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Introduction

The environment, being the subject of environmental impact assessments (EIA), is 
the area affected by planned projects (roads, bridges, factories, buildings, etc.). The 
environment of the project consists of two main parts: the living and non-living 
components. In environmental impact assessments, another evaluation project 
that predicts the effects for living beings not near the center of the initial project 
may also be conducted, depending on the content of the project. From this assess-
ment, the impact area of the project (i.e., its surroundings) can be determined. If 
the aesthetic, cultural, social, and geographic values of the area are ignored whe-
re the project is being conducted, then only living organisms remain. These living 
components also include local people. Otherwise, the implementing the decisions 
made in EIA reports will not produce realistic results.

EIA practices are a part of public administration. Bureaucratic and democratic 
systems that are valid in public administration and morality are generalized pat-
terns of moral conscience. The questions investigated in this study are: 1) Is the 
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concept of organism defined legally? 2) Is the notion of an organism too narrow 
in EIA reports? 3) Are the determinations related to organisms sufficient within 
the narrow term of organism as a concept in EIA reports? 4) Does the use of nar-
row terms for the organism concept cause ethical problems? 5) If so, what kind of 
ethical issues occur? This study aims to investigate the concept of organism in EIA 
reports, the methods used to determine the organisms in these reports, and to 
determine potential ethical violations. Thus, our aim is to evaluate the concept of 
organism in EIA reports from data in terms of the natural sciences, law, and ethics.

Method

In this study, we analyze the concept of organism and investigate 52 reports from Tur-
key prepared between 2006 and 2016. We have detected potential ethical violations 
in the EIA reports. The stages for obtaining data in EIA reports are as follows: 1) First, 
the definition of the concept of organism was made in the environmental legislation. 
2) Living things in EIA reports are evaluated using the Five Kingdoms Classification 
(Hickmann, Robert, & Larson, 2001, p. 272). 3) The references used when determining 
the species in EIA reports have been listed. The utilization ratio of a reference is calcu-
lated as the percentage of the cited reference to the number of EIA reports and is exp-
ressed as a percentage. 4) We evaluated potential ethical violations caused by a narrow 
concept of organism in EIA reports. In preparing and accepting EIA reports, potential 
ethical violations have been evaluated in three ways: a) by the graduates who prepared 
the EIA report, b) by the faculty members who completed scientific evaluation reports 
for the EIA report, and c) by the authorities who accepted the EIA report.

Results

The Narrowed Concept of Organism in EIA reports

National references include the Constitution of the Republic of Turkey, the Envi-
ronmental Law (No. 2872, 11/8/1983), other laws, and legislation related to the 
environment. The definition of an organism is missing from these references. Furt-
hermore, it has also not been defined in the EIA regulations that began in 1993 on 
the basis of Article 2 of the Environmental Law. The definition of organism is not 
found in any legislation from 1993 until today.

The main subject of EIA reports includes determining the impacts of the planned 
project on its environment, taking measures, and monitoring processes. The concept 
of environment is divided into two parts: the living environment and the non-living 
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environment (Çepel 1982, p. 20). For an EIA report to perform its function, identif-
ying the living beings in and around the area in which the Project will be applied is ne-
cessary and a prerequisite. Once species have been identified, the effects of the proje-
ct on these species should be investigated. However, when examining EIA reports, we 
have noticed that the prerequisite requirements have not been implemented for the 
related reports because all species in the area had not been exactly identified.

The perceptions and uses related to the concept of organism used in EIA re-
ports have been mentioned in some of the previous evaluations. Therefore, reports 
that include several plants and some animals have been prepared as a result of 
narrowing the concept of organism in EIA reports (Tables 2-6).

Table 2. References Used to Determine the Plant Species in the Area of an EIA Report.

Authors References
Usage Rates 

(%)

Sy
st

em
at

ic

Davis, P. H., 1965-

1988

Flora of Turkey and the East Aegean Islands, vol.1–10, Edinburg 

(1965, 1988). 
78.4

http://turkherb.ibu.edu.tr/ (Türkiye Bitkileri Veri Servisi-TÜBlVES)11 21.6

http://www.tubitak.gov.tr/tubives/index.php (Türkiye Bitkileri 

Veri Servisi-TÜBİTAK)
19.6

Güner, A. et al., 2000 Flora of Turkey and the East Aegean Islands, vol.11, Edinburg (2000) 19.6

Yaltırık, F., & Efe, 

A., 1989

Otsu Bitkiler Sistematiği (3rd ed.), İstanbul Üniversitesi, Fen Bilim-

leri Enstitüsü Yayınları, İstanbul.
7.8

Akalın, S., 1952 Büyük Bitkiler Kılavuzu, Ankara 7.8

Anşin, R., 1988
Tohumlu Bitkiler, Karadeniz Teknik Üniversitesi, Orman Fakültesi 

Yayınları, publication #15, Trabzon.
5.9

Birand, H., 1952
Türkiye Bitkileri, Ankara Üniversitesi Fen Fakültesi Yayınları, 

Publication #85, Ankara
3.9

http://www.herb.gazi.edu.tr (Gazi Ü. Biyoloji Bölümü Herbaryu-

mu Veri Tabanı)
3.9

http://bioces.tubitak.gov.tr (Türkiye Taksonomik Tür Veri Tabanı 

- TÜBİTAK)
3.9

Seçmen et al., 

1995, 2000
Tohumlu Bitkiler 3.9

11	  http://turkherb.ibu.edu.tr/ and http://www.tubitak.gov.tr/tubives websites are the only 
sites using same information on flora.  However, the websites have been listed separately 
because they are shown as separate references in the reports.
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O
th

er
s

Baytop, T., 1994, Türkçe Bitki Adları Sözlüğü, TDK, Ankara. 56.9

Demiriz, H.,1993
Türkiye Flora ve Vejetasyonu Bibliyografyası; Türkiye Bilimsel ve 

Teknik
3.9

Akman , Y., 1998 Türkiye Orman Vejetasyonu 11.8

Atalay, İ., 1994
Türkiye Vejetasyon Coğrafyası, Ege Üniversitesi Fen Fakültesi 

Yayınları, Bornova-İzmir 
17.6

Atalay, İ., 2002
Türkiye’nin Ekolojik Bölgeleri, T.C. Orman Bakanlığı Yayınları, 

Ankara
9.8

Narrowing the concept of organism in EIA reports has been the main source of 
ethical problems. This situation also threatens the ecosystem and environmental 
health. Among the list of organisms in the EIA reports we reviewed, algae were 
referred to in 9 of them, mosses once, and lichens once. Yet a significant part of the 
living groups was not included in the reports, which are supposed to determine the 
most important indicators for species of the ecosystem and their effects on envi-
ronmental health. Also, considering the projects’ subjects, finding all living groups 
(all species) that exist is not realistic in an EIA report, even though projects plan-
ned in marine or land ecosystems should be expected to focus on several different 
kinds of organisms when preparing an EIA report. Some living organisms in and 
around the area where a project will be applied are not listed in EIA reports. Why 
species are excluded from the list must be explained in the report.

Table 3. References Used to Determine the Vertebrate and Mammal Species in the Area for 

EIA reports

Authors References
Usage 

rates (%)

Demirsoy, A., 1997b Omurgalılar “Sürüngenler, Kuşlar ve Memeliler” Meteksan A.Ş., Ankara. 47,1

Demirsoy, A. 1996b Memeliler. T.C. Çevre ve Orman Bakanlığı, Çevre Koruma Genel Müdürlüğü. 25,5

Demirsoy, A., 1998a Omurgalılar (Anamniyota), Cilt III-Kısım I, Meteksan A.Ş., Ankara. 11,8

www.tramem.org. TRAMEM (Türkiye’nin Anonim Memelileri), 7,8

Kuru M., 1989, 1999 Omurgalı Hayvanlar. Palme Yayıncılık, Ankara 3,9
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Table 4. References Used to Determine Avian Species in an Area for EIA reports

Authors References
Usage 

 rates (%)

MAK
T.C. Çevre ve Orman Bakanlığı 2007-2008, 2008-2009, 2010-2011, 2012-

2013, 2013-2014, 2014-2015 Av Dönemi Merkez Av Komisyonu Kararı. 
45,1

www.trakus.org TRAKUŞ (Türkiye’nin Anonim Kuşları) 13,7

Kiziroğlu, İ., 1989. Türkiye Kuşları. OGM Yayınları, Ankara, 314.S. 11,8

http://www.worldbirds.org/v3/turkey.php 7,8

Erdem ve ark., 1995 Türkiye’nin Kuş Cennetleri. 5,9

Ertan ve ark., 1990
Türkiye’nin Önemli Kuş Alanları, Doğal Hayatı Koruma (D.H.K.) 

Derneği, Ankara
5,9

http://www.avibirds.com 5,9

Boyla, K.A. 1995 Türkiye ve Avrupa’nın Kuşları, D.H.K. Derneği, Ankara 3,9

http://www.birdlife.org http://www.birdlife.org/datazone/home 2

Table 5. References Used to Determine Amphibian and Reptile Species in an Area 
for EIA reports

Authors References
Usage 

rates (%)

Demirsoy, A. 

1996a, 2003
Amfibiler. T.C. Çevre ve Orman Bakanlığı, Çevre Koruma Genel 43,1

Demirsoy, A. 

1996c
Sürüngenler. T.C. Çevre ve Orman Bakanlığı, Çevre Koruma Genel Müdürlüğü 29,4

Baran, İ., 2005, 

2008

Türkiye Amfibi ve Sürüngenleri, TÜBİTAK Popüler Bilim Kitapları, 

Ankara
27,5

Başoğlu, M., 

Baran, İ., 1977

Türkiye Sürüngenleri. I. Cilt: Kaplumbağalar ve Kertenkeleler [The 

Reptiles of Turkey, Part I. The Turtles and Lizards], Ege Üniversitesi, Fen 

Fakültesi Kitaplar Serisi. İzmir, 76: 1-272. 1977.

5,9

Başoğlu, M. & 

Özeti, N., 1973

Türkiye Amfibileri. Ege Üniversitesi Fen Fakültesi Kitaplar Serisi. İzmir, 

50: 1–155.
3,9

Baran, İ., Atatür, 

M.K. 1998

Türkiye herpetofaunası (Kurbağa ve Sürüngenler). T.C. Çevre Bakanlığı 

Yayını. 214 s. Ankara. 
3,9
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Table 6. References used to determine a threatened category of species found in 
EIA reports

Authors References
Usage 

rates (%)

Ekim vd., 2000
Türkiye Bitkileri Kırmızı Kitabı, Türkiye Tabiatını Koruma Derneği Yayın 

No: 18, Ankara (2000)
72,5

IUCN http://www.iucnredlist.org/amazing-species 39,2

Kiziroğlu, İ, 

1993, 2008

The Birds of Türkiye (Species List İn Red Data Book), Türkiye Tabiatını 

Koruma Derneği, Ankara, 
39,2

Bern Sözleşme-

si, 1984
Avrupa’nın Yaban Hayatı ve Yaşama Ortamlarının Korunması Sözleşmesi 27,5

Ekim ve ark., 

1989

Türkiye’nin Tehlike Altındaki Nadir ve Endemik Bitkileri. Türkiye Tabia-

tını Koruma Derneği. Yayın No.18,Ankara.
11,8

http://www.cites.org/eng/resources/species.html. (aynı zamanda CITES 

sözleşmesi)
3,9

Discussions

Identifying Organisms

Identifying species in a specific area is one of the most important aspects of an EIA 
report. The size of the project area (1,000 hectares, 10,000 ha, or >10,000 ha) is a 
significant challenge in identifying species. This is due to area measurements and 
species identification being unable to be completed in the entire area in larger sur-
vey areas, so sample areas need to be determined. The majority of EIA reports we 
have examined have no scientific information related to sampling, such as samp-
ling method, the number of sample areas, sample size, or sample selection. Not 
surprisingly, we discovered novel sampling methods in these EIA reports. A sample 
area that can represent the entire area is expected to be present in EIA reports, as 
these reports are written based on scientific knowledge.

Lack of information about all species in EIA reports reduces the estimate of the 
actual impact on the environment once the project is completed and misleads the 
public about the environmental impact. This is an issue of ethical violations.

The concept of organism in EIA reports has been narrowed to only identifying 
a limited number of species. The references used when preparing EIA reports are 
insufficient for listing plant and animal species in Turkey. For example, 21.6% of 



Orhan Sevgi, Vedat Beşkardeş, Nimet Velioğlu
Unethical Situations Encountered Using the Organism Concept in the Context of Environmental Impact Assessment Reports

51

reports used the web page http://www.turkherb.ibu.edu.tr, 19.6% used http://
www.tubitak.gov.tr/tubives, and 3.9% used http://www.herb.gazi.tr. These are all 
based on articles and/or books about the flora of Turkey. Hence, the lists contain 
very general data.

On the TUBİVES web site, 2,048 plant taxa are listed in the province of Istan-
bul, but no records of localities for these taxa are presented. The information about 
the distribution of species in flora studies is extremely limited. In Turkey, the num-
ber of studies as of 1989 on anatomical, morphological, systematic, floral, and veg-
etative seed plants was 4,973  (Demiriz 1993, pp. 1–670; Sevgi, 2017, p. 36).

The book The Plants List of Turkey: Vascular Plants states nearly 1,000 references 
of plants. However, considering Turkey’s area, knowledge about Turkey’s plants is 
insufficient. The term flora means a list of all plants in a given specific area at a spe-
cific time (Çepel, 1982, p. 85; Koral, Suludere, & Ayvalı, 2000, p. 230; Yaltırık & Efe, 
1996, p. 43).  The flora records used in the preparation of EIA reports do not state 
any difference whether a species has been seen in one particular location or every-
where. Additionally, the distribution of some plant species by elevation was given 
approximately, but no latitudinal evaluations can be found. Therefore, the sources 
for flora and vegetation studies used in EIA reports (Table 2) should be considered 
as information that can be used for the introduction of relevant sections of EIA 
reports. This general information is included in the list of plant species, and these 
studies are presented as if they were made in areas subject to the EIA. However, the 
flora information should be used only for the species that have been determined to 
be in the project area and project impact area. In addition, the lack of a list of flora 
in a project and a project impact area should not be based on the assumption that 
none of those plants exist in that area. Deciding whether a plant species exists or 
not without a field study being completed is impossible. The list of plant species 
prepared by referring to general references in EIA reports can be criticized. How-
ever, making any criticism about other groups that are not on the list is impossible 
because these have not been included in the EIA reports.

Even though inadequate use or misuse of the concept of living organisms in 
EIAs can be ignored, the inventory of the number of species remains insufficient in 
EIA because the resources used in determination of living organisms in an observa-
tion area are from general literature. The lack of time for researchers, local people’s 
knowledge, and data access for a project impact area are insufficient for determin-
ing the species. However, inadequate determination of certain living species in the 
impact area of the location that the EIA reports are being applied defined what con-
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stitutes the basis of ethical violations.  When data are not collected using scientific 
methods in EIA reports, analyses and evaluations made with the available data are 
inevitably incomplete, inadequate, and inaccurate. However, an EIA is expected to 
give ideas to decision-makers so they can decide on the activities the environment 
can tolerate. Therefore, the incomplete and inadequate information given about 
living beings in EIA reports causes the decisions made using EIA reports to be in-
correct. This situation is also a cause for concern regarding ethical violations.

Ethical Violations in the Process of Preparing EIA Reports

Four-year university graduates complete the preparation of EIA reports. Further-
more, academic staff members contribute to the preparation of EIA reports using 
their scientific reports with respect to the content of the project. Possible ethical 
violations are caused due to the narrow usage of the concept of organism, which 
has caused inadequate and incomplete identification of living beings in EIA reports.

Those who compose the EIAs (including identifying, determining, and measu-
ring biodiversity and the abundance of living beings) have bachelor degrees from 
various departments and fields. In some cases, (especially important projects), 
the prepared EIA reports are supported by professors as experts. EIA writers are 
obliged to follow the ethical rules of their professions. For example, ethical prin-
ciples are found in general engineering for the engineers and in architecture for 
the architects who are involved in writing EIA reports. According to these ethical 
rules, “engineers and architects consider protecting nature and the environment, 
not harming it, and ensuring that their practices are compatible with nature as an 
integral part of their professional responsibilities” (anonymous, 2017a). However, 
according to the above-mentioned issues, the living organisms in EIA reports are 
not fully reflected in the projects. As such, a project’s impact on nature cannot be 
revealed, thus this causes violation of the relevant ethical principles. Evaluating 
ethical violations can be performed by general ethical principles for engineers and 
architects since ethical principles for engineering specific chambers do not exist. 
In some professions, general professional ethical principles are expected to be fol-
lowed until their ethical principles are established. For example, we can consider 
justice, equality, honesty, accuracy, and impartiality to be general professional ethi-
cal principles (Kutlu, 2013, pp. 83–86). Writers of EIA reports who cause problems 
resulting from the misuse of the concept of an organism and from determining 
species insufficiently have violated the ethical principles of honesty, integrity, and 
impartiality.
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The ethical principles for academic members who prepare scientific reports for 
the EIA have been defined precisely, and those ethical principles provide a clea-
rer evaluation of violations performed by academic members. Academic members 
must follow the ethical principles of various fields, especially their university’s et-
hics rules. Scientists have to obey ethical values in their academic activities. This 
includes scientific reports scientists request for use in EIA reports.

Ethical Violations in the Process of Accepting EIA Reports

The most important stage of ethical violations in EIA reports where violations are 
realized are made when the EIA report is adopted. During the acceptance stage of 
EIA reports, ethical violations are ensured as a continuation of the above-menti-
oned points. However, all the EIAs that have been reviewed in our study lack the 
data obligatorily requested by EIA legislation; they should not have been put into 
practice. Instead of eliminating ethical violations and negative results in the accep-
tance stage of the EIA, ethical violations are accepted and maintained throughout 
the final stage. At this stage, ethical violations are passed on to the public.

 “Regulation on the Principles of Ethical Behavior of the Public Officials and 
Application Procedures and Essentials” was published in the Official Gazette on 
April 13, 2005 (no. 25,785). By accepting incomplete and inadequate EIA reports 
in terms of the determination of living organisms, the principles of ethical issu-
es mentioned in the regulation have been violated. According to this regulation, 
Article 5, under the title of Consciousness of Public Service in Performance of a 
Duty, if deficiencies with EIA reports are ignored, the principles of impartiality and 
honesty have been violated, and a decision has been made in favor of the project 
owner. In addition, Article 6, under the title of Consciousness of Serving the Com-
munity, the principle of increasing the satisfaction of the community have been vi-
olated with incomplete and inadequate EIA reports that focus on the requirement 
of those benefiting from the service and on the results of service.

Article 9, under the title of Integrity and Impartiality, states, “In all their acti-
ons and transactions public officials should act in accordance with the principles of 
lawfulness, justice, equity, and integrity” and “…should not act in a way that aims 
to advantage or disadvantage any political party, person, or group.” These princip-
les have been violated, because, according to the law, living organisms including all 
flora and fauna components, must be determined. But public officials demand only 
birds, mammals, reptiles, and frog species. In addition, using general references in 
EIA reports consolidates ethical violations. Another issue is that the bibliography, 
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observations, and questionnaires are not used sufficiently when creating the spe-
cies lists. No other data source has been found that includes references, observa-
tions, and questionnaires except for one of 52 EIA reports. In all their actions and 
transactions, public officials should act in accordance with the principles of lawful-
ness. According to this statement, what legal basis does this bibliography have that 
is sufficient for create a species list?

In our country, studies conducted on living organisms have continually been 
increasing. However, these studies are insufficient in terms of the distribution, 
density, and determination of living species. In addition, these scientific studies 
are seen to have been used in a limited way, mostly used as a general reference 
written for the whole country for EIA reports.

In this study, we have determined that the concept of organism is used too nar-
rowly in EIA reports. Also, the information given about organism is incomplete and 
inadequate, Thus, the narrowing of the concept of organism and inadequate and in-
sufficient information about organisms reveal the ethical violations in EIA reports. 
In addition, the inadequate lists for living organisms is another ethical violation. 
Therefore, EIA reports should be evaluated in terms of ethical issues, and public 
institutions should consider ethical evaluation of EIA reports on their agenda.
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Ek 1: Kullanılan ÇED Raporları

Rapor Kodu Sıra Tarih ÇED  

Raporu

Nihai 

ÇED 

Raporu
154 Kv Ardahan–Olur Enerji İletim Hattı ÇED Raporu (Ardahan İli 

Merkez, Göle İlçesi İle Erzurum İli Olur İlçesi)
1 2013 X

154 kV Olur Havza-Ayvalı HES Enerji İletim Hattı ÇED Raporu (Erzu-

rum - Oltu ve Olur, Artvin - Yusufeli)
2 2013 X

Şırnak-Silopi Termik Santralı, Santrala Yakıt Sağlayan Asfaltit Sahası 

ve Kireçtaşı Sahaları Kapasite Artışı Projesi Çed Raporu
3 2010 X

Samsun Doğal Gaz Kombine Çevrim Santralı Projesi Çevresel Etki 

Değerlendirmesi (ÇED) Raporu (Samsun - Terme)
4 2008 X

Soma Belediyesi Atıksu Arıtma Tesisi Projesi Çevresel Etki Değerlen-

dirmesi (ÇED) Raporu (Manisa - Soma)
5 2009 X

AGE Denizli Doğalgaz Kombine Çevrim Santrali-II Nihai ÇED Raporu 

(Denizli - Sarayköy)
6 2014 X

4.800 Mwe Kurulu Gücünde Olan Akkuyu Nükleer Güç Santralı Pro-

jesi (Nükleer Güç Santralı, Radyoaktif Atık Depolama Tesisi, Rıhtım, 

Deniz Dolgu Alanı ve Yaşam Merkezi) (Mersin - Akkuyu)

7 2013 X

Amonyak Depolama Tankı Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi Raporu 

(Kocaeli - Körfez)
8 2013 X

Ant Enerji Termik Santralı (Antes) ve Santrala Yakıt Sağlayan Maden 

Sahaları Çed Raporu (Muğla - Yatağan)
9 2010 X

Bayraklı Yat Limanı Projesi Çed Raporu (İzmir - Bayraklı) 10 2013 X

Paşalar Regülatörü, HES ve Malzeme Ocakları ÇED Raporu (Rize - 

Fındıklı)
11 2008 X

Çağlayan Regülâtörü ve Hidroelektrik Santral (HES) Projesi (22,679 

MWm / 21,827 MWe) ÇED Raporu (Artvin - Şavşat)
12 2014 X

Kalker Ocağı ve Kırma-Eleme Tesisi Kapasite Artışı ÇED Raporu 

(Bartın-Merkez)
13 2013 X

Ergani Barajı ve Sulama Tesisleri, Malzeme Ocakları, Kırma-Eleme Te-

sisi ve Beton Santralı Projesi Nihai ÇED Raporu (Diyarbakır - Ergani)
14 2012 X

Katı Atık Bertaraf Tesisi ÇED Raporu (Giresun - Görele) 15 2010 X

380 kV İç Anadolu DGKÇS TM – Gölbaşı TM EİH ÇED Raporu (Anka-

ra - Gölbaşı, Kırıkkale - Bahşili)
16 2014 X

II (A) Grubu Maden (Kalker) Ocağı ve Kırma-Eleme Tesisi ÇED Rapo-

ru (Adana - Ceyhan)
17 2014 X

Kurşun-Çinko Maden Ocağı ve Zenginleştirme (Flotasyon) Tesisi 

(Balıkesir - Balya)
18 2010 X

IV. Grup Maden (Krom) Ocağı Açık ve Yeraltı İşletmesi Kapasite Artı-

rımı ve Alan Genişlemesi (Denizli - Beyağaç, Muğla - Merkez)
19 2013 X
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Derin Regülatörü ve HES Projesi ÇED Raporu (Trabzon - Çaykara) 20 2013 X

Diyarbakır Atıksu Arıtma Tesisi Projesi Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi 

(ÇED) Raporu (Diyarbakır - Merkez)
21 2009 X

Konteyner Limanı (Dolgu Alanı ve Rıhtım) ÇED Raporu (Tekirdağ - 

Merkez)
22 2006 X

Entegre Yağ Üretim Tesisi Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi Raporu 

(İzmir - Kemalpaşa)
23 2013 X

Erzin Doğal Gaz Kombine Çevrim Santralı Projesi Çevresel Etki De-

ğerlendirmesi Nihai Raporu (Hatay - Erzin)
24 2009 X

Ham Petrol ve Petrol Türevleri Depolama Tesisi (Adana - Ceyhan) 25 2013 X

Hunutlu Entegre Termik Santrali 2x(600 MWe/616 MWm/1.332,8 

MWt) (Kül Depolama Sahası ve İskele) Projesi (Adana - Yumurtalık)
26 2014 X

Ağ Kafeslerde Su Ürünleri Yetiştirme Tesisi-I Çevresel Etki Değerlen-

dirmesi Raporu (Antalya - Gazipaşa)
27 2014 X

2 X(812,2 MWm/800 MWe/1.598,7 MWt) Karaburun Entegre Termik 

Santrali Teknoloji ve Konfigürasyon Değişikliği Projesi (Endüstriyel 

Atık {Kül-Cüruf} Depolama Sahası, Dolgu Alanı, İskele ve Derin Deniz 

Deşarjı, Kırma-Eleme Tesisi ve Beton Santrali) (Çanakkale - Biga)

28 2016 X

Kayseri Çimento Fabrikası Kapasite Artırımı ve Modernizasyon (Kay-

seri - Melikgazi)
29 2013 X

Kayseri Büyüksehir Belediyesi Katı Atık Düzenli Depolama Tesisi 

Projesi ÇED Raporu (Kayseri - Merkez)
30 2010 X

Korkmaz Rüzgar Enerji Santrali ÇED Raporu (İzmir - Seferihisar) 31 2011 X

Kuzkaya Regülatörü, Hidroelektrik Santrali ve Malzeme Ocağı Projesi 

(Kastamonu - Araç)
32 2011 X

Ergani Çimento Fabrikası Modernizasyon Yatırımı ve Kapasite Artırı-

mı (Diyarbakır - Ergani)
33 2011 X

Mardin Doğal Gaz Boru Hattı Projesi (Diyarbakır - Bismil, Mardin - 

Savur ve Merkez)
34 2012 X

İstanbul Bölgesi 3. Havalimanı (İstanbul - Arnavutköy ve Eyüp) 35 2013 X

Onur Regülatörü ve Onur HES Projesi (Tokat - Reşadiye) 36 2011 X

154 kV Pınarbaşı-Şarkışla Enerji İletim Hattı ÇED Raporu (Kayseri - 

Pınarbaşı, Sivas - Şarkışla)
37 2013 X

Büyükbaş ve Küçükbaş Hayvan Yetiştiriciliği ve Kesimhane Yumurta 

Tavukçuluğu Üretim Tesisi Entegre Projesi (Konya - Meram)
38 2014 X

Tire Süt ve Süt Ürünleri Üretim Tesisi ÇED Raporu (İzmir - Tire) 39 2013 X

73403 Nolu Kireç Taşı Ocağı Kapasite Artırımı ile Kırma-Eleme Tesisi 

ve Hazır Beton Tesisi Projesi (Ankara - Çankaya)
40 2013 X

Yozgat Havalimanı Projesi Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi Raporu 

(Yozgat - Merkez)
41 2013 X

Tosyalı İskenderun Termik Santrali Entegre Projesi (Endüstriyel Atık 

Depolama Alanı Dâhil – Santralin Kurulu Gücü 1200 MWe/3012 

MWt) Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi Raporu (Hatay - İskenderun)

42 2013 X
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Yumurta Üretimi ve Gübre İşleme Tesisi Nihai ÇED Raporu (Konya - 

Çumra)
43 2013 X

Yamanlı III Hidroelektrik Santrali (Kırma Eleme Tesisi, Beton Santrali 

ve Ib Grubu Malzeme Ocağı Dahil) (Adana - Saimbeyli)
44 2009 X

380 kV Zetes-Amasra TES (HEMA)Enerji İletim Hattı ÇED Raporu 

(Zonguldak - Kilimli ve Çaycuma, Bartın - Merkez ve Amasra)
45 2013 X

Göngele Regülatörü VE HES ( 4.45 MWm/4.317 MWe) ÇED Raporu 

(Antalya - Alanya)
46 2014 X

Giresun İli S:53962 Altın-Bakır Madeni Projesi Çevresel Etki Değer-

lendirme Raporu (Giresun - Alucra)
47 2013 X

Çeşme Şifne Yat Limanı Çevresel Etki Değerlendirme Raporu (İzmir 

- Çeşme)
48 2013 X

Efe Jeotermal Enerji Santralı Projesi Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi 

Raporu (Aydın - Germencik ve İncirliova)
49 2012 X

İç Anadolu Doğal Gaz Kombine Çevrim Santralı Kapasite Artırımı 

Projesi Çevresel Etki Değerlendirmesi Raporu (Kırıkkale - Merkez)
50 2012 X

Altın - Gümüş - Bakır Madeni Açık Ocak İşletmesi Çevresel Etki De-

ğerlendirmesi Raporu (Balıkesir - Balya)
51 2013 X

Kalker Ocağı ve Kırma Eleme Tesisi (Afyonkarahisar - Merkez) 52 2012 X




