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1. On February 5, 2010, the Inspection Panel (the “Panel”) received a Request for
Inspection related to the Kazakhstan — South-West Roads: Western Europe-Western
China International Transit Corridor Project (the “Project”). This initial request was
submitted by two residents of Birlik settlement, Karashik Rural District, city of
Turkestan, South Kazakhstan Oblast,' Republic of Kazakhstan, and was joined by
separate submissions from over 45 households in the same settlement. This Request
for Inspection was copied to Bank Management. On February 28, 2010, the Panel
received correspondence, which was also copied to Management, from some of the
signatories of the initial Request “taking back” their request.

2. Between March 10 and April 24, 2010, the Panel received written communications
from individuals who had separately joined the initial request.® These individuals,
residing in the city of Turkestan, referred to the same issues raised by the initial
request for inspection, as well as some interconnected issues related to the city of
Turkestan. They requested that the Panel conducts an investigation into these matters.
They also asked the Panel to keep their identities and contact information
confidential. Theses communications, incorporating and supplementing the claims in
the initial Request, constitute the Request for Inspection (the “Request”) to the Panel.
The Request focuses on the segment of the Project passing through the city of
Turkestan, including the Birlik settlement. The Panel registered this Request on April
29, 2010, and notified the Executive Directors and the President of the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD) in accordance with the Resolution
establishing the Inspection Panel (“the Resolution™).*

! An oblast is an administrative and territorial division in Russia and the former USSR.

% The Panel received this communication while it was translating the Request and ensuring accuracy of the
translation, as per paragraph 8 of its Operating Procedures, after several days of World Bank business
closure in Washington DC.

® As provided for in Paragraph 19 of the Panel’s Operating Procedures, at the request of the Panel the
Requesters supplied the Panel with additional information.

* IBRD Resolution 93 — 10, Resolution Establishing the Inspection Panel (September 22, 1993).



3. On June 1, 2010, Management submitted its Response to the Request. The
Transmittal Memorandum for the Response was dated May 25, 2010.

4. As provided in paragraph 19 of the Resolution, the purpose of this report is to
determine the eligibility of the Requests and to make a recommendation to the
Executive Directors as to whether the Panel should investigate the matters alleged in
the Requests.

A. The Project

5. The Request raises issues related to Republic of Kazakhstan — South-West Roads:
Western Europe-Western China International Transit Corridor Project (the “Project”),
which is financed through an IBRD Loan.

6. The Project is part of the Government’s program to upgrade and improve the 2,840
km road corridor linking Europe and Russia to China through Kazakhstan.” Different
donors including IBRD (the “Bank”), and the Government of Kazakhstan are co-
financing separate sections of the road corridor.®

7. According to the PAD, the objective of the Project is to increase transport efficiency
along the road section between Aktobe/Kyzylorda oblast border and the city of
Shymkent, and improve road management and traffic safety in Kazakhstan.” The
Project contributes to the upgrading of 1,062 km of road sections. The Project
consists of 5 components, which are described as follows:

Component 1 — Upgrading and reconstructing road sections along the Corridor
within Kyzylorda oblast, excluding Kyzylorda bypass (excluding consulting
services for supervision of the construction and all contingencies).

Component 2 — Upgrading and reconstructing road sections along the Corridor
within South Kazakhstan oblast, from Kyzylorda oblast border to Shymkent

® Project Appraisal Report (“PAD”), p. 7 para. 27.

® Project Appraisal Report (“PAD”), p. 8 para. 27. According to the PAD, the European Bank for
Reconstruction and Development (EBRD) will finance road sections between the Russian Federation
border to Martuk in Aktobe oblast (102 km); the Asian Development Bank (ADB) jointly with the Japan
International Cooperation Agency (JICA) will finance road sections between Taraz and Korday within
Zhambyl oblast (about 321 km); the Islamic Development Bank (IDB) will finance 159 km of road sections
between the border of South Kazakhstan oblast and Taraz; and IBRD (the “Bank”) finances sections of the
Corridor in the South-West regions of Kazakhstan between Shymkent and Aktobe oblast border (approx
1,062 km). Moreover, the Government of Kazakhstan is financing the remaining sections of the Corridor.
This in addition to the construction of 273 km of roads in Aktobe oblast (Aktobe - Karabutak — Irgiz)
completed in 2006, plus 205 km of the Almaty-Bishkek road completed in 2005 with ADB and EBRD
loans, and the ongoing construction of 215 km of roads in Aktobe oblast (Karabutak to the Kyzylorda
oblast border) and the road section from Shymkent to the border with Uzbekistan.

" Project Appraisal Report (“PAD”), Project Development Objective p. ii.
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including the bypasses to Kyzylorda and Shymkent (excluding consulting services
for supervision of the construction and all contingencies).

Component 3 — Financing of Project Management Consultants (PMC) to assist
the Committee for Roads with the management of Project implementation.

Component 4 — Institutional development and preparation of action plans to
improve road safety and road services, including consulting services to review
options to strengthen the Committee for Roads, improve the overall condition of
the road network, and improve road safety and road services.

Component 5 — Consulting services for supervision of civil works under
Components 1 and 2.2

Overall progress in implementation of the Project will be monitored through: (i)
reduction in transport costs; (ii) improvement in the capacity of the project
implementing entities; (iii) adoption of action plans for improving road safety and
road services along the corridor; and (iv) implementation of improved road
management concepts.” In its Response, Management states that the Project is
implemented by the Committee of Roads within the Ministry of Transport and
Communications (MoTC).*

B. Financing

On April 30, 2009, the Bank approved a loan (the “Loan”) to the amount of US$2.125
billion for the Republic of Kazakhstan. The scheduled closing date for the Loan is
June 30, 2014." According to the PAD, the Government will finance 15 percent of
the total Project cost. Costs of land acquisition and compensation for involuntary
resettlement, will be paid for separately from the government budget.** According to
Management, the Loan became effective on December 9, 2009.%®

The estimated total cost of the Corridor is US$7.5 billion, of which 37 percent is
financed by the Government and the balance by the Bank and other International
Financial Institutions (IFls).**

8 Project Appraisal Report (“PAD™), Project Description p. ii.
° Project Appraisal Report (“PAD”), p. 9 para 30.

19 Management Response, p. iii.

1 Management Response, p. 1 para 3.

12 project Appraisal Report (“PAD”), Project Description p. ii.
3 Management Response, p. iii.

4 Management Response, p. iii.
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C. The Request

According to the Request (see Annex 1), the Project includes widening a road
segment which currently cuts across Birlik settlement where the Requesters reside.
Several houses are close to the current road alignment. The Request states that, as
designed, this segment will contribute to the following adverse effects: i) harm to the
health of the residents of the settlement from fumes, pollution and noise); ii) harm to
the environment, in particular from accidents and spills from trucks transporting
flammable and explosive materials; iii) risks to the safety of school children crossing
the road daily as a result of higher traffic volume and speed; and, iv) possible impact
on houses and related involuntary resettlement.

The Requesters also claim that the transit traffic flow in the heart of the city of
Turkestan will increase significantly in the future and “will become an environmental
disaster for its residents.” They add that “Turkestan is viewed as the second Mecca
for Muslims around the world. The city’s potential unsafe life and health conditions
for Muslim pilgrims will result in the irreversible damage to the budget of the city, as
well as to the income of urban residents benefiting from tourism.”

In one of their communications, the Requesters informed the Panel that local officials
promised to: i) plant trees and vegetation between their houses and the road segment
at Birlik to be widened; ii) provide a school-bus service to take their children to and
from school; and iii) build a new service road outside the city of Turkestan within a
period of three to five years. These promises led some of the original signatories to
“take back” their initial Request. The Requesters however are concerned that these
promises are not referred to in Project documents.

The above claims may constitute non-compliance by the Bank with provisions of the
following operational Policies and Procedures:

OP/BP 4.01 Environmental Assessment
OP/BP 4.11 Physical Cultural Resources
OP/BP 4.12 Involuntary Resettlement

OP/BP 13.05 Project Supervision
World Bank Policy on Disclosure of Information dated June 2002

D. Management Response

As stated earlier in this Report, Management submitted its Response on June 1, 2010.
In its Response (see Annex 2), Management states that the “Bank has made every
effort to apply its policies and procedures and to pursue in a comprehensive manner
its mission statement in the context of the Project.” Management adds that in its view,
the Bank has followed the guidelines, policies and procedures applicable to the



matters raised in the Request and, as a result, it believes that “the Requesters’ rights
or interests have not been, nor will they be, directly and adversely affected by a
failure of the Bank to implement its policies and procedures.”*

16. Management states that the Corridor provides the main link for local communities to
the rest of Kazakhstan and to other countries, adding that the Project road “is both a
source of income for local communities who provide the bulk of services to road
users, and also the only access to markets for local products.”*®

17. Management further states that the Committee for Roads (the Project’s implementing
agency) actively engaged the local communities particularly in the Birlik settlement
to respond to concerns raised. According to Management, the Committee for Roads,
on several occasions, amended the designs of different road segments in order to
address proactively issues raised by local residents throughout the Project road
length.'” Management adds that revisions to the designs for the road segment along
Birlik settlement were completed in December 2009 and consulted upon in February
2010 in Turkestan and in Birlik settlement.* Management concludes that the issues
raised in the Request are resolved to the satisfaction of the majority of the local
population around Turkestan city, including residents of Birlik settlement.™

18. Management divides its response to the issues raised in the Request in four sections:
i) potential adverse effects of the road segment along Birlik settlement; ii) promise of
dedicated school-bus services for the children of Birlik settlement; iii) impact of
transit traffic on the Mausoleum located at the heart of Turkestan city; and iv)
promise of a new bypass road outside the city of Turkestan.?

19. Concerning adverse effects of the road segment along Birlik settlement, Management
reports several revisions to the design. These include:

e Shifting the road alignment away from the existing residences at Birlik
settlement to provide the maximum possible distance between the houses and
the new 4-lane road (at minimum this distance is of 17 meters).

e Constructing a pedestrian underpass at a point close to the local school and a
pedestrian crossing at the traffic signal about 800 meters further along the
road. Another underpass will be constructed for livestock at about 600 meters
north of the traffic signal.

e Reconstructing the existing 2-lane road to become a local access road for the
residents of Birlik settlement. Construction of bus stops with shelters is
included along the redesigned local access road.

15 Management Response, p. 15 para. 44.
16 Management Response, p. 15 para. 45.
7 Management Response, p. 15 para. 46.
18 Management Response, p. 15 para. 47.
19 Management Response, p. 16 para. 48.
% Management Response, p. 16 para. 49.
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e Constructing a 3-meter high wall between the new 4-lane road and the
reconstructed 2-lane local access road to provide safety and act as a barrier
reducing traffic noise and vehicle emissions.

e Planting trees along the new 4-lane bypass road for aesthetic reasons and
installing street lights along the existing 2-lane bypass road and at the
underpasses to improve personal safety and security.*

Concerning the promise of a dedicated school-bus service for the children of Birlik,
Management confirms that the local administration (Akim) has offered to provide
additional bus services specifically to transport children from Birlik settlement to the
local school during the school year. Attached to the Management Response are
written assurances from MoTC and the Akim confirming that additional bus services
will be provided by the local administration, commencing in September 2010.%

As for the impact on the Mausoleum located in Turkestan city, Management states
that it recognizes that the Khoja Ahmed Yasawi Mausoleum at the center of
Turkestan is considered a holy site that attracts pilgrims and tourists to the city, and is
designated as a UNESCO World Heritage Site. Management states that the designed
improvements and widening of the road (from a 2-lane to a 4-lane) will largely follow
the alignment of the existing bypass road (which passes through Birlik). At its nearest
point this bypass is 2.6 km from the Khoja Ahmed Yasawi Mausoleum. Management
adds that the improved bypass will reduce the amount and negative impacts of traffic
transiting through the city center and allow better access to the Mausoleum.?®

Concerning the construction of a completely new bypass road outside the city of
Turkestan Management states that it is aware of plans by the local Government to
construct in the future either a northern or a southern bypass road further away from
the city center. Management adds that the feasibility study carried out for the Project
examined the proposed northern and southern bypasses, but found that these were not
economically justifiable given current volumes of traffic.?* Management further adds
that officials from the Government have promised that either bypasses will be
considered when justified by traffic volumes.*®

In that regard, Management states that it is of the view that a decision to construct a
new bypass in the future needs to be based on sound analysis of economic,
environmental and social impacts. Management also states that, although the Bank
cannot guarantee financing for future investments that may be included in the
Government’s Road Sector Development Program, it would consider such requests in
the future. Management further states that, given the cultural and religious importance
of the Khoja Ahmed Yasawi Mausoleum located at the center of Turkestan, it would

2! Management Response, p. 16 para. 51.
22 Management Response, p. 18 para. 57.
2% Management Response, p. 18 para. 59.
% Management Response, p. 19 para. 62.
% Management Response, p. 19 para. 63.
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expect that construction of a longer bypass would remain in the public investment
program of Kazakhstan until such time as it is justified on economic grounds.*®

E. Eligibility

The Panel must determine whether the Request satisfies the eligibility criteria set
forth in the 1993 Resolution establishing the Panel and the 1999 Clarifications,?’” and
recommend whether the matters alleged in the Request should be investigated.

The Panel has reviewed the Request and Management’s Response. Panel Member Alf
Jerve together with Panel Senior Operations Officer Serge Selwan visited Kazakhstan
between May 29 and June 2, 2010. During their visit, the Panel team met with
Government officials in Astana, local officials in Turkestan, and representatives of
the project implementing unit MoTC in Shymkent. The Panel also visited Birlik
settlement and met with the Requesters and their representatives. The Panel also met
with staff of the World Bank country office.

The Panel is satisfied that the Request meets all of the eligibility criteria provided in
the 1993 Resolution and Paragraph 9 of the 1999 Clarifications.

During the visit, the Panel confirmed that the Requesters are legitimate parties under
the Resolution to submit a Request for Inspection to the Inspection Panel. The
Requesters live in Project-affected areas and have common interests and common
concerns, as required by item (a) of the said Paragraph 9.

The Panel confirms that the Request “assert[s] in substance that a serious violation
by the Bank of its operational policies and procedures has or is likely to have
material adverse effect upon the requesters,” as per the requirement of Paragraph
9(b).

In particular, the Requesters allege that, as designed, the segment of the road crossing
Birlik will cause: harm to the health of the residents of the settlement from fumes,
pollution and noise; harm to the environment from accidents and spills; risks to the
safety of children crossing the road daily to go to school and return home; and,
possible impact on houses and related involuntary resettlement. The Requesters also
claim that the transit traffic flow in the heart of the city of Turkestan will increase
significantly in the future and “will become an environmental disaster for its
residents.”

The Panel confirmed that the World Bank has been aware of concerns from residents
of Birlik about the Project’s adverse effects on them and their community. The Panel
is therefore satisfied that the Request “does assert that the subject matter has been

%6 Management Response, p. 20 para. 66.
2" Conclusions of the Board’s Second Review of the Inspection Panel (the “1999 Clarifications™), April
1999.
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brought to Management’s attention and that, in the Requesters’ view, Management
has failed to respond adequately demonstrating that it has followed or is taking steps
to follow the Bank’s policies and procedures.” Hence, the Request meets the
requirement of Paragraph 9(c).

The Panel notes that the subject matter of the Request is not related to procurement,
as required by Paragraph 9(d).

As stated above, the closing date of the Loan is December 31, 2013. As of the date
the Request was filed about 95 percent of the Loan was undisbursed. The Request
therefore satisfies the requirement in Paragraph 9(e) that the related Loan has not
been closed or substantially disbursed.?®

Furthermore, the Panel has not previously made a recommendation on the subject
matter of the Request. Therefore, the Request satisfies Paragraph 9(f).

F. Observations

The Panel notes that concerns were first voiced in writing by a local NGO, on behalf
of community members, in June 2009 and that between December 2009 and February
2010 revisions to the designs for the road segment along Birlik settlement were
proposed. The Panel was also informed by civil society representatives that since the
initial Request for Inspection, Management acted swiftly.

The Request, Management’s Response, the Panel’s field visit, meetings with
Requesters and community members, with Government and local officials, and with
Bank staff, confirmed that the views on the issues raised in the Request for Inspection
are converging. The Panel observes that while all concerned acknowledged the
importance of the issues raised, they also acknowledged that the solutions put forth by
Management and the authorities in Kazakhstan, as described in paragraphs 19-22
above, address these concerns.

The Panel also notes the importance of the Project to all stakeholders in Kazakhstan;
national and local authorities, civil society representatives, and community members.

The Panel notes that an important reason for submission of the Request for Inspection
was lack of trust concerning the implementation of promises made. The articulation
of these commitments in official documents has provided a highly valuable re-
assurance to the Requesters and the affected community. During its visit to Birlik
settlement, the Panel shared a sketch map of the design modifications (the map is
attached to the Management Response as Annex 10 — Map A) and information
relating to the realignment of the road, provision of a school bus service, construction

8 According to the Resolution that established the Panel, “this will be deemed to be the case when at least
ninety-five percent of the loan proceeds have been disbursed.” Footnote to Paragraph 14 (c).
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of underpasses and noise barrier, and the planting of trees. Community members and
civil society representatives voiced their satisfaction with these revisions.

In Astana, officials informed the Panel that some initial mistakes were committed
because there was uncertainty about how to apply the Bank’s Policies and
Procedures. They also assured the Panel that the Government will fully comply with
its commitments under the Loan Agreement and will fulfill such commitments in a
timely manner, including social and environmental safeguards.

The Deputy Akim of Turkestan informed the Panel that Turkestan, a city of roughly
250,000 people, hosted over 650,000 pilgrims per year. The Panel notes that
Turkestan’s cultural and religious importance is of great significance for Kazakhstan
and several of the surrounding countries. In Astana, Government officials informed
the Panel that they are planning for a future bypass for Turkestan. They informed the
Panel that when justified by a higher traffic volume Government will construct the
bypass in consideration with all relevant social safeguards and without infringing on
people’s rights. The same message was relayed to the Panel in Shymkent by the
Project’s implementing agency.

On June 9, 2010, the Panel received a correspondence from the Requesters where it is
stated that they “did not require any further investigation.” The Requesters first thank
the Panel for maintaining the confidentiality of their identity. Then, they state that the
issues of environmental and technical safety affecting 23 households along the road in
Birlik settlement “were finally solved.” They further add that it would be virtually
impossible to demand from the Government of Kazakhstan any specific terms for the
construction of a new bypass since its development depends on the intensity of traffic
in the future. Finally, they asked that the Government of Kazakhstan communicates,
even informally that it will launch the construction of a new bypass if the traffic on
the current bypass, to be improved by the project, increases to over 7000 vehicles per
day.

G. Conclusion

The Requesters and the Request meet the eligibility criteria set forth in the Resolution
that established the Inspection Panel and the 1999 Clarifications.

In this case, the Panel notes important observations regarding the issues raised in the
Request. These observations include Management and the Government’s proposal to
modify the road design as stated above, the acknowledgement that some mistakes
were initially committed in process of consultation, and the Requesters’
acknowledgement that the issues pertaining to Birlik settlement have been resolved
and that the revised design has been properly documented and shared with the
Requesters.

10
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On the issue of a future new bypass around Turkestan in future, the Panel notes, as
stated in the Management Response, the commitment by Government that a future
bypass will be considered once it becomes justified, and the Requesters’
acknowledgement that the timing and the choice of alignment cannot be determined
at this stage.

In light of the foregoing, the satisfactory resolution of the key matters of concern to
the Requesters and the positive response to the Requesters’ concerns documented in
the Management Response, the Panel does not recommend an investigation with respect
to the allegations contained in the Request for Inspection. If the Board of Executive
Directors concurs with this recommendation the Panel will advise the Requesters and
Management accordingly.

11
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Panel Translation of Request for Inspection

Initial Request (February 5, 2010)

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington DC 20433, USA

Fax: 202-522-0916; or c¢/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

1. We, and , represent persons living in the Republic of Kazakhstan: Birlik
settlement, Karashik Rural District, city of Turkestan, South Kazakhstan Oblast. Our addresses
are attached.

2. Damage may be caused to us by deficiencies or omissions by the World Bank during
implementation of the South West Roads Project:

the international Western Europe-Western China transit corridor (CAREC-1b & 6b), which is
being carried out in the Republic of Kazakhstan.

3. The project design for the segment of the projected road through the city of Turkestan calls for
it to follow the existing bypass route. In its narrowest section this road runs past 30 houses in the
settlement of Birlik and is squeezed on one side by the building line of the houses and on the
other by the rail spur of the Yuzhpolimetall company. The distance from the building line of the
houses to the edge of the roadway is 5 to 15 meters, which does not conform to the
environmental standards of the World Bank that provide for the buffer zone from the harmful
toxic and noise effects of vehicles to be 50 meters wide. On 22 June 2009 I sent a letter to the
Bank. Credit must be given Mr. Jacques Buré, the project director, reacted instantly, coming to
Shymkent with his team and taking part in a conference presided over by the deputy akim of the
oblast, B. N. Aliyev. As a result, a new project design appeared in August-September 2009,
shifting the roadbed of the projected highway in the aforementioned area of Birlik settlement
toward the railroad bed and installing a noise-protection screen and a tree-belt area. Even this
new project design, however, does not meet the World Bank’s standards with regard to the
environmental safety of the persons whose interests are affected by the project. In addition,
precisely in this area more than 1,000 pupils from the Birlik settlement cross the road every day
to attend classes in school and return home. The project design does not provide for construction
of either above-ground or underground pedestrian crossings, even though the settlement
residents themselves spoke about this at the public hearings in Turkestan on 13 January 2009.
The designers cited the client, and the client, represented by Mr. Syzdykov, the akim of
Turkestan, who moderated the hearings, simply ignored the residents’ demand.

That is the weak link in the chain of persons responsible for the project—the local Kazakhstan
officials: they are accustomed to considering themselves “fathers of the people who know better
what their children need,” and they view “thrashing” as the best way to bring up “their children.”
The existing bypass road in the city of Turkestan is a road that was built on the eve of the
activities several years ago celebrating the 1,500" anniversary of Turkestan, although pursuant to
the general plan for the city’s development, according to informed residents, construction of the
road was planned for much farther beyond the limits of the growing city: a 100-meter-wide strip
was even allotted for this purpose in the northern part of the city’s boundary, but it was
forgotten.

4. This is a clear violation of the World Bank’s Operating Policies OP 4.01 “Environmental
Assessment.”

5. We appealed to officers of the World Bank on 22 July 2009 via an e-mail letter.

The measures taken by the Bank to deal with this problem--holding a conference with the
participation of the interested parties on 30 July 2009; a meeting on 5 October 2009 with the
design team headed by Mr. Jacques Buré; a response from Mr. Jacques Buré dated 22 November
2009—ran into inflexible thinking and callousness on the part of the Kazakhstan officials




responsible for implementing the project. Therefore the officials’ actions do not satisfy the
residents of Birlik settlement. We believe the Bank is entitled to demand that the Client carry out
its policies.

6. We ask that the Inspection Panel recommend that the Executive Directors of the World Bank
conduct an investigation of the aforementioned issues.

5 February 2010

Phones:

e-mail:

Attachment (with paper clip):

-- 46 complaints from residents of Birlik settlement;
-- validation of authority of and

First Communication (March 10, 2010)

To the Executive Secretary of the Inspection Panel

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

Fax: 202-522-0916; or c/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

We are kindly asking you not to share our names with the authorities of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, the Governor of South-Kazakhstan Oblast, or the Governor [Akim] of the city of
Turkestan.

1., resident of the city of Turkestan, settlement of Birlik, sub-settlement of Karashik, Mobile
Phone .

2., resident of the city of Turkestan, settlement of Birlik, sub-settlement of Karashik.

Request

On February 5, 2010, we sent you a complaint. After that, followed in February, the visit of the
representative of the Transportation Ministry Koterbekov-mirza, Governor of our city and other
officials whose names we do not recall. We were told that with the new road built, many of the
residents will be happy, therefore, we agree that the road should go along the railroad.
Koterbekov-mirza promised that in 5 years the Government will build a new detour-road outside
the city of Turkestan. He also promised that there will be trees and vegetation planted right in
front of our houses and that our children will have a bus taking them from the settlement to
school. Therefore, we would like that these promises be properly recorded and the officials who
are responsible for these promises would sign off on them.

We fear that in 5 years when the World Bank will leave the country the above-mentioned
promises will not be executed and will be forgotten. Therefore, we are asking:

1. To put together a document coming from the Ministry of Transportation asserting that the new
detour-road will be built outside the city of Turkestan in 3 years [and not in 5 years], with
signatories of Koterbekov-mirza and the seal of the Ministry of Transportation.

2. We would also like to include in this document the to-be-planted vegetation and the promised
school bus for our children.

We believe that this document must be signed by the Governor [Akim] of the city of Turkestan
along with Koterbekov-mirza and other officials responsible for the building of the China-
Europe Highway.

In conclusion, we would kindly ask to keep this electronic address, as well as our names,
confidential.

Kind regards,

_and __, residents of the Birlik settlement.



Second Communication (April 8, 2010)

To the Executive Secretary of the Inspection Panel

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

Fax: 202-522-0916; or c¢/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

We are kindly asking you not to disclose our names and electronic address through which we are
sending this letter:

1., resident of the city of Turkestan, settlement of Birlik, sub-settlement of Karashik, Cell
Phone .

2., resident of the city of Turkestan, settlement of Birlik, sub-settlement of Karashik.

REQUEST

In the previous letter dated March 10, 2010 we raised two demands that expressed our concerns
regarding the implementation of the Project that would place the transit corridor from China to
Europe right next to our settlement.

In the present letter we demand certain guarantees that, as the transportation traffic going
through the city of Turkestan intensifies in the future, the Government of Kazakhstan will offer
to design and construct a different service road outside the city. There are two options for
considering such service road:

1. Northern route may be designed to pass between settlements of Birlik and Karashik

or

2. Southern route may pass along the southern side of the city where the service road will cross
the main railroad of Tashkent - Orenburg twice.

We propose to make the construction of this service road in the future guaranteed by the issuance
of an official document signed by the representatives of the World Bank and by those of
Republic of Kazakhstan. We would also like for this Request to be officially registered by the
Executive Panel of the World Bank.

Once again, we would like to remind that our names and contact information should remain
confidential.

Respectfully,

Residents of Birlik settlement

___and .

Third Communication (April 24, 2010)

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

Fax: 202-522-0916; or ¢ / o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

Please do not disclose our names and e-mail address from which we are sending this letter:

1. residing in the city of Turkestan, Birlik settlement, rural district Karashik, mobile:
2. residing in the city of Turkestan, Birlik settlement, rural district Karashik.
REQUEST

In a letter dated April 8, 2010, we asked for the guarantees from the Government of the Republic
of Kazakhstan for the guarantees for the construction of a new road bypassing the city of
Turkestan in the future in a form of a release of an official document signed by the
representatives of the World Bank and by the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

In addition, we asked for our request to be officially registered by the Executive Board of the



World Bank.
In this letter we would like to describe the consequences of harmful effects of the planned bypass
road project South-West: the international transit corridor "Western Europe - Western China"
(CAREC (Central Asia Regional Economic Cooperation) 1b and 6b).
According to the feasibility study by Kazdorproekt (Kazakhstan Highway Project), by 2012 the
number of cars entering the city of Turkestan will be 6,867 per day, whereas the traffic flow at
the exit of Turkestan in the direction of the town of Kyzyl-Orda will amount to 2,971 cars per
day. According to the Deputy Minister of the Ministry of Transport and Communication of the
Republic of Kazakhstan Koterbekov, presently there are about 5,000 cars that enter the city of
Turkestan coming from Shymkent and there are about 800 cars that exit it. Simple calculations
show that the future traffic of the projected bypass road will increase in 3.5 times in two years,
which eventually will end up in the center of our city. Consequently, the annual increase in the
intensity of the transit traffic flow in 1.75 times in the heart of the city of Turkestan will become
an environmental disaster for its residents.
Turkestan is viewed as the second Mecca for Muslims around the world. The city's potential
unsafe life and health conditions for Muslim pilgrims will result in the irreversible damage to the
budget of the city, as well as to the income of urban residents benefiting from tourism.
Thus, in order to minimize this potential adverse environmental and economic impact, a new
bypass road should be built in 5 years outside the city of Turkestan. For this purpose, the
Government of Kazakhstan should guarantee to the residents of the city of Turkestan the
construction of a new bypass road in at least 5 years.
We are asking for our Request to be officially registered.
Once again, please keep our names and email addresses confidential.
Sincerely, villagers of the settlement of Birlik

and




Request for Inspection in Original Language

Initial Request (February 5, 2010)

NCITOJIHUTEJIBHOMY CEKPETAPIO

NHCIEKIIMOHHOI'O COBETA

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

®daxkc: 202-522-0916; or c/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

1. Mg, u npeacTaBisieM JInl, nmpoxuBatonmx B Pecny6nuke Kazaxcran: FOxHo-
Kazaxcranckoit oomacts, ropon Typkecran, Kapammkckuii cenbckuii okpyT, ioceaok bupivk.
Hawm anpeca npunararorcsi.

2. Ham MoeT ObITh MPHYUHEH yIIepO B pe3ysbTaTe HETOCTATKOB WM yIyIieHni BeemupHoTro
banka B xone peanuzanuu [IpoexTa pa3Butus aBToMOOMIBHBIX qopor KOr-3aman:
MEXIyHApOAHbIN TpaH3uTHBIN Kopuaop "3anannas Espona-3ananusiii Kurait" (HAPOC-1b &
6b), ocymectrisiemoro B Pecrryonnke Kazaxcras.

3. [IpoeKTHBIM pelIeHneM YYacTOK MPOEKTUPYEMO TOporu 1o ropoay TypkecTaH HaMeueH 1Mo
CyllecTByolIel o0be31HON Tpacce. B camoii cBoelt y3koi yacTH 3Ta Tpacca mpoxoauT BAodb 30
JIOMOB Tiocenika bupiuk u 3axxaTa ¢ OJHOW CTOPOHBI IMHUEW 3aCTPONKH IOMOB, a C IPYToi
CTOPOHBI - XKeJIe3HOA0POKHON BeTKoM komnanuu "lOxnonumerann". PacctosHue ot nMHAN
3aCTPOMKH JJOMOB /10 Kpasi MPOe3KeH 4acTh COCTABISIET OT 5 10 15 MeTpoB, 4TO HE
COOTBETCTBYET SKOJIOTHYECKUM CcTaHAapTaM BecemupHoro banka, cocTaBisonmMm AITUHY
3aLIUTHOM MOJIOCHI OT BPEIHOTO TOKCHYHOTO U IIyMOBOTO BO3/AE€UCTBHUS aBTOTPAHCIIOPTA B
pasmepe 50 metpos. 22 utons 2009 romga MHOIO OBLTO HampaByieHo TUCEMO B bark. Hago otmats
JIOJKHOE PYKOBOAUTEIND MpoekTa rocnouH JKak brope oTpearnpoBan MOJIHHEHOCHO, IPHEXaB
co cBoelt komaH10i B LLIBIMKEHT ¥ IPUHSB y4acTHE B COBEIIAHUH MPU 3aMECTUTEIIE aKuMa
obmactu Anmuese b.H. B pesynbsrate B aBrycre-centsope 2009 roma mosBUIoCch HOBOE
MPOEKTHOE PELICHUE CO CIABUIOM JIOPOYKHOI'O MOJIOTHA IIPOEKTUPYEMOM Tpacchl Ha
BBIILICYKAa3aHHOM y4YacTKe Nocesika BUpIuK B CTOPOHY KeJIe3HOI0OPOKHOI0 MOJIOTHA,
YCTaHOBKOH IIIyMO3AIIUTHOTO 3KpaHa U Jieconojaocsl. OTHAKO U 3TO HOBOE NMPOEKTHOE PEeIIeHUE
HE BBIIEP)KUBAET CTaHAapToB BeemupHoro banka B 061acTu 3K010rn4eckoii 6€30macHOCTH JIMIL,
YbHM UHTEPECHI MOJIBEPratoTCs BO3ACUCTBHIO MPOeKTOM. Kpome Toro, IMEHHO Ha 3TOM y4acTKe
6osree 1000 ygammxcst 13 mocenka BUpianK exenrHeBHO MEPEXOIAT JOPOTY C LETBIO MOCEHIICHUS
3aHATHH B IIKOJIE H 00paTHO JOMOM. [IpOEKTHBIM pelieHneM He MPETYCMOTPEHO CTPOUTEITLCTBO
HU Ha3eMHBIX, HH MTOJI3EMHBIX MEMIEXO0AHBIX TIEPEXO0I0B, XOTSI 00 ITOM FOBOPWIIH CAMH YKUTEIN
Moceska Ha 00IIecTBeHHBIX ciylnanusix B Typkecrane 13 ssaBaps 2009 roga. [IpoektupoBiiyku
CCBHUIAIACH HA 3aKa3YMKa, a 3aKa3YMK B JIMIIE MOJECPUPYIOLIETO CAyLIaHus akuMa TypkecTaHa
rocnioguHa CpI3/IbIKOBA MPOCTO NPOUTHOPUPOBAT TPEOOBAHUE KUTEIEH.

Bot To cnaboe 3B€HO B L1€NIM OTBETCTBEHHBIX 3a MPOEKT JIMLL - Ka3aXCTaHCKUE MECTHbIE
YMHOBHMKH: OHU INPUBBIKJIM CYUTATh ce0s "OTLAMM Hapo/1a, KOTOPBIM JIyYllle 3HaTh
MOTPEOHOCTH CBOMX JieTel", a TyUlIMM criocoOOM BOCTIUTAHUS ""CBOUX JIETEH OHU CUUTAIOT
nopky".

CymecTBytorias o0be31Has Tpacca B ropojie TypKecTaH - 3TO 1opora, HOCTpOSHHas B
MPEAABEPUN COCTOSIBIITNXCSI HECKOJIBKO JIET Ha3a MEPOIIPUATHH 10 mpa3aHoBanuio 1500-neTus
Typkecrana, XOTs 110 FeHEPAIbHOM IIaHy Pa3BUTHS FOPOAA, CO CIIOB OCBEIOMIICHHBIX JKUTEJICH,
CTPOUTENBCTBO 3TOM Tpacchl HAMEYAIOCh HAMHOTO JIajiee 3a MpeAesaMH pacTyLIero ropoja: B
CEBEPHOM YaCTH IPaHMLIbI TOPOAA I ATOr0 Aaxke oTBeNu nojocy 100-MeTpoBoii MHUPUHBL, HO
po Hee 3a0bUTH.



4. Hanuno Hapyuenusa OnepanuonHoit nonutuku Beemuproro banka OP 4.01 "Okonoruveckas
OLIeHKa".

5. Mu1 obpamanuch k cotpyaaukam Becemuproro banka 22 urons 2009 roga mytem
HaIpaBJIEHUs MCbMa IEKTPOHHON MOYTOM.

[Ipunsiteie bankom Mepr1 paspeeHus 3Toi MPOoOIEeMbl: MPOBEACHNUE COBEIAHUS C YIaCTHEM
3auHTEepecoBaHHbIX cTOpoH 30 urosst 2009 roxa, BcTpeda S oktss6ps 2009 roma ¢ NpoeKTHOM
KOMaH/I0i BO riase ¢ rocnoguHoM JKakom Brope, otBeTHoe nucemo rocnogua XKaka brope ot
22 nostOps 2009 rona - HATOMKHYJIUCH HA HETUOKOCTh MBIIIUICHUS U YEPCTBOCTH Ka3aXCTAHCKUX
YMHOBHUKOB, OTBETCTBEHHBIX 32 peanu3aluio npoekra. [103Tomy neiicTBrsi YUHOBHUKOB HE
YIOBJIETBOPSIOT XkUTejel nocenka bupnuk. Mel cuntaem, uro bank umeer npaBo norpedoBaTh
0T 3aKa3uuKa BBIIIOJIHEHUS CBOEH ITOJIUTUKH.

6. [Ipocum Mucnexunonueiit CoBeT peKkoMeHA0BaTh MICIOTHUTENBHBIM TUPEKTOPAM
BcemupHoro banka nposectu paccieioBaHUE YKa3aHHBIX BOIIPOCOB.

5 deBpans 2010 ropga.

TesneOHBI:

e-mail:

[Ipunoxenue (B CKperke):

- 46 xano6 xutenel nocenka bupnuk;

- IOATBEPXKICHHUE TTOTHOMOYHI 14

First Communication (March 10, 2010)

HcnonHuTenbHOMY CEKpeTapio HHCIIEKIIMOHHOTO COBETa

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

dakc: 202-522-0916; or c/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

[Ipocum Bac HalIM UMEHA HE OrlalaTh BIacTsaM pecnyOnuku Kazaxcran, akumy FOxHo-
Kazaxcranckoii obnactu, akumy T.TypkecTaHa.

1., mpoxwusato B . Typkecrtan, n.bupnuk, censckuit okpyr Kapammk, Mo6. Ten.
2., mpoxwuBato B . Typkecran, n.bupnuk, censckuii okpyr Kapammk.
3AITPOC

5 deBpanst 2010 roga mMbl Bam nrcany xano0y. [puexan uz Munucrepcta nopor Korepoekos-
MbIp3a B (peBpasie, ¢ HUM ObUI HAIll aKKMM TOPO/ia ¥ IpyTre YNHOBHUKHU, MBI X HE 3aIIOMHMIIH.
Hawm cka3anu kak mpoiiier HoBasi 1opora, MHOTHE KUTENN ObLTN JOBOJIBHBI, MBI COTJIACHUIIHCH,
4TOOBI TOpOTa MpOoIIIa BO3Je Kene3Hou noporu. A KorepOekoB-MbIp3a obemtal, 4To 4epes3 MmiTh
JIET TOCYJapCTBO TIOCTPOUT HOBYIO 00BE3IHYIO IOPOTY - 32 TOpooM TypKecTaH, 4To mepen
HAIIMMH JOMaMH TIOCAST IEPEBhs U ISl HAIKMX JAeTel OyJeT XOUTh aBTOOYC U3 TIOCENKa B
HIKOJY.

BoT MBI XO0THM, YTOOBI 3TH CJIOBa 3aMucail Ha OyMary, HTOCTaBUIJIM MTOJANKCH BCE TIaBHbIC, KTO
oTBevaer 3a fopory. Ho uepes nath jet Bam bank yiaer u3 crpansl, 1 Mbl OOUMCS, YTO
oOermanus 3a0y1yT ¥ HE UCIIOJIHAT, IOITOMY IIPOCHM, YTOOBI:

1. CocTaBuTh Kakoi-HUOYAb JOKYMEHT OT MUHHCTEPCTBA IOPOT O TOM, YTO HOBYIO OOBE3AHYIO
JIOPOTy TIOCTPOAT 3a ropooM TypkecTaH yepe3 TpH roja (a He 4epes MATh JIET), C MOAIHCHIO
KotepbOekoBa-MbIp3a 1 e4aTsio MUHUCTEPCTBA AOPOT.

2. B 3TOT JOKyMEeHT 3anucaTh OOCIaHus, YTO OCAIAT ACPEBBs MEPE JOMaMH KUTETICH
nocenka bupnuk u 3amyctar aBToOyc U AeTei U3 MoceKa B IIKOTY.

MBI 1ymaeM, 4To 3TOT JOKYMEHT JOJDKHBI MOAMUCATh aKUM ropoaa Typkectan BMecTe ¢
KoTepOekoBbIM-MbIp3a U APYTUMH YHHOBHUKAMH, KTO OTBEUYAET 32 CTPOUTENHCTBO JOPOTH
Kuraii-EBpomna.



Taxoke Mbl HATIOMHUHAEM, YTOOBI HAIllM MIMEHA COXPAHWINCH BTallHE U HE PacKPBIBATH aJIpec 3TOM
3JIEKTPOHHOMN MOYTHI, IO KOTOPOM MBI OTIIPaBIsiEM CBOM 3aIpoc.
C yBaxxeHHEM, KUTEIH nocesika bupiauk

u

Second Communication (April 8, 2010)

HciomHUTeTbHOMY CEKpeTapro MHCIIEKIIMOHHOTO COBETa

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

dakc: 202-522-0916; or c/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

[Ipocum He pa3riamaTh HallK UMEHA U aJ{PeC AIEKTPOHHOM MOYTHI, IO KOTOPOMY MBI
OTHPABIISIEM JJAHHOE IMUCHMO:

1., mpoxwusaro B r.Typkecran, n.bupnuk, cenbckuii okpyr Kapammk, M0o0. Tenm. .
2., npoxwusaio B I. Typkecran, n.bupnuk, censckuii okpyr Kapammuk.
3AIIPOC

B mpenpinymem nuceme ot 10 maprta 2010 rosa Mbl BEIABHHYIJIH JBa TPEOOBaHUsI, HA OCHOBAHUU
KOTOPBIX MBI BBICKa3aJIM CBOIO TPEBOT'Y 110 IIOBOJY CTpouTenbcTBa goporu u3 Kuras B EBpony
BO3JI€ HALIETO MOCEJIKA.
OTUM MUCHMOM MBI HACTaUBaEM Ha HallleM TpeOOBAHUU MOJTyUEHHsI FTapaHTUl, 4To B Oy IyIIeM,
M0CJI€ POCTa MHTEHCHUBHOCTH ABMKEHHS TPAH3UTHOT'O TPAHCIIOPTA MO 00BE3IHON JOpOTe BHYTPU
ropoga TypkecraH, npaButenbcTBo KazaxcraHa roroBo ClIpOEKTHPOBATH U IIOCTPOUTH HOBYIO
00BE3THYIO JTOPOTY 3a MpejeaMu ropoja. EcTe qBa BapuaHTa HOBOUM 00bE3THOM JTOPOTH:
1. C ceBepHO# CTOPOHBI ropojia Mexxay nocenkamu bupnuk n Kapamuk,
60
2. C 10)KHO# CTOPOHBI TOPO/IA, TI€ 00BE3IHAS TOPOTa JBAXK/IBI IEPECEUET KEIEIHOJOPOKHYIO
maructpanb TamkeHT-OpeHoypr.
lapanTHEl cTpOUTENTHECTBA HOBOK 00BE3IHOM JOPOTH B OyAyIIIEM CTaHET U3AaHNE
opHUIHATEHOTO TOKYMEHTA, MOAMKMCAHHOTO MPpeACTaBUTENLCTBOM Beemuproro banka u
[IpaButensctcBoM Pecriybnuku Kazaxcras.
MBI X0THM, YTOOBI 3TOT 3a1poC ObUT OPULIMAIBEHO 3aperucTpupoBad McnonuurenbHbiM CoBETOM
Bcemupnoro banka.
U BHOBBL HamoMuHaeM 00 aHOHMMHOCTH HaIMX (PaMUJIHNA U JTAHHOTO aJipeca JJIEKTPOHHON
MIOYTHI.
C yBaxxeHHEeM, )KUTEIH nocesika bupiuk

u

Third Communication (April 24, 2010)

HcnonHuTenbHOMY CEKpeTapro HHCIIEKIIMOHHOTO COBETa

To: Executive Secretary; The Inspection Panel

1818 H Street, NW, Washington, DC 20433, USA

®daxkc: 202-522-0916; or c/o the appropriate World Bank Country Office

[Tpocum He pasriamaTh HaIlld UIMEHA U a/IPEC MIEKTPOHHOI MOUTHI, II0 KOTOPOMY MBI
OTIIPABIISIeM JAaHHOE MUCHMO:

1., mpoxwusaro B r.Typkecran, n.bupnuk, cenbckuii okpyr Kapammk, M0o6. Tenm. .
2., npoxwusaio B I. Typkecran, n.bupnuk, censckuit okpyr Kapammuk.

3AIIPOC



B nuceme ot 8 anpens 2010 roga Mbl monpocuiu rapaHTuil co croponsl [IpaBurenscTa
Pecniy6nmku Kazaxcran o cTpouTenbcTBe HOBOW 00BE3JHON JOPOTH B 00X0 ropoja Typkectan
B Oyay1em myTeM u3aaHus OQUIHaIbHOTO TOKYMEHTA, IIOANMCAHHOTO MPEICTaBUTEILCTBOM
Bcemupnoro banka u [IpaBurensctcBom Pecrryonukn Kazaxcras.
Kpome Toro, Mbl HOITPOCHITH, YTOOBI HAIII 3aIIPOC OBLT OPHUIHATBHO 3apETUCTPUPOBAH
UcnonmautensapiMm CoBetoM Beemuproro banka.
B nanHOM muchbMe MBI XOTHM H3JIOKUATH TIOCTIEICTBUS BPEAHOTO BO3ACUCTBUS TPOEKTUPYEMOI
00Be3HoM noporu no npoekty BecemupHoro banka pazeutus aBroMoOmibHbIX gopor FOr-
3aman: MeXIyHapOAHBIN TpaH3UTHBIN Kopuaop "3amannas EBpona - 3anagnsiii Kurtait"
(ITAPDC 1b u 6b).
ITo nanabiM TOO Kaznmoprpoekra k 2012 roy KonuuecTBO aBTOMOOMIIEH B CYTKH TP BXOJIE B
ropon Typxkectan coctaBut 6867, a npu Beixoae u3 Typkecrana B ctopony ropoaa K3sui-Opaa
2971 aBromobwueit. ITo coram 3am.muarcTpa MTK PK Kotepbekosa B janHOE BpeMs B
Typkecran Bxoaut co croponsl [IeiMkenTa okono 5000 aBromoOuIeid, a BBIxoauT okoso 800.
[TpocTbie moaCcYeTHl MOKA3BIBAIOT OYIYIIYI0 TPAaH3UTHYIO Harpy3Ky Ha MPOEKTHPYEMYIO
00Be3IHyT0 TOopory B 3,5 pasa 3a 1Ba ro/1a, KOTopasi CO BpeMEHEM OKaXKETCs B LIEHTPE ropoa.
CrnenoBarenbHO, €KEr0JHOE YBEIMUeHHEe HHTEHCUBHOCTH MMOTOKA TPAH3UTHOT'O TPAHCIIOPTA B
1,75 pa3a B ieHTpe ropojia CTaHeT SKOJIOTHUeCKUM OeICTBUEM NSl skuTenel TypkecraHa.
Typkecran - BTopas Mekka /yis MycyiabMaH Bcero Mupa. [IpeBparienue ero B ropo/i ¢
HEe0e30MaCHbIMU YCIOBUSAMM ISl )KU3HU M 3/10pPOBbsI MAJIOMHUKOB-MYCYJIbMaH HaHECET
HEMONpaBUMBbIH yI1epO ropoIcCKoMy OI0DKETY U I0X0JaM KHUTelel roposia OT TypUCTUYECKON
JEeSITEIbHOCTH.
TakuMm 00pazom, 4TOOBI MUHIMHU3UPOBATH OyayIliee BPeIHOE IKOJIOTHUECKOE H SKOHOMUYECKOE
BO3JICHCTBIE MPOSKTUPYEMOH 00BE3THOM TOPOTH, HEOOXOAUMO Yepe3 5 JIeT MOCTPOUThL HOBBIT
00xox BokpyT Typkecrana. A st atoro IIpasurensctBo PK momkHO rapaHTHPOBATH KHUTEISIM
TypkecTaHa CTpOUTEIHCTBO STOTO HOBOTO 00X071a MUHHMYM 4epe3 S JeT.
[Tpocum Ham 3anpoc 0pUIHMATBEHO 3aPETUCTPHPOBATH.
U BHOBBL HarmoMUHAaeM 00 aHOHMMHOCTH HalMX (haMUIHA U JTAHHOTO aJipeca DJICKTPOHHON
MOYTHI.
C yBaxkeHHEeM, )XKUTEIH noceska bupimnk

u
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BANK MANAGEMENT RESPONSE TO
REQUEST FOR INSPECTION PANEL REVIEW OF THE
KAZAKHSTAN
SOUTH-WEST ROADS PROJECT:
WESTERN EUROPE-WESTERN CHINA INTERNATIONAL TRANSIT

CORRIDOR (CAREC-1b & 6b) (IBRD LOAN NO. 7681-KZ)
Management has reviewed the Request for Inspection of the Republic of Kazakhstan
South-West Roads: Western Europe-Western China International Transit Corridor
(CAREC-Ib & 6b) (IBRD Loan No. 7681-KZ), received by the Inspection Panel on

February 5, March 10, April 8 and April 24, 2010 and registered on April 29, 2010
(RQ10/04). Management has prepared the following response.
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South-West Roads Project
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Republic of Kazakhstan

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On April 29, 2010, the Inspection Panel registered a Request for Inspection (IPN Request RQ
10/04) concerning the Republic of Kazakhstan South-West Roads Project: Western Europe-
Western China International Transit Corridor (the WE-WC Corridor) financed by the IBRD (the
Project). The Project is an integral part of the Government’s Road Sector Development Program
to improve the 2,840 km road corridor linking Western Europe to Western China through
Kazakhstan and Russia (the Corridor). The estimated total cost of the program is US$7.5 billion,
of which 37 percent is financed by the Government and the balance by IBRD (hereafter “the
Bank”) and other International Financial Institutions (IFIs).

The IBRD Loan of US$2.125 billion to the Republic of Kazakhstan is implemented by the
Committee of Roads within the Ministry of Transport and Communications (MoTC). The Loan
became effective on December 9, 2009. It covers: (i) upgrading and reconstruction of 1,062 km
within South Kazakhstan and Kyzylorda oblasts; (ii) strengthening the capacity of MoTC and the
Committee for Roads; and (iii) improving road safety and road services.

The Request

According to the Inspection Panel, an initial Request was submitted on February 5, 2010 by two
residents of Birlik settlement (city of Turkestan, South Kazakhstan oblast) and was joined by
separate submissions from over 45 households in the same settlement. Some of the signatories
subsequently wrote to the Panel withdrawing this Request. Additional Requests were
subsequently submitted by individual residents of Turkestan (who asked that their identities be
kept confidential) joining the initial Request and adding some issues related to the city of
Turkestan. The Panel has indicated that the Request may constitute non-compliance by the Bank
with provisions of OP/BP 4.01 (Environmental Assessment); OP/BP 4.11 (Physical Cultural
Resources); OP/BP 4.12 (Involuntary Resettlement); OP/BP 3.05 (Project Supervision); and the
World Bank Policy on Disclosure of Information (June 2002).

Country Context and Project Background

Kazakhstan enjoyed strong economic performance from 2000 to 2007, with average real GDP
growth of 10 percent and a sharp increase in income per capita. Trade expanded rapidly from
2004 to 2008, gradually shifting towards China and other markets outside the Former Soviet
Union. Despite the strong overall economic trends in Kazakhstan, a spiral of growth in
commercial lending and foreign borrowing from 2005 until mid-2007 set the stage for
difficulties in the financial and construction sectors. The economic crisis in Kazakhstan began
with sharp declines in real estate prices from late 2007.

A strengthening of oil and other commodity export prices in the second half of 2009 has
contributed to a stabilization of the overall financial position. In 2009 Kazakhstan needed strong
capital inflows to compensate for substantial outflows associated with foreign debt payment
obligations. This was offset partly by increased oil and gas exports and partly by foreign direct
investments and lending, including expanded borrowing from IFIs on a large scale for the first
time.



South-West Roads Project

By channeling public resources into areas that alleviate constraints on long-term growth, the
Government aimed to stimulate domestic demand and create jobs without causing economic
distortions. The South-West Roads Project was given high priority in this context as it is
expected to stimulate economic growth and reduce poverty in the poorest parts of the country by
improving access to two regions as well as providing employment. Kyzylorda oblast is among
the poorest in the country, while South Kazakhstan oblast has the highest rural population
density. With improved access, these regions have high potential for growth particularly in the
tourism, agriculture, textile and mining industries. The existing main road is in very poor
condition, such that the 1,700 km journey between Shymkent to the Russian border, which
should take less than 20 hours on roads in good condition, typically takes over 48 hours.

More broadly, the Government’s strategic vision for economic development is based on
diversification and integration of the economy into the global market, consistent with the
regional strategy of the Central Asia Regional Economic Cooperation (CAREC). The CAREC
countries have designated six major international transport corridors that link Central Asia with
China, Russia, South Caucasus, South Asia, Turkey and Western Europe. The Project is
financing improvements to parts of the CAREC corridors that pass through Kazakhstan and
provide important transport links to other countries as well.

The Bank played a convening role in coordinating the participation of other IFls, in part to
ensure that there will be a common framework for environmental and social safeguards and that
uniform technical standards will be applied. A Memorandum of Understanding signed by the
MoTC and the IFIs specifies the commitments and mechanisms for harmonization and
collaboration. During Project preparation, the Government and the IFIs agreed on the use of
Project Management Consultants (PMC) to assist the Committee for Roads to manage
implementation of the entire Corridor development program. This includes quality control in the
management of all contracts, monitoring safeguards implementation and overseeing the work of
supervising engineers.

Key Issues during Project Preparation and Supervision

The feasibility study for the entire Corridor showed that several bypasses planned for future
development, including the potential northern or southern bypasses for Turkestan, were not
economically viable. They would require construction in greenfield areas, involving high costs,
significant resettlement issues and loss of access for settlements along the existing road
alignment. The Bank reviewed the economic analysis (based on traditional cost-benefit analysis
methods) and found it to be sound. The feasibility study also included a preliminary
environmental assessment report which was approved by the responsible authorities in
Kazakhstan. In order to comply with the safeguards requirements of the Bank and other IFls, a
Resettlement Policy Framework (RPF) and an Environmental Assessment Review Framework
(EARF) were prepared for the entire Corridor.

The Project was initially designed to be financed through successive phases of an Adaptable
Program Loan (APL). The EARF and RPF, being suitable environmental and social “due
diligence” instruments for an APL, were disclosed as required prior to the planned appraisal of
Phase 1 of the APL. However, during the appraisal mission, based on a Government request, the
financing instrument was changed from an APL to a Specific Investment Loan (SIL). As this SIL
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was classified as Environmental Assessment (EA) Category A, the EARF and RPF were no
longer sufficient to comply with OP 4.01 and OP 4.12, respectively. A waiver was therefore
sought from the Board to exempt the Project from the requirement for an EA and a Resettlement
Action Plans (RAPSs) to be completed and disclosed prior to appraisal. The waiver request memo
indicated that the detailed EA report and the RAPs acceptable to the Bank would be completed
prior to presentation of the Project to the Board of Executive Directors. The Government
subsequently engaged independent consultants to carry out detailed environmental and social
impact assessments and prepare an Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) report.
The ESIA report was reviewed and found acceptable to the Bank and was disclosed in the
InfoShop and in-country in February 2009, and an Executive Summary was distributed to the
Board in March 2009. The ESIA includes Environmental Management Plans (EMPs) for
Category A and B road sections in accordance with the requirements specified in the EARF.
These EMPs provide the basis for contractors to prepare site-specific EMPs prior to commencing
works.

The ESIA consultants also prepared a draft Resettlement Report. However, they were not able to
finalize it as a RAP by March 2009 because some required data were missing for a few of the
road sections and because of the need for redesign of road segments at Temirlanovka and Birlik
settlements in response to public consultations. As a result, the waiver memo was revised to
indicate that an RPF rather than a RAP would be completed and disclosed prior to Board
presentation, with specific RAPs to be completed and disclosed prior to the commencement of
works on each road section. Except for the timing, the requirements under OP 4.01 and OP 4.12
had been met prior to presentation of the Project to the Board of Executive Directors.

The Bank’s Project team has maintained close supervision of the Project with regular site visits,
and the PMC provides monthly progress reports including information on safeguards compliance
as well as specific resettlement reports. Following the PMC’s January 2010 resettlement report
indicating that some land had been acquired and compensation paid by the Committee for Roads
prior to the completion and full disclosure of the required RAPs, the social development
specialist from the Bank’s Project team visited the sites and met with affected persons in mid
February 2010. This “due diligence review” confirmed the situation reported by the PMC, and
concluded that the compensation and other assistance provided by the Committee for Roads to
affected persons was in compliance with the provisions of the RPF and consistent with OP 4.12.
Affected persons interviewed indicated to Bank staff that they were satisfied with the
compensation and assistance received. The review noted the need to establish and make the
grievance redress mechanism fully operational, and this has since been done.

The Project has facilitated ongoing dialogue among the MoTC, the Committee for Roads, the
PMC and civil society organizations (CSO) through a Coalition of NGOs. In South Kazakhstan
oblast, a Steering Committee comprising the Coalition of NGOs, local representatives of the
Committee for Roads and the PMC (established through a signed Agreement effective March 26,
2010) provides a formal mechanism for the CSO to participate in monitoring project
implementation, particularly aspects related to resettlement and progress of construction. In
addition, a number of emails and letters have been exchanged between the Committee for Roads
and representatives of the Coalition of NGOs to discuss issues raised by the local population,
particularly changes to the road design along Birlik settlement. This has resulted in the
Committee for Roads being more responsive to concerns raised by the public.
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Management’s Response

The Requesters’ claims, accompanied by Management’s detailed responses, are provided in
Annex 1. The main concerns raised by the Requesters are:

A. That the proposed improvements to the existing bypass to Turkestan city at Birlik
settlement have potential adverse effects on residents and their properties;

B. Whether promises made by local officials to provide a dedicated school-bus service for
Birlik settlement to take children to and from school will be fulfilled;

C. The adverse impacts of transit traffic on the Mausoleum and other physical and cultural
properties located in the heart of Turkestan city; and

D. Whether and when a new bypass road outside the city of Turkestan will be constructed,
as promised by the Committee for Roads and local government officials.

In Management’s view the Bank has followed the guidelines, policies and procedures applicable
to the matters raised in the Request.

Regarding A: Management welcomes the proactive involvement of the Borrower in taking
actions to revise the road design along Birlik settlement to the satisfaction of local residents. The
Bank’s Project team was proactively engaged in helping to find acceptable solutions, including
several field visits and presence at consultation meetings with local residents. The design
revisions include: (i) shifting the alignment of the new road away from residences—while
residences at Birlik settlement were originally built within 5 meters of the existing road, in
accordance with good engineering practices, the revised design shifts the road alignment away
from the residences to provide the maximum possible distance between the houses and the new
4-lane road, with a minimum distance of 17 meters; (ii) construction of a pedestrian underpass
close to the local school to enable safe crossing of children (in addition to a second at-grade
pedestrian crossing with a traffic signal 800 meters away and another underpass for livestock);
(iii) reconstruction of the existing 2-lane bypass road in this segment to become a local access
road, including construction of bus stops with shelters, and installation of street lights; and (iv)
construction of a 3-meter high wall between the new 4-lane road and the 2-lane access road as a
barrier to traffic noise and vehicle emissions. During the consultation meetings in February 2010,
local residents and the Coalition of NGOs indicated to Bank staff that they were satisfied with
the revised road design and mitigation measures. The revised designs were reviewed by the
Bank’s Project team and have been incorporated in the Bidding Documents for construction,
which is planned to start around September 2010. The site-specific EMPs to be prepared by
contractors prior to commencing works will include additional measures to protect road users
and residents during the construction period.

Regarding B: Management is satisfied that the mitigation measures outlined in (A) above fully
address issues of pedestrian safety, and therefore provision of a bus service is not an essential
mitigation measure but an additional benefit. However, as confirmed in writing by the MoTC,
the local administration has offered to provide additional bus services specifically for school
children during the school year. In addition, the development of a strategy for the provision of
road services (including bus services) is part of the Project.

Vi
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Regarding C: The Khoja Ahmed Yasawi Mausoleum, located at the center of Turkestan city, is
considered a holy site that attracts pilgrims and tourists to the city, and is a UNESCO World
Heritage site. Management emphasizes that the Project will finance improvements to the existing
bypass on the outskirts of the city of Turkestan, which is over 2.6 km away from the Mausoleum
at its nearest point. Due to the very poor condition of this road, however, much of the through
traffic currently avoids it and passes through the center of the city. The MoTC agreed to finance
the widening of the bypass road in consultation with the local administration, which is also
responsible for the Mausoleum, with the expectation that this will divert most of the through
traffic away from the center of the city, thereby reducing direct impacts of traffic while also
improving access to the Mausoleum. At the consultation meeting observed by Bank staff in
January 2009, the majority of local residents supported the proposed improvements to the
existing bypass road.

Regarding D: Management is aware of conceptual plans by the local government administration
to construct either a northern or a southern bypass road further away from Turkestan in the
future. The feasibility study for the entire Corridor evaluated this option and found that these
were not economically viable, based on current traffic volumes. Further analysis by Bank staff
based on 2010 traffic data confirmed that this remains true. The estimated costs for construction
of the northern or southern bypass would be considerably more than the cost of improving the
existing road to 4 lanes. Both the northern and southern bypass options would traverse greenfield
land that is cultivated in many locations and both routes are also known to have large numbers of
graves and other physical cultural properties; further, the northern bypass could require
demolition of 50 residences. Minutes of the January 2009 consultation meeting in Turkestan at
which Bank staff was present show that when local government officials were asked about plans
for the southern bypass road they replied that based on the recommendation of the feasibility
report this bypass has been put off in favor of widening and rehabilitating the existing bypass.
Management’s view is that the decision to construct a new bypass road should be based on
economic, environmental and social impacts. Although the Bank cannot guarantee financing for
investments that may be requested in future by the Government, Management would consider
requests for support to Kazakhstan in future.

Conclusion: Management appreciates that the Requesters and Government share a common
vision to improve the WE-WC Corridor, and recognizes that the Committee for Roads, on behalf
of the Borrower, has actively engaged with the Requesters and with the local communities
particularly in Birlik settlement to respond to concerns raised. As a result, the designs for
individual road segments have in several cases been amended to addresses issues raised by local
residents throughout the Project area. This includes revised road designs following several
rounds of consultations with residents of Birlik settlement and Turkestan city more broadly. In
addition, Management wishes to highlight the responsiveness of the Bank’s Project team both in
meeting with the affected persons and in supporting the Borrower to resolve issues raised by the
Requesters and other citizens. Management believes that the substance of the complaints
embodied in the Request have been resolved to the satisfaction of the majority of the local
population around Turkestan city, including residents of Birlik settlement. The Bank’s Project
team, working closely with others in ECA regional management and with the Bank’s Operations
Policy and Country Services Quality Assurance and Compliance Unit (OPCQC), will continue
close supervision of the Project as well as regular engagement with CSO and local populations.

vii
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I.  INTRODUCTION

1. On April 29, 2010, the Inspection Panel registered a Request for Inspection, IPN Request
RQ10/04 (hereafter referred to as “the Request”), concerning the Republic of Kazakhstan South-
West Roads: Western Europe-Western China International Transit Corridor (CAREC-1b&6b)
(hereafter, the Project) financed by the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development
(IBRD or the Bank).

2. The Project is an integral part of the Government’s Road Sector Development Program,
covering improvements to the 2,840 km road corridor linking Western Europe to Western China
through Kazakhstan and Russia. The total cost of the Western Europe to Western China (WE-
WC) Corridor development program is estimated at US$7.5 billion — of which 63 percent is
financed by International Financial Institutions (IFIs) and the balance by the Government of
Kazakhstan. In addition to the Bank, the Program is co-financed by the Asian Development Bank
(ADB), the European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD), Japan International
Cooperation Agency (JICA) and the Islamic Development Bank (IsDB).

3. The Bank’s support for the Project is an IBRD Loan of US$2.125 billion to the Republic
of Kazakhstan, as the Borrower, and the Committee of Roads within the Ministry of Transport
and Communications (MoTC) as the Project implementing entity. The Project covers: (i) the
upgrading and reconstruction of 1,062 km of road sections within South Kazakhstan and
Kyzylorda oblasts along the WE-WC Corridor; (ii) strengthening the capacity of MoTC and the
Committee of Roads; and (iii) improving road safety and road services. The Loan was approved
by the Bank’s Board of Directors on April 30, 2009. The Loan Agreement was signed on June
13, 2009 and ratified by the Parliament on June 25, 2009. The Loan was declared effective on
December 9, 2009 and is scheduled to close on June 30, 2014.

4. Structure of the Text. The document contains the following sections: Section Il presents
the Request. Section 11l provides background information on the Country Context and on the
Project. Section IV discusses special issues relating to Project preparation and supervision.
Section V provides the Management’s Response. Annex 1 presents the Requesters’ claims,
together with Management’s detailed responses, in table format. In addition, the document
contains the following Annexes:

Annex 2 — Maps of WE-WC Transit Corridor and the Project area.

Annex 3 — Schedule of public consultations held in Turkestan and Birlik settlement.

Annex 4 — Memorandum of Understanding between the Coalition of NGOs, the Committee
for Roads and the PMC.

Annex 5 — Map showing revisions to the road design along Birlik settlement.

Annex 6 — Photographs of the existing situation along Birlik settlement (May 2010).

Annex 7 — Letter from local administration (Akim) of Turkestan confirming the provision
school bus services for Birlik settlement.

Annex 8 — Conceptual design of future improvements around the city of Turkestan.

Annex 9 — Screening level estimates for the northern and southern bypasses of Turkestan.

Annex 10— Detailed engineering drawings prepared for construction of the road segment
along Birlik settlement.
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Il. THE REQUEST

5. According to the Inspection Panel, the initial Request was submitted on February 5, 2010
by two residents of Birlik settlement in Karashik rural District, city of Turkestan, South
Kazakhstan oblast, Republic of Kazakhstan, and was joined by separate submissions from over
45 households in the same settlement. On February 28, 2010, the Panel received correspondence
from some of the signatories of the initial Request “taking back” the initial request.

6. On March 10, April 8 and April 24, 2010, additional Requests were submitted by
individuals residing in the city of Turkestan, separately joining the initial Request. They referred
to the same issues raised by the initial Request for Inspection, as well as some interconnected
issues related to the city of Turkestan. They also asked the Panel to keep their identities and
contact information confidential.

7. The Request, which focuses on the segment of the Project passing through the city of
Turkestan, including the Birlik settlement, contains claims that, according to the Inspection
Panel, may constitute, inter alia, non-compliance by the Bank with various provisions of the
following Operational Policies and Procedures:

. OP/BP 4.01 Environmental Assessment
. OP/BP 4.11 Physical Cultural Resources
. OP/BP 4.12 Involuntary Resettlement

. OP/BP 13.05 Project Supervision

. World Bank Policy on Disclosure of Information dated June 2002.

I11. COUNTRY CONTEXT AND PROJECT BACKGROUND

A. Country Context

8. Kazakhstan enjoyed strong economic performance from 2000 to 2007, with average
real GDP growth of 10 percent. The Government maintained a healthy fiscal surplus during
that period, accumulating over US$27 billion (about 21 percent of GDP) by end-2008 in the
National Fund of the Republic of Kazakhstan (NFRK).! However, the economy is highly
resource-dependent, with oil and gas accounting for almost 70 percent of exports — about 37
percent of GDP in 2008. Consequently, the Government has made diversification of the
economy a development priority, with a focus on strengthening manufacturing, agriculture, and
the knowledge economy sectors. To support the rapid economic growth, trade had expanded
rapidly from 2004 to 2008 with external trade orientation gradually shifting towards China and
other markets outside the Former Soviet Union, although Russia remained the largest single
trading partner. The rapid growth up to 2008 facilitated a sharp increase in income per capita,
which reached US$6,740 in 2009 (GNI per capita by Atlas methodology).

! NFRK is a sovereign stabilization and savings oil fund established in August 2000. The National Bank of
Kazakhstan serves as NFRK trustee.
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9. Despite the strong overall economic trends in Kazakhstan, a spiral of growth in
commercial lending and foreign borrowing from 2005 until mid-2007 set the stage for
difficulties in the financial and construction sectors after August 2007. Problems in the
global financial markets significantly reduced access of the local banks to cheap external
financing. The National Bank of Kazakhstan spent about US$6 billion or 25 percent of its
foreign reserves (not including the NFRK) to support the local currency — Kazakhstan Tenge
(KZT) - in mid-2007 and the sovereign rating was subsequently downgraded in October 2007.
The banking sector had built up a substantial foreign debt burden of US$46 billion — a significant
proportion of this was invested in the real estate and construction sectors. In effect, the economic
crisis in Kazakhstan began with the sharp decline of real estate prices from late 2007. Over 40
percent of bank loans were collateralized by real estate, with a large share of lending in 2005-
2007 made to construction and real estate, which was in a depressed state.

10.  The deepening of the world economic crisis since September 2008 had further
negative repercussions in Kazakhstan. Pressures for devaluation led to a 20 percent
devaluation of the KZT in February 2009. The devaluation contributed further to asset
deterioration, as more than 40 percent of all loans in Kazakhstan were denominated in foreign
currency, and domestic debtors with incomes in KZT had trouble servicing these loans. The
Government and the National Bank received a major boost from a strengthening of oil and other
commaodity export prices in the second half of 2009, and succeeded in stabilizing expectations
about the exchange rate. The overall financial position of the Kazakhstan Government began to
stabilize by end 2009 with international monetary and National Fund reserves of the country
exceeding US$47 billion and explicit sovereign external indebtedness of only US$2.2 billion.

11.  As a result of the external shocks that hit Kazakhstan in 2007 and 2008, most
regions and sectors of the economy fell into recession by early 2009. Economic growth
slumped from near double digits to only 3.3 percent and 1.2 percent in 2008 and 2009,
respectively, and unemployment rose. The current account recorded a deficit of approximately 3
percent of GDP in the first half of 2009. The fiscal surplus turned into a deficit in 2009 for the
first time since 2001, as commodity prices and revenues fell. The banking sector faced liquidity
shortages and debt-servicing problems.

12. In response, the Government mounted an anti-crisis stimulus of US$10 billion, using
its fiscal savings to support the financial sector and the real economy, thereby cushioning
the impact of the crisis. The National Bank stepped up its liquidity support for the banking
sector. The Government recapitalized the four largest banks to maintain financial stability and
stabilize credit to the private sector. The Government protected social expenditures from
budgetary sequestration, insured all pension payments indexed to inflation, extended
unemployment benefits, and promoted the signing of memoranda between regional authorities
and larger enterprises on preserving jobs. An additional public works program called the “Road
Map” was set up in the spring of 2009 for the creation of jobs, training, and the provision of
temporary wage subsidies to vulnerable groups.

13. The Government also counted on substantial capital inflows associated with the
construction of infrastructure to stimulate investment activity during the time of budgetary
difficulties, as well as to support balance of payments and employment at a time of rising
layoffs. In 2009 Kazakhstan needed strong capital inflows to compensate for substantial
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outflows associated with foreign debt payment obligations totaling to US$14 billion, in order to
relieve balance of payments pressures. While part of this was largely offset by increased oil and
gas exports in the second half of 2009, foreign direct investments and lending to the entities of
Samruk-Kazyna, a holding of the largest state owned enterprises in the country, also significantly
helped to ease the pressure. The Government also planned to expand borrowing from IFIs on a
large scale for the first time. Besides the Loan for the Project, the Government had a loan of
US$0.5 billion from the ADB for budget support in 2009 and the current financing plan for 2010
envisages issuance of Eurobonds or Islamic bonds and budget support from the World Bank
(US$0.7 billion and US$1.0 billion respectively).

14. The economic and financial crisis therefore gave additional importance to the
Project and to public investments in infrastructure in general. Public infrastructure spending
generally has higher multiplier effects than public consumption spending. By channeling public
resources into areas that alleviate constraints on long-term growth, the Government planned to
stimulate domestic demand and create jobs without causing economic distortions. The Project
was therefore intended to improve critical infrastructure at a time of reduced financing from
commercial sources, while at the same time providing a strong stimulus to the construction
sector that had been at the forefront of the economic crisis. It is for these reasons that the
Government gave high priority to this Project as part of its stimulus package.

B. The Government’s Strategy for the Transport Sector

15. The strategic vision of the Government of Kazakhstan for economic development is
based on diversification and integration of the economy into the global market. This
requires both investment in the economic sectors as well as improvements in the investment
climate. The geography, population, economy and trade flows of Central Asia have an important
bearing on transportation challenges in Kazakhstan. Within the region, distances are substantial
(around 3,000 km across Kazakhstan) and access to major markets involves very long travel
distances. There are significant physical and non-physical barriers to trade within the region,
which have been the subject of discussion at the Central Asia Regional Economic Cooperation
(CAREC).? Trade with Russia continues to be important for the region mainly for historical
reasons, with much of this trade transiting through Kazakhstan. China is growing in importance
as a trading partner for Central Asia, with Kazakhstan taking the largest share. The CAREC
countries have designated six major international transport corridors that link Central Asia with
China, Russia, South Caucasus, South Asia, Turkey and Western Europe. The Project is
financing improvements to parts of the CAREC corridors that pass through Kazakhstan.

16.  The overall objectives for the transport sector in Kazakhstan are identified in the
Government’s Transport Sector Development Strategy 2006-2015 and the Road Sector
Development Program 2006-2012. These Government documents define investment programs
that include rehabilitation of the Republican (National) road network and the provision of
selected additional infrastructure, particularly along the CAREC corridors. The transport strategy
also aims to harmonize current legislation with international norms and standards and the
promotion of innovative technologies. The strategy also includes as an objective the provision of

2 CAREC comprises: Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, People's Republic of China (focusing on Xinjiang Uygur
Autonomous Region), Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz Republic, Mongolia, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan.
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services to users along the corridors including improvements in road safety. Roads are a key
element of the Kazakhstan transport system, playing an important role in the provision of basic
access to rural areas, in addition to providing essential transit corridors for trade. Much of the
road network was constructed during the Soviet era and has significantly deteriorated due to lack
of adequate maintenance. While financing for the road sector has significantly increased over the
past decade, the main reasons for poor performance of the roads are the lack of proper planning,
insufficient institutional capacity and a rapid growth in motorization brought about by the
transition to a free-market economy after the collapse of the Soviet Union.

17.  The Project was conceived as part of the Government’s strategy to stimulate
economic growth and reduce poverty in the poorest parts of the country, by improving
access to the two regions, as well as providing employment in the construction sector and
related services. Not only will the Project provide efficient transport links for the poorest
regions of Kazakhstan, it will also provide an efficient transit corridor for other countries in the
region, particularly Tajikistan and the Kyrgyz Republic. The improvement of the corridor will
facilitate more efficient movements of goods and people and will improve road safety. It will
also facilitate industrial, agricultural, and commercial activities, with improved trade and
services along the road and in adjacent towns and cities.

18.  The construction and transport sectors accounted for about 17 percent of GDP in
2008 and employed about 0.6 million people either directly or indirectly. There is significant
variation in the employment rate and incomes of local populations in the 12 oblasts (regions) and
the two republican cities of Kazakhstan (Astana and Almaty). Kyzylorda oblast with 24.3
percent of its population under the poverty line is among the poorest, while South Kazakhstan
oblast has the highest rural population density outside the large cities. Among the priority
development needs of the two oblasts is the improvement of transport infrastructure, particularly
roads. This is critical for improving access to markets for local products and for attracting
investments to two regions of the country that have high potential for tourism, agriculture,
textile, chemical and mining industries. While there is an existing rail line and a republican road
that links the two regions to the rest of the country, the railway is primarily used for
transportation of bulk cargo and therefore is inaccessible to the local population. The existing
main road is in very poor condition — it takes freight trucks over 48 hours to travel between
Shymkent and the border with Russia, a total distance of 1,700 km — a journey that would
otherwise take less than 20 hours if the road was in good condition. It is for this reason that the
improvement of the WE-WC Corridor is among a top investment priority for the Government.

C. The South-West Roads Project

19.  The Government’s Road Sector Development Program includes financing for
improvements to the 2,840 km road corridor linking Western Europe to Western China
through Kazakhstan and Russia. The overall objective of the Program is to improve transport
efficiency and safety, and promote development along one of Kazakhstan’s main strategic
road transport corridors. Transport and trade efficiency are expected to be improved through
provision of better infrastructure and services along the entire corridor, leading to reduced
transport costs, and gradual reforms of the entities responsible for all categories of roads in
Kazakhstan.
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20.  The Government requested the IFIs to finance about 63 percent of the total
investment costs required to develop the WE-WC Corridor, estimated at US$7.5 billion for
the 2,840 km corridor (see Annex 2). The IFIs and the Government are financing separate
projects as follows:

e The ADB jointly with JICA is financing road sections between Taraz and Korday within
Zhambyl oblast (about 321 km) at an estimated total cost of US$939 million. The first
phase loan for this was approved in November 2008, the second phase was approved in
October 2009, and a third phase is scheduled for approval in June/July 2010.

e The ISDB is financing 172 km of road sections between the border of South Kazakhstan
oblast and Taraz in Zhambyl oblast at an estimated total cost of US$487 million. The first
phase loan was approved in February 2009 and the second phase is scheduled for
approval in June/July 2010.

e The IBRD Project is financing sections of the WE-WC Corridor in the South-West
regions of Kazakhstan between Shymkent and Aktobe oblast border (approx 1,062 km) at
an estimated total cost of US$2.5 billion, including Government financing.

e EBRD is financing road sections from the Russian Federation border to Martuk in
Aktobe oblast (102 km) at an estimated total cost of US$212.5 million equivalent. This
loan was approved in November 2008. In addition, EBRD technical cooperation funds
are planned to be used to finance: (i) preparation of a road concession project model; and
(ii) the tendering procedure for a road concession pilot project.

e The Government is financing the remaining sections of the WE-WC Corridor. This
includes construction of 273 km of roads in Aktobe oblast (Aktobe-Karabutak)
completed in 2006, plus 205 km of the Almaty-Bishkek road completed in 2005 with
ADB and EBRD loans. In addition, the Government is financing ongoing construction of
215 km of roads in Aktobe oblast (Karabutak to the Kyzylorda oblast border) at an
estimated total cost of US$177 million equivalent, and the road section from Shymkent to
the border with Uzbekistan. The total cost of these projects was estimated in 2008 to be
KZT 230 billion (approximately US$1.9 billion equivalent).

21.  The Bank played a convening role in coordinating the participation of the IFIs in
undertaking to co-finance the large investment required to develop the WE-WC transit
corridor. This was done to ensure that: (i) parallel financing for the corridor will be
synchronized; (ii) uniform technical standards will be applied; (iii) there is a common framework
for environmental and social safeguards; and (iv) appropriate technical assistance will
complement the investments and institutional strengthening. The very large program of
investments for the corridor (comprising approximately US$7.5 billion) will take several years to
implement. In order to formalize this collaboration, a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU)
was signed by the Ministry of Transport and Communications (MoTC) and the IFIs (see Project
Appraisal Document, Annex 6, page 63). The MoU specifies the mechanisms for collaboration,
an outline of the financing, joint Project implementation arrangements, use of a common
safeguards framework, and the commitment to uniform design standards.

22.  The Bank financed Project is a major part of the overall Government led effort to
develop the Western Europe to Western China Transit Corridor. The specific Project
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Development Objective (PDO) is to increase transport efficiency along the road sections
between the Aktobe/Kyzylorda oblast border and Shymkent and to improve road management
and traffic safety in Kazakhstan. This will be achieved through:

e Upgrading and reconstruction of 1,062 km of road sections within South Kazakhstan and
Kyzylorda oblasts along the WE-WC Corridor from the Aktobe/Kyzylorda oblast border
to Shymkent (including the northern bypass to Shymkent city);

e Strengthening the capacity of the Committee for Roads and implementing a road
management system for planning and budgeting of road maintenance, rehabilitation and
construction on the Republican road network;

e Increasing the capacity of the MoTC and the Committee for Roads to monitor and
supervise Project implementation with particular emphasis on procurement, financial
management and safeguards; and

e Improving road safety and facilitating the provision of services along the WE-WC
Corridor.

23.  The Project will lead to more efficient and safer transport, lower road costs of
transport and improved road safety and road services along the WE-WC Corridor. For the
Project objectives to be fully achieved it was recognized that there is a need to strengthen the
planning and management capacity of the Committee for Roads in order to improve the
efficiency of project implementation and the utilization of resources allocated to the sector, and
hence lower the economic costs of transport nationally and particularly along sections of the
WE-WC Corridor. The Project will also assist in developing plans for improving road safety and
road services. This will lead to lower social costs stemming from reduced road traffic injuries
and improved movement of goods and passengers.

24, It was recognized during Project preparation that the lack of services for the
different types of road users (e.g., local population, national and international transporters)
needs to be addressed. Most of the investment in this regard is expected to come from the
private sector. The Transport Sector Development Strategy highlights the role of the Government
as a catalyst for investments that the private sector can make to provide various types of road
services. The Project will finance an assessment of the types of services that should be provided
along the corridor, and will prepare an action plan for the development of the services through
private sector investments. The Project will help define incentives that could be provided by the
Government to attract private sector investments. Physical works to improve road safety and
road services along the Project road sections (such as bus stops, improved connections to
local/service roads, speed reduction measures, pedestrian and animal crossing points, etc.) will
be included in the construction contracts financed under the Project. The main beneficiaries of
this are intended to be road users in general as well as local communities along the road.

25.  The Project comprises five components:

e Component 1: Upgrade and reconstruction of road sections within Kyzylorda oblast
(excluding the bypass to Kyzylorda), estimated at a total cost of US$1,334.5 million
equivalent, excluding physical and price contingencies, and the costs of consulting
services for supervision of the construction. About 788.5 km of road sections (most of
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26.

which will be 2-lane) in Kyzylorda oblast will be rehabilitated or upgraded with modern
structural design to lower the life-cycle cost of the road asset, including road safety
features and road services. Land acquisition and road design costs are financed by the
Borrower.

Component 2: Upgrade and reconstruction of road sections within South Kazakhstan
oblast from the Kyzylorda oblast border to Shymkent, including the bypasses to
Kyzylorda and Shymkent, at an estimated cost of US$879.1 million equivalent, excluding
physical and price contingencies, and the costs of consulting services for construction
supervision. About 273.4 km of road sections, all of which will be dual carriageways
with 4 lanes, will be reconstructed or upgraded to include road safety features and road
services. Land acquisition and road design costs are also financed by the Borrower.

Component 3: Project Management Consultants (PMC) estimated at US$6.5 million
equivalent. The consultant services are designed to assist the Committee for Roads with
the management of all activities associated with the IFI projects, including the
supervision of all safeguards and fiduciary aspects, as part of a joint effort by all IFIs and
the Government to ensure efficient and transparent implementation of the WE-WC
Corridor program. Additional financing towards the full PMC costs will be made by the
other participating IFls, estimated at another US$6 million. The main beneficiaries will
be the Committee for Roads and the MoTC from improved efficiency in Project
implementation and management of the road network.

Component 4: Institutional development and preparation of action plans to improve road
safety and road services estimated at US$3.5 million equivalent. The component
comprises consulting services for: (i) a study to review options for strengthening the
Committee for Roads and improving the overall condition of the road network; (ii) a
training program to enhance capacity of Committee staff in project management, with
particular emphasis on fiduciary and safeguards aspects; (iii) development and
implementation of a road management system comprising a computerized database
system for planning and scheduling road interventions; (iv) preparation of plans for
improving road services along the Project road; (v) improvement in the oversight of
environmental protection; and (vi) improvement in road safety through preparation of a
road safety design manual, road safety audit, identification of accident black spots,
strengthening of road accident research and estimation of the social cost of road
accidents. Related civil works along the Corridor, such as improvements of links to local
roads, construction of bus terminals, road/rail terminals, etc., will be financed through
Components 1 and 2.

Component 5: This will finance consulting services for supervision of civil works under
Components 1 and 2, estimated at US$55.0 million. This also includes review of detailed
engineering designs and supervision of the implementation of Environmental
Management Plans (EMPSs) prepared for each road section.

During Project preparation, the Bank discussed and agreed with the Government

and with the other IFIs on the use of Project Management Consultants to assist the
Committee for Roads with the management and implementation of the WE-WC Corridor
development program. The PMC is funded by the participating IFIs through the corresponding
project loans. The specific role of the PMC is to undertake quality control in the management of
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all contracts, monitor safeguards implementation and oversee the work of supervising engineers
employed under separate consulting services contracts. The PMC is responsible for preparing
bidding documents, bid evaluation reports, quality control reports, and other progress reports for
the entire WE-WC Corridor. In addition to the transfer of skills through training and day-to-day
operations, the PMC interaction with the Committee of Roads is expected to lead to better
control of the implementation schedule and will provide quality assurance for the executed
works. This is designed to ensure strict adherence to all contract specifications, including full
compliance with environmental and social safeguards requirements.

27.  Supervision of the construction road works is undertaken by separate international
consultants financed under Component 5 of the Project. Fourteen civil works contracts
(covering Component 1 of the project) have been procured and contracts worth US$1.2 billion
were approved on December 3, 2009. Supervision consultants for the fourteen civil works
contracts are deployed and are operational, as well as the contractors who have started
earthworks and preparatory works. The civil works in Kyzylorda oblast, which started in
February 2010 on some road sections, are planned to span three years. A second set of seven
civil work contracts, covering all road works in South Kazakhstan oblast (estimated at US$890
million) is being procured — currently in the prequalification stage. The civil works contracts,
together with the supervision contracts, will be awarded subject to the following conditions: (i)
an agreement with the Bank on a framework of actions to strengthen the Committee for Roads,
based on the recommendations from the technical assistance study (financed under Component 4
of the Project); and (ii) the completion of Resettlement Action Plans (RAPs) for all road sections
in South Kazakhstan oblast. The Committee for Roads is processing these activities in parallel
and expects to be able to start the civil works under Component 2 over the summer of 2010,
subject to the preparation by the contractors of site-specific EMPs satisfactory to the Bank.

28.  The environmental conditions for the Project road sections are characterized by
arid or semi-arid climate, sparse vegetation, few year-round surface water courses and
large areas with naturally hyper-saline soils. The Project area north of Kyzylorda is arid and
barren with very limited vegetation that is prone to wind erosion, dust and moving sand dunes.
From southeast of Kyzylorda city to Turkestan, the climate gradually becomes less arid with
steppe vegetation, dominated by grassland with small patches of forest near rivers and in valleys.
Further southeast, the area between Turkestan and Shymkent is used extensively for agriculture
and horticulture. The Project area includes both the densely populated areas in South Kazakhstan
oblast and the Kyzylorda oblast, where the population density is less than 2.7 people per sq.km,
with few villages and settlements. The Project road is the only major artery through the area and
is therefore the main economic lifeline. Improvements to the Project road can be expected to
accelerate economic activities in the major population centers and stimulate commerce at
intersections and along bypasses, but are unlikely to stimulate the establishment of new
settlements in uninhabited areas.

29. Increased international traffic will open access to new markets and to trade beyond
the two oblasts. Locally, more transit will mean greater opportunities for local residents to
buy and sell goods and to provide accommodation and other road services. Transit through
congested areas will be limited by the construction of new bypasses or improvements to existing
bypasses, thereby greatly reducing potential resettlement and housing displacement and
increasing traffic safety in settled areas. The road design ensures that the bypasses do not leave
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settlements disconnected from the road network. The social impacts from the Project are
therefore expected largely to be positive. The most significant general social risk is related to
traffic safety, both on the open highway and in settled areas. The risks of injuries and fatalities
will be mitigated by addressing physical deficiencies at potential traffic accident black spots and
through public awareness campaigns. While sites of cultural significance were identified at
Turkestan and at Sauran, they will not be affected by the planned road improvement. The
contracts for construction include EMPs that specify procedures and actions to be taken in the
event of archaeological “chance finds” during construction.

IV. KEY ISSUES DURING PROJECT PREPARATION AND SUPERVISION

30.  The feasibility study® for the WE-WC Corridor carried out in 2007 showed that
several bypasses planned for future development were not economically viable at the time
and would involve significant land acquisition. Among these were the potential northern or
southern bypasses around Turkestan, and a 196 km proposed bypass of several settlements from
north of Kyzylorda city to north of Zhosaly. Such bypasses would have involved construction in
greenfield areas at much higher cost, requiring substantially more land acquisition and a
consequent loss of access by settlements along the existing road alignment. The feasibility study
assessed the economic viability of the Corridor, the preliminary road designs from which
estimates were made of the construction costs and compensation for resettlement. The Bank
reviewed the economic analysis that was carried out using traditional cost-benefit analysis
methods to assess the viability of the proposed Project. The analysis used the Highway
Development and Management (HDM-4) model, which simulates life-cycle conditions and costs
and provides economic decision criteria for road investments. The investments proposed in the
feasibility study report were approved by the Ministry of Economy and Budget Planning and the
Ministry of Trade and Industry in July 2008. The Government at this point approached several
IFIs to explore the potential for co-financing the approved investments.

31.  The feasibility study included a preliminary environmental assessment (EA) report
prepared to the national standards of Kazakhstan for the viable road sections. The Bank
identified gaps in the preliminary EA report and agreed with other IFIs that a common
safeguards framework would be developed instead. The Bank supervised preparation of a
Resettlement Policy Framework (RPF), and the ADB supervised preparation of an
Environmental Assessment Review Framework (EARF) for the Corridor. The EARF and RPF
provided an overview of the environmental and social measures necessary to mitigate potential
and actual adverse environmental and social impacts along the entire WE-WC Corridor. The
EARF and RPF were reviewed and found to be consistent with World Bank policies and were
disclosed prior to appraisal at the Bank’s InfoShop on June 17, 2008 and June 23, 2008
respectively, and on June 30, 2008 by the MoTC in Kazakhstan.

32. Road designs were subsequently prepared in accordance with the feasibility study
report findings following its approval by the State Expertise and other Government
organizations in accordance with Kazakh regulations. The Committee hired a number of

® The feasibility study was carried out by a local firm, KazDorProekt, with the assistance of Saty-Invest Ltd
(Kazakhstan), Asia Megatransit (Kazakhstan), TASC (Israel) and BCEOM (France).
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local consultants to prepare detailed designs for the approved road sections, incorporating the
results of public consultations. Road designs must be approved by the State Expertise, which
requires that the detailed road designs be consulted upon and approved by respective local
governments, project affected persons (PAPSs), traffic police, and environmental and sanitary-
epidemiological authorities. Although the detailed designs were completed in February 2009 for
most of the Project road, three road sections, including at Temirlanovka and Birlik settlement,
were subject to re-design following the public consultations. Section V of this Management
Response further discusses the consultation and redesign process for Birlik settlement
undertaken by the Committee for Roads.

33. During the initial stages of preparation, the Project was designed to be financed as
separate phases of an Adaptable Programmatic Loan (APL), but this was later changed to
Specific Investment Loan (SIL), with implications for safeguards procedures. Phase 1 of the
APL would have comprised road sections placed in environmental screening Category B, for
which the EARF and RPF had been prepared and disclosed. It was anticipated that a subsequent
Phase 2 would be a Category A operation involving involuntary resettlement. However, during
the appraisal mission, the Government requested that the entire Loan be committed upfront, as
was done for the road sections financed by other IFIs. Consequently, the proposed financing
instrument was changed from an APL to a SIL as this was the only Bank instrument that would
fulfill the request by the Government. With the change of the lending instrument from an APL to
a SIL at appraisal, the entire Project was reclassified as environmental Category A, involving
involuntary resettlement. The implication of this re-classification was that the EARF was no
longer sufficient for the requirements under OP 4.01, which specify that a detailed EA report
covering all road sections under the Project, incorporating site specific EMPs, should be
completed, disclosed and consulted upon, prior to appraisal. With regard to OP 4.12, compliance
requires completion and disclosure of a RAP prior to appraisal if all affected persons and the
land to be acquired can be identified at that time — otherwise an RPF can be an appropriate form
of resettlement instrument.

34.  As a consequence of the change of lending instrument from an APL to a SIL at
appraisal, a request was made to senior Bank management for a waiver to be sought from
the Board of Executive Directors to exempt the Project from the requirement for the EA
report and the RAPs to be completed and disclosed prior to appraisal. The request to senior
Bank management dated October 6, 2008, was made on the understanding that the EA report
and the RAPs would be completed to the satisfaction of the Bank prior to presentation of the
Project to the Board of Executive Directors. The EARF and RPF were subsequently withdrawn
from the InfoShop because their disclosure had been superseded by the waiver request. In effect,
the waiver meant that preparation of the site-specific EMPs and RAPs would be carried out
during the Project implementation phase, thereby placing additional responsibilities on the
Bank’s Project team to monitor this during supervision.

35. In order to prepare the EA report, the Committee for Roads hired independent
Consultants under terms of reference acceptable to the Bank, to carry out detailed
Environmental and Social Impact Assessments (ESIA). The Consultants prepared the ESIA

* The initial request for a waiver was approved by senior Bank management on October 6, 2008. This was
subsequently amended on March 30, 2009.
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report incorporating EMPs for Category A and B road sections, in accordance with the
requirements specified in the earlier EARF. These EMPs provide the basis for contractors to
prepare site-specific EMPs prior to commencing works as required under the Loan Agreement,
Schedule 2, Section 1.A.3. The ESIA report was extensively reviewed and found satisfactory to
the Bank, and was disclosed in the Bank’s InfoShop and in Kazakhstan by the MoTC in
February 2009.> An executive summary of the ESIA highlighting all pertinent safeguards issues
for the Project was distributed to the Board of Executive Directors in March 2009. The Bank’s
Project team has received the site-specific EMPs for 6 lots where civil works have started south
of Kyzylorda city, and the EMPs for the remaining 8 lots are due by May 31, 2010. With regard
to the requirements under OP 4.12 (Involuntary Resettlement), the ESIA consultants prepared a
draft Resettlement Report, which indicated that the Project will require removal of 152 structures
in South Kazakhstan oblast and 20 in Kyzylorda oblast and an estimated 855 households will
lose part or all of their land plots (most losses constituting a small portion of the plot). However,
the Consultants were not able to finalize this as a RAP because resettlement data was incomplete
for three out of twelve Project road sections, and a new design was required for the road section
at Temirlanovka and Birlik settlement where public consultations led to significant revisions to
the proposed designs.® Consequently, the waiver request to senior Bank management was
amended on March 30, 2009 to replace the requirement for a RAP with an RPF. Except for the
timing, the requirements under OP 4.01 and OP 4.12 had been met prior to presentation of the
Project to the Board of Executive Directors.

36.  Since the approval by the Board and effectiveness of the Project, the Bank’s Project
team has maintained close supervision of the Project with regular field visits to Kazakhstan
and the Project site. Bank supervision is deliberately intensive in order to ensure that
implementation is in full compliance with all relevant Bank safeguards and fiduciary policies as
well as the corresponding regulations of Kazakhstan. In this respect, the Loan Agreement for the
Project requires that the Committee for Roads and other relevant Government bodies, supported
by the environmental and social safeguards specialists of the PMC, should monitor on a quarterly
basis, compliance with the safeguards measures as prescribed in the site-specific EMPs and the
RAPs. The Committee for Roads is required to submit Quarterly Progress Reports to the Bank,
summarizing the monthly progress reports prepared by the PMC that must include results of
safeguards compliance monitoring. The PMC monthly progress report for March 2010 was
reviewed by Bank staff and was found to include summaries of resettlement activities monitored
by the PMC safeguards staff. Bank staff also reviewed the detailed resettlement implementation
report for Kyzylorda oblast prepared by the PMC resettlement specialist.

37.  The resettlement implementation report included details of land acquired by the
Committee for Roads as well as the compensation paid to affected persons in Kyzylorda
and South Kazakhstan oblasts. However, this had been done prior to full disclosure of and
consultation on the RAPs. The social development specialist from the Bank’s Project team
visited Kyzylorda oblast in mid February 2010 to carry out a due diligence assessment of the
resettlement activities described in the resettlement implementation report, and to verify whether
or not the compensation paid and assistance provided to the PAPs was done in accordance with

® Relevant documents were disclosed prior to all consultation meetings for the Project in both Russian and Kazakh.
® Further consultations in Temirlanovka were conducted in April 2009 to select an alternative alignment. An eastern
bypass was subsequently selected and the detailed designs for this are being financed through the Project.
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the provisions of the RPF. The main conclusion of the due diligence report was that the
compensation and assistance provided by the Committee for Roads to PAPs in Kyzylorda and
South Kazakhstan oblasts complies with the provisions of the RPF and the World Bank policy on
Involuntary Resettlement. The review identified a total of 45 affected persons (11 owners of
commercial structures, 31 agricultural land users, and 3 owners of residential structures) for the
116 hectares of land that had been acquired in Kyzylorda oblast, and 18 property owners with 57
hectares of land acquired in South Kazakhstan oblast.

38.  The due diligence report prepared by Bank staff noted that efforts had been made
to restore income streams and provide for replacement value of assets, and informal land
users had been compensated. Bank staff met with many of the PAPs along the road alignment
in Kyzylorda oblast and had extensive discussions with representatives of the local department of
the Committee for Roads, the local PMC resettlement specialist and representatives of the
Coalition of NGOs.” Bank staff reviewed the list of affected persons and found this to be
complete. PAPs interviewed by Bank staff stated that they were satisfied with the compensation
and assistance received. The local department of the Committee for Roads had worked closely
with affected persons advising on their rights and entitlements under the RPF and assisting them
in the choice of valuation techniques and the costs of property registration. With regard to South
Kazakhstan oblast, during the February 2010 mission Bank staff met with most of the land
owners from whom land had been purchased. Land owners indicated to Bank staff that they were
satisfied with the levels of compensation provided. Going forward, a process has been agreed
with the Committee for Roads on how to proceed in South Kazakhstan oblast with the
finalization of the lists of PAPs, the preparation of a resettlement implementation report for land
already acquired from 18 property owners and land users, and the preparation and disclosure of
RAPs.

39.  The key remedial action recommended following the review by Bank staff was the
need to ensure that the grievance redress mechanism is fully established in accordance with
the RPF and is operational. This has now been established with the supervision consultants
(the formal Engineer for each road construction contract) designating one field supervisor as the
“grievance redress coordinator” covering the length of each road section. Leaflets in Kazakh and
Russian were widely distributed along the Project road summarizing the grievance redress
mechanism and listing the contact telephone numbers for the respective grievance redress
coordinators. The coordinators are required to submit monthly supervision progress reports
summarizing any complaints received and indicating what actions were taken. The supervision
consultants are also required to ensure that Contractors prepare and abide by all requirements in
the site-specific EMPs and in the RPF/RAPs. The PMC resettlement specialist is responsible for
monitoring the activities of all designated grievance redress coordinators and is obliged to
investigate details of any complaints received and record how this was resolved. The PMC

" To the best of Management’s understanding, the Coalition of NGOs was formed as an informal group comprising
seven of the NGOs who are active in the southern oblasts of Kazakhstan. The Coalition of NGOs was first created
around February-March 2009, initially to monitor various sections of the WE-WC Corridor Program. Although there
was no formal agreement between the NGOs, they share information about projects financed under the WE-WC
Corridor Program. One NGO, the National Analytical Information Resource (NAIR), has been most active in
monitoring the IBRD financed part of the WE-WC Corridor in South Kazakhstan oblast, and is the only NGO that
has regularly participated in consultation meetings, and in communications with the Committee of Roads on behalf
of local residents.
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should also monitor the implementation of the EMPs and RAPs paying particular attention to any
reported non-compliance.

40.  The March 2010 monthly progress report prepared by the PMC resettlement
specialist recorded complaints by some residents of Birlik settlement in South Kazakhstan
oblast. The report includes a schedule of the public consultations held by the Committee for
Roads in Turkestan and Birlik settlement (see Annex 3), and the subsequent consultation on the
redesign of the road segment along Birlik settlement. The resettlement implementation report
prepared by the PMC, the due diligence report prepared by Bank staff and the grievance redress
mechanism established as a remedial measure, were all independently reviewed by the ECA
Region Social Safeguards Coordinator and were found to be satisfactory.

41. In addition to the formal supervision of Project implementation by Bank staff, the
Laws of Kazakhstan require close monitoring of the environmental and social impacts of
the Project by agencies of the Ministry of Environmental Protection (MEP) and the
Ministry of Culture, respectively. In accordance with the Law of the Republic of Kazakhstan
“On protection and use of historical and cultural heritage” of 1992 (amended in 2004), prior to
development of any areas, research on the identification of sites of historical and cultural
heritage must be carried out by authorized archaeological expert bodies as determined by the
Ministry of Culture. No works which can threaten the existence of objects of historical and
cultural heritage are permitted to proceed. For the road section at Turkestan, the Ministry of
Culture issued the Archaeological clearance for the Project road (# 0132440 of October 24 2008)
and continually monitors progress during construction.

42. To ensure that all projects are being implemented avoiding harm to people and the
environment, the MEP is required to undertake regular, comprehensive, random ecological
inspections in accordance with provisions of the Ecological Code of the Republic of
Kazakhstan. In the event that any non-compliance with the environmental legislation is
registered, the Environmental Inspector issues a report with binding recommendations of actions
required to remedy any negative impacts on the environment. If such recommendations are not
implemented within the set deadline, a Protocol on administrative violation is produced and
submitted to the Court. Further, a resolution on imposition of administrative penalties is issued to
be paid by the party at fault (e.g., the Contractor). The Bank’s Project team has reviewed similar
reports issued to private sector entities on other non-Bank financed projects in Kyzylorda oblast.
During the first five month period of Project implementation in Kyzylorda oblast, no violations
have been registered and no reports have been produced by the environmental authorities.

43.  The Project has facilitated continued dialogue between the MoTC, the Committee
for Roads, the PMC, and civil society organizations (CSO) through the Coalition of NGOs.
A Steering Committee comprising the Coalition of NGOs, the local representatives of the
Committee for Roads in South Kazakhstan oblast, and the PMC was established through a signed
Agreement that came into effect on March 26, 2010 (see Annex 4.) This provides a formal
mechanism for CSO to participate in monitoring Project implementation, particularly aspects
related to resettlement and progress during construction. Several meetings and exchanges of
emails and letters between the Committee for Roads and representatives of the Coalition of
NGOs have taken place to discuss issues raised by PAPs, particularly changes to the road design
along Birlik settlement. Bank staff have observed that the formal participation of the Coalition of
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NGOs acting on behalf of PAPs has been useful as an intermediary for coordinating concerns
raised by PAPs and local populations at large. This process has resulted in the Committee for
Roads being more responsive to concerns raised by the public — as shown by the number of
consultations in Turkestan and Birlik — and the subsequent revisions to detailed designs for the
road segment along Birlik settlement (see Section V of this Management Response.) However,
the effective participation of the NGOs in the Steering Committee may require financial support
to facilitate the continuation of this collaboration.

V. MANAGEMENT RESPONSE

44.  The Requesters’ claims, accompanied by Management’s detailed responses, are
provided in Annex 1. In Management’s view, the Bank has made every effort to apply its
policies and procedures and to pursue in a comprehensive manner its mission statement in
the context of the Project. In Management’s view, the Bank has followed the guidelines,
policies and procedures applicable to the matters raised in the Request. As a result, Management
concludes that the Requesters’ rights or interests have not been, nor will they be, directly and
adversely affected by a failure of the Bank to implement its policies and procedures.

45, Management appreciates that the Requesters share a common vision with the
Government to improve the WE-WC Corridor that provides the main link for local
communities to the rest of Kazakhstan and to other countries. The Project road is both a
source of income for local communities who provide the bulk of services to road users, and also
the only access to markets for local products.

46. Management recognizes that the Committee for Roads, acting on behalf of the
Borrower, has actively engaged with the Requesters and with the local communities
particularly in Birlik settlement to respond to concerns raised by PAPs. The Committee for
Roads has on several occasions amended the designs for individual road segments in order to
address proactively issues raised by local residents throughout the Project road length. In the
specific case of the road segment along Birlik settlement, which constitutes one of the main
elements of this Request, Management has confirmed that revised road designs have been
prepared by the Committee for Roads following several rounds of consultations with residents of
Birlik settlement and Turkestan city more broadly. The revised designs have been incorporated
in Bidding Documents prepared for the construction contract that will include the road segment
along Birlik settlement. The Bank’s Project team has reviewed the revised designs and has issued
the no objection to the Bidding Documents.

47. In addition, Management would like to highlight the responsiveness of the Bank’s
Project team in supporting the Borrower to resolve all issues raised by the Requesters and
by other PAPs. The Bank’s Project team first received written complaints by email from
representatives of a local NGO in June 2009 with subsequent emails in August and September
2009. The Committee for Roads arranged further public consultations in June 2009 in Shymkent,
observed by Bank staff, to discuss revisions to road designs within South Kazakhstan oblast,
based on the outcomes from earlier public consultations. Revisions to the designs for the road
segment along Birlik settlement were subsequently completed in December 2009 and consulted
upon in February 2010 in Turkestan and in Birlik settlement.
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48. Management concludes that the substance of the complaints embodied in the
Request have been resolved to the satisfaction of the majority of the local population
around Turkestan city, including residents of Birlik settlement. The Bank’s Project team,
working closely with ECA regional management and with the Bank’s Operations Policy and
Country Services Quality Assurance and Compliance (OPCQC) unit, will continue close
supervision of the Project as well as regular engagement with CSO and local populations in the
influence zone of the Project.

49. Management’s response to the concerns raised by the Requesters is focused on the
following issues:

A. Concern that the proposed improvements to the existing bypass to Turkestan city at Birlik
settlement have potential adverse effects on residents and their properties;

B. Request for a dedicated school-bus service for Birlik settlement to take children to
and from the local school;

C. The adverse impact of transit traffic on the mausoleum and other physical and
cultural properties that are located at the heart of Turkestan city; and

D. Request for a new bypass road outside the city of Turkestan when justified by traffic.

A. Potential adverse effects of the road segment along Birlik settlement

50.  The Requesters allege that the road design at its narrowest section runs past 30 houses in
the settlement of Birlik and that this does not conform to the environmental standards of the
World Bank that provide for the buffer zone from the harmful toxic and noise effects of vehicles
to be 50 meters wide. The Requesters acknowledge that a revised road design was presented in
August-September 2009, shifting the roadbed along Birlik settlement toward the railroad bed and
installing a noise-protection screen and a tree-belt area. The Requesters state that even this new
road design does not meet the Bank’s standards with regard to the environmental safety of the
persons whose interests are affected by the Project.

51. The Committee for Roads has incorporated revisions to the road designs, which
include the following actions taken to address the concerns raised by residents of Birlik
settlement (see Map in Annex 5):

e Shifting the alignment of the new road away from the existing residences at Birlik
settlement towards the rail line through construction of a new 4-lane road. The residences
at Birlik settlement were built within 5 meters of the existing road. In accordance with
good engineering practice, the revised design shifts the road alignment away from the
residences to provide the maximum possible distance between the houses and the new 4-
lane road. At the minimum point, this is a distance of 17 meters.

e Construction of a pedestrian underpass to provide direct access for crossing the new 4-
lane bypass road close to the local school (School No. 20 in Annex 5). A second at-grade
pedestrian crossing will be provided at the traffic signal about 800 meters further along
the road. Another underpass will be constructed for livestock to cross under the new 4-
lane road at about 600 meters north of the traffic signals.
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e The existing 2-lane bypass road will be reconstructed to become a local access road to be
used by residents of Birlik settlement. The intersection between the local access road and
the new 4-lane road will be at-grade with traffic signals to control traffic flow and
provide safe crossing for pedestrians. The revised designs include construction of bus
stops with shelters along the local access road. This represents a significant improvement
over the present situation where local communities have direct access to the main road
from their residences, resulting in poor road safety conditions (see photographs in Annex
6).

e Construction of a 3-meter high wall between the new 4-lane road and the reconstructed 2-
lane local access road. The wall will act as a barrier to reduce traffic noise and vehicle
emissions. This is also designed to provide a safe environment for local residents by
separating pedestrians from traffic.

e In response to a request by residents, trees will be planted along the new 4-lane bypass
road to provide aesthetic coverage. Once the trees reach maturity, it is expected that they
will also serve to supplement the 3-meter wall as an additional barrier to reduce noise and
vehicle emissions. The design also incorporates the installation of street lights along the
existing 2-lane bypass road, and at the underpasses to improve personal safety and
security.

52.  Further consultation meetings were held in February 2010 in Turkestan and Birlik
settlement during which the revised road designs and the proposed mitigation measures
described above were presented to the residents of Birlik settlement. The Coalition of NGOs
subsequently confirmed to Bank staff in February 2010 that the residents of Birlik settlement
were satisfied with the revised road designs and the package of mitigation measures incorporated
in the revised designs. Management understands that this was the reason for withdrawal of the
first Request.

53.  The Bank’s Project team has reviewed the revised road designs and confirmed that
these, together with the above mitigation measures, have been incorporated in the detailed
designs and Bidding Documents for construction of the road segment along Birlik
settlement. Annex 10 presents the detailed engineering drawings prepared for construction of
this road segment. In addition, site-specific EMPs will be prepared prior to the start of civil
works and will include implementation of additional measures to protect road users and residents
during physical construction. The Loan Agreement (Schedule 2, Section 1.A.3) obliges the
Borrower to carry out the Project in accordance with the requirements of all such site-specific
EMPs.

54.  With regard to the assertion by the Requesters that the revised road designs do not
conform to the environmental standards of the Bank, Management would like to emphasize
that there are no Bank guidelines or standards that require the provision of a 50 meter
buffer zone from the edge of a road to residences.

55. Management understands that the Birlik settlement was largely built up after the
existing 2-lane bypass road had been completed. This demonstrates the value that residents
attach to the existing road as this provides both access to their properties and is a source of
income from the services that residents provide to road users. Management appreciates that the
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residents of Birlik settlement are not opposed to the planned improvements along the existing 2-
lane bypass road, and that the Requesters want to minimize any negative environmental impacts
of the proposed improvements on the city of Turkestan. Management further notes that Bank
staff observed the consultation meeting held in Turkestan in January 2009. While there were
questions about plans for construction of either a southern or a northern bypass, the majority of
local residents at the meeting supported the proposed improvement to the existing 2-lane bypass
road located on the outskirts of Turkestan city.

B. Promise of dedicated school-bus services for the children of Birlik settlement

56.  The Requesters have stated that promises were made by the local government
administration (Akim) that children would have a bus taking them from the settlement to school.
The Requesters would like to have these promises properly recorded and a sign off from the
officials who are responsible for them.

57. Management confirms that it is satisfied that the mitigation measures outlined in
paragraph 51 above fully address issues of pedestrian safety. While the provision of a bus
service is not a required mitigation measure, Management notes that in addition to the above
improvements to the road designs at Birlik settlement, the local administration (Akim) has
offered to provide additional bus services specifically to transport children from Birlik settlement
to the local school during the school year. Management received written assurances on March
17, 2010 from the MoTC forwarding the letter from the Akim confirming that additional bus
services will be provided by the local administration, commencing in September 2010 (see
Annex 7 for a copy of the letter). Management wishes to emphasize that the development of a
strategy for the provision of road services (such as bus services, rest stops, fuel stations, etc.) is
included under Component 4 of the Project. The strategy will be developed through technical
assistance financed under the Project to ensure that such services will be provided in a
sustainable manner taking into account the needs of local communities.

C. Impact of transit traffic on the Mausoleum located at the heart of Turkestan city

58.  The Requesters assert that Turkestan is viewed as the second Mecca for Muslims around
the world. The city’s potential for Muslim pilgrims and tourism could be damaged by the adverse
environmental and economic impact of increasing traffic.

59. Management recognizes the cultural importance of Turkestan. The Project will
finance improvements to the existing bypass road on the outskirts of the city of Turkestan
that will divert traffic away from the center of Turkestan city where the Khoja Ahmed
Yasawi Mausoleum and other physical cultural properties are located. Management recognizes
that the Mausoleum at the center of Turkestan is considered a holy site that attracts pilgrims and
tourists to the city, and is designated as a UNESCO World Heritage Site. The existing 2-lane
bypass road was first constructed in 1959 as a gravel road and subsequently upgraded to
Category Il standard in 2001. The existing 2-lane bypass road is now in very poor condition and,
as a result, much of the through traffic currently passes through the center of Turkestan. In
consultation with the local administration (who is also responsible for the Mausoleum), the
Committee for Roads agreed to finance improvements to the existing 2-lane bypass road by
widening this to a 4-lane road. The improvements will largely follow the alignment of the
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existing bypass road which, at its nearest point, is over 2.6 km from the Khoja Ahmed Yasawi
Mausoleum. It is expected that the planned improvements will divert most of the through traffic
away from the center of Turkestan, thereby reducing the amount and negative impacts of traffic
transiting through the city center, and allowing better access to the Mausoleum.

60. Improvements to the Project road are expected to lead to further development of
Turkestan and other areas in the southern and western regions of Kazakhstan. It is
generally accepted that as cities grow, authorities should plan to provide infrastructure to divert
traffic away from city centers and from other areas of local importance. This is often achieved
through the construction of several concentric “layers” of ring roads that divert traffic around a
city. The planned improvement to the existing 2-lane bypass road is therefore seen by the local
authorities in Turkestan as one part of a future middle ring road on the outskirts of Turkestan
city. The Bank’s Project team has reviewed the conceptual design comprising future
improvements around the city. This indeed shows the existing 2-lane bypass road improved to 4-
lanes as the northern half of a middle ring road around the city of Turkestan (see conceptual plan
of Turkestan in Annex 8). Management concludes that the local authorities’ long-term plan to
develop such transport infrastructure for the area around Turkestan is well founded.

D. Promise of a new bypass road outside the city of Turkestan

61.  The Requesters demand that guarantees be given that, as the traffic going through the city
of Turkestan intensifies in the future, the Government of Kazakhstan will design and construct a
different [bypass] service road outside the city of Turkestan within 5 years.

62. Management is aware of plans by the local Government to construct in the future
either a northern or a southern bypass road further away from Turkestan. However, the
construction of such bypasses would involve significant land acquisition. The feasibility
study carried out for the WE-WC Corridor examined the proposed northern and southern bypass
roads, and found that these were not viable based on the results of the economic analyses.
Further analysis by Bank staff using more recent traffic data for 2010 confirms the continued
validity of the results of this economic analysis (the estimated Economic Rate of Return would
be less than 1.0 percent for a 2-lane southern bypass of about 38 km long). As noted earlier,
Bank staff was present at the consultation meeting held in Turkestan city in January 2009.
Minutes of the meeting show that participants asked the local government officials about plans
for the southern bypass road. The local government officials replied to the effect that based on
the recommendations in the feasibility study report “construction of the Turkistan city bypass has
been delayed and put off ..... The decision was taken to widen and to rehabilitate the existing
bypass. This bypass road (to be constructed under the Project) will be handed over to the city
after a new bypass is constructed.”

63. Management understands that officials from the Government have promised that
either the northern or southern bypass will be considered when justified by traffic levels.
For the local authorities in Turkestan, the decision to construct either of these bypasses requires a
balance between the need to provide easy access to the center of the city to facilitate the
movement of pilgrims and visitors to the Mausoleum, while keeping transit or through traffic
away from the center of the city. In Management’s view, this dual function of improving access
to the city while keeping transit traffic away is best served at present by improving the existing
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2-lane bypass road on the outskirts of the city. Both options for the northern and southern
bypasses, which would be much further away from the city and much longer in length
(representing an additional 8 km travel distance), would not serve the city of Turkestan.
Management is of the view that the city will benefit more from having the existing 2-lane bypass
road improved, with a northern or southern bypass road to be built in future when justified by
traffic levels.

64. Preliminary analyses of the northern and southern bypass options carried out for
the Committee for Roads as part of the feasibility study indicate that the average unit cost
of construction for either option would be around US$4.5 million per km — resulting in an
estimate of US$193.5 million for the northern bypass and US$171 million for the southern
bypass option — both excluding the costs of land acquisition and compensation for resettlement.
This compares to the estimate of around US$55.5 million for improving the existing 2-lane
bypass road by widening this to 4 lanes. Annex 9 shows the screening level estimates for the
northern and southern bypasses as well as the conceptual locations of the two bypass options.
These high cost estimates are due to the significant number of large bridges and tunnels that
would be required (11 bridges and 2 tunnels for the northern bypass; 9 bridges and 2 tunnels for
the southern bypass), in addition to the potential demolition of 50 residences along the northern
bypass route. Both bypass options would traverse greenfield land which is cultivated in many
locations, and both routes are also known to have large numbers of graves and other physical
cultural properties.

65. Current standards used by the MoTC? call for the provision of a new 2-lane bypass
road when projected traffic diversion to the new bypass road exceeds 6,000 light vehicles
and 3,000 heavy vehicles per day. Further economic analysis by Bank staff using the HDM-4
model indicates that a 2-lane bypass road of this type would require traffic of around 10,000
vehicles per day to be justified, while a 4-lane bypass would require traffic of around 14,000
vehicles per day to be diverted to the new facility (compared to an average daily traffic level of
about 3,500 in 2010). In addition, Management notes that the planned improvement along the
existing road alignment minimizes the need to acquire additional land and private property for
purposes of road construction. The design standard adopted to widen the existing road is
appropriate for an urban environment.

66. In line with the guidance that the Bank gives to all client countries, Management is
of the view that the decision to construct either the northern or southern bypass should be
based on economic, environmental and social impacts. Although the Bank cannot guarantee
financing for future investments that may be included in the Government’s Road Sector
Development Program, Management would consider requests for further support to Kazakhstan
in future. Given the cultural and religious importance of the Khoja Ahmed Yasawi Mausoleum
located at the center of Turkestan, Management would expect that construction of the planned
southern (or northern) bypass would remain in the public investment program of Kazakhstan
until such time as it is justified on economic grounds. Good practice requires that governments
prioritize such investments on the basis of economic returns, taking into account social and
environmental considerations.

 SNIP norms and standards adapted for Kazakhstan (#3.03-09-2006).
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Annex 1. Claims and Responses

pupils from the Birlik settlement cross the road every
day to attend classes in school and return home.
The project design does not provide for construction
of either above-ground or underground pedestrian
crossings, even though the settlement residents
themselves spoke about this at the public hearings
in Turkestan on 13 January 2009. The designers
cited the client, and the client, represented by Mr.
Syzdykov, the akim of Turkestan, who moderated
the hearings, simply ignored the residents' demand.

No. | Claim OP/BP | Response
Initial Request (February 5, 2010)
1. The project design for the segment of the projected 4.01 Management wishes to clarify that the Bank’s
road through the city of Turkestan calls for it to environmental policies do not specify a minimum
follow the existing bypass route. In its narrowest distance between residences and public roads in
section this road runs past 30 houses in the urban areas. However, the ESIA report recommends
settlement of Birlik and is squeezed on one side by monitoring lead levels within a 40 meter strip from the
the building line of the houses and on the other by edge of the road.
the rail spur of the Yuzhpolimetall company. The . . .
distance from the building line of the houses to the Management is °°mr.”'“ed FO ensuring that th? .
edge of the roadway is 5 to 15 meters, which does OUtCOm.e of cqnsultanons W.'th local c_ommunltles IS
not conform to the environmental standards of the expe_d_ltlously |ncorporated in the Project. Al_‘ter
World Bank that provide for the buffer zone from the receiving a c_omplalnt from the Requgsters n .]un_e .
harmful toxic and noise effects of vehicles to be 50 2009 regarding the propqsed road a“gn”.‘em at Birlik
meters wide. On 22 June 2009 | sent a letter to the settlement, _the Bank Project team me_t with
Bank. Credit must be given [...] the project director, representatives of a local NGO and W'th Government
reacted instantly, coming to Shymkent with his team officials in July 2009 .and subsgquently in October and
and taking part in a conference presided over by the November 2.009 to d|sguss opt|on§ 'to address the
deputy akim of the oblast, B. N. Aliyev. As a result, a concerns raised by residents of Birlik settlement. The
new project design appeared in August-September Committee for Roa(_js and th_e local Government
20009, shifting the roadbed of the projected highway agre_ed to e?‘p.'ore viable options tq redesign the road
in the aforementioned area of Birlik settlement section at Birlik settlement and to incorporate
toward the railroad bed and installing a noise- mitigation measures acceptable to the residents. The
protection screen and a tree-belt area. Even this Commitu_ae for Roads subsequently prepared_ revi_sed
new project design, however, does not meet the road designs, and arranged further consultations in the
World Bank's stanoiards with 'regard to the Turkestan area in February 2010. As a result, the
environmental safety of the persons whose interests rewse_d road d_e5|gns |_ncorporate the measures
are affected by the project. described earlier in this Management Response,
including: shifting the new road alignment away from
the residences at Birlik settlement towards the rail line
through construction of a new 4-lane road; the
construction of a 3-meter high wall that will serve as a
noise barrier and an additional buffer from exposure to
vehicle emissions; construction of a local access road
for residents of Birlik settlement; construction of under-
passes for pedestrians and livestock; and provision of
a safe traffic controlled pedestrian crossing.
Management is of the view that the revised design,
incorporating the mitigation features described above,
fully addresses concerns regarding environmental and
traffic safety and meets the requirements of the
relevant World Bank policies.
2. In addition, precisely in this area more than 1,000 4.01 Management wishes to emphasize that the revised

road design that was disclosed and consulted upon in
February 2010 in Birlik settlement, includes
satisfactory mitigation measures that meet the
requirements of Bank safeguards policies. It is worth
noting that these mitigation measures were also
acceptable to most of the residents of Birlik settlement.
The mitigation measures provide safe access for all
pedestrians, including school children, to cross the
new 4-lane road at: (i) the pedestrian underpass that
provides direct access to the local school; (i) the traffic
signal controlled intersection between the new 4-lane
road and the existing 2-lane road that will be
reconstructed to become a local service road; and (i)
another underpass about 600 meters from the traffic
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signal designed for livestock.

Management wishes to reiterate that the revised
designs have been reviewed by the Bank team, and
are included in the Bidding Documents for construction
contracts.

The existing bypass road in the city of Turkestan is a
road that was built on the eve of the activities
several years ago celebrating the 1,500th
anniversary of Turkestan, although pursuant to the
general plan for the city's development, according to
informed residents, construction of the road was
planned for much farther beyond the limits of the
growing city: a 100-meter-wide strip was even
allotted for this purpose in the northern part of the
city's boundary, but it was forgotten.

This is a clear violation of the World Bank's
Operating Policies OP 4.01 "Environmental
Assessment."”

4.01

Management understands that the local government
has long-term development plans for the Turkestan
area that include construction of a southern bypass
road further away from the city center.

Economic analysis of both northern and southern
bypass options carried out by the feasibility study
consultants at the time of Project preparation indicated
that such bypasses would not be viable for the
observed levels of traffic. This assessment has
subsequently been confirmed by a more recent
economic analysis carried out by Bank staff. The
economic analysis indicates that average daily traffic
of around 10,000 vehicles transiting through Turkestan
would be required to justify the construction of a 2-lane
southern bypass (about 14,000 for a 4-lane bypass),
compared to an average daily traffic level of about
3,500 in 2010.

Screening level analyses indicate there would be
significant costs due to the number of large bridges
and tunnels that would be required (11 bridges and 2
tunnels for the northern bypass; 9 bridges and 2
tunnels for the southern bypass). In addition, there
would be a potential demolition of 50 residences along
the northern bypass route. Both bypass options would
traverse through greenfield lands which are cultivated
in many locations, and are also known to have a large
numbers of graves and other physical cultural
properties.

Management recognizes that the Government has to
prioritize proposed infrastructure investments on the
basis of economic viability given the competing needs
for such investments from different parts of the
country. The Bank requires that all such investments
have a minimum Economic Internal Rate of Return of
12 percent. Bank staff analysis shows that the
northern and southern bypass options would not meet
this requirement at present.

In summary, the northern and southern bypass options
are not viable at this time. The improvement of the
existing 2-lane bypass road by widening it to 4 lanes is
far more efficient in terms of economic, social,
environmental and safety impacts.

We appealed to officers of the World Bank on 22
July 2009 via an e-mail letter. The measures taken
by the Bank to deal with this problem — holding a
conference with the participation of the interested
parties on 30 July 2009; a meeting on 5 October
2009 with the design team headed by Mr. Jacques
Bure; a response from Mr. Jacques Bure dated 22
November 2009 — ran into inflexible thinking and
callousness on the part of the Kazakhstan officials
responsible for implementing the project. Therefore
the officials' actions do not satisfy the residents of

13.05

As noted in Item No. 1 above, mitigation measures
have been incorporated in the revised designs for the
road section along Birlik settlement. Management’s
view is that the revised design, incorporating these
mitigation features, fully address the Requesters’
concerns regarding environmental safety and meets
the requirements of Bank safeguards policies.

The revised designs are incorporated in the Bidding
Documents for construction of this road segment, and
will be included in the site-specific EMP.
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Birlik settlement. We believe the Bank is entitled to
demand that the Client carry out its policies.

First Communication (March 10, 2010)

On February 5, 2010, we sent you a complaint. After | 13.05 | As noted above, mitigation measures have been

that, followed in February, the visit of the incorporated in the revised designs for the road

representative of the Transportation Ministry section along Birlik settlement. In addition, in response

Koterbekov-mirza, Governor of our city and other to a request by residents, trees will be planted along

officials whose names we do not recall. We were the new 4-lane bypass road to provide aesthetic

told that with the new road built, many of the coverage, and once the trees reach maturity, it is

residents will be happy, therefore, we agree that the expected that they will also serve to supplement the

road should go along the railroad. Koterbekov-mirza wall as a barrier to reduce noise and pollution.

promised that in 5 years the Government will build a Althouah in M o h ised road

new detour-road outside the city of Turkestan. He t ough In anagemeqtewewt erevisedroad

also promised that there will be trees and vegetation desngnllncorporates sufficient measures for p.edes”!a”

planted right in front of our houses and that our and child safety, the local admlnletretlon co_nflrmed ina

children will have a bus taking them from the Ietter'dated March .17’ 2019 that it will provide

settlement to school. Therefore, we would like that additional bus services dunng _the ok qf the

these promises be properly recerded and the school day for residents of B|r||!< settlement, starting

officials who are responsible for these promises from Sep;ember .2910' The rews_ed designs for the

would sign off on them. We fear that in 5 years when road_ section at Birlik settlement incorporate the

the World Bank will leave the country the above- provision of bus stops and shelters to cater for the new

mentioned promises will not be executed and will be bus services.

forgotten. Therefore, we are asking: Consequently, in Management’s view, the planned

1. To put together a document coming from the improvement along the ex_isting 2-Iane bypass road_ to

Ministry of Transportation asserting that the new W|de_n the road te 4 lanes is appropriate for_th_e Project

detour-road will be built outside the city of Turkestan at this time. The Improvement along th_e existing road

in 3 years [and not in 5 years], with signatories of alignment minimizes the need to acquire additional

Koterbekov-mirza and the seal of the Ministry of land and private property for purposes of road

Transportation. eonstructlon. The design etandard adopted for the
improved road is appropriate for an urban

2. We would also like to include in this document the environment.

Lougeop:Igmecdhi\llgrgeentetlon and the promised school Management understands that the MoTC and the local
government have long-term development plans for the

We believe that this document must be signed by Turkestan area that include construction of a southern

the Governor [Akim] of the city of Turkestan along bypass road further away from the city center when

with Koterbekov-mirza and other officials this becomes economically justified.

responsible for the building of the China-Europe

Highway.

Second Communication (April 8, 2010)

In the previous letter dated March 10, 2010 we 4.01 For reasons noted above, the Bank’s economic

raised two demands that expressed our concerns
regarding the implementation of the Project that
would place the transit corridor from China to
Europe right next to our settlement. In the present
letter we demand certain guarantees that, as the
transportation traffic going through the city of
Turkestan intensifies in the future, the Government
of Kazakhstan will offer to design and construct a
different service road outside the city. There are two
options for considering such service road:

1. Northern route may be designed to pass between
settlements of Birlik and Karashik

or

2. Southern route may pass along the southern side
of the city where the service road will cross the main

analysis has concluded that construction of the
northern or southern bypass alternatives is not viable
at this time.

In addition, as noted in Item Nos. 3 and 5 above,
Management understands that the MoTC and the local
government have long-term development plans for the
Turkestan area that include construction of a southern
bypass road further away from the city center when
this becomes economically justified.

Management is not aware of any plans by the
Government to construct a northern bypass as an
alternative.

The Bank cannot guarantee financing for future
investments that may be included in the Government’s
Road Sector Development Program, nor can
Management compel the Government to commit to
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railroad of Tashkent - Orenburg twice.

any long-term future investments outside the scope of
the Loan Agreement and the Country Partnership
Strategy presented to the Board. However, the Bank
would consider requests for further support to
Kazakhstan in future.

7. We propose to make the construction of this service See Item Nos. 3, 5 and 6 above.
road in the future guaranteed by the issuance of an
official document signed by the representatives of
the World Bank and by those of Republic of
Kazakhstan.

Third Communication (April 24, 2010)

8. In a letter dated April 8, 2010, we asked for the See Item Nos. 3, 5 and 6 above.
guarantees from the Government of the Republic of
Kazakhstan for the guarantees for the construction
of a new road bypassing the city of Turkestan in the
future in a form of a release of an official document
signed by the representatives of the World Bank and
by the Government of the Republic of Kazakhstan.

9. In this letter we would like to describe the 4.01 Management wishes to reiterate that the revised road
consequences of harmful effects of the planned designs incorporate mitigation measures to reduce
bypass road project South-West: the international exposure to vehicle emissions and traffic noise.
transit corridor "Western Europe - Western China” . . '
(CAREC (Central Asia Regional Economic As n(_)t_ed in Item No. 3, the average daily traffic
Cooperation) Ib and 6b). According to the feasibility transiting through Turkestan in May 2010 was _
study by Kazdorproekt (Kazakhstan Highway observed to be about 33500 vehicles. The feasibility
Project), by 2012 the number of cars entering the study report for the Project concluded t_hat the.
city of Turkestan will be 6,867 per day, whereas the southern bypass WQUId not b_e economically V|abl_e at
traffic flow at the exit of Turkestan in the direction of ‘hﬁse levels of trafflc. Anglysns by Bank staff.conflrr.ns
the town of Kyzyl-Orda will amount to 2,971 cars per this recommendathn noting thgt average daily traffic of
day. According to the Deputy Minister of the Ministry around 10‘000. veh|c|¢_as t_ransmng through Turkestan
of Transport and Communication of the Republic of would be required to justify the construction of a 2-lane
Kazakhstan Koterbekov, presently there are about southern bypass (about 14'(.300 for_a 4-lane bypass),
5,000 cars that enter the city of Turkestan coming compared to an average dally traffic level of about
from Shymkent and there are about 800 cars that 3,500 observed in May 2010.
exit it. Simple calculations show that the future traffic Using a projected annual traffic growth rate of 6
of the projected bypass road will increase in 3.5 percent indicates that a 2-lane southern bypass should
times in two years, which eventually will end up in be constructed by 2024, and a 4-lane bypass would be
the center of our city. Consequently, the annual justified about 5 years later.
increase in the intensity of the transit traffic flow in
1.75 times in the heart of the city of Turkestan will
become an environmental disaster for its residents.

10. Turkestan is viewed as the second Mecca for 4.01 Management recognizes the cultural importance of
Muslims around the world. The city's potential 411 Turkestan. The planned improvement of the existing 2-

unsafe life and health conditions for Muslim pilgrims
will result in the irreversible damage to the budget of
the city, as well as to the income of urban residents
benefiting from tourism. Thus, in order to minimize
this potential adverse environmental and economic
impact, a new bypass road should be built in 5 years
outside the city of Turkestan.

lane road to 4-lane standard on the outskirts of
Turkestan will divert most of the through traffic that
currently passes through the city center. Management
notes that the improved 4-lane road will be more than
2.6 km away from the Mausoleum and other physical
cultural resources located at the center of the city.

The Project is therefore expected to have additional
positive impacts by providing better access for tourists
visiting Turkestan, while at the same time diverting
through traffic away from the city center to the new 4-
lane road to be constructed on the outskirts of
Turkestan city.

The Notice of Registration mentions a potential
violation of OP 4.11. Management notes that OP 4.11

24




Republic of Kazakhstan

was not triggered at Project design. With respect to the
Turkestan segment, it was concluded in the EA that
while the Mausoleum is in the wider Project area, it will
not be affected due to the large distance between the
Mausoleum and the proposed road alignment. As
stated above, the improved 4-lane road is expected to
have positive impacts with respect to access to the
Mausoleum and other physical cultural resources of
Turkestan. Additionally, the road design will divert
heavy vehicles away from the Mausoleum.

11. For this purpose, the Government of Kazakhstan See Item Nos. 3, 5 and 6 above. Although the Bank
should guarantee to the residents of the city of cannot guarantee financing for future investments that
Turkestan the construction of a new bypass road in may be included in the Government’s Road Sector
at least 5 years. Development Program, Management would consider

requests for further support to Kazakhstan in future.

12. Compliance with OP 4.12 4.12 | The Notice of Registration mentions the potential

violation of OP 4.12, but it is not clear to Management
to which aspects this refers. Management would like to
note that the RPF is in place and site-specific RAPs
will be prepared to the satisfaction of the Bank prior to
the start of construction on any road section.
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Annex 2.
Map of WE-WC Transit Corridor
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Annex 3.
Schedule of public consultations held in Turkestan and Birlik settlement






Consultations in Turkestan

Location

Date

Participants

Remarks

Turkestan

2008/09/17

Deputy Director of the Roads Committee
Department in South Kazakhstan - Y.
Kenzhekhanov; Deputy Director of
GeoDataPlus - E. Babalyk; Senior Project
Environmental Expert - G. Djunussova

Minutes are available

Turkestan

2009/01/15

Deputy Director of the Roads Committee
Department in South Kazakhstan - Y.
Kenzhekhanov.; Akim of Turkestan - B.
Syzdykov; Deputy Director of GeoDataPlus -
E. Babalyk; Senior Project Environmental
Expert - G. Djunussova; Engineer from
Kazdorproject LLP - A. Antonyuk; Tabys
Otsenka LLP - A. Vtorov. World Bank Staff.

Minutes are available

Shymkent

2009/06/30

Deputy Akim of South Kazakhstan oblast - B.
Aliev; Deputy Chairman of the RC -N.
Umirbayeyv; Director of Department (RC) - B.
Jeldykbayev.;Director of GeoDataPlus - L.
Kuznetsova; NGOs - Issaliev and others;
World Bank Staff - Jacqes Bure and others

Minutes are available

Turkestan, Birlik
village

2010/02/11

Vice-Minister of Transport and
Communications - D. Kuterbekov; Deputy
Akim of South Kazakhstan oblast - B. Aliev;
Deputy Chairman of the RC -N. Umirbayev;
Director of Department (RC) - B.
Jeldykbayev; NGOs- Issaliev and 23
residents of Birlik village

No minutes of the meeting

Turkestan

2010/02/18

Deputy Chairman of the RC -N. Umirbayey;
Deputy Akim of Turkestan - A. Usserbayev;
Director of Department (RC) - B.
Jeldykbayev; NGOs- Issaliev and owners of
the lands under acquisition; World Bank
Staff - Martin Henry Lennihan and others;

No minutes of the meeting







Annex 4.
Memorandum of Understanding between the Coalition of NGOs, the
Committee for Roads and the PMC






AGREEMENT
On Advisory body establishment on discussion and monitoring of the
“Western Europe — Western China” Project implementation in the South-Kazakhstan oblast

Shymkent 26 March 2010

1. General provisions

1.1. Activity and relations stipulated by the present Agreement on Advisory body establishment on discussion
and monitoring of the “Western Europe — Western China” Project implementation in the South-
Kazakhstan oblast (further referred to as the Agreement) shall be based on the World Bank guidelines on
infrastructure projects implementation and the legislation of the Republic of Kazakhstan. The Agreement
is signed by the following Parties:

» South-Kazakhstan oblast Highway Committee Department of the Ministry of Transport and
Communications of the Republic of Kazakhstan (further referred to as the Department);

» “SNC Lavalin” Project Management Consultant

» Monitoring group on behalf of the “National Analytical Information Resource” NGO, state
registration certificate #29219-1958-O0 dated 10 September 2009, issued by the South-
Kazakhstan Oblast Justice Department,
Further referred to as the Party or Parties in the Agreement.

1.2. The present Agreement is aimed to ensure timely consideration of the public opinion related to the
“Western Europe — Western China” Project implementation in the South-Kazakhstan oblast (further
referred to as the Project), mitigation of environmental disturbance and corruption in the process of the
Project’s implementation via fulfillment by the Parties of cooperative, comprehensive, and expedient
activity to ensure transparent operation and sustainable development of government agencies, and also
consulting and construction organizations (further referred to as the Organizations).

2. Advisory body

2.1 The Parties shall establish an Advisory body.

2.2 Advisory body is aimed to organize activity of the Parties under the obligations within the Action Plan on
Project Management and Anti-corruption, approved by the Ministry of Transport and Communications
Highway Committee Chairman’s Decree #31 dated 27 July 2009 concerning “Approval of the Action
Plan on Project Management and Anti-corruption within the “Western Europe — Western China”
International Transit Corridor, South-West Highway Development Project (CAREC 1b and 6b).

2.3 Each Party appoints a Permanent Representative from the number of key specialists as a member of the
Advisory body.

2.4 The first population of the Advisory body is formed when the present Agreement is signed by the Parties
stipulated in paragraph 1.1 of the Agreement and operates unchanged until amendments to the Advisory
body members’ rotation decree are in effect.

2.5 Each Party undertakes the following obligations:

» Legislative, financial, and material provision of the Body’s activity under this Agreement for its
member in the Advisory body;

» Implementation of the Action Plan on Project Management and Anti-corruption

» Resolution of other issues identified by the Advisory body.

2.6 The Parties shall approve all decrees regulating the Advisory body’s activity, in particular concerning the
following:

> Parties’ authorities;



» Advisory body’s Action Plans and Activities implementation schedules;
» Advisory body members’ rotation decree;
All decrees of the Advisory body shall be disclosed.

2.7 Other organizations’ representatives, who are not the Parties, can participate in the Advisory body’s
activity as intermediaries, consultants, or observers in order established by the Advisory body.

2.8 All decisions of the Advisory body shall be made only in case of consensus of the Body’s members and
shall be advisory in nature.

2.9 Meetings of the Advisory body shall be held at least once per month; when the Project Resettlement Plan
is implemented — at least once per week, nonetheless, each Party is entitled to request an extraordinary
meeting.

2.10  Each representative of the Parties under the Agreement shall be present to make a decision at the
Advisory body’s meeting.

2.11  Working groups, comprising of the Parties’ representatives, can be established in case of preliminary
development of draft decisions or arguments negotiation. Working groups shall not be a part of the
Advisory body. Establishment and operation order of working groups shall be decided by the Advisory
body.

2.12  All applications to the Advisory body shall be registered and meetings recorded with further approval
of the meeting minutes by the Advisory body.

2.13 A secretariat of the Advisory body is established on the Department’s basis in order to ensure
operation and execution of the Advisory body’s decisions (further referred to as the Secretariat).

2.14  The secretariat shall be responsible for the following in accordance with the Advisory body’s
decisions:

» Record-keeping and storage of the overall documentation of the Advisory body;
» Ensuring access to information for all interested parties.

3. Concluding provisions
3.1 The Agreement shall be effective from the moment of its signing by each representative of the
Parties, stipulated in paragraph 1.1 of the Agreement.
3.2 Any member of the Advisory body is entitled to terminate the Agreement via preliminary
notification of the secretariat, indicating the termination date.
3.3 The Agreement is prepared in Russian in three copies of identical validity.
3.4 The Agreement shall be stored at the secretariat.

Signatures of the Advisory body Parties:

South-Kazakhstan oblast Highway Committee Department of the Ministry of Transport and
Communications of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Director B.D. Zheldikbayev

“SNC Lavalin” Project Management Consultant, Representative K. Serdaliyev

“National Analytical Information Resource” NGO, Monitoring Group Leader,
Group Representative B.M. Issaliyev

Stamp
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Annex 5.
Map showing revisions to the road design along Birlik settlement
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Annex 6.
Photographs of existing situation along Birlik settlement (May 2010)












Annex 7.
Letter from local administration (Akim) of Turkestan confirming the
provision school bus services for Birlik settlement






KA3AKCTAH PECNYBJTMKACDI
KenlK XXeHE KOMMYHUKALIMA

MWUHUCTEPCTBO >
TPAHCIMNOPTA U KOMMYHUKALIUA

MWHWCTPIITI PECNYBITUKWN KA3AXCTAH
ABTOMOBWINb XONOAPbI KOMUTET ABTOMOBWUIIbHBIX
KOMMTETI noorPor
010000, Actana kanacel, KaGanGah GaTteip gaHfeins 47 010000, ropog, Actana, npocnexT KaGanbai Gateipa 47
ten.: 8 (7172) 24-33-83, cakc: 8 (7172) 29-90-65 Ten.: 8(7172) 24-33-83, dpakc 8(7172) 29-90-65
79- /%%/535
/‘7. 03, Lo10

International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development

Ref.: South-West Roads Project: “Western Europe-Western China” International Transit Corridor,
IBRD Loan 7681-KZ

The Committee for Roads Ministry of Transport and Communications of the Republic
of Kazakhstan (further — the Committee) hereby informs the following.

In February of current year Mr. D. Kuterbekov, the Vice-Minister of transport and
communications of the Republic of Kazakhstan together with the representatives of the
Committee and design institute visited South Kazakhstan region and held a number of
meetings with local people and NGO representatives.

As you are aware the inhabitants of Birlik village were concerned about the passing of
road through this settlement and ensuring safety for the pupils of school located on the
other side of the road. In this regard please be informed that the detailed design
provides for arrangement of underground passage and pedestrian passage on this
section. The underground passage will be illuminated and pedestrian passage will be
regulated by traffic lights. Besides, in future when traffic intensity is sufficient enough
the transit traffic will be withdrawn from Birlik village by means of construction of
new bypass of Turkestan town.

Regarding planting of greenery we inform that road maintenance, including planting of
greenery in road-adjacent areas, is one of the responsibilities of regional departments
of the Committee. The design stipulates planting of greenery along the road, however,
upon completion of construction works the Committee commits itself to arrange
planting of trees not only in places provided by the design, but also where it is feasible.

As of arrangement of special school bus please be informed kindly that the Ministry of
Transport and Communications of the Republic of Kazakhstan has forwarded the
relevant letter (copy is attached) to the Akim of Turkestan rayon of South Kazakhstan
region requesting him to inform you about the status of this question.

Attachment: letter from MoTC No 04-19/1044 dated 17/03/2010

N. Omirbayev

Deputy Chairman /\
Committee for Roads




MUHUCTEPCTBO J
TPAHCMOPTA U KOMMYHUKA LIUA
PECTMYBNUKN KAZAXCTAH

KA3AKCTAH PECNYBIUKACHI
KONIK )K8HE KOMMYHUWKALIUA
MUHUCTPAINI

010000, Actanxa K., KaGanGai BaTteip gaHfsinel, 47 010000, rAcraHa, np. Kabax6ai Batsipa, 47
Ten.: 8 (7172) 24-13-12, daxc: 8 (7172) 24-14-19 Ten.: B (7172) 24-13-12, cpaxc: 8 (7172) 24-14-19

L0/0a) /3 03\, 09 - /9//05/7

Onryerik Kazakcran
00JIBICHI
Typkicran aynaHbIHbIH 9KiMi

K.K. MoanaceiiitoBke

KypmerTi Kaiipat Kyceiinyini!
«bamvic Eypona — Bamvic Keimaii» xaneisapansix mpan3sum 0anizine kamoicme

Kazakcran Pecnybnukacer Kenmik >xoHe KOMMYHHUKal{sl MHHHUCTPJIIri
KeneciHi xabapnaiasl.

ArpIMIarsl XBUTFBI 26 akmaHga Ontyctik Kazakcran o6nbicsinarsl YEY
KOATMIMSACKIHBIH Oacuibickl b. McanneB XansiKapalblK KaiTa Kypy XoHe Jamy
OaHKiHIH aTBIHA SJIEKTPOHJBIK XaT JKOJIIAFaHBIH xabapnaiiael, onga KP Kenik
XKOHE KOMMyHMKamus Buue-MUHUCTPI JI. KetepGekosriH, TypkicTan Kamacsl
oximMitiH, KP KKM ABTOMOGHIIB 5K0Napbl KOMUTETI OKiIIEepiHIH kKaHe xobanay
YHBIMIAPBIHBIH JKEePrilikTi xanslk neH YEY exingepiMen kesmecy HOTHKeNepi
KBICKalla Ma3sMyHJIalFaH (XaTThlH Kewlipmeci Koca Gepimeni). Ocel Ke3mecymin
Gapsicbiia Bipiik KeHTiHiH TYpFBIHIApsl KONABIH 0acKa KarbIH/a TYPaThbIH
MEKTell OKYLIBUIAPBIHBIH KayilcCi3airi Mocenenepi anaHAaTaTeIHBIH aiTThl, Ci3
oraH Bipiik KeHTiHiH OKyIIBLTaphl yIIiH apHaifbl MEKTEIl MapLIDyTHIH icke KOCy
YHBIMAACTBIPBIIAABI JIETI XKayan GepiHi3.

JKorapeina alThUTFaHIapra OaiiaHBICTEI, Cispen, Xansikapansik KaiiTta
KYpy JKoHEe MaMy OaHKiHe aTKapbUIFaH JKYMBICTAp Typaibl aKmapaT GepyiHisai
CypanMBsI3.

Bune-munucTp

/_"V' E. dyiicen6aeB

/e

Opsin.: A. Kabapaxumos
Ten.: 24-36-81

002591
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AKIMAT OF SOUTH -KAZAKHSTAN OBLAST

AKIM OF TURKESTAN CITY

March 25, 2010

Outcoming number #0206/739

To: Mr. Duisenbayev E.
Vice-Minister of Transport and Communications of Republic of Kazakhstan

In response to your letter #04-19/1044 as of March 17, 2010 regarding Kazakhstan South West Roads
Project we are informing the following:

On Birlik settlement of Turkestan city:

1. Transport Route #4 going on direction from Birlik to Temir Zhol Terminal/passenger station
passes nearby the school #20.

2. Beginning from September of the current year a special bus will be arranged for primary school
children to school and back home.

3. We inform you that construction of pedestrian underpass was considered in project design
documents.

Acting Akim

A. Oserbayev



Annex 8.
Conceptual design of future improvements around the city of Turkestan
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Annex 9.
Screening level estimates for the northern and southern bypasses around
Turkestan






Northern bypass of Tukestan
L - 43 km (in direction of Samara-Shymkent to the left)

Communications to cut across

# Communications Location, km Quantity Obstacles Remarks
Point of separation from M-32 0+00 :

! Russia (to Samara) -Shymkent road| (2089+500) Tube type traffic interchange
2 Karssaktyksai River 3+500 1 river bed Bridge, 44 m
3 Arable lands under irrigation 0-8 8 km
4 Arys-Turkestan channel 9+00 1 channel Bridge, 36 m
5 Turkestan-Ag::;-Babakurgan 12+00 1 road Two-level traffic interchange
6 Karashik River 17+600 1 river bed Bridge, 76 m
7 Urangai settlement 19+00-21+00 2 km settlement Demolition, 50 houses
8 R-31 Kentau-'rl“(;;r(ll{estan-Tortkol 20+500 1 road Two-level traffic interchange
9 TKZhD railways 20+600 1 way railways Overpass, 45 m
10 Yntymak-Shaga road 23+100 1 road Two-level traffic interchange
11 Ravine 24+200 1 ravine Bridge, 18 m
12 Arys-Turkestan channel 33+500 1 channel Bridge, 36 m
13 Arable lands under irrgation 40+00-43+00 3 km

Point of junction to M-32 Russia 43+00 :
14 (to Samara) - Shymkent (2117+00) 1 Tube type traffic interchange
15 | Passage for agricultural machinery 13 12x4,5
16 Cattle underpass 9 4x2,5

Remark: The road passes: 11 km across the irrigated lands; across Urangai settlement (demolition of 50 houses);

foothills, extremely broken country. Route length - 43 km.




Southern bypass of Turkestan
L - 38 km (in direction of Samara-Shymkent to the right)
Communications to cut across

# Communications Location, km Amount of Mater%al of Remarks
cables footing
Point of separation from M-32 Russia (to 0+00 .
! Samara) -Shymkent road (2089+500) Tube type traffic interchange
2 Overhead communication line 6 wood to the left along the road, 20 m
3 Communication cable in trench to the left along the road, 32 m
4 Cable FOL in trench to the left along the road, 38 m
5 | Moscow-Almaty railways (3092+500) 3+00 2 ways Overpass, 75 m
6 Overhead communication line 3+020 22 wood
7 Overhead line 10 kWt 3+040 6 wood
8 Overhead line 35 kWt 3+050 3 wood
9 Karssaktyksay River 4+00 river bed Bridge, 44 m
10 Karachik River 10+00 river bed Bridge, 76 m
11 Overhead line 220 kWt 11400 3 reinforced
concrete
12 Overhead line 220 kWt 12+00 3 x/0
13 | Turkestan-Balgakol road (category III) 13+00 road Full clo.verleaf‘ type traffic
interchange
14 Overhead line 220 kWt 22+00 3 reinforced
concrete
15 | Overhead line 35+Communication Line 224020 3+8 TIepeBo
16 Overhead line10 kWt 22+050 6 wood
17 Overhead communication line 22+070 32 wood
18 Moscow-Almaty railways (3109) 22+00 2 ways Overpass, 75 m
19 | R-31 Kentau-Turkestan-Tortkol road 23+400 road Full clo.verleaf‘ type traffic
interchange
20 Ravine 29+400 ravine Bridge, 24 m
Point of junction to M-32 Russia (to 38+00 .
21 Samara) -Shymkent road (2117+00) Tube type traffic interchange
22 Field road 7 sites 6x4,5
23 Cattle underpass 5 sites 4x2,5

Remark: The route passes 4,5 across irrigated lands, mainly on steppe; flat country. Length of the road - 38 km




Annex 10.
Detailed engineering drawings prepared for construction of the road segment
along Birlik settlement
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