PPP D4/R7>

SCOPE & LIMITS
of the technical feasibility study

inik \ivioarda ‘\WBa"hOQ 4 \ 1

hr. sk, : Svaty
AT Sr M
QBI t °\
‘*ﬁ o Yfataj

oY @Senec =
ewoesx- Ivankap Duna{l“\‘e, Sla«
Sitina ley Zlvo

1440 m ap P '[ISLAVA
uzna T
st e ATISK 5 Du"aisk%LLepn.qe ‘
T NDu
D4 Jarovce - lvanka Severste}o ! /N

Petr Vasina D4 lvanka Sever - Ra¢a &

R7 Prievoz - Ketelec
R7 Ketelec - Dun. Luzna

PPP D4/R7 R7 Dunajska Luzna - Holice
PwC, White & Case, OBERMEYER

Frank Cisar




| Agenda

1. Step by step thru the feasibility

2. A project under control for competitive dialogue
- Program
- Permitting
- Main scope of works
- Bridges over Dunaj river
- Exchangers

3. The CAPEX as a comparison tool
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Technical feasibility
Understanding the process is

understanding the outputs

OUTPUTS for
Financial model

Appraisal of the Scoring Appraising the Recommendation

project project status for way forward

2 variants

* In its strategic
context

* Doing nothing
* Implementing
the project

* Project
preparation
* Project cost

* Project base
line

* Risk
mitigation




Technical feasibility
Project program

Project phase Date of realization

Competltlve dialogue Mid 2015

Conclusion of Concession agreement / financial close ~ End 2015/2016

Construction 2016 — 2019

Operation period 2019 — 2048
Handover to Slovak state 2048



Technical feasibility
Project preparation status - Permits

D4 Jarovce — | D4 lvanka . R7 Ketelec - R7 Dunajska Luzna —
Y R7 Prievoz — Ketelec e !
Ivanka sever | sever — Raca Dunajska LuZna Holice

EIA

(Final statement 9/2011
from ministry of
environment)

6/2009 6/2010

11/2013

2/2012

Author: Author: Author: Author:
JV D4 BA — Jarovce — Raca R-projekt Dopravoprojekt Dopravoprojekt
Zoning permit (leader. Dopravoprojekt)
documentation
Handed over: 03/2014 Handed over: 10/2014 Handed over: 9/2012 Handed over: 12/2012

Zoning permit
legally valid 01/2015 12/2014 01/2015 03/2013 12/2013
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Technical feasibility
Defining a base for

competitive dialogue — ===

| D4 lvanka Sever - Raéa ‘ X

Sitina
1440 m

kaluzna T
parajs o Lehnice

Dt

Cunovo Y\
Rajka

| R7 Ketelec -Dun. Luzna |

| R7 Dunajska Luzna - Holice |

Jarovce - lvanka sever Ivanka sever — Raca uIice 11/572 — Most
— pri Bratislave

Section’s length: 22,590 km 4,400 km 2,202 km 2,623 km

izeni | Preloka cest
D4 PrediZenia Galvaniho HElErde G

Speed (max): 120 km/h 120 km/h 100 km/h (connecting 100 km/h
lanes 80 km/h or 60 km/h)  (connecting lanes
120 km/h to
60 km/h)
D 26,5 - four lanes in D 33,5 - six lanes in C 11,25 — two lanes with C 11,25 —-two
sections Jarovce —Rusovce sections Ivanka sever — construction reserve for lanes with
Cierna voda extension to four lanes C construction
24,5 reserve for
extension to four
lanes C 24,5

D 26,5 four lanes + D 26,5 - fourlanes
collectors in sections Ivanka
zapad — Ivanka sever
D 33,5 six lanes for till the
other sections

1 : : :

In sections Cierna voda —
Raca




Technical feasibility
Defining a base for T
competitive dialogue
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l R7 Prievoz - Ketelec |

| R7 Ketelec - Dun. Luzna |

| R7 Dunajska Luzna - Holice |

Dunajska Luzna - Holice Ketelec — Dunajska Luzna Prievoz — Ketelec

Section’s length: 17,380 km 8,425 km 6,318 km

Speed (max): 120 km/h 120 km/h 120 km/h;
80 km/hin km 0,0 - 2,0

R 31,5 fourlanes R 31,5 four lanes R 24,5 four lanes
between km 0,0 — km 0,9

with construction reserve for with construction reserve for
extension to six lanes to km 0,585 extension to six lanes
R 24,5 four lanes to km 17,380 R 31,5 six lanes between
km 0,9 — till the end of
section

Dispatching 1 _ _




Technical feasibility
a potential for optimization - Bridges
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Technical feasibility
a potential for optimization - Bridges
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Technical feasibility
a potential for optimization - exchangers

Ex: Exchanger Invanka Sever




Technical feasibility
Investment costs for comparison sake

PPP Model PSC Model

Constructlon costs (excludlng technology) 929 953

Technological part (equipment, operation
technology, .

Investments connected to the project 183 183
TOTAL CAPEX 1173 1198

27 27
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