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 Uranium Mining & Processing Projects of UCIL –Environmental Public Hearing

                      MAUP would like to point out that public hearing held at Peddagattu at 10 AM on 19 th August was apparently stage managed by UCIL as suspected. About 300 villagers of Nambapur the second mining site, who were opposing the project, were not allowed to display their banners, were beaten up and chased away much before the public hearing began.. The district administration failed to provide protection to them.  But for the High Court directive to hold additional hearing at P.A Pally, the villagers of Nambapur would have been deprived of an opportunity to represent their views and register their complaint.   

                       The Land use in the catchment within 10 km radius of the proposed site (study area),  Risk Assessment Report and Disaster Management Plan as stipulated in Schedule –II of MOE&F, GOI Notification S.O.60 (E) dated 27 th January, 1994 have to be provided. But in the EIA report made available, the study area for the proposed Uranium processing plant was limited to only 7 km radius of the proposed plant site. The Risk Assessment Report and Disaster Management Plan were not made available. Therefore the EIA reports are to be treated as  null and void



Some of the information provided in APPCB notification of 9-7-2003, Executive Summary and EIA reports appear to be misleading and doctored.  For example, the maximum  estimated contaminated storm water of 50 cubic meters per day to be collected form the tailings and ore in the mining area, is grossly under estimated and misleading  and it may be in thousands of cubic meters per day. The statement that “No impact on Nagarjuna Sagar is anticipated” is unsubstantiated by historical data of average  and maximum rain fall, at least for the last 10 years and is nothing but distortion of facts. The data in respect of climate and meteorology is too limited to make any decisive conclusions. Contains arrogant and unsubstantiated conclusion that project will increase biodiversity of local ecosystem. There are numerous unsubstantiated conclusions about economic benefits of project, which are misleading. There is no clarity regarding the mining areas with respect to Rajiv Gandhi Tiger Sanctuary. Therefore as per Para 4 of MOE&F Notification, the project should be rejected outright for providing misleading and wrong information .
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                       The entire public hearing process is based on the assumption that all the authentic data about the project is made available to the public well in advance in the form of Executive Summary / EIA Reports, so that the public can meaningfully  participate in the public hearing and offer their suggestions, views, comments and objections. But this very purpose was defeated by not providing all the  required data  and by providing the misleading and conflicting information from time to time. It was surprising  that when the above were pointed out at the public hearing at Peddagattu, the District Collector conducting the proceedings said that “the EIA is not a Bible”.



The other important aspect is that UCIL was permitted to make the presentation about the project for about 45 minutes at both the places , which was considered unnecessary , as most of what was stated was contained in the information made available earlier. This time could have been more meaningfully utilized by soliciting participation and involvement of the public in the public hearing process. 



In the entire process, the AP Pollution Control Board , seem to have acted as a post office or subordinate of UCIL, by merely reproducing incomplete and inaccurate information / data, instead of scrutinizing the accuracy and adequacy of the data and information provided by UCIL and pointing out them . This onerous task was left to the public.



Therefore the entire public hearing process, that had been gone through till 19 th August, is nothing but a  mockery just  to complete one of the formalities required to get NOC from APPCB and finally to  obtain Environmental Clearance from MOE&F, 

GOI.
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