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Date 
May 26 – June 1, 2013 
 
Participants  
Alena Miskun (NECU), Maksym Babaev (NECU), Oleg Savitsky (NECU), Sven 
Haertig-Tokarz (Bankwatch), Igor Gorban (Ukrainian Society for Bird Protection) 
 
Purpose 
Travel along the route of a planned 190 
km long 750 kV transmission line 
connecting the Zaporizka Nuclear 
Power Plant (ZNPP) with the new 
Kakhovska substation (Zaporizka NPP - 
Kakhovska TL) and auxiliary facilities in 
southern Ukraine.  
 
Assess the biodiversity situation in the 
wetlands that are to be crossed by the 
line and the situation with local 
inhabitants, landowners, and villages 
whether they have been properly informed, received compensation, have 
reservations about the line, etc. Last but not least, we intended to inform 
communities about the TL, the wider context (nuclear extension, electricity exports), 
and their own rights vis-a-vis the project promoter, the state company Ukrenergo. 
 
Background 
Building the transmission line will allow the Zaporizka Nuclear Power Plant (see 
image) to operate at full capacity (6000 MW, currently operating at 5300 MW) and 
allow for the construction of new, seventh unit at ZNPP. Apart from being a direct 
support to nuclear industry this transmission line constitutes a part of the Second 
Backbone Corridor, a set of high voltage transmission lines that will connect 
Ukraine’s electrical grid with the EU and enable the export of (nuclear and 
hydrocarbon) electricity. 

Another transmission line of Ukrenergo has triggered substantial opposition and 
open protest by communities in 20091.  
 
 

                                                             
1 Violations at EBRD power lines project spark clashes between police and villagers in Ukraine 

http://bankwatch.org/news-media/for-journalists/press-releases/violations-ebrd-power-lines-

project-spark-clashes-between- 
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Findings 
The plans for this transmission line are already 20 years old. The construction had 
begun already back then and for a significant part of the route old towers (or their 
basements) are still standing. Construction works for the new transmission line have 
not yet started, but as we could witness ourselves, the old towers are being 
dismantled at the moment. 
 
Affected local communities 
The situation was almost the same in most of the districts and villages that we 
visited: Since the preparations for the transmission line were started so long time 
ago, Ukrenergo already owns (almost) all of the land plots where towers will be 
constructed. Its only obligation is to arrange for servitude contracts with farmers and 
other landowners in order to access the land plots and undertake construction works. 
 
Servitude contracts 
The standard setup of the servitude contracts is that farmers will be compensated if 
and when damages due to construction works have occurred. The decision on the 
size of the compensation will be made by a commission consisting of representatives 
of different local and state administrations, land owners (or users), representatives of 
Ukrenergo (or whoever does the work) (see a detailed list in the full report). 
 
A potential issue concerns the relation of landowners and land users: Contracts were 
signed with landowners but damage will be done to the crops most likely, i.e. 
affecting the land users who have not signed any contract with Ukrenergo. In case 
damage is done to the land users, will they get in touch with landowners? Will land 
owners learn about the damage? 
 
The general feedback we got was that people didn’t really understand what the 
contracts they signed were about. During a meeting in Vodyane, landowners said 
basically: "those people (Ukrenergo) came, I signed the contract, they left". They 
didn’t really know their own rights and the responsibilities of Ukrenergo, and 
apparently Ukrenergo didn't make a big effort explaining it to them.  
 
How are compensations being handled? 

We have only heard of very few 
cases where compensation 
became an issue. The results are 
various: In case of a big landowner 
in Kozachy Lagery who has about 
a dozen of tower at his land, 
Ukrenergo had damaged his crops. 
He claimed compensation and was 
paid in cash and without disputes. 
 
In another case, Ukrenergo 
dismantled old towers although no 
servitude had been signed. The 

workers basically ignored the landowner’s question where he can claim the damage 
they had done. Nonetheless he doesn’t plan to pursue his claims further because he 
expects it to be more trouble than the compensation would be worth.  
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The only really controversial case was in L’vove (see below): One person’s land 
(Polovynka Valentyn Grygorovych) was withdrawn for two towers. The compensation 
for 0,25 hectares of land was 400 UAH (about 40 Euro) – this makes a price of 0,016 
euros per square meter. He told us he wasn’t entirely happy with the amount, he 
wanted 2000 UAH (200 Euro), but finally agreed because he got tired of arguing with 
them. (Note: He was scared to talk openly with us and tried to appease us and get 
rid of us as quickly as possible.) 
 
Centralization of control over land  
A related “bigger-picture” issue is a vertical integration of power that can be seen in 
Ukraine. Since January 2013 all lands that are not part of a settlement are not 
managed anymore by local authorities, but by the State Land Committee. That 
results in district or village councils not being able to influence the decision making 
concerning the lands in their own vicinity.  
 
Moreover in 2009 the Law of Ukraine of 17.11.2009 № 1559-VI was adopted; it is 
called “On the withdrawal of private land plots and other realty located on it for the 
reason of public interest”. It stipulates that to realise projects “of national importance” 
(which the Second Backbone Corridor is) private land plots can be seized by the 
state for the sake of “public interest”.  
 
All in all such projects can then most likely more easily be pushed through 
regardless of local opposition. 
 
Potential health impacts by lines 
The only place where people live nearby 
the transmission line is L’vove, the 
village where the transmission line 
arrives after crossing the Dniepr. Here 
the transmission line is not 750kv but 
330kv (the half ready substation is on 
the other side of the river). The village is 
a rather depressive place: few young 
people, no economic prospects, etc. 
Hardly any of the villagers know of the 
line, most didn’t care or didn’t want to 
speak with us.  
 
The planned route of the line is right uphill from a drinking and bathing place for 
cows. A more engaged villager was concerned that the milk of the cows will be 
affected negatively by the lines. He also told us that the place is also used for leisure 
time (swimming and scouting) by local children and that a local teacher who 
organises activities for children there is against the transmission line because of that. 
(She didn’t have time for us unfortunately.) 
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Affected nature areas 
 
Kajirska Balk 
A protected zone that has also the status of Important Bird Area. The area is already 
crossed by a 110 kV line. The new 330 kV TL is about to cross it somewhere else 
(see picture below) because Ukrenergo will want to avoid a process of agreeing new 
land plots instead of using those it already controls. Such routing requires additional 
cutting of trees and creates additional obstacle for birds. 

 

 
 

At first sight, it is hard to recognize the natural importance of this area. On the land 
that should be a steppe, but Forestry Agency plants pine trees there (officially to 
prevent erosion) that are not suitable to grow on such soil and in such climate. 
Moreover it leads to risk of fires because the area that is marked by a very dry 
ground and little rainfall while the dry pine trees easily catch fire. 
 
We also learn from Igor and a local birdwatcher that the biodiversity has decreased 
in the last years, most likely due to the Kakhovska HPP a little downstream. The 
more regulated water height prevents floods and therefore has changed the 
ecosystem, supporting fewer (or different) species. 
 
Lower Dnieper Nature Park 
The potential park is a wetland area along the Dnieper river (starting from Kanivska 
HPP down to Dnieper firth). It would be affected by the 750 kV transmission line to 
the Kherson substation, where it crosses the Dnieper (near L’vove, see the picture). 
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According the expert on birds the significance of the damage that would be caused 
by the transmission line to flora and fauna of lower Dnieper has been 
underestimated by the experts hired by the EBRD.  
Despite not being recognized officially this area meets all the indicators that define 
valuable wetland territory, i.e. Ramsar site. Moreover it is part of bigger ecological 
corridors that form migratory routes for wild birds (See the scheme, red circle 
indicates the place of crossing of Dnieper with 330 kV diversion). 
 

 
 
The choice of place fro crossing of Dnieper near the village L’vove is of particular 
concern as the river is makes turn in this area and separates into several streams. 
Such a landscape is of special importance for navigation and resting of migratory 
birds.  
 
More than 30 different bird species included in the "Red Book", i.e. in list of 
endangered species, will be endangered along the route of the project in case of 
construction and operation of the transmission line. The new transmission line will 
lead to further fragmentation of the ecosystems that in its turn will lead to extinction 
of vulnerable flora and fauna. 
 
Detailed report on “Impact of 750 kV Zaporizhzhia – Kakhovska transmission line on 
ecological systems and biological diversity of South Ukraine”2 is available on 
NECU’s site. 
 
Problems with establishing the nature park 
The main obstacle for the creation of the Lower Dnieper Nature Park is the 
resistance of the local Forest Agency office. (All local authorities need to approve the 
use of “their territories” for the nature park.) As we learned during a meeting with 

                                                             
2 “Звіт щодо оцінки впливу будівництва повітряної лінії 750 КВ Запорізька АЕС – Каховська з ПС 750 Кв 

«Каховська» та заходів 330 кВ на природні екосистеми та біологічне різноманіття південної України” 

http://necu.org.ua/wp-content/uploads/report-of-bird-expert-on-2013-ffm.pdf (5,3 MB, pdf, Ukrainian) 
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Volodymyr Mykhaylenko, Head of Kherson regional department of forestry and 
hunting, the office’s main reservation is that it might lose the ability to manage 
hunting activities in the territories which constitute a source of funding for the local 
agency.  
 
The problem thereby is not that hunting wouldn’t be allowed anymore. Depending on 
the “appropriate zoning decisions”, the relevant territories could still be used for 
hunting and fishing. This is also reflected in two scientific justifications for the 
creation of the park by Eugene Roman (a zoologist on mammals and marine life, 
whom we met later) and by the fact that also the Ukrainian society of fishermen and 
hunters has supported the creation of the park. 
 
The local Forestry Agency’s problem is that if a national park would be created, the 
control over the lands may be transferred to another body, leaving the local Forestry 
Agency without it’s income from hunting. 
 
Sites of archeological importance 
Archeological artefacts are from the 
ancient Scythian tribes that settled in 
the region. Closer to Energodar and the 
Zaporizka NPP we see many of their 
grave hills on fields. They are a highly 
valued historical artefact here and enjoy 
protection. (When a gas pipeline was 
built through one of the graves, three 
people even had to go to jail.) 
 
According to the director of the 
Archeological museum in Kamianka-
Dniprovska, the transmission line corridor was checked for possible impacts by the 
Zaporizhzhia regional center of cultural heritage. But the approval was issued 20 
years ago, in Soviet time, when many of the archeological sites were not discovered 
yet. (A follow-up is to check with the Center whether any new sites have been 
found). 
 
Kakhovska HPP 
Visit to The Kakhovska HPP was a side-activity of this FFM, but it presented interest 
because the HPP is planning the installation of up to six new units, 55,8 MWt each. 
(Potentially two more units could be planned if the multi-tariff prices for electricity are 
to be introduced which would make them profitable.)  
 
The EBRD is involved in the project and agreed with the Kakhovska HPP to hire 
Ukrhydroproekt to evaluate hydroconditions and the condition of the existing 
constructions (the concrete dam). A feasibility study is expected by the end of 2014.  
 
Given the water scarcity in the region and the fact that the HPP is hardly ever 
working at full capacity, it is unclear how an increase in capacity can make sense. 
However this point was understood differently by different participants of the fact-
finding mission and needs to be more thoroughly checked. 
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The relation (if any) to the Kakhovska 
HPP and the transmission line project 
is as yet unclear and needs to be 
checked. 
 
Transmission lines 
Currently, the station’s output is 
transmitted through a 150 kV line to 
Kakhovska city substation. Ukrenergo 
requires that the new installed 
capacities transmit electricity through 
330 kV. Whether these new lines will 
also go to Kakhovska substation or to the Kherson substation is not 100% clear so 
far. 
 
Importantly, the KHPP still doesn’t have a project of this additional transmission line 
and they have no idea how it will be routed (they count that the modern equipment 
with sulfur hexafluoride will be installed, which will require significantly less space).   


