Section 2

SpeEch for the Chairman of the Section II “Socioeconomic and environmental issues of uranium tailing ponds”
Dear colleagues,
I am glad to welcome you in our Section, devoted to the consideration of the socioeconomic and environmental issues of uranium tailing ponds. 
As it was mentioned by many of previous speakers at the opening the Conference,  the modern environmental and radioecological issues in Central Asian countries were inherited from the uranium industry of the former Soviet Union. Then environment, health and wellbeing of the population were not taken into account: from the one hand, it derived from the underestimation of the natural laws of environment and highly vulnerable mountain areas’ development; from the other hand, the human factor in the conditions of totalitarian state system was a question of minor importance and therefore was often excluded from the agenda. 
In 1990s, CA countries almost simultaneously faced with the problem of safety management of uranium wastes, mines’ closure and necessity to rehabilitate the areas, where uranium sites had being previously located. Financial and economic difficulties began to be solved from the leftover principle that later caused a number of negative consequences. Among the tendencies of socioeconomic sphere, it is necessary to mention population outflow (economic and environmental migration) and urban decay. 

To find means of subsistence, the poorest population unseals radioactive tailing ponds to draw ferrous and non-ferrous metals, cables and other materials polluted by radioactive substances. Materials from waste and off-grade ore dumps for construction and every-day use are widely applied. On the tailing pond surface, local people graze domestic cattle, grow agricultural crops, use mine water to irrigate farmlands and local waster supply, thinning from under the tailing ponds and waste dumps water polluted by uranium and other harmful substances – for watering domestic cattle. 
Therefore, health care is another serious issue of those settlements. The modern investigations of physicians and environmental experts indicate that in populated areas located nearby the uranium mines, the number of oncological diseases is growing from year to year. 

And that is fully explicable: the population of hazardous sites, got accustomed to permanent living nearby the sites of uranium extraction and processing, frequently have inappropriate attitude towards the real and potential danger of those sites. Very often there are no any fences around that could limit access of the population to the hazardous places; the explanatory and informational work with locals is not conducted or it is not efficient. 
Being located in close vicinity of the water sources, in the areas with high earthquake activity, undergoing natural disasters, these sites become a real threat not only for dwellers living near those places, but huge number of population downstream the rivers and even in neighboring countries as well. Therefore there is a necessity to physically relocate some sites, taking therewith into account that it will require enormous costs and will not result in direct economic effect.
It becomes understandable that perspectives of socioeconomic stabilization and improvement of environmental situation in those towns and settlements are only possible from the comprehensive approach, which supposes that special measures of socio-humanitarian and engineering spheres to be implemented.
In the framework of our Section, I propose that all the participants to be divided into three groups, - each of them will be working with its own moderator, and – discuss the key socioeconomic and environmental issues. In so doing, it is necessary to take into account the following two interconnected aspects, which I have already noted above: socio-humanitarian and engineering solutions. We expect that in the process of discussion within the working groups, some project proposals will be elaborated. They will be devoted to the solutions of the uranium issues for the sake of which we got together in Bishkek. For those purposes, I believe, it is necessary to clarify that socio-humanitarian aspect implies development projects (job creation and infrastructure development, for instance), as well as pure humanitarian projects (such as, medical examination, resettlement from the hazardous places, etc.). And it’s quite understandable, that engineering and technical projects include rehabilitation of polluted sites and areas, reclamation and/or relocation of waste dumps and tailing ponds and other similar proposals. 
Each group will discuss the two aspects, having divided available time-window into two equal parts and prepare its summarizing report that together with the reports of other two groups will become a basis for the common presentation from our Section.  The named presentation is planned to be made at the last day of the Conference and will contain the outcomes of discussion of and recommendations for socioeconomic and environmental range of problems, which will be a part of the Framework Document as specific project proposals. The mentioned document will be presented at the International Forum in Geneva to be held on June 29, 2009. 
I hope that on the basis of our discussions, a set of directions for concrete activities will be made that will become a foundation of a so-called “Road Map” that is some kind of scenario with definite temporal framework towards achievement of the goals established, and as we expect, will be a real step on our way to solve socioeconomic and environmental issues associated with uranium heritage. 
