa Üretim’s grievance and request management procedure and lender requirements, while focusing on LARP implementation outcomes. Monitoring will address both implementation performance and the extent to which Project-affected livelihoods, productive activities and access to resources are restored or maintained.
M&E will review progress against LARP commitments, identify delays or unresolved cases, verify support delivered to PAPs, monitor access to entitlements and grievance channels, and assess whether affected livelihoods, land use and access conditions are being restored. It will also support corrective actions where monitoring findings, grievances, consultations, design changes, ETL developments, DSİ land consolidation outcomes or additional field verification identify new PAPs, users, assets, livelihood impacts or vulnerability concerns. Monitoring will assess the effectiveness of livelihood restoration measures and equitable access by vulnerable PAPs, rather than only whether individual activities or payments have been delivered.
Monitoring will be carried out through review of land acquisition records, valuation and payment records, consent agreement records, eligibility and verification records, livelihood restoration records, GLAC meeting records, consultation records, grievance records, contractor records, site checks, photographs, PAP consultations, mukhtar consultations and targeted follow up with vulnerable PAPs or livelihood affected PAPs where required. The census, asset and livelihood information in Annex A/Annex D, compensation and replacement-cost records in Annex B, entitlement and livelihood restoration records in Annex C/Annex E, and the outstanding actions identified in Table 10‑2 will provide the principal baseline and implementation references. Where a specific livelihood outcome cannot be assessed against a quantitative baseline, the verified pre-impact land use, livelihood activity, productive capacity or access condition will be used as the reference condition.
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[bookmark: _Toc238254001]Table 10‑3 LARP Monitoring
	Monitoring Type
	Focus Area / Key Monitoring Topics
	Project-Specific KPIs / Baseline
	Target / Restoration Benchmark
	Frequency / Responsibility
	Trigger / Corrective Action / Completion

	Process Monitoring
	Verifies implementation of the LARP in accordance with the applicable procedures, schedule and case-specific requirements and allows delays or unresolved actions to be identified early. Key topics include PAP/user verification; LARP disclosure and cut-off-date sensitisation; compensation and replacement-cost reconciliation; delivery of entitlements; grievance handling; outstanding actions under Table 10-2; and corrective-action follow-up.
	• % of outstanding PAP/user verification cases completed 
• % of applicable compensation cases with completed replacement-cost reconciliation before LARP case closure 
• % of verified eligible cases for which the applicable entitlement/support decision has been completed 
• % of LARP-related grievances resolved within the 30-business-day target timeframe 
• % of grievances exceeding 30 business days with the reason, next action and follow-up status documented 
• Number and % of overdue LARP corrective actions 
• % of planned LARP disclosure and cut-off-date sensitisation actions completed and documented 
Baseline: implementation and outstanding-action status at LARP finalisation.
	100% of applicable case-level verification, entitlement and reconciliation requirements completed before case closure, except matters subject to a documented external dependency under Section 10.2. Grievances will be managed against the Project GM timeframes and outstanding corrective actions will remain tracked until closure.
	Quarterly during active LARP implementation; grievance trends monthly. 
Responsibility: Enerjisa Üretim Social/CLO, Land Acquisition, Legal, Finance and relevant Project teams. 

Sources: Annexes A-C, Table 10-2, GM records, disclosure records, payment/reconciliation records.
	Missing verification, unresolved replacement-cost review, undelivered entitlement, overdue material grievance or corrective action → case review, responsible party and follow-up action confirmed. Completion: applicable action evidenced or external dependency retained under a documented interim arrangement and completion trigger.

	Output Monitoring
	Tracks whether compensation, livelihood restoration measures and other support defined in the LARP have actually reached the verified eligible PAPs/PAHs. Key topics include TLS and other livelihood support; agricultural continuity; livestock/pasture/resource-use support; beekeeping; vulnerable PAP assistance; employment/training measures; and temporary construction impact remedies.
	• % of verified eligible PAPs/PAHs offered the applicable livelihood restoration measure 
• % of verified eligible PAPs/PAHs receiving the applicable measure where accepted 
• % of verified eligible vulnerable PAPs receiving applicable additional assistance 
• % of verified affected agricultural users receiving applicable agricultural continuity support 
• % of verified affected livestock/resource users receiving applicable access or livelihood support 
• % of directly affected beekeepers receiving applicable relocation, access or livelihood support 
• % of verified temporary construction damage/access cases compensated, repaired, reinstated or otherwise remedied 
• Number and % of participating PAPs completing applicable training programmes 
• Number of PAPs referred to employment opportunities and number subsequently employed, where applicable 
Baseline: eligible beneficiary/support records established through Annex C and subsequent verification.
	100% of verified eligible PAPs/PAHs will be offered the applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure. Where support is accepted, delivery will be documented. Vulnerable PAPs will have equitable access to applicable measures. Employment placement itself will not constitute a guaranteed entitlement.
	Quarterly during active delivery; event-triggered for construction damage/access cases. 
Responsibility: Social Team/CLO with Land Acquisition, Project/Contractor Management, HR and relevant implementation partners. 
Sources: Annex C, support/payment records, attendance/referral records, contractor records, PAP confirmations.
	Eligible PAP not offered applicable support; agreed measure not delivered; vulnerable PAP unable to access support; or repeated delivery problem → individual case review and, where relevant, programme-level adjustment. Completion: applicable measure delivered, or, for optional livelihood restoration measures, informed refusal documented; compensation and other mandatory entitlement cases will be closed only in accordance with the applicable requirements of Chapter 7.

	Outcome Monitoring
	Assesses whether the measures delivered are effective in restoring or maintaining the livelihood activities, productive capacity and access conditions affected by the Project, rather than only whether support was delivered. Key topics include agricultural production, household livelihood capacity, livestock and resource access, beekeeping continuity, effectiveness of support, vulnerable PAP outcomes, training/employment outcomes and livelihood consequences of construction impacts.
	• % of monitored agricultural PAPs/PAHs maintaining or restoring cultivation/productive activity to the verified pre-impact condition 
• % of monitored livelihood-support beneficiaries whose Project-affected livelihood capacity is restored to at least the verified pre-impact reference condition or an effective alternative outcome 
• % of verified land/resource-access cases in which access has been restored or an effective alternative arrangement is functioning 
• % of monitored livestock/resource users able to continue the affected livelihood activity following the Project impact 
• % of directly affected beekeepers able to continue or re-establish beekeeping activity following impact/support 
• % of monitored vulnerable PAPs with no unresolved Project-induced barrier to entitlements, livelihood support or grievance access 
• % of monitored construction-impact cases with no remaining material livelihood consequence following remedy 
• Number/% of training participants reporting subsequent use of acquired skills and/or employment outcome, where applicable 
Baseline: relevant pre-impact household, parcel, livelihood, access and productive-use information in Annex A and Chapter 5, supplemented by case-specific verification where required.
	Project-affected livelihood activities, productive capacity and access will be maintained or restored to at least the verified pre-impact condition, or an effective and sustainable alternative outcome will be achieved. Where direct income comparison is not sufficiently reliable, agricultural production, livelihood activity, productive capacity, resource access and other appropriate proxies will be used.
	Quarterly during active delivery and construction; six-monthly for household livelihood outcome follow-up; seasonal monitoring for agricultural, livestock/resource-use and beekeeping outcomes. 
Responsibility: Social Team with relevant agricultural, technical, Project or contractor support. 
Sources: PAP follow-up, Annex A/C, field observations, agricultural/activity records where available, GM and consultation records.
	Material Project-attributable deterioration in livelihood activity, productive capacity or access; ineffective support; recurring livelihood grievance; or adverse outcome for a vulnerable PAP → cause analysis and additional/modified livelihood support, access arrangement or other corrective action. Completion: applicable restoration benchmark achieved and evidenced through follow-up.

	Impact / Completion Monitoring
	Determines whether the overall objectives of the LARP have been achieved and whether any material residual land acquisition or livelihood restoration issue remains. Key topics include replacement-cost compliance, overall livelihood restoration, vulnerable PAP outcomes, unresolved access/resource impacts, grievance trends, corrective actions and LARP completion.
	• % of applicable compensation cases closed with documented replacement-cost reconciliation and any required supplementary payment completed 
• % of monitored PAHs whose Project-affected livelihood has been restored to at least the verified pre-impact condition or an equivalent sustainable outcome 
• % of verified vulnerable PAPs achieving the applicable livelihood restoration outcome without an unresolved Project-induced barrier 
• Number and % of material livelihood, access or resource-use cases remaining unresolved at completion assessment 
• Number of repeated/systemic LARP grievance themes for which corrective action remains incomplete 
• % of material LARP corrective actions completed 
• Status of outstanding actions and external dependencies identified in Table 10-2 
Baseline: LARP commitments, verified pre-impact conditions and preceding process/output/outcome monitoring results.
	Material Project-induced livelihood impacts restored to at least the applicable pre-impact condition or an equivalent sustainable outcome; applicable compensation and supplementary-payment requirements completed; vulnerable PAP outcomes addressed; and no material unresolved Project-controlled action preventing LARP completion.
	Internal completion assessment following delivery of the principal LARP measures and sufficient outcome monitoring, followed by an independent completion audit. 
Responsibility: Enerjisa Üretim and Independent Third Party.
	Outstanding material entitlement, livelihood-restoration failure, unresolved Project-induced access/resource impact, vulnerable-PAP outcome or corrective action → time-bound residual/corrective action and continued monitoring. Completion: independent audit confirms achievement of LARP objectives; and that no material Project-controlled corrective action remains open. Where the audit identifies residual actions, LARP close-out will remain subject to completion and verification of those actions. Matters dependent on external statutory or administrative processes will continue to be managed in accordance with Section 10.2.
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Monitoring findings will be reviewed by the Project Owner and relevant implementation teams. Where a monitoring target or restoration benchmark is not achieved, a corrective-action trigger is met, or a gap, delay, unresolved impact or additional support need is identified, the Project Owner will define the corrective action, assign responsibility and track the action until closure. Corrective actions may include additional consultation, record correction, payment review, supplementary support, repair, reinstatement, access arrangement, livelihood restoration support or referral to the relevant institution. Repeated or systemic findings, including recurring grievance themes, will also be reviewed to determine whether adjustment of the relevant livelihood restoration measure or wider implementation approach is required. Monitoring and follow-up will continue where the applicable outcome remains unresolved.
LARP completion will not be determined solely by completion of land acquisition, construction or payment of compensation. An internal completion assessment will be undertaken once the principal compensation and livelihood restoration measures have been delivered and sufficient outcome monitoring is available to assess restoration. This will be followed by an independent completion audit to verify delivery of applicable entitlements and supplementary payments, achievement of livelihood restoration and vulnerability-related outcomes, remedy of material construction and access impacts, and completion of material corrective actions. Where the audit identifies an unresolved livelihood outcome or other material residual LARP action, a time-bound corrective or residual action will be defined and monitoring will continue until the applicable completion criterion is achieved. Matters remaining dependent on external statutory or administrative processes will continue to be managed in accordance with Section 10.2.
[bookmark: _Toc238253930]Estimated Budget
Successful implementation of the LARP will require a clearly defined and adequately resourced budget. The budget will cover main WPP statutory and supplementary compensation requirements within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility, livelihood restoration support, agricultural continuity measures, access, fodder, livestock, grazing and resource use support, beekeeping support, support for vulnerable PAPs, training and capacity building, and any additional measures required under the Entitlement Matrix following verification. Statutory land acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation for the associated ETLs remain under TEİAŞ responsibility and are therefore tracked separately from the supplementary LARP measures to be implemented by Enerjisa Üretim.
The budget is indicative and does not represent a final payment list or final entitlement list. LARP support measures will be provided where the relevant eligibility criteria are met and where the impact, claim or support need is verified during implementation. Final amounts will be confirmed through official valuation records, payment records, GLAC meetings, site verification, grievance mechanism records, together with the livelihood restoration methodology established in Chapter 8. TLS amounts will be determined through the Chapter 8 scoring methodology and linked to the net monthly minimum wage applicable at the time of payment.
Unit rates for compensation and livelihood support have been derived from available official valuation records, current market prices, Turkish valuation practice, comparable LRP budget assumptions and Project specific support calculations, including the TLS calculation presented in Appendix C. These rates are used for budget planning purposes and will be reviewed and updated, where required, following detailed asset verification, replacement-cost reconciliation, statutory valuation and payment information, grievance review and implementation monitoring.
[bookmark: _Toc238253931]Key Budget Components
Private land acquisition and expropriation compensation
For the main WPP, available parcel-level valuation, court and replacement-cost information is now recorded in Annex B. The current Annex B dataset records TRY 106,129,260.72 as the latest statutory/court-recorded comparison amount. This amount is presented as a reference to the underlying land-acquisition process and is not added to the supplementary LARP budget. Replacement-cost reconciliation identifies a current gross positive-gap amount of TRY 395,152.93 across 17 valuation records. Of this amount, TRY 125,208.00 is currently linked to eight positively reconciled private-parcel records and is included in the quantified supplementary LARP budget below. The remaining positive-gap records will remain subject to final parcel, ownership and ID reconciliation before a supplementary payment amount is confirmed. Hasköy and Çelebi will also remain subject to separate reconciliation once the relevant DSİ land-consolidation information becomes available.
Transitional Livelihood Support
Transitional Livelihood Support will be provided to eligible PAPs where verified Project impacts cause temporary or transitional loss of livelihood, income, agricultural production capacity or access to livelihood resources. Eligibility will be confirmed through household or user level verification, taking into account cumulative land impacts, public land use, agricultural dependency, livestock, grazing, beekeeping, vulnerability and other relevant livelihood factors. Annex C currently identifies 84 PRELIMINARY and six POTENTIAL TLS cases for the main WPP. These classifications represent an eligibility and verification basis rather than final payment authorisation. In accordance with Chapter 8, final TLS support will range from one to six net monthly minimum wages according to the verified household/user-level score. For budget planning only, a provisional three-net-minimum-wage envelope has been applied to the 84 PRELIMINARY cases using the 2026 net monthly minimum wage of TRY 28,075.50. The six POTENTIAL cases are retained for verification but are not included in the quantified TLS subtotal at this stage. Associated ETL TLS requirements will be budgeted separately following case-specific verification.
Agricultural continuity and crop or yield support
This component will support PAPs whose agricultural production may be affected by land acquisition, loss of productive land, temporary access restrictions, crop disruption, land preparation needs, dust impacts or other verified impacts on agricultural continuity. Support may be provided in cash or in kind, depending on the verified impact and implementation arrangements. Annex C currently identifies 83 PRELIMINARY agricultural-continuity cases and seven POTENTIAL cases for the main WPP. The planning allowance will be applied to the PRELIMINARY cases for budgeting purposes, while actual support will remain conditional on verification of a Project-induced disruption.
Access, fodder, livestock, grazing and resource use support
This component covers support for PAPs whose livestock, grazing, fodder production, public land use, pasture access, forest resource use or other resource access is affected by the Project. Measures may include fodder support, alternative access arrangements, temporary transport support, resource use assistance or compensation for verified disruption. For budgeting purposes, seasonal fodder support has been estimated using a provisional one tonne fodder support package per eligible household or user. For budget planning, a provisional one-tonne fodder package is retained for up to 40 currently coded Main WPP livestock/fodder support pathways. This represents a planning envelope only; final support will depend on verification of actual Project-induced disruption and will not be provided solely because a household owns livestock or uses grazing resources.
Beekeeping support
Where Project impacts on beekeeping are verified, support may include hive relocation assistance, identification of alternative locations, temporary livelihood support for disruption, or other measures required to maintain beekeeping activities. Five surveyed main WPP PAHs currently constitute the potential main-WPP beekeeping beneficiary base; support will be provided only where a specific Project interaction with hive locations, access or continuity of the activity is verified. Associated ETL beekeeping cases will be assessed and budgeted separately.
Temporary access and construction impact support
Temporary access restrictions, construction damage, crop damage, irrigation damage, dust impacts, asset damage or land disturbance will be assessed through site verification and the grievance mechanism. Where damage is confirmed, it will be addressed through repair, reinstatement, compensation or another appropriate remedy under the responsibility of the relevant contractor and under the supervision of the Project Owner. Because these impacts are event-based and cannot be assigned in advance to all potentially exposed PAPs, provisional contingency allowances are included in the budget and will be drawn down only for verified cases.
Vulnerability support
Additional support will be provided to PAPs confirmed as vulnerable through the LARP vulnerability screening and implementation verification process. This may include additional livelihood support, in kind assistance, priority follow up, documentation support, transport support or other tailored assistance, depending on verified needs. Annex C currently flags up to 22 cases for priority vulnerability review, while the household baseline identifies 18 of the 88 surveyed main WPP PAHs as containing at least one person meeting the direct vulnerability criteria. The budget allocation is therefore a planning allowance and does not constitute an automatic cash entitlement for all priority cases.
Training and capacity building
Training and capacity building activities will be provided to support livelihood restoration and income diversification. Training topics may include agriculture, livestock and fodder management, beekeeping, local product development, women’s market access, cooperative capacity, financial literacy and access to local employment opportunities. The existing allowance for up to 15 sessions is retained as a provisional budget envelope only. Final modules, participant numbers and delivery frequency will be determined according to verified livelihood-restoration needs, participant interest and the relevance of the proposed training to the affected livelihood pathway.
[bookmark: _Toc238253932]Budget Allocation and Management
Enerjisa Üretim will ensure that sufficient resources are allocated for LARP implementation within the overall environmental and social management budget of the Project, including a dedicated LARP fund for transitional livelihood support, supplementary compensation and livelihood restoration measures where verified eligibility is confirmed. A dedicated LARP implementation budget line will be maintained under the oversight of senior management and the relevant social and land acquisition teams. This budget line will cover compensation follow up, livelihood restoration support, stakeholder engagement, grievance management, monitoring and corrective actions required during implementation.
Contingency arrangements will be maintained for unforeseen livelihood disruptions, construction impacts, additional verified claims, asset verification findings and changes arising from finalisation of land acquisition processes. Separate budget tracking will be maintained for (i) quantified main-WPP supplementary LARP measures, (ii) outstanding main-WPP cases requiring further verification, including Hasköy and Çelebi, and (iii) supplementary measures associated with the 10 km and 40 km ETLs pending case-specific verification and reconciliation with subsequent TEİAŞ statutory information. Regular budget updates will be provided as part of LARP implementation progress reporting.
This budget structure is designed to ensure that all eligible PAPs, including informal users, users of public land and vulnerable PAPs, receive timely, fair and meaningful support to restore their livelihoods in line with the provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238253933]Estimated Cost Table
The LARP budget has been calculated based on the currently identified beneficiary pathways, verification status and provisional planning assumptions under each relevant entitlement category and provisional unit costs for the relevant losses or support measures. Each budget item corresponds to a specific impact category identified in the Entitlement Matrix (Table 6‑1) and Chapter 8 of this LARP. PRELIMINARY, POTENTIAL and outstanding cases are distinguished so that the planning budget is not interpreted as a final entitlement or payment list.
TLS will be calculated in accordance with the Chapter 8 scoring methodology at one to six net monthly minimum wages. For the current budget envelope, three net monthly minimum wages per PRELIMINARY Main WPP case have been used as a planning assumption only, based on the 2026 net monthly minimum wage of TRY 28,075.50. The other unit costs are provisional planning rates retained for budget planning and will be applied only where the corresponding impact and support need are verified. These rates do not replace final compensation values, which will be determined through official valuation, verification and implementation records.
[bookmark: _Toc238254002]Table 10‑4. LARP Estimated Budget
	Budget Item
	Unit Cost / Basis
	Estimated Quantity / Current Status
	Subtotal (TRY)

	Main WPP statutory/court-recorded compensation comparison base – reference only
	Parcel-specific
	Current Annex B valuation dataset
	106,129,260.72 – reference only; not included in supplementary LARP subtotal

	Main WPP replacement-cost top-up – currently reconciled private-parcel subset
	Parcel-specific verified replacement-cost gap
	8 currently reconciled positive-gap private-parcel records
	125,208.00

	Additional Annex B positive-gap records requiring final parcel/ownership/ID reconciliation
	Parcel-specific
	Remaining positive-gap records; current reconciliation difference
	269,944.93 – provisional reconciliation amount; excluded from current supplementary subtotal pending confirmation

	Transitional Livelihood Support (TLS)
	1-6 NMW; 2026 planning reference = TRY 28,075.50/NMW; provisional budget envelope = 3 NMW/case
	84 PRELIMINARY + 6 POTENTIAL Main WPP cases; quantified envelope applies to PRELIMINARY cases only
	7,075,026.00

	Agricultural continuity and land-preparation support
	2,420 TRY/PAP/user
	83 PRELIMINARY; 7 POTENTIAL subject to verification
	200,860.00

	Seasonal fodder / livestock and grazing continuity support
	3,080 TRY/tonne/package
	Up to 40 currently coded Main WPP livestock/fodder pathways; subject to verified impact
	123,200.00

	Beekeeping relocation and continuity support
	5,500 TRY/PAP
	Up to 5 currently identified Main WPP beekeeping PAHs; subject to verified Project impact
	27,500.00

	Temporary access and route disruption support
	11,000 TRY/case
	5-case provisional contingency
	55,000.00

	Dust / construction-related crop or yield impact support
	11,000 TRY/case
	5-case provisional contingency
	55,000.00

	Vulnerability-linked assistance
	8,250 TRY/PAH planning allowance
	Up to 22 Annex C priority cases; not an automatic cash entitlement
	181,500.00

	Agriculture, livestock, beekeeping and livelihood training
	17,600 TRY/session
	Up to 15 sessions as provisional planning allowance; final delivery subject to verified need and participation
	264,000.00

	Outstanding Main WPP cases, including Hasköy/Çelebi post-DSİ verification, public/forest-resource user verification and other case-specific supplementary measures not captured above
	Case-specific
	TBD following verification; duplicate compensation/support to be avoided
	TBD

	Associated 10 km and 40 km ETL statutory compensation and supplementary LARP measures
	Case-specific
	368 unique ETL parcels; 56 completed owner/user interviews; statutory TEİAŞ information and final case-specific supplementary requirements to be reconciled
	TBD

	Total currently identified supplementary Main WPP LARP budget
	–
	Excludes statutory/court reference amount, unresolved Annex B reconciliation amount and all TBD items
	8,107,294.00


The values presented above are 2026 LARP planning estimates and distinguish the currently quantified supplementary Main WPP budget from statutory/court-recorded compensation, unresolved reconciliation items and measures that remain case-specific or TBD. The quantified subtotal does not constitute a final entitlement or payment list. It will be updated as outstanding Annex A/Annex C verification is completed, parcel-level valuation and payment information is reconciled, final DSİ land-consolidation information becomes available for Hasköy and Çelebi, and relevant TEİAŞ statutory acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation information becomes available for the associated ETLs. POTENTIAL cases and construction-emergent impacts will remain open for verification and will be added to the budget where the applicable eligibility and impact criteria are met.
[bookmark: _Toc238253934][bookmark: _Toc238253935]APPENDICES
[bookmark: _Ref233370843][bookmark: _Ref233370945][bookmark: _Ref233372835][bookmark: _Ref238250206][bookmark: _Toc238253936]Census and Asset Inventory – Main WPP
[bookmark: _Ref238250316][bookmark: _Toc238253937]Parcel Based Valuation – Main WPP
[bookmark: _Ref238250321][bookmark: _Toc238253938]LARP Support Eligibility (Household-based) – Main WPP
[bookmark: _Ref238250592][bookmark: _Toc238253939]Census and Asset Inventory – Associated ETLs
[bookmark: _Ref238250445][bookmark: _Toc238253940]LARP Support Eligibility (Household-based) – Associated ETLs
[bookmark: _Ref233378496][bookmark: _Ref238251249][bookmark: _Toc238253941]Site Photo Log and Meeting Register
[bookmark: _Ref233376245][bookmark: _Ref233376297][bookmark: _Toc238253942]Enerjisa Üretim Grievance and Request Management Procedure
*Annexes A, B, C, D and E will be presented as separate Excel sheets, while Annexes F and G will be presented as separate documents.
The LARP disclosure plan and consultation schedule are shared with the mukhtars of affected settlements


The LARP is disclosed through accessible channels


PAPs are informed about eligibility, entitlements, grievance channels and the right to litigation


Individual consultations or additional explanations are provided where needed


Feedback is reviewed and reflected in implementation records, corrective actions or LARP updates where required


Final LARP commitments are implemented and monitored through the LARP implementation process


Grievance or request is received through Project communication channels


Grievance or request is recorded in the digital grievance tracking system within 2 business days


Initial screening is carried out to confirm subject, location, urgency and Project relevance


Responsible Enerjisa Üretim team, contractor or relevant party is assigned


Investigation, site verification, document review or institutional coordination is carried out where required


Complainant is informed of actions taken or planned within 10 business days


Corrective action, response, repair, reinstatement, payment review or referral is implemented where applicable


Grievance or request is targeted for closure within 30 business days after registration, unless further investigation is required


Closure evidence is recorded and the case is closed
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