
































English Translation of Appendix 1
Conclusion on the risk assessment for the project CASA-1000

A deep professional analysis of the project CASA-1000 demonstrates the
following fundamental flaws and shortcomings of the project:

I. Electrical power deficit for export

A project created by the consulting company "SNC-Lavalin" and calculated
for 6 billion kWh surplus electrical power in Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan has
the following fundamental methodological errors that led to incorrect
conclusions and erroneous characteristic values:

1. As a base for calculation, a limited 23 -year period was considered,
which is characterized by a relatively high volume of water supply by
Naryn and Vakhsh rivers. An alternative calculation based on the entire
observation period (1910-2009 years for the Naryn River and for years
1932-2009 years for the Vakhsh River) yields different results.

2. In the anticipated production volumes for the period up to 2035,
electricity production decrease in Tajikistan due to the reservoir siltation of
the Nurek hydropower plant by the yearly average of up to 1.2 billion kWh
was underestimated.

3. The technical conditions of the facilities and equipment at the Nurek and
Toktogul hydropower plants weren’t taken into account. For example, with
a particular load combination, the stability factor of the Nurek hydropower
plant dam is designed at a rate of 1.05 at the required level of 1.125. This
requires a downward revision for the maximum watermark to the value that
could ensure the dam stability, what would result in reducing the useful
reservoir volume and, as a consequence, in decreasing the surplus
electricity by 559.1 million kwWh per year.

4. In the forecasts for the period up to the year 2035, the domestic
consumption average growth (Tajikistan - 1.4%, Kyrgyzstan - 2.6%) is
considerably underrated. In reality, the domestic consumption growth
should increase according to the economic growth rate by 3-5% per year.
5. In the forecasts, reduced electricity losses indicators - in Kyrgyzstan
from 23% to 13% - are considerably inflated, what would require billions of
dollars in capital investments for the reconstruction of the whole system of
electricity generation, transmission, and consumption. Due to this,
guantities of surplus electricity are inflated by the yearly average 1.4 billion
kWh.

Elimination of only these methodological miscalculations results in the



following:

The analysis made on the basis of actual monthly data for the entire
observation period (1910 - 2009 for the Naryn river and 1932 -2009 for the
Vakhsh river) shows that Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan have jointly the
annual deficit of 3.08 billion kWh, and specifically for Kyrgyzstan - 0.802
billion kWh and for Tajikistan - 2.278 billion kWh (The Table is attached).
Surplus electricity occurred only during the vegetation period (April -
September inclusive) and amounted to 2.696 billion kwWh with a deficit of
5,778 billion kWh out-of-season. In this case, the seasonal surplus
electricity interchanges in Tajikistan (buying in the winter time and selling
in the summer time) and in Kyrgyzstan constituted 3.5 billion kWh what
absorbed the seasonal surplus electricity in Tajikistan. In fact, the surplus
electricity was accumulated only in June - August, or within three months
of the year.

If the low-water season 1974-1986 was taken as a calculation base (what
IS very important for calculating the risks of the project and its
sustainability), the cumulative energy deficit of both systems would be
5,512 billion kWh and the surplus during the vegetation period - only
1,810 billion kWh.

According to the calculations for the electricity production and its
consumption (with the estimated growth by 3% per year), the anticipated
summer surplus electricity in Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan in 2016 in the
amount of 2.696 billion kWwh would be completely depleted by the
beginning of 2022. Dynamics of the total surplus electricity reduction
during the vegetation period is shown in the following table.

Dynamics of the total surplus electricity reduction

in the vegetation period.

million KWh
Balance sheet [2016 (2017 (2018 (2019 (2020 |2021
item
Generation 16962 [16962 |16962 (16962 {16962 (16962
Consumption [14266 [14694 |15135 |15589 (16057 |16538
Balance 2696 |2268 (1827 (1373 (905 423

Thus, the calculations of company "SNC-Lavalin", according to which
every year during the vegetation period, the 1,300 MW export capacity
within 30 years is stipulated, are overrated by almost 9 times, as on a real
assessment, the total electricity supply is only possible within 6 years in
the period from 2016 to 2021 and will be 9.5 billion kWh.
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[I. Underestimation of the technical risks during the project
iImplementation

1.1. According to the project, 500 kV (overhead) power transmission lines
for the 1,222 km route Kyrgyzstan - Tajikistan - Afghanistan - Pakistan (PS
[power substation] Datca (Kyrgyzstan) - PS Khujand (Tajikistan) - Rogun
hydropower plant (Tajikistan) - Kabul — Peshawar have to be constructed,
including: 500 kV power transmission lines for the route Tajikistan (117
km) - Afghanistan (562 km) - Pakistan (71 km) with a total length of 750
km, 500 kV power transmission lines for the route Kyrgyzstan (PS Datca,
452 km) - Tajikistan (PS Hodzhant, 20 km) with a total length of 472 km,
the converter substations: 1300 MW in Sangtuda, 300 MW in Kabul, 1,000
MW in Peshawar.

However, there is today in the world only one similar DC power
transmission line with three 500 kV DC inverter terminals between
Quebec, Canada and the northern U.S. states and it functions under the
conditions radically different from the project in question.

First of all, the extremely difficult construction conditions on the Salang
Pass are ignored, where it is impossible to build more than one power
transmission line of any voltage. Currently, this site has already 220 kV
transmission lines, which transfer, as it is proposed by the project
consulting company "SNC-Lavalin,” is almost impossible. The alternative
version consisting in detour around the Salang Pass on the west side is
also difficult to implement due to the presence in the area of zones
characterized by high substratum mobility turning this area impassable for
power transmission lines of any design.

In the second place, the long-range transmission operation from the PS
Datca to Peshawar may have frequent outages under adverse weather
conditions. Each outage will create a 1000 MW capacity deficit and
technical problems in Pakistan to ensure the stability of the power system
operation.

In the third place, considering the fact that the project stipulates the
electricity supply only in the summer time, it will be difficult to ensure the
safety of power transmission lines in Afghanistan during the period of
inactivity (i.e., September - May, or within 9 months of the year), taking
into account the unstable political-military situation in that country.

1.2. Most hydropower plants in Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan built 30-40 years
ago require careful evaluation of the technical state of their facilities and



production equipment, as well as an extensive repair and recovery work.
Underestimation of the technical condition of hydroelectric power plants
can raise the likelihood of accidents on them and, consequently, an
increased risk for determining possible electricity exports.

[ll. Underestimation of the capital expenditures costs for the project.
To the calculations, in the average cost of 1 km power transmission line
construction ca. 288 thousand dollars are allocated. In fact, the average
cost of 1 km power transmission line construction for the region amounts
actually to at least 350-400 thousand dollars. Similarly, the cost of the DC
power transmission terminals and the costs associated with their
construction on difficult areas such as the Salang Pass are
underestimated.

In view of this, the capital costs on the project are increasing from 953
million dollars to at least 1.5 billion U.S. dollars, and the total amount of the
costs will be more than US$ 1.8 billion.

Even if the project performance benefits stipulated by the company "SNC-
Lavalin” in the amount of $ 1.7 billion were to be taken into consideration,
the project would be unprofitable with a negative net present value
balance (NPV):

Indicators According to the

company’s report

According to experts

Benefits (B)

1.724 million dollars

1.724 million dollars*

Costs (3) 1.281 million dollars | 1.828 million dollars**
Ratio B/3 1,34 0,94
NPV 443 million dollars -104 million dollars

* Benefits in this table are conditionally considered to the data of the company "SNC-
Lavalin®;

** Capital expenditures on real calculations, as well as other costs are indicated to the
data of the company "SNC-Lavalin"

IV. Inflated profitability and economic viability of the project

In the project of the consulting company, there are no detailed calculations
of financial and economic indicators accounting all costs and revenues
from the project implementation for each credit resource recipient.

But it is clear that these figures of the project benefits provided by the
consulting company in the amount of 1,724 million U.S. dollars are also
greatly exaggerated, both due to the distortion of prices for electric power



supplies, and due to the excessive amounts of electricity supply.

Thus, the consulting company allocates in their calculations the cost of 1
kWh electricity from Tajikistan at 1.5 cents, and with regard to its delivery
to Pakistan - 4.97 cents. However, the cost of electricity sold now from
Tajikistan to Afghanistan is already 3.37 cents, from Kyrgyzstan to
Kazakhstan - 4.4 cents, and from Uzbekistan to Afghanistan - 7.0 cents.
Taking into account changes in the transmission cost from 4.0 cents (in
the early years of the project) to 7.0 cents (increase in electricity exports
leads to a quadratic increase in losses), the final cost of electricity will be
at least 7.37 cents already in the early years of the project.

Given that the calculation of the funds cost to Pakistan was calculated on
the base of an average contracts cost for the non-guaranteed electricity
supply, which currently stands at about 9.2 cents, the actual profit will not
be at 4.23 cents (= 9.2 - 4 97) but at 1.8 cents (= 9.2 - 7.37), or more than
two times smaller.

Under these conditions, the solvency of borrowers on this project is in
serious doubt. It should be also noted that the consulting company
predicts that with rising domestic electricity tariffs in Tajikistan from 0.68 to
2.50 U.S. cents/kWh (or by 4 times) and Kyrgyzstan from 2.31 to 3.12 U.S.
cents/kWh (or by 35%), the collection rate in 2015 will be 98% (with the
current collection level 58-70%) that is overstated, and places in question
the timely repayment of borrowings out-of-season.

Thus, it becomes apparent that as a result of serious miscalculations in the
project, made by the consulting company "SNC-Lavalin," the financial cost
of the project will not payback due to:

a) inability to supply the planned volume of electricity under the design
conditions (with overstatement almost by 9 times) to Afghanistan and
Pakistan, that is, the capacity recalculated with due consideration of real
possibilities of the power supply would be actually not 1,300 MW per day
but 146 MW on the average over a 30- year period;

b) the lack of opportunities in Pakistan and Afghanistan to generate the
planned revenues from electricity sales in the domestic market due to the
higher cost of its imports (overstatement almost by 2 times.)

The Government of the Republic of Uzbekistan believes that the project
designers showed superficial approach to its assessment that may
mislead stakeholders.

As describe above, the implementation of the project CASA-1000 is
inextricably linked with the plans of the Tajik and Kyrgyz parties to build
the giant hydro facilities — Rogun hydropower plant and Kambarata



hydropower plant -1 that will dramatically worsen the existing strained
water economic situation in the region (attention is drawn to the fact that in
project document one of the power transmission stretches was named as
“PS Khujand (Tajikistan) - Rogun (Tajikistan)." This once again confirms
that the basic meaning, which is allocated into the project CASA-1000 by
its designers, is to cover the missing amount of electricity especially after
2022, with the construction and commissioning of the Rogun hydropower
plant.

Risks and disastrous consequences resulting from the construction of
these hydraulic facilities have been previously submitted to the IDB by the
Uzbek government.

Director of OJSC "Hydroproject": signed Zhigarev S.D.
ROUND STAMP
Director of OJSC "Sredazenergosetprom": signed Kulbatsky D.I.

ROUND STAMP
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YBaxaemblii rocnoaun JAunex,

B coorBercTBHe ¢ Bauweil pexomeHaauue,
Mbl OOPaTWIHCh C BOMPOCaMH H 03a60YEHHOCTBIO
OTHOCHTEJIbHO (HHAHCUpPOBaHHA  BceMHpPHBIM
6ankom npoekra CASA 1000 x Capomxy Kymapy
Jxa, PernonansHomy JHMpEKTOpY no
LleHTpanbHOM A3HH.

K coxanenuio, popmaibHble OTBETH T-Ha
JIka He CMOIIH «pa3BeATh Hallld ONAaceHHs B
OTHOIIEHWH TMpoeKTa». Mbl ¢  coxajleHHeM
KOHCTaTHpPYEM, 4TO no NIOTY4YEHHBIM
KOMMeHTapusM BcemHpHBI 0GaHK HMIHOpHpYET

3aKIIOYEHUS M OLEHKM BIOJIHE PEATMCTHYHBIX
PHCKOB, npeacTaBicHHbIE crenMaJIucTaMu
Y36eKkucTaHa.

Bor yke Ha mnpoTskeHud OGonee aBYX

JICCATHJIETHI, CHCTEMAaTHYECKH BOJAHBIA CTOK
OCHOBHBIX pek peruoHa ynpaBJsercs
KbiproisctaHoM M TaUKMKHCTAaHOM TOJIBKO JULs
BbIpaboOTKH TMAPOIHEPTUH,  HIHOPHUPYA
noTpeOHOCTH B BOAE HMPPHMTralliH, CBOIA HAa HET
NOJIMBHOE  3emiledenne VY30ekucraHa U
Kaszaxcrana. Keipreiscrah u  Tamxukucran
HapylLUWIX MEXIYHapOAHbIA peXHUM YNpaBleHUs
CTOKOM TpaHCrpaHM4HbIX pek OacceiiHa

Coipnapbu ¥ AMyaapbu. Pabora Toxrtorynsckoro
1 Hypekckoro BOJOXpaHWIWIL UMM H3MEHEHA B
OZIHOCTODOHHEM  NOpAAKE c 3HEpro-

Inspection Council
World Bank Group
H 1818, Washington,
DC 20433 USA

i

Dear Mr. Dilek, ,
In accordance with your recommendation, ;
we contacted with questions and concerns about |
the World Bank funding for the CASA 1000 |
project to Saroj Kumar Jha, Regional Dxrector
for Central Asia. ‘

Unfortunately, formal responses to Mr. Jha, |
could not "allay our concerns about the project.” |
We note with regret that the comments received i
by the World Bank ignores the findings and |
assessments are quite realistic risks presented by i
specialists of Uzbekistan.
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That's been going on for more than two ‘
decades, systematically runoff of major rivers in f
the region controlled by Kyrgyzstan and |
Tajikistan only for hydropower generation, !
ignoring the need for water irrigation, nullifying |
the irrigated agriculture of Uzbekistan and
Kazakhstan. Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan have |
violated international regime  control |
transboundary rivers Amudarya and Syrdarya}
based in. This work at Tohtogul and Nurek'
reservoirs changed unilaterally energy irrigation | :

system. Thereby causing us great ecological, |




| HPPArHUMOHHOTO HA JHEPIeTHUYCCKHH PEXUM. Tem
| CAMBIM. HAHOCA HaM OrPOMHBII IKONOTHYECKHUH,
JKOHOMHYECKHIl M couManbHmii  ywepo.
JleSTeAbHOCTD  MEXIYHAPOIHBIX OpraHM3allvy,
HanNpaBieHHasx Ha pelueHHe BOMPOCOB
BOJONOIB30BAHHA B llentpanbHoit  A3uM
OrpaHHYHBACTCA NPOBEACHHEM OOJIBILONO 4YHCa
KOHQEPCHLHH, COBCIAHHH M KPYIJIBIX CTOJOB H
T.J. MO pe3yJbTartaM KOTOpbIX PEKOMEHIAUWH
apMHH MEXIYHAPOIAHBIX $HHAHCOBBIX
HHCTHTYTOB CBOJAATCA HE K NHKBHJIAUHH NPHYHH
aHc0anaHca B HCNOUIb30BAHHH TPAHCTPaAHHUYHBIX
PECYPCOB. @ K COBETAM KaK XHTb B YCJIOBHAX
BOZHOIO NiioJa.

Bonpoc 1: B xakoit Mmepe BeeMupHbIi 6aHK
YUHTHBAN MHeHHe PecmyOnukm VY30ekucTaH B
NpOLECCe MPHHSTHA PEUICHHA O (HHAHCHPOBAHHH
[lpoeKkTa, NMpAMO M KOCBEHHO RIIHAIOLIEIO Ha

TPAHCTPAHHYHBIC BOJHKE pecypChi?

H3annmka anektposHeprun B TapkukucTane
¥ KBIproi3cTaHe HeT, 370 MHOIOKPaTHO J0Ka3aHO
¥30eKCKHMH cneumanucramu. [IpoekTHriil pacuer
H30BLITOUHOI ATEKTPOIHEPIHH OT KOHCAITHHIOBOMN
KomnaHHH «SNA-Lavaliny HexoppekreH. Ilpu
pacyere OnlTH JONYIICHB! MMPHHLMITHAIBHBIE
OLIHOKH, HCK&)XEHbI NMOKAa3aTeNIH CPEHEN0I0BOr0O
pocTa BHYTpPEHHEro norpetiieHns TapKuKucTaHa
H KeIproiscraHa, 3aBeIIEHB! MoOKasaTelnH o6bema
MOCTABOK H CHHXXEHHS TNOTEPh J/1EKTPOIHEPIHH.
HMmeiommiics neTHHI H3NHINEK 3JIEKTPOIHEPrHH
nmo Tamwkukucrany u Keipreiscrany Gyner
MOJHOCTBIO HCYepnaH K Hawany 2022 ropa. [lo
PCIbHOH OLEHKE TOCTAaBKH 3NEKTPOIHEPTHH
BO3MOXHB TO/ILKO B Te4eHHe 6 ner a0 2021 rona.
He cmotps Ha 310, pykoBoactso Banka BHecno
€ro Ha onobpenHe CoBera IHPEKTOPOB B
HapyilleHHe CBOHX o0s3aHHOCTEH o
00€CMEYECHHIO PAUHOHAIBHONO  HCMONB3OBAHUS
BBCPEHHBIX HM (HHAHCOBBIX pecypcoB Banka,

[Ipoekt CASA-1000 Ge3 HOBhIX 1aMb He Hmeer
CMbIC7a. O4€BMAHO, YTO BhIpY4YKa OT 3KCropra

OyZeT Hcnons3oBaHa Ha CTPOHTEJILCTBO HOBBIX
namMo u I'3C.

economic and social damage. Activities .of
international organizations aimed at addressing
water issues in Central Asia is limited by a large
humber of conferences, workshops and ro_und
tables, etc., which resulted in recgmrpeqdatlons
army of international financial institutions Fo
reduce not eliminate the causes of imbalances in
the use of transboundary resources, as well as the
advice live in conditions of water famine.

Question 1: To what extent does the
World Bank took into account the opinion of the
Republic of Uzbekistan in the decision on the
financing of the Project, directly and indirectly
affecting the transboundary water resources?

There not surplus of electricity in
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan, it has often proved by
Uzbek specialists. Design calculation of surplus
electricity from the consulting company «SNA-
Lavalin» incorrect. When calculating the
fundamental mistakes were made, distorted
figures average growth in domestic consumption
of Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan, inflated figures the
volume of deliveries and reduce electricity
losses. Available summer surplus electricity from
Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan will be exhausted by
the beginning of 2022. On a real assessment of
the supply of electricity is possible only for 6
years until 2021. In spite of this, the Bank's
management has made it to the approval of the
Board of Directors in breach of their duties to
ensure rational use of financial

resources
entrusted to the Bank.

CASA-1000 project without new dams
does not make sense. Obviously, export revenues
will be used for the construction of new dams
and hydroelectric power plants.




B cBoem orere -H JhKa ormeuaer: «eciu
npoexm Gydem pealu306aH 8 COOMEECMCNEUN CO
CEOUM MIGHOM, EBIMVCKU 60061 w3 Hypexckooo u
ToKMO2yabeko20 8000XPARUTUUY  OCMANYMCR 6
npeoerax OuanasoHa UCMOPUNECKUX SHAYEH U ONR
3MUX 600OXPARUNUNYD.

OCHOBBIBAsICb Ha ITOM HAHBHOM
NONYIIEHHH, PYKOBOACTBO Beemuproro Ganka ne
NPEeAyCMOTPEN0 HHKAKHX TapaHTHil, 3aUHTHBIX
MED M MEXAHH3MOB B ClIyude OTKIOHCHHH OT

napamMeTpoB NMPOEKTa.

Her cHcTeMbl OrpaHHYEHHS HIH KOHTPOJIA,
noroMy 4to "pyOHABHHK" - ¢ TOMH CTOPOHAI.

Bonpoc 2: [poBoaun au BeemupHblit 6ank
OyOnMYHBIE  KOHCYJIbTAUHH N0 TNPOCKTYy €
y4acTHEM npeacTaBHTeNCH IPOXAAHCKOIO
obmectBa Y30eKkHCTaHa W ApyYrux LleHTpanbHo-
A3HaTCKHX rocynapcrB, YUHTbIBas
NOTEHUHATHHOE  OTPHUATENIBHOE  BO3JCHCTBHE
MPOEKTa Ha PErHOH B LEJIOM?

Ha sto Bompoc r-H Jka OTBeTH], 4TO
«doxymenm 06 ouyenxe npoexma ([JOIT) 6bin
Ooopaboman 61a200GpPA  3AMEUAHUAM  Y30eKCKUX
cneyuaiucmo8  no - MexXHUKO-3KOHOMUYECKOMY
obocroeanwio npoexma (T30)».

Bwmecre ¢ TEM,
MHOIOYMCJIEHHBIE BCTPEYH € OQHUHAIBHRIMH
opraHaMM M JKCrepTaMH  Y30ekucTaHa,
BcemupHbiii baHk He NPHHAI BCEPbE3 HH OAHH W3
BECKMX  apryMEHTOB  Y30€KCKOH  CTOpOHBI.
PykoBoaCcTBO BaHKa, OUEBHIHO, «Iydlle» 3HAET,
4yTO JejaTh Ha 3eMJX, [I€ Mbl JKHBEM
THICAYEIIETHA.

HEeCMOTpS Ha

-1 JIxa TaioKke OTMEYAeT B CBOEM [HCbME:
«Yuumvieas mom ¢axm, umo kako2o 661 mo Hu
bbL10 81UARUA Ha Y3bexucman oxaszano He byodem,
ouyuanrbruix KOHCYnbmayu (-
obwecmeeHHOCMbio 8 V3bexucmane He
npoeoounocs u He mpebo6anoch»

«Ilo oyerke Bcemuprooo 6anka, peanusayus
npoexma He Hapyuium Cyu(ecmeyioueco percuma
ynpaenenus mpaHCcepaHUYHBIMU 600AMU U HE

In his reply, Mr. Jha said: "if the project is |
implemented in accordance with its plan, releascs
water from the Nurek and Toktogul reservoir will
remain within the range of historical values for
these reservoirs."

Based on this naive assumption, the
World Bank has not provided any guarantees,
protective measures and mechanisms in the case
of deviations from the project settings.

No limit or control system, because
"cutout" - on the other side.

Question 2: Has the World Bank public
consultation on the project with the participation
of civil society in Uzbekistan and other Central
Asian states, given the potential negative impact
of the project on the region as a whole?

To this question, Mr. Jha said that
"Project Appraisal Document (PAD) has been
modified due to the comments of Uzbek
specialists on the feasibility study of the project
(feasibility study)."

However, despite numerous meetings
with the authorities and experts of Uzbekistan,
the World Bank does not take seriously any of
the compelling arguments of the Uzbek side. The
Bank's management is obviously "better" knows
what to do on the land where we live
millennium.

Mr. Jha also noted in his letter: "Given
the fact that any influence was exerted on
Uzbekistan will not be a formal consultation with
the public in Uzbekistan has not been and is not
required”

"According to the World Bank, the project will
not disturb the existing regime for transboundary
water management and will not cause significant |




Hauecem 3HAUUMENbHO20 UMU Henonpasumozo
ywepba  Ikonocuu U buopasnoobpasuio 6
Llenmpanvroi A3uu.»

Ml cuuTaeM, yto nepcoHan baHka ymeno
MaHUIyJaupyeT  OQHUMANbHBIMU  TIOJHTHKAMH
banka, xorna yrsepxaaer, uto CASA-1000 He

pauser  Ha  Y3bekucraH, M TOITOMY,
oflleCTBEHHbIE  CayliaHus B Y30ekucraHe
HHTUILHM.

HUmenno u3-3a NOTEHLUAIBLHOTO
BO3JICHCTBUA  JIMHUK JJIEKTpOMnepesay, KoTopas
Oyner MCI0J1b30BaTh 3JIEKTPOIHEPTHIO,

BbIpabaTbIBaEMYIO 3a CUET TPAHCTPAHUYHBIX
BOJHBIX PECYPCOB, 00LIECTBEHHOCTh Y30eKucTaHa
KpaitHe o0ecnokoeHa IUIaHaMH CTPOMTE/IbCTBA
TON JIMHUH JJIEKTpoIepeiay.

Bonipoc 3: B kakoit Mepe pemieHue o
peaju3aLuu NpOEKTa, KOTOPBIi MOXeT
CMPOBOLMPOBATh KOH(IMKTHI MEXIY COCEIHHMH
rocyAapcTBaMM,  COrjiacyercs ¢ MaHOaToM
BceMupHoro Gatka no 6opb6e ¢ 6e1HOCTbIO?

Orser bawka o0 TOM, 4TO MPOEKT
NOTEHLMAIBHO CrOCOOCH €O3/aTh BO3MOXKHOCTH
ANA  yKpeluleHMs — COTPYAHHYECTBA  MEXIY
TaaukuctaHoM, Keiprbiscranom, [lakucraHoM M
AraHucTaHOM NpO3BYYall KpalHe UHMHHYHO, T.K.
yKa3aHHOE TO3UTHBHOE BO3JICHCTBHE OXHIACTCA
3a cyeT ICKalalMu KOH(UIMKTa MEXAY HapOAaMu
IlenTpanbHOi A3uM. Mpl yBEPEHBI, YTO MaHIAT
BcemupHOro 6aHka HE COJEPXKHT MONOKEHHH O
peUIeHUH JaXKe CaMbIX BAKHBIX npobyieM OJHHUX
ctpaH 3a cyeT yumepba JpYrMM CTpaHaM H
co3aaHus  KOHQJHMKTHBIX  CHTYallMd  MExXIy
rocyapcTBaMu ¥ HapoJaMH.

Bonpoc 4: Kak Bank Mor 0400pHTH TNPOEKT, B
paMKax KOTOPOro He COMJIacoBaHbl — TaKue
HaMBa)XKHeilIMe BONpPOCHl, Kak (a) UeHbl Ha
yexTpodHepruio; (b) Tapupbl Ha  TPaH3HT
IEKTPOIHEPIUH; (C) CXEMa PacroIOKEHUS IMHHHA
ynexTponepenayn’?

TpyaHo CnopuTh OTHOCHTENBHO IKOHOMHYECKOTO
aHanu3a, He uMes Bceil nokyMenTtaumu banka. Ho

or irreversible damage to the environment and
biodiversity in Central Asia."

We believe that the staff of the Bank skillfully
manipulates the official policy of the Bank,
when he says that SASA-1000 has no effect on
Uzbekistan, and therefore, a public hearing in
Uzbekistan superfluous.

It is because of the potential impact of the
power line, which will use electricity generatgd
by transboundary water resources community 1n
Uzbekistan is extremely concerned about plans
to build this power line.

Question 3: To what extent the decision to
implement the project, which could provoke
conflicts between neighboring countries,
consistent with the mandate of the World Bank

to fight poverty?

Bank response that the project has the
potential to create opportunities for strengthening
cooperation between Tadikistan, Kyrgyzstan,
Pakistan and Afghanistan sounded utterly
cynical, because indicated a positive impact is
expected due to the escalation of the conflict
between the peoples of Central Asia. We believe
that the mandate of the World Bank does not
contain provisions for resolving even the most
important problems of some countries at the
expense of damage to other countries and create
conflicts between nations and people.

Question 4: How the Bank to approve the
draft, within which are not consistent overriding
issues such as (a) the price of electricity; (B)
tariffs for the transit of electricity; (C)
arrangement of power lines?

It is difficult to argue about the economic

nalysis, not having all the Bank's records. But
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the assertion that IRR infrastructure project
implemented in the poorest countries of the
world at 26% causes mistrust and many

questions about overoptimistic calculations
financiers.

Sincerely hope that the inspection panel
will hold an objective investigation and take the

right decision on the inadmissibility of its
implementation.

Yours

wnbayeva
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