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From the eight presentations and the discussion in this session, a number of valuable lessons were learned. As a general lesson, it is clear that there is no substitute for competent regulators, operators and good science. This underscores the need for training, education and national capacity building in order to meet the challenges associated with contaminated sites. 
An innovative way to calculate radiation doses, when background radiation makes the radiation caused by human activities difficult to measure was discussed. The presentation also emphasized the need to take due account of the habits of local potentially exposed population groups in dose assessments. An example of this in relation to the Aborigines in Australia was presented. The Australian experience highlighted the importance of factoring cultural aspects into exposure pathway analysis. Aboriginal traditions and life-styles differ from the habits  commonly taken into consideration when exposure assessment exercises are carried out 

The Brazilian experience demonstrated that life cycle planning is essential to prevent significant problems from occurring in the later stages of a uranium mining and milling operation. An appropriate regulatory framework and infrastructure that includes qualified human resources with appropriate funding is essential. The relevance of environmental impact assessment prior to the start of a mining operation was highlighted and good coordination between the regulatory body, the operators and the research community was also deemed to be  important. It was stressed that the regulatory body should be independent of the operator and that there is a need for stakeholder involvement throughout the whole period of a project. 

The experience gained in the remediation of a uranium extraction plant in Mexico showed that if the organization that is performing the remediation is different from that responsible for long term care of the site, there needs to be good coordination between them to ensure a smooth transition of responsibilities. The study showed the need for adequate compliance verification of the remediation plan, for example, by the use of proper institutional controls.

Radiation monitoring programmes and radiation dose assessments for workers involved in remediation activities at uranium mine sites and for the public were described in several presentations. An example of an assessment of dose to occupational workers involved in remediation work in Portugal was presented. The public perception of radiation risks was raised as an issue in at least one presentation and the need for improved approaches for risk communication was emphasized.
A presentation from Romania stressed the need for adequate communication between regulators, operators and the public. The latter may perceive the risks associated with contaminated sites to be very different from the actual risks. This issue was also highlighted in a presentation from the United Kingdom; it was concluded that generally the remedial solution will not satisfy all stakeholders. In this presentation, it was also mentioned that the use of innovative technology may be a necessity for the successful completion of remediation works. Once again, the importance of close coordination between project planners and regulators was stressed.

The German experience in implementing remediation schemes in different countries has shown that:

· What may work in one part of the world may not work in another, e.g., for cultural, climatic and physical geographic reasons.  

· Having a site conceptual model is valuable for targeting limited resources towards the activities that will give the greatest risk reduction.  
· Stakeholder involvement may be more challenging than the technical solutions.
 Furthermore, it was noted that many of these legacy sites have common issues: 
· operations were terminated abruptly, 

· there was improper or no management of waste, 
· no funding exists for post mining/milling activities, and  

· there was no stakeholder involvement due to the secret nature of the sites.

The important conclusions from the presented studies were: an appropriate regulatory framework and infrastructure to cope with the challenges of implementing environmental remediation programmes and to cover the licensing of uranium mining and milling operations (so as to avoid the generation of new legacy sites) is essential. However, good coordination between regulators and operators is also essential. The involvement of all of the different stakeholders in the operational and regulatory processes is also important. Remediation solutions are not universal and need to take into account a series of technical and non-technical factors that are unique to the site being remediated. Finally, remediation programmes cannot be based on the perceived risk by the public but must be based on properly conducted risk assessments. This requires a substantial communication effort to achieve appropriate proper understanding by the involved parties. 

