EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL
REPORT

Environmental Impacts Assessment

In years 1998-2001, an environmental impacts assegspursuant to SR National Council Act No.
127/1994 Coll. On Environmental Impacts Assessnantamended was prepared for the given
project. The EIA resulted in EIA decision of thB $inistry of Environment (the “SR MoEnv”) in
cooperation with the Ministry of Transport, PostadaTelecommunication of 20/ 9/ 2001
recommending construction of Section Zarnovica $08gké Podhradie of the R1 Expresway
according to the red alternative. Later, SupremerCof the SR cancelled the territorial permit
stating it will be necessary to repeat the assasisprecess in the future proceedings and emphasize
the selection of the most efficient means for infiorg the public on this process.

It is necessary to state, that the builder (Slofdad Administration at that time, National
Motorway Company as of 01/02/2005) complied withmbcedures specified in the then valid
legislation on environmental impacts assessmenturthEr, requirements of the citizens with
respect to the project route relocation were retggeovhich resulted in the construction of 2
additional bridges. The project was confirmed ie tpproved local plan, to which the citizens
had the opportunity to voice their opinions. Ferththe issue referred to the court did not deal
with the project location and its change, but ifisignt information of public sides the Municipal
Office Ziar nad Hronom.

Therefore, a new assessment process took placergspiect to the R1 Expresway Zarnovica —
Sasovské Podhradie pursuant to Section 20 Par.SRoRational Council Act No. 127/94 Coll.
And Act No. 24/2006 Coll. On Environmental Impaétssessment and change and amendment of
certain acts (the ,Act"). The new EIA process omtkby the Supreme Court was divided into 2
parts — Stage | km 0.000 — 9.675; Stage Il km 9-6718.400 67. The following text describes the
EIA process:

EIA Process for Stage |

1) Preliminary Environmental Study (PES)

Pursuant to Section 7 and Annex No. 2 of SR Nati@auncil Act No. 127/1994 Coll. On
Environmental Impacts Assessment as amended, thy stas prepared by Enviconsult, spol.
s r.o. in January 2006 in one alternative (see Arieg since, pursuant to Section 7 Par. 8 of the
Act, the MoEnv. dropped the given activity alteimatsolutions in letter No. 35/06-7.3 of 05/ 1/
2006 (see Annex V).

2) Screening

10/01/2006, the Developer submitted to the SR MoBEhe PES. Following the formal

examination of study, the SR MoEnv delivered it tte affected authorities, departments,
permitting authority and affected municipalitiesdapublished it on www.enviroportal.sk. The
affected municipalities informed the public usimg tlocally common way (placement of a notice
on an official board and using municipal radio).

3) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

With respect to the character, scope and assumpdcis of the proposed activity, as well as
opinions on the study, SR MoEnv in cooperation vtk affected and permitting authority and
following discussion with the developer refrainedri preparation of an EIS pursuant to Section
13 of the act - 06/03/2006 (see Annex V). The stwdg considered as the report for the purpose
of further activity assessment pursuant to the Act.



4) Comments Procedure on the EIS

Within the legal deadline, written opinions of thedlevant authorities, municipalities and other
entities (19 in total) were delivered to the SR Mekbn theEIS. These do not require any further
assessment, all comments are to be dealt withem#éxt project documentation stage. In general,
comments dealt with noise barriers, noise monitprivegetation and surface and groundwater
protection. Detailed overview of all opinions isepented in Chapter 1, Subchapter 2) of Annex
[l

The public (which filed the complaint) did not dedr a written opinion on the new EIA process
for the given R1 Section Zarnovica — SaSovské padibr since Stage | is not within the Ziar nad
Hronom municipal area. Microregion Hlinické Pohrersigned a petition on the local planning
proceedings of the project

14/01/2003 (mayors of 10 municipalities in the raregion). In it, they request the immediate
issue of a construction permit for the constructibthe expresway.

5) Public Hearing

A public hearing took place in each of the munitiipgs involved. The time and place of such
public hearing was communicated to the public ia thcally common way. The hearing took
place 15/ 03/ 2006 at Municipal Offices in Revig&dkodzantie, Bzenec and Dolna Ztand 16/
03/ 2006 at Municipal Offices in Hlinik na HronomaLeh6tka pod Brehmi.

Citizens of all affected municipalities, who paipiated in the public hearing, voiced their

opinions in favour of immediate project implemeidatand operation of the given section as fast
as possible. Participants of the territorial mamaget did not voice any objections against the
location of the project. The objections on noisegeveespected in the project documentation and
the length of noise barriers was extended comptrdtie original documentation. See details in
Chapter 1, Subchapter 2) Annexes IlI.

6) Expert Report

The expert report and proposed conclusion was peepay prof. Ing. Vladimir Vodzinsky, CSc.,
registered in the list of persons qualified for ieammental impacts assessment. The Expert
recommends the given activity assessed in the suittythe relevant measures. The report forms
part of Annex V - EIA.

7) Final Opinion (EIA decision)

20/04/2006, EIA decision of the SR Ministry of Eramment pursuant to SR National Council Act
No. 127/1994 Coll. was issued for Stage | under menn62/06-7,3/ml. It confirmed the original

routing (red alternative recommended as the masitde alternative in the original EIA process).
The Decision was published in the locally commorywaad delivered to the affected authorities
and municipalities. The Decision forms part of Arné- EIA.

EIA Process for Stage |l

1) Preliminary Environmental Study (PES)

Study for Stage 1l was prepared pursuant to the 8BawNational Council Act No. 24/2006 Coll.
on Environmental Impacts Assessment for two altévasa, in the basic red alternative and in
alternative differing from the basic alternativetirat in Section km 11.480 — 14.970, it involved
sub-alternative solutions called the ,blue subraléive — M1“ and ,red sub-alternative(:2“ and

in section km 15.450 — 18.047 as "blue sub-altéraatM2" and "red sub-alternative(:2".

2) Screenin@7/02/2006, the SR MoEnv sent the sent the studfoim of letter No. 727/06-
7.3/ml for commenting pursuant to Section 23 of Awe to the departmental authority, permitting
authority, the affected authorities and municipeditdefining a deadline for opinions submission.
Further, the study was published on www.envirodaska The affected municipalities informed



the public using the locally common way (placemeht notice on an official board and using
municipal radio).

3) Assessment Scope

Following the screening conclusion, SR MoEnv in pemtion with the departmental and
permitting authority and following discussion witte developer defined the scope of assessment
and time schedule according to Section 30 of Aal aelected for further assessment the red
alternative - called alternativ€1 x C2 for working purposes, and alternative createdaas
combination of red and blue alternatives - calletl XC2 alternative for working purposes. The
alternative including sub-alternative M2 presenitethe study (PES) was not selected for further
assessment with respect to its unsuitable loc@isaBee letter of the MoEnv dated 18/ 04/ 2006
No. 727/06-7,3/ml (Annex V).

4) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

07/07/2006, the developer submitted for the SR MoBssessment “R1 Zarnovica — SaSovské
Podhradie Stage II” the EIS. 14/07/2006, followitggexamination, SR MoEnv delivered the EIS
pursuant to Section 33 Par. 1 of the Act in writilmgthe department, permitting and affected
authorities and municipalities. Further, the studgs published on www.enviroportal.sk. The
relevant municipalities informed the public in #oeally common way (by posting a notice on the
official board and using municipal radio; in Ziaach Hronom, municipal newspaper and ATV
were used, as well as www.ziarnadhronom.sk). SeeeAhl Chapter 1, Subchapter 3).

5) Comments Procedure on the EIS

Within the legal deadline, written opinions of thEected authorities, municipalities and other
entities (22 in total) were delivered to the SR Muen theEIS.

In general, comments dealt with noise preventionasuees, noise and water monitoring,
vegetation and surface and groundwater protectidbathorities agree with the proposed

alternative and request immediate construction af lead. Civil association “Svatokrizsky

obtiansky spolok — SOS Ziar nad Hronom* submitted gatiee opinion on the routing of the red

alternative. Detailed overview of all opinions iepented in Chapter 1, Subchapter 3) of Annex
1.

6) Public Hearing

A public hearing took place in each of the affectednicipalities. The time and place of such
public hearing was communicated to the public ia tbcally common way. The hearing took
place 15/ 08/ 2006 at Municipal Office Ziar nad Hom (joint for S43ovské Podhradie and Horné
Opatovce) and in culture house Lehdtka pod Brehmdi 56/ 08/ 2006 in culture house in lav
and at Municipal Office in Ladomerska Vieska.

Citizens of all affected municipalities and repmesg¢ives of authorities, who participated in the
public hearing, voiced their opinions in favourimimediate project implementation and operation
of the given section as fast as possible. Minuteewvritten from the public hearing. Along with
the SOS Ziar nad Hronom opinion, they were deligei@the SR MoEnv as a document for the
issuing of a final opinion. See details in ChagdteSubchapter 3) Annexes Il

7) Expert Report

The expert report and proposed conclusion was peepay prof. Ing. Ivan Sembera, CSc.,
registered in the list of persons qualified for ieammental impacts assessment. The Expert
recommends the given activity assessed in the treytr the relevant measures. The report forms
part of Annex V - EIA.

8) Final Opinion (EIA decision)

28/02/2007, Ministry of Environment of the SR isdUglA decision on Stage Il pursuant to SR
National Council Act No. 24/2006 Coll. under numbé&i727/06-3,5/ml and recommended the
implementation of red alternative (calletixC2 for working purposes). The Decision was



published in the locally common way and deliveredhe affected authorities and municipalities.
The Decision forms part of Annex V - EIA.

No appeals were filed against the EIA decisionsStages | and Il and territorial permits were
issues as seen Annex V.

Development of Measures Proposed for the Minimisain of Project Negative Impacts

The EIS include a number of technical and orgaimisat measures minimising negative impacts of
the project in the course of construction and dpmra Most of the proposed measures have the
character of routine procedures implemented inteoknical solution processing and are included in
R1 project documentation. Some measures are gerathars are specific for certain impacted

events, or territories.

The most important measures include noise preventigasures. The reports suggest the construction
of a noise barrier in Hlinik nad Hronom in the léngf 385.2 m, in Lo¥a in the length of 1,565 m
and in Ziar nad Hronom in the length of 2,295 m &l m high and the exchange of windows for
acoustic ones in the effected structures in Bzemet Hlinik nad Hronom. To minimise dustiness,
vegetation strips of high greenery have been pegpamder Centrum Il residential area and along
municipal cemetery in Ziar nad Hronom. Further)di@c revitalisation of areas impacted by the road
construction is proposed through substitute plartabf ground wood and adjustment of bridge
structures for fauna migration. Further, it is r@ooended to prepare an independent monitoring
project for the following documentation stage. Meas are detailed in Chapter 1.4 of Annex Ill.

Comments on Negative Impacts Minimisation Under thé&ElA Processes

EIA decisions and standpoints of the affected e¢rand local governments and the public usually
repeat the minimisation measures presented by d¢berts, See above. Further, the following
measures were proposed: monitor noise in all rekewaunicipalities in the course of construction;
monitor the project and operation impact on wateurses, rivers and groundwater; minimise
handling areas; avoid the spread of invasive argteagive species; secure maintenance of the
planted greenery; manage waste generated in thesecaf construction in line with the waste
management legislation; install emissions monitprat the crossroads in SaSovské Podhradie.
Comments are detailed in Chapter 1.2 of Annex llI.

Requirements of EIA decisions

EIA decisions considered the opinions and standpaielivered by central and local governments
and the public. Consonant EIA decisions are issuéid a set of requirements, see EIA decisions in
Annex V. Except for the above presented measurtes,decisions also present the following
requirements: respect technological discipline;aeenand use arable soil from the road route.

Territorial Permits and building permisions Requirements

Documentation for territorial permits and buildipgrmisions further extends noise barriers and
proposes solutions for noise barriers around mpalities. Noise barriers are designed in km 0.400-
1.075 left, km 3.025 — 3.375 left, km 2,500-4,0%5ht, km 5.655-7.525 right, km 5,100-6,060 left,
km 7,975-9,100 right, km 11.000-12.625, km 14.26%00.

Territorial permits requirements copy the condisiaf EIA decisions in the field of environment, see
Annex IV. Further, they detail measures in the gebon of storm water quality and flood protection,
specify the material of noise barriers and the tyfpexchanged windows.

Cost of Mitigation Measures

Cost of mitigation measures is divided into eigbtcitems. It represents 14,5 % of the total
development and construction costs of Stage ludiol VAT. It represents 21,7 % of the total
development and construction costs of Stage lllutting VAT. Mitigation measures represent
16,5 % of total costs. Most of the cost represemt8 noise walls. Detailed description of the
respective cost items is presented in Chapterfldhoex Il1.



Monitoring

Project monitoring forms part of Chapter 5 of Anrix Surface and groundwater, biota and noise
will be monitored throughout the entire sectioroptp, in the course of a following constructiomer
monitoring project will be updated continuously wiespect to the identified facts.

Strategic environmental assessment

Strategic assessment is stipulated in Act No. B82Coll. Entering force 01/ 02/ 2006, which
follows European Parliament and Council Directive. I2001/42/EC. At that time, zoning plans of
the relevant municipalities and geographical ueitiered force. Therefore, only their future changes
and amendments will be subjected to strategic sigseH.

However, Operating Program Transport for years 20073 of the Ministry of Transport, Posts and
Telecommunications of the SR was subjected toeglimtassessment. Final opinion (SEA decision)
was issued by the SR Ministry of Environment 28/ 2Q07 under No. 7721/2006-3.5/ml, which
recommends the approval of the strategic documadttt vequirements presented in Part VI.
»conclusions” in Item No. 3 of the decision seepliteia.enviroportal.sk/detail/operacny-program-
doprava.

OP Transport also includes strategic assessmethedR1 Expresway project Zarnovica — SaSovské
Podhradie. Brief SEA process summary for OP Tramsp@resented below.

Natura 2000

Management of Protected Reserve Stiavnické vrch§iroes in its letter dated 28/ 10/ 2008 that the
project will not have any significant impact on posed locations within the complex European
network Natura 2000, see Chapter |. Informatiorttan closest territories of European significance
SKUEV 0264-Kloka@& and SKUEV 0265-Suare presented in Chapter 2 of Annex Il



