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[bookmark: _Toc56354530][bookmark: _Toc227072048][bookmark: _Toc238248580]INTRODUCTION
This Land Acquisition and Livelihood Restoration Plan (LARP) has been prepared for the Balkaya Wind Power Plant Project, hereinafter referred to as the “Project” or “Balkaya 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 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: _Toc238248581][bookmark: _Toc57122187][bookmark: _Toc90895035]Project Background
The Balkaya 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 process, and the contract for the Project was signed between Enerjisa Üretim and the Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources. 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 260 MWm/260 MWe and 52 wind turbines. Following the YEKA RES-2024 process and subsequent Project optimisation studies, the Project was revised in terms of capacity and design. The Ministry confirmed that the revised Project configuration remained within the scope of the existing EIA Positive Decision. The current Project configuration considered in this LARP has an installed capacity of 350 MWm/340 MWe and consists of 49 wind turbines. The EIA Positive Decision has also been subject to administrative court proceedings, and the legal status of the national EIA process will be monitored by the Project Owner in line with applicable national requirements. 
The associated Energy Transmission Line is subject to separate planning and permitting processes under the responsibility of TEİAŞ. Since the ETL is required for the evacuation of electricity generated by the Project, it is considered an associated facility for the purposes of international lender requirements. The associated approximately 14 km ETL is assessed within this LARP using the available cadastral, technical and field information, including the supplementary owner/user interviews undertaken in August 2026. Statutory land acquisition, easement establishment, official valuation and compensation for the ETL remain under the responsibility of TEİAŞ. As additional statutory information becomes available, it will be reconciled with the LARP assessment and relevant implementation records, and a formal LARP update or supplementary document will be prepared where the new information materially changes the assessed impacts or required measures.
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: _Toc238248582]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: _Toc238249066]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 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.

	Recognisable Interest
	A verified interest in affected land, assets, structures, use arrangements, commercial/development arrangements or livelihood activities that may not be fully reflected in formal land registry records but is relevant for identifying Project impacts, eligibility and LARP support needs. This may include tenants, informal users, sub-plot users, purchasers, allottees, users of movable structures or persons with verified asset, use, commercial or livelihood interests.

	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: _Toc238248583]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.
·  Compensation or other measures for impacts identified before land entry will be made available before the relevant impact occurs.
· 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.
[bookmark: _Toc238248584]Project Description
The Balkaya WPP is planned as a wind energy generation project with an installed capacity of 350 MWm/340 MWe and 49 wind turbines. The Project will contribute to the national grid through the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre and associated transmission infrastructure and is expected to generate approximately 1.23 TWh of electricity annually.
The Project consists of wind turbine locations, turbine platforms, crane pads, access roads, underground medium voltage cable routes, the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre, switchyard infrastructure, temporary construction areas and associated ETL infrastructure. 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: _Toc238248585]Project Location and Layout
The Project is located in Kırklareli Province, within the administrative boundaries of Vize District in north-western Türkiye. The Project area is mainly characterised by rural land use, including agricultural land, state forest land, pastureland and locally vegetated open terrain. The terrain includes elevated ridgelines suitable for wind energy generation, and the Project layout has been developed to optimise wind resource utilisation while taking into account environmental and social constraints identified during the ESIA and Project planning process.
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[bookmark: _Toc238249127]Figure 1‑1. Project Location and Layout Map
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The current Project layout consists of 49 wind turbines, access roads, crane pads, underground medium voltage cable routes, the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre, switchyard infrastructure and associated transmission infrastructure. Turbine locations are distributed mainly across Kömürköy, Balkaya, Evrenli, Akpınar and Çakıllı/Hürriyet settlements. Turbine T13 was removed from the Project layout following stakeholder engagement activities and is therefore not included as an active turbine location in the current LARP scope.
For the purposes of land acquisition and livelihood restoration, the main WPP footprint affects parcels located across Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Edirköy, Kavacık, Balkaya and Kömürköy settlements. The associated ETL extends beyond the immediate WPP footprint and is addressed separately in this LARP, as the relevant land acquisition process will be carried out under TEİAŞ responsibility. Current ETL land acquisition information identifies affected parcel records in Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova cadastral units, subject to further verification through supplementary studies or a LARP addendum once the TEİAŞ land acquisition process progresses.
[bookmark: _Ref238221310][bookmark: _Toc238248586]Project Components and Associated Facilities
The Project components relevant to this LARP include wind turbine locations and turbine platform areas, crane pads, access roads, underground medium voltage cable routes, the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre, switchyard infrastructure and temporary construction areas. 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, forming a total installed capacity of 350 MWm/340 MWe. The land requirements for turbine platforms, crane pads, access roads, cable routes, the transformer centre, switchyard infrastructure and temporary construction areas are assessed in this LARP as part of the main WPP footprint.
The associated ETL is considered an associated facility of the Project for the purposes of international lender requirements, as it is required for the evacuation of electricity generated by the Project to the national grid. In Türkiye, the formal land acquisition, establishment of easement rights, construction management and long-term operation of ETLs fall under the responsibility of TEİAŞ. The associated ETLs are assessed separately within the same LARP due to their distinct land requirements and statutory land acquisition process. 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.
Current ETL land acquisition information identifies affected parcel records in Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova cadastral units. These records are not yet covered by the current household survey and asset inventory for the main WPP footprint. Accordingly, ETL impacts, eligibility and any required compensation or livelihood restoration measures will be verified and addressed through the relevant supplementary study or LARP addendum.
[bookmark: _Toc238248587]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 42 unique parcels, consisting of 27 private parcels, 2 public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. These parcels are associated with turbine platform areas, crane pads, access roads, underground medium voltage cable routes, the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre, switchyard infrastructure and related temporary or permanent infrastructure.
Private parcels will be managed through the applicable land acquisition, expropriation and easement procedures under national legislation. Public parcels will be managed through the relevant public land allocation, access or permission procedures, while state forest parcels will be managed through forestry permit and authorisation procedures. For private land, the land acquisition process may include negotiated procedures, urgent expropriation under Article 27 of the Expropriation Law, and subsequent statutory expropriation procedures, as applicable.
Based on the current ETL land acquisition information, the associated ETL includes 37 parcel records located in Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova cadastral units. These records mainly consist of private agricultural parcels, together with one public or institutional record associated with transformer centre infrastructure. 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. 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 and available land requirement information, no confirmed permanent physical displacement or relocation of a primary residence has been identified at this stage. However, specific asset and use verification is required for Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232, where affected residential assets, movable tiny house units, remaining land usability, third party use arrangements or recognisable interests may be present. These cases will be reviewed through case specific verification before land entry and addressed in line with the entitlement measures defined in this LARP, where relevant.
The current LARP therefore focuses primarily on economic displacement risks and livelihood impacts associated with agricultural land, crops, trees, access to remaining land, grazing and fodder resources, forest resource use, beekeeping and auxiliary livelihood assets such as wells, irrigation ponds, water tanks, fences and similar assets. Public land users, informal users, forest resource users and persons with verified recognisable interests will be considered for support where their use, assets or livelihood impacts are confirmed during implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc238248588]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, turbine platform areas, crane pads, access roads, underground medium voltage cable routes, the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre, switchyard infrastructure, ETLs and temporary construction areas. 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, affected residential assets, movable assets, auxiliary assets and public or common resource use; assess potential physical displacement risks 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, public land user verification, state forest and resource use verification, case specific verification for Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232, any additional affected persons, users, recognisable interests, 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: _Toc238248589]Assessment of Alternatives and Avoidance of Land Acquisition Impacts
Avoidance and minimisation of land acquisition and displacement impacts have been considered through the development and optimisation of the Project layout and will continue during final land-entry planning and construction management. The alternatives assessment for the Project operates at two levels: the broader Project location, which is constrained by the YEKA development framework, and the positioning and configuration of individual Project components within that area.
At the broader location level, the national EIA states that a separate site alternative was not developed because the Balkaya WPP was established within the Renewable Energy Resource Area (YEKA) framework and the Project development area was therefore determined through the applicable YEKA process. The absence of a separate macro-location alternative does not, however, mean that alternative layouts were not considered within the Project area. The national EIA documents an earlier configuration comprising 52 planned turbine locations and a further nine alternative turbine points identified within the same EIA boundary. These alternative locations were T3, T8, T11, T12, T15, T16, T24, T27 and T34. Environmental assessment was undertaken considering the combined 61 turbine locations as a worst-case design envelope.
Subsequent Project development has resulted in further layout optimisation. The current Project configuration assessed in this LARP comprises 49 active turbine locations rather than the 52 turbine configuration assessed in the earlier national EIA. The historical EIA alternatives and the current layout therefore demonstrate that turbine positioning has not remained fixed throughout Project development. In addition, Turbine T13 was subsequently removed from the Project layout following stakeholder engagement and is not included as an active turbine location in the current LARP scope. This represents a documented example of stakeholder feedback contributing to Project layout modification.
The evolution of the layout is also relevant to the current T15 impact area. T15 was identified as one of the nine alternative turbine locations in the earlier national EIA and is included in the current Project configuration. The current T15 land requirement affects Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232, where an unfinished foundation, movable tiny house units, supporting infrastructure and commercial/development interests have been identified. These cases demonstrate that optimisation of the wider Project layout has not eliminated all land acquisition and economic displacement impacts. On the evidence presently available, no design record has been identified demonstrating that an alternative T15 position was specifically assessed against the affected assets on parcels 101/231 and 101/232 or that the current position was selected following a social-impact comparison of these parcels. Accordingly, the LARP does not present the current T15 location as evidence that these impacts were avoided or minimised where such evidence is not available.
From an IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 perspective, the avoidance hierarchy therefore remains applicable to the residual footprint. Before any remaining Project land requirement is implemented, opportunities to avoid or reduce displacement impacts will continue to be considered where technically and operationally feasible. This will include limiting land use to the approved Project footprint, avoiding unnecessary extension of turbine working areas and access-road footprints, using or improving existing access routes where feasible, minimising temporary occupation of productive land, maintaining access to remaining agricultural areas, avoiding unnecessary damage to crops and livelihood-supporting infrastructure, and reviewing the position of construction working areas and temporary facilities where adjustment remains possible without compromising Project safety or technical requirements.
Where further design avoidance is no longer technically feasible, minimisation will focus on reducing the extent and duration of livelihood disruption rather than treating compensation as the first response. This will include harvest planning where practicable, maintenance or restoration of agricultural access, protection or reinstatement of irrigation, drainage and other productive infrastructure, reinstatement of temporarily disturbed land and verification of remaining-land usability following partial acquisition. Any additional land requirement or material change to the currently assessed footprint will be screened for land acquisition, asset and livelihood impacts before use.
The Project therefore distinguishes between historical design avoidance, evidenced by the consideration of alternative turbine locations and subsequent Project optimisation, including the removal of T13, and residual impact management, which applies where the current approved layout continues to affect land, assets or livelihood activities. Residual impacts that cannot reasonably be avoided will be addressed through full replacement-cost compensation, reinstatement, assistance and livelihood restoration in accordance with this LARP. For the T15 cases in particular, avoidance and minimisation at the implementation stage will include verification of the exact affected asset footprint, reasonable remaining-land and development-use viability, opportunities to relocate or reinstate movable assets, and completion of the applicable compensation and livelihood measures before affected assets or recognised economic interests are removed, relocated or rendered unusable.
[bookmark: _Ref231752563][bookmark: _Ref231752580][bookmark: _Toc238248590]REGULATORY FRAMEWORK
[bookmark: _Toc238248591]National Legal and Regulatory Framework
[bookmark: _Toc238248592]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.
Users of public land are generally not covered by national legal entitlements unless they hold a formal lease agreement or another legally recognised use right granted by the relevant public authority.
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: _Toc238248593]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 Project, 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.
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: _Toc238248594]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: _Toc238248595]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, neither public use rights nor the rights of specific users of pasture lands are recognised as compensable individual rights. Compensation for pasture lands is therefore paid to the relevant public institutions, in accordance with the applicable legislation.
[bookmark: _Toc238248596]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 ETL of the Balkaya 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 ETL are further described in 1.4.2 and 3.2.3.
[bookmark: _Toc238248597]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: _Toc238248598]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: _Toc238248599]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. In this regard, the scope and detail of the Law support the communication and consultation requirements relevant to land acquisition processes.
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: _Toc238248600]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: _Toc238248601]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, 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.
For the purposes of this LARP, valuation outcomes will be reviewed against full replacement cost principles. Where national valuation does not fully meet the requirements of IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, including where depreciation, transaction costs, re-establishment costs or livelihood losses are not fully covered, supplementary compensation and assistance measures will be applied.
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.
For the purposes of this LARP, any use of urgent expropriation will be reviewed against IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 requirements, particularly with respect to prior compensation, consultation, documentation and livelihood restoration.
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.
Land entry and construction activities may proceed only after the applicable legal requirements for compensation payment, registration and/or possession have been fulfilled.
For the purposes of this LARP, land entry will also be managed in line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 principles. This means that compensation and assistance will be provided before displacement or livelihood impact occurs, and any supplementary livelihood restoration measures required under this LARP will be implemented in parallel with the land acquisition process.
Where early access to private land is required before completion of the formal land acquisition process, the Project may use documented consent agreements with relevant landowners. Such agreements will be treated as a Project implementation arrangement and will not replace, waive or reduce statutory compensation rights under the applicable land acquisition process. Any verified crop, tree, asset, access or livelihood impact arising from early land access will be addressed in accordance with this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238248602]Project Land Acquisition Approach
The Project will implement all land acquisition and land use activities in accordance with applicable Turkish national legislation, including the Expropriation Law No. 2942 and relevant secondary legislation. Where national legislation defines clear procedures and requirements, these procedures will be followed as the primary legal framework for land acquisition, establishment of easement rights, valuation, compensation, registration and land entry.
Where national legislation does not fully address the requirements of applicable international standards, particularly IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, the Project will apply supplementary measures defined under this LARP to bridge the gaps identified in Section 2.3. These measures will apply, as relevant, to compensation at full replacement cost, livelihood restoration, treatment of users without legally recognised rights, support to vulnerable persons, stakeholder engagement, grievance management and monitoring. Accordingly, compensation for affected land, easement rights, crops, trees, structures and other eligible assets will be reviewed against full replacement cost principles. Where national valuation does not fully cover replacement cost, transaction costs, re-establishment costs, livelihood losses or other eligible impacts, supplementary compensation and/or assistance will be provided under this LARP.
For productive assets, including trees, perennial crops and other livelihood-related assets, compensation will consider age, productivity, condition, remaining productive life and re-establishment requirements, as applicable. The objective is to ensure that affected persons are able to restore their livelihoods to at least pre-project levels.
For the associated ETL, statutory land acquisition, expropriation, establishment of easement rights, valuation and compensation will remain under TEİAŞ responsibility, while Enerjisa Üretim will implement and monitor the supplementary Project measures required under this LARP for impacts within its responsibility and control or requiring Project follow-up.
Land entry will take place only after the applicable legal basis for access has been established. This may include completion of the relevant statutory land acquisition, compensation, registration or possession procedures, or a court decision and compensation deposit allowing possession under Article 27 where urgent expropriation is applied. Applicable compensation and any supplementary LARP measures required before the relevant impact will be implemented in accordance with the provisions of this LARP.
The Project will also ensure that affected persons are informed, consulted and able to access the Project Grievance Mechanism throughout the land acquisition and LARP implementation process. Where land entry or construction has already occurred, available land acquisition, payment, parcel, PAP/user, asset, construction and grievance records will be reconciled with the LARP verification findings. Any verified outstanding compensation, affected asset, access issue, construction damage or livelihood impact will be addressed through the applicable entitlement, livelihood restoration or corrective-action provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238248603]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: _Toc238248604]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 confirmed physical displacement has been identified at this stage. However, specific residential asset and use issues remain subject to verification. Economic displacement may occur due to loss of or restrictions on agricultural land, access to forest areas or resource use activities such as grazing and wood collection. 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: _Toc238248605]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: _Toc238248606]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: _Toc238248607]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: _Toc238249067]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 will be avoided or minimised through design and implementation measures where feasible. No physical displacement has been identified; the T15 cases are managed as economic displacement. 

	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 ETL. Outstanding PAP/user and public/resource-user cases will be verified during implementation.

	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.
	Eligibility under the LARP includes formal owners and verified non-title users, resource users and other eligible economic 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 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 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 verified gaps 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, monitoring and corrective-action framework required under IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.

	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.
	The commercial economic displacement associated with parcel 101/232 will be addressed through eligible compensation and Business Continuity Support under Section 8.2.6.

	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, grazing, forest-resource use and other livelihood resources will be addressed through access restoration 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 LARP entitlements or livelihood restoration measures.

	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 by compensation, in accordance with the Section 8.2.1 eligibility and scoring 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, GLAC meetings, cut-off-date  communication and ongoing targeted engagement will be implemented in coordination with the Project SEP.

	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 other LARP-related concerns, without restricting legal 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 the indicators and restoration benchmarks defined in Section 10.3, with corrective 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 LARP commitments and achievement of applicable livelihood restoration 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, 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: _Toc238248608]PROJECT LAND REQUIREMENT
This chapter describes the nature and scale of land required for the main WPP footprint and the associated approximately 14 km ETL, 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 6. As land acquisition and implementation are at different stages across the main WPP footprint and the associated ETL, 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: _Toc238248609]Overview of Land Types, Ownership and Land Access Framework
The land required for the Balkaya 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 components affect 42 unique parcels, consisting of 27 private parcels, 2 public parcels and 13 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 Kavacık settlement. These parcels are associated with Project access road requirements. Public land affected by the Project consists of Treasury land. According to the current Project land acquisition data prepared for the main WPP components, a total of 2 public parcels are affected by the Project. Based on available field information, one of these parcels was reported as vacant and unused, while the second parcel has potential agricultural use based on local information and parcel review, although the actual user has not yet been identified and remains subject to verification. The land access mechanism identified for both public parcels is Treasury lease. Accordingly, access to these parcels will be managed through lease arrangements for Treasury land in accordance with the relevant national procedures and in coordination with the competent Treasury/National Real Estate authorities. The absence of an identified registered or informal user will not be treated as evidence that no livelihood use exists; any pre-cut-off agricultural or other livelihood use subsequently verified will be assessed under the applicable eligibility and entitlement provisions of this LARP.
Private Land: Privately owned parcels affected by the Project are located in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy settlements. These parcels are mainly associated with wind turbine locations, access roads and underground cable routes. According to the current Project land acquisition data prepared for the main WPP components, a total of 27 privately owned parcels are affected by the Project. The current LARP records also identify a more concentrated asset and economic displacement pathway associated with Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 within the T15 turbine land requirement. Parcel 101/231 contains an unfinished foundation and associated intended-use investment, while parcel 101/232 contains movable tiny house units, supporting infrastructure and commercial/development interests requiring case-specific entitlement closure. Based on the current evidence, neither parcel contains an occupied primary dwelling requiring household relocation; the identified impacts are therefore treated as economic displacement rather than physical displacement, subject to pre-impact verification. Private land acquisition for these parcels will be carried out through the applicable expropriation, negotiated acquisition and, where legally applicable, urgent expropriation procedures under Expropriation Law No. 2942. Documented Consent Agreements may also be used where temporary early access is required before completion of the applicable statutory land acquisition process, subject to the safeguards defined in this LARP.
State Forest Land: State forest parcels are also affected by the Project footprint. According to the current Project land acquisition data and Project land requirement information, 13 state forest parcels are affected by the Project. These parcels are associated with wind turbine locations, turbine platforms, crane pads, access roads, the switchyard/substation area and related infrastructure. State forest 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. No parcel-specific household or individual livelihood user has been linked to the affected state forest footprint at this stage. However, household survey findings confirm wider forest-resource use among affected communities; therefore, any verified Project-related loss of access, grazing, forest-resource use, beekeeping or other livelihood function will remain subject to the applicable LARP measures rather than being excluded on the basis of forest ownership. 
For the purposes of this LARP, PAP status is not determined solely by legal ownership. Legal owners, co-owners, actual users, tenants, sharecroppers, informal users and persons with recognisable interests in private or public land, together with users of forest or other livelihood resources, may be eligible for compensation and/or livelihood restoration measures where Project impacts on their land, assets, access, use arrangements 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 Expropriation Law No. 2942, Forest Law No. 6831 and other applicable national legislation and procedures, as described in Chapter 2. For the current main WPP land requirement scope, privately owned parcels will be acquired through the applicable statutory land acquisition process, including urgent expropriation under Article 27 where legally applied, Treasury parcels will be accessed through Treasury lease arrangements in accordance with the relevant Treasury/National Real Estate procedures, and state forest parcels will be managed through forest permit and authorization procedures under Forest Law No. 6831. 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 temporary early access to private land is required before completion of the formal land acquisition process. The safeguards applicable to these arrangements are defined in Chapter  2. Consent Agreements will constitute documented early-access arrangements only and will not substitute for statutory land acquisition or statutory compensation, limit applicable LARP entitlements, restrict access to the Project Grievance Mechanism or statutory legal remedies, or prevent verification and remedy of additional Project impacts.
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: _Toc238249068]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
	· access roads
	Treasury land under the authority of the competent Treasury/National Real Estate authorities
	Relevant Treasury and National Real Estate procedures. See Section 2.1.2, section 2.1.4 and section 2.1.9 for details.
	Public land will be accessed through Treasury lease arrangements
	Kavacık
	Formal and informal users of public land

	Private Land
	· wind turbine locations, 
· access roads and
· underground cable routes
	Private individuals, legal owners/co-owners, shareholders and actual land users
	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, negotiated acquisition and, where legally applicable, urgent expropriation procedures. Where temporary early access is required before completion of the formal statutory process, documented Consent Agreements may be used subject to the safeguards defined in this LARP.
	Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Edirköy
	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.
	Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Kavacık, Balkaya, Kömürköy
	Forest resource users where Project-related access or livelihood impacts are identified0 parcel-specific PAHs/21 forest resource user PAHs
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Associated Transmission Line (ETL): In Türkiye, electricity transmission infrastructure falls under the statutory authority of TEİAŞ. For the associated approximately 14 km ETL, TEİAŞ is responsible for the statutory land acquisition and expropriation process, including permanent acquisition at relevant pole/tower footprints, establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation. Enerjisa Üretim does not control or administer these statutory procedures; however, the ETL is assessed within this LARP as an associated Project component, and Enerjisa Üretim will implement and monitor the supplementary measures falling within its responsibility or control that are required to achieve outcomes consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. 
The current land acquisition data for the ETL of the Balkaya WPP Project consist of parcel records associated with ETL pole locations, ownership information and easement areas. Based on the current  ETL dataset, 37 parcel records are identified. These records are associated with Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova cadastral units. The listed ETL records consist mainly of agricultural parcels, with 36 private parcels registered as field and one public or institutionl record associated with transformer-centre infrastructure. 
Akpınar and Evrenli are affected by both the main WPP components and the associated ETL and will therefore be considered under both land acquisition contexts, while avoiding double counting where the same PAP, user or livelihood system is affected through more than one Project component. Supplementary owner/user fieldwork for the associated ETL was completed in August 2026. The fieldwork targeted 42 affected owners/users and obtained information for 27 cases, comprising 19 face-to-face interviews and eight telephone interviews. Fifteen owner/user cases remain subject to follow-up verification. These outstanding cases are retained as unresolved verification cases and are not assumed to have no land-use or livelihood impact merely because an interview has not yet been completed.
The supplementary fieldwork provides the current LARP basis for assessment of ETL ownership/use relationships, agricultural livelihood conditions, PAP concerns and the principal economic-displacement pathways associated with permanent pole/tower footprints, easement restrictions and temporary construction disturbance. The ETL assessment is therefore not deferred as a whole pending future TEİAŞ documentation. However, final statutory acquisition, easement, valuation, compensation and payment information remains dependent on the TEİAŞ process. Relevant records will be reconciled with the LARP parcel, owner/user and livelihood records as they become available through TEİAŞ, PAPs, legal proceedings or other credible sources. Any resulting user-identification, compensation, replacement-cost, access or livelihood-restoration gap falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility or control will be addressed through the applicable provisions of this LARP.
Where temporary early access to ETL land is required before completion of the applicable statutory process, documented Consent Agreements may be used with relevant landowners in accordance with the safeguards defined in this LARP. Such arrangements will not replace the TEİAŞ statutory acquisition or easement process, and any additional crop, asset, access or livelihood impact arising from early access will remain subject to separate verification, compensation, grievance management, corrective action and livelihood restoration where applicable.
[bookmark: _Toc238248610]Land Requirement by Project Component
The Project footprint includes wind turbine locations, access roads, underground cable routes, the switchyard/substation area and the associated ETL. These components affect privately owned land, Treasury land 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 Project land acquisition data identifies 42 unique parcels, consisting of 27 privately owned parcels, 2 public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. These parcels are located in Kırklareli Province, within Vize District and Tekirdağ Province, within Saray District across Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Edirköy, Kavacık, Balkaya and Kömürköy settlements.
The associated ETL is addressed separately, as the statutory land acquisition, expropriation, permanent pole/tower-footprint acquisition, establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation processes fall under TEİAŞ authority in accordance with national legislation. The associated ETL route is approximately 14 km in length. The current ETL land acquisition data for the Balkaya WPP Project consists of parcel records associated with ETL pole locations, ownership and easement areas. Based on the current ETL dataset, 37 parcel records are identified. These records are located in Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova cadastral units, while one transformer centre record is also included in the current ETL data. The listed ETL records consist mainly of agricultural field parcels, with 36 private parcels registered as agricultural fields and one public or institutional record associated with transformer-centre infrastructure.
Supplementary social fieldwork for the associated ETL was undertaken in August 2026 to strengthen the owner/user, land-use and livelihood evidence available independently of the outstanding statutory TEİAŞ records. The fieldwork targeted 42 affected owners/users and obtained information for 27 cases, comprising 19 face-to-face interviews and eight telephone interviews. Fifteen owner/user cases remain subject to follow-up verification. The completed fieldwork provides a sufficient basis to identify and assess the principal ETL economic-displacement pathways within the current LARP, including permanent land take at pole/tower locations, long-term easement restrictions, effects on continued agricultural use and temporary construction disturbance. The ETL impact assessment is therefore not deferred pending completion of the TEİAŞ process.
However, the statutory process and the supplementary LARP verification process remain distinct. Final TEİAŞ acquisition, easement, valuation, compensation and payment records are not yet fully available to Enerjisa Üretim. These records will be reconciled with the LARP parcel, owner/user, asset and livelihood information as they become available. The remaining 15 owner/user cases will similarly continue to be verified through implementation. Outstanding information will affect case-specific eligibility, valuation and entitlement closure but will not be interpreted as evidence that the relevant parcel or person has no livelihood impact. Any resulting compensation, replacement-cost, user-identification, access or livelihood-restoration gap falling within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility or control will be addressed through the applicable provisions of this LARP.
Table 3‑2 summarises the Project affected settlements and the general nature of land related impacts identified for each settlement.
[bookmark: _Ref222229823][bookmark: _Toc223010939][bookmark: _Toc238249069]Table 3‑2. Impacts of the Project Due to Land Acquisition by Settlements
	Project Affected Settlements (PASs)
	Impact Type

	
	

	Akpınar (Kırklareli, Vize)
	Wind turbine locations, access roads, underground cable routes, state forest land and associated ETL. Permanent land acquisition, easement requirements and land use restrictions. Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 are affected by the T15 turbine land requirement and require case-specific treatment for economic displacement. Parcel 101/231 contains an affected unfinished foundation and associated intended-use investment, while parcel 101/232 contains movable tiny house units, supporting infrastructure and commercial/development interests. Neither case is currently classified as physical displacement because no occupied primary dwelling requiring household relocation has been identified.

	Evrenli (Kırklareli, Vize)
	Wind turbine locations, access roads, state forest land and associated ETL. Permanent land acquisition, easement requirements and land use restrictions. Agricultural land use is a principal livelihood function in both the main WPP and ETL impact contexts and will be assessed without double counting where the same PAP/user is affected through both components.

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet (Kırklareli, Vize)
	Access roads and state forest land. Permanent land acquisition, easement requirements and forest permit requirements. Verified Project-related forest-resource, grazing, access or other livelihood impacts will be addressed through the applicable LARP provisions.

	Edirköy (Kırklareli, Vize)
	Access roads. Permanent land acquisition and easement requirements

	Kavacık (Tekirdağ, Saray)
	Access roads and state forest land. Treasury parcels are affected by access road requirements. One Treasury parcel was reported as vacant and unused, while the second parcel has potential agricultural use for which the actual user remains unidentified. The case is retained for user verification and is not assumed to have no livelihood use.

	Kömürköy (Kırklareli, Vize)
	State forest land only. No private or public parcel-specific PAP has been identified within the affected state forest footprint at this stage. Any subsequently verified forest-resource, access, grazing, beekeeping or other livelihood impact will be addressed through the relevant LARP provisions.

	Balkaya (Kırklareli, Vize)
	State forest land only. No private land acquisition, public land acquisition or parcel specific PAP impact has been identified for the affected state forest land at this stage. Any subsequently verified Project-related forest-resource use, access or other livelihood impact will remain subject to the relevant LARP measures.

	Okçular, Devlet and Düzova
	Affected by the approximately 14 km associated ETL route. Supplementary owner/user fieldwork has been undertaken as part of the current LARP assessment. The principal impacts comprise permanent pole/tower-footprint land take, long-term easement restrictions and potential construction-related agricultural disturbance. Completed interviews and available parcel evidence are incorporated into the current assessment, while outstanding owner/user cases and unavailable TEİAŞ statutory records remain subject to verification and reconciliation during implementation.



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 or use status.

[bookmark: _Ref231818376][bookmark: _Toc238249070]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
	32
	41.0
	19
	0
	13
	Permanent land acquisition and easement right
	Mixed acquisition, use and permit procedures apply depending on ownership status. Private parcels are subject to negotiated agreements where possible, permanent expropriation and urgent expropriation where applicable. Public parcels are subject to applicable public land access procedures.

	Access road
	18
	43.75
	16
	2
	currently unclear
	Permanent land acquisition and easement right
	

	Cable routes
	1
	currently unclear
	1
	0
	currently unclear
	Permanent land acquisition and easement right
	

	Substation area
	1
	5.74
	0
	0
	1
	Permanent land acquisition and easement right
	

	Mobilization area
	currently unclear
	2.04
	currently unclear
	currently unclear
	currently unclear
	currently unclear
	

	Main WPP Components, unique total
	42 unique parcels
	92.53
	27
	2
	13 unique parcels
	Permanent land acquisition, access requirements, easement requirements, land use restrictions and forest permit requirements
	

	ETL 14 km route
	37
	18.64 ha
	36
	1
	currently unclear
	Easement, tower footprint impacts, access requirements and land use restrictions

	TEİAŞ led land acquisition and expropriation process has not yet started. PAP identification, land use verification and entitlement confirmation will be carried out through a LARP addendum or supplementary study


Further details on the land requirement, ownership status and acquisition or use arrangements for each Project component are provided in the following subsections, including wind turbine locations, access roads, cable routes, the mobilization area and substation area, and the associated ETL.
[bookmark: _Toc238248611]Wind Turbine Locations
The Balkaya WPP Project includes 49 wind turbine locations distributed within the Project area in Kırklareli Province, Vize District. The current LARP scope covers land requirements and land acquisition and livelihood impacts associated with the wind turbine locations, turbine foundations, turbine platform areas, crane pads and related working areas.
According to the ESIA Project Description, the Project will use the Nordex N163/6.X turbine model or equivalent. The turbines are planned as horizontal axis turbines with three blades, 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 total Project capacity is 350 MWm / 340 MWe.
According to the current Project land requirement data, turbine locations and associated platform areas affect 32 parcel records, comprising 19 private parcels and 13 state forest parcels. No public parcel is identified within the turbine-platform land requirement. Private turbine land requirements will be managed through the applicable statutory land acquisition procedures, while state forest areas will be managed through the relevant forestry permit and authorisation procedures. The administrative distribution of the 49 active turbine locations is presented in Table 3‑4.
The most concentrated turbine-related economic displacement cases occur at T15 in Akpınar. Parcels 101/231 and 101/232 interact directly with the T15 land requirement and are assessed separately from ordinary agricultural land acquisition because the affected functions extend beyond land ownership alone. Parcel 101/231 contains an unfinished residential foundation and associated development investment within the affected acquisition area. Parcel 101/232 contains movable tiny house units, supporting infrastructure and commercial/development interests, together with potential third-party recognisable interests. No occupied primary dwelling requiring household relocation has been identified on either parcel; accordingly, the current classification is economic displacement rather than physical displacement. The detailed asset, remaining-land, commercial-interest and entitlement implications of these cases are assessed in Chapter 6 and will be subject to case-specific entitlement closure before the relevant affected assets or uses are removed, relocated or rendered unusable.
For other turbine-affected private agricultural parcels, the principal land-related pathway is permanent loss of productive land and, where relevant, associated effects on crops, trees, agricultural assets, access or the usability of the remaining parcel. These impacts are assessed at PAP/user level rather than solely by reference to the cadastral area acquired, as described in Chapter 6.
[bookmark: _Ref238226508][bookmark: _Toc233382072][bookmark: _Toc238249071]Table 3‑4. Wind Turbine Locations by Settlement
	Turbine
	Province
	District
	Villages
	Turbine
	Province
	District
	Villages

	T1
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T27
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T2
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T28
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T3
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T29
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T4
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T30
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T5
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T31
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T6
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T32
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T7
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T33
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T8
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T34
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T9
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Balkaya
	T35
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T10
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Balkaya
	T36
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T11
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T37
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T12
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T38
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T14
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T39
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T15
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T40
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T16
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T41
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T17
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Akpınar
	T42
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T18
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T43
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T19
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T44
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T20
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T45
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T21
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T46
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T22
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T47
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T23
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T48
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T24
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T49
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Çakıllı

	T25
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	T50
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli

	T26
	Kırklareli
	Vize
	Evrenli
	
	
	
	


Note: Turbine T13 was removed from the final Project layout following stakeholder engagement activities and is therefore not included as an active turbine location in the current LARP scope. Accordingly, the current Project layout includes a total of 49 wind turbines.
[bookmark: _Toc238248612]Access Roads
Access roads are required to provide access to turbine locations, the switchyard/substation area, underground cable routes and other Project infrastructure during construction, operation and maintenance. For the Balkaya WPP Project, access road requirements include the use of existing local and agricultural access routes, improvement or widening of existing roads where required, and construction of internal access roads to reach Project components. According to the current Project land requirement data, access road requirements affect 18 parcel records, consisting of 16 private parcels and 2 public Treasury parcels located in Kavacık. Private parcels affected by access road requirements are subject to the applicable land acquisition procedures, while the affected Treasury parcels will be accessed through Treasury lease arrangements. State forest land required for access roads will be managed through the relevant forest permit and authorization procedures in coordination with the competent forestry authorities.
Access road works may result in permanent land acquisition, access restrictions, impacts on crops, trees or auxiliary assets, and temporary disruption to local road use, depending on the ownership status, land use and final road design. The livelihood effect of an access road is therefore not limited to the road footprint itself. Where road construction or operation changes access to the remaining agricultural area, divides a productive parcel, interferes with irrigation or drainage, affects agricultural machinery movement or damages livelihood-supporting assets, these effects will be assessed separately from the underlying land acquisition. Any verified user, informal user, asset owner, forest resource user, grazing user, beekeeper or other person with a verified livelihood activity linked to affected access road areas will be assessed under the relevant entitlement and livelihood restoration measures defined in this LARP.
The current parcel and census/asset evidence provides the basis for assessment of the identified access-road impacts. Additional verification will be undertaken where the final construction footprint differs from the currently recorded alignment or where an affected user, asset, access arrangement or livelihood function has not yet been confirmed. In particular, the potential agricultural user of the affected public parcel in Kavacık will remain subject to verification and will not be assumed to have no livelihood interest solely because the user has not yet been identified. Construction-related effects outside the permanent road footprint will be recorded and addressed separately under the construction-damage and livelihood-restoration provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref238221302][bookmark: _Toc238248613]Electrical Collection System and On-site Switchyard
The Project’s electrical collection system includes underground cable routes, the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre and the switchyard required to collect, transform and transmit the electricity generated by the wind turbines before connection to the national grid. The turbines will be connected to the Balkaya RES Transformer Centre through medium voltage underground cabling within the main WPP footprint. The transformer centre and switchyard will provide voltage transformation, switching, protection, control and grid synchronisation functions required for the integration of the electricity generated by the Project into the national transmission system.
According to the current Project land requirement data, underground cable routes affect 1 private parcel. The switchyard area is identified in the ESIA Project footprint as a separate Project component with an indicative area of 5.74 ha. The current LARP land requirement table identifies the switchyard area as affecting state forest land, which will be managed through the relevant forest permit and authorization procedures in coordination with the competent forestry authorities.
The current parcel and census/asset evidence provides the basis for assessment of the identified access-road impacts. Additional verification will be undertaken where the final construction footprint differs from the currently recorded alignment or where an affected user, asset, access arrangement or livelihood function has not yet been confirmed. In particular, the potential agricultural user of the affected public parcel in Kavacık will remain subject to verification and will not be assumed to have no livelihood interest solely because the user has not yet been identified. Construction-related effects outside the permanent road footprint will be recorded and addressed separately under the construction-damage and livelihood-restoration provisions of this LARP.
The ETL connection to the national grid is addressed separately in Section 3.2.5, as statutory ETL acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation fall under TEİAŞ authority.
[bookmark: _Toc238248614]Mobilization Area
The Balkaya WPP Project will require a mobilization area to support construction activities. The mobilization area will be used for temporary construction support facilities, including site offices, storage areas, laydown areas, parking areas, internal circulation and other auxiliary functions required during the construction period. The mobilization area is identified as a separate Project footprint item with an indicative area of 2.04 ha.
According to the currently available information, the mobilization area may be located on Evrenli parcel 196/2; however, this will be confirmed through the final Project layout, cadastral records and updated Project land requirement data before land entry. The mobilization area is expected to create a temporary land use requirement during construction. Parcel ownership, land access mechanism, user status and any asset or livelihood implications linked to this area will therefore be verified before implementation. If Evrenli parcel 196/2, or any alternative parcel subsequently confirmed for this purpose, contains productive agricultural use, crops, trees, agricultural or livelihood-supporting assets, access arrangements or other recognisable use interests, these conditions will be recorded before occupation of the area. Temporary use will not be treated as having no economic-displacement consequence solely because the land is expected to be reinstated after construction. Where temporary occupation interrupts agricultural production or other livelihood use, the applicable compensation and livelihood-restoration measures will be determined according to the duration and extent of disruption, the affected productive function and the condition in which the land is returned. Temporarily occupied land will be reinstated to an appropriate condition for its pre-Project productive use unless an alternative arrangement is agreed and is consistent with the applicable LARP requirements.
[bookmark: _Ref233023100][bookmark: _Toc238248615]Energy Transmission Line (ETL)
In addition to the main WPP components, the Balkaya WPP Project requires an associated Energy Transmission Line (ETL) to connect the electricity generated by the Project to the national grid. In Türkiye, statutory land acquisition, expropriation, establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation for electricity transmission infrastructure fall under TEİAŞ authority. Enerjisa Üretim does not administer these statutory procedures. The associated ETL is nevertheless included within the current LARP assessment as an associated Project component, and Enerjisa Üretim will implement and monitor the supplementary measures falling within its responsibility or control that are required to achieve outcomes consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. For the Balkaya WPP Project, the associated ETL route is approximately 14 km in length. Based on the current ETL parcel list, 37 parcel records are identified, consisting of 36 private agricultural field parcel records and one public or institutional transformer centre record. These records are located in Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova cadastral units.
Supplementary owner/user fieldwork for the associated ETL was undertaken in August 2026. A total of 42 affected owners/users were targeted and information was obtained for 27 cases, comprising 19 face-to-face interviews and eight telephone interviews. Fifteen owner/user cases remain subject to follow-up verification. These outstanding cases are retained within the LARP verification process and are not assumed to have no affected use, asset or livelihood relationship solely because an interview has not yet been completed.
The current parcel information and supplementary field evidence are sufficient to identify the principal ETL land and livelihood impact mechanisms within this LARP. These comprise permanent land take at pole/tower footprints, long-term easement restrictions affecting land use, potential effects on the continued cultivation and usability of agricultural parcels, and temporary construction impacts associated with working areas, access, vehicle movement, crop or soil disturbance and damage to agricultural or livelihood-supporting assets. Permanent pole/tower acquisition, easement restrictions and construction-related impacts are therefore distinguished in the impact assessment rather than being treated as a single land-acquisition effect.
The statutory TEİAŞ process remains a separate outstanding information stream. Final acquisition and easement areas, official valuation, statutory compensation, payment/deposit and other parcel-level records generated through the TEİAŞ process are not routinely available to Enerjisa Üretim and will be reconciled with the LARP parcel, PAP/user, asset and livelihood records as they become available through TEİAŞ, PAPs, legal proceedings or other credible sources. The absence of these records at the time of LARP preparation does not defer the ETL impact assessment as a whole. Instead, it represents a defined verification and entitlement-closure requirement.
Akpınar and Evrenli are affected by both the main WPP and the associated ETL. Where the same PAP, user or household is affected through both components, the impacts will be reviewed together at PAP/PAH level to avoid both double counting and underestimation of cumulative livelihood effects. The ETL fieldwork also covers Okçular, Devlet and Düzova, including owner/user evidence obtained through the supplementary field study. Any remaining owner/user, asset, land-use, compensation or livelihood-restoration gap identified through follow-up verification, stakeholder engagement, the Project GM or reconciliation with statutory records will be addressed through the applicable provisions of this LARP.
Temporary construction damage or livelihood disruption along the ETL will not be regarded as compensated solely because statutory pole/tower acquisition or easement compensation has been provided for the same parcel. Verified crop, soil, asset or access damage attributable to Project construction will be recorded and addressed separately through the applicable compensation, repair, reinstatement, grievance and livelihood-restoration arrangements.
[bookmark: _Toc238248616]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: _Ref238140474][bookmark: _Toc238248617]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 on 24 and 25 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 on 7 and 8 August 2026 to assess affected landowners and users, land use, assets and livelihood activities associated with the ETL within the same LARP.
The field studies were supplemented by qualitative engagement, including the focus group discussion undertaken in Balkaya Village and individual or household-level consultations relevant to women, beekeepers and forest or other natural-resource users. Relevant ESIA and LARP 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: _Ref238139104][bookmark: _Toc238248618]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 and verification of livelihood, vulnerability and natural-resource-use issues, including women, beekeepers and forest or other natural-resource users, where applicable
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: _Toc238248619]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 ETL and was designed to obtain direct information from PAPs, land users and other relevant stakeholders.
For the main WPP, dedicated LARP fieldwork was undertaken on 24 and 25 April 2026. For the associated ETL, social baseline surveys had already been undertaken in settlements within the Project social Area of Influence 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 on 7 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 engagement relevant to 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.
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.
· Main WPP: A census approach was applied to identified PAPs and land users. A total of 22 household surveys were completed, including 6 follow-up telephone surveys where PAPs could not be reached during the initial field visits.
· Associated 14 km ETL: Household-level engagement focused on owners and/or actual users of private parcels subject to permanent acquisition at tower locations along the ETL extending through Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova. A total of 42 owner/user interviews were targeted and 27 were completed, comprising 19 face-to-face and 8 telephone interviews. The remaining 15 cases could not be interviewed despite field and telephone contact attempts and remain subject to follow-up verification.
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: Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Edirköy, Kavacık, Balkaya and Kömürköy.
· Associated 14 km ETL: Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova
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 qualitative and complementary engagement included:
· Community consultation: a focus group discussion was conducted in Balkaya Village on 25 April 2026 with 7 male participants. The discussion explored access to Project information, perceived social and environmental impacts, potential changes in land values and land ownership patterns, local economic development, community identity and expectations regarding future stakeholder engagement. Participants particularly emphasised the need for clear, regular and accessible Project information and raised concerns regarding external demand for land, pressure on local infrastructure and potential changes to the existing village structure and social identity.
· Beekeeping and forest use: relevant livelihood and resource users were identified through the household and community-level surveys and available ESIA social information. Two surveyed PAHs in Evrenli reported beehive ownership, with 25 beehives recorded in total, and one of these households reported beekeeping as a supplementary income-generating activity. Forest-resource use was also reported by 10 of the 21 surveyed PAHs providing valid responses on this issue, including fuelwood, mushroom and medicinal plant collection, with the reported use concentrated particularly in Akpınar and Evrenli. These findings were used to identify resource-use patterns, livelihood dependency and issues requiring further parcel- or area-specific verification.
· Women and vulnerable persons: available ESIA and LARP social information was reviewed to identify women’s participation, livelihood roles and potential vulnerability issues. As a separate women-only focus group discussion was not undertaken as part of the dedicated LARP fieldwork, any additional information required on women’s access to Project information, participation in household and livelihood decisions or specific support needs will be obtained through targeted engagement during LARP implementation.
These consultations and survey-based findings were supplemented by individual engagement with relevant livelihood and resource 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: _Ref238140339][bookmark: _Ref237593854][bookmark: _Toc238249072]Table 4‑1. LARP Field Studies and Consultations
	Method
	Coverage/Implementation

	Main WPP household surveys and PAP/user interviews
	22 household surveys, including 6 follow-up telephone interviews

	ETL owner/user interviews
	27 interviews along the approximately 14 km ETL extending through Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova, comprising 19 face-to-face and 8 telephone interviews

	Community-level interviews
	Mukhtar surveys covering the 7 main WPP settlements, complemented by available ESIA/community-level information for settlements affected by the 14 km ETL

	Beekeeping and forest-use engagement
	Balkaya Village, 7 participants

	Targeted qualitative interviews
	Additional individual PAP/user, livelihood and resource-use engagement undertaken during the field studies and to be continued where further verification is required



[bookmark: _Toc238248620][bookmark: _Toc233704934]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 14 km ETL extending through Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova, 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 the associated ETL, 42 owner/user interviews were targeted and 27 interviews were completed during the supplementary August 2026 fieldwork, comprising 19 face-to-face and 8 telephone interviews. In the remaining 15 cases, direct interviews could not be completed despite field and telephone contact attempts. The corresponding parcels and potentially affected persons remain within the census and verification framework and will not be treated as unaffected or ineligible solely because direct engagement has not yet been achieved.

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: _Toc238248621][bookmark: _Toc238248622][bookmark: _Toc238248623][bookmark: _Toc238248624][bookmark: _Toc238248625][bookmark: _Toc238248626][bookmark: _Toc238248627][bookmark: _Toc238248628][bookmark: _Toc238248629][bookmark: _Toc238248630][bookmark: _Toc238248631][bookmark: _Toc238248632][bookmark: _Toc238248633][bookmark: _Toc238248634][bookmark: _Toc238248635][bookmark: _Toc238248636][bookmark: _Toc238248637][bookmark: _Toc238248638][bookmark: _Toc238248639][bookmark: _Toc238248640][bookmark: _Toc238248641][bookmark: _Toc238248642][bookmark: _Toc238248643][bookmark: _Toc238248644][bookmark: _Toc238248645][bookmark: _Toc238248646][bookmark: _Toc238248647][bookmark: _Toc238248648][bookmark: _Toc238248649][bookmark: _Toc238248650][bookmark: _Toc238248651][bookmark: _Toc238248652][bookmark: _Toc238248653][bookmark: _Toc238248654][bookmark: _Toc238248655][bookmark: _Toc238248656][bookmark: _Toc238248657][bookmark: _Toc238248658][bookmark: _Toc238248659][bookmark: _Toc238248660][bookmark: _Toc238248661][bookmark: _Toc238248662][bookmark: _Toc238248663][bookmark: _Toc238248664][bookmark: _Toc238248665][bookmark: _Toc238248666][bookmark: _Toc238248667][bookmark: _Toc238248668][bookmark: _Toc238248669][bookmark: _Toc238248670][bookmark: _Toc238248671][bookmark: _Toc238248672][bookmark: _Toc238248673][bookmark: _Toc238248674][bookmark: _Toc238248675][bookmark: _Toc238248676][bookmark: _Toc238248677][bookmark: _Toc238248678][bookmark: _Toc238248679][bookmark: _Toc238248680][bookmark: _Toc238248681][bookmark: _Toc238248682][bookmark: _Toc238248683][bookmark: _Toc238248684][bookmark: _Toc238248685][bookmark: _Toc238248686][bookmark: _Toc238248687][bookmark: _Toc238248688][bookmark: _Toc238248689][bookmark: _Toc238248690][bookmark: _Toc238248691][bookmark: _Toc238248692]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. For the associated 14 km ETL, a total of 42 owner/user interviews were targeted. Of these, 27 interviews were completed, including 19 face-to-face and 8 telephone interviews. In the remaining 15 cases, interviews could not be completed despite field and telephone outreach attempts.
Field teams attempted contact during the field visits and subsequently used 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 14 km ETL extending through Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova was nevertheless assessed using the available Project parcel and technical information, ESIA social baseline information, community-level information, field observations and the supplementary August 2026 engagement with affected owners and users.
Verification of Affected Assets: Information on affected assets has been compiled through the census and asset inventory, PAP statements, mukhtar information, field observations, available land acquisition and valuation records, court expert reports and available payment or deposit records. Certain affected parcels nevertheless include structures, improvements or third-party interests requiring more detailed case-specific verification. This is particularly relevant to Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232.
For these parcels, available PAP information, field observations, photographs, valuation and land acquisition records, court and payment information where available, and direct consultation will be cross-checked to confirm current asset status, asset chronology, use, ownership or user interests, remaining-land usability and applicable entitlements. The presence of a foundation, unfinished structure, tiny house or other structure will not in itself be treated as evidence of physical displacement. Physical displacement will be identified only where actual residential occupation or loss of a dwelling used as a residence is verified. Where an affected structure, improvement or interest has commercial, development or other economic value rather than residential use, the impact will be assessed as economic displacement and/or loss of an affected asset in accordance with this LARP.
Outstanding information will remain within the LARP verification process rather than resulting in the relevant PAP, user or interest being treated as absent. Any confirmed asset, economic displacement impact, remaining-land issue or corresponding entitlement will be incorporated into the census, asset inventory and entitlement records.
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 available ESIA social data, community-level surveys, information obtained from identified beekeepers and forest or natural-resource users and field observations. The household survey identified forest-resource use among 10 of the 21 PAHs providing valid responses on this issue, with fuelwood, mushroom and medicinal plant collection reported particularly in Akpınar and Evrenli. Two surveyed PAHs in Evrenli also reported beehive ownership, with 25 beehives in total, and one household reported beekeeping as a supplementary income-generating activity. These complementary sources were used to understand resource-use patterns and livelihood dependency and to cross-check information obtained through individual methods.
These findings relate to surrounding forest and natural-resource use and do not by themselves demonstrate that the reported activities occur within the specific state forest parcels affected by the Project footprint. 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. The community focus group discussion conducted in Balkaya Village also comprised male participants and therefore does not substitute for direct engagement with women. Available ESIA and LARP social information has been considered in assessing relevant gender and vulnerability issues.
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. Participation and access to support will also be monitored so that barriers to engagement or unequal access to Project measures can be identified and addressed.
[bookmark: _Ref232785243][bookmark: _Ref232802980][bookmark: _Toc238248693]AFFECTED SETTLEMENTS, HOUSEHOLDS, LANDS, LIVELIHOODS: baselıne analysıs
This chapter presents the socio-economic and livelihood baseline of the settlements, households and land users affected by the Balkaya WPP Project, including the main WPP footprint and the associated approximately 14 km ETL. 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, qualitative engagement and secondary data. 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 associated 14 km ETL extending through Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova. These evidence sources are considered according to their respective scope and are not treated as a single statistical survey population.
For Balkaya and Kömürköy, the main WPP land requirement is associated with state forest parcels. The absence of parcel-specific household surveys in these settlements does not prevent assessment of their wider socio-economic and livelihood context; however, it limits direct attribution of seasonal, mobile or natural-resource use to specific affected forest areas where an individual user could not be identified during the dedicated LARP fieldwork. Settlement-level findings and relevant ESIA and LARP social information are therefore included in the baseline, while any outstanding linkage between an individual user, resource-use activity and the specific affected forest areas will remain subject to verification during LARP implementation.
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, ESIA social information 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 14 km ETL are assessed in Chapter 6, drawing on the evidence presented below.
[bookmark: _Toc238248694]Project Affected Settlements and Livelihood Context
[bookmark: _Ref238145955][bookmark: _Toc238248695][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 approximately 14 km ETL. Official resident population figures are drawn from TurkStat data reported in the Project ESIA, 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: official population data represent the registered resident population, while community surveys capture local dynamics that are not fully reflected in official residence records, particularly seasonal population changes and longer-term migration trends. Akpınar and Evrenli are affected by both the main WPP footprint and the associated ETL, while Okçular, Devlet and Düzova are included in the LARP settlement context because they are crossed by the associated ETL.
[bookmark: _Ref238143992][bookmark: _Toc238249073]Table 5‑1 Demographic Profile of Project Affected Settlements (PASs)
	Settlement
	Project Component(s)
	Official Resident Population (ADNKS, 2025)
	Permanent Households[footnoteRef:2] [2:  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

	Akpınar
	Main WPP + 14 km ETL
	355
	166
	350
	Increased

	Evrenli
	Main WPP + 14 km ETL
	811
	450
	400
	Decreased

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	Main WPP
	529
	150
	20
	Decreased

	Edirköy
	Main WPP
	345
	60
	200
	Decreased

	Kavacık
	Main WPP
	232
	110
	40
	No change

	Balkaya
	Main WPP
	306
	165
	700
	No change

	Kömürköy
	Main WPP
	514
	230
	1,200
	Increased

	Okçular
	14 km ETL
	305
	–
	–
	–

	Devlet
	14 km ETL
	–
	–
	–
	–

	Düzova
	14 km ETL
	275
	–
	–
	–


Source: TurkStat ADNKS, 2025; Balkaya WPP Project Community Surveys, 2026.
Community findings show that official resident population figures do not fully represent the number of people present in some settlements during particular periods of the year. Seasonal variation is especially pronounced in Balkaya and Kömürköy, where the reported seasonal population exceeds the permanent population. At the same time, several settlements report longer-term population decline associated with movement towards urban centres for employment, living conditions and the education of younger household members. Population decline was reported in Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy, while population growth was reported in Akpınar and Kömürköy. In Akpınar, this was associated with in-migration and new businesses in the wider area, while in Kömürköy it was linked to in-migration from outside the settlement. No significant change was reported in Kavacık and Balkaya.
The wider ESIA field data provide a broader demographic picture across the settlements within the Project AoI, including settlements associated with both the WPP and transmission infrastructure. Across the settlements covered by the ESIA social surveys, the recorded permanent population is 11,730 persons. The working-age population aged 19-65 represents approximately 69.1% of the recorded population, while persons aged 65 and above account for 17.4% and children and young people aged 0-18 account for 13.5%. Although the working-age population remains predominant, the share of older residents is significant and the ESIA findings identify out-migration, limited local employment opportunities and ageing rural structures as relevant demographic trends in settlements experiencing population decline.
Education levels reported through the community surveys are similarly concentrated at primary and secondary school levels. Primary school graduates account for 40.9% of the population for whom education information is available and secondary school graduates for 39.1%, compared with 14.1% high school graduates and 3.3% university graduates. Illiterate adults account for 0.5%, while adults who have not attended formal schooling but are literate account for 0.3%. The relatively limited share of higher education graduates is consistent with the wider rural context in which younger residents may leave settlements for education and employment opportunities. One school-age child not attending school was reported in Evrenli through the community survey; this was identified as an individual case rather than a broader pattern across the Project-affected settlements.
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, persons with limited literacy or formal education, and households with limited working-age labour may require more direct and accessible communication and closer consideration during livelihood restoration and vulnerability screening. Household-specific demographic characteristics, social participation and vulnerability are assessed in the subsequent sections of this chapter.
[bookmark: _Toc238248696]Local Economy and Livelihood Patterns
Livelihoods across the Project affected settlements are predominantly rural and land dependent. Agriculture, particularly crop production, represents the principal livelihood activity across most settlements affected by the main WPP and the associated 14 km ETL. Livestock farming is also widely practised and is closely integrated with crop production across the Project area. Within the main WPP settlements, agriculture is reported as the primary livelihood source in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Edirköy, Kavacık and Kömürköy. Balkaya differs from this wider pattern, with pension income reported as the primary livelihood source and agriculture and livestock farming providing supplementary livelihood sources. The supplementary ETL fieldwork similarly confirms a predominantly agricultural livelihood context along the ETL corridor. In Düzova, agriculture is the main livelihood source, while livestock farming and pension income are also important components of the local household economy.
Crop production shows a relatively consistent field-crop pattern throughout the Project area. Wheat and sunflower are the most widespread crops, while canola, barley, silage maize, grain maize and oats are cultivated more selectively. Within the main WPP settlements, wheat is reported in all seven settlements and sunflower in all except Akpınar. Canola is cultivated in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Kömürköy; silage maize in Evrenli, Kavacık, Balkaya and Kömürköy; barley in Akpınar and Balkaya; and grain maize in Kömürköy. Available social baseline information for the ETL settlements also records wheat, sunflower and canola in Okçular and wheat, barley, canola, sunflower and oats in Devlet. In Düzova, wheat and sunflower were reported as the main crops during the supplementary ETL fieldwork.
Agricultural production is closely linked with livestock activities, including through the production of feed crops such as barley, silage maize and grain maize. This interdependence is relevant to the livelihood baseline because productive agricultural land may support household livelihoods both directly through crop production and indirectly through fodder production, grazing and the maintenance of livestock activities.
Livelihoods are further diversified through a range of supplementary income sources. Pension income is widespread and is consistent with the demographic profile described in Section 5.1.1. Beekeeping and forestry or forest-resource use are reported in a number of settlements, while wage and salaried employment, business and self-employment, daily or casual labour, construction and agricultural wage labour and social assistance occur more locally. These activities provide varying degrees of household 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 or as demonstrating that every livelihood activity reported within a settlement is affected by the Project. The actual use of affected land and resources, household livelihood dependency and the characteristics of directly affected owners and users are examined in Sections 5.2 and 5.3. The nature, scale and significance of Project impacts on these livelihood activities are subsequently assessed in Chapter 6.
[bookmark: _Ref238146272][bookmark: _Toc238249074]Table 5‑2. Livelihood Characteristics of the PASs
	Settlements
	Project Component(s)
	Main Livelihood Source
	Other Livelihood Sources
	Main Crops

	Akpınar
	Main WPP + 14 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; forestry; beekeeping
	Wheat; barley; canola

	Evrenli
	Main WPP + 14 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; forestry; beekeeping
	Wheat; sunflower; canola; silage maize

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Wheat; sunflower; canola

	Edirköy
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Wheat; sunflower

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

	Balkaya
	Main WPP
	Pension income
	Agriculture; livestock farming; forestry; beekeeping
	Wheat; sunflower; barley; silage maize

	Kömürköy
	Main WPP
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income; beekeeping
	Wheat; sunflower; canola; silage maize; grain maize

	Okçular
	14 km ETL
	Agriculture and livestock farming
	Pension and other supplementary household income sources
	Wheat; sunflower; canola

	Devlet
	14 km ETL
	Agriculture and livestock farming
	Pension and other supplementary household income sources
	Wheat; sunflower; barley; canola; oats

	Düzova
	14 km ETL
	Agriculture (crop production)
	Livestock farming; pension income
	Wheat; sunflower


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April, August 2026
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[bookmark: _Toc238248810][bookmark: _Toc238248811]Household and Land User Profile
[bookmark: _Ref233035750]The household and land user assessment draws on separate but complementary datasets for the main WPP footprint and the associated 14 km ETL. For the main WPP, the parcel-linked household survey dataset comprises 22 PAHs in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy, representing a total surveyed household population of 71 persons. This dataset is complemented by census, parcel and user information for other main WPP land requirements, including the two affected public parcels in Kavacık and the state forest areas in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Kavacık, Balkaya and Kömürköy.
For the associated 14 km ETL, supplementary owner/user interviews were undertaken in August 2026 across Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova. A total of 42 affected owners/users were included in the interview target and 27 interviews were completed, comprising 19 face-to-face and 8 telephone interviews. The remaining 15 cases could not be interviewed despite field and telephone outreach attempts and remain subject to follow-up verification. Survey coverage focused primarily on owners and actual users associated with parcels affected by permanent tower footprints, where direct and permanent land loss occurs, while easement-related land use and livelihood information was also recorded where relevant to the same affected parcels or users. 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 ETL 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 supplementary August 2026 owner/user interviews and associated parcel records. Settlement-level context is derived separately from the ESIA and community surveys. The two household datasets are therefore complementary but are not combined into a single statistical survey population.
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.
For the main WPP, the census and asset inventory covers 29 affected private and public parcels, comprising 27 private parcels and two public parcels. Their ownership and actual use status is presented in Table 5-3. The additional 13 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 natural-resource use is assessed under Section 5.3.4.
[bookmark: _Ref232082019][bookmark: _Toc238249075]Table 5‑3. Affected Parcels by Ownership and Use Type
	Ownership and use type
	Private parcel
	Public parcel
	Total

	Owner/co-owner and user
	17
	0
	17

	Owner/co-owner only
	2
	0
	2

	User only (informal user)
	0
	0
	0

	User only (tenant/sharecropper)
	6
	0
	6

	Use status not verified/not reached
	1
	0
	1

	Potential informal agricultural use, user not identified
	0
	1
	1

	Vacant/unused land
	1
	1
	2

	Total
	27
	2
	29


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
Table 5‑3 shows that formal ownership alone does not fully describe the relationship between PAPs and affected land. Most affected private parcels are used either by their owners/co-owners or by tenants/sharecroppers, while the two affected public parcels have different use conditions. One public parcel is currently recorded as vacant/unused, while the second shows indications of potential informal agricultural use for which the actual user has not yet been identified. 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 person or household were consolidated to avoid double counting. The 27 affected private parcels correspond to 30 parcel-user links because some PAPs/users are associated with more than one affected parcel and one parcel is associated with multiple users. Once these overlaps are consolidated, the main WPP private parcel dataset corresponds to 27 unique PAPs/users. No individual public-land user has yet been confirmed; therefore, the current main WPP PAH dataset is composed of PAPs/users associated with private parcels. The public parcel with potential informal agricultural use remains within the LARP verification process and is not treated as having no user solely because identification has not yet been completed.
[bookmark: _Ref232085066][bookmark: _Toc238249076]Table 5‑4. Identified PAHs by Parcel Use Category
	Parcel use category
	# of PAHs
	%

	Users of both private and public parcels
	0
	0%

	Users of private parcels only
	27
	100%

	Users of public parcels only
	0
	0%

	Total
	27
	100%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The household-level distribution confirms that all currently identified main WPP PAPs/users are linked to affected private parcels. This does not mean that the affected public parcels are irrelevant to livelihood assessment: the parcel with potential informal agricultural use will remain subject to user verification, and any person subsequently confirmed to have an eligible use or livelihood relationship will be incorporated into the census, eligibility and entitlement records.
The 27 affected private parcels are associated with 27 unique PAPs/users after consolidation of multiple parcel relationships. During the April 2026 LARP fieldwork, information was obtained from 23 PAPs/users covering 23 affected private parcels. Of these, 22 provided household socioeconomic information and form the main WPP household survey dataset used in the statistical analysis below. One additional PAP provided parcel and affected-asset information only and is therefore retained in the census, asset inventory and entitlement verification records but is not included in household socioeconomic statistics. Information could not be obtained for the remaining four private PAP/user cases corresponding to four affected private parcels.
[bookmark: _Toc238249077]Table 5‑5. Census and Survey Coverage for Private Parcels
	
	# of private parcels
	# of PAHs

	Total identified private parcels/ unique PAPs-users
	27
	27

	Surveyed/information obtained
	23
	23

	Included in household socio-economic analysis
	-
	22

	Information not obtained
	4
	4


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
One interviewed PAP provided parcel and asset information only; therefore, this case is included in the census and asset inventory but excluded from the household socio-economic analysis.
Of the 23 main WPP PAPs/users from whom information was obtained, 17 were engaged face to face and six by telephone following field-based contact attempts. The household socioeconomic analysis presented below is based on the 22 completed household survey records, while the additional parcel/asset-only consultation is retained in the relevant parcel and entitlement records.
Both affected public parcels are located in Kavacık and were reviewed according to their actual or potential use. One parcel was reported through local consultation as unused from a household livelihood perspective and corresponds to a historical/tumulus area. The second parcel showed indications of agricultural use through local information and map review, but the identity of the actual user could not be confirmed through consultation with the Kavacık and Çakıllı/Hürriyet mukhtars or during the April 2026 fieldwork. The latter parcel therefore remains an outstanding user-verification case rather than being classified as having no livelihood use.
The 13 state forest parcels identified separately in the main WPP land requirement are not included in the private and public parcel totals above. They are subject to forestry permit and authorisation procedures. Household surveys and broader ESIA/community evidence nevertheless identify forest and natural-resource use within the wider Project area; therefore, the absence of a currently verified individual user on a specific affected forest parcel is not interpreted as evidence that no seasonal, mobile or resource-based use exists. The relationship between affected forest areas and identified resource users is assessed separately under Section 5.3.4.
The ETL household surveys similarly recorded the relationship between affected persons and land subject to permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement rights, including registered ownership and actual agricultural use. The associated ETL currently comprises 37 parcel records across Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova. The interview target comprised 42 affected owners/users, of whom 27 were interviewed during the supplementary fieldwork. These owner/user records are considered together with the ETL parcel inventory to identify the relevant owner or actual user, current productive use and the distinction between permanent tower-footprint acquisition and easement impacts. Where registered ownership and actual use differ, or where the same person is associated with multiple parcels, these relationships will be retained separately so that eligibility and livelihood dependency are not determined solely from title or parcel counts.
The 15 ETL owner/user cases for which interviews could not be completed remain within the LARP verification framework. Available ownership, parcel, field and Project information will be retained for these cases, while information requiring direct confirmation, including actual land use arrangements, livelihood dependency, vulnerability and any additional affected assets, will remain open for subsequent verification. Failure to complete an interview will not result in the corresponding owner, user or parcel being treated as unaffected or ineligible.
The 22 PAHs included in the household socio-economic survey dataset reported a total household population of 71 members. The demographic characteristics of household members, including gender, age, marital status, education level and working status, are presented in Table 5‑6. The number of valid responses differs by indicator due to non responses in some household member records. The average household size among surveyed PAHs is approximately 3.2 persons per household.
[bookmark: _Ref233041367][bookmark: _Toc149205183][bookmark: _Toc155863373][bookmark: _Toc207120640][bookmark: _Toc238249078]Table 5‑6. Demographic Characteristics of Members of Surveyed Main WPP PAHs
	Answers
	Frequency
	Percent

	Gender

	Male
	35
	49.3

	Female
	27
	38

	Total
	62
	87.3

	No answer
	9
	12.7

	Grand Total
	71
	100

	Age

	0-6
	0
	0

	7-18
	5
	7

	19-25
	8
	11.3

	26-39
	8
	11.3

	40-55
	15
	21.1

	56-64
	9
	12.7

	65+
	20
	28.2

	Total
	65
	91.5

	No answer
	6
	8.5

	Grand Total
	71
	100

	Marital status

	Single
	23
	32.4

	Married
	39
	54.9

	Widow
	0
	0

	Total
	62
	87.3

	No answer
	9
	12.7

	Grand Total
	71
	100

	Educational level

	A child who has not yet completed a level of education
	2
	2.8

	Adult with no formal education
	2
	2.8

	Primary or secondary school graduate
	42
	59.2

	High school graduate
	14
	19.7

	University graduate
	6
	8.5

	Total
	66
	93

	No answer
	5
	7

	Grand Total
	71
	100

	Working status

	Salaried employee
	14
	19.7

	Self-employed, investor
	1
	1.4

	Farmer
	21
	29.6

	Housewife
	10
	14.1

	Unemployed
	1
	1.4

	Retired
	13
	18.3

	Student, child
	6
	8.5

	Total
	66
	93

	No answer
	5
	7

	Grand Total
	71
	100


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The supplementary ETL household survey findings indicate a similarly rural household profile. 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. Household size generally remains relatively small, although larger agricultural households are also present. This pattern is consistent with the wider demographic characteristics of the Project-affected settlements, including rural ageing and the continued importance of household labour for agricultural activities.
The livelihood profile of the surveyed main WPP PAHs shows that agriculture is the most common main source of income among affected households. The livelihood profile of the surveyed PAHs shows that agriculture is the most common main source of income among affected households. As presented in Table 5‑7, agriculture was reported as the main livelihood source by 59.1% of surveyed PAHs. Wage or salaried employment represents the second most common main income source, while pension income was also reported as an important main source of income. Livestock farming was not reported as a main livelihood source among the surveyed PAHs, but it appears as a supplementary livelihood source when all income sources are considered. This indicates that affected households mainly depend on agricultural activities, while wage employment and pension income also play an important role in household income composition.
[bookmark: _Ref232418077][bookmark: _Toc238249079]Table 5‑7. Main Livelihood Sources of Surveyed Main WPP PAHs
	Livelihood source
	# of PAH
	%

	Agriculture (crop production)
	13
	59.1%

	Wage/salaried employment 
	5
	22.7%

	Pension income
	4
	18.2%

	Total
	22
	100%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
A similarly strong agricultural dependence is observed among ETL-affected households and land users. Agriculture is consistently recorded as a primary livelihood activity in the available ETL household surveys, confirming that households directly affected by ETL land requirements remain closely connected to agricultural production and productive land.
When both main and supplementary livelihood sources are considered, the livelihood profile appears more diversified; however, agriculture remains the central economic activity across the surveyed households. As shown in Table 5‑8, agriculture was reported by 95.5% of surveyed PAHs, while pension income was reported by 86.4%. Livestock farming was reported by 40.9% of surveyed PAHs as one of the household livelihood sources, indicating that livestock activities should also be considered in the assessment of livelihood impacts, particularly where agricultural production supports animal feed needs. Wage or salaried employment was reported by 31.8% of surveyed PAHs, while workplace or self-employment income and beekeeping were reported by a limited number of households.
[bookmark: _Ref232418279][bookmark: _Toc238249080]Table 5‑8. Main and Supplementary Livelihood Sources of Surveyed Main WPP PAHs by Settlement
	Livelihood source
	Akpınar N (%)
	Evrenli N (%)
	Çakıllı/Hürriyet N (%)
	Edirköy N (%)
	Total N (%)

	Agriculture (crop production)
	9 (90%)
	10 (100%)
	1 (100%)
	1 (100%)
	21 (95.5%)

	Pension income
	9 (90%)
	8 (80%)
	1 (100%)
	1 (100%)
	19 (86.4%)

	Wage/salaried employment
	4 (40%)
	3 (30%)
	0
	0
	7 (31.8%)

	Livestock farming (animal production)
	4 (40%)
	3 (30%)
	1 (100%)
	1 (100%)
	9 (40.9%)

	Workplace/self-employment income
	1 (10%)
	0
	0
	0
	1 (4.5%)

	Beekeeping
	0
	1 (10%)
	0
	0
	1 (4.5%)

	Total
	10
	10
	1
	1
	22


Source: Balkaya 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 is the dominant livelihood activity, while pension income is also commonly reported as an important supplementary source. Livestock farming and wage or salaried employment occur among a smaller proportion of interviewed households. The findings therefore indicate that ETL-affected households typically combine agricultural production with other household income sources, particularly pensions, while non-agricultural employment provides additional diversification for some households.
Monthly household income information was collected as part of the Household Level Survey conducted with 22 PAHs included in the household socio-economic survey dataset within the LARP household survey scope. However, income information was provided by 19 PAHs, while 3 PAHs did not provide a response to this question. Therefore, the income distribution presented in Table 5‑9 reflects valid responses only. Among responding households, the largest group falls within the category of around three times the minimum wage and above. In addition, a considerable number of PAHs reported household income equal to one minimum wage or around two times the minimum wage. Akpınar and Evrenli include responses across several income categories, while the single valid responses from Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy fall within the highest income category. The only household reporting income below one minimum wage was identified in Evrenli. Households reporting income equal to or below one minimum wage may require attention during vulnerability screening, particularly where low income overlaps with elderly household members, limited labour capacity, dependency on affected land or other vulnerability indicators.
[bookmark: _Ref232418581][bookmark: _Toc238249081]Table 5‑9. Monthly Household Income Levels of Surveyed Main WPP PAHs by Settlement
	Income category
	Akpınar
	Evrenli
	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	Edirköy
	Total

	Below one minimum wage
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1

	Equal to one minimum wage
	3
	1
	0
	0
	4

	Around 1.5 times the minimum wage
	1
	1
	0
	0
	2

	Around 2 times the minimum wage
	2
	2
	0
	0
	4

	Around 3 times the minimum wage and above
	3
	3
	1
	1
	8

	Total
	9
	8
	1
	1
	19


Source: Balkaya 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 from ETL-affected households are concentrated in the middle and upper survey categories, particularly around two times the minimum wage and around three times the minimum wage or above. These income categories should be considered together with the prevalence of agriculture within 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 22 PAHs included in the household socio-economic survey dataset within the LARP household survey scope. Since multiple responses were allowed, each PAH could report more than one expenditure item. As presented in Table 5‑10, 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: _Toc238249082]Table 5‑10. Main Household Expenditure Items of Surveyed Main WPP PAHs
	Expenditure items
	# of PAH
	%

	Agricultural expenses, including diesel, fertilizer, feed, etc.
	21
	95.5%

	Utility bills, including electricity, water, internet, etc.
	20
	90.9%

	Market and food expenses
	19
	86.4%

	Health and personal care expenses
	14
	63.6%

	Clothing and household goods, including home appliances, electronics, etc.
	8
	36.4%

	Education expenses
	4
	18.2%

	Purchase of animals
	3
	13.6%

	Agriculture, trade and industrial investments
	3
	13.6%

	Debt payment
	2
	9.1%

	Total surveyed PAHs
	22
	100%


Source: Balkaya 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 recorded through the ETL household surveys similarly reflects the importance of agricultural production within the household economy. Agricultural input expenditure occurs alongside routine household expenditure such as market and food costs, utilities, health and personal care and household goods. Taken together with the predominance of agricultural livelihoods, this indicates that continuity of productive land use and agricultural activity remains 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.
[bookmark: _Toc238248812]Gender, Social Participation and Vulnerability Context
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. This pattern was observed during the main WPP household surveys and PAP consultations and was also reflected in the supplementary owner/user interviews undertaken for the associated ETL. It is consistent with the local context in which registered land ownership, agricultural management and parcel-level discussions are frequently represented by male household members. The community focus group discussion conducted in Balkaya Village in April 2026 similarly comprised seven male participants. Consequently, parcel and household surveys and general community consultations provide important information on affected households and land use, but may not, on their own, fully capture women’s access to Project information, livelihood roles or views on land acquisition and livelihood restoration.
Direct female perspectives are nevertheless available through the wider ESIA household survey and the LARP household engagement. The ESIA household survey included three female respondents in Project-affected settlements, comprising two women in Evrenli and one in Çakıllı/Hürriyet. Their responses provide complementary individual-level evidence on women’s access to Project information and their roles in land- and resource-based livelihoods. Two reported first learning about the Project during the household interview, while another had received information through community networks; all indicated a preference for receiving future Project information through direct meetings, with mukhtar-based communication also identified as an appropriate channel in Evrenli. Individual responses also illustrate women’s involvement in rural livelihoods and natural-resource use. One female respondent in Evrenli was engaged in agricultural and livestock activities, reported use of surrounding forest areas for mushrooms and fuelwood, and identified potential impacts from construction dust and changes in access to forest areas. In addition, a directly affected female PAP interviewed through the LARP household survey in Evrenli identified potential agricultural land loss, land fragmentation and associated access or irrigation constraints, land value reduction and construction-related crop damage. These individual findings do not constitute a separate women-specific consultation exercise, but they provide direct female perspectives that complement the wider social baseline and demonstrate the relevance of direct and accessible engagement with women during LARP implementation.
The wider ESIA social baseline further identifies a gender dimension to socioeconomic vulnerability within the Project area. Women are represented among groups that may face additional constraints associated with widowhood or divorce, unemployment, care responsibilities, female-headed households, old age and limited access to income or services. Women may also participate directly or indirectly in agricultural production, livestock care, beekeeping, household-based production and unpaid family labour even where formal ownership or external representation of affected land is held by male household members. Women should therefore not be treated as a homogeneous group, and their potential support needs will depend on household circumstances, livelihood roles, access to information and participation in household and land-related decision making.
Vulnerability was assessed through the main WPP household survey and associated PAP consultations using direct screening questions covering physical or mental disability, chronic illness resulting in home dependency, active unemployment, adult illiteracy, elderly persons requiring assistance, female-headed households, widowhood or divorce and school-age children not attending school. Within the broader 23 PAP/PAH survey and consultation records used for vulnerability screening, five PAHs were identified as having at least one direct vulnerability indicator. The identified conditions comprise physical or mental disability, chronic illness resulting in home dependency, active unemployment and adult illiteracy. No female-headed household, elderly person explicitly identified as requiring social assistance, widowed or divorced woman or school-age child not attending school was identified through the direct main WPP screening questions. Additional circumstances such as low income, advanced age, low educational attainment, limited social security and restricted ability to access information or administrative procedures are considered as contextual factors where they overlap with Project impacts rather than as automatic vulnerability categories.
The supplementary ETL owner/user interviews also incorporated household circumstances and vulnerability screening. Identified support needs will be retained at case level together with the ETL census and owner/user records and considered during eligibility review, livelihood restoration planning, engagement and implementation monitoring. Vulnerability within the ETL affected population will therefore be assessed in relation to the specific impact experienced by the relevant owner or user, including loss of productive land, dependency on agriculture or livestock activities and potential constraints in accessing information, compensation, grievance channels or supplementary livelihood support, rather than through demographic characteristics alone.
Community-level findings additionally identify a comparatively high concentration of pre-existing socioeconomic vulnerability in Devlet, which is affected by the associated ETL. The ESIA baseline records Devlet as having the highest concentration of reported vulnerability indicators among the surveyed settlements, including unemployed persons seeking work, widowed or divorced women, elderly persons requiring care or social assistance, refugees, Turkish non-speakers and illiterate adults. These settlement-level findings do not mean that all persons falling within these groups are directly affected by ETL land acquisition. Rather, they identify a pre-existing social context in which limitations related to income, health, mobility, literacy, language or access to information may reduce the ability of some affected persons to participate in Project processes or cope with livelihood disruption. 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 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, home visits 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. Particular attention will be given to persons with mobility, literacy, language or communication constraints and to household members whose livelihood roles may not be visible through formal land ownership records. Vulnerability will continue to be reviewed during LARP implementation, while participation in consultation and access to compensation and livelihood restoration measures will be monitored so that additional assistance can be provided where barriers to engagement or livelihood restoration are identified. Feedback obtained from women, vulnerable PAPs and other affected household members will also be considered in the refinement of case-specific livelihood restoration measures and corrective actions.

[bookmark: _Toc238248813]Affected Lands and Land-Based Livelihoods
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 14 km ETL. It draws on the main WPP census and asset inventory and household surveys, the supplementary ETL owner/user interviews 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.
[bookmark: _Toc238248814]Agricultural Lands and Farming
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. A total of 20 valid responses were collected for this question, and all valid respondents 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: _Toc238249083]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 (%)

	Akpınar
	100%
	0%
	0%

	Evrenli
	100%
	0%
	0%

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	NA
	NA
	NA

	Edirköy
	100%
	0%
	0%

	Total
	100%
	0%
	0%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
A similar pattern is observed among main WPP PAHs engaged in agricultural activity. Among 20 valid responses from PAHs carrying out agricultural activity, all respondents 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 51 responses across the impact categories presented in Table 5‑12. The reported concerns primarily relate to agricultural land loss, reduction in land value, construction-related crop damage and land fragmentation or associated access and irrigation difficulties. Two responses also identified concern that the remaining portion of affected land may become unusable in the context of cumulative land-use pressures from other WPP developments in the area.
[bookmark: _Ref232426919][bookmark: _Toc238249084]Table 5‑12. Expected Adverse Impacts Reported by Main WPP PAHs
	Expected adverse impact
	# of responses
	%

	Adverse impact on agricultural activities due to land loss
	18
	35.3%

	Access or irrigation problems and additional costs due to land fragmentation
	8
	15.7%

	Damage to crops due to construction dust
	9
	17.6%

	Decrease in land value
	12
	23.5%

	Remaining land becoming unusable due to cumulative effects from other WPP projects in the region
	2
	3.9%

	Other
	2
	3.9%

	Total
	51
	100.0%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The supplementary ETL owner/user interviews indicate that the nature of expected impacts varies according to the type and location of the affected parcel. PAPs associated with parcels directly affected by tower footprints more frequently expressed concern about construction-related disturbance, particularly dust and the potential for associated crop damage during foundation and other construction works. These concerns were generally more pronounced where agricultural activities are carried out close to the tower construction areas. By comparison, owners and users of parcels affected primarily by easement restrictions or other more limited ETL impacts generally reported lower expectations of construction-related disturbance, although concerns regarding continued cultivation, restrictions on land use and possible effects on land value were still raised.
Across the ETL, the reported concerns therefore reflect the specific intensity and duration of impact rather than land ownership alone. Construction-related effects such as dust and crop damage are expected to be more relevant for parcels directly affected by tower-footprint works, while easement-affected parcels are more commonly associated with concerns regarding continued agricultural use and potential land-use restrictions. The significance of these impacts depends on the extent of permanent land loss, the nature of easement restrictions, temporary construction disturbance, remaining land viability and the household’s degree of livelihood dependency, as assessed in Chapter 6.
For the surveyed main WPP PAHs, crop production is dominated by wheat and sunflower. Other reported products include barley, canola and green lentil. Production quantities were reported mainly in Akpınar, Evrenli and Edirköy. No quantitative crop production data were recorded for Çakıllı/Hürriyet in the household survey, although agriculture was reported as part of the livelihood profile. Table 5‑13 presents the principal crops and reported production volumes by settlement.
[bookmark: _Ref232437004][bookmark: _Toc238249085]Table 5‑13. Main Agricultural Products Produced by Surveyed Main WPP PAHs by Settlement
	Settlement
	1st Product
	Production (kg)
	2nd Product
	Production (kg)
	3rd Product
	Production (kg)
	4th Product
	Production (kg)
	5th Product
	Production (kg)

	Akpınar
	Wheat
	93,700
	Barley
	35,000
	Canola
	13,000
	Sunflower
	10,000
	Green lentil
	6,000

	Evrenli
	Sunflower
	376,000
	Wheat
	161,000
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	No quantitative production data recorded
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	Edirköy
	Wheat
	200,000
	Sunflower
	60,000
	Canola
	60,000
	-
	-
	-
	-


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
Agricultural production is similarly prominent on land affected by the associated ETL. The supplementary owner/user interviews and wider social baseline identify wheat and sunflower as the most consistently reported crops along the ETL corridor, together with barley, canola and other field crops in some settlements. The survey evidence also shows that an affected ETL parcel may form part of a wider household farming operation extending beyond the specific Project footprint, including cultivation of other owned or rented agricultural land. Accordingly, the significance of a relatively small permanent tower footprint cannot be assessed solely by reference to the area acquired and should also consider the agricultural function of the parcel and its relationship to the wider household farming operation.
For the main WPP, the consolidated census and asset inventory records agricultural use on 21 of the 29 affected private and public parcels. Of these, 17 are recorded as rainfed agricultural land and four as irrigated agricultural land. One additional public parcel in Kavacık shows indications of potential agricultural use, although the actual user has not yet been identified. Five parcels are recorded as having no agricultural activity or as vacant/unused land, while the use status of two private parcels has not yet been fully verified. The main WPP private and public parcel inventory is therefore predominantly agricultural, with rainfed cultivation representing the principal agricultural use type.
[bookmark: _Ref233125500][bookmark: _Toc238249086]Table 5‑14. Agricultural Use Status of Main WPP Affected Parcels
	Agricultural use status
	# of Parcels
	%

	Rainfed agriculture
	17
	58.6%

	Irrigated agriculture
	4
	13.8%

	Potential agricultural use, user not identified
	1
	3.4%

	No agricultural activity / vacant or unused land
	5
	17.2%

	Use status not verified / survey not conducted
	2
	6.9%

	Total affected parcels
	29
	100%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The ETL parcel and owner/user records further confirm the predominantly agricultural nature of the affected corridor. Of the 37 current ETL parcel records associated with pole locations and related infrastructure, 36 are registered as private agricultural field parcels and one is associated with transformer centre infrastructure. ETL land requirements may combine permanent land take at tower locations with easement rights and associated construction or access requirements on the same agricultural parcel. The ETL records therefore distinguish the relevant parcel, ownership and affected permanent or easement area so that proportional land loss, restrictions on continued use and the viability of the remaining agricultural land can be assessed at parcel and PAP level.
The settlement distribution further confirms that agricultural use is widespread across the main WPP affected private parcel inventory, particularly in Akpınar and Evrenli. Rainfed agriculture is the dominant agricultural use type, while irrigated agricultural use was recorded in both settlements. The affected agricultural parcels support crops including wheat, sunflower, barley and canola, while irrigated parcels are associated mainly with smaller-scale garden or vegetable production. The public parcel in Kavacık showing potential agricultural use remains subjectTaken 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 field crops in some households and settlements. For the associated ETL in particular, the distinction between permanent tower-footprint loss, easement restrictions and continued productive use of the remaining agricultural parcel is relevant to the assessment of economic displacement. The magnitude and significance of these impacts, including proportional land loss, access and fragmentation effects and the viability of remaining land, are assessed in Chapter 6.
[bookmark: _Toc238248815]Affected Trees
For the main WPP, the census and asset inventory identified trees on 11 of the 29 affected private and public parcels. As presented in Table 5‑15, trees were recorded in Akpınar, Evrenli and Çakıllı/Hürriyet. No trees were recorded on the affected parcels in Edirköy and Kavacık. Overall, trees were recorded on 37.9% of the main WPP private and public 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: _Toc238249087]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

	Akpınar
	16
	4
	12
	25.0%

	Evrenli
	9
	6
	3
	66.7%

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	1
	1
	0
	100%

	Edirköy
	1
	0
	1
	0%

	Kavacık
	2
	0
	2
	0%

	Total
	29
	11
	18
	37.9%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The tree species recorded in main WPP asset inventory mainly consist of oak trees. Pine trees and mixed fruit saplings were also recorded in Evrenli. The mixed fruit saplings include walnut, cherry, pear and peach saplings; however, the inventory records these collectively rather than by individual species. Where counts were available, 820 trees and saplings were recorded.
[bookmark: _Ref232503060][bookmark: _Toc238249088]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
	11
	620
	Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet

	Pine
	1
	100
	Evrenli

	Mixed fruit saplings, including walnut, cherry, pear and peach
	1
	100
	Evrenli

	Total
	-
	820
	-


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
ETL household surveys and parcel records also identify trees on a number of affected agricultural parcels. Parcel-specific records include approximately 40 pine trees, reported as around 40 years old, on a parcel in Okçular, and three willow trees, reported as around 35 years old, on each of two parcels in Devlet. These records therefore identify at least 46 trees on surveyed ETL parcels. In each of these cases, the PAP confirmed the presence and number of trees but could not confirm whether the trees would be directly affected by the ETL land requirement. 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.
The available affected-footprint, valuation and parcel-overlay records identify 106 trees within the main WPP affected footprint, comprising 98 oak trees and eight pine trees in Akpınar and Evrenli. The difference between the 820 trees and saplings recorded at parcel level and the 106 trees recorded within the affected footprint reflects the distinction between tree presence on the wider affected parcel and trees directly intersecting the Project land requirement.
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: _Toc238248816][bookmark: _Toc238248817][bookmark: _Toc238248818][bookmark: _Toc238248819]Pasture Lands and Livestock Activities
Livestock activities constitute an important supplementary livelihood activity in the Project Affected Settlements and among surveyed PAHs. As described in Section 5.1.1, agriculture is the primary livelihood source in most PASs, while livestock farming is reported as an important supplementary livelihood source across the settlements. The findings presented in this section also show that livestock activities are linked not only to formal pasture areas, but also to household lands, grazing on agricultural parcels, fodder production, barn feeding 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, beekeeping activities and construction disturbance.
As presented in Table 5‑17, 10 of the 21 main WPP PAHs PAHs who provided a valid response reported that they carry out livestock activities. Livestock activities were reported by surveyed PAHs in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy. The surveyed PAHs reported a total of 303 cattle, 390 small ruminants, 110 poultry and 25 beehives. Percentages are calculated over valid responses, and animal numbers reflect the livestock assets reported by PAHs carrying out livestock activities.
[bookmark: _Ref232519544][bookmark: _Toc238249089]Table 5‑17. Livestock Activities and Animal Assets of Main WPP Surveyed PAHs
	Settlement
	Valid responses
	PAHs carrying out livestock activities
	%
	Cattle
	Small ruminants
	Poultry
	Beehives

	Akpınar
	10
	5
	50%
	43
	235
	10
	0

	Evrenli
	9
	3
	33.3%
	45
	85
	100
	25

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	1
	1
	100%
	160
	70
	0
	0

	Edirköy
	1
	1
	100%
	55
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	21
	10
	47.6%
	303
	390
	110
	25


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
Livestock activities have a clear income-generating component among surveyed main WPP PAHs.Among the 10 PAHs carrying out livestock activities, all reported sale of animals and/or animal products. Animal and animal product sales are mainly associated with cattle and small ruminants. Beekeeping was also reported by one PAH with 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.
Among the 10 main WPP  PAHs carrying out livestock activities, feeding and grazing practices are mixed. The most commonly reported practices are use of own land and barn or stall feeding, each reported by 7 PAHs. Use of village pasture was reported by 4 PAHs. This shows that livestock activities depend on a combination of household land, fodder production, stall feeding and, for some households, access to pasture or common grazing areas. Livestock dependency may therefore 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, no affected private or public parcel is formally classified as pasture land. However, animal grazing was recorded on 6 affected parcels, and beehive presence was recorded on 2 affected parcels. All of these parcels are private parcels. As presented in Table 5‑18, grazing was recorded in Akpınar, Evrenli and Çakıllı/Hürriyet, while beehive presence was recorded in Evrenli. The parcel records therefore distinguish formal land classification from actual resource use. This indicates that livestock and beekeeping activities are not limited to formally designated pasture and may also depend on agricultural parcels used by PAHs.
[bookmark: _Ref232518724][bookmark: _Toc238249090]Table 5‑18. Grazing Recorded on Main WPP Affected Parcels
	Settlement
	Affected parcels where animal grazing was recorded
	Affected parcels where beehives were recorded
	Private parcels with grazing or beehives
	Public parcels with grazing or beehives

	Akpınar
	2
	0
	2
	0

	Evrenli
	3
	2
	5
	0

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	1
	0
	1
	0

	Edirköy
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Total
	6
	2
	8
	0


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The table reflects parcels where animal grazing or beehive presence was recorded in the relevant inventory field and should not be read as the list of formally classified pasture parcels. No animal grazing or beehive presence was recorded on the two public parcels included in the census and asset inventory. State forest parcels are recorded separately and are addressed under Section 5.3.4.
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 10 PAHs who provided a valid response, 5 PAHs reported that they use village pastures or public lands for animal grazing. All of these users stated that the pasture areas they use may be affected by the Project. In addition, 4 PAHs stated that access roads to pasture areas may be affected, and 3 PAHs stated that the remaining pasture area would be insufficient and that no alternative pasture area is available. These concerns were reported at household level in Akpınar, Evrenli and Çakıllı/Hürriyet. Settlement level findings also identify Akpınar, Evrenli, Edirköy and Kavacık as settlements where pasture access or grazing may be relevant and no alternative pasture area was reported by the mukhtars. These responses provide direct household-level evidence that, for a subset of livestock keepers, the relevant livelihood concern extends beyond formal pasture loss to the adequacy and accessibility of remaining or alternative grazing resources.
Among PAHs carrying out livestock activities, 7 of the 10 PAHs stated that they expect the Project to adversely affect their livestock activities. Their main concerns relate to grazing or fodder collection from own land, dust and noise effects on animals, and reduction of pasture or grazing areas. 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 res The supplementary ETL owner/user interviews provide corresponding household-level evidence on livestock and grazing activities along the associated 14 km ETL. Livestock keeping is recorded among affected households, including cattle and small-ruminant activities, and own agricultural land is identified as a grazing and feeding resource. In Devlet, for example, an affected owner/user of parcel 626/18 reported livestock keeping, use of own land for feeding or grazing and grazing on the affected agricultural parcel. The same respondent did not expect the ETL to adversely affect the household’s livestock activity. This demonstrates that livestock ownership or grazing use on an affected parcel does not, by itself, establish a material livestock-related economic displacement impact; the actual relationship between Project land requirements and the household’s livestock resource base must also be considered.
The ETL parcel records reinforce this distinction. The current 37 pole-location and associated infrastructure records are predominantly agricultural, comprising 36 private agricultural field records and one transformer-centre record rather than formally designated pasture parcels. The wider ETL parcel dataset also includes public land interests in the affected cadastral units. Household and parcel evidence are therefore considered together to identify whether permanent tower-footprint acquisition, easement rights or construction activities interact with agricultural land used for grazing, fodder production or livestock access, rather than assuming a livestock impact from cadastral classification alone.ource dependency in the impact assessment presented in Chapter 6.
The supplementary ETL owner/user interviews provide corresponding household-level evidence on livestock and grazing activities along the associated 14 km ETL. Livestock keeping is recorded among affected households, including cattle and small-ruminant activities, and own agricultural land is identified as a grazing and feeding resource. In Devlet, for example, an affected owner/user of parcel 626/18 reported livestock keeping, use of own land for feeding or grazing and grazing on the affected agricultural parcel. The same respondent did not expect the ETL to adversely affect the household’s livestock activity. This demonstrates that livestock ownership or grazing use on an affected parcel does not, by itself, establish a material livestock-related economic displacement impact; the actual relationship between Project land requirements and the household’s livestock resource base must also be considered.
The ETL parcel records reinforce this distinction. The current 37 pole-location and associated infrastructure records are predominantly agricultural, comprising 36 private agricultural field records and one transformer-centre record rather than formally designated pasture parcels. The wider ETL parcel dataset also includes public land interests in the affected cadastral units. Household and parcel evidence are therefore considered together to identify whether permanent tower-footprint acquisition, easement rights or construction activities interact with agricultural land used for grazing, fodder production or livestock access, rather than assuming a livestock impact from cadastral classification alone.
Taken together, the main WPP and ETL evidence shows that livestock livelihoods are supported through a combination of household agricultural land, grazing on agricultural parcels, village pasture or common land, fodder production, barn feeding and access between settlements and grazing or feeding 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. Beekeeping similarly represents a relevant supplementary livelihood where hive locations or access to forage areas interact with Project land requirements. The nature, extent and significance of pasture, livestock and beekeeping impacts, together with the applicable mitigation and livelihood restoration measures, are assessed in Chapter 6 and the subsequent entitlement and livelihood restoration sections.
[bookmark: _Toc238248820][bookmark: _Toc238248821]Forest Lands and Natural Resource Users
According to the forestry permit and vegetation clearance information presented in the ESIA, the current main WPP land requirement includes 13 state forest parcels associated with Project components, and the Project will require approximately 174.54 ha of forestry permit area for Project components, including turbine platform areas, access roads and the switchyard area. Of this total, 116.23 ha is associated with turbine platform areas, 52.15 ha is associated with access roads, and 6.17 ha is associated with the switchyard area. Based on the forestry inventory and tree clearance information, approximately 37,380 trees are expected to be removed, corresponding to an estimated standing timber volume of 4,237.014 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 prior to construction.
[bookmark: _Toc238249091]Table 5‑19. Main WPP Forestry Permit Area and Vegetation Clearance Requirements
	Description
	Value

	Turbine platform areas
	116.23 ha

	Access roads
	52.15 ha

	Switchyard area
	6.17 ha

	Total forestry permit area
	174.54 ha

	Estimated number of trees to be removed
	37,380

	Estimated standing timber volume
	4,237.014 m3


Source: Balkaya WPP ESIA – Forestry Permit Application Documentation and Preliminary Tree Marking Studies, June 2026
The forest land requirement presented above refers to the forestry permit area required for Project components and should not be read as private land acquisition or individual household land loss. The forestry permit area also does not directly correspond to the permanent Project footprint, as it may include temporary working areas, access corridors and ancillary areas required during construction. Forest lands are subject to a separate forestry permitting process under the authority of the relevant forestry administration and are not included in the census and asset inventory in the same manner as private parcels, Treasury lands or other public parcels. For LARP purposes, the affected state forest parcels identified separately in the Project land requirement information are recorded outside the private and public parcel inventory. These parcels are located in Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Kavacık, Balkaya and Kömürköy. 
For livelihood assessment purposes, however, formal ownership is not used as a proxy for resource dependency. Forest 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 affected 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, forest-edge areas or associated access routes.
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 mainly described as household consumption activities, including heating and domestic use. However, limited sale or paid supply was also reported in individual responses; therefore, forest resource use should not be assessed only as a non-economic activity.
[bookmark: _Toc238249092]Table 5‑20. Main WPP PAHs’ Use of Surrounding Forest Resources
	Forest resource use
	Valid responses
	PAHs reporting use
	%

	Mushroom collection
	17
	6
	35.3%

	Fuelwood collection
	20
	9
	45.0%

	Medicinal plant collection
	14
	3
	21.4%

	Any forest resource use
	21
	10
	47.6%


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The household survey findings show a differentiated pattern of forest use rather than a single forest-dependent livelihood activity. Forest-resource use among surveyed main WPP PAHs is concentrated in Akpınar and Evrenli. Fuelwood collection, reported by nine PAHs, is the most widespread activity and is associated primarily with heating and other household needs, while mushroom collection was reported by six PAHs and medicinal plant collection by three PAHs. Limited sale or paid supply was identified in individual cases, showing that the economic relevance of forest resources varies between households. No forest-resource use was reported in the household survey records for Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy; however, the absence of reported use in those household records is not used to infer absence of seasonal or other resource use at settlement level. Two of the ten PAHs reporting forest-resource use also 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 the wider ESIA social fieldwork and respondent-level socio-economic data. The ESIA identifies forest-resource use in four of nine valid settlement responses and recognises forest-resource users, livestock owners and beekeepers as relevant social receptors within the Project Area of Influence. Reported forest-related practices include fuelwood collection, grazing, forestry-related activities and other ecosystem-service uses, while the wider livelihood baseline identifies forestry as a supplementary livelihood activity in Akpınar, Evrenli and Balkaya. The ESIA household data also include direct respondent-level evidence from Evrenli of mushroom and fuelwood use and concern regarding access to surrounding forest areas. These complementary sources show that the assessment of forest-resource dependency is not based on community-representative information alone.
Community-level information provides additional context to this direct evidence. Forest-resource use was reported in Akpınar, Evrenli, Balkaya and Kavacık, while no such use was reported through the community-level surveys in Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy and no confirmed response was recorded for Kömürköy. In Evrenli, mushroom, fuelwood and plant collection were reported, including both household consumption and limited sale. Community representatives in Akpınar and Kavacık considered forest use or access potentially susceptible to Project-related effects, whereas no such impact was anticipated at settlement level in Balkaya. These findings are used to identify locations and activities requiring closer verification rather than as a substitute for direct user identification.
Among the 10 PAHs who reported using surrounding forest areas, 6 PAHs stated that access roads to these forests may be affected by the Project, 2 PAHs stated that they do not expect such an impact, 1 PAH stated that they do not know, and 1 PAH did not provide a response. The responses therefore show a material but non-uniform expectation of potential forest-access effects, particularly among users in Akpınar and Evrenli. They refer to surrounding forest areas and access conditions perceived by PAHs and do not, by themselves, demonstrate that the resource area used by a household is located within a specific affected state forest parcel. At the same time, the livelihood relevance of forest use cannot be determined from cadastral overlap alone. It depends on whether the particular forest area, forest-edge location or access route used by the household intersects with Project vegetation clearance, working areas, construction access or other restrictions, together with the purpose, frequency and seasonality of resource use, the household’s degree of dependency and the availability of reasonable alternative resource areas or access routes. These dimensions are carried forward into the impact assessment in Chapter 6.
State forest parcels are recorded separately from the private and public parcel inventory. No parcel-specific individual forest-resource user has yet been confirmed within the 13 affected state forest parcels through the main WPP census and field verification undertaken to date. This finding is not interpreted as evidence that seasonal, mobile, customary or forest-edge resource use is absent. In particular, the scale of the forestry permit area, the direct forest-resource use reported by surveyed PAHs, the wider ESIA livelihood evidence and the potential for activities such as grazing, beekeeping and collection of forest products to vary seasonally require the relationship between individual users and the affected forest footprint to remain subject to multi-source verification.
Accordingly, a Forest User Verification Register will be maintained as a LARP implementation record. The register will link the affected state forest parcel or forest footprint, relevant Project component and nearby settlement with reported or verified fuelwood collection, mushroom or plant gathering, grazing, beekeeping, access or other resource use; the identified user or user group; purpose and seasonality of use; livelihood dependency; availability of alternative resources or access; vulnerability where relevant; verification source; and the applicable entitlement, mitigation or follow-up action. Before the relevant forest clearance or access restriction occurs, verification will draw on forestry permit, GIS, tree-marking and clearance information; consultation with the competent forestry authorities; field observations; direct follow-up with PAPs and identified resource users, including livestock owners and beekeepers where relevant; and information obtained through stakeholder engagement, grievances and monitoring. A conclusion that an affected forest area has no livelihood user will therefore be closed only where the available multi-source evidence reasonably supports that conclusion.
Forest and natural-resource use was also examined for the associated approximately 14 km ETL through the August 2026 owner/user interviews, current ETL parcel records and the wider ESIA social baseline. The current 37 pole-location and transformer-centre parcel records comprise 36 private agricultural field parcels and one public or institutional transformer-centre record and therefore do not themselves identify state forest land at the recorded pole locations. This cadastral pattern does not, however, exclude potential interaction with forest or forest-edge resources through construction access, existing rural routes or the wider resource areas used by affected households.
This is particularly relevant because the ETL passes through Akpınar and Evrenli, where the main WPP household evidence identifies the highest concentration of surrounding forest-resource use. The supplementary ETL interviews included questions on public, common and forest-resource use and are considered together with route and access information to identify whether permanent tower footprints, easement corridors or construction access interact with a household’s forest access, grazing, beekeeping or other seasonal resource use. The absence of a forest cadastral classification at an ETL pole location is therefore not treated as evidence that no natural-resource livelihood interaction can occur. Any such relationship identified through completed or outstanding ETL user verification will be incorporated into the same user-verification, entitlement and monitoring framework applied under this LARP.
Taken together, the main WPP and ETL evidence shows that forest and natural-resource dependency within the Project area takes several forms, including household fuelwood use, seasonal mushroom and plant collection, livestock grazing and use of forest-edge areas, beekeeping and access through or to forested areas. These activities differ in their purpose, frequency, seasonality and economic importance, and formal ownership or cadastral classification 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, household dependency, availability of alternatives, vulnerability and the resulting significance of economic displacement. The user and resource relationships identified in this section, together with subsequent verification findings, will provide the basis for the Forest User Verification Register, applicable entitlements, livelihood restoration measures and implementation monitoring.
[bookmark: _Toc238248822]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, the supplementary ETL household surveys and parcel information, and the wider ESIA and community livelihood baseline 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 limited number small but clearly identifiable group of surveyed main WPP PAHs. A total of 2 PAHs reported beehives, with 25 beehives in total. Both PAHs are located in Evrenli. One of these PAHs reported beekeeping as a supplementary livelihood source and reported a sale component linked to beekeeping, while the other PAH reported beehive ownership without reporting sale of bee products.  The household evidence therefore shows differing levels of livelihood importance, with beekeeping forming an income-generating supplementary activity in one case and a smaller-scale activity without a reported sale component in the other. The census and asset inventory also recorded beehive presence on two affected private parcels in Evrenli, namely parcels 192/159 and 192/139. This provides a direct link between identified beekeeping activity and Project-affected parcel records; however, the presence of beehives on an affected parcel does not by itself demonstrate that all hives fall within the Project footprint or that the activity will be affected. Apiary location, access to the apiary and use of surrounding forage areas are therefore considered separately from ownership and land take when assessing livelihood exposure.
No seasonal or mobile beekeeper was directly identified through the parcel-linked main WPP household survey and census records. This finding is not interpreted as evidence that seasonal or mobile beekeeping is absent from the wider Project area. Community-level livestock and livelihood information indicates a substantially wider beekeeping presence than that captured among the directly surveyed PAHs. Approximate settlement-level records identify around 150 beehives in Akpınar, 1,500 in Evrenli, 300 in Çakıllı/Hürriyet, 100 in Kavacık, 300 in Balkaya and 300 in Kömürköy. These figures provide contextual evidence of the local scale and distribution of beekeeping and should not be read as numbers of Project-affected beekeepers or hives. In particular, the concentration reported in Evrenli, together with the two parcel-linked PAH cases described above, demonstrates that beekeeping is an established local livelihood activity rather than an isolated asset observation.
The distinction between the directly affected cases and the wider settlement context is important for the LARP assessment. Beehives may be relocated in response to flowering conditions, seasonal forage availability and beekeeper decisions, while the forage area supporting an apiary may extend beyond the parcel on which the hives are physically placed. Accordingly, the absence of a beekeeper from a cadastral ownership list, or the absence of beehives during a single field visit, is not used as evidence that no recognisable livelihood interest exists. Where beekeeping use is identified close to Project components, verification will consider the beekeeper, apiary location, approximate hive scale, purpose and economic importance of the activity, seasonality or mobility, access requirements, surrounding forage areas and the availability of reasonable alternative locations.
Beekeeping was also considered for the associated approximately 14 km ETL. The ETL crosses Akpınar and Evrenli, where the wider main WPP baseline already demonstrates the presence of beekeeping, as well as Okçular, Devlet and Düzova. The supplementary ETL household surveys explicitly screened affected owners and users for beekeeping and other natural-resource livelihood activities. In the directly available household records from Okçular and Devlet reviewed for the LARP, agriculture, livestock and pension income were reported as relevant livelihood sources, while beekeeping was not identified as a household livelihood activity. The current ETL pole-location and transformer-centre records also consist predominantly of agricultural field parcels and do not identify a parcel-specific apiary or beehive asset. These findings provide direct evidence for the interviewed cases but are not extrapolated to conclude that beekeeping is absent along the wider ETL corridor.
In particular, a beekeeping livelihood relationship may arise without a beehive being located within a tower-footprint parcel, including through temporary apiary placement, access to a beekeeping location or use of agricultural and forest-edge areas as forage. The ETL assessment therefore considers the household interview findings together with route and access information and the wider livelihood baseline, including the established beekeeping activity in Akpınar and Evrenli. Any resident, seasonal or mobile beekeeper subsequently linked to an affected land or resource area, construction access route or other Project-related restriction will be recorded through the consolidated Livelihood User Register and, where forest or forest-edge resources are relevant, the Forest User Verification Register.
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, no affected parcel is classified as stream or river land. The two affected public parcels are located in Kavacık and comprise one parcel recorded as vacant/unused and one parcel with potential agricultural use for which the actual user remains subject to verification. No fishing or other river-dependent livelihood activity was identified through the available main WPP household, parcel or consultation evidence, and no corresponding fishing livelihood has been identified through the available supplementary ETL household evidence. Water-linked livelihood use is therefore distinguished from the productive agricultural, grazing, forest-resource and beekeeping relationships identified elsewhere in the baseline.
Overall, the evidence demonstrates that beekeeping is an established livelihood activity within the wider Project area and is directly linked to affected land in two surveyed main WPP cases, while its wider settlement-level presence extends beyond those directly surveyed PAHs. Its livelihood relationship with the Project is therefore determined by the actual location of apiaries and forage areas, access requirements, seasonality and mobility, 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 main WPP or ETL evidence. The nature, duration and significance of potential interactions with beekeeping and other land-linked resource use, including the availability of alternative locations or resources and the degree of livelihood dependency, are assessed in Chapter 6 and provide the basis for applicable entitlement, livelihood restoration and monitoring measures.
[bookmark: _Toc238248823]Affected Structures
The Project does not affect agricultural land only. Certain affected parcels also include structures, movable assets, utility connections, access arrangements, unfinished construction, movable tiny house units, supporting infrastructure, and development or commercial interests. In line with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5, these assets and interests have been assessed not only by reference to formal land ownership, but also in terms of actual use, occupancy, asset ownership, mobility, replacement or reinstatement needs, remaining land usability, and potential economic displacement.
Based on fieldwork findings, PAP statements, parcel and Project records, available valuation and court expert information, and current use and occupancy evidence, no occupied primary dwelling, permanent residential occupation or household relocation has been identified on the affected parcels. Therefore, the structure cases identified on Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 are classified under this LARP as economic displacement rather than physical displacement.
This classification may be revised only if new evidence confirms actual permanent residential occupancy requiring relocation before land entry. In the absence of such evidence, the cases will be managed through compensation, replacement cost review, asset verification, livelihood restoration and entitlement closure measures applicable to economic displacement.
[bookmark: _Toc238248824][bookmark: _Ref233552316][bookmark: _Toc238248825]Physical Displacement Determination and Affected Residential Assets
Two structure cases requiring specific assessment were identified on Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232. These parcels are not treated as ordinary agricultural parcels only, as they include an unfinished foundation intended for residential development, movable tiny house units, supporting infrastructure, internal access arrangements, and potential commercial, seasonal, secondary use or third party interests.
No completed or occupied primary dwelling has been identified on either parcel. Accordingly, there is currently no confirmed physical displacement. Parcel 101/231 is managed as an economic displacement case linked to an affected unfinished foundation, investment loss and remaining land usability. Parcel 101/232 is managed as a commercial and asset or use economic displacement case linked to movable tiny house units, related infrastructure and potential user or purchaser interests.
Ongoing statutory, legal, valuation and commercial processes may affect the final compensation and entitlement position. However, they do not change the current displacement classification unless permanent residential occupancy requiring relocation is confirmed.
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[bookmark: _Ref233543282][bookmark: _Toc238249128]Figure 5‑1. Akpınar Parcels 101/231 and 101/232 – T15 Turbine Area and Access Road Overlay
Figure 5‑1 shows visible parcel level development, internal access roads and small structures or units in the area where Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 are located. The figure is used to support asset and use verification only. It does not confirm occupancy, ownership, legal status, eligibility or physical displacement.
Akpınar Parcel 101/231 – Unfinished Foundation and Remaining Land Usability
Akpınar parcel 101/231 is a key structure economic displacement and remaining land usability case. Available court expert records identify the parcel as a 9,600 m² field parcel. Of this area, 6,817.61 m² is affected by the turbine area and 76.23 m² by the road area, leaving a remaining area of 2,706.16 m². The residual land therefore requires review under the partial expropriation and remaining land usability approach.
Available Project information indicates that no structure was present on the parcel during the earlier stages of land acquisition. Construction activity was subsequently initiated by the owner before formal expropriation court notification was received, and the foundation is now located within the affected land acquisition area. The timing, status, ownership, eligibility and valuation treatment of the foundation therefore require specific verification.
During LARP fieldwork, the PAP stated that the foundation was intended for a residential stone house and expressed concern that the Project footprint and turbine location would make the remaining part of the parcel unsuitable for the intended residential use. These concerns are relevant to the assessment of the affected investment, intended use, remaining land usability and potential compensation gap. However, they remain subject to technical, legal, safety, planning and valuation verification.
For LARP purposes, the key issues for parcel 101/231 are:
· loss or impairment of the unfinished foundation and associated investment,
· loss of feasible intended use,
· usability of the 2,706.16 m² remaining land,
· whether statutory compensation fully reflects the affected asset and related losses at full replacement cost, and
· whether supplementary measures are required under IFC PS5, EBRD ESR5 and the Entitlement Matrix.
The foundation is not a completed or occupied dwelling, and no household relocation is required based on current evidence. Therefore, parcel 101/231 is classified as economic displacement and not physical displacement.
Before land entry, a dedicated verification and entitlement review will be completed for this case. This review will reconcile the foundation and footprint information with final legal, court, valuation and payment or deposit records; confirm the ownership and affected status of the foundation; assess the reasonable usability of the remaining parcel; and identify any gap between statutory compensation and full replacement cost requirements.
No verified affected foundation or associated asset will be removed or rendered unusable before the applicable compensation and any supplementary measures have been determined and made available. Where a gap is identified, measures may include replacement cost adjustment for the affected foundation, compensation for verified loss of remaining land usability, support for re establishment of an equivalent eligible use, or other corrective measures proportionate to the verified impact.
If new evidence before land entry identifies an occupied primary dwelling or an actual requirement for household relocation, the physical displacement provisions of this LARP will be activated before displacement occurs. Otherwise, parcel 101/231 will remain an economic displacement case.
Akpınar Parcel 101/232 – Tiny House Units, Movable Assets and Commercial or Use Interests
Akpınar parcel 101/232 is associated with a tiny house development area and is a key case for verification of assets, commercial use and third party interests. Available Project information, fieldwork findings, PAP statements, valuation information and parcel overlay records indicate that tiny house units and associated utility or auxiliary connections are present on the parcel. The affected part of the parcel overlaps with the T15 turbine land acquisition area, while some use arrangements may extend outside the affected footprint.
According to PAP information, the parcel includes multiple tiny house units, utility connections and supporting facilities such as water, electricity, wastewater or septic arrangements, internal access and other parcel level improvements. The PAP also indicated that the parcel may include smaller use areas of approximately 200 m² each. However, the exact number, location, legal nature, transaction status and current use status of these arrangements have not yet been confirmed.
It is also not yet clear whether any of these areas or units were sold, allocated, leased, informally made available or otherwise provided to third parties. Therefore, the case requires verification of possible sub plot holders, purchasers, users, allottees, tenants or other persons with recognisable interests, in addition to the registered landowner or company.
Based on available information, the tiny house units are understood to be movable or mobile units rather than permanent immovable residential buildings. No unit has been identified as an occupied primary dwelling, and no permanently resident household requiring relocation has been identified. Therefore, parcel 101/232 is not currently classified as physical displacement. Any intermittent, seasonal, recreational or secondary accommodation use is treated separately from the loss of an occupied primary residence.
According to the Project Owner’s consultations in August 2026 with the relevant regional public authority and its review of the applicable zoning plan, Tiny Roof has installed movable structures on State-owned forest parcels immediately to the south of parcel 101/232, which is owned by Tiny Roof. The relevant authority has reportedly imposed an administrative fine on the company in connection with the placement of these structures. The Project Owner will undertake further verification, in consultation with Tiny Roof, the relevant authorities and any other affected stakeholders, to determine whether and to what extent the structures, associated uses or third-party interests are affected by Project land acquisition. The displacement classification and eligibility of any affected persons, assets, uses or economic losses will subsequently be assessed in accordance with the IFC PS5, EBRD ESR5 and the Entitlement Matrix. The location of the structures on State-owned forest land and the administrative fine will be considered as part of this assessment but will not, in themselves, determine or preclude eligibility.
For LARP purposes, the key issues for parcel 101/232 are:
· impact on movable tiny house units and associated assets,
· relocation or reinstatement needs for movable units,
· utility, septic, water, electricity and access impacts,
· loss or restriction of seasonal, recreational, secondary or accommodation use,
· commercial or development interests,
· identification of sub plot holders, purchasers, users, allottees, tenants, informal users or other recognisable interest holders,
· remaining land or development use viability, and
· whether statutory compensation paid or deposited to the registered owner or company fully addresses all verified affected rights, assets, uses and economic losses.
Before land entry, a dedicated verification will be completed for this case. This will confirm the number, location, status, ownership, use, mobility, condition and affected status of each tiny house unit and associated asset. It will also verify whether any unit is occupied permanently, seasonally or intermittently; whether any utility, access or auxiliary infrastructure is affected; and whether persons other than the registered owner have recognisable interests requiring inclusion in the LARP process.
If tiny house units or associated assets are confirmed within the affected footprint and need to be removed, relocated or reinstated, the affected assets will be assessed under the Entitlement Matrix and full replacement cost principles, taking into account their mobility and actual relocation or reinstatement needs. If the remaining parcel is not safely or reasonably usable for seasonal, secondary, accommodation or commercial development use due to Project impacts, the Project Owner will assess whether additional compensation or support is required.
Where sub plot holders, purchasers, users, informal users or other persons with recognisable interests are identified, they will not be excluded from the LARP process solely because they are not registered landowners. Their eligibility will be assessed based on verified rights, use, assets, losses and economic displacement impacts, in line with IFC PS5, EBRD ESR5 and the Entitlement Matrix.
Where commercial activity, development investment or documented income generating use is verified, the assessment will consider affected commercial assets, reasonable relocation or reinstatement costs, interruption of the relevant activity and any documented net income loss directly attributable to Project land acquisition. Speculative future profit expectations will not create automatic entitlement; however, verified economic losses directly caused by the Project will be considered.
The current determination that parcel 101/232 does not involve physical displacement will be revisited only if new evidence identifies an occupied primary dwelling and a person or household required to relocate because of the Project. In that case, the physical displacement provisions of this LARP, including replacement housing or relocation assistance, transitional support and assistance for vulnerable persons where applicable, will be activated before displacement occurs. In the absence of such evidence, parcel 101/232 will remain a commercial economic displacement case.
Verification and Entitlement Closure Before Land Entry
Before land entry on parcels 101/231 and 101/232, the Project Owner will complete verification and entitlement closure for each case. This process will confirm affected persons, asset ownership, current use, affected asset location, mobility, remaining land usability, valuation outcomes, compensation or payment records and any gap against IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5 requirements.
Where statutory compensation does not fully meet full replacement cost or entitlement requirements, supplementary measures will be defined in line with the Entitlement Matrix. These may include:
· replacement cost adjustment for affected structures, foundations, movable units or associated assets,
· compensation or support for verified loss of remaining land usability,
· relocation or reinstatement assistance for movable tiny house units and supporting infrastructure,
· support for re establishing feasible eligible use elsewhere, where appropriate,
· compensation for verified interruption of commercial or livelihood activity, and
· other corrective measures proportionate to the verified economic displacement impact.
No verified affected foundation, tiny house unit, associated commercial asset or recognised third party economic interest will be removed, relocated, rendered inaccessible or made unusable through Project land entry before eligibility has been determined and the applicable compensation, relocation or reinstatement assistance or supplementary measure has been made available.
PAP concerns and claims related to ownership, use, access, mobility, relocation, replacement, remaining land usability or compensation gaps will be reviewed through continued consultation, GLAC meetings and the grievance mechanism. Any subsequently identified eligible person or recognisable economic interest will be incorporated into LARP implementation records and addressed through the same entitlement process.
[bookmark: _Toc238248826]Commercial Interests and Business Related Impacts
No conventional shop, office, workplace, production facility or other operating business premises has been identified on the affected parcels within the current land acquisition scope. However, Akpınar parcel 101/232 includes a commercially developed and marketed tiny house area. For this reason, the parcel is assessed under this LARP as a specific case of commercial economic displacement.
As explained in Section 5.4.1, Akpınar parcel 101/232 is associated with the Tinyroof tiny house development area. The parcel is not assessed only as agricultural land or as a private residential use case. Available information indicates that the affected area forms part of a commercial development, including tiny house units, sub plot or use arrangements, utility connections, access arrangements and supporting infrastructure. The available evidence also indicates that the area was intended for commercial development, marketing, sale, allocation or use by third parties, rather than solely for the personal residential use of the owner or operator.
On this basis, the case is assessed as commercial economic displacement under IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. The main remaining issue is not whether a commercial economic displacement pathway exists, but how the scale, affected persons, affected assets and entitlement requirements should be verified and allocated.
Before land entry, the Project Owner will verify the legal, contractual, commercial and use arrangements associated with the parcel. This verification will determine:
· whether any sub plot, tiny house unit or use area was sold, allocated, leased, reserved or otherwise provided to third parties,
· whether purchasers, allottees, tenants, users, informal users or other persons with recognisable interests are present,
· whether any sale, rental, accommodation, marketing, management or other income generating activity is affected,
· which commercial assets, movable assets, infrastructure, access arrangements or utility connections are affected,
· whether tiny house units or other movable assets require relocation or reinstatement;
· whether any verified loss of use, interruption of activity or documented net income loss is caused by Project land acquisition, and
· whether the remaining part of the parcel can reasonably continue the verified commercial or development use after land acquisition.
The verification will also assess whether compensation paid or deposited through the statutory process fully covers the affected land, assets, development investments and any verified third party interests linked to the parcel. This is particularly important where payment has been made to the registered owner or development operator, but other persons may have purchase, allocation, use, lease or other recognisable interests in the tiny house development.
If the review confirms that Tinyroof or the registered or development operator is the only affected commercial interest holder, and that statutory compensation fully covers the verified impact, no additional commercial displacement measure will be required other than documenting the verification outcome.
If other persons or entities with recognisable interests are identified, they will not be excluded from the LARP process solely because they are not registered landowners or because compensation was paid to Tinyroof or another registered or development operator. Their eligibility will be assessed according to their verified rights, payments made, contractual or informal arrangements, assets, use, access, relocation or reinstatement needs for movable assets, documented income loss and other economic displacement impacts, in line with the Entitlement Matrix, IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
Where a verified commercial or business impact is identified, applicable measures may include:
· compensation for affected commercial assets,
· relocation or reinstatement assistance for affected movable assets and infrastructure,
· support for re establishing affected commercial activity,
· compensation for verified net income loss during a reasonable transition period,
· reimbursement of eligible transaction costs, and
· other corrective measures proportionate to the verified impact.
Unverified or speculative future profit expectations will not create automatic entitlement. However, documented commercial losses directly caused by Project land acquisition will be reviewed through final verification, consultation with relevant right holders, GLAC meetings and the grievance mechanism.
No verified affected commercial asset or recognised third party economic interest will be removed, relocated, rendered inaccessible or made unusable through Project land entry before eligibility has been determined and the applicable compensation, reinstatement assistance or other supplementary measure has been made available.
[bookmark: _Toc238248827][bookmark: _Toc238248828][bookmark: _Toc238248829][bookmark: _Toc238248830][bookmark: _Toc238248831][bookmark: _Toc238248832][bookmark: _Toc238248833][bookmark: _Toc238248834][bookmark: _Toc238248835]Non-Residential Structures
For the main WPP, non-residential structures and auxiliary fixed assets were reported on a limited number of Project-affected parcels. These assets are separate from the unfinished foundation and tiny house/commercial development cases described above and comprise water-related infrastructure, agricultural and livestock support structures, electricity infrastructure, fencing and other auxiliary assets. The assets are recorded at parcel level irrespective of whether the individual asset itself falls within the Project footprint.
Based on PAP information, field observations and the census and asset inventory, six parcel-component asset records covering five main WPP affected parcels were identified, as presented in Table 5-27. Comparison with the current official valuation and affected-footprint records does not establish these parcel-level assets, other than the assets being addressed separately under the Akpınar 101/232 case, as confirmed direct asset losses within 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, access restriction or another livelihood or service-related consequence.

[bookmark: _Ref232588710][bookmark: _Toc238249093]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

	Akpınar
	101
	232
	Private
	Access road
	Electricity, water and septic infrastructure, irrigation systems and water well associated with the tiny house development area
	Recorded on Project-affected parcel; not identified within the current WPP land acquisition footprint.

	Evrenli
	192
	159
	Private
	Access road
	1 water well, approximately 3 years old
	

	Evrenli 
	192
	159
	Private
	Road
	Structure reported as built in 2022, function and affected status to be verified; 1 water well
	

	Evrenli
	192
	40
	Private
	Road
	1 single storey wooden hut, approximately 35 m² and 9 years old; wire fence
	

	Çakıllı/Hürriyet
	203
	1
	Private
	Road
	2 briquette/block barns measuring approximately 50 m x 12 m and 25 m x 6 m; 1 pond with a perimeter of approximately 90 m and an area of approximately 514 m2
	

	Edirköy
	113
	1
	Private
	Road
	1 electricity pole
	


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
The distinction between parcel-level asset presence and direct asset impact is particularly relevant for these records. The water wells, irrigation systems and pond may support agricultural production or livestock activities; the barns have a direct livestock-support function; and the electricity infrastructure and other auxiliary assets may have household, agricultural or service relevance. Asset significance is therefore considered in relation to its current function and users, rather than the physical presence of the asset alone.
This is particularly relevant for Çakıllı/Hürriyet block 203, parcel 1, where two barns and a pond were reported and the PAP also expressed concern regarding potential effects on livestock activities. The livelihood relevance of these assets therefore depends not only on whether the structures themselves are physically removed, but also on whether Project works affect continued livestock use, watering, access or other functions associated with the parcel. These interactions are assessed together with the livestock and construction-related impacts in Chapter 6.
The supplementary ETL household surveys applied the same distinction between parcel-level asset presence and direct asset impact. In the directly available parcel-level survey forms reviewed for the associated ETL, 17 agricultural parcel records in Okçular and Devlet were explicitly recorded as having neither a structure nor an auxiliary structure such as a barn, shed, irrigation system, water well or similar fixed asset. These surveyed records include parcels subject only to easement as well as parcels combining a permanent tower-footprint requirement with a wider easement area. No residential, commercial or auxiliary structure is therefore identified in these reviewed ETL parcel records.
This finding is consistent with the current ETL pole-location dataset, which is predominantly composed of agricultural field parcels. It is not extrapolated beyond the parcel records for which structure information has been directly verified. Outstanding owner/user verification and the statutory asset and valuation records to be produced through the TEİAŞ land acquisition process will therefore also be used to identify any additional structure or auxiliary asset associated with the ETL. Any subsequently identified asset will be linked to the relevant PAP or user and assessed in terms of its location relative to the permanent footprint, easement and construction works, its function and continued usability, and the corresponding compensation or livelihood relevance.
Taken together, the main WPP and ETL evidence indicates that non-residential structures are not a dominant displacement pathway for the Project, but certain recorded assets may be important to agricultural production, livestock keeping, access, utilities or other livelihood functions. The assessment therefore distinguishes the presence of an asset on a Project-affected parcel from confirmed physical impact on that asset and considers loss of function or access alongside direct removal or damage. The nature and significance of any verified asset, livelihood or service-continuity impacts are assessed in Chapter 6, while applicable compensation, reinstatement and entitlement provisions are addressed in the relevant valuation and entitlement sections of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238248836][bookmark: _Toc238248837][bookmark: _Ref232591357][bookmark: _Toc238248838]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 associated ETL land requirements. No direct loss or relocation of a community facility or public-service building has therefore been identified through the current LARP assessment. This finding is distinguished from Project interaction with shared natural resources, local access routes and other common-use areas, which are considered according to their actual function and use. Pasture and grazing resources and forest and natural-resource use are assessed separately in Sections 5.3.3 and 5.3.4.
For the main WPP, the private/public parcel census and asset inventory does not identify a school, mosque, cemetery, health facility or other communal building within the Project land requirement. The two affected public parcels in Kavacık comprise one parcel recorded as vacant/unused and one parcel with potential agricultural use for which the actual user remains subject to verification; neither parcel has been identified as containing a community facility or public-service asset. The 13 affected state forest parcels are similarly distinguished from conventional community facilities, while their potential relevance to fuelwood collection, grazing, beekeeping, forest access and other shared natural-resource use is assessed under Section 5.3.4 rather than being treated as having no community or livelihood function solely because they are state-owned.
The absence of a directly affected community facility also does not imply absence of common-use or access-related concerns. Main WPP household evidence identifies use of village pasture or public land for grazing among a subset of surveyed PAHs, together with concerns regarding access to pasture and the availability of remaining or alternative grazing areas. Forest-resource users also reported potential effects on access to surrounding forest areas. These relationships are therefore treated as shared livelihood-resource and access issues rather than as loss of formal community infrastructure.
For the associated approximately 14 km ETL, the current 37 pole-location and transformer-centre parcel records comprise predominantly private agricultural field parcels together with one public/institutional transformer-centre record. The currently available ETL parcel and owner/user evidence does not identify a school, mosque, cemetery, health facility, community building or other public amenity within these recorded land requirements. However, because transmission-line construction may require temporary movement along or across existing rural access routes, the absence of a community facility within an affected cadastral parcel is not used to infer that no temporary access or community-use interaction can occur. Such interactions will be considered together with construction access and the actual use of local routes and shared resources.
This distinction is also consistent with community consultation evidence. During the April 2026 Balkaya Village discussion, participants identified traffic, road use and possible effects on village life among the issues on which they sought clearer Project information. These concerns do not demonstrate loss of a community facility, but they confirm the relevance of maintaining local access and managing construction-related interaction with roads and settlement use.
Overall, no direct loss of a formal community facility or public amenity has been identified for the main WPP or the currently assessed ETL land requirements. The relevant baseline issue is instead the potential interaction between Project works and shared livelihood resources, local access routes and any utility or service function associated with affected land. The nature and significance of such interactions, including temporary access restrictions, grazing or forest-resource access and any potential service-continuity effects, are assessed in Chapter 6 and linked to the applicable mitigation, reinstatement and entitlement provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref238204997][bookmark: _Toc238248839]LIVELIHOOD IMPACT ASSESSMENT
This chapter assesses the livelihood and displacement impacts of the main WPP and the associated approximately 14 km ETL, drawing on the household, land, asset, resource-use and livelihood baseline presented in Chapter 5. The assessment covers impacts on productive agricultural land and continued land use, crops and trees, remaining land viability and access, public and common land use, pasture and grazing, forest and forest-edge resources, beekeeping, livelihood-supporting assets, structures and development-related commercial interests, and public or common-use infrastructure. The structure-related cases identified on Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 are also assessed in accordance with the displacement determination presented in Chapter 5, under which no physical displacement is currently identified and the verified Project interactions are treated as economic displacement.
The main WPP and associated ETL are assessed under the same impact assessment framework, while recognising their different land acquisition and implementation arrangements. Main WPP land acquisition and construction impacts are primarily managed by Enerjisa Üretim, whereas statutory acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation for the ETL are undertaken through the TEİAŞ-led process. This institutional distinction does not alter the assessment of the nature or significance of an impact. Rather, it determines the respective responsibilities for statutory compensation, supplementary measures, impact management, verification and monitoring required to achieve outcomes consistent with IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5.
The assessment considers both prospective impacts and impacts associated with land entry, acquisition or construction activities that had already occurred or commenced at the time of LARP preparation, where relevant. For each impact pathway, the assessment considers the affected PAPs and actual users, the mechanism and extent of impact, duration and reversibility, livelihood dependency and vulnerability, significance before mitigation, applicable compensation, mitigation or livelihood restoration measures, and the expected residual impact. Where information remains subject to statutory, legal or case-specific verification, the assessment distinguishes the impact already identified from the outstanding information required to determine final eligibility, compensation or support requirements. 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: _Toc238248840]Project Impact Summary
The Project results primarily in economic displacement, through permanent and temporary loss of productive land, restrictions on continued land use, impacts on crops, trees and livelihood-supporting assets, reduced access to or usability of remaining land, effects on grazing and natural-resource use, and construction-related disturbance. These are not treated solely as prospective risks. Permanent Project land requirements and confirmed interactions with agricultural land, affected assets and development interests establish clear economic displacement pathways, while the severity of impact and corresponding entitlement requirements vary by case.
For the main WPP, the current land requirement comprises 42 parcels: 27 private parcels, two public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. Of the 29 private and public parcels included in the census and asset inventory, 21 are confirmed to be in agricultural use, comprising 17 rainfed and four irrigated parcels. One additional public parcel may also be agriculturally used, although the actual user has not yet been confirmed. Agricultural production is therefore the principal livelihood pathway affected by the main WPP. However, the significance of impact cannot be determined by affected land area alone. The affected parcels also contain crops, trees and livelihood-supporting assets, while partial acquisition may affect access, field configuration, irrigation, intended use and the practical or economic viability of the remaining land.
A distinct and more concentrated economic displacement pathway is associated with Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232. Parcel 101/231 contains an unfinished residential foundation within the affected area and raises issues concerning loss of investment, intended land use and the usability of the remaining parcel. Parcel 101/232 contains movable tiny house units and supporting infrastructure and is associated with a commercial/development arrangement that may involve the developer or operator as well as purchasers, allottees, users or other persons with recognisable interests. Based on the evidence currently available, neither parcel contains an occupied primary dwelling requiring household relocation. Both cases are therefore classified as economic displacement rather than physical displacement. In the case of parcel 101/232, this specifically includes commercial economic displacement. Further case-specific verification is required to establish the full range of affected assets, interests and entitlements; however, outstanding legal, valuation or third-party information affects the final determination of compensation and support, rather than the current displacement classification.
For the associated approximately 14 km ETL, the current land dataset comprises 37 parcel records, including 36 private agricultural field parcels and one public/institutional transformer-centre record. The principal ETL impact pathway is therefore also agricultural economic displacement, although the nature of impact differs from the main WPP. Localised permanent land take at pole or tower locations may occur together with long-term easement restrictions and temporary construction access or disturbance on the same parcel. Supplementary owner/user fieldwork targeted 42 affected owners/users, of whom 27 have been interviewed through 19 face-to-face and eight telephone interviews. The remaining 15 cases continue to be treated as outstanding verification cases and are not assumed to be unaffected. Statutory acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records will be reconciled with TEİAŞ documentation as these become available.
Across both Project components, impact significance is assessed at the level of the affected household, user or other recognisable affected interest, rather than solely on the percentage of a cadastral parcel affected. The assessment therefore considers the function of the affected land or asset, the scale and duration of productive loss, the usability and accessibility of remaining land, loss of crops, trees or supporting infrastructure, livelihood dependency, availability of realistic alternatives, cumulative exposure to different Project impacts and vulnerability. As a result, even a relatively small land take may constitute a material livelihood impact where it affects a critical part of a farming operation, substantially reduces the viability of the remaining land, interrupts an established commercial or development use, or affects a household with limited capacity to absorb the loss.
The principal livelihood and displacement impacts identified for the Project are summarised in Table 6‑1.
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[bookmark: _Ref238185684][bookmark: _Toc238249094]Table 6‑1 Summary of Project Livelihood and Displacement Impacts
	Impact Topic
	Project-Affected People / Interests
	Phase
	Impact Description
	Suggested Mitigation Measures

	Physical displacement
	No PAP or PAH currently identified as physically displaced
	Land acquisition / Construction
	No occupied primary dwelling requiring relocation has been identified within the current Project footprint. The unfinished foundation on 101/231 and movable tiny house units on 101/232 do not, on the current evidence, constitute physical displacement.
	• No physical displacement has been identified for the Project. The unfinished foundation on Akpınar parcel 101/231 and the tiny house units and associated development/commercial interests on parcel 101/232 are classified as economic displacement under this LARP.
• No household relocation or physical-displacement assistance is therefore required for these cases.
• Measures applicable to parcels 101/231 and 101/232 will address the identified economic displacement impacts, including affected assets, remaining-land usability, commercial or third-party interests and applicable compensation and livelihood restoration requirements.

	Permanent loss of productive land – main WPP
	Legal owners, co-owners and actual users of affected private agricultural land
	Land acquisition / Operation
	Permanent requirements for turbines, roads, cable routes and other WPP infrastructure remove productive land from agricultural use. Severity depends on the household’s total productive land base, livelihood dependency and the function of the affected area.
	• Permanent land requirements will be limited to the minimum area required for the approved Project footprint.
• Affected land will be compensated at full replacement cost, with supplementary top-up provided where statutory compensation does not meet the LARP replacement-cost requirements.
• Crops, productive trees and other eligible assets will be compensated separately from land value where affected.
• Actual agricultural users will be considered in addition to registered landowners when determining livelihood impacts and applicable entitlements.

• Remaining land viability, access, irrigation and continued productive use will be reviewed where only part of a parcel is acquired or otherwise affected.
• Livelihood restoration measures under Chapter 8 will be provided where compensation alone is insufficient to restore livelihood conditions, taking account of the severity of land loss, livelihood dependency, availability of alternative productive land and vulnerability.

	Permanent land take and easement restrictions – associated ETL
	Owners and actual users of affected ETL parcels
	Land acquisition / Operation
	ETL impacts combine localised permanent land take with longer-term easement rights across predominantly agricultural parcels. Agricultural use may continue within portions of easement areas, subject to technical restrictions, but tower/pole location, parcel configuration and restrictions may affect continued productive use.
	• Permanent pole/tower-footprint land take will be limited to the area required for the associated approximately 14 km ETL, while continued agricultural use within easement areas will be maintained to the extent permitted by applicable technical and safety restrictions.
• Statutory acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation will remain under the TEİAŞ-led process.
• Available TEİAŞ land acquisition, valuation and compensation records will be reconciled with the LARP parcel, owner/user, asset and entitlement records.
• 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.
• The 15 outstanding owner/user cases will remain subject to verification and will not be classified as unaffected solely because an interview has not yet been completed.
• Any verified replacement-cost, eligibility or livelihood-restoration gap identified through TEİAŞ record reconciliation or subsequent user verification will be addressed through supplementary LARP measures within Enerjisa Üretim’s control or influence.

	Loss of crops, trees and agricultural production
	Landowners and actual cultivators, including tenants, sharecroppers and other verified crop or asset owners
	Land acquisition / Construction
	Permanent land take and construction may result in standing crop loss, tree loss, temporary production loss or reduced productivity. Main WPP official footprint records currently identify 106 affected trees, while ETL records also identify trees on some surveyed parcels whose direct affected status requires confirmation.
	• Standing crops will be harvested before land entry where the construction programme and agricultural season allow.
• Where harvesting is not possible, verified crop loss will be compensated in accordance with the applicable LARP entitlement and replacement-cost requirements.
• Verified affected productive trees will be compensated separately, taking account of tree type, maturity, productivity and associated income loss where relevant.
• Tree presence recorded on ETL parcels will be distinguished from confirmed Project-related tree loss, and compensation will be based on verified impact.
• Construction-related crop, tree, soil or productivity damage will be recorded, verified and compensated, repaired or otherwise corrected.
• Contractor activities will be controlled to avoid unnecessary disturbance outside approved permanent and temporary working areas.

	Reduced usability, fragmentation and access to remaining land
	Owners and actual users of partially affected parcels
	Land acquisition / Construction / Operation
	Partial acquisition, roads, tower locations, easements or construction activity may alter parcel shape, agricultural machinery access, irrigation, drainage, access or the practical and economic use of the remaining area. The issue is particularly relevant where the affected part performs a critical agricultural or intended-use function.
	• Project design and construction planning will seek to avoid or minimise unnecessary fragmentation and restrictions on the continued productive use of remaining land.
• Existing agricultural access will be maintained where feasible and temporary or permanent alternative access will be provided where required.
• Irrigation, drainage and other infrastructure necessary for continued agricultural use will be protected, repaired or reinstated where affected.
• Remaining land will be reviewed in terms of area, configuration, machinery access, irrigation and drainage, physical accessibility and feasible continued productive use.
• Where partial acquisition or Project infrastructure materially reduces the practical or economic viability of the remaining land, appropriate corrective access, compensation and/or livelihood restoration measures will be applied.
• Potential orphan-land or functionally unusable remainder cases will remain open until continued usability and the corresponding entitlement requirements have been verified and documented.

	Structures, development assets and commercial economic displacement
	PAP linked to 101/231; owner/development operator of 101/232; any verified purchasers, allottees, users or other persons with recognisable interests
	Land acquisition / Construction
	101/231 involves loss or interference with an unfinished foundation, associated investment and intended use. 101/232 involves movable tiny house units, utilities and a commercially developed/marketed use arrangement. These constitute economic displacement pathways even in the absence of household relocation.
	• Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 will be subject to case-specific economic displacement closure covering the affected footprint, assets, ownership and use interests, remaining-land usability, valuation, compensation and recognisable third-party interests.
• For parcel 101/231, the unfinished foundation and associated investment will be assessed separately from the underlying land, including the effect of Project land take on the intended use and usability of the remaining parcel.
• For parcel 101/232, the tiny house units, utilities, internal infrastructure and commercial/development interests will be addressed, including any verified purchasers, allottees, tenants, users or other persons with recognisable interests.
• Fixed structures, improvements and other eligible assets will be compensated at full replacement cost in accordance with the LARP entitlement framework
• Movable assets will be retained or relocated where feasible, with reasonable relocation, reinstatement and re-establishment costs covered where Project impacts require their movement.
• Verified commercial economic displacement will be addressed through appropriate compensation and transitional or re-establishment assistance, including verified net income loss where applicable; speculative future profits will not form the basis of compensation.
• Recognisable third-party economic interests will not be excluded solely because the affected person is not the registered landowner.
• Applicable compensation, relocation/reinstatement and economic-displacement entitlements will be made available before the affected asset or verified economic interest is removed, relocated, made inaccessible or rendered unusable.

	Agricultural use of public land and unresolved informal use
	Actual formal or informal users of public land, where verified
	Land acquisition / Construction
	One main WPP public parcel has potential agricultural use for which the user remains unidentified. Loss of use may create economic displacement even where the user has no title to the land.
	• Actual formal and informal users will be identified and verified on the basis of land-use, asset, household, fieldwork, consultation and grievance evidence rather than land title alone.
• The potential agricultural user of the identified public parcel will remain subject to verification and will not be assumed absent solely because an individual user has not yet been confirmed.
• Informal users will not receive compensation for ownership of land they do not own but will remain eligible for affected crops, trees, improvements and other eligible assets, as well as applicable livelihood restoration for verified economic displacement.
• Existing productive use and access will be maintained where feasible until the relevant Project impact occurs.
• Unreached or subsequently identified pre-cut-off users will remain eligible where their prior use can be reasonably verified in accordance with the LARP eligibility framework.

	Pasture, grazing, fodder and livestock activities
	Livestock-owning PAHs and grazing/resource users
	Land acquisition / Construction / Operation
	Livestock livelihoods may be affected through reduced grazing or fodder availability, access restrictions, changes in livestock movement, disturbance or impacts on agricultural parcels also used for grazing. No affected main WPP parcel is formally classified as pasture, but grazing has been recorded on affected agricultural parcels.
	• Existing grazing, livestock movement and access to feeding areas will be maintained where feasible.
• Temporary alternative access or livestock-movement arrangements will be provided where construction restricts established routes or access to regularly used areas.
• Fodder crops and other verified productive losses associated with Project activities 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 reasonably available.
• Construction measures will be implemented to minimise unnecessary dust, noise, traffic and other disturbance to livestock activities.
• Support will reflect actual livestock dependency, the duration and severity of disruption and the availability of realistic alternative grazing or feeding resources.

	Forest land and forest-resource use
	Forest and forest-edge resource users, including users of fuelwood, mushrooms, plants, grazing or access routes
	Construction / Operation
	The main WPP includes 13 state forest parcels and a substantial forestry permit area. Household surveys confirm use of surrounding forest resources, although no individual user has yet been conclusively linked to the specific affected state forest footprint. Direct vegetation clearance is therefore confirmed, while household-level livelihood significance remains case-specific.
	• Vegetation clearance and construction disturbance within the affected state forest areas will be limited to the footprint and working areas required for Project implementation.
• Forest-resource users will be assessed according to actual use, frequency, seasonality, household or livelihood dependency and availability of alternatives rather than formal ownership of forest land.
• The affected forest footprint and any access restrictions will be linked to actual resource users through the Forest User Verification Register and supporting household, field, forestry, consultation and grievance evidence.
• Access to forest and forest-edge resources used for fuelwood, mushrooms, medicinal or other plants, grazing, beekeeping and other livelihood purposes will be maintained where compatible with construction and safety requirements.
• Where temporary access restrictions are unavoidable, identified users will be informed and feasible alternative access arrangements will be provided or considered.
• Lack of a currently identified parcel-specific user will not be interpreted as evidence that seasonal, mobile or customary forest-resource use is absent.
• Verified livelihood losses that cannot reasonably 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 or mobile beekeepers where Project interaction is verified
	Construction
	Two surveyed main WPP PAHs in Evrenli reported 25 beehives in total. Wider settlement-level beekeeping is also present, but those contextual figures do not represent Project-affected hives. Effects depend on apiary location, access, forage area, construction timing and livelihood dependency.
	• Beekeepers whose apiaries, access routes or forage areas may interact with Project activities will be identified through household, parcel, field and targeted consultation records.
• Relevant construction schedules and temporary access restrictions will be communicated to identified beekeepers in advance where practicable.
• Access to apiaries will be maintained where feasible.
• Temporary hive relocation assistance and associated reinstatement support will be provided where relocation is required to avoid or manage Project disturbance.
• Verified damage to hives, equipment or production and verified livelihood loss attributable to Project activities will be compensated or addressed through appropriate livelihood restoration measures.
• Seasonal and mobile beekeepers will not be excluded solely because they do not own or permanently occupy the underlying land.

	Construction disturbance, temporary occupation and access restrictions
	Landowners, cultivators, livestock/resource users and nearby communities
	Construction
	Construction may cause temporary agricultural occupation, crop or soil damage, dust-related crop effects, restricted access, drainage or irrigation interference, traffic disturbance and damage to livelihood-supporting assets outside the permanent footprint.
	• Construction activities will be confined to approved working areas to avoid unnecessary disturbance to agricultural land, crops, trees and livelihood assets.
• Water spraying and other dust-suppression measures will be applied at dust-generating areas, particularly during dry and windy conditions, and activities will be adjusted where necessary to prevent avoidable crop and livelihood impacts.
• Stockpiled and loose materials will be managed to minimise dust generation and appropriate vehicle speed limits will be applied on Project and unpaved access roads.
• Construction noise and traffic will be managed to minimise unnecessary disturbance to agricultural activities, livestock and nearby settlements.
• Existing agricultural, livestock and local access routes will be maintained where feasible, with temporary alternative access provided where construction restrictions are unavoidable.
• Irrigation, drainage, wells, fences, access routes and other livelihood-supporting infrastructure affected by construction will be protected or temporarily replaced where feasible.
• Crops, trees, soil, access routes and other livelihood assets damaged by Project activities will be recorded, verified and compensated, repaired or reinstated, as applicable.
• Where land entry or construction has occurred before completion of the relevant LARP verification, available land-entry, consent, asset and payment 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.

	Auxiliary livelihood assets, utilities and common-use infrastructure
	Owners/users of wells, irrigation systems, barns, ponds, fences and utility assets; relevant communities or institutions
	Construction / Operation
	Such assets are recorded on a limited number of main WPP parcels. Parcel-level presence does not itself establish direct loss, but damage, inaccessibility or loss of function can create a separate livelihood impact.
	• Recorded wells, irrigation facilities, barns, ponds, fences, electricity infrastructure and other auxiliary assets will be spatially screened against permanent and temporary Project footprints before being classified as directly affected.
• Productive and livelihood-supporting assets will be avoided and protected where feasible.
• Where an asset is affected, continued function will be maintained through repair, relocation, replacement, reinstatement or appropriate compensation.
• Particular attention will be given to assets whose loss or inaccessibility would materially affect continued agricultural or livestock activity even where the physical value of the asset itself is limited.
• Public roads, drainage systems, utilities and other common-use infrastructure will be managed so that access and service continuity are maintained or promptly restored.
• Relevant users and responsible institutions will be consulted where Project works interact with public or utility infrastructure.

	Differential and cumulative impacts on vulnerable or multiply affected PAPs
	Vulnerable PAHs and PAPs/users exposed to multiple Project impact pathways
	All relevant phases
	The same physical land or asset impact may produce a greater livelihood effect where the affected person has high dependency, limited alternatives, multiple parcel/resource impacts or reduced coping capacity.
	• Vulnerability, livelihood dependency and exposure to multiple Project impacts will be considered together during household-level entitlement and livelihood-restoration review.
• Vulnerable PAPs will receive additional facilitation to access Project information, compensation, the grievance mechanism and livelihood restoration measures where required.
• Women and vulnerable PAPs will be provided with opportunities for direct and meaningful participation where reliance solely on household or community representatives may not adequately capture their circumstances or support needs.
• PAPs experiencing severe, concentrated or cumulative livelihood impacts will receive priority review for applicable Chapter 8 measures.
• Additional support and follow-up will be provided where vulnerability, livelihood dependency or limited alternatives reduce the affected household’s capacity to restore its livelihood.
• Livelihood restoration outcomes for priority cases will be monitored, and additional corrective measures will be implemented where agreed restoration objectives are not being achieved.
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The current assessment therefore concludes that physical displacement has not been identified, while economic displacement is a confirmed and principal impact of the Project. For most affected households and users, this arises through productive land acquisition and restrictions on continued agricultural use. In individual cases, however, economic displacement may be materially more concentrated: the affected foundation and intended use on parcel 101/231, and the tiny house assets, infrastructure, commercial development interest and any verified third-party interests on parcel 101/232, require case-specific treatment beyond ordinary agricultural land compensation. Forest-resource, livestock, beekeeping and public-land impacts are generally more dependent on verification of actual use and Project interaction, but they remain within the LARP impact and entitlement framework and are not excluded because the relevant land is public, forest land or used informally.
For the associated ETL, the current assessment is sufficiently developed to identify the principal impact pathways and to assess their likely significance; it is not deferred as a whole pending future TEİAŞ documentation. The remaining 15 owner/user verification cases and unavailable statutory acquisition, valuation and compensation records represent defined information gaps that affect case-level eligibility and final residual-impact closure. They do not negate the identified economic displacement pathway. These records will be reconciled through implementation, and any resulting compensation, replacement-cost, user-identification or livelihood-restoration gap will be addressed through the existing provisions of this LARP.
Table 6‑2 provides the consolidated significance assessment. The assessment distinguishes the main WPP productive-land pathway from the concentrated structure and commercial economic displacement pathway because their scale, receptors, reversibility and mitigation requirements differ materially. Impact significance has been determined by considering magnitude, duration and reversibility together with receptor sensitivity, including livelihood dependency, remaining-land viability, availability of alternatives, cumulative exposure and vulnerability.
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[bookmark: _Ref238185990]
[bookmark: _Toc238249095]Table 6‑2 Socio-Economic Impact Assessment – Land and Livelihoods
	Category
	Main WPP – Land Acquisition
	Main WPP – Construction
	Associated ETL – Statutory Acquisition and Easement
	Associated ETL – Construction

	Type of impact
	Direct
	Direct and indirect
	Direct
	Direct and indirect

	Principal receptors
	Affected landowners, actual agricultural land users and persons with affected asset or commercial interests
	Land and resource users and nearby communities
	Affected landowners and actual users
	Land and resource users along the ETL corridor

	Receptor sensitivity
	Medium overall; potentially higher for highly dependent or vulnerable PAHs and case-specific asset/commercial interests
	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 pole-footprint loss and long-term easement restrictions
	Primarily short-term and intermittent

	Likelihood
	Certain where land, assets or established economic interests are affected
	Likely
	Certain where statutory acquisition or easement is established
	Likely; certain where construction-related disturbance or damage occurs

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

	Pre-mitigation significance
	Moderate overall; potentially Major for highly dependent, severely affected or vulnerable PAHs and in concentrated asset or commercial economic displacement cases
	Moderate
	Moderate overall; potentially Major in individual cases depending on livelihood dependency, affected productive use and remaining land viability
	Moderate

	Residual significance
	Low to Moderate following replacement-cost compensation, case-specific entitlement closure 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 TEİAŞ record reconciliation and outstanding owner/user verification
	Low following mitigation, corrective action and reinstatement

	Reversibility
	Permanent land take is irreversible; livelihood, asset-use and commercial effects can be restored, compensated or re-established where applicable
	Generally reversible
	Permanent pole-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, case-specific asset/commercial measures and required livelihood restoration are fully implemented
	Effective with construction controls, damage verification and reinstatement
	Dependent on statutory acquisition outcomes, TEİAŞ record reconciliation and effective application of supplementary LARP measures where required
	Effective where impacts are promptly identified, compensated and corrected

	Confidence level
	Medium to High; main parcel and livelihood baseline is established, with case-specific entitlement closure remaining for identified asset/commercial cases
	High
	Medium, pending completion of outstanding owner/user verification and reconciliation with official TEİAŞ records
	Medium to High, based on available field and construction evidence
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Physical displacement is not separately rated in Table 6‑2 no physical displacement has been identified for the Project. The structure and use conditions associated with Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 are assessed as economic displacement under this LARP. Accordingly, the applicable impact management measures for these cases relate to affected assets, remaining-land usability, commercial and third-party interests, compensation and livelihood restoration rather than household relocation.
The residual significance ratings presented above represent expected post-mitigation outcomes and do not imply that all individual cases have already been closed. For the main WPP, achievement of the stated residual significance will depend on completion of replacement-cost reconciliation, verification of remaining-land viability where relevant, and case-specific entitlement closure for parcels 101/231 and 101/232. For the associated ETL, it will additionally depend on completion of follow-up for the 15 outstanding owner/user cases and reconciliation of available TEİAŞ acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records with the LARP records. For forest and other resource-use pathways, residual significance will similarly depend on completion of the relevant user-to-footprint and access-impact verification.
Where implementation-stage verification identifies a greater level of livelihood dependency, productive loss, remaining-land constraint, cumulative exposure or vulnerability than reflected in the current evidence, the affected case will be subject to a correspondingly higher level of compensation, livelihood restoration and follow-up. Residual impact will therefore be considered reduced only where the applicable mitigation and livelihood restoration measures have been implemented and the relevant case-specific closure conditions have been satisfied.
The assessment consequently distinguishes between impact significance and implementation closure. Receptor sensitivity, magnitude, duration, reversibility and livelihood dependency are used to determine the significance of the impact, while compensation, mitigation and livelihood restoration determine the expected residual effect. The provision of compensation alone is not treated as evidence that an economic displacement impact has been fully addressed where continued productive use, livelihood restoration or other case-specific measures remain necessary.
[bookmark: _Ref238197371][bookmark: _Toc238248841]Economic Displacement and Affected Productive Land
Agricultural land constitutes the principal economic displacement pathway for the Project. Within the main WPP census and asset inventory, 21 of the 29 affected private and public parcels (72.4%) are under confirmed agricultural use, comprising 17 rainfed and four irrigated parcels. One additional public parcel in Kavacık has potential agricultural use, although the actual user has not yet been confirmed. Agricultural exposure is concentrated particularly in Akpınar and Evrenli, which together account for 20 of the 21 confirmed agricultural parcels.
This parcel-level pattern is consistent with the household livelihood baseline. Agriculture is the main livelihood source for 13 of the 22 surveyed PAHs (59.1%) and a main or supplementary livelihood source for 21 PAHs (95.5%). Agricultural expenditure was likewise reported by 21 households. Productive land therefore represents an economically important household asset even where agriculture is combined with pension, wage or other income sources.
The severity of economic displacement is not determined by parcel numbers or the percentage of an individual cadastral parcel affected alone. Assessment is undertaken at household or actual-user level and considers the affected share of total productive land, livelihood dependency, tenure and actual use, remaining-land access and usability, irrigation and machinery access, associated crops and assets, cumulative Project impacts and vulnerability. A 20% loss of total productive land is used as a trigger for additional livelihood restoration review rather than as an automatic significance threshold; lower proportional losses may still be material where the affected area is critical to production or the remaining land becomes difficult to use.
This distinction is particularly relevant in Balkaya because land ownership and agricultural use do not always coincide. Of the 27 affected private parcels, 17 are associated with owner/co-owner users and six with tenant/sharecropper users, while two owners are not recorded as actual users; one parcel has unresolved use status and one is vacant. The 27 private parcels correspond to 30 parcel-user links and 27 unique private PAPs/users. Twenty-three PAPs/users were reached during the LARP process, including 22 with full household socio-economic data, while four private cases and the potential public land agricultural user remain subject to verification. Accordingly, livelihood impact and restoration eligibility will follow the actual productive relationship to the affected land rather than title status alone.
[bookmark: _Toc238248842]Main WPP Productive Land Impacts
The main WPP results in permanent loss of productive land through turbine platforms, access roads and other permanent Project infrastructure. Of the 21 private and public parcels confirmed to be under agricultural use, 17 are rainfed and four are irrigated. The available parcel inventory records approximately 63,035 m² of Project-affected area on these agricultural parcels, comprising approximately 52,219 m² on rainfed land and 10,816 m² on irrigated land. Rainfed field-crop production therefore represents the dominant agricultural impact pathway, while effects on irrigated parcels require more case-specific consideration where irrigation, access or continued productive use may be affected.
Household evidence confirms that this is a material economic displacement pathway. All 20 valid respondents engaged in agriculture expected their agricultural activities to be adversely affected. Their 51 reported concerns comprised agricultural land loss (18; 35.3%), reduction in land value (12; 23.5%), construction-related crop damage (9; 17.6%), fragmentation/access/irrigation constraints and associated costs (8; 15.7%), and potential loss of usability of remaining land (2; 3.9%), together with two other responses. These findings demonstrate that livelihood effects may arise both from permanent land loss and from changes in the functionality or cost of cultivating the remaining holding.
Household-level severity was therefore assessed against the PAH’s total productive land use rather than the affected cadastral parcel alone. Of the 22 surveyed PAHs, three have no recorded permanent agricultural productive-land loss on their affected parcels. A proportional productive-land-loss share can be calculated for 18 PAHs, while one additional PAH remains unclassified because the total productive-land denominator is unavailable. The resulting distribution is presented in Table 6-3.
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[bookmark: _Toc238249096]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 agricultural productive use is recorded on the affected parcel in the household/parcel inventory.
	3
	No reduction in agricultural productive land is identified for these PAHs through permanent Project land take. This does not exclude other Project impacts, including structures, livestock, grazing, trees, access or other livelihood-related effects.
	No LR support is triggered by 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.
	7
	Permanent productive-land loss represents a relatively small proportion of the household’s recorded productive land base. A substantial proportion of an individual parcel may nevertheless be affected while the household retains a considerably larger productive landholding.
	Compensation for eligible land and assets; additional LR support where access effects, cumulative exposure, livelihood dependency or vulnerability create an additional need.

	5–<10% productive-land loss
	Permanent Project-affected productive area represents 5% to less than 10% of total productive land.
	5
	A measurable reduction in the household productive asset base is identified, but the proportional loss remains below the 20% enhanced LR review trigger.
	Compensation for eligible losses and household-level review of livelihood dependency, remaining-land effects and vulnerability.

	10–<20% productive-land loss
	Permanent Project-affected productive area represents 10% to less than 20% of total productive land.
	3
	These PAHs experience comparatively higher proportional losses, ranging from approximately 10.5% to 17.0%, although remaining below the 20% enhanced LR review trigger.
	Targeted household-level review of livelihood dependency, remaining-land viability, 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 total productive land.
	3
	These are the highest proportional productive-land-loss cases in the current assessment, with calculated losses of approximately 43.6%, 46.4% and 74.3%. They exceed the enhanced livelihood restoration review trigger.
	Enhanced LR review required in addition to compensation. Applicable Chapter 8 measures will reflect livelihood dependency, remaining-land viability, other Project impacts and vulnerability.

	Productive-land loss share not currently calculable
	Agricultural productive land is affected but total productive land used/cultivated by the PAH is unavailable.
	1
	Confirmed agricultural productive land is affected, but no proportional severity category can currently be assigned. The case is not assumed to fall within a lower-impact category.
	Priority verification of total productive land and livelihood dependency; other applicable compensation and livelihood entitlements are not dependent on completion of this calculation.
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The household-level results demonstrate why parcel-level acquisition percentage and livelihood severity are not equivalent. In two cases, individual agricultural parcels are fully affected by permanent Project land take, but the corresponding losses represent only approximately 1.0% and 1.8% of the respective households’ total productive land. Conversely, other PAHs experience substantially higher household-level exposure even where only part of an individual parcel is affected. The three PAHs above the 20% review trigger therefore represent the principal productive-land-loss cases requiring enhanced livelihood restoration assessment.
The 20% threshold is applied as a review trigger rather than an automatic significance threshold. Lower proportional losses may still be material where the affected area performs a critical productive function, access or irrigation is impaired, the residual parcel becomes materially less usable, or livelihood dependency, cumulative Project exposure or vulnerability reduces the household’s capacity to absorb the loss. This is relevant to the current dataset, where vulnerability or other livelihood considerations are present in some cases below the 20% threshold.
On this basis, main WPP productive-land impacts are assessed as Moderate overall before mitigation, with the potential to be Major at individual household level, particularly for the three PAHs currently exceeding the 20% productive-land-loss trigger and for cases where remaining-land function, livelihood dependency or vulnerability materially increases the consequence of the loss. Following full replacement cost compensation, protection or restoration of agricultural access and infrastructure, remaining-land measures and household-specific livelihood restoration, the expected residual significance is Low to Moderate. This residual rating remains conditional on implementation of the applicable measures and is not considered achieved through statutory land compensation alone.
[bookmark: _Toc238248843]Associated ETL Productive Land Impacts
The associated approximately 14 km ETL creates a different form of agricultural economic displacement from the main WPP. The current cadastral land list comprises 189 unique parcels, including 150 private parcels, 38 public parcels and one parcel with mixed private/TEİAŞ ownership. Of these, 45 parcels contain a permanent pole/tower footprint, 37 private, seven public and one mixed-ownership parcel, while the remaining 144 parcels are affected only by easement, comprising 113 private and 31 public parcels. The distinction is important because permanent acquisition and easement create different livelihood effects and should not be treated as equivalent forms of productive-land loss.
Agricultural land dominates the ETL corridor. 161 of the 189 parcels (85.2%) are registered as agricultural fields (tarla), including all 150 private parcels, the mixed-ownership parcel and 10 public parcels. Of these agricultural parcels, 39 contain a permanent pole/tower footprint and 122 are easement-only parcels. The recorded permanent footprint on agricultural land totals approximately 10,019 m² (1.0 ha), while approximately 446,422 m² (44.6 ha) of agricultural land is recorded within easement areas. The latter figure represents land subject to easement rather than permanent productive loss: cultivation may continue across much of this area subject to applicable technical and safety restrictions. Consequently, the ETL impact is characterised by a relatively localised permanent loss of productive land combined with a substantially wider area of potential long-term land-use restriction.
Supplementary ETL fieldwork undertaken in August 2026 targeted 42 affected owners/users, prioritising cases associated with permanent ETL infrastructure and direct productive-land exposure. Interviews were completed with 27 owners/users (64%), comprising 19 face-to-face and eight telephone interviews, while 15 cases remain subject to follow-up verification. Available interviews confirm the agricultural character of the affected livelihoods and identify concerns including productive-land loss, reduction in land value, construction-related dust and agricultural damage, and effects on continued cultivation or access. The outstanding cases are retained within the affected population and are not assumed to have no livelihood impact because an interview could not be completed.
The scale of ETL economic displacement is therefore broader in parcel coverage than in permanent productive loss. An easement-only parcel is not considered to have lost its entire productive area, and the 44.6 ha recorded within agricultural easements should not be interpreted as 44.6 ha permanently removed from production. At the same time, the approximately 1.0 ha permanent agricultural footprint does not by itself define household livelihood severity. A relatively small pole/tower footprint may have a greater functional consequence where its position interferes with machinery movement, divides the cultivated area, affects access or productive assets, increases cultivation costs, or combines with other Project impacts affecting the same household.
Household-level ETL severity will therefore be assessed using the same principles applied to the main WPP, while permanent acquisition area, easement area and temporary construction impact are recorded separately. Particular attention will be given to continued productive use of the residual parcel, agricultural access and machinery movement, actual restrictions arising from the easement, livelihood dependency and vulnerability, and cumulative exposure where the same PAH is affected by both the main WPP and the ETL. Public agricultural parcels will likewise remain within the livelihood assessment where actual agricultural use is identified, irrespective of land ownership status.
A household-level proportional distribution equivalent to Table 6-3 is not presented for the ETL at this stage because permanent acquisition area and total household productive land have not yet been consistently reconciled for the full affected owner/user population. In addition, 15 of the 42 targeted owner/user cases remain outstanding, and complete official TEİAŞ acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records are not yet available. This does not defer the ETL impact assessment: the current cadastral data already establish the scale and form of exposure, including 39 agricultural parcels with permanent infrastructure and 122 agricultural parcels affected only by easement, while the completed fieldwork provides direct evidence of the relevant livelihood pathways.

Official TEİAŞ records will be reconciled with the LARAP parcel, owner/user and asset records to refine household-level magnitude, compensation and entitlement requirements. Any additional user, revised permanent footprint, material easement restriction or livelihood effect identified through this process will be incorporated into the same assessment and livelihood restoration framework rather than addressed through a separate future assessment.
[bookmark: _Toc238248844][bookmark: _Toc238248845]Remaining Land and Continued Agricultural Use
The household survey identifies fragmentation, access and irrigation as potential pathways through which partial land acquisition may affect the continued agricultural use of remaining land. Of the 51 impact concerns reported by main WPP PAHs, eight responses (15.7%) referred to fragmentation, access or irrigation constraints and associated additional cultivation costs, while two responses (3.9%) referred to the possibility that remaining land could become unusable. These responses identify relevant livelihood impact pathways but do not, by themselves, demonstrate that the residual land has become economically non-viable or incapable of continued cultivation.
Functional impacts may nevertheless arise where the location of a turbine platform, access road or other Project infrastructure restricts existing agricultural access, interferes with machinery movement, affects irrigation or drainage, fragments the cultivated area or otherwise increases the difficulty or cost of using the remaining land. In such cases, the cadastral remainder may continue to exist while its productive function is reduced. Based on the information currently available, no remaining agricultural parcel has been confirmed as functionally non-viable as a result of the Project, although the PAP concerns identified above require continued consideration during implementation and case-specific review.
The predominantly rainfed character of the affected agricultural land reduces the Project-wide importance of irrigation as a livelihood impact pathway. Of the 21 main WPP parcels confirmed to be under agricultural use, 17 are rainfed and four are irrigated. Irrigation-related impacts are therefore expected to be limited to a smaller number of cases, but their consequence may be greater where continued production depends on access to a specific water source, irrigation arrangement or associated agricultural infrastructure. A low frequency of such impacts is not therefore taken to imply low significance for an individual affected user.
For the associated ETL, continued agricultural use is particularly relevant because permanent pole or tower footprints and easement areas create different forms of land impact. The current cadastral assessment identifies 39 agricultural parcels containing permanent ETL infrastructure and 122 agricultural parcels affected only by easement. Easement does not, in itself, render the affected agricultural area unproductive, and cultivation may continue subject to applicable technical and safety restrictions. However, pole location, access requirements or restrictions associated with the ETL may still create a functional impact where they materially interfere with machinery movement, access or continued cultivation. Such effects will be treated as livelihood impacts where an actual constraint is identified rather than assumed from the presence of an easement alone.
Accordingly, household-level productive-land loss and remaining-land functionality are considered separately. The 20% productive-land-loss threshold remains a trigger for enhanced livelihood restoration review rather than a substitute for functional assessment. A PAH below this threshold may still require additional compensation or livelihood restoration where verified access, irrigation, infrastructure or remaining-land constraints materially affect continued agricultural production. Conversely, a higher proportional land loss does not automatically demonstrate that the residual parcel has lost its productive function where continued access and cultivation remain feasible.
At the current stage, remaining agricultural land is therefore not assumed to be non-viable solely on the basis of partial acquisition or easement. Where implementation, PAP engagement or grievance records subsequently identify a specific access, irrigation, machinery movement or continued-use constraint, the affected case will be reviewed together with the household’s livelihood dependency and overall productive land base, and the applicable corrective or livelihood restoration measures will be determined accordingly.
[bookmark: _Toc238248846]Crops, Productive Trees and Agricultural Assets
Economic displacement from productive land also includes standing crops, trees and agricultural assets that support household production and income. Annual crop exposure is mainly associated with wheat and sunflower production, together with barley, canola and other field crops. Crop loss may occur where permanent land take removes cultivated land, where land entry precedes harvest, or where construction causes verified damage, and is therefore assessed separately from the permanent loss of productive land.
Trees were recorded on 11 of the 29 main WPP private and public parcels, all on private land, with 820 trees and saplings recorded at parcel level, including oak, pine and mixed fruit species. Parcel-level tree presence does not, however, represent confirmed Project-induced loss. The Project footprint and valuation records identify 106 trees directly affected by the main WPP, comprising 98 oak and eight pine trees. Similarly, ETL field records identify at least 46 trees on surveyed agricultural parcels, but their direct affected status has not yet been confirmed. The assessment therefore distinguishes between trees recorded within an affected parcel and trees actually located within the Project footprint or construction area.
The same principle applies to agricultural assets such as wells, irrigation facilities, fences and other livelihood-supporting infrastructure. These assets constitute a livelihood impact where the Project removes them, restricts access to them or prevents their continued productive function. Confirmed crop, tree and agricultural asset losses will therefore be treated separately in the entitlement and replacement cost assessment, while additional construction-related damage will be addressed under Section 6.4.
[bookmark: _Ref238197377][bookmark: _Toc238248847]Public, Forest and Common Resource Impacts
Public land, pasture, forest and other common or informally used resources support several distinct livelihood functions within the Project area. These include agricultural production, livestock grazing and fodder supply, household use of forest resources, beekeeping and seasonal or mobile resource access. The assessment therefore distinguishes cadastral land status from actual livelihood use and, importantly, distinguishes the presence of a livelihood activity within the wider Project area from a verified interaction between that activity and the Project footprint, access requirements or construction activities.
[bookmark: _Toc238248848]Public Agricultural Land and Informal Users
Public agricultural land represents a limited but relevant economic displacement pathway for the main WPP. Of the two affected public parcels, one is confirmed as vacant or unused, while the second is registered as agricultural land and appears to be cultivated based on local information and parcel review. The actual user of the latter parcel could not be identified despite consultation with the relevant settlement representatives and is therefore retained as an outstanding user case rather than being assumed to have no livelihood use.
The principal livelihood issue is not loss of ownership of public land but loss or restriction of an established productive use. Where an actual user is identified, Project impacts on cultivation, crops, trees, improvements or access may constitute economic displacement irrespective of land title. Conversely, the public parcel confirmed as unused does not currently create an individual livelihood impact because no productive use or livelihood asset has been identified.
For the associated ETL, the cadastral list contains 38 public parcels. Of these, 10 are registered as agricultural fields, comprising one parcel containing a permanent pole footprint and nine parcels affected through easement. Actual agricultural users have not been identified for these parcels. The remaining public parcels comprise roads, streams, forest land, wooded land, water channels and other public land categories and are assessed according to their actual livelihood function under the relevant resource sections rather than being treated automatically as agricultural impacts. More broadly, actual users have not been identified for any of the seven public parcels containing permanent ETL infrastructure; six of these are forest related parcels and are considered further in Section 6.3.3.
Accordingly, public ownership is not used as a proxy for absence of economic displacement. The unresolved main WPP agricultural user and ETL public agricultural parcels will remain subject to user verification, and any verified use established before the cut off date will be assessed according to the extent and duration of productive use affected, associated crops or assets, availability of alternatives, livelihood dependency and vulnerability. Lack of title will affect entitlement to the underlying land but will not exclude eligible crop, asset or livelihood restoration measures where a verified productive use is affected.
[bookmark: _Toc238248849]Pasture, Grazing and Livestock Resource Use
Livestock is an economically relevant livelihood activity among affected households. Ten of the 21 PAHs providing valid responses reported livestock activities, comprising 303 cattle, 390 small ruminants and 110 poultry, and all ten reported sales of animals or animal products. Livestock feeding is based on a mixed system of own agricultural land, fodder production, stall feeding and common grazing resources. Although no main WPP parcel is formally classified as pasture, grazing was recorded on six affected private agricultural parcels in Akpınar, Evrenli and Çakıllı/Hürriyet. Cadastral pasture designation would therefore understate the actual grazing resources used by affected households.
Household evidence identifies a smaller group with more direct exposure. Five of the ten livestock PAHs use village pasture or public land for grazing, and all five expect the grazing areas they use to be affected by the Project. Four also anticipate effects on access roads, while three report that the remaining grazing resource would be insufficient and that no adequate alternative pasture is available. Overall, seven of the ten livestock PAHs expect an adverse effect on livestock activities, principally through loss or disruption of grazing and fodder resources, access constraints and construction disturbance. The three PAHs reporting no adequate alternative represent the highest sensitivity cases because even a limited reduction or access restriction may affect an income generating livestock activity where substitute resources are unavailable.
These findings do not indicate a general loss of livestock livelihoods across the Project area. Rather, economic displacement is concentrated where Project land requirements or access restrictions interact with land actually used for grazing, fodder production or livestock movement. The severity of impact will therefore depend on the function of the affected resource, duration of disruption, availability of alternative grazing or fodder, livestock dependency and any overlapping land or vulnerability impacts. Grazing on an affected agricultural parcel is assessed as a livelihood use even though the parcel is not legally classified as pasture.
The current ETL cadastral list similarly contains no parcel formally classified as pasture, but this does not exclude livestock use of agricultural land. Direct ETL field evidence includes grazing on an affected agricultural parcel, while the interviewed user in that case did not expect the ETL to adversely affect livestock activities. The current evidence therefore supports a case specific ETL grazing impact rather than a general pasture loss pathway. Permanent pole footprints, easement rights and construction activities will create a livestock livelihood impact only where they materially reduce grazing or fodder availability, restrict livestock movement or access, or otherwise interfere with an established livestock resource use.
[bookmark: _Ref238193219][bookmark: _Toc238248850]Forest and Forest-edge Ecosystem Services Relevant to Livelihoods
The main WPP has a substantial physical interaction with state forest land. The current land requirement includes 13 state forest parcels, while forestry permitting information identifies approximately 174.54 ha of forestry permit area, with approximately 37,380 trees expected to be removed and an estimated standing timber volume of 4,237.014 m³. These figures demonstrate the scale of vegetation clearance but do not, by themselves, represent household economic displacement. Livelihood impact depends on whether the affected forest area or associated access routes support household provisioning, income generation, grazing, beekeeping or other established resource use.
Forest use is nevertheless clearly established among affected households. Ten of 21 PAHs providing valid responses reported forest resource use, including fuelwood collection by nine PAHs, mushroom collection by six and medicinal plant collection by three. Use is concentrated mainly in Akpınar and Evrenli and is predominantly associated with household consumption and heating, although limited sale or economic use is also reported. Two of the ten forest resource user PAHs have a direct vulnerability indicator, increasing the potential consequence of resource loss in those cases. Most importantly for Project exposure, six of the ten forest users reported that access roads to the forests they use may be affected, compared with two who expected no such effect, one who did not know and one who did not respond. These six households therefore represent the currently identified priority group for forest access and resource impact review.
The evidence does not, however, support treating all forest users as economically displaced. Wider forest use is reported in Akpınar, Evrenli, Balkaya and Kavacık, while expected Project effects differ between settlements and users. More importantly, the specific forest areas used by individual households have not yet been spatially linked to the 13 affected forest parcels or to individual clearance and access areas. The current finding is therefore that forest related livelihood use and a credible Project access impact pathway are confirmed, while household level economic displacement remains case specific. Absence of a parcel specific identified user is not interpreted as evidence that seasonal, customary or forest edge resource use is absent.
For the associated ETL, the same distinction applies. The route passes through Akpınar and Evrenli, where forest resource use is already established, but current ETL evidence does not confirm a specific household resource loss attributable to the permanent footprint or easement. Forest related economic displacement will therefore be recognised where Project clearance, infrastructure or access restrictions materially reduce an established resource use or access route. Such cases will be assessed according to the resource function, frequency and seasonality of use, household dependency, availability of realistic alternatives and vulnerability, with user to footprint verification maintained through the Forest User Verification Register before relevant forest clearance or access restriction is treated as having no material livelihood effect.
[bookmark: _Toc238248851]Beekeeping and Seasonal or Mobile Resource Use
Beekeeping is a relatively concentrated but economically relevant livelihood activity among surveyed main WPP PAHs. Two PAHs in Evrenli reported a total of 25 beehives, and beehive presence was recorded on two affected private parcels. One of these PAHs reported beekeeping as a supplementary livelihood source with a sale component, while the other reported hive ownership without sale of bee products. Wider settlement information also confirms that beekeeping is an established activity in Evrenli, although settlement level hive figures are contextual and do not represent Project affected hives.
The current evidence does not establish that all 25 hives are directly affected by the Project. Beehive presence on an affected parcel is not equivalent to confirmed economic displacement because hive locations may change seasonally and the relevant impact depends on actual interaction with the Project footprint, construction activity, access routes or forage areas. The current finding is therefore that beekeeping livelihood exposure is confirmed for two affected PAHs, while the extent of direct Project induced impact remains case specific. Particular attention is warranted for the PAH for whom beekeeping contributes to income, since disruption may have a greater livelihood consequence than for household scale hive ownership.
No seasonal or mobile beekeeper was specifically identified through the current main WPP household and parcel records. This is not treated as evidence that such use is absent, as apiary locations may vary with forage conditions and season. Similarly, the available ETL interviews do not currently identify a parcel specific apiary or beekeeper, but the ETL passes through settlements where beekeeping is already established. Seasonal or mobile users will therefore be considered where subsequent engagement, field evidence or grievance records identify an actual interaction with Project construction, access or forage areas.
Accordingly, economic displacement associated with beekeeping will be recognised where Project activities materially restrict apiary access, require hive relocation, damage hives or equipment, or cause a verified loss of production or income. The number of potentially exposed users is small in the current dataset, but the livelihood consequence may be material for an individual household where beekeeping contributes to income. This follows the same assessment principle applied in the reference section, which distinguishes the existence of beekeeping activity from verified Project interaction and assesses seasonal or mobile use on a case specific basis.
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[bookmark: _Toc238249097]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
	Two public parcels are affected. One is vacant or unused; the second has potential agricultural use, but the actual user has not yet been identified.
	Main WPP land requirements intersect the parcel with potential productive use.
	Unresolved economic displacement pathway. Productive use is plausible but an individual livelihood impact cannot yet be attributed to a verified user.
	Actual user verification required. Where eligible pre cut off use is confirmed, crop, tree, asset and productive use losses will be addressed; no compensation for ownership of land not owned.

	Vacant / unused main WPP public land
	One public parcel is confirmed as vacant or unused, with no identified productive user or livelihood asset.
	Main WPP land requirement.
	No individual livelihood displacement currently identified.
	No individual LR entitlement unless credible evidence subsequently demonstrates eligible pre cut off livelihood use.

	Associated ETL public agricultural land
	The ETL cadastral list includes 10 public parcels registered as agricultural fields, comprising one parcel with a permanent pole footprint and nine parcels affected through easement. Actual agricultural users have not yet been identified.
	Permanent pole footprint, easement and construction related access or disturbance may interact with productive use.
	Potential economic displacement remains unresolved. Public ownership and absence of an identified user are not evidence that productive use is absent. Easement does not itself constitute total productive land loss.
	User verification required. Verified crops, assets and productive use impacts will be addressed according to actual use and livelihood dependency.

	Main WPP grazing and livestock users
	10 of 21 PAHs report livestock activities; all ten report sale of animals or animal products. No affected parcel is formally classified as pasture, but grazing is recorded on six affected private agricultural parcels. Village pasture use is also reported by surveyed livestock households.
	Permanent footprint, access roads and construction may affect grazing, fodder availability, livestock movement or access even where cadastral pasture is not acquired.
	Case specific livestock livelihood exposure is confirmed. The impact cannot be assessed from cadastral pasture designation alone because grazing also occurs on agricultural and common land.
	Priority review where actual grazing, fodder or access is materially affected, particularly where alternatives are limited. Access restoration, transitional fodder or other LR support as applicable.

	Associated ETL grazing
	Current ETL parcel records do not identify formal pasture. Direct field evidence identifies grazing on at least one affected agricultural parcel; the interviewed user in that case did not expect an adverse livestock effect.
	Pole footprint, easement and construction access may interact with agricultural land also used for grazing.
	Case specific impact rather than a general ETL pasture loss pathway. Current evidence does not support widespread livestock displacement.
	LR only where an actual grazing, fodder or livestock access function is materially restricted or damaged.

	Main WPP forest provisioning and access
	The main WPP includes 13 state forest parcels and approximately 174.54 ha of forestry permit area. 10 of 21 PAHs report forest resource use, including fuelwood, mushrooms and medicinal plants. Six of the ten forest users expect access roads to the forests they use may be affected. Two forest user PAHs have direct vulnerability indicators.
	Vegetation clearance, access roads and temporary or permanent restrictions may interact with household forest provisioning and access.
	Forest resource use and a credible access impact pathway are confirmed, but blanket economic displacement of all forest users is not supported. Household exposure remains dependent on the linkage between the resource or access route used and the Project footprint.
	User and footprint linkage through the Forest User Verification Register. Targeted LR where actual resource or access loss is verified, with greater attention where dependency, lack of alternatives and vulnerability overlap.

	Associated ETL forest and forest edge use
	Of the seven ETL public parcels containing permanent infrastructure, six are registered as forest or forest related land. Actual resource users of these public parcels have not yet been identified. Forest resource use is also established in settlements crossed by the ETL corridor.
	Permanent infrastructure, easement, vegetation clearance and construction access may interact with forest or forest edge use.
	Potential livelihood interaction is credible but household economic displacement is not yet attributed to identified users. Absence of an identified user is not treated as confirmation of no use.
	Actual resource and access use to be verified. LR where permanent or temporary Project interaction materially reduces an eligible forest resource or access function.

	Main WPP beekeeping
	Two PAHs report 25 beehives, with hive presence recorded on two affected private parcels in Evrenli. One PAH reports a supplementary livelihood and sale component from beekeeping.
	Exact interaction between apiaries, Project footprint, access and forage areas is not confirmed for all hives.
	Economically relevant beekeeping exposure is confirmed, but direct Project induced production loss is not currently established. Livelihood consequence may be greater for the income dependent case.
	Site specific apiary and access assessment; relocation, reinstatement, damage compensation or verified production loss support where Project interaction occurs.

	Associated ETL beekeeping / seasonal or mobile use
	No parcel specific beekeeper or apiary has been identified through the current ETL interviews. Beekeeping is nevertheless established in settlements also crossed by the ETL, and apiary use may be seasonal or mobile.
	Potential construction, access or forage interaction; no direct affected apiary currently confirmed.
	No confirmed ETL beekeeping economic displacement at present. Absence of a parcel linked beekeeper does not exclude seasonal or mobile use.
	Seasonal or mobile users remain eligible where actual Project interaction is subsequently verified; site specific access, relocation or verified loss measures as applicable.

	Fishing / water dependent livelihood
	No fishing or river dependent livelihood has been identified among surveyed main WPP PAHs. No affected main WPP parcel is classified as stream or river land.
	No confirmed livelihood interaction identified through the current main WPP evidence. ETL cadastral records include public water related land categories, but no livelihood user relationship has been identified.
	No fishing or water dependent economic displacement currently identified.
	No LR requirement on current evidence. Any subsequently verified eligible use will be assessed before being screened out.
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[bookmark: _Toc238248852][bookmark: _Toc238248853]Implications for Economic Displacement and Livelihood Restoration
The assessment of public, grazing, forest and beekeeping resources demonstrates that economic displacement cannot be determined from cadastral ownership or land classification alone. Public agricultural land creates a direct productive use pathway where an established user loses cultivation or associated crops and assets, while grazing, forest and beekeeping impacts depend more strongly on actual resource use, access, livelihood dependency, seasonality and the availability of realistic alternatives. For Balkaya, the current evidence identifies a limited number of potentially higher sensitivity cases, including livestock households reporting insufficient alternative grazing resources, forest users expecting access effects, and beekeeping households for whom hive use contributes to household production or income.
Accordingly, formal and informal users of public land, grazing areas, forest resources and seasonal or mobile beekeeping locations will be included within the LARAP eligibility framework where an eligible livelihood relationship is established and Project activities materially affect that use or access. Lack of legal title will not exclude compensation for eligible crops, trees, improvements or productive assets, or livelihood restoration support for verified economic displacement. At the same time, the presence of a livelihood activity in the wider Project area will not itself be treated as evidence of Project induced loss. For the unresolved main WPP public agricultural use case, the seven ETL public parcels containing permanent infrastructure, forest resource users and potentially mobile beekeepers, the relevant impact will be determined through verification of actual use and Project interaction rather than assumed either to occur or to be absent.
Livelihood restoration review will consider these resource impacts together with any productive land loss, ETL impacts, construction effects and vulnerability affecting the same PAP or PAH. This is particularly important where individually limited effects combine within the same household, for example productive land loss together with grazing constraints, forest access effects or another land based livelihood impact. The applicable response will therefore reflect the function and duration of the affected resource, livelihood dependency, availability of alternatives and the household’s capacity to absorb the loss. Eligibility and compensation provisions are presented in Chapter 7, while the corresponding livelihood restoration measures are set out in Chapter 8.
[bookmark: _Ref238200511][bookmark: _Toc238248854]Structures, Development Assets and Commercial Economic Displacement
The structure and development related impacts associated with Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232 are linked to the T15 turbine land requirement and are classified as economic displacement rather than physical displacement. No completed and occupied primary dwelling, permanent residential occupation or household requiring relocation has been identified on either parcel. The affected functions instead relate to existing assets, investment, intended land use and commercial interests. Accordingly, the presence of a residential foundation or tiny house units does not in itself constitute physical displacement; the relevant consideration is their actual use at the time of impact.
For parcel 101/231, the 9,600 m² parcel is affected by 6,817.61 m² of T15 turbine area and 76.23 m² of road area, leaving approximately 2,706.16 m². An unfinished foundation intended for a stone house is located within the affected area, but the structure has not been completed or occupied. The impact is therefore the loss or impairment of an existing development investment and the associated intended use, together with the potential effect of the Project on the reasonable usability of the remaining parcel. Compensation for the underlying land alone would not fully address this impact where the foundation or other eligible investment is not reflected in the statutory valuation. The case consequently requires separate review of the affected asset at full replacement cost and of the continued usability of the residual land.
For parcel 101/232, the T15 turbine footprint interacts with an area containing tiny house units, utilities, internal infrastructure and an established commercial or development interest. The available evidence does not identify permanent household residence within these units. The relevant impact is therefore commercial economic displacement, rather than loss of residential shelter. The assessment concerns interruption of verified existing commercial use, effects on access and continued use of the affected area, and any documented income loss directly attributable to the Project. Third party economic interests will be considered where they are verified and eligible under the LARP. Speculative future development value, unrealised business plans or anticipated profits will not be treated as compensable losses.
[bookmark: _Toc238249098]Table 6‑5 Case-Specific Economic Displacement Assessment
	Case
	Project interaction
	Displacement classification
	Principal impact
	Impact assessment requirement

	101/231
	T15 turbine area and associated road requirement
	Economic displacement
	Unfinished foundation, existing investment, intended use and residual land usability
	Full replacement cost review of eligible affected assets and assessment of continued usability of the remaining 2,706.16 m²

	101/232
	T15 turbine footprint
	Commercial economic displacement
	Existing commercial use, development assets, access and potentially eligible third party economic interests
	Verification of existing commercial interests and directly attributable economic loss, together with applicable compensation and livelihood restoration requirements


The impacts on both parcels are therefore direct and confirmed, although final valuation and entitlement closure remain case specific. Ongoing legal, valuation or commercial documentation may refine the amount and allocation of compensation but does not alter the current displacement classification. In particular, payment for the underlying land will not by itself constitute closure where an eligible affected asset, verified commercial interest, directly attributable income loss or material remaining land issue remains outstanding.
Entitlement closure will therefore require the affected land and eligible assets to be reviewed against full replacement cost requirements, any material residual land or continued use constraint to be addressed, and verified commercial or third party economic interests to be incorporated where eligible. Applicable compensation and livelihood restoration measures will be made available before the corresponding affected asset or economic use is lost or rendered unusable by the Project.
[bookmark: _Ref238191810][bookmark: _Toc238248855]Construction, Access and Infrastructure Impacts
Construction related livelihood impacts differ from permanent land acquisition because they are generally temporary or capable of reinstatement, but they may nevertheless result in 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 livelihood function actually affected rather than construction activity alone.
The Project evidence identifies crop and soil disturbance, dust related crop damage, temporary land occupation, restrictions on agricultural and grazing access, interference with irrigation or drainage, and impacts on wells, fences, ponds, barns, utility connections and local access routes as the principal pathways. These concerns are reflected in the main WPP household evidence, where nine of 51 reported impact concerns related to construction dust or crop damage and eight concerned fragmentation, access or irrigation constraints and associated cultivation costs. The significance of such effects will depend on their location and duration, the productive function affected, availability of continued or alternative access, and whether the affected land, asset or infrastructure can be restored without lasting loss of livelihood capacity.
Construction effects are particularly relevant along the associated approximately 14 km ETL, where permanent pole footprints are localised but working areas, vehicle movements and temporary access requirements may affect agricultural land beyond the area permanently acquired. Temporary occupation, crop or soil damage, access restriction and other construction impacts will therefore be assessed separately from permanent pole footprint acquisition and long term easement restrictions and will not be regarded as compensated solely because statutory acquisition or easement compensation has been provided for the same parcel.
Under the Project’s construction damage management arrangements, the EPC Contractor is responsible for verified construction damage under Enerjisa Üretim supervision. Reports concerning crop loss, soil or asset damage, access restrictions or other construction related impacts will be recorded through the Project grievance mechanism, site inspection and contractor records. Reported damage will be documented and verified on site, with supporting records such as photographs and field documentation retained where relevant. Where the impact is confirmed, the responsible contractor will implement the required compensation, repair, reinstatement or other corrective action, and the case will be tracked until closure. Where the verified impact extends beyond immediate physical damage and results in a material livelihood consequence, the case will also be assessed under the applicable livelihood restoration provisions rather than being closed solely through repair or damage compensation.
[bookmark: _Toc238248856]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 cope with or recover from economic displacement. The assessment therefore considers both pre existing vulnerability and the potential for Project impacts to exacerbate vulnerability, and applies vulnerability as an overlay to the land, asset, 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 the capacity to cope with or recover from Project impacts. This is particularly relevant where an otherwise limited land, asset or access impact may have a greater consequence for a household with reduced economic, health related or social coping capacity. IFC PS1 requires differentiated assessment and measures where disadvantaged or vulnerable groups may experience disproportionate effects, while EBRD ESR5 requires vulnerability to be considered in the context of displacement impacts throughout planning and implementation.
Household Level Vulnerability Screening
The main WPP assessment incorporated direct vulnerability screening at PAP and household 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.
The current vulnerability screening register covers 23 PAP/PAH records, of which five PAHs, corresponding to 21.7%, have at least one direct vulnerability indicator. The household socioeconomic statistics presented elsewhere in Chapter 5 are based on 22 completed household surveys; the wider 23 record PAP/PAH dataset also includes the additional PAP consultation retained within the census, asset and entitlement verification process. The vulnerability categories are not additive because the same household may include more than one vulnerable member or vulnerability condition.
[bookmark: _Ref232684558][bookmark: _Toc238249099]Table 6‑6. Direct Vulnerability Indicators among Surveyed PAHs
	Vulnerability category recorded in household survey
	Persons
	PAHs
	% of 23 PAHs

	Female headed household
	0
	0
	0.0

	Elderly person in need of social assistance
	0
	0
	0.0

	Person with physical or mental disability
	2
	2
	8.7

	Unemployed person actively seeking work
	2
	1
	4.3

	Divorced or widowed woman
	0
	0
	0

	Person homebound due to chronic illness
	3
	2
	8.7

	School age child not attending school
	0
	0
	0.0

	Illiterate adult
	1
	1
	4.3

	Any direct vulnerability indicator
	5
	5
	21.7


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study – April 2026
Household income was additionally reviewed as an economic screening factor. Among the 19 PAHs providing income information, one reported monthly household income below one minimum wage and four 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 dependence on affected land or resources, loss of productive assets, restricted access, limited livelihood alternatives or another verified Project induced impact.
Vulnerability was also considered through the supplementary owner and user interviews undertaken along the associated approximately 14 km ETL. At the current stage, 27 of the 42 targeted owner or user cases have been interviewed, while 15 remain subject to verification. The available ETL records include vulnerability screening information, but the information is not sufficiently complete and consistently consolidated to calculate a reliable prevalence of vulnerable PAHs across either the 27 completed interviews or the wider 42 case target. The absence of a recorded vulnerability condition in an incomplete record, or the inability to complete an interview, will therefore not be interpreted as evidence that the PAP or household is not vulnerable. Vulnerability will instead be assessed at individual or household level together with each PAP’s verified permanent footprint, easement, agricultural, access, resource use and construction impacts.
Differential Livelihood Effects
The livelihood profile of the five directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs demonstrates a clear overlap between vulnerability and land dependent livelihoods. All five vulnerable PAHs report agriculture as either a main or supplementary livelihood, one reports agriculture as the main livelihood, one is involved in livestock activity and two use forest resources. None of the five is currently recorded as engaged in beekeeping, agricultural use of public land or pasture or public land grazing. All five also reported an expected adverse effect associated with Project land use.
[bookmark: _Toc238249100]Table 6‑7 Vulnerability and Livelihood Impact Overlap, Main WPP
	Livelihood / resource pathway
	Direct vulnerable PAHs
	Differential effect assessment
	LRP implication

	Agriculture as main livelihood
	1
	Productive land or agricultural production loss directly affects the household’s principal livelihood and may have greater consequence where alternative productive resources or income sources are limited.
	Household level LR review considering actual loss, dependency, remaining productive capacity and available coping alternatives.

	Agriculture as main or supplementary livelihood
	5
	All directly vulnerable PAHs have an agricultural livelihood relationship, making continued agricultural production relevant to the assessment of their capacity to absorb Project impacts.
	Agricultural impacts to be considered together with vulnerability and the wider household livelihood system.

	Livestock activity / livelihood
	1
	Grazing, fodder, land or access disruption may compound vulnerability where livestock contributes to household production or income.
	Targeted review where a Project related livestock, grazing, fodder or access impact is verified.

	Agricultural use of public land
	0
	No current overlap with the directly vulnerable PAHs has been identified. This does not exclude subsequently identified informal or public land users from vulnerability screening.
	Any subsequently verified user to be assessed according to actual productive use, Project impact and household circumstances irrespective of title.

	Pasture / public land grazing
	0
	No current overlap with the directly vulnerable PAHs has been identified.
	Differential support to be considered if material grazing or access disruption and vulnerability are subsequently found to coincide.

	Forest resource use
	2
	Loss or restriction of household provisioning resources or access may have greater consequence where purchasing capacity, mobility or alternative resource areas are limited.
	Site specific review where actual Project interaction with the resource or access route is established.

	Beekeeping activity / livelihood
	0
	No current overlap with the directly vulnerable PAHs has been identified.
	Case specific vulnerability review if a Project affected beekeeper is subsequently identified as requiring additional support.


Source: Balkaya WPP Field Study, April 2026
These overlaps demonstrate 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 forms an important household livelihood and health, disability, literacy, labour availability or economic circumstances reduce the household’s ability to adapt. Similarly, disruption to forest provisioning, livestock activities or other land linked resources may be more difficult to absorb where alternatives are limited. Conversely, vulnerability does not establish economic displacement where no corresponding Project induced livelihood impact is identified.
The household productive land assessment in Section 6.2 identifies three surveyed PAHs exceeding the 20% productive land loss review trigger. Review of the current household level records does not identify any of these three PAHs among the five directly vulnerable PAHs. The three households will nevertheless require additional livelihood restoration review because of the scale of productive land loss irrespective of vulnerability status. Conversely, the absence of a loss exceeding 20% does not remove the need for additional support for a vulnerable PAH where a smaller land loss combines with agricultural dependency, affected assets, forest resource use, access constraints, construction disturbance or another material Project impact.
Multiple or cumulative impacts will therefore be assessed at PAP or PAH level rather than as isolated impact pathways. This is particularly relevant where vulnerability coincides with impacts through more than one parcel, productive land loss together with crop or asset impacts, land loss combined with natural resource or access effects, or permanent land impacts together with temporary construction disturbance. Vulnerability will increase the sensitivity attributed to the affected household where such overlap is verified, but the type and level of livelihood restoration support will remain linked to the actual Project induced impact and demonstrated support need.
Settlement Level Vulnerability and Differential Sensitivity along the ETL
In addition to household level screening, the wider socioeconomic baseline identifies settlement conditions that may increase sensitivity to Project impacts or create barriers to participation. Such findings do not mean that all residents of a settlement are vulnerable and do not create LARP eligibility unless a Project induced land, asset, access or livelihood impact is identified.
The wider baseline identifies Devlet as having the highest concentration of reported vulnerability group entries among the settlements covered by the ESIA social assessment, with 349 entries, representing 51.7% of all reported vulnerability entries. Reported conditions include active unemployment, widowed or divorced women, elderly persons requiring care or social assistance, refugees, persons who do not speak Turkish and illiterate adults. These figures are settlement level entries and must not be interpreted as 349 vulnerable PAPs or as the prevalence of vulnerability among ETL affected households. They nevertheless identify Devlet as a settlement where individual vulnerability screening, accessible communication and barriers to participation warrant particular attention as ETL owner and user verification continues.
A further settlement level indicator was recorded in Evrenli, where one school age child not attending school was reported through the community baseline. This was described as an individual case known to the relevant authorities rather than a general pattern within the settlement and is not identified as a Project induced effect or as a condition of a directly affected household. It will therefore remain a contextual screening consideration rather than an automatic vulnerability or entitlement category.
The remaining ETL owner and user verification will therefore include vulnerability and participation needs alongside land use and livelihood verification. Particular attention will be given to persons with mobility, health, literacy, language, documentation or communication barriers and to households whose capacity to absorb permanent or temporary livelihood impacts may be limited. No settlement level indicator will, by itself, create eligibility for compensation or livelihood restoration.
Gender, Participation and Access to LARP Measures
Participation in land acquisition and parcel level discussions has been predominantly male, which creates a risk that women’s livelihood roles, information needs and participation in household decisions may be less visible where engagement relies primarily on registered owners or male household representatives. The general community focus group undertaken in Balkaya Village in April 2026 also comprised seven male participants, illustrating the male dominated participation pattern within this qualitative engagement.
This participation pattern does not establish women as an automatically vulnerable group and does not demonstrate that women are uniformly disadvantaged. It does, however, mean that absence from formal parcel discussions should not be interpreted as absence of an interest in household land, agricultural production, compensation decisions or livelihood restoration outcomes. The LARP assessment therefore distinguishes gender based participation barriers from vulnerability itself.
During LARP implementation, barriers affecting women, vulnerable household members and other persons who may be underrepresented through conventional landowner engagement will be addressed through direct or separate consultation where appropriate, individual or household outreach, telephone follow up, accessible explanation of eligibility, compensation, livelihood restoration and grievance procedures, and female facilitation where this would support effective participation. Participation will be monitored so that lack of access to information or decision making does not result in unequal access to LARP measures.
[bookmark: _Toc238249101]Table 6‑8 Vulnerability and Differential Impact Assessment
	Vulnerability / sensitivity evidence
	Assessment level
	Current finding
	LARP implication

	5 directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs
	Household
	Direct vulnerability is confirmed for 21.7% of the 23 screened PAP/PAH records. All five have an agricultural livelihood relationship; one is involved in livestock and two use forest resources.
	Vulnerability to be overlaid on verified Project impacts. Priority entitlement, LR and monitoring review where livelihood impact and vulnerability coincide.

	3 PAHs exceeding the 20% productive land loss review trigger
	Household
	These are the highest proportional productive land loss cases. None is currently identified among the five directly vulnerable PAHs.
	Additional LR review required irrespective of vulnerability. Vulnerability remains relevant for PAHs below the threshold where other circumstances increase livelihood consequence.

	Incomplete ETL vulnerability coverage
	Individual / household
	27 of 42 targeted owner or user cases have been interviewed and 15 remain open. Current vulnerability information is insufficient for a reliable ETL wide prevalence estimate.
	Case specific screening to continue with outstanding user verification. Missing information will not be treated as absence of vulnerability.

	Devlet settlement vulnerability context
	Settlement / community
	Wider baseline records 349 vulnerability group entries, 51.7% of all reported entries, but these are not verified ETL PAP cases or household prevalence.
	Targeted household screening and accessible engagement where affected owners or users are identified. No automatic LARP entitlement from settlement status alone.

	Predominantly male land and community engagement
	Project wide participation
	Formal land representation may underrepresent women’s livelihood interests and information or participation needs; the Balkaya Village FGD comprised seven men.
	Direct or separate engagement, female facilitation and equitable access monitoring where appropriate.

	Multiple livelihood and vulnerability factors within the same PAH
	Household
	Individually limited land, asset, resource or construction impacts may become material when combined with vulnerability or repeated Project exposure.
	Cumulative household level review rather than isolated assessment of individual impact pathways.


Overall, the assessment confirms that vulnerability is relevant primarily as a differential sensitivity and coping capacity factor, rather than as a stand alone displacement category. The five directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs will therefore not receive additional measures solely because a vulnerability indicator is present; rather, their verified land, livelihood, asset, access and resource impacts will be assessed with greater attention to their ability to absorb and recover from those impacts. The three households exceeding the 20% productive land loss review trigger will independently receive additional livelihood restoration review, while vulnerable households below that threshold may also require targeted support where their overall impact and dependency profile warrants it.
For the associated ETL, the current evidence is sufficient to require vulnerability screening as part of the ongoing case specific assessment but not to support an ETL wide vulnerability prevalence estimate. Outstanding PAP and user verification will therefore retain vulnerability as a required field and will be linked to the corresponding land, livelihood, access and construction impact assessment. 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, with stakeholder engagement, grievance management and results based monitoring arrangements addressed in the corresponding implementation chapters.

[bookmark: _Ref238212225][bookmark: _Toc238248857]ELIGIBILITY, ENTITLEMENTS, VALUATION AND COMPENSATION
[bookmark: _Ref238217743][bookmark: _Toc238248858]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: _Toc238248859]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, loss of assets 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 productive use, 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: _Toc238249102]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 restrictions.

	Actual users of private land
	Persons cultivating or otherwise using affected private land, including the tenant and sharecropper users identified within the main WPP and any subsequently verified users.

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

	Informal users of public land
	Persons whose pre cut off agricultural or other livelihood use of public land is verified. This includes any eligible user subsequently identified on the unresolved main WPP or associated ETL public land cases.

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

	Owners or users of structures, development assets and commercial interests
	Persons or entities with verified eligible losses associated with affected structures, development investments, existing commercial use or recognisable economic interests. This category includes the economic displacement impacts associated with the T15 turbine cases assessed in Section 6.3.6.

	PAPs with significant productive land loss or impaired remaining land
	PAPs requiring additional livelihood restoration review because of concentrated productive land loss, including cases exceeding the 20% review trigger, or because remaining land is materially affected in its continued productive use.

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

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

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

	Persons affected by temporary land use or construction 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, forest and grazing users, seasonal or mobile users, commercial or third party economic interests and other livelihood relationships 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 the 15 outstanding associated ETL owner or user cases and unresolved users of affected public parcels. 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.
The specific compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration measures applicable to each verified impact and PAP category are presented in the Entitlement Matrix, while the compensation and replacement cost principles applied to those entitlements are described in Section 7.3.
[bookmark: _Ref238200633][bookmark: _Toc238248860]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 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, continued land use 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.
The case specific economic displacement impacts associated with the T15 turbine require additional consideration within this framework. For parcel 101/231, compensation review will include the affected unfinished foundation and other eligible existing investment in addition to compensation for the underlying land, together with any verified impact on the continued usability of the remaining parcel. For parcel 101/232, the review will consider eligible affected assets, verified existing commercial use, documented income loss directly attributable to the Project and verified eligible third party economic interests, where applicable. Speculative future development value, unrealised business plans or anticipated profits will not be treated as compensable losses. These matters will be assessed as economic displacement in accordance with the determination presented in Section 6.3.6.
With regard to the associated approximately 14 km ETL, 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 TEİAŞ valuation and compensation records required to assess statutory compensation against full replacement cost were not available to Enerjisa Üretim. Accordingly, a complete parcel level comparison between statutory compensation and full replacement cost cannot presently be undertaken for the ETL. Once the relevant records become available, they will be reconciled with the LARP parcel, owner and user, asset and entitlement records. Any verified replacement cost, eligibility or livelihood restoration gap identified through this process will be addressed through the applicable supplementary LARP measures within Enerjisa Üretim’s control or influence. Where the reconciled information results in a material change to the assessed impacts or implementation requirements, the LARP will 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.

[bookmark: _Toc238248861]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, users of public land, owners or users of productive assets and persons dependent on affected common or natural resources may also qualify 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 occur, although the same loss will not be compensated twice.
Separate entitlement matrices are presented for the main WPP and the associated ETL to reflect their different impact mechanisms and land acquisition arrangements. For the main WPP, statutory compensation is combined with the supplementary measures required under this LARP. For the associated ETL, statutory acquisition of permanent pole areas, establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation remain under TEİAŞ authority, while Enerjisa Üretim will address verified supplementary compensation and livelihood restoration requirements within its control or influence. No physical displacement entitlement category is included because the Project assessment identifies the T15 cases as economic displacement, as assessed in Section 6.3.6.
The matrices provide quantified applicability where this can be established from the current census, asset inventory and impact assessment. Recorded livelihood activities or assets are not automatically treated as confirmed loss where direct Project interaction has not yet been established. Detailed PAP, parcel and asset evidence is maintained in Annex A, parcel-level valuation and replacement-cost/top-up reconciliation in Annex B, and household-level LARP support eligibility in Annex C, with outstanding verification incorporated as implementation records are completed. The main WPP inventory currently includes 27 private and two public parcels, together with 13 state forest parcels recorded separately; the 27 private parcels correspond to 27 unique private PAPs or users in the consolidated register.
Main WPP Entitlement Matrix
The current main WPP land requirement comprises 42 unique parcels, including 27 private parcels, two public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. Twenty two PAHs have complete household socioeconomic surveys, while the wider census and entitlement register also captures other identified owners, users, assets and outstanding cases.
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[bookmark: _Toc238249103]Table 7‑2 Entitlement Matirx – 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
	27 private parcels / 27 unique private PAPs or users in the current consolidated register

	Loss of value or productive use of remaining land following partial acquisition
	Legal owners and actual users of affected remaining land
	Restoration of access, irrigation or drainage where affected; compensation or other corrective measures where remaining land is materially impaired; additional LR support where productive use is affected
	Access or infrastructure restoration and/or direct payment or LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction related
	2 PAP responses identify potential remaining land usability concerns; no general material loss of productive function is currently confirmed. Parcel 101/231 is assessed separately below

	Loss of standing crops or agricultural production
	Actual cultivators, including owner users, tenants, sharecroppers and any subsequently verified public land user
	Opportunity to harvest where feasible; otherwise compensation for verified unharvested crops and associated production loss
	Harvest arrangement and/or direct payment
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction related loss
	21 confirmed agricultural parcels, comprising 17 rainfed and 4 irrigated parcels; 6 tenant/sharecropper user relationships identified

	Loss or damage to trees and livelihood supporting agricultural assets
	Owners or actual users of affected trees, wells, irrigation facilities, ponds, fences and other productive assets
	Full replacement cost compensation for verified affected trees and assets; repair, replacement or restoration of livelihood supporting assets
	Direct payment following valuation and/or Project or contractor led repair or replacement
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction related
	106 trees identified within the affected main WPP footprint, comprising 98 oak and 8 pine trees; additional auxiliary assets recorded on affected parcels subject to direct impact confirmation

	Loss or disruption of agricultural use of public land
	Formal or informal actual users whose eligible pre cut off productive use is verified
	No compensation for ownership of public land; compensation for verified crops, trees, improvements and productive assets; LR support where loss of productive use materially affects livelihood
	Direct payment and/or applicable LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş., with relevant public institutions
	1 public parcel with potential agricultural use, actual user not yet identified; 1 public parcel confirmed vacant or unused

	Restriction of grazing, forest resource or beekeeping use and access
	Livestock owners, grazing users, forest resource users and beekeepers whose actual resource use is affected
	Maintained or restored access; fodder or equivalent transitional support where alternatives are insufficient; compensation for verified resource or production loss; applicable support for affected beekeeping activity
	Access measures and/or targeted cash or in kind LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction impacts; relevant institutions where required
	10 livestock PAHs; grazing recorded on 6 affected parcels; 10 forest resource user PAHs, including 6 reporting potential forest access impacts; 2 beekeeper PAHs / 25 hives. Forest use is confirmed among surveyed PAHs but direct footprint interaction remains case specific.

	T15 economic displacement, affected unfinished foundation and investment on parcel 101/231
	Person with verified eligible interest in the affected foundation, underlying land and associated investment
	Statutory land compensation; full replacement cost treatment of the eligible affected foundation and existing investment; measures addressing any verified material impairment of the remaining land
	Statutory and supplementary payment and applicable case specific measures
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	1 parcel / 1 case; 9,600 m² parcel, approximately 2,706.16 m² remaining following the identified T15 and road land requirement

	T15 commercial economic displacement on parcel 101/232
	Verified eligible owner, commercial entity and any eligible person with a recognisable economic interest
	Compensation for eligible affected assets; treatment of verified existing commercial use and documented direct income loss attributable to the Project; applicable LR or business continuity support; eligible third party interests considered where verified
	Direct payment and case specific support recorded through the entitlement process
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	1 parcel / confirmed commercial economic displacement pathway; final number of eligible third party interests subject to case closure

	Construction related crop, land, access or asset damage
	Owners, cultivators, users and asset holders affected by Project construction
	Compensation for verified crop or production loss; repair, replacement or restoration of damaged land, assets or access; additional LR where verified livelihood disruption extends beyond physical damage
	Contractor led corrective action and/or direct payment
	EPC Contractor under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision
	9 PAH impact responses identified construction related crop or dust damage; actual compensation cases to be determined from verified construction damage records

	Material livelihood disruption not fully addressed by compensation
	PAHs with significant productive land, resource access, asset or other livelihood loss; the 20% productive land loss threshold is an enhanced LR review trigger
	Applicable Chapter 8 livelihood restoration measures in addition to compensation for eligible land and assets
	Targeted cash and/or in kind LR support according to verified livelihood impact
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	3 PAHs currently exceed the 20% productive land loss review trigger; additional beneficiaries may arise from remaining land, asset, resource or cumulative livelihood impacts

	Project impacts affecting vulnerable PAPs or PAHs
	Vulnerable PAPs or PAHs where vulnerability increases the consequence of a verified Project impact or creates barriers to accessing LARP measures
	Additional facilitation, priority follow up and targeted LR support where vulnerability overlaps with Project impacts
	Case specific facilitated access to compensation and LR measures
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	5 directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs currently identified
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For T15 parcel 101/232, speculative future development value, unrealised business plans and anticipated profits are not compensable losses. Eligibility will be based on verified existing assets, commercial use and directly attributable economic loss.
Associated ETL Entitlement Matrix
The associated approximately 14 km ETL comprises 189 unique cadastral parcels, including 150 private parcels, 38 public parcels and one parcel with mixed private and TEİAŞ ownership. Of these, 45 parcels contain permanent pole areas, comprising 37 private parcels, seven public parcels and one mixed ownership parcel, while 144 parcels are affected only through easement, comprising 113 private and 31 public parcels. The current owner and user fieldwork targeted 42 cases, of which 27 have been completed and 15 remain subject to verification.
Statutory acquisition, establishment of easement rights, official valuation and statutory compensation are undertaken through the TEİAŞ process. The ETL matrix therefore distinguishes these statutory entitlements from supplementary measures required under this LARP. Official TEİAŞ valuation and compensation records will be reconciled with the current parcel, asset and owner or user records, but the current assessment and entitlement framework are not deferred pending those records.
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[bookmark: _Toc238249104]Table 7‑3 Entitlement Matrix – Associated ETL
	Impact / loss category
	Eligible PAPs
	Entitlements
	Delivery Method
	Responsible Party
	Estimated PAPs / Assets

	Permanent loss of private land at pole footprints
	Legal landowners, shareholders and heirs of permanently acquired private land
	Statutory compensation for permanently acquired land; supplementary payment where required to achieve full replacement cost; applicable LR support where permanent loss materially affects livelihood conditions
	TEİAŞ statutory payment; supplementary payment and/or LR support where applicable
	TEİAŞ for statutory acquisition and compensation; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. for supplementary LARP measures
	37 private permanent footprint parcels plus 1 mixed ownership permanent footprint parcel

	Long term easement and associated land use restrictions
	Legal landowners and actual users where easement restrictions affect assets or livelihood use
	Statutory easement compensation; compensation for verified crops, trees and productive assets; supplementary LR where actual restrictions materially affect productive use or livelihood
	TEİAŞ easement compensation; supplementary payment and/or LR support where applicable
	TEİAŞ for easement and statutory compensation; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. for supplementary LARP measures
	144 parcels affected only through easement, comprising 113 private and 31 public parcels

	Loss of access or productive use of remaining agricultural land
	Landowners and actual users whose continued use is materially affected by pole location, access constraints or other Project restrictions
	Restoration of access or other affected agricultural function; compensation where applicable; additional LR where continued productive use is materially impaired
	Access restoration and/or direct payment or LR support
	TEİAŞ for statutory matters; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. and EPC Contractor for Project controlled access and corrective measures
	Case specific; no complete household level proportional remaining land distribution is available for the ETL

	Loss of standing crops, trees or productive assets
	Crop, tree and asset owners and actual users, including tenants, sharecroppers and informal users where verified
	Harvest opportunity where feasible; compensation for verified crop, tree and productive asset loss at applicable replacement cost; repair or replacement of affected productive infrastructure
	Harvest arrangement, direct payment and/or repair or replacement
	TEİAŞ for assets within the statutory land requirement; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. and EPC Contractor for supplementary or construction related measures
	161 agricultural parcels identified, including 39 with permanent infrastructure and 122 affected only through easement; at least 46 trees recorded on surveyed ETL parcels, direct affected status not confirmed for all

	Loss or disruption of productive use on public land
	Formal or informal actual users whose eligible pre cut off use is verified
	No compensation for ownership of public land; compensation for eligible crops, assets and productive use loss; LR support where livelihood impact is material
	Direct payment and/or applicable LR support
	TEİAŞ for statutory land procedures; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. for supplementary LARP measures
	38 public parcels, comprising 7 with permanent infrastructure and 31 affected only through easement; users of the 7 permanent footprint public parcels have not yet been identified

	Construction related crop, land, access or asset damage
	Owners, cultivators, users and asset holders experiencing verified construction damage
	Compensation for verified crop or production loss; repair or restoration of affected land, access or assets; corrective action and LR where livelihood disruption is material
	Contractor led corrective action and/or direct payment
	EPC Contractor under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision
	Applicability determined through construction damage records and the grievance mechanism; statutory compensation does not close separate verified construction damage

	Restriction of grazing, forest resource or beekeeping use and access
	Livestock owners, grazing users, forest resource users, beekeepers and seasonal or mobile users where Project interaction is verified
	Maintained or restored access; alternative access where feasible; compensation for verified resources, assets or production loss; fodder or other LR support where material disruption occurs
	Access measures and/or targeted cash or in kind LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor for construction impacts; relevant institutions where required
	No general ETL pasture or beekeeping loss is currently confirmed. Grazing has been identified on at least one affected agricultural parcel; forest related public land and seasonal or mobile use remain subject to actual user verification

	Material livelihood disruption not fully addressed by statutory compensation
	PAPs or PAHs whose productive land, agricultural activity, access or resource based livelihood is materially affected
	Applicable Chapter 8 LR measures in addition to land and asset compensation
	Targeted cash and/or in kind LR support
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	27 owner or user interviews currently form the verified ETL livelihood assessment base; 15 targeted cases remain outstanding. Easement alone does not create automatic LR eligibility

	Project impacts affecting vulnerable PAPs or PAHs
	Vulnerable persons or households where vulnerability increases the consequence of a verified ETL impact or creates barriers to accessing entitlements
	Tailored assistance to access compensation and LR measures; priority follow up and additional support where required
	Case specific facilitated assistance
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
	Case specific; current ETL vulnerability information is not sufficiently complete to establish an ETL wide prevalence rate
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The matrices above provide the basis for compensation, assistance and livelihood restoration under the LARP. Estimated PAPs and assets represent the current applicability base and do not automatically constitute final beneficiary numbers where direct Project impact or user status remains subject to verification. Household-level LARP support eligibility will be maintained in Annex C, supported by the PAP, parcel, user and asset records in Annex A and the parcel-level valuation and replacement-cost/top-up reconciliation in Annex B.
[bookmark: _Ref232599386][bookmark: _Toc238248862]LIVELIHOOD RESTORATION PLAN
[bookmark: _Toc238248863]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, 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 provide compensation or individual support measures, but to restore 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 systems, ponds, barns, fences, utility connections and other parcel use assets. Economic displacement also includes the case specific impacts associated with the T15 turbine land requirement. Parcel 101/231 involves loss of an unfinished foundation and existing investment together with potential effects on the continued usability of the remaining land, while parcel 101/232 involves commercial economic displacement associated with verified existing commercial use, affected assets and any eligible third party economic interests. No physical displacement has been identified. For the associated ETL, the strategy addresses economic displacement arising from permanent pole footprint acquisition and easement related land use restrictions, while recognising TEİAŞ responsibility for statutory land acquisition, easement establishment, valuation and compensation and Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within its control or influence.
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, 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 census, household and user surveys, asset and impact inventory and other verified livelihood information established under this LARP will provide the baseline against which support needs and subsequent livelihood restoration outcomes will be assessed.
The livelihood restoration package may include transitional livelihood support, agricultural continuity and land preparation support, pasture, grazing, fodder and livestock support, forest resource access and use support, beekeeping support, commercial economic displacement and business continuity support, construction damage and livelihood reinstatement, support for informal and public land users, 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, corrective or additional support will be reviewed in accordance with the monitoring provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Ref232878536][bookmark: _Toc238248864]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, 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 ETL; however, applicability, impact pathways and implementation responsibilities differ according to the relevant Project component. Easement related impacts apply only to the associated ETL, 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.
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[bookmark: _Ref238205403][bookmark: _Ref232787217][bookmark: _Toc238249105]Table 8‑1. Overview of Livelihood Restoration Measures
	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Project Component / Applicability
	Proposed Outcome
	Main Target Groups
	Indicative Timing
	Responsible Party

	Transitional Livelihood Support and Cash Support Calculation
	Main WPP and associated ETL where verified economic displacement results in transitional livelihood disruption not fully addressed by compensation. Establishment of an ETL easement alone will not create automatic TLS eligibility.
	To provide temporary cash support during a verified period of livelihood disruption while affected livelihood activities are restored or adjusted.
	PAPs and PAHs with verified livelihood disruption, including agricultural users, public land users, livestock and resource users, persons affected by commercial economic displacement and vulnerable PAPs, where applicable.
	Before the relevant impact where known in advance; otherwise following verification during implementation, with follow-up as required.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.

	Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support
	Main WPP: permanent land acquisition, construction disturbance and impacts on access to or productive use of remaining agricultural land. Associated ETL: permanent pole footprint acquisition and verified easement related restrictions affecting agricultural use.
	To support continuity of cultivation and restore or maintain productive use of viable remaining or alternative agricultural land.
	Legal owners, actual cultivators, tenants, sharecroppers and verified users of public land whose agricultural activities are affected.
	Before the relevant impact where feasible; during construction where impacts arise; and following disturbance where reinstatement or follow-up is required.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction activities are involved.

	Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support
	Main WPP and associated ETL where verified Project impacts affect grazing, livestock movement, fodder production, post-harvest grazing or livestock feeding arrangements.
	To maintain or restore workable grazing, livestock movement and feeding arrangements and address material Project induced disruption to livestock livelihoods.
	Livestock owners, grazing users and PAPs dependent on affected fodder production, post-harvest grazing or other verified livestock feeding resources.
	Before known restrictions where feasible; during the period 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 coordination is required.

	Forest Resource Access and Use Support
	Main WPP and associated ETL where a verified Project interaction restricts lawful access to or use of forest resources.
	To maintain or restore lawful forest resource access or provide proportionate support where verified household or livelihood use is materially affected.
	Verified forest resource users whose access to or use of affected forest areas is restricted by the Project.
	Before known restrictions where feasible; during implementation where impacts arise; and until the verified 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 ETL where verified hive locations, access arrangements or established beekeeping activities are directly affected by Project activities.
	To maintain continuity of established beekeeping activities and address verified access, relocation, asset or production impacts.
	Verified beekeepers whose hive locations, access, equipment or established activities are directly affected.
	Before known disruption where feasible; during the relevant impact period; and through follow-up during the applicable beekeeping season.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor where construction disturbance or damage is involved.

	Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support
	Main WPP, specifically the commercial economic displacement associated with the T15 land requirement on parcel 101/232.
	To address verified interruption of existing commercial use or directly attributable income loss and support continuity or re-establishment of the affected economic activity where compensation alone is insufficient.
	Verified commercial operator and other eligible persons with recognisable economic interests, including eligible third party interests where confirmed.
	Before material disruption where the impact is known in advance; otherwise promptly following verification.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.

	Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement
	Main WPP and associated ETL where construction activities result in verified crop, soil, asset, access or other livelihood related damage or disturbance.
	To ensure that verified construction impacts are promptly compensated, repaired or reinstated and that the affected livelihood function is restored.
	Owners, cultivators, users and asset holders whose land, crops, productive assets, access or livelihood activities are affected by construction.
	Throughout construction and until applicable compensation, repair, reinstatement and livelihood follow-up are completed.
	EPC Contractor under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision; Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. for supplementary livelihood restoration measures.

	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
	Main WPP and associated ETL where verified actual livelihood use of public or common land is affected despite the absence of legal title to the underlying land.
	To ensure that tenure status does not prevent verified users from accessing compensation and livelihood restoration measures applicable to their actual losses.
	Informal agricultural users, formal or informal public land users and other verified actual users of affected public or common resources.
	During user verification and before the relevant impact where practicable; subsequently identified eligible users will be addressed following verification.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; relevant public institutions where verification or land use arrangements require coordination.

	Local Employment Opportunities
	Main WPP and associated ETL, subject to Project and contractor labour requirements and recruitment procedures.
	To provide affected persons with access to Project employment opportunities where feasible and support household income diversification.
	Eligible PAPs and working age members of affected households, with priority consideration for vulnerable PAPs and PAHs with significant livelihood impacts, subject to job requirements.
	During construction and, where available, operation.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; EPC Contractor and subcontractors.

	Trainings and Capacity Building
	Main WPP and associated ETL according to verified livelihood restoration needs, relevance and participant interest.
	To strengthen affected persons’ capacity to maintain, restore or diversify livelihood activities through practical knowledge, skills and referrals.
	PAPs and PAHs engaged in agriculture, livestock activities, beekeeping or other affected livelihood activities; vulnerable PAPs, women, young household members and unemployed persons where relevant.
	During LARP implementation, aligned with livelihood cycles, construction activities and participant needs.
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.; relevant institutions or training providers.

	Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support
	Main WPP and associated ETL where vulnerability increases the consequences of a verified Project impact or creates barriers to accessing LARP measures.
	To ensure that vulnerable PAPs and PAHs can access compensation, livelihood restoration measures, consultation, employment, training and grievance channels without disadvantage.
	Vulnerable persons and affected households requiring additional facilitation or support to access applicable LARP measures.
	Throughout LARP implementation and follow-up.
	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. For parcel 101/231, livelihood restoration support will apply where the verified remaining land or livelihood consequence requires support beyond compensation for the affected land and eligible foundation or investment. For parcel 101/232, the confirmed commercial economic displacement pathway will be addressed through the applicable compensation and business continuity measures according to verified existing commercial use, directly attributable economic loss and eligible economic interests. Speculative future development value, unrealised business plans or anticipated profits will not form the basis for livelihood restoration support. Detailed descriptions of each measure are provided in the following sub-sections. 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.
[bookmark: _Ref232879788][bookmark: _Toc238248865]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 land use restrictions along the associated ETL, land use restrictions, access limitations or construction activities. TLS is not a substitute for statutory compensation or compensation for affected assets. 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 applicable livelihood restoration measures take effect. Provision of TLS will not, by itself, be considered evidence that livelihood restoration has been achieved.
The same methodology will be applied to verified impacts associated with the main WPP and the associated ETL, while the underlying impact information will reflect the relevant Project component. Establishment of an ETL easement alone will not result in automatic TLS eligibility in the absence of a verified livelihood disruption. For the T15 cases, verified remaining land impacts and commercial economic displacement will be considered through the applicable scoring criteria where they result in transitional livelihood disruption that is not fully addressed by compensation. 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 subsections.
[bookmark: _Toc238249106]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 ETL where a verified Project impact results in transitional livelihood disruption that is not adequately addressed through compensation alone. For the associated ETL, 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 or grazing users, forest resource users, beekeepers, persons affected by verified commercial economic displacement and vulnerable PAPs, where applicable.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, three PAHs currently meet 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. The T15 commercial economic displacement case and any verified remaining land livelihood impact will also be reviewed where compensation alone is insufficient to address transitional livelihood disruption. For the associated ETL, 27 of the 42 targeted owner or user interviews have been completed; final TLS beneficiary numbers will depend on verified permanent footprint, easement, access or other livelihood impacts and cannot presently be confirmed.

	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, remaining land usability and verified existing commercial activity.

	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. Where relevant, verification will also draw on commercial or asset records for the T15 cases and available ETL owner or user information together with relevant TEİAŞ valuation or compensation information when available.

	Delivery Method
	Cash payment through bank transfer or another documented payment channel to the eligible PAP, PAH or verified user. TLS scoring, payment and follow-up status will be recorded in the relevant livelihood restoration implementation records, while the corresponding eligibility and verification status will be maintained in Annex C for main WPP cases and Annex E for associated ETL cases.

	Timeline
	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 during implementation, 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 continuing 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 impact 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. The scoring will be applied to verified impacts only. The same loss will not be scored twice, and statutory compensation already provided for land, crops, trees, structures or other assets will be considered separately from TLS. The scoring methodology is intended solely to determine the level of transitional livelihood support and does not replace the valuation or compensation requirements applicable to affected land, crops, trees, structures or other eligible assets.
[bookmark: _Ref238206924][bookmark: _Ref232789690][bookmark: _Toc238249107]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 assessment, no physical displacement has been identified. The T15 cases are classified as economic displacement: parcel 101/231 includes an affected unfinished foundation and existing investment, while parcel 101/232 involves commercial economic displacement. The affected structure type criterion in Table 8‑3 will therefore be applied only where the verified affected asset corresponds to the structure categories defined by the Enerjisa Üretim TLS methodology. Classification of an impact as economic displacement will not, by itself, result in a structure score. Other verified livelihood effects, including remaining land impairment or interruption of existing commercial activity, will be considered through the applicable TLS criteria and livelihood restoration measures.
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 amount to the minimum wage applicable at the time of payment will maintain the real value of transitional support during implementation.
[bookmark: _Ref232790040][bookmark: _Toc238249108]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, PAPs affected by remaining land usability impacts, verified commercial economic displacement, 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 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.
[bookmark: _Toc238248866]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 ETL, 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 or ETL restrictions 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 Balkaya WPP Project, this measure is particularly relevant because agricultural activity is a key livelihood activity among surveyed PAHs and affected parcels. Agricultural use was recorded on 17 rainfed and 4 irrigated affected parcels, and one public parcel in Kavacık requires verification for potential informal agricultural use. The household level productive land assessment identifies three PAHs meeting the ≥20% productive land loss livelihood restoration review trigger, while other cases may require support where remaining land, access, irrigation or other Project induced constraints materially affect continued cultivation. For the associated ETL, 161 cadastral parcels are registered as agricultural fields, including 39 containing permanent infrastructure and 122 affected only through easement; these figures represent the agricultural exposure base rather than confirmed livelihood restoration beneficiaries. 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, remaining land usability and the ability of the PAP or PAH to continue cultivation without additional assistance.
[bookmark: _Toc238249109]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, construction disturbance, fragmentation and impacts on access to or productive use of remaining agricultural land. Associated ETL: permanent pole footprint acquisition, verified easement related restrictions and other Project impacts 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 21 affected private or public parcels, comprising 17 rainfed and four irrigated parcels. Three PAHs currently meet the ≥20% productive land loss livelihood restoration review trigger. Agricultural use alone does not create automatic eligibility; other cases may qualify where access, remaining land condition, irrigation, construction disturbance or other Project impacts materially affect cultivation. For the associated ETL, 161 agricultural parcels have been identified, including 39 containing permanent infrastructure and 122 affected only through easement. Final ETL beneficiaries will be determined through verification of actual agricultural users and the livelihood effects of the relevant Project impact.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Rainfed and irrigated crop production, 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
	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:3] [3:  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 ETL, available parcel and owner or user records and relevant TEİAŞ information will be considered where applicable and available.

	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 selected measure and its implementation status will be recorded at PAP, PAH or user level in the relevant livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where impacts can be anticipated, affected agricultural users will be informed before the relevant impact 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 following disturbance, with follow up during the first relevant cultivation cycle where necessary to confirm that agricultural use can continue.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track eligible agricultural users receiving support, the type and timing of assistance, restoration of access and disturbed land, and the ability of supported PAPs or 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 the associated ETL, coordination with TEİAŞ or relevant public institutions will be undertaken where statutory land, easement, 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. Where remaining land becomes less usable for continued agricultural production due to Project impacts, this will also be reviewed as part of the agricultural continuity support and the relevant entitlement category. Construction related damage and reinstatement will be managed in coordination with Section 8.2.7, while any continuing effect on cultivation or the productive use of remaining land will remain subject to this measure. Agricultural continuity support will not be considered complete solely upon payment or delivery of an input; where necessary, follow up through the next applicable cultivation cycle will confirm that the Project induced disruption has been adequately addressed.
[bookmark: _Ref238208320][bookmark: _Ref238208508][bookmark: _Toc238248867]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, fodder production or post harvest grazing areas is affected by Project land acquisition, easement related restrictions along the associated ETL, 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, trees, 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 Balkaya 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, 10 of the 21 PAHs providing valid information reported livestock activities, comprising 303 cattle, 390 small ruminants and 110 poultry. Grazing use was recorded on six affected private agricultural parcels. Five livestock PAHs reported use of village pasture or public grazing areas; all five anticipated potential effects on grazing areas, four identified potential access road effects and three reported insufficient remaining grazing area or lack of an adequate alternative. Overall, seven of the 10 livestock PAHs anticipated an adverse effect on livestock activities. No main WPP affected parcel is formally classified as pasture; the relevant impact pathway therefore concerns actual grazing, fodder availability and livestock access rather than cadastral pasture loss. For the associated ETL, no formal pasture parcel has been identified in the current cadastral assessment. Grazing was recorded on one interviewed affected agricultural parcel, although the relevant PAP did not anticipate an adverse livestock impact. Final ETL beneficiaries will therefore depend on verification of an actual Project induced restriction on grazing, livestock movement or feeding arrangements.
[bookmark: _Toc238249110]Table 8‑6. Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support

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

	Proposed Outcome
	To maintain or restore access to grazing and fodder resources and avoid or reduce material Project induced disruption to livestock feeding and movement.

	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, 10 of 21 PAHs providing valid information reported livestock activities, comprising 303 cattle, 390 small ruminants and 110 poultry. Grazing use was recorded on six affected private agricultural parcels. Five livestock PAHs reported use of village pasture or public grazing areas, and seven of the 10 livestock PAHs anticipated an adverse effect on livestock activities. These figures define the current potential beneficiary base and do not constitute automatic eligibility. For the associated ETL, no formal pasture parcel is currently identified; eligibility will depend on verification of an actual Project induced impact on grazing, fodder or livestock movement.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Livestock grazing, use of pasture and public lands, fodder production, post harvest grazing, livestock movement routes, livestock feeding arrangements linked toaccess to remaining 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, land use restrictions or construction activities. ETL easement related restrictions, land use restrictions or construction activities. Livestock ownership or use of grazing or 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,
· Support for temporary relocation of beehives where required,
· Repair or reinstatement of access routes, pasture access points or livestock movement routes damaged by the Project, 
· 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, and 
· 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 livestock numbers and type, dependency on the affected grazing or fodder resource, seasonal use, duration of disruption, availability of alternative grazing or feed sources and cumulative Project impacts. For the associated ETL, available parcel, owner or user and Project records and relevant TEİAŞ information will be considered where applicable.

	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. 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 relevant livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where impacts can be anticipated, affected livestock users will be identified and consulted before the relevant restriction or construction activity, taking account of the applicable grazing and 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 and damaged access routes or livestock related infrastructure will be reinstated as soon as practicable. Follow up will be undertaken during the relevant grazing or feeding period.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track affected livestock users, the type and duration of access or feeding disruption, support delivered, restoration of affected routes or access points and continuation of livestock activities. 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 livestock livelihood disruption, affected herd size and the cost of access restoration, fodder support, 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, forest or public land procedures are involved. 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, forest or public land procedures are involved. For the associated ETL, coordination with TEİAŞ or relevant 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, 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 livestock supporting assets will be addressed in coordination with Section 8.2.7, while any continuing effect on grazing, livestock movement or feeding arrangements will remain subject to this measure.
[bookmark: _Ref238207721][bookmark: _Toc238248868]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 findings confirm that forest resource use forms part of the household consumption and supplementary livelihood practices of some affected PAHs. Of 21 PAHs providing valid information, 10 reported at least one form of forest resource use. Fuelwood collection was reported by nine PAHs, mushroom collection by six and medicinal plant collection by three. These activities are primarily associated with household heating and consumption, although some supplementary commercial use was also reported. Six of the 10 forest resource users indicated that access roads to forest areas may be affected by the Project. Two of the 10 users also have at least one direct vulnerability indicator. The main WPP land requirement includes 13 state forest parcels; however, individual household use has not yet been spatially linked to specific affected forest parcels. The current findings therefore identify a potential and case specific livelihood impact pathway rather than automatic eligibility for all identified forest users. For the associated ETL, forest resource support will apply where a specific Project interaction with lawful forest access or resource use is verified; no separate ETL forest user beneficiary population is confirmed at this stage.
[bookmark: _Toc238249111]Table 8‑7 Forest Resource Access and Use Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Forest Resource Access and Use Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP where Project land requirements, access arrangements or construction activities affect lawful forest access or resource use. Associated ETL where a comparable Project induced restriction or disruption is verified.

	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 supplementary livelihoods.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, 10 of 21 PAHs providing valid information reported forest resource use. Six of these users anticipated potential effects on forest access roads, while two have at least one direct vulnerability indicator. These figures identify the current potential beneficiary base and do not constitute confirmed eligibility. Final eligibility will depend on verification of the affected forest area or access route, actual Project interaction, frequency and purpose of use, dependency and available alternatives. For the associated ETL, beneficiaries will be identified where a comparable Project induced impact is verified.

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

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified Project induced restriction or disruption of lawful access to or use of a forest resource with a demonstrated household or livelihood function. Forest resource use alone will not create automatic eligibility; the specific Project interface, materiality and duration of the impact will be verified 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 relevant access restrictions or construction activities; and repair or reinstatement of Project damaged access routes within Project responsibility. Where a verified restriction results in material temporary loss of household use resources or supplementary livelihood benefit and access cannot reasonably be maintained or restored, proportionate 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 and access verification, forest and 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. The selected intervention and follow-up status will be recorded at PAP or user level in the relevant livelihood restoration implementation records.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where a restriction can be anticipated, potentially affected forest users will be identified and consulted before the relevant access change or Project activity. Access maintenance or alternative arrangements will be established before disruption where feasible. Impacts arising during construction will be verified and addressed as they occur, and Project damaged access routes 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 or support arrangement has addressed the resulting household or livelihood 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 nature 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 any compensation or assistance already provided for the same loss will be considered 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 forest access, use or reinstatement requires institutional coordination. For the associated ETL, 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 livelihood source; however, this will not be used to exclude affected users where 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. The six forest resource users who have already identified potential forest access effects will form the priority group for Project interface verification. Where the underlying impact concerns grazing, livestock feeding or beekeeping rather than collection of or access to forest products, the applicable support will be provided under Sections8.2.3 or 8.2.5 to avoid duplication.
[bookmark: _Ref238207714][bookmark: _Toc238248869]Beekeeping Support
Beekeeping Support will be provided where Project activities result in a verified disruption to access to established beehive locations, require temporary relocation of hives, cause damage to beehives or related equipment, or otherwise materially affect continuation of an existing beekeeping activity. The measure will aim first to maintain safe and practicable access to existing hive locations where feasible and, where this cannot be achieved, to provide proportionate relocation, access or other livelihood 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.
For the main WPP, two surveyed PAHs in Evrenli reported beekeeping activities involving a total of 25 beehives. Beehive presence was recorded in connection with affected private parcels 192/159 and 192/139. Beekeeping represents a supplementary livelihood activity in the current affected household profile; one of the two PAHs reported sale of beekeeping products, while the other reported no sale. These findings identify a potential Project livelihood interface but do not, by themselves, establish that the beehives or the beekeeping activity will be materially affected. No seasonal or mobile beekeeper has been directly identified within the main WPP affected household dataset. For the associated ETL, no parcel specific beekeeping activity has been confirmed through the current owner and user interviews; accordingly, no ETL beekeeping beneficiary is presently identified. Any subsequently verified beekeeper with a pre-cut-off livelihood relationship affected by the ETL will be assessed under the same eligibility principles.
[bookmark: _Toc238249112]Table 8‑8 Beekeeping Support Measures
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Beekeeping Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP where verified hive locations, access arrangements, safety requirements or other Project activities directly affect continuation of an established beekeeping activity. Associated ETL where a comparable direct livelihood impact is subsequently verified.

	Proposed Outcome
	To enable affected beekeepers to continue their established activity without material Project induced disruption by maintaining access where feasible or providing appropriate relocation, reinstatement or other support where the verified impact cannot otherwise be avoided.

	Main Target Groups
	Verified local beekeepers whose established beehive locations, access arrangements, equipment or beekeeping activities are directly affected by the Project. Seasonal or mobile beekeepers will also be eligible where a verified pre-cut-off use and Project induced impact are established.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, two PAHs reported beekeeping activities involving a total of 25 beehives, with beehive presence recorded in connection with affected parcels 192/159 and 192/139. One of these PAHs reported sale of beekeeping products. These cases constitute the current potential beneficiary base and do not represent confirmed entitlement to support until the specific Project impact on the hive location, access or continuity of the activity is verified. No parcel specific ETL beekeeping impact or beneficiary has been confirmed at this stage.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Beekeeping, access to established hive locations, movement of hives and equipment, maintenance of apiary activities and household or supplementary income derived from beekeeping products.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified Project induced disruption to an established beekeeping activity, including restriction of access to hive locations, a requirement to move hives because of Project activities or safety requirements, verified damage to hives or equipment, or another direct impact materially affecting continuation of the activity. Beekeeping activity within the wider Project area alone will not create automatic eligibility.

	Types of Support
	Support may include advance information on Project activities relevant to verified hive locations; maintenance or restoration of safe access where feasible; practical assistance with temporary relocation of hives where relocation is required because of a Project impact; transport or handling support associated with verified relocation; reinstatement of access or return of hives following temporary disruption; and compensation, repair or replacement for verified Project related damage to hives, equipment or other eligible assets. Where the immediate impact has been addressed but a material livelihood consequence remains, the case will be reviewed for additional livelihood restoration support, including TLS where the applicable eligibility criteria are met.

	Verification Sources
	Household and asset information, beekeeper consultation, affected parcel and hive location information, site verification, photographs where relevant, mukhtar or local stakeholder information, monitoring findings, contractor records where applicable and grievance records. Verification will consider the number of hives affected, established use of the location, nature and duration of the impact, availability of practicable alternative locations and the importance of beekeeping to the affected household's livelihood.

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

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where an impact can be anticipated, the affected beekeeper will be consulted before the relevant Project activity, taking account of the seasonal timing and practical requirements of hive management. Access or relocation arrangements will be implemented before disruption where feasible. Verified impacts arising during implementation will be addressed without unnecessary delay. Where relocation or another temporary measure has been required, follow up will be undertaken during the relevant beekeeping period to confirm that the activity can continue or has been satisfactorily re-established.

	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 continuation of 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, productive use or continuation of the affected beekeeping activity, the case will be reviewed for additional access, relocation, compensation or other 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 to hives, equipment or products. Costs will be determined from the specific verified impact and documented implementation need, with compensation or assistance 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 verified impact arises from main WPP construction activities. For the associated ETL, any subsequently identified beekeeping livelihood impact will be assessed under this LARP, with coordination with TEİAŞ where statutory ETL arrangements are relevant. 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 two main WPP beekeeping PAHs and their recorded hive locations will therefore be subject to impact verification rather than assumed to require relocation or compensation. Particular attention will be given to maintaining access and avoiding unnecessary disturbance where practicable. Where verified damage to hives, equipment or products occurs, the immediate loss will be addressed through the applicable compensation or construction damage provisions, while this measure will address any additional support required to maintain or restore continuity of the beekeeping activity
[bookmark: _Ref238209490][bookmark: _Toc238248870]Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support
Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support will be provided where the Project causes a verified loss, interruption or material restriction of an existing commercial activity or other eligible economic interest that is not adequately addressed through compensation for affected land and assets alone. For the Balkaya WPP, this measure applies specifically to the commercial economic displacement associated with the T15 turbine land requirement on Akpınar parcel 101/232. The impact has been classified as economic displacement under IFC PS5 and EBRD ESR5. No permanent household residence or physical displacement has been identified in relation to this parcel.
The affected area on parcel 101/232 includes tiny house units, utility connections, internal infrastructure and an existing commercial or use interest. The relevant livelihood impacts therefore include interruption of verified existing commercial use, effects on access and continued use of the affected area, and any documented income loss directly attributable to the Project. Third party economic interests will also be considered where they are verified and eligible under the LARP. Speculative future development value, unrealised business plans or anticipated profits will not be treated as compensable losses or as a basis for livelihood restoration support.
This measure is distinct from the treatment of parcel 101/231. The unfinished foundation and existing investment on parcel 101/231 constitute asset loss and economic displacement rather than physical displacement, and will be addressed through the applicable compensation and replacement cost provisions. Any additional livelihood restoration requirement for parcel 101/231 will arise only where a verified remaining land, access or livelihood consequence requires support beyond compensation; parcel 101/231 is not treated as a commercial displacement case under this measure.
[bookmark: _Toc238249113]Table 8‑9 Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP, specifically the T15 turbine land requirement affecting the verified commercial economic interest on parcel 101/232. This measure does not constitute a physical displacement measure.

	Proposed Outcome
	To ensure that verified Project induced interruption of existing commercial activity or directly attributable income loss is appropriately addressed and, where compensation alone is insufficient, that the affected economic activity is supported to continue or be re-established on a practicable basis.

	Main Target Groups
	The verified operator of the affected commercial activity and any eligible third party with a demonstrated pre-cut-off economic interest directly affected by the Project. Eligibility will be determined separately from registered land ownership where the economic interest belongs to another verified person or entity.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	The current LARP identifies one confirmed commercial economic displacement case associated with parcel 101/232 and the T15 land requirement. The final number of eligible beneficiaries may include the verified commercial operator and any eligible third party economic interest identified through final entitlement and asset verification. This does not imply eligibility for speculative or future development interests.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Verified existing commercial use of the affected area, use of associated commercial assets and infrastructure, access required for continuation of the activity, and documented income generated by the established activity where applicable.

	Eligibility Trigger
	A verified pre-cut-off commercial or other economic interest together with a Project induced loss, interruption or material restriction of that existing activity. Support beyond asset compensation will be provided where the verified commercial economic displacement results in a material business continuity or income restoration need. Future development intentions, unrealised business plans, anticipated profits and speculative increases in land or development value will not establish eligibility.

	Types of Support
	Support will be determined according to the verified impact and may include: compensation at full replacement cost for eligible affected commercial assets and improvements; documented compensation for verified Project induced loss of income where applicable under the Entitlement Matrix; practical support required to maintain access to or continuity of the existing commercial activity where feasible; reasonable support for re-establishing the verified activity where continued use of the affected location is no longer practicable because of the Project; coordination of utility or other functional reinstatement where required and within Project responsibility; and TLS or other transitional livelihood support where the applicable eligibility criteria are met. Any third party support will be based on a separately verified economic relationship and eligible loss.

	Verification Sources
	Parcel and asset inventory, valuation records, site verification, photographs and existing asset records, PAP and operator consultation, contracts or other records establishing commercial or third party use where available, utility or operational records where relevant, evidence of actual commercial activity and documented income information where available, payment records, monitoring findings and grievance records. More than one source will be used where practicable to distinguish existing economic activity from future or speculative development intentions.

	Delivery Method
	Eligible asset compensation, documented cash support, practical business continuity assistance, reinstatement or other case specific support depending on the verified loss. The affected landowner, commercial operator and any eligible third party interests will be recorded separately where they are different parties, so that land compensation, asset compensation and livelihood restoration support are directed to the correct entitlement holder and the same loss is not compensated twice.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Final verification of the affected commercial use, eligible assets, operator and any third party economic interests will be completed before the relevant activity is materially disrupted where practicable. The Project will then confirm the applicable compensation and business continuity measures with the affected party. Eligible compensation and support required before loss of use will be provided in coordination with the timing of the impact. Any subsequently verified income or continuity impact will be assessed promptly and addressed without waiting for a future LARP update or addendum. Follow up will continue after implementation of the initial measure to determine whether the verified economic activity has been able to continue or be re-established.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Monitoring will track verification of the affected commercial interest, compensation and support delivered, continuity or re-establishment of the verified activity, and any continuing directly attributable income impact. The restoration benchmark will be that the verified Project induced commercial livelihood disruption has been addressed and that the affected party is able to continue or re-establish the relevant economic activity at a level consistent with the applicable pre-impact livelihood baseline, taking account of the nature of the activity and verified Project impact. Payment of asset compensation alone will not be treated as evidence that business continuity or livelihood restoration has been achieved where a material economic impact remains.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Corrective action will be triggered where monitoring, consultation or grievance findings demonstrate that an eligible commercial asset or third party interest was omitted, compensation did not address an eligible verified loss, Project induced access or functional constraints continue to prevent the existing economic activity from operating, or a documented livelihood impact remains after the initial support has been delivered. Corrective action may include additional verification, outstanding compensation, reinstatement, modification of the continuity arrangement or other proportionate livelihood restoration support. The case will be considered complete only when applicable compensation and support have been delivered and follow up confirms that the verified commercial economic displacement impact has been adequately addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	The budget will be based on the verified eligible assets, documented Project induced economic losses and the reasonable cost of any required business continuity or re-establishment support. Asset compensation will be determined separately in accordance with the valuation and replacement cost provisions of Chapter 7. Any documented income loss or additional livelihood restoration support will be calculated according to the verified impact and supporting evidence. Future development value, unrealised business plans and anticipated profits will not be included. Payments or assistance already provided for the same eligible loss will be taken into account to prevent duplication.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will be responsible for confirming eligibility, ensuring that applicable supplementary compensation and livelihood restoration measures are implemented, monitoring business continuity outcomes and closing the case against the applicable restoration benchmark. EPC Contractor participation may be required where a verified access, utility, asset or other business continuity impact arises directly from construction activities.


The commercial economic displacement determination for parcel 101/232 will therefore not be revisited as a question of physical displacement during LARP implementation unless materially different factual circumstances are subsequently evidenced. Implementation-stage verification will instead focus on defining the eligible economic interests, establishing the existing commercial baseline, confirming affected assets and any directly attributable income impact, and identifying the compensation and business continuity measures required to address the verified economic displacement. The registered landowner, commercial operator and any eligible third party will be distinguished in the implementation records where these are different parties.
Business continuity support will not be considered complete solely because land or affected assets have been compensated. Where the verified existing commercial activity is materially disrupted by the Project, follow up will assess whether the relevant economic activity has continued or been re-established and whether any directly attributable livelihood impact remains. Where the applicable restoration benchmark has not been achieved, the case will remain open and additional or adjusted support will be considered through the corrective action and adaptive management process described in Section 8.4.
[bookmark: _Ref238207344][bookmark: _Toc238248871]Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement
Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement will address verified livelihood impacts arising from Project construction activities, including damage to crops, soil, agricultural infrastructure, productive assets and access routes, as well as temporary restrictions that materially affect continued use of agricultural land or other livelihood resources. The measure will focus on preventing and minimising avoidable disturbance and, where impacts occur, ensuring prompt verification, compensation, repair or reinstatement. Where the immediate physical remedy does not fully address the resulting livelihood consequence, the affected PAP or PAH will also be considered for the relevant livelihood restoration measure under this Chapter.
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.
For the main WPP, construction related livelihood impacts may include crop loss, soil disturbance, damage to agricultural assets or infrastructure, restrictions on access to remaining land, and disturbance occurring within or outside the planned permanent Project footprint. Under the Project’s construction damage management arrangements, the EPC Contractor is responsible for addressing verified construction damage under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision. Reported impacts will be recorded and verified through site inspection and supporting evidence such as photographs, field documentation, contractor records and PAP consultation. Where an impact is confirmed, the applicable compensation, repair, reinstatement or other corrective action will be implemented and tracked until closure.
[bookmark: _Toc238249114]Table 8‑10 Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP where construction activities result in verified damage to land, crops, soil, productive assets, agricultural infrastructure or access, or otherwise cause an identifiable livelihood or productive use impact.

	Proposed Outcome
	To ensure that verified construction related livelihood impacts are promptly compensated, repaired or reinstated and that the affected land, asset, access arrangement or livelihood function is restored to its pre-impact function or an equivalent practicable condition.

	Main Target Groups
	Legal owners and actual users, including cultivators, tenants, sharecroppers, informal or public land users and other eligible livelihood users whose crops, land, productive assets, access or livelihood activities are directly affected by main WPP construction.

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	This is an impact triggered measure and a fixed beneficiary number cannot be established in advance. Household survey findings identified crop and dust related concerns among affected PAPs, while actual eligibility will depend on verified construction impacts recorded during implementation. Each case will therefore be assessed on the basis of the specific Project induced damage or access restriction rather than anticipated impact alone.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Crop cultivation, continued use of remaining agricultural land, livestock movement and grazing, access to agricultural or forest resource areas, use of wells, ponds, irrigation systems, access roads and other livelihood supporting assets or infrastructure affected by construction.

	Eligibility Trigger
	Verified physical damage, access restriction or other construction related disturbance caused by the Project that results in an identifiable loss of productive use, livelihood asset, crop, agricultural function or livelihood access. Eligibility will not depend solely on formal ownership where an otherwise eligible crop, asset or livelihood use belongs to an actual user.

	Types of Support
	Support may include compensation for verified crop, tree, asset or other eligible loss; repair or replacement of damaged agricultural or livelihood supporting infrastructure; restoration of disturbed agricultural soil; reinstatement of affected access routes; provision of a practicable alternative access arrangement where required; and other corrective measures proportionate to the verified impact. Where compensation, repair or physical reinstatement does not fully address a continuing livelihood consequence, the affected PAP or PAH will also be assessed for agricultural continuity, livestock, forest resource, beekeeping, commercial economic displacement or other applicable livelihood restoration support under this Chapter.

	Verification Sources
	Site inspection, photographs and field records, contractor construction and damage records, census and asset inventory information, PAP or user consultation, relevant pre-impact information where available, grievance records and livelihood restoration monitoring. Verification will document the location, nature, extent and cause of the impact and distinguish Project induced damage from pre-existing conditions to the extent practicable.

	Delivery Method
	Verified cases will be documented through the Project construction damage and grievance management arrangements. Depending on the impact, the remedy may comprise documented cash compensation, direct repair or replacement, EPC Contractor led reinstatement, access restoration or other applicable livelihood restoration support. Evidence of the agreed remedy, implementation and follow-up will be retained in the relevant PAP or user level implementation record.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Where a foreseeable construction activity may affect access or productive use, affected PAPs or users will be informed in advance where practicable and reasonable avoidance or continuity arrangements will be established. Construction damage or unanticipated livelihood impacts will be recorded and verified as soon as practicable after identification or notification. Compensation, repair or reinstatement will follow verification without unnecessary delay. Where reinstatement depends on completion of the relevant construction activity, it will be undertaken as soon as the affected area can reasonably be restored. Follow-up will then determine whether the livelihood function has been adequately reinstated or whether additional support is required.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Implementation will track the number and type of construction damage or access cases, verification status, remedy provided, timing of resolution, reinstatement status and any continuing livelihood consequence. The restoration benchmark will be that verified construction damage has been compensated, repaired or reinstated and that no material Project induced constraint on the affected livelihood or productive use remains.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Corrective action will be triggered where monitoring, PAP consultation or grievances identify unresolved damage, inadequate reinstatement, continued access restriction, repeated construction disturbance or a material livelihood effect remaining after the initial remedy. Corrective action may include additional verification, compensation, repair, reinstatement, access arrangements or referral to another livelihood restoration measure. A case will be considered complete only when the agreed remedy has been implemented and follow-up confirms that the verified Project induced livelihood impact has been adequately addressed.

	Budget Considerations
	Budget requirements will depend on the number and type of verified cases and the cost of compensation, repair, replacement, reinstatement, access restoration or additional livelihood support. Costs arising directly from construction damage will be addressed through the applicable EPC construction arrangements, while any supplementary livelihood restoration requirement will be reflected in the LARP implementation budget. Payments or assistance already provided for the same verified loss will be taken into account to avoid duplication.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will retain responsibility for oversight, verification of LARP implications, follow-up and closure of livelihood impacts. The EPC Contractor will be responsible for prevention, recording, site verification, repair, reinstatement and other corrective action for construction related damage falling within its scope, under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. supervision.


Construction activities will be managed so as to avoid unnecessary disturbance to agricultural production, access and livelihood supporting assets to the extent practicable. Reports concerning crop loss, soil or asset damage, access restrictions or other construction related impacts will be recorded through the Project grievance and construction damage management arrangements and verified on site. Supporting evidence, including photographs and field documentation, will be retained where relevant. Where the impact is confirmed, the responsible contractor will implement the required compensation, repair, reinstatement or other corrective action and the case will be tracked until closure.
Where the verified impact extends beyond immediate physical damage and results in a material livelihood consequence, the case will not be closed solely through repair or damage compensation. The affected PAP, PAH or user will also be assessed under the applicable livelihood restoration measure in Sections 8.2.1 to 8.2.6 and subsequent cross-cutting measures, and follow-up will continue until the relevant livelihood restoration benchmark has been achieved.
[bookmark: _Toc238248872]Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
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 legal title to the underlying land. Eligibility will be determined according to verified pre-cut-off use, affected crops or assets, access and livelihood activities and the nature of the Project induced impact. This is a cross-cutting measure and will not create an entitlement to compensation for ownership of public land; rather, verified users will be linked to the compensation and livelihood restoration measures applicable to their actual losses under the Entitlement Matrix and this Chapter.
For the main WPP, two public parcels are included within the current private and public parcel inventory. One public parcel has been identified as having potential informal agricultural use, but the actual user has not yet been confirmed, while the other is currently recorded as vacant. The potentially used public parcel will remain an outstanding user verification case and will not be treated as unused solely because an individual user has not yet been identified. For the associated ETL, 38 public parcels are affected, comprising seven parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints and 31 easement-only parcels. The actual users of the seven public parcels containing permanent infrastructure have not yet been identified. These parcels will similarly remain open for user verification and will not be assumed to be free of agricultural, resource use or other livelihood interests solely on the basis of public ownership or absence of a completed user interview.
[bookmark: _Toc238249115]Table 8‑11 Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users

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

	Proposed Outcome
	To ensure that eligible actual users can 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 or excluded because of tenure status.

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

	Current Beneficiary Basis / Estimated Applicability
	For the main WPP, one of the two affected public parcels has potential informal agricultural use for which the actual user remains unidentified; the second public parcel is currently recorded as vacant. For the associated ETL, 38 public parcels are affected, including seven containing permanent pole or tower footprints and 31 affected only through easement. Actual users of the seven public permanent infrastructure parcels have not yet been identified. These figures represent the current public land verification universe and do not constitute confirmed beneficiary numbers. Final eligibility will depend on identification of an actual pre-cut-off user and verification of the corresponding Project induced livelihood impact.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Agricultural production, crops and productive assets, grazing or other resource use, access to affected agricultural or common resources and other livelihood activities undertaken on or through affected public land.

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

	Types of Support
	Support will be provided through the applicable impact-specific entitlement or livelihood restoration measure rather than through a universal tenure-based payment. Depending on the verified impact, support may include compensation for eligible user-owned crops, trees, improvements or productive assets; Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support under Section 8.2.2; Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support under Section 8.2.3; Forest Resource Access and Use Support under Section 8.2.4; Beekeeping Support under Section 8.2.5; Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement under Section 8.2.7; and TLS or other livelihood restoration support where the relevant eligibility criteria are met. A user without a compensable ownership interest will not receive compensation for ownership of the underlying public land.

	Verification Sources
	Census and asset inventory information, household or user interviews, visible land use and crops or assets, site verification, institutional or public land records where available, formal lease or use records where applicable, mukhtar confirmation, neighbouring user information where appropriate, photographs, consultation records, grievance records and other credible evidence demonstrating pre-cut-off use. More than one source will be used where practicable where the user lacks 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 through the relevant LARP implementation records. Where the impact concerns common use rather than an identifiable individual user, access restoration, reinstatement or another appropriate collective response may be implemented in consultation with affected users and relevant institutions.

	Proposed Timeline and Implementation Steps
	Known or potential users will be verified before the relevant Project impact where practicable. Outstanding users, including users of the main WPP public parcel with potential agricultural use and the seven ETL public parcels containing permanent infrastructure, will remain subject to targeted follow-up until their user status and livelihood relationship are determined. Where an eligible pre-cut-off user is identified after an impact has occurred, the applicable outstanding compensation or livelihood restoration measure will be implemented following verification rather than being deferred to a future LARP update.

	Monitoring / Restoration Benchmark
	Monitoring will track identified and potential 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 otherwise applicable compensation or livelihood restoration support and that the verified Project induced livelihood impact has been adequately addressed.

	Corrective Action Trigger / Completion Criterion
	Corrective action will be initiated where an actual user appears to have been omitted, a public parcel has been treated as unused without adequate verification, the registered owner and actual user have been incorrectly treated as the same affected party, an eligible user has not received an applicable entitlement, or the verified livelihood impact remains unresolved after support. Corrective action may include additional user verification, updating the relevant LARP registers, delivery of an outstanding entitlement or referral to the applicable livelihood restoration measure. A case will be considered complete once the user relationship and impact have been verified and all applicable support has been delivered and followed up.

	Budget Considerations
	This measure does not create a separate universal cash payment for informal or public land users. Budget requirements will arise through the compensation or livelihood restoration measure applicable to the verified loss. Costs for eligible crops, assets, access arrangements, reinstatement, TLS or other support will therefore be reflected under the corresponding LARP budget category.

	Responsible Party
	Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will be responsible for user verification, linkage to applicable LARP entitlements and implementation or monitoring of supplementary livelihood restoration measures. Relevant public institutions will be consulted where verification, access or land use arrangements require coordination. For the associated ETL, TEİAŞ will retain responsibility for statutory land acquisition and easement arrangements, while Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. will remain responsible for supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP.


Formal ownership of 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 land that they do not own, but may remain eligible for compensation for user-owned crops, trees, improvements or productive assets and for livelihood restoration measures addressing verified loss of productive use, access or livelihood dependency. Where the same PAP or PAH is affected through both private and public land or through more than one livelihood pathway, the combined household level effect will be considered when determining the appropriate support package.
Users who were absent, unreachable or could not be identified during LARP preparation will not lose eligibility solely for that reason where a pre-cut-off use or livelihood relationship can subsequently be verified. In particular, the unresolved main WPP potential public land user and the users of the seven ETL public parcels containing permanent infrastructure will remain open verification cases until reasonable verification efforts allow their status to be determined. Any subsequently verified eligible user will be incorporated into the relevant LARP registers and assessed under the same entitlement and livelihood restoration principles applied to users identified during preparation.
[bookmark: _Toc238248873]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 treating employment as an automatic livelihood restoration entitlement.
For the Balkaya WPP Project, this measure is relevant because affected households are mainly dependent on agriculture, while wage employment is reported as a main or supplementary livelihood source for some PAHs. Unemployed persons actively seeking work were also identified among the surveyed 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, unemployed persons actively seeking work and vulnerable PAHs, where candidates meet job requirements. The same approach will apply to employment opportunities associated with the main WPP and the associated ETL where recruitment falls within the Project, EPC Contractor or subcontractor workforce. Targeted information and facilitation will be used where vulnerable PAPs or other eligible household members face practical barriers to accessing recruitment information or application procedures.
[bookmark: _Toc238249116]Table 8‑12. Local Employment Opportunities Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Local Employment Opportunities

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETL, 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 fixed beneficiary number cannot be established in advance because participation and recruitment will depend on individual interest, available vacancies, required skills and qualifications, occupational 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, unemployed persons actively seeking work 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 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 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 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 the 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: _Ref238211066][bookmark: _Ref238211522][bookmark: _Toc238248874]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.
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 ETL, while participation and training content will be linked to the livelihood impact and support need identified for the relevant PAP, PAH or user rather than to Project component alone.
[bookmark: _Toc238249117]Table 8‑13. Trainings and Capacity Building Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Trainings and Capacity Building

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETL 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.

	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 the livelihood restoration eligibility and implementation records and engagement under the applicable measures. Participation and completion outcomes will be recorded by training module during implementation.

	Links to Livelihood Activities
	Training and capacity-building activities will cover wheat, sunflower, canola, barley and other locally relevant crop and fodder production, livestock feeding and animal health, pasture and grazing management, beekeeping, women’s local food production including 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 reasonably expected to improve its effectiveness.

	Types of Support
	· Agricultural productivity and crop management trainings for wheat, sunflower, canola, barley and other locally relevant field 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, processing, packaging, pricing, labelling, branding, cooperative organisation, entrepreneurship, direct sales and alternative sales channels,
· 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 and referrals required to access or implement applicable livelihood restoration measures or relevant public and institutional support programmes.

	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, women, 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 identified through 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 8‑14 presents the indicative training modules identified for Balkaya 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: _Toc238249118]Table 8‑14. Indicative Training Modules for Balkaya WPP
	Training Module
	Indicative Target Groups and Settlements
	Main Content
	Indicative Outcome / Follow-up

	Agricultural Productivity and Crop Management
	Agricultural PAHs and actual users in main WPP affected settlements, particularly Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy, and any verified agricultural user in Kavacık, together with eligible agricultural users along the associated ETL where relevant.
	Wheat, sunflower, canola, barley and other locally relevant crop and fodder production; soil fertility; input use; crop rotation; harvest planning; 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 Akpınar, Evrenli, Çakıllı/Hürriyet and Edirköy, where livestock, fodder or grazing use is verified, together with eligible ETL-affected livestock or grazing users where a Project-induced impact is confirmed.
	Animal feeding, herd health, fodder planning, pasture use, grazing management, livestock movement and adaptation to verified Project-induced access changes, including grazing on affected agricultural parcels and post-harvest grazing where verified.
	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
	Beekeepers in Evrenli and any other verified beekeepers identified during implementation, including any eligible beekeeper subsequently identified along the associated ETL.
	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 practices.

	Local Product Development and Market Access, where relevant
	Women or other household members involved in local product production or sales, where confirmed in affected settlements and where participant interest is established.
	Hygiene, processing, packaging, labelling, branding, pricing, basic costing, direct sales, alternative sales channels, cooperative organisation, entrepreneurship and market access.
	Follow-up will consider practical use of the guidance provided, including product preparation, pricing, packaging, organisation 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, unemployed persons and persons interested in agricultural or livestock activities within eligible affected households where a 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 interested in 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 8.2.9, including candidate registration, referral, assessment and recruitment outcomes where applicable.


In this context, the Project Owner is also supporting the development of the “Balkaya Birikim: Local Flavours Joint Production and Experience Centre” as a complementary social development initiative in Balkaya Village. The initiative is planned under SOGEP and aims to convert the idle school building in Balkaya Village into a multi-purpose production and experience centre, with a focus on local food production, processing, packaging, branding, marketing, cooperative organisation, entrepreneurship and sales capacity. Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. is identified as the co-finance provider for the initiative.
At this stage, the initiative is not presented as an automatic LARP commitment. If implemented, it would complement the training and capacity building measures defined in this section, particularly for women’s local product development and market access, but would not replace compensation, statutory entitlements, transitional livelihood support, vulnerable PAP support, corrective actions or any other measure required under the Entitlement Matrix. Participation would be voluntary, and any link between the initiative and LARP livelihood restoration measures would be documented and monitored during implementation. Potential linkages with this initiative may be considered only where eligible PAPs or affected household members, particularly women, express interest and meet participation conditions. The initiative will therefore not be relied upon as the means of achieving any mandatory livelihood restoration outcome under this LARP.
Participation in trainings and capacity building activities will be voluntary. Training records will be maintained as part of LARP monitoring, including the training topic, date, location, participants, trainer, feedback received and any follow-up needs. Where relevant, feedback from participants will be used to adjust subsequent training activities. Where a training module forms part of an individual livelihood restoration package, follow up will also consider whether the participant was able to use the training, guidance or referral for its intended livelihood restoration purpose.
[bookmark: _Toc238248875]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 Balkaya WPP Project, 5 of the 23 surveyed PAHs were identified as having at least one direct vulnerability indicator through the household survey. These include persons with disabilities, unemployed persons actively seeking work, persons homebound due to chronic illness and illiterate adults. No female headed household, elderly person in need of social assistance, widowed or divorced woman, or school age child not attending school was identified among the surveyed PAHs. The vulnerability categories are not additive, as one person or PAH 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, forest resource use. All five directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs reported agriculture as either a main or supplementary livelihood activity; one is also engaged in livestock activities and two reported forest resource use. None of the three PAHs currently meeting the ≥20% productive land loss livelihood restoration review trigger overlaps with the five directly vulnerable PAHs. This does not reduce the relevance of vulnerability screening, as livelihood consequences will be assessed according to the combination of the verified Project impact, livelihood dependency and the household’s capacity to respond.
For the associated ETL, vulnerability information remains incomplete because 27 of the 42 targeted owner or user interviews have been completed and 15 cases remain outstanding. Available vulnerability findings will therefore be linked to the corresponding verified owner, user and livelihood impact on a case by case basis and will not be used to estimate vulnerability prevalence across the full ETL affected population. Additional vulnerable persons or households may be identified through outstanding verification, engagement, grievance review or implementation monitoring.
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 to 8.2.10 and will not substitute for the underlying compensation or livelihood restoration response.
[bookmark: _Toc238249119]Table 8‑15. Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support Measure
	Item
	Description

	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support

	Project Component / Applicability
	Main WPP and associated ETL 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.

	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, 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, old age, low education, lack of social security or other disadvantage 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, five of the 23 surveyed PAHs include at least one person meeting the direct vulnerability screening criteria. All five are linked to agriculture as a main or supplementary livelihood, while one is also engaged in livestock activities and two reported forest resource use. For the associated ETL, vulnerability information is available only for the interviewed cases and is not sufficiently complete to establish prevalence across all affected households. Additional cases may be identified through outstanding verification, engagement, grievances or implementation monitoring. Current vulnerability findings 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, where these activities are verified for the relevant PAH. 

	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 provided as part of livelihood restoration, the corresponding Project induced 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, together with home visits, telephone follow-up or individual meetings where mobility, health, literacy or access constraints exist. Assistance may also be provided with forms, documentation, grievances and other LARP procedures, as well as access to payment, banking or notary procedures where vulnerability creates additional barriers. Where participation would otherwise be constrained, transport or meeting assistance may be provided. Vulnerable PAPs and PAHs will receive priority review during TLS assessment where vulnerability overlaps with verified livelihood impacts and will be facilitated in accessing relevant agricultural, livestock, forest, beekeeping, training and employment measures. Where appropriate, affected persons may also be referred to relevant public institutions, agricultural support programmes, social assistance channels or employment institutions, and additional monitoring will be undertaken where vulnerability may increase livelihood risk following compensation, land entry or livelihood disruption. At the request of 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. For associated ETL cases, vulnerability findings will be linked to the verified household, land or use relationship and corresponding Project impact before support requirements are determined.

	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. The required assistance will be recorded at person or household level and linked to the applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure in the relevant implementation records. 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
	During disclosure, final verification, compensation payment, livelihood restoration implementation, training delivery, construction activities, grievance review and monitoring. Vulnerability related support needs will be reviewed during disclosure and final verification and again before relevant compensation, livelihood restoration or other LARP implementation activities. Required facilitation will be provided when the applicable entitlement or support measure is accessed. Additional follow up will be undertaken after compensation, livelihood disruption 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, household 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 the associated ETL, 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, 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 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: _Toc238248876]Livelihood Restoration Eligibility, Beneficiary Identification and Verification
This section does not repeat the general eligibility and entitlement framework presented in Chapter 7. It explains how eligibility for the livelihood restoration measures defined in Section 8.2 will be identified, verified, documented and applied during LARP implementation.
Eligibility for livelihood restoration support will be confirmed through review of verified Project impacts at PAP, PAH and user level. The assessment will consider whether the person, household or user has a verified ownership, use, access, contractual, commercial or other eligible livelihood relationship with the affected land, asset, resource or economic activity; whether that relationship existed before the applicable cut-off date; and whether the Project results in a material effect on livelihood activities, income, production capacity, access to resources or the ability to benefit from applicable LARP entitlements. Where the same PAP, PAH or user is affected through more than one parcel, asset, livelihood activity or Project component, the impacts will be reviewed together so that cumulative household-level livelihood effects are not underestimated.
Legal title will not be the sole basis for livelihood restoration eligibility. Depending on the verified impact, eligible groups may include legal owners, shareholders and heirs; actual agricultural users; tenants and sharecroppers; formal or informal users of public land; pasture and grazing users; livestock owners; forest resource users; beekeepers; commercial operators and eligible third parties with verified economic interests; and vulnerable persons or households requiring additional facilitation. Persons without legal ownership of the affected land will not be eligible for compensation for the land itself, but may be eligible for compensation for their crops, trees, improvements, productive or commercial assets and for livelihood restoration measures addressing verified loss of use, access, income or livelihood activity. Statutory compensation, asset compensation and livelihood restoration support will be distinguished in the implementation records, and the same loss will not be compensated or supported twice.
For the main WPP, eligibility verification will also cover the two economic displacement cases associated with the T15 turbine land requirement on Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232. No physical displacement has been identified in either case. For parcel 101/231, verification will focus on the affected unfinished foundation and existing investment, remaining-land usability and any additional livelihood consequence not fully addressed through compensation. For parcel 101/232, which is classified as commercial economic displacement, verification will focus on the existing commercial use, affected commercial assets and infrastructure, access and continued use, documented Project-induced income loss where applicable, and any eligible third-party economic interest. Speculative future development value, unrealised business plans and anticipated profits will not establish eligibility for compensation or livelihood restoration support.
For the associated ETL, livelihood restoration eligibility will be assessed within this LARP on the basis of the available cadastral, owner, user and livelihood information and will not be deferred as a whole to a future addendum. The current ETL corridor comprises 189 unique parcels, including 150 private parcels, 38 public parcels and one mixed private/TEİAŞ ownership parcel. Forty-five parcels contain permanent pole or tower footprints and 144 are affected only by easement. Of the 42 targeted owner or user interviews, 27 have been completed and 15 remain outstanding. The actual users of the seven public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints have not yet been identified. These and other outstanding cases will remain open for verification and will not be assumed to be unaffected or unused solely because the owner or user could not be interviewed or because the parcel is publicly owned. TEİAŞ statutory land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records will be reconciled with the LARP eligibility assessment when they become available.
Based on these principles, Table 8‑16 summarises the eligibility and verification focus for each livelihood restoration measure. The table should be read together with the detailed measures in Section 8.2 and the Entitlement Matrix in Chapter 7.
[bookmark: _Ref238212417][bookmark: _Toc238249120]Table 8‑16 Eligibility and Verification for Livelihood Restoration Measures
	Livelihood Restoration Measure
	Eligibility Focus
	Main Verification Sources

	Transitional Livelihood Support and Cash Support Calculation
	Verified transitional livelihood disruption that is not fully addressed through land, crop, tree, structure, asset or other applicable compensation, together with the TLS scoring criteria defined in Section 8.2.1. The ≥20% productive-land-loss threshold will operate as a livelihood restoration review trigger rather than automatic TLS eligibility. Remaining-land impairment, cumulative impacts, vulnerability and verified T15 economic displacement impacts will also be considered through the applicable scoring criteria.
	Census and asset inventory; household survey; productive-land-loss analysis; valuation and compensation records; PAP consultation; site verification; vulnerability screening; monitoring findings; grievance review.

	Agricultural Continuity, Land Preparation and Remaining-Land Support
	Verified disruption to agricultural production, land preparation, harvest, access, agricultural infrastructure or productive use of remaining land. Eligibility will depend on the actual Project-induced impact and continued viability of the affected agricultural activity rather than agricultural use alone.
	Census and asset inventory; land-use and crop information; household survey; parcel impact analysis; field verification; valuation records; contractor records where relevant; PAP consultation; monitoring and grievance records.

	Pasture, Grazing, Fodder and Livestock Support
	Verified Project-induced restriction affecting pasture or grazing access, livestock movement, fodder production, post-harvest grazing or other livestock feeding arrangements. Livestock ownership or grazing use alone will not create automatic eligibility.
	Household survey; livestock and grazing information; affected parcel information; PAP and user consultation; site verification; mukhtar information where relevant; contractor and monitoring records; grievance review.

	Forest Resource Access and Use Support
	Verified restriction on lawful access to or use of forest resources with a demonstrated household or livelihood function. Eligibility will consider the specific Project interface, frequency and purpose of use, dependency, seasonal use and availability of alternatives.
	Household forest-use information; affected forest parcel and access information; PAP consultation; site verification; forestry or institutional information where available; mukhtar and community information; monitoring and grievance records.

	Beekeeping Support
	Verified disruption to an established beekeeping activity, including affected access to hive locations, required hive relocation, damage to hives or equipment or another direct Project impact materially affecting continuation of the activity.
	Household and asset information; beekeeper consultation; hive and parcel-location information; site verification; photographs where relevant; contractor records; monitoring and grievance records.

	Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support
	Verified existing commercial activity or eligible third-party economic interest affected by the Project. For parcel 101/232, eligibility will cover verified existing commercial use, affected commercial assets and infrastructure, access or functional disruption, and documented Project-induced income loss where applicable. Speculative future development, unrealised business plans and anticipated profits will not establish eligibility.
	Parcel and asset inventory; site verification; valuation records; commercial or operational records where available; utility, contractual or payment records where relevant; PAP, operator and third-party consultation; monitoring and grievance records.

	Construction Damage, Access and Livelihood Reinstatement
	Verified construction-related damage or access restriction affecting crops, soil, agricultural infrastructure, productive assets, access routes or livelihood use. Actual users may be eligible for user-owned losses even where they do not own the underlying land.
	Site inspections; photographs and field records; contractor records; pre-impact information where available; census and asset inventory; PAP and user consultation; grievance and monitoring records.

	Support for Informal and Public-Land Users
	Verified pre-cut-off use of affected public or common land and a corresponding Project-induced loss of crops, assets, productive use, access or livelihood activity. Absence of legal title will not exclude an otherwise eligible user, but will not create entitlement to compensation for ownership of public land.
	Census and asset inventory; visible land use; crops and asset evidence; site verification; formal use records where available; mukhtar and neighbouring user information where appropriate; institutional records; consultation and grievance records.

	Local Employment Opportunities
	Interest and eligibility of affected household members to access available Project employment opportunities. Priority consideration may be given to eligible PAPs with significant livelihood impacts, actively unemployed persons and vulnerable households where applicants meet the requirements of the available position. Employment is not guaranteed.
	Household survey; employment interest and candidate records; vulnerability screening; recruitment and contractor records; consultation records; livelihood restoration monitoring.

	Trainings and Capacity Building
	Verified livelihood impact or identified support need for which technical guidance, practical skills, institutional referral or employment readiness can reasonably contribute to livelihood continuity, adaptation or diversification. Participation will also depend on relevance and expressed interest.
	Household and livelihood information; consultation records; vulnerability screening; participant interest records; relevant livelihood restoration measures; monitoring and grievance findings.

	Vulnerability Linked Livelihood Support
	Verified vulnerability or additional support need that creates a barrier to accessing compensation, livelihood restoration, consultation, training, employment opportunities or the GM. Vulnerability will be used as a facilitation and priority criterion and will not create automatic additional cash entitlement.
	Household survey; vulnerability screening; PAP consultation; income and livelihood dependency information; field verification; monitoring and grievance findings; additional implementation-stage screening.


Eligibility decisions will be recorded in a Livelihood Restoration Eligibility Register to provide a consistent and traceable basis for implementation. The register will identify, as applicable, the PAP, PAH or user; affected parcel, asset or resource; Project component; livelihood activity; verified impact; eligibility status; applicable livelihood restoration measure; verification sources; support to be delivered; delivery status; monitoring outcome; corrective action requirement; and closure status. Where the same household is affected through multiple parcels or livelihood pathways, these relationships will be consolidated at household level while retaining parcel-level traceability.
For the T15 cases, the register will separately document the affected interests and applicable measures for parcels 101/231 and 101/232. For parcel 101/231, this will include the affected unfinished foundation and existing investment, remaining-land usability and any additional livelihood restoration requirement. For parcel 101/232, the register will distinguish the landowner, commercial operator and any eligible third-party economic interest where these are different parties and will record the verified existing commercial baseline, eligible commercial assets, directly attributable economic loss and applicable business continuity measures. Neither case will be recorded as physical displacement.
For informal users, public-land users and users of common or natural resources, verification will rely on more than one source where practicable. Because these users may not have written contracts or formal ownership records, evidence may include visible land use, crops or productive assets, site observations, formal lease or use information where available, mukhtar confirmation, neighbouring user information where appropriate, livestock or beekeeping records, institutional information, consultation records and grievances. Lack of formal documentation will not by itself result in exclusion where pre-cut-off use can otherwise be credibly verified.
Particular attention will be given to unresolved public-land users. The main WPP public parcel with potential informal agricultural use will remain open for verification until the actual user status is determined. Similarly, the seven ETL public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints will remain outstanding user-verification cases until reasonable verification efforts have been completed. Public ownership or absence of a completed interview will not be treated as evidence that these parcels have no livelihood users.
PAPs or users who were absent, unreachable or could not be interviewed during LARP preparation will not lose eligibility solely for that reason. Where their ownership, use, asset, access, commercial or livelihood relationship existed before the applicable cut-off date and can subsequently be verified, they will be assessed under the same eligibility and entitlement principles as PAPs identified during preparation. This applies in particular to the 15 outstanding ETL owner or user interview cases. By contrast, occupation, cultivation, asset placement or other use commencing after the applicable cut-off date for the purpose of obtaining compensation or support will not establish eligibility.
Livelihood impacts that were not fully identified during LARP preparation will also be assessed during implementation. Where monitoring, field verification, consultation or grievances identify an omitted PAP or user, an unrecorded affected asset, a material remaining-land issue, construction damage, access restriction or another Project-induced livelihood impact, the relevant LARP records will be updated and the case will be assessed promptly under the applicable entitlement or livelihood restoration measure. Implementation of an otherwise verified entitlement will not be deferred solely until preparation of a future LARP addendum. Where new information results in a material change to the overall impact profile or LARP commitments, the formal LARP documentation may also be updated as appropriate.
Eligibility verification will therefore remain an active implementation process rather than a one-time screening exercise. The eligibility register will be updated through compensation reconciliation, outstanding PAP and user verification, livelihood restoration delivery, monitoring and grievance review so that newly verified eligible persons, changing implementation information and unresolved cases remain traceable through to closure.
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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, commercial 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.
For the associated ETL, this process will include completion of the outstanding owner and user verification cases and reconciliation of subsequently available TEİAŞ land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation information. For the T15 economic displacement cases, implementation records will distinguish the applicable asset, remaining-land and livelihood issues for parcel 101/231 from the commercial economic displacement and business continuity requirements for parcel 101/232.
2. Measure selection and PAP consultation
The proposed livelihood restoration measure and practical delivery arrangements will be discussed with the affected PAP, PAH 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 agricultural support arrangements, alternative or reinstated access, timing of support relative to agricultural, livestock or beekeeping cycles, business continuity arrangements, 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. PAP consultation will therefore inform the practical design and delivery of livelihood restoration without transferring responsibility for determining compliance or restoration outcomes to the affected person.
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 corrective actions falling within its scope under Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş. oversight. Where statutory ETL land acquisition, easement, valuation or compensation procedures are relevant, TEİAŞ information will be incorporated into the case record while supplementary livelihood restoration measures within the scope of this LARP will be managed by Enerjisa Üretim A.Ş.
4. Follow-up and outcome review
Delivery of an activity, payment, training, referral, repair or other support measure will not by itself demonstrate livelihood restoration. Follow-up will assess whether the measure has addressed the verified livelihood impact against the outcome, restoration benchmark and completion criterion defined for the relevant measure in Section 8.2.
Depending on the impact pathway, this may include review of continued agricultural production and usability of remaining land, livestock feeding or grazing access, forest resource access, continuity of beekeeping activity, reinstatement of construction-affected land or access, access to applicable entitlements by informal or vulnerable PAPs, or continuation or re-establishment of verified commercial activity. PAP feedback will form part of this assessment together with field verification, implementation records, monitoring findings, grievance records 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, 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 purpose of adaptive management will be to respond to verified implementation evidence rather than to apply additional measures automatically. Any adjustment will therefore be linked to the identified gap between the verified Project impact and the applicable restoration objective.
6. Completion and closure
A livelihood restoration case will not be considered complete solely because the planned activity, payment or other support has been delivered. Closure will require confirmation that the applicable measure has been implemented and that the relevant completion criterion or restoration benchmark has been achieved, or that no further Project-induced livelihood impact remains to be addressed.
Where a case does not meet the applicable benchmark, it will remain open for follow-up and corrective action. This applies equally to individual livelihood measures and to cases involving several linked impacts or support measures. For example, payment of compensation for an affected commercial asset will not by itself close the parcel 101/232 commercial economic displacement case where a verified business continuity or directly attributable livelihood impact remains outstanding.
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. 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 PAP feedback affecting the design or implementation of livelihood restoration measures will be documented through the LARP implementation records. Records will identify the issue or preference raised, Project assessment, resulting decision or adjustment, responsible party and follow-up status 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, access restrictions, construction damage, commercial economic displacement and business continuity, 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 or access issue, omitted economic interest, 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, PAH, user, asset, commercial interest or livelihood activity,
· a new or changed Project-induced access restriction, construction impact or remaining-land issue,
· 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,
· an omitted or newly verified third-party economic interest associated with commercial economic displacement,
· repeated or similar grievances indicating a wider implementation issue, or
· new land acquisition, valuation, compensation, land-use or other information that changes the understanding of 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 consultation and monitoring, or management escalation where required. The corresponding action, responsible party, timing, follow-up requirement and closure status will be recorded through the relevant LARP implementation records.

For the associated ETL, 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. The 15 outstanding owner or user interview cases and unresolved users of public parcels will remain traceable as pending verification cases until they are verified, determined to be ineligible on documented grounds or otherwise closed following reasonable verification efforts.

Similarly, any newly identified eligible PAP, user, asset, economic interest or livelihood impact will be incorporated into the relevant LARP registers 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 compensation, corrective action or supplementary livelihood restoration 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: _Toc238248878]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 to 8.4. Main WPP census and household-level fieldwork has already been undertaken, and supplementary fieldwork for the associated ETL was completed in August 2026, with 27 of the 42 targeted owner or user interviews completed and 15 cases remaining outstanding. Main WPP land access and construction activities have also commenced within parts of the Project footprint. The implementation schedule therefore combines completion and reconciliation of outstanding or earlier-impact cases with the forward-looking delivery of livelihood restoration measures for subsequent Project impacts.
LARP finalisation, disclosure, cut-off-date sensitisation and GLAC meetings, 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 Project implementation period according to verified impacts and support needs. This will include completion of outstanding PAP and user verification; follow-up of unresolved public-land users; compensation and replacement-cost reconciliation; reconciliation of available TEİAŞ land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation records; and implementation of the T15 economic displacement measures for parcels 101/231 and 101/232. In particular, the commercial economic displacement associated with parcel 101/232 will be followed through the applicable compensation and business continuity measures defined in Section 8.2.6
Measures linked to agricultural production, remaining-land use, grazing, livestock, forest resources and beekeeping will be aligned with the relevant agricultural and livelihood seasons, while employment and training activities will be aligned with available Project opportunities and verified participant needs. Vulnerability-linked assistance, grievance management, construction damage management, livelihood monitoring and adaptive or corrective actions will remain available throughout implementation and, where necessary, until the applicable livelihood restoration completion criteria have been achieved.
The periods presented in Table 8‑17 represent indicative implementation windows rather than fixed deadlines. Where an entitlement, compensation or livelihood restoration measure is required before a future Project impact or livelihood disruption, that requirement will take precedence over the indicative timing shown in the schedule. Similarly, outstanding, newly identified or previously unreached PAPs and users will be assessed when identified in accordance with Sections 8.3 and 8.4 rather than being deferred to a later scheduled period.
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[bookmark: _Ref238215116][bookmark: _Toc238249121]Table 8‑17 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 and GLAC meetings
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

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

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

	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
	
	
	
	
	
	
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support
	
	
	
	
	
	
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	■
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○
	○

	Construction Damage, Access 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.
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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 construction damage, access and livelihood 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. Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support will apply to the verified commercial economic displacement associated with parcel 101/232 and will be implemented according to the verified existing commercial use, eligible affected assets, directly attributable economic loss and business continuity requirements.
For the associated ETL, 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 cadastral, field, PAP, user and Project records. The 15 outstanding owner or user interview cases and the unresolved users of the seven public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints will remain subject to verification. Where subsequent TEİAŞ information identifies an additional PAP, user, 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: _Toc238248879][bookmark: _Toc238248880][bookmark: _Toc238248881][bookmark: _Toc238248882][bookmark: _Toc238248883][bookmark: _Toc238248884][bookmark: _Toc238248885][bookmark: _Toc238248886][bookmark: _Toc238248887][bookmark: _Toc238248888][bookmark: _Toc238248889][bookmark: _Toc238248890][bookmark: _Toc238249038][bookmark: _Toc238249039][bookmark: _Toc238249040][bookmark: _Toc233382207][bookmark: _Toc238249041]STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT AND SUPPLEMENTARY IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES
[bookmark: _Toc233382208][bookmark: _Toc238249042]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: _Toc238249043]Engagement Completed to Date
Stakeholder engagement relevant to land acquisition, economic displacement and livelihood restoration commenced before the LARP census and has continued during land acquisition and Project preparation. The activities completed to date include settlement-level land acquisition consultations, individual communication with PAPs, consultations concerning the associated ETL, Project and access-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, will be provided in Annex F.
Before the April 2026 census and asset inventory, Enerjisa Üretim undertook settlement-level land acquisition information and consultation meetings on 24-25 December 2025 in Çakıllı/Hürriyet, Edirköy, Kavacık, Evrenli and Akpınar. The consultations provided information on the Project and affected areas, urgent expropriation and the anticipated land acquisition process, while also providing an opportunity for affected communities to raise settlement-specific questions and concerns. These included matters concerning Project layout and turbine locations, land acquisition, agricultural and livestock activities, access and roads, remaining land use and other local concerns. The available consultation records and photographs will be provided in Annex F.
Engagement continued after the December consultations rather than being limited to the pre-census period. The Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register contains 56 Balkaya WPP engagement records and documents continuing face-to-face and telephone communication with PAPs, mukhtars, affected communities and relevant institutions between December 2025 and August 2026. Recorded engagement covered, among other matters, individual land acquisition and Project information, access and road-related matters, agricultural and livestock activities, local employment opportunities, community requests, Project design and construction-related concerns and other issues raised during Project preparation and 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 on 24-25 April 2026, direct engagement with affected owners and users was used to verify ownership and land-use relationships, affected assets, 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 the census and asset inventory presented in Annex A. Representative photographs from the LARP fieldwork and PAP engagement will be included in Annex F.
Targeted engagement with women has also commenced. Dedicated women’s consultations were undertaken in Evrenli, Balkaya and Akpınar in August 2026 to obtain women’s views directly on Project information, local livelihood activities, employment and income opportunities, community priorities and participation needs. These activities provide an additional basis for continued targeted engagement with women during LARP implementation and will be complemented by the vulnerability and livelihood restoration 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 ETL. These engagements addressed the ETL land acquisition process and questions concerning tower-footprint acquisition, easement rights, compensation, land access, land and resource use and other parcel-level concerns. Dedicated supplementary LARP fieldwork was subsequently completed on 7-8 August 2026 in the ETL-affected settlements of Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova, during which affected owners and users were engaged directly to verify ownership and land-use relationships, assets, livelihood activities, access, resource use 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.

	Balkaya 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 / 239


9

[bookmark: _Toc238249122]Table 9‑1 Stakeholder Engagement Activities Completed to Date
	Period
	Engagement Activity
	Main Scope / Purpose
	Supporting Evidence

	December 2025
	Settlement-level land acquisition information and consultation meetings
	Project and affected areas; urgent expropriation and land acquisition process; Project layout; agricultural, livestock, access and settlement-specific land and livelihood concerns
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; consultation records and photographs in Annex F

	December 2025–August 2026
	Ongoing PAP, mukhtar, community and institutional engagement
	Land acquisition and Project information; access and road-related matters; agriculture and livestock; local employment; community requests and follow-up
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; SEP engagement records; relevant GM/LARP records where applicable

	April 2026
	Main WPP LARP census and socioeconomic engagement
	PAP and user verification; land and resource use; affected assets; 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

	7-8 August 2026
	Supplementary LARP fieldwork for the associated ETL in Evrenli, Akpınar, Okçular, Devlet and Düzova
	Direct engagement with affected owners/users; verification of ownership/use, assets, livelihood relationships, resource use, access and PAP concerns
	ETL fieldwork and interview records; relevant Annex A records; fieldwork and consultation photographs in Annex F

	August 2026
	Targeted engagement with women
	Women’s priorities and participation needs; local livelihood, employment and income opportunities; access to Project information
	Project Company Stakeholder Engagement Register; targeted consultation records and available photographs in Annex F
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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, physical displacement, 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: _Toc238249044]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 ETL. 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, recognisable interests or livelihood activities, and access the Project Grievance Mechanism before the cut-off date becomes effective. 
The LARP will be disclosed in formats that are 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, entitlement matrix, livelihood restoration measures, grievance channels, right to litigation, implementation responsibilities and indicative schedule,
disclosure through the Project website and informative sessionsexplaining 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, persons with recognisable interests and PAPs or users who were not reached during earlier main WPP or ETL fieldwork, and
· clear information on how outstanding or subsequently identified PAPs, users, assets, recognisable interests 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: _Toc238249129]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, recognisable interests, affected assets, livelihood activities, vulnerable PAPs or additional claims that were not fully captured during earlier fieldwork. Questions, additional information and issues raised during these sessions will be recorded through the Project stakeholder engagement system and transferred or cross-referenced to the relevant LARP verification, grievance, entitlement, physical displacement 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, recognisable interest or livelihood activity existed by the applicable cut-off date. The GLAC meetings will support verification of recorded persons, users, interests 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, recognisable interest or livelihood activity is identified after the cut-off date, available cadastral, census, asset inventory, Project, fieldwork, consultation and other credible evidence will be reviewed to determine whether the relevant ownership, use, occupation, access, asset, interest 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 associated ETL and outstanding case-specific verification for the main WPP, including public or common land users, forest and resource users and the remaining economic entitlement and valuation verification for T15 parcels 101/231 and 101/232, will not establish separate later cut-off dates. For parcel 101/231, subsequent verification will concern the affected unfinished foundation and existing investment, remaining-land usability and any associated economic entitlement. For parcel 101/232, verification will concern the existing commercial use, eligible commercial assets and infrastructure, directly attributable economic loss where applicable and any eligible third-party economic interests. The common cut-off date established under Section 7.1 will apply. Completion of such verification after the cut-off date will not, by itself, affect eligibility where the relevant 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, physical displacement, 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 in 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: _Toc238249045]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, physical displacement, 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 land acquisition and Project preparation. 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, physical displacement 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, recognisable interest, 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,
· owners, commercial operators, users and any eligible third parties associated with the T15 economic displacement cases, including verification of the unfinished foundation and existing investment on parcel 101/231 and the existing commercial use, commercial assets and eligible third-party economic interests associated with parcel 101/232,
· the 15 outstanding associated ETL owner or user cases and the actual users of the seven public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints, whose user and livelihood relationships remain subject to verification,
· women and vulnerable PAPs who may face barriers to accessing information, participating in decisions or obtaining applicable entitlements, physical displacement assistance 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 will provide a basis for continuing direct engagement on access to information, livelihood roles, employment and training opportunities, 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 an economic displacement or livelihood restoration response is required, affected PAPs, occupants or users will be engaged, as relevant, in refining the practical form and timing of the applicable support or relocation 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, physical displacement or relocation measure, 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, recognisable interest, affected asset, livelihood activity, vulnerability, grievance, compensation concern or need for physical displacement, 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 ETL, ongoing engagement will also support reconciliation of the information collected during the 7-8 August 2026 fieldwork with statutory land acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation information to the extent that such information subsequently becomes available to the Project through PAPs, legal proceedings or other available sources. Where this process identifies an additional PAP or user, previously unrecorded livelihood relationship or asset, compensation concern, access issue or other Project-induced impact, the affected person will be engaged and the relevant Annex D, Annex E, together with the relevant grievance and livelihood restoration implementation 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: _Toc233382209][bookmark: _Toc238249046]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 Balkaya 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, physical displacement, 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, users of public land, users of state forest resources, and persons with recognisable interests in affected assets or use arrangements,
· cut-off date, notification, disclosure or consultation concerns,
· compensation amounts, payment process, payment delays, supplementary payments or inflation update,
· crops, trees, structures, affected residential assets, movable tiny house units, wells, irrigation systems, utility connections, ponds, barns, fences or other affected assets,
· remaining land usability, fragmentation, loss of feasible use, access to remaining land or claims regarding partial acquisition impacts,
· commercial economic displacement and business continuity associated with parcel 101/232, including verified existing commercial use, eligible commercial assets and infrastructure, access and continued use, documented Project-induced income loss where applicable and eligible third-party economic interests,
· livelihood restoration measures, including transitional livelihood support and other support measures,
· access to remaining land, pasture or grazing areas, fodder resources, 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.
As of August 2026, construction activities for the main WPP have commenced. Construction-related grievances, including crop or soil damage, road or access impacts, dust, damage to agricultural infrastructure, affected assets or other livelihood disruption, will be recorded, verified and addressed through the Project GM, the applicable construction damage management arrangements and the relevant LARP measures. Where the issue is linked to contractor activities, the responsible contractor will implement the required compensation, repair, reinstatement or other corrective action under Enerjisa Üretim supervision. Where a verified impact results in a material 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 ETL, 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, recognisable-interest, eligibility, entitlement, physical displacement, 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: _Toc238249130]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, physical displacement measure 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 and request trends, unresolved cases, repeated issues and corrective actions will be reviewed as part of LARP monitoring. Where grievances or requests identify a broader implementation gap, missing PAP, missing user, recognisable interest, missing asset, remaining land usability issue, 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, physical displacement assistance, 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, physical displacement measures 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: _Toc233382210][bookmark: _Ref238218942][bookmark: _Toc238249047]IMPLEMENTATION RESPONSIBILITIES, MONITORING AND FINANCING
[bookmark: _Toc233382211][bookmark: _Toc238249048]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 Balkaya WPP components under its responsibility. For the associated ETL, 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 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, Balkaya 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 teams will also maintain the applicable Annex A and Annex C records for the main WPP, Annex B valuation and replacement-cost/top-up reconciliation records, and Annex D and Annex E records for the associated ETL, and the outstanding-action tracking described in Section 10.2.
[bookmark: _Toc238249123]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
· Coordination of case-specific compensation and entitlement verification for the T15 economic displacement cases, including the affected unfinished foundation and existing investment on parcel 101/231 and the commercial economic interests, eligible assets and third-party interests associated with parcel 101/232
· Management of compensation and supplementary payment records and coordination of replacement-cost reconciliation, where applicable
· Maintenance and updates of relevant Annex C and Annex E
· 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, affected assets, livelihood impacts, vulnerability and support eligibility including eligible economic interests where relevant
· Management of vulnerability linked support
· Maintenance of LARP implementation 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 triggers

	Community Liaison Officer (CLO)
	· Field communication with PAPs, mukhtars and affected settlements
· Disclosure of LARP information, disclosure materials and grievance channels
· Receipt and transfer of grievances and requests in line with the Project GM described in the SEP and 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 statutoryland 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

	Mukhtars and Local Representatives
	· Support to information disclosure at settlement level
· Support to identification and verification of actual land users, public land users, grazing users, forest resource 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, Treasury, municipalities, district and provincial authorities, and other relevant institutions where required
· Support to resolution of issues that may affect land acquisition, access, valuation, public land use, pasture, forest land, irrigation 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: _Ref238218744][bookmark: _Toc238249049]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, case-specific verifications and external statutory information remain outstanding. 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. In particular, outstanding owner and user verification for the associated ETL, unresolved public and resource-user relationships, final case-specific verification for the T15 economic displacement cases, replacement-cost reconciliation and subsequently available TEİAŞ statutory records will continue to be managed during implementation.
Table 10‑2 summarises the evidence currently available, the remaining requirement or limitation, the reason for the outstanding matter, the applicable interim management and contingency approach, the responsible party and timing or completion trigger, and the evidence required for closure. Where subsequent information identifies an additional eligible PAP or user, affected asset, economic interest, compensation gap or livelihood impact, the relevant LARP records and annexes will be updated and the applicable entitlement, livelihood restoration measure or corrective action will be implemented. A formal LARP revision or supplementary document will be prepared where subsequently available information materially changes the assessed impact or required measures. This approach follows the implementation-ready residual-action structure used in the reference Chapter 10.
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[bookmark: _Ref238219240][bookmark: _Toc238249124]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, asset and livelihood verification
	Main WPP census, household surveys, parcel-level assessment and follow-up engagement have established the principal PAP/user and livelihood baseline. Information was obtained from 23 PAPs/users associated with private parcels, including 22 household-level socioeconomic surveys and one parcel/asset-level record. For the associated ETL, 42 owner/user interviews were targeted and 27 have been completed, comprising 19 face-to-face and eight telephone interviews. Available cadastral information, field observations and interview records provide the current basis for ETL assessment.
	A limited number of main WPP PAP/user records remain without complete direct information. For the associated ETL, 15 of the 42 targeted owner/user cases remain outstanding. Asset, livelihood, vulnerability and user information for these cases therefore remains incomplete until direct or alternative verification is completed.
	Some affected persons could not be reached or were unavailable during the fieldwork period despite field and telephone contact attempts. ETL owner/user identification and contact information were also constrained by the information available to Enerjisa Üretim during LARP preparation.
	Outstanding cases will remain open for targeted follow-up and will not be treated as unaffected or ineligible solely because an interview was not completed. Available cadastral and Project information, site evidence, consultation records, mukhtar information and other credible sources may be used to maintain the case pending direct confirmation. Any PAP or user subsequently verified will be assessed under the same cut-off-date, eligibility, entitlement and livelihood restoration provisions as persons identified during preparation.
	Enerjisa Üretim Social/CLO and Land Acquisition Teams. Follow-up will continue during implementation. Verification will be completed before the relevant individual entitlement or livelihood restoration case is closed and, where practicable, before a future Project impact requiring case-specific support.
	Documented verification outcome or documented basis for continued open status; relevant Annex A and Annex C records updated; applicable entitlement or support decision recorded and delivered where required.

	Public-land, forest-resource and other actual-user verification
	The main WPP assessment includes two public parcels and 13 state forest parcels. One public parcel has potential informal agricultural use for which the actual user has not yet been confirmed. Household surveys identified forest-resource use among affected PAHs and provide information on fuelwood, mushroom and medicinal-plant use and potential access effects. For the associated ETL, 38 public parcels are affected, including seven public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints and 31 easement-only public parcels.
	The actual user of the main WPP public parcel with potential agricultural use remains unidentified. Individual household use has not yet been spatially linked to specific affected state forest parcels. For the associated ETL, the actual users of the seven public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints have not yet been identified.
	Public ownership records do not necessarily identify actual agricultural, grazing or resource users. Informal and natural-resource use may also not be documented through cadastral records and requires field, community or user-level verification.
	Public or forest land will not be assumed to have no livelihood user solely because formal ownership is public or an individual user has not yet been identified. Potential users will remain open for verification. Where a pre-cut-off actual user or resource-use relationship is subsequently verified, the person or group will be assessed under the applicable compensation and livelihood restoration provisions. Where the impact concerns common access rather than an individually identifiable user, access restoration or another appropriate collective response will be considered.
	Enerjisa Üretim Social/CLO and Land Acquisition Teams, with relevant public institutions where required. Verification will continue during implementation and before the relevant user or livelihood-impact case is closed.
	Verified user/resource-use relationship or documented outcome of reasonable verification efforts; affected parcel/resource linked to the relevant PAP/user or common-use arrangement; Annex A/Annex C and applicable support records updated.

	T15 economic displacement cases: parcels 101/231 and 101/232
	The LARP assessment has confirmed that no completed and occupied primary dwelling or household requiring relocation has been identified in relation to the T15 land requirement. Both cases are therefore classified as economic displacement rather than physical displacement. Parcel 101/231 includes an affected unfinished foundation and existing investment, together with a remaining-land area requiring case-specific usability consideration. Parcel 101/232 includes tiny-house units, utilities and internal infrastructure associated with an existing commercial or use interest and is classified as commercial economic displacement.
	Final case-level entitlement and valuation documentation remains to be completed to confirm the full eligible compensation and supplementary support package. For parcel 101/231, this includes valuation of the eligible existing investment and review of remaining-land usability. For parcel 101/232, this includes confirmation of the existing commercial baseline, eligible affected assets and infrastructure, directly attributable income loss where applicable, and any eligible third-party economic interests.
	Final entitlement closure depends on case-specific valuation, supporting documentation, economic-interest verification and implementation of the applicable compensation and livelihood restoration measures.
	The cases will remain open as economic displacement cases. The physical displacement determination will not be reopened solely because further entitlement or valuation information is collected. Eligible existing assets and investments will be addressed in accordance with Chapter 7. Parcel 101/232 will additionally be managed through the Commercial Economic Displacement and Business Continuity Support provisions in Section 8.2.6. Speculative future development value, unrealised business plans and anticipated profits will not form the basis of compensation or livelihood restoration.
	Enerjisa Üretim Land Acquisition/Legal and Social Teams, with valuation support where required. Verification and applicable support will be completed before the corresponding T15 LARP cases are treated as closed.
	Final case-level asset and economic-interest verification; valuation and replacement-cost reconciliation; compensation and supplementary-support records; remaining-land determination for 101/231; business-continuity and outcome evidence for 101/232; relevant Annex B and Annex C records updated.

	Associated ETL statutory acquisition, easement, valuation and compensation information
	The approximately 14 km associated ETL is assessed within the current LARP using available cadastral, technical and field information and the August 2026 supplementary owner/user interviews. The current cadastral assessment identifies 189 unique parcels, comprising 150 private parcels, 38 public parcels and one mixed private/TEİAŞ ownership parcel. Forty-five parcels contain permanent pole or tower footprints and 144 are affected only by easement. 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. Full reconciliation of statutory compensation outcomes against the supplementary LARP requirements therefore cannot yet be completed for all ETL cases.
	Statutory ETL land acquisition, easement establishment, official valuation and compensation are undertaken by TEİAŞ. Complete statutory files are not routinely provided to Enerjisa Üretim and the timing at which individual records may become available cannot be controlled by the Project Company.
	Available cadastral, PAP/user, field, grievance and Project evidence will continue to be used to identify and manage ETL impacts. Absence of a TEİAŞ record will not prevent consideration of an impact that can be demonstrated through other credible evidence. Where statutory information subsequently becomes available through TEİAŞ, PAPs, legal proceedings or other available sources, it will be reconciled with the LARP assessment and any identified supplementary compensation, livelihood restoration or corrective-action requirement within Enerjisa Üretim’s responsibility and control will be addressed.
	Enerjisa Üretim Land Acquisition/Legal and Social Teams. Reconciliation will continue as relevant TEİAŞ information becomes available and before the corresponding supplementary LARP case is closed.
	Available statutory information reconciled with applicable LARP records; identified compensation gap, livelihood restoration requirement or corrective action implemented; relevant Annex A, Annex B and Annex C records updated. A formal LARP update or supplementary document will be prepared where the new information materially changes the assessed impact or required measures.

	Replacement-cost and payment reconciliation
	Main WPP valuation and available land-acquisition, asset and compensation information provide the basis for replacement-cost review. Chapter 7 establishes the requirement to review compensation against full replacement cost and to provide supplementary payment where a verified gap is identified. Case-specific valuation requirements for the T15 economic displacement cases have also been incorporated into the LARP framework.
	Final parcel- or case-level reconciliation remains open where final compensation or payment outcomes are not yet sufficiently available or may change through the ongoing acquisition or legal process. ETL replacement-cost reconciliation additionally depends on the statutory information limitations described above.
	Valuation, court and payment outcomes may be completed at different stages. For the associated ETL, statutory valuation and payment records are generated through TEİAŞ processes and are not fully available to Enerjisa Üretim.
	Available valuation and compensation outcomes will be reviewed as they become sufficiently final for reconciliation. Open cases will not be assumed to comply with 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 compensation, applicable replacement-cost requirement, any identified gap and evidence of supplementary payment where required; corresponding Annex B and other LARP implementation records updated.

	Main WPP construction damage, access and livelihood reinstatement
	Main WPP construction activities have commenced. The LARP establishes construction-damage management and livelihood-reinstatement provisions, including site verification, use of photographs and field evidence, contractor records, grievance management and repair, reinstatement or compensation for verified damage. The EPC Contractor is responsible for verified construction damage falling within its scope under Enerjisa Üretim supervision.
	Construction-related crop, soil, agricultural-asset, access or other livelihood impacts may arise progressively and cannot all be identified or quantified at the time of LARP finalisation. Individual cases may therefore require verification and corrective action during implementation.
	The occurrence, location and severity of construction impacts depend on actual construction activities and site conditions and are therefore partly implementation-dependent.
	Construction impacts will be prevented and minimised where practicable. Reported or observed impacts will be documented and verified through site inspection, photographs, contractor and grievance records and PAP/user consultation. Confirmed cases will receive the required compensation, repair, reinstatement or other corrective action. Where the impact results in a material livelihood consequence beyond immediate physical damage, the PAP/PAH will also be assessed under the applicable Chapter 8 livelihood restoration measure.
	Enerjisa Üretim Project/Social Teams and EPC Contractor. Verification will be undertaken when an impact is identified or reported. Corrective action and any required follow-up will continue until the applicable construction-damage and livelihood-restoration completion criteria are met.
	Site-verification evidence; damage record; compensation, repair or reinstatement evidence; applicable grievance and corrective-action records; livelihood follow-up where required; case closure against the relevant Section 8.2 benchmark.

	LARP disclosure and cut-off-date sensitisation evidence
	The final disclosure arrangements, common cut-off-date approach for the main WPP and associated ETL, and treatment of subsequently identified PAPs/users are defined in Sections 7.1 and 9.1.2.
	Evidence demonstrating implementation of final LARP disclosure and cut-off-date sensitisation cannot be completed until the LARP has been publicly disclosed.
	The evidence is necessarily generated following public disclosure of the LARP.
	The LARP will be disclosed through the channels 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 or other digital disclosure evidence; CLO communication recordsand LARP implementation records.
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The outstanding matters identified above will be managed as implementation actions rather than as reasons to defer the application of the LARP. A pending case will remain traceable until the required verification, entitlement determination, compensation, livelihood restoration measure or corrective action has been completed, or until a documented external dependency is retained with a clear completion trigger. Where a subsequently identified PAP, user, asset, economic interest or livelihood impact can be assessed under the existing eligibility and entitlement framework, the applicable case-specific action will proceed without waiting for preparation of a future LARP addendum.
Progress against Table 10‑2 will be reviewed through the monitoring arrangements in Section 10.3. Each outstanding action will be assigned a responsible party, implementation status, next action, completion trigger and required closure evidence. Repeated delays, new information or monitoring and grievance findings that indicate a wider implementation gap will be addressed through the corrective and adaptive management process described in Section 8.4.
[bookmark: _Toc238249050]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, public land user verification, state forest and resource use verification, case specific verification for Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232, or additional field verification identify new PAPs, users, eligible economic or use interests, 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, payments or support measures have been delivered.
Monitoring will be carried out through review of land acquisition records, valuation and payment/deposit records, title transfer and registration records, eligibility and verification records, case specific verification records, remaining land usability records, commercial economic displacement and affected use records where relevant, livelihood restoration records, GLAC meeting records, consultation records, grievance records, contractor records, construction damage and reinstatement records, site checks, photographs, PAP consultations, mukhtar consultations, public land user verification, state forest/resource use verification and targeted follow up with vulnerable PAPs or livelihood affected PAPs where required. The main WPP census and asset inventory in Annex A, parcel-level valuation and replacement-cost/top-up reconciliation in Annex B, household-level LARP support eligibility in Annex C, and the corresponding associated ETL census and asset inventory and LARP support eligibility records in Annex D and 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, commercial activity or access condition will be used as the reference condition.
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[bookmark: _Toc238249125]Table 10‑3. LARP Monitoring Framework
	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 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; T15 case verification; associated ETL reconciliation; grievance handling; outstanding actions under Table 10-2; and corrective-action follow-up.
	• % of outstanding PAP/user verification cases completed, including the 15 outstanding ETL interview cases
• Verification status of actual users of the seven ETL public parcels containing permanent pole or tower footprints and the unresolved main WPP potential public-land user
• % 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
• Status of outstanding entitlement and valuation actions for T15 parcels 101/231 and 101/232
• % of LARP-related grievances resolved within the 30-business-day target timeframe
• % of grievances exceeding 30 business days with reason, next action and follow-up status documented
• Number and % of overdue LARP corrective actions
• % of planned LARP disclosure, GLAC and cut-off-date sensitisation actions completed and documentedBaseline: implementation and outstanding-action status at LARP finalisation, including Annexes A-C and Table 10-2.
	100% of applicable case-level verification, entitlement and replacement-cost reconciliation requirements completed before case closure, except matters retained under a documented external dependency and completion trigger in 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 reviewed 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 and compensation/reconciliation records.
	Missing verification, unresolved replacement-cost review, undelivered entitlement, overdue material grievance or corrective action will trigger case review and confirmation of the responsible party, action and timing. Completion requires evidence that the applicable action has been completed or, where dependent on an external process, that the matter remains under a documented interim arrangement with a defined completion trigger.

	Output Monitoring
	Tracks whether compensation, livelihood restoration measures and other support defined in the LARP have actually reached verified eligible PAPs, PAHs and users. Key topics include TLS; agricultural continuity; livestock and grazing support; forest-resource support; beekeeping; commercial economic displacement and business continuity; support for informal/public-land users; vulnerable PAP assistance; employment and training; and construction-damage 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 facilitation or additional assistance
• % of verified affected agricultural users receiving applicable agricultural continuity or remaining-land support
• % of verified affected livestock/grazing users receiving applicable access, fodder or livestock support
• % of verified affected forest-resource users receiving applicable access or livelihood support
• % of directly affected beekeepers receiving applicable access, relocation or livelihood support
• Delivery status of applicable compensation and business-continuity measures for parcel 101/232
• Delivery status of applicable asset, remaining-land and supplementary support measures for parcel 101/231
• % of verified construction-damage/access cases compensated, repaired, reinstated or otherwise remedied
• Number and % of participating PAPs completing applicable training programmes
• Number of affected household members informed, referred to employment opportunities and subsequently employed, where applicable
Baseline: eligible beneficiary and support records established through Annex C and subsequent verification; five directly vulnerable main WPP PAHs identified at LARP preparation, with ETL vulnerability information to be updated through outstanding verification.
	100% of verified eligible PAPs/PAHs/users 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 or restoration outcome.
	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 and referral records, contractor records and PAP confirmations.
	An eligible PAP not offered applicable support, an agreed measure not delivered, a vulnerable PAP unable to access support, or a repeated delivery problem will trigger individual case review and, where relevant, programme-level adjustment. Completion requires delivery of the applicable measure or, for optional livelihood measures, documented informed refusal. Mandatory compensation and entitlement cases will be closed only in accordance with Chapter 7.

	Outcome Monitoring
	Assesses whether the measures delivered are effective in restoring or maintaining the livelihood activities, productive capacity, commercial activity and access conditions affected by the Project rather than only whether support was delivered.
	• % of monitored agricultural PAPs/PAHs maintaining or restoring cultivation or 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/grazing users able to continue the affected livelihood activity following the Project impact
• % of monitored forest-resource users able to continue verified lawful resource use or access an effective alternative arrangement
• % of directly affected beekeepers able to continue or re-establish beekeeping activity following impact/support
• Status of remaining-land usability and any associated livelihood consequence for parcel 101/231
• Whether the verified commercial activity associated with parcel 101/232 has continued or been re-established and whether any directly attributable livelihood impact remains
• % 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 Chapters 5-6, supplemented by case-specific T15 and other implementation-stage verification where required.
	Project-affected livelihood activities, productive capacity, commercial activity 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, business continuity, resource access and other appropriate proxies will be used.
	Quarterly during active delivery and main WPP construction; six-monthly for household livelihood outcome follow-up; seasonal monitoring for agricultural, livestock/resource-use and beekeeping outcomes. Commercial economic displacement follow-up will continue for as long as required to assess the applicable business-continuity outcome.
Responsibility: Social Team with relevant agricultural, technical, Project or contractor support.
Sources: PAP follow-up, Annex A/C, field observations, available agricultural or activity records, GM and consultation records.
	Material Project-attributable deterioration in livelihood activity, productive capacity, commercial activity or access; ineffective support; recurring livelihood grievance; or an adverse outcome for a vulnerable PAP will trigger cause analysis and additional or modified livelihood support, access arrangements, business-continuity measures or other corrective action. Completion requires achievement of and evidence against the applicable Section 8.2 restoration benchmark.

	Impact / Completion Monitoring
	Determines whether the overall objectives of the LARP have been achieved and whether any material residual land-acquisition, economic-displacement or livelihood-restoration issue remains. Key topics include replacement-cost compliance, overall livelihood restoration, T15 economic displacement outcomes, vulnerable PAP outcomes, unresolved public/resource-user cases, access 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
• Status of all applicable compensation, remaining-land and livelihood actions for parcel 101/231
• Confirmation that the parcel 101/232 commercial economic displacement case has met the applicable business-continuity and livelihood-restoration completion criteria
• % 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
• Status of unresolved or subsequently verified public-land and ETL users
• Number of repeated or 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 and outcome monitoring results.
	Material Project-induced livelihood and economic-displacement 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.
	An outstanding material entitlement, failure to achieve a livelihood or commercial restoration outcome, unresolved Project-induced access/resource impact, unresolved vulnerable-PAP outcome or incomplete corrective action will require a time-bound residual or corrective action and continued monitoring. Completion will require independent verification that the applicable LARP objectives and completion criteria have been achieved and that no material Project-controlled corrective action remains open. 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, case specific verification, remaining land usability review, verification or correction of eligible user or economic interests, 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, achievement of the applicable T15 economic displacement and commercial business-continuity 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: _Toc238249051][bookmark: _Toc238249052]Estimated Budget
Successful implementation of the LARP will require a clearly defined and adequately resourced budget. The budget will cover statutory land acquisition and compensation obligations, livelihood restoration support, agricultural continuity measures, access, fodder, livestock, grazing and resource use support, beekeeping support, support for vulnerable PAPs, training and capacity building, case specific verification and supplementary measures for verified economic displacement, recognisable interests, remaining-land usability and other case-specific impacts, including the T15 cases where applicable, and any additional measures required under the Entitlement Matrix following verification.
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 and deposit records, GLAC meetings, site verification, grievance mechanism records, case specific verification records, public land user verification, state forest and resource use verification, final asset verification, ETL verification and subsequently available TEİAŞ records, and the final approval of the Project Owner.
The current budget basis has been cross-checked against the parcel-level replacement-cost reconciliation in Annex B and the household-based LARP support eligibility screening in Annex C. Annex C provides an eligibility and verification basis rather than payment authorisation; final TLS amounts will therefore be determined through the scoring methodology in Chapter 8. Other livelihood-support rates remain provisional planning allowances and will be updated where current official rates, verified impacts or implementation findings require adjustment.
[bookmark: _Toc238249053]Key Budget Components
Private land acquisition and expropriation compensation
For the main WPP, Annex B now provides parcel-level reconciliation for 27 valued private parcels by comparing the latest recorded statutory/court amount with the full replacement-cost benchmark, including affected assets/crops/structures and a 2% transaction/re-establishment allowance. The latest amounts used for comparison total TRY 71,709,581.37. Although this aggregate amount exceeds the aggregate replacement-cost benchmark, replacement cost is assessed parcel by parcel and positive gaps are not offset against higher compensation on other parcels. Annex B therefore identifies a current provisional top-up requirement of TRY 1,534,975.67 across nine parcels. This amount will be retained in the LARP budget and updated against final payment/deposit and valuation records.
The replacement-cost calculation does not by itself close the economic-displacement cases associated with Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232. Asset values already captured in Annex B will not be compensated twice; however, remaining-land usability, eligible third-party or commercial interests and any transitional or re-establishment support required for these cases will be closed separately before impact.
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, fodder use, forest resource use, beekeeping, vulnerability, remaining land usability, verified economic displacement and recognisable interests and other relevant livelihood factors.
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. Where Project impacts affect agricultural support assets such as wells, irrigation systems, ponds, fences, barns, utility connections or access to remaining agricultural land, repair, reinstatement, compensation or other relevant support will be assessed following verification.
Access, fodder, livestock, grazing and resource use support
This component covers support for PAPs whose livestock, grazing, fodder production, public land use, 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 Balkaya, this component will particularly consider grazing on affected agricultural parcels, post harvest grazing, livestock movement, fodder resources, surrounding forest resource use and beekeeping access where verified. For budgeting purposes, seasonal fodder support has been estimated using a provisional one tonne fodder support package per eligible household or user.
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. For Balkaya, this support will be applied only where beehive locations, access routes, foraging areas or production are confirmed to be affected by Project activities.
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. This component may also cover verified damage or disruption affecting access routes, wells, irrigation systems, utility connections, ponds, barns, fences, movable assets or other livelihood assets.
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. Vulnerability support will not be treated as an automatic additional payment category; it will be provided where vulnerability creates a support need or overlaps with verified Project impacts.
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, market access where relevant, financial literacy and access to local employment opportunities. Any linkage with complementary social development initiatives will not replace compensation, TLS, vulnerability support, corrective actions or other measures required under the Entitlement Matrix.
[bookmark: _Toc238249054]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.
Budget implementation records will be linked to the common Parcel, PAP/PAH and Valuation IDs used in Annexes A-C. Statutory compensation, replacement-cost top-ups and livelihood-restoration support will be recorded separately so that the same loss is not compensated more than once.
Contingency arrangements will be maintained for unforeseen livelihood disruptions, construction impacts, additional verified claims, asset-verification findings, remaining-land usability issues, recognisable interests, case-specific economic displacement, public land user verification, state forest and resource use verification, and changes arising from finalisation of land acquisition processes. 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, persons with verified recognisable interests, livelihood affected users, and vulnerable PAPs, receive timely, fair and meaningful support to restore their livelihoods in line with the provisions of this LARP.
[bookmark: _Toc238249055]Estimated Cost Table
The LARP budget has been prepared using the currently identified replacement-cost gaps, the beneficiary-status screening in Annex C and provisional unit costs for livelihood-restoration measures. Beneficiary numbers below distinguish current screened cases from cases that remain subject to verification and therefore do not represent final payment authorisations.
TLS will be calculated at case level in accordance with the Chapter 8 scoring methodology, corresponding to one to six net monthly minimum wages. For budget planning, the existing provision of 75 net monthly minimum-wage equivalents is retained as a provisional envelope pending final scoring of the 23 coded main-WPP cases in Annex C, comprising 18 PRELIMINARY and five POTENTIAL TLS cases.
[bookmark: _Toc238249126]Table 10‑4. LARP Estimated Budget
	Budget Item
	Unit Cost / Budget Basis
	Estimated Quantity / Current Basis
	Subtotal (TRY)

	Main WPP statutory/court-recorded compensation base – reference only
	Parcel-specific
	27 valued private parcels
	71,709,581.37 – reference amount; not included in supplementary LARP subtotal

	Main WPP replacement-cost top-up
	Parcel-specific verified gap
	9 of 27 valued private parcels
	1,534,975.67

	Transitional Livelihood Support (TLS)
	1-6 net monthly minimum wages/case; TRY 28,075.50 used only as the 2026 planning reference
	23 coded cases: 18 PRELIMINARY + 5 POTENTIAL; 75 minimum-wage equivalents retained as provisional budget envelope pending final scoring
	2,105,662.50

	Agricultural continuity and seasonal crop/yield support
	2,420 TRY/PAP or user
	17 PRELIMINARY coded cases; additional POTENTIAL cases subject to verification
	41,140

	Seasonal fodder support for livestock/grazing/resource-access impacts
	3,080 TRY/tonne
	Up to 5 currently identified livestock/grazing cases, subject to verified disruption
	15,400

	Beekeeping relocation and continuity support, where verified
	5,500 TRY/PAP
	2 currently identified beekeeping cases, subject to verified Project impact
	11,000

	Temporary access and route disruption support
	11,000 TRY/case
	5-case provisional contingency allowance; actual cases subject to verification
	55,000

	Dust or construction-related crop/yield impact support
	11,000 TRY/case
	5-case provisional contingency allowance; actual cases subject to verification
	55,000

	Vulnerability-linked facilitation and assistance reserve
	8,250 TRY/PAH planning allowance
	Up to 5 currently identified priority PAHs; not an automatic cash entitlement
	41,250

	Agriculture, livestock, beekeeping and livelihood training
	17,600 TRY/session
	Approximately 8 sessions
	140,800

	Case-specific economic displacement, public/forest/resource-user verification and other supplementary measures not already captured above
	TBD
	Including Akpınar 101/231 and 101/232 and subsequently verified public/forest/resource users; no duplication of Annex B asset/top-up amounts
	TBD

	Associated ETL statutory compensation and supplementary LARP measures
	Case-specific
	To be confirmed through Annex D/E verification and reconciliation of subsequently available TEİAŞ information
	TBD

	Currently identified supplementary main-WPP LARP budget, excluding TBD items and the statutory/court-recorded compensation reference amount
	–
	–
	4,000,228.17


The currently quantified supplementary main-WPP LARP budget is TRY 4,000,228.17. This comprises the provisional replacement-cost top-up identified through Annex B and the currently quantified livelihood-restoration planning provisions. It excludes the TRY 71,709,581.37 statutory/court-recorded compensation reference amount, ETL compensation and supplementary measures that remain dependent on TEİAŞ and case-level verification, and any additional case-specific support for which the amount cannot yet be established without verification.
The figures will be revised, where necessary, following final asset verification, valuation and payment/deposit records, GLAC consultations, grievance review, ETL land acquisition information, public land user verification, state forest and resource use verification, case-specific verification for Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232, and consultations with affected stakeholders before final budget allocation.
For Akpınar parcels 101/231 and 101/232, the asset and replacement-cost amounts already reflected in Annex B will not be duplicated. The remaining open budget item relates only to any additional transitional, re-establishment, remaining-land or other economic-displacement measure established through the mandatory case-specific verification. Speculative future development value or unverified anticipated profits will not form the basis of compensation or livelihood-restoration support.
[bookmark: _Toc238249056][bookmark: _Toc233382217][bookmark: _Toc238249057]APPENDICES
[bookmark: _Ref233370843][bookmark: _Ref233370945][bookmark: _Ref233372835][bookmark: _Toc233382218][bookmark: _Ref238246491][bookmark: _Toc238249058]Census and Asset Inventory – Main WPP
[bookmark: _Ref238246833][bookmark: _Toc238249059]Parcel Based Valuation Replacement-Cost/Top-up Reconciliation – Main 		WPP
[bookmark: _Ref233370876][bookmark: _Ref233372907][bookmark: _Ref233378783][bookmark: _Toc233382220][bookmark: _Ref238246839][bookmark: _Toc238249060]LARP Support Eligibility (Household-based) – Main WPP 
[bookmark: _Toc238249061][bookmark: _Ref238247457][bookmark: _Toc238249062]Census and Asset Inventory – Associated ETL
[bookmark: _Ref238247011][bookmark: _Toc238249063]LARP Support Eligibility (Household-based) – Associated ETL
[bookmark: _Ref233378496][bookmark: _Toc233382223][bookmark: _Ref238247268][bookmark: _Toc238249064]Site Photo Log and Meeting Register
[bookmark: _Ref233376245][bookmark: _Ref233376297][bookmark: _Toc233382224][bookmark: _Toc238249065]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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