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australianmap.nebrings together information, photoand
videos about many of Australia's nuclear projects. The
emphasis is on uranium mines and other nuclear facilities
such as Lucas Heights, former uranium processing plamds,
Britishnucleartest sites.

australianmab.’net

On the following pages are:
1 two indexesi one fa browsing entries in this file dgcation, another
to browse byfacility type (or browse online atustralianmap.nét
9 anoverview of issues arising from this research project
1 all the entriesfrom australianmap.net

The primary aim of australianmap.net is to produce a
website withaccurateinformation that is also
accessible and interesting. The eafrihave also been
collated into this PDF filéAnA2-sized poster will be
producedi pleaseemailif you can help fund the
printing of posters or would like to order some at cost
price (estimated at $1 per posie

australianmap.net owes its existence to the vision and IT expertise of Glenn Todd
from dvize.com Most of the entries were written by Jim Green, national nuclear
campaigner with Friends of the Earth. Nectaria Calastevsome of the South
Australian entriesA small group of people will update the website entri€kse
Sustainable Energy and Aditranium Service (SHAS) material produced by Dr
Gavin Mudd in the 1990s is an invaluable resource (as is Dr Mudd's Monash
Universitywebpagg. Thanks also to Jacob Grech for his worknditary sites
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OVERVIEW

Some of thaecurring patterns in Australia's nuclear histamng discussetiere
under the following headings: childrexposed to radiationracism; struggle;
unresolved radioactive contamination issy&leceit; whistleblowers; secrecy;
rhetoric versus reality; lessons not learahdsurveillance, intimidationand police
brutality.

Childrenexposed to radiation

Due to the lack of fencing, the contaminated Port Pirie Uranium Treatment Complex
site was used as playgroundby childrenfor a number of years. The situation was
rectified only after a skeyear community campaign.

After mining at Rum Jungle in the NT ceased, part of the area was converted to a
lake. As a crocodifree water body in the Davin region, the site became popular
despite the radioactivity.

In November 2010, the Rum Jungle South Recreation Reserve was closed due to
low-level radiation in the area. The Department of Resources advised the local
council to shut down the reserve agprecautionary measure.

In 2012, damage to a security gate allowed children to enter a contaminated site
near Kalgoorlie. More than 5,000 tonnes of tailings from the Yeelirrie uranium
deposit, near Wiluna, were buried there in the 1980s. BHP Billit@hitsaould
Improve security.

In a 1997 report, WMC admitted leaving the contaminated trial uranium mine at
Yeelirrie, WA, exposed to the public with inadequate fencing and warning signs for
more than 10 years. A spokesperson for WMC said a 1995 inspestiealed the
problems and also admitted that the company could have known about the

problems as early as 1992. WMC said there was inadequate signage warning against
swimming in a dam at the site, which was found to be about 30 times above World
Health Or@nisation radiation safety standards and admitted that people used the

dam for "recreational” purposes including swimming.

Children and adults alike have been exposed to radiation from the contaminated
uranium processing site &tunters Hilin Sydneyand children are more susceptible
to radiationrinduced cancers due to their growing bodie®nlyin recent yeardas
the contamination come to lighafter decades of deceit and obfuscatiarhe NSW
Health Commissiopovered uphe dangers of Hunters Hill. An internal memo


http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2008/04/11/1207856832354.html?page=fullpage#contentSwap1
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/if-asked-about-radiation-stall-official-tactic/2008/03/02/1204402275131.html

1977 told staff to "stall and be necommittal" when responding to queries.
Residents were told there was "no logical reason" to carry out radiation or health
tests even though the NSW government knew that there were compelling reasons
to do so.

A simiar attitude has been displayed towards people living nearL.itheas Heights
research reactorAn internal 1998 federal Department of Industry, Science and
Resources briefing document, obtained unéfieredom oflnformation legislation,
warnsgovernment officials: "Be careful in terms of health impdcton't really
want a detailed study done of the health of Sutherland residents."

Another incident with child safety concerns occurred in May 1997 when a
radioactive source wagtolenfrom an ANSTO promotional display at Menai High
School. An ANSTO spokesperson said the source could be handled "quite safely but
shouldn't be for long periodsThe radioactive source wagver recovered

In the 1950sthe BritishAustralian nuclear cabal
suppressedesearch demonstrating the
contamination of grazing shegmd cattlewith
strontium-90 from nuclear bomb testis Australia.
Whistleblower Hedley Marston warndtat proof of
widespread contamination would be found "ingh
bonesof children". The nuclear cabal and the
Australiangovernmentinitiated a testing progranin
1957, but it was done in secret usistplen body
partsfrom deadbabies, stilborns and infants Hedley Marstony

The Advertiseconspicuously failed to inform residents of Adelaide of the plume of
radioactivity which contaminated the city aftdre bunglednuclearbomb testof 11
October 1956The Advertisedid howeverrun a story in 1957 titletRadioactive
Children Are Brilliant a baselessheory from a British psychiatrist linking strontium
90 to 'brilliant’ children.

Racism

The nuclear industry has been responsible for some of the crudest racism in
Australia's history. This racism dategrh the British nuclear bomb tests in the

M p 1 & Rdyal QokiSissiciound that regard for Aboriginal safety was
characterised by "ignorance, incompetengfR Oy A OA&aYh bt 0 dzi
today.
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Nuclear engineer and whistleblower Alan Parkinson said of the Maralinga test site
‘cleanrup’ in the 1990s: "What was done at Maralinga was a cheap and nasty
solution that wouldn't be adopted on whitkellas hnd." The hanéack of the land

to Traditional Owners was dressed up as an act of reconciliation yet government
literature clearly explains that the aim was to reduce "Commonwealth liability
arising from residual contamination."

Aboriginal rights and ietrests were
trampled on by the Howard
government with itsattempt to
impose a dump in central South

1 dZAGNI EAF FTNRBY W™
Piti Kungka Tjuta, a council of senio
Aboriginal women from northern
South Australia, fought back and th
Kungkas won: "People said that you
can't win against the Government.
Jug a few women. We just kept
talking and telling them to get their
ears out of their pockets and listen."

The racism associated with
the federalgovernment's

plan to impose a dump on
Aboriginal land in the

Northern Territory is just as
crude.Martin Fergwson's
National Radioactive Waste
Management Act 2012

allows for the imposition of a
dump on Aboriginal land

_ _ with no consultation with or

g B L N =" consent from Traditional
Owners. Traditional Owner Dianne Stokes says: "Martin Ferguson has avoided us
and ignored outetters but he knows very well how we feel. He has been arrogant
and secretive and he thinks he has gotten away with his plan but in fact he has a big
fight on his hands."

Racism in the uranium mining industry typically involves some or all of the fojowi
tactics: ignoring the concerns of Traditional Owners insofar as the legal and political
circumstances permit; dividand-rule tactics; bribery; 'numbugging' Traditional



Owners (exerting persistent, unwanted pressure); providing Traditional Owners with
false or misleading information; and threats, most commonly legal threats.

The 1982 South Australian Roxby Downs Indenture Act, which sets the legal
framework for the operation of the Olympic Dam coppganium mine in South
Australia, was amended in 20biit it retains exemptions from the SA Aboriginal
Heritage Act. Traditional Owners were not even consulted-sagtion 40(6) of the
Commonwealth's Aboriginal Land Rights Act exempts the Ranger uranium mine in
the NT from the Act and thus removed the rigtitveto that Mirarr Traditional

Owners would otherwise have enjoyed. NSW legislation exempts any uranium mines
in that state from provisions of the NSW Aboriginal Land Rights Act.

As one specific example of the behaviour of the uranium mining industry, a
whistleblower leaked documents in the early 1980s about the Ben Lomond mine in
Queensland. The documents revealed that mining compaimatome had

destroyed several Aboriginal sites including significant sitgpossibly some 4000
years old This site wabulldozed by the company to make way for an evaporation
pond. The confidential documents revealed thdinatome had been aware dhe
Aboriginal sites since 1978 and was advised in an archaeological impact statement
that they should be protected.

Strugge

Governments and industryften get thar way yet there is a remarkable history of
community struggle against unwanted nuclear adlluy A dzy LINR 2SO0 & A
and no shortage of community victories.

The Kupa Piti Kungka Tjdtaught successfully against the Howamalvernments

plan for a national radioactive waste dumiphere is a strong chance that Muckaty
Traditional Owners antheir many supporters will defeat Martin Ferguson's plan to
AYLI2AS | RdzYLd 2y GKSANJfFYR® tFy3aSl wS:
an international higi S@St ydzOf SI NJ ¢ 4GS RdzWiedjusty ! d
two years due to overwhelmg public opposition.

The uranium industry has had victoriesuch as the overturning of the federal

ALP's policy of banning new uranium mimdsut has largely failed in its efforts to

develop new mines

1 ERA's aggressive pursuit of the Jabiluka uramune failed in the face of
unanimous opposition from Traditional Owners and a large mgjoifithe
Australian population.

1 ERA is continuing with plans to expledhe Ranger mine but lsagivenup on
plans for heap leach mining ihe face of public opposin.



1 Plans to mine Angela Pamela near Alice Springs have stalled in the face of
concerted cormunity opposition.

1 Koongarra in the NT has been protected from uranium miaimg) will be
incorporated into Kakadu National Park

1 Community opposition has put ameé to Marathon Resources' plan to mine
uranium at Mt Gee in the Arkaota Wilderness Sanctuary in SA.

1 Plans for uranium exploration and mining at Yankahi&ar Myponga on SA's
Fleurieu Peninsula, were defeated.

9 Several uranium mine plans have been pathwmld in recent years due to some
combination of community opposition and economic circumstances (e.g. Bigrlyi /
NT, Yeelirrie / WA, Lake Maitland / \M&intyre / WA.

Widespread antnuclear sentiment led the Howard government to introduce
legislation anning uranium enrichment, nuclear power reactors and nuclear
reprocessinglndeed the Howard government banned nuclear fuel cycle facilities
twice overi in the EPBC Act and the ARPANS Act.

Unresolved radioactive contamination issues

There have been fauclean ups' of the Maralinga nuclear test site. The fourth was
done on the cheap. Most likely there will be a fifth clean up ... and a sixth.

The contaminated Port Pirie Uranium Treatment Complex was closed in 1962. Fifty
years later, the SA governmesdys the site is "actively monitored to provide
additional information to assist with the ongoing development of management
plans and potential remediation."

Hunters Hill in Sydney has been the subject of controversy in recent years due to the
failure todecontaminate a former uranium processing site, and the use of the site as
residential landThe site was last used for uranium processing in 1915. Nearly a
century later and there is an ongoing debate over site contamination and an
appropriate location tastore radioactive waste arising from site remediation.

Not one of Australia's former uranium mines has reached a stage wereclossire
monitoring is no longer necessary. Rehabilitation and remediation of uranium mine
sites has proven to be more expevesandmore problematic than anticipated, with
extensive time periods where ongoing management and remediation are necessary.
Thelongd SN O23ada bt FTAYOZFA@UuK! LI ¥ RBLIdz2 Ny S
the mining companies.

WMC left the contamiated trial uranium mine at Yeelirrie, WA, exposed to the
public with inadequate fencing and warning signs for more than 10 years.



Uranium exploration in the Wiluna region in the 1980s left a legacy of pollution and
contamination. Even after a 'clean uthie site was left with rusting drums

O2Yy Ul AYAYy3A dzNF yAdzy 2NBZ YR | aiaday NBIF
exposed" was found lying face down in bushes.

At Mary Kathleen in Queensland, there is ongoing seepage of saline, metal and
radionucliderich waters from tailings, as well as ldevel uptake of heavy metals
and radionuclides into vegetation.

At Radium Hill in SA, maintenance of the tailings is required due to ongoing erosion.

At Rum Jungle in the NT, despite extensive rehabilitation and dexen of the
site, the Finniss River is still polluted with ongoing acid mine drainage.

At Nabalek in the NTdespite rehabilitation this former mine still requires ongoing
monitoring andthere has been ongoing site contamination andtlag impacts on
water quality.

Deceit

Australia's nuclear histomevealsmany instances aleceit(and obfuscation and
half-truths) by scientists, scientific bodseand ‘independent’ regulators.

It was no surprise that the Howard government described the shambldeam'aip’

of Maralingaass 2 NI Ra 06Said LN} OGAOSY + -oalled AU &
independent regulator, the Australian Radiation Praoi@e and Nuclear Safety
Agencymade the same claim despite solid evidence to the contrary. The ‘clean up'

did not meet Australian stadards let alone international best practice.

When the bombs were testeith the 1950sthe so-called Safety Committegnlluded
with politicians, bueaucrats and the establishment media to staganage publicity
before and after the bomb test®dlumerousAustralian and British scientists lent
their scientific authority to dishonest government claims about the environmental
and public health impacts ¢iie testsi some wereknighted

The Australian Safeguards and Nwoliferation Office (ASNO), the federal
government's statutory safeguards agency, is notorious for its dishonesty. ASNO's
falsehads include claims that nuclear power does not pose a proliferation risk, that
Australia only sells uranium to countries with 'impeccable’-pooliferation

credentials, and that all of Australia's uranium is 'fully accounted $mmetimes

ASNO misleadsy omission, as with its failure in 2008t&l Parliament's Joint


http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/marston.html
http://www.uow.edu.au/~bmartin/pubs/80nk/

Standing Committee on Treatidsat there had not been a single IAEA safeguards
inspection in Russia since 2001

¢CKS 1 dzZAGNIEALFY '02YAO 9y SNHE [/ 2YYAAAAZR2Y
b dzOtft SI NJ { OASYyOS FyR ¢SOKy2f23& hNAHFIYAal
environmental and public healthisksof the British bomb tests. The AAEC lied about

the disgraceful situatin at Rum Jungle from the 1950s onwards and refused to
NBftSFasS NBtSOlIyld AyF2NXYI A2y b S@OSy G2

a2 NB NI OS yiidférmes heddysf ANSITO's1Divisions of Reactors and
Engineering criticised ANSTO for its "misleading putaiersents" and for "sugar
coating" its informationn relation to plans for a new research reactor. He said:
"Surely there is someone at ANSTO with a practical reactor background and the
courage to flag when ANSTO is yet again, about to mislead the public.

French company Minatome undertook trial mining at Ben Lomond, near Townsville,
in the early 1980s. Federal MP Bob Katter spoke atimutleceit surrounding this
projectin Parlamentin 2005. He noted that Minatome initially denied reports of a
high-level radioactive spill, but then changed its story and claimed that the spill
posed no risk and did not reach the water system from which 210,000 people drank.

Bob Katter takes up the story: "For the next two or three weeks they held out with

that story. Futher evidence was produced in which they admitted that it had been a
dangerous level. Yes, it was about 10,000 times higher than what the health

agencies in Australia regarded as an acceptable level. After six weeks, we got rid of
lie number two. | thinkt was at about week 8 or week 12 when, as a state member

of parliament, | insisted upon going up to the site. Just before | went up to the site,
0KS O2YLIyeé IRYAOGUGSR b NBYSYOSNE Al g1l &
set up by the governmentto®2 0 SO0 dza ¢K2 @gSNB GStfAy3
reached the creek which ran into the Burdekin River, which provided the drinking
water for 210,000 people. We had been told three sets of lies over a period of three
months."

Whistleblowers

Whistleblowers havdrequentlyprovided information about accidents at Lucas

Heights. One such whistleblower wasArthur Tucker, who worked at the AAEC

FNRY mopcnbypd IS OtFAYSR (KFG 2y ydzYSNE
were obstructed or his findingeept secret. He said that heasdirected to stop his

studies into possible links between the use of metals such as beryllium and the lung
disease sarcoidosis, and that his research results were not publiBn&dcker also



claimed that his later attemstto reinforce his studies with similar work were
thwarted as funds, staff, and facilities were withdrawn.

ANSTQvhistleblowerswrote in April 2000:"The last 4 years have seen
unprecedented industrial actions resulting in kishe for ANSTO. The staff morale

Is exceptionally low ... because of unprecedented ineptitude at senior management
level.... The ANSTO Board has a very limited idea ot vehr@ally transpiring at

Lucas Heights. For instance, the radiation contamination scare last year was only
brought to the staffs attention because of a local newspaper. The incident was of
such gravity, that the executive should have made an announceowat the site
emergency monitor about the incident to inform the staff. Instead the management
practiced a culture of secrecy and cousgr, even to the extent of actively and rudely
dissuading staff from asking too many questions about the event. . ANSI O
management appears to be endeavoring to muzzle staff comments external to the
organisation (through the use of) Acknowledgment Undertaking (forms)."

Since 200/ANST@inadequate safety standards and its treatment of several
whistleblowers have ben the subject obngoing controversy and uftiple inquiries

In recent years wrkers at Olympic Dam have been warned of "disciplinary action" if
caught taking photos of the miriethis after a whistleblower released photos of
multiple leaks in tailings dams.

In 2010, another worker at Olympic Dam leaked documents sigtlvat BHP uses
manipulated averages and distorted sampling to ensure its official figures of worker
radiation exposure slip under the maximumpesure levelset by government, and
that claims made about worker safety are based on the false assumption that all
underground mine workers wear protective masks.

Twoscientificwhistleblowersi Dale Timmons and
nuclear engineer Alan Parkinsomput vast amounts of
information on the public record about theoubled
Maralinga 'clean up' in the late 19908.the 1950s,
scientist Hedley Marston tried to blow the whistle about
a significant plumef radioactivity which contaminated
Adelaide aftela bungled atomic bomb te$tbut The
Advertisemwould not run the sory and the nuclear cabal
went to extraordinary lengths to silence Marston.

In1976, one or more uranium industry worlsprovided Friads of the Earth with
informationwhichexposed the existence and activitiesagflobal uranium carteh
which Australia was complicithe documents also revealed shoddy environmknta



http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/anstostaff.html
http://www.foe.org.au/anti-nuclear/issues/oz/u/cartel

practices at uranium mines, close surveillance of NGOs, and secret government
advice to uranium companies about how to circumvent safeguards in order to sell
uranium to nonsignatories to the Nuclear NeRroliferation Treaty.

Secrecy

AAEGS YL 28S5Sa b YR LISNER2YYSt g2NJAy3a 2V
decades constrained by draconian legislation prewg them from public

comment.The AAEC began secret uranium enrichment in 1965 at Lucas Heights,
almost certainly connected to thetigrest in pursuing a weapons capabilifihe

head of the AAETPhilip Baxter was a leading figure in the informal and eclectic

group lobbying for the dewepment of nuclear weapons or a latent weapons
capability.The AAEC repeatedly provided the goveemtrwith advice on the

logistics and cost of pursuing a weapons capability while publicly maintaining the
fiction that its work was entirely disconnected from proliferation issues.

That tradition of sececy continues at Lucas Heights:

1 A senior governmenbureaucrat boasted oABC radion 1998 that the
government decided to "starve the opponents of oxygen" in relation to the
planned newesearchreactorat Lucas Heighig¢o "keep them in the dark
completely".

1 In 1999 the President of the Australian Nuclear Association complained about
the "culture of secrecy" at ANSTO.

1 A 2001 Senate Select Committee said that ANSTO's "attitude seems tr@tem
a culture of secrecy so embedded that it has lost sight of its responsibility to be
accountable to the Parliament."

The Australian Safeguards and Nmoliferation Office refuses to publicly release
important informationi examples includeauntry-by-country information on the
separation and stockpiling éfustralianobligated plutonium(i.e. plutonium
produced from Australian uraniumand nformation on nuclear accounting
discreparmies (Material Unaccounted For).

Olympt Dam enjoys exemptions from the Freedom of Information Mate owner
BHP Billitoralso maintains a shroud of secrecy by threatening workers with
"disciplinary action" for taking photos of the mine.

General Atomics HeathgateResourcesas a track reaa of secrecyn relation to

the Beverley mingsuch as its failure to publicly acknowledge a series of leaks before
the 2002 SA state election and its refusal to release key environmental reports until
the South Australian Ombudsman found that its comnain-confidence claims

were spurious.


http://www.abc.net.au/radionational/programs/backgroundbriefing/lucas-heights-over-reaction/3563922

Rhetoric versus reality

ANSTO portrays itself as being on the leading edge of Australia's scientific
endeavours. Yet a 1993 review commissioned by the federal government's Research
Reactor Review found that ANSTE&Egentific contributions werslight, ancthe

CSIRO argued that more productive research could be fufatétle cost of a new
research reactor.

ANSTGs keen to trumpet its production of medical radiopharmaceutitaisis

reluctant to acknowledge thanany countries have advanced nuclear medicine
programs without a domestic research reactBNSTQvhistleblowerssaidin April

2000 (when the Lwas Heights HIFAR reactor was offline for maintenarivég
understand that ANSTO has been obtaining supplies of samarium from South Africa
since the HIFAR shutdown in February with no dislocation, this isotope is usually
manufactured by ANSTO. It is furthenderstood that ANSTO has stopped its
importation of samarium from South Africa tprove' the need for a new reactor. If

this is the case it would appear that ANSTO is orchestrating its own circumstances to
ensure a new reactor.

A senior governmenbfficialinterviewed in 199&n ABC radisaid the

government's tactic wat appeal to the emotion of people: the loss of life, the

loss ofchildren's lives" with (specious) arguments about nuclear medidihe.same

rhetoric is being used to 'sell' th@an fora nuclear waste dump on Aboriginal land

in the NT Nuclear Radiologist Dr Pet€aramoskosold ABC TVh March 2012:

"Nearly all of the waste has got nothing to do with medicine ... That's a furphy that
Minister Fergusonhas SSy LINR Ydz IF GAyYy3 b FyR L &dzAa:
the public onside through an emotive campaign of disinformation.”

The rhetoric of the uranium industry is not matched by reality. That applies not only
to its environmental performance but al$o its contribution to the national

economy. There were waves of uranium exploration in the 1950saGfisdthat were
pursued with all the enthusiasm and expectation of the gold rushes. But these
yellowcake rushes delivered precious littlevegty of jobs oexport revenue.

More recently, we have been repeatedly invited to draw comparisons between
Australias uranium potential and Saudi Arabiarl riches.Yet theAustralian
uraniumindustry employs just 1760 people according to the World Nuclear
Organisatio (including500jobs inexploration ands0 inregulation). That is less
than 0.02% of total Austran jobs.


http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/anstostaff.html
http://www.abc.net.au/radionational/programs/backgroundbriefing/lucas-heights-over-reaction/3563922
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6RTcbdLPLdw&feature=related

Export revenue has also beanderwhelming uranium accounted for 0.32% of
Australian export revenue in 2005, 0.25% in 2006, 0.38% in 2007, 36fb @n
2008/09. For all the rhetoric about a 'nuclear renaissance’, global nucteeer
capacity remains stagnant and uranium's contribution to the Australian economy
has weakenedh the past few yeark the 201011 contribution was @1% of
nationalexport revenue The decline is due tweak prices, production problems

and shortfallsat Ranger and Olympic Dam, declining production at Beverley (2010
production was considerably less than half the 2004kpghe failure to bring new
mines into productionand the Fukushima disaster.

Still we are being invited toompareAustralia’'s uranium potentialith Saudi

Arabia's oil industry. Yet Saudi oil generates about 360 times as much export

revenue as Austran uraniumAustralia would have to export the entire world

uranium demand about 36 timesovér2 Y I 0 OK { | dzRarlytdeh f NBE GBS
comparison is absurd yet it persists.

Moreover the wealth from Australia's uranium export industrmag equitably
distributed. In arassessment of the Olympic Dam royaliggseement between the
SA government anBHP Billitonjournalist Paul Clearhyrote in The Australiarthat

it "has robbed the state's citizerand all Australians of the opportunity to share in
the profits of what will become the world's biggest mine."

The most disturbing gap between rhetoric and reality concerns the safeguards
systemwhich attempts to prevent the use of ‘civil' nuclear fdigb and materials

for weapons production. The rhetoric holds that Australia applies "strict" safeguards
which "ensure" peaceful use of Australian uranium, and that Australia efit/ s
uranium to countries withimpeccablé non-proliferation credentials.

Those claimsre far from the truth The former Director General of the International
Atomic Energy Agency, Dr. Mohamed EIl Baradei, noted that the safeguards system
suffers from "vulnerabilities" and "clearly needs reinforcemettigt efforts to
improvethe system have been "halffearted", andthat the system operates on a
"shoestring budget ... comparable to that of a local police department ".

As for the "impeccable” credentials of Australia's uranium custonfarstralia has
uranium export agreementwith nuclear weapons states in breach of their Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty disarmament commitments; countries with a history of
secret weaponselated research; countries that have not ratified the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty; countries blockingneiss on the proposed Fissile
Material CutOff Treaty; undemocratic, secretive states with appalling human rights
records (e.g. China, Russia); andréis now bipartisan agreement to sell uranium


http://www.theaustralian.com.au/business/opinion/a-case-of-olympian-incompetence-by-south-australia/story-e6frg9if-1226172260137?mid=523

to India, a countryhat has not signed the NPT and iggaged in an aggressive
nuclear arms race in South Asia.

Lessons not learnt

Uranium exploration at Mt Gee, SA, from 1969 left a legacy of contamination.
More recently, Marathon Resources was caught illegally disposing of mine drill
waste (and much else) after further exploration at Mt Gee.

The first 'clean up' of the Maralinga nuclear test site was inadequate. Thedecon
‘clean up' was inadequate. The third 'clean up' was inadequate. The fourth ‘clean up'
T in the late 19908 wasinadequate

Australia supplied uranium to the UK, only toskat returned in the form of

plutonium bombs which contaminated almost all of the mainland. Australia has sold
uranium to Japan, consistently turned a blind eye to pler safety record of TEPCO
and other Japanese utilities, and the fallout fréime Fukishimanuclear disastehas
reached the Top End of Australia.

Both major political parties now want to export uraniumao illiberal regime in the

Middle Easi the United Arab Emirated he last time Australia planned uranium

sales taan illiberal regime in thdiddle East was in 1978 when the Fraser

government wagiegotiating with the Shahoflrsdn I FS¢ Y2y iKa o0ST¥
overthrow during the Iranian Revolution. You'd think we'd learn. Proliferation

concerns are rife in the Middle Eastd there is a long history abvert nuclear

weapons progams and military strikes on nuclear plants

Asonefurther illustration of lessons not learnthé Howard government's attempt

to impose a radioactive waste dump in South Australia was characterised by a crash
through-or-crash approach (including the usecompulsory land acquisition

powers), racism, secrecy and deceit. The current Labor goverment's attempt to
impose a dump in the NT has been characterised by a-thashgh-or-crash

approach (including draconian legislation), racism, secrecy and diecgiems that

each new government must learn afresh tliladse tactics are not only

objectionable but also ineffective.

Surveillance, intimidation, police brutality

australianmap.netiscussegust one of the nunmerousexamples of infiltration of
anti-nuclear group$ a man who worked as an undercover agent for the Victorian
police before working in the private sectimcluding work for General Atomics /
Heathgate.



http://www.foe.org.au/anti-nuclear/issues/oz/britbombs/clean-up
http://www.theage.com.au/national/how-we-came-so-close-to-selling-uranium-to-iran-20081231-77y8.html
http://australianmap.net/

Police intimidation and brutality have been a recurring theme in the struggle over
nuclear issues in Atralia. One of the worst examples is discussed in
australianmap.net police brutality against environmentalists and local
Adnyamathanha people at the Beverley uranium mine in May 2000.

Another form of intimidation has been to threaten to sue criticso€lear projects
for defamation(for one of many examples ségs articlein The Agée Even if the
threats are not pursued through the courthey can have the effect of silencing
critics.

Jim Green

National nuclear campaigner
Friends of the Earth, Australia
jim.green@foe.org.au
Septembep012
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AUSTRALIAN SAFEGUARDS AND NON
PROLIFERATION OFFICE

The Australian Safeguards and Nmoliferation Office (ASNO) is the federa
government's statutory safeguards agency.

ASNO is notorious for its dishonesty and unprofessionalism. ASNQO's falsehoods
include claims that nuclear power does not pose a WMD proliferation risk, that
Australia only sells uranium to countries with 'impabte’' norproliferation
credentials, and that all of Australia's uranium is 'fully accounted for'.

ASNO is also notorious for its secrecy, such as its refusal to publicly release:

1 Countryby-country information on the separation and stockpilingfafstralan-
obligated plutonium (i.e. plutonium produced from Australian uranium).

1 'Administrative Arrangements', which are not nearly as innocuous as the name
adz33dsSada b GKSe O2y Gl Ay GAGlLE AYyTF2NYI
required by Australia.

1 Information on nuclear accounting discrepancies (Material Unaccounted For)
including the volumes of nuclear materials, the countries involved, and the
reasons given to explain accounting discrepancies.

1 The quantities of Australiaobligated nuclear material (primarily uranium and its
by-products) held in each country are confidenaald ASIKD acquiesces to that
situation.

1 At least some export agreements allow for further secrecy under the rubric of
"state secrets".

As an example of ASNO's activities, it misled parliament's treaties committee in
2008 by claiming that "strict" safegrds would "ensure" peaceful use of Australian
uranium in Russia and by conspicuously failing to tell the committee that there had
not been a single IAEA safeguards inspection in Russia since 2001. The treaties
committee made the modest recommendation tredme sort of a safeguards

system ought to be in place before uranium exports to Russia were approved, only
to have its recommendation rejected.


http://australianmap.net/
http://australianmap.net/australian-safeguards-and-non-proliferation-office/
http://australianmap.net/australian-safeguards-and-non-proliferation-office/

John Carlson, Direct&@eneral of ASNO from 192910,
now a 'Visiting Fellow' at the Lowy Institute.

More information:

T
l

Friends of the Earthwww.foe.org.au/antinuclear/issues/oz/u/safequards

Oy SNHe{ OASYyOS /21t AGA2YZY HAanTIE U2K2U3
Critique of the Australiangeguards and NoRroliferation Office’, Briefing Paper
#19,www.energyscience.org.au/factsheets.htorl direct download (PDF):
www.energyscience.org.au/BP19%20ASNO.pdf

US cable, 2005, 'Australian ideas to prevent a third term for IAEA DG El Barader',
http://wikileaks.org/cable/2005/02/05CANBERRA322.html

'‘Nuckar watchdog feels the heat over Russia ta#llliam BirnbauerThe Age5
October 2008www.theage.com.au/national/nucleawvatchdogfeelsthe-heat
over-russiadeal200810044ty9.html?page=1
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AUSTRALIAN RADIATION PROTECTION AND
NUCLEAR SAFETY AGENCY (ARPANSA)

The Australian Riation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency (ARPANSA) is
responsible for regulation of Commonwealth facilities such as the Australian Nuclear
Science and Technology Organisation's (ANSTO) nuclear research reactor site at
Lucas Heights. It has other furats such as to "promote uniformity of radiation
protection and nuclear safety policy and practices across the Commonwealth, States
and Territories".

ARPANSA was established in the-lH@80s after decades of public pressure for a
genuine independent regator. There was discussion about an independent board
with overall responsibility for ARPAN3Ae Howard Coalition government watered
0KFG ARSI R26Yy bpowefil ARPANSA GBD ami2AKSTO yas I  f
allowed to participate in the interview panel for the ARPANSA CEO job. ANSTO's
Communications Manager John Mulcair acknowledgddarch 199%hat the

ANSTO CEO's role in the ARPANSA CEO selection praxezdefensible.

There is a revolving door between ANSTO and ARPANSA, further undermining the
latter's independenceAt times ARPANSA has employed as many as-8ik8XO
employees, perhapsiore.

ARPANSA's handling of the 'clean up' of the Maralinga nuclear test site was its first
test and it was dailure. Nuclear engineer Alan Parkinson wrotdnisSeptember
2000submission to the Senate Select Committee for an Inquiry into the Contract for
a New Reactor dtucas HeightsThe newly formed Australian Radiation Protection
and Nuclear Safety Agency (ARPANSA) also has not performed particulkinyitael
first major assignmerit the Maralinga project. Unless their performance as
regulators improves, then the new reactor project will be a trail of compromises as
is the case on the Maralinga project.”

ARPANSA's handling of ANSTO's applications to build and operate a new research
reactor wasproblematicin many respects.

The 2001 Report of the Senate Select Committee for an Inquiry into the Contract for
a New Reactor stated that "provisions for public consutain the ARPANS Act
leave many questions unanswered."

A 2005Australian National Audit Office repastas highly critical of ARPANSA. It
said:



http://australianmap.net/arpansa
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The Regulatory Brahts operational objectives and activities are numerous, vary
considerably in scope, are not prioritised, and are insufficiently specific to be
clear or assessable.

[O]verall management of conflict of interest is not sufficient to meet the
requirements of he ARPANS Act and Regulations. ... Potential areas of conflict of
interest are not explicitly addressed or transparently managed.

¢CKS o6dz{ 2F tAO0OSyasS FraaSaayvySyda bt az2y
support of robust, documented procedures.

ARPANSA does not monitor or assess the extent to which licensees meet
reporting requirements. The ANAO found that there had been uméporting

by licence holders.

ARPANSA has reported only one designated breach to Parliament. This is
notwithstanding that there have been a number of instances where ARPANSA
has detected norcompliance by licensees.

Problems identified by the ANAO in 2005 atid in evidenceFor the past few years

the adequacy of ARPANSA's regulatory performance, and ARPANSA's independence,
have been repeatedly called into question in relation to a number of contamination
accidents at Lucas Heights. This ongoing saga isy@oted on the Friends of the
Earthwebsiteand a summary is included in the australianmap.net entnAIETO /

Lucas Height# few episodes of this sagavolving ARPANSA:

 on al N ke AB@epwmrts BARPANSA is under review over its handling of

safety breaches at the nation's only nuclear reactor. ... The Chief Auditor is
investigating how ARPAKN®andled the original allegations of safety breaches

and bullying at the nuclear site. ARPANSA last year released two conflicting
reports on the claims at the Lucas Heights facility.”

T Wdzt eParbamentary Secretary for Health and Ageing Catheriimg $aid

in amedia releas¢hat the Department will review the regulatory powers of
ARPANSA. This review follows an independent audit by the Audikrand

Control Branch of the Department of Health and Ageing into ARPANSA's handing
of two safety incidents at ANSTO in September 2007 and August 2008. The audit,
requested by the CEO of ARPANSA, found that there was a lack of consistency in
evidence and @nsparency in the handling of one of the incidents.

Mg Wdzy AKRMGMeaportinds thatARPANSAIaterim and finalreports

into contamination incidents at ANSTO did safficientlyexaminestatements

made by a whistleblower.

More information:
1 Friends of the Earthwww.foe.org.au/antinuclear/issues/oz/arpansa
1 ARPANSA websit@ww.arpansa.gov.au
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AUSTRALIAN NUCLEAR FREE ALLIANCE

Formed in 1997, théustralian Nuclear Free Alliance
(formerly the Alliance Against Uranium) brings together
Aboriginal people and relevant NGOs concerned about
existing or proposed nuclear developments in Australia,
particularly on Aboriginal homelands.

The Alliance holds an annuaketing which provides an
important forum for sharing of knowledge, skills and
experience. Annual meetings elect a national committee

which oversees the work of the Alliance for the following 12 months. A majority of
the Committee members are Aboriginaqple.

The Alliance helped to build the successful campaign to stop the Jabiluka uranium
mine in the Northern Territory, the successful campaign against a proposed national
nuclear waste dump in South Australia, and it has been involved in many other
canpaigns. Recent initiatives include:

1 challenging the pervasive racism of the uranium minir
industry;

9 public education work highlighting the unsustainable
impact of the nuclear industry on dwindling water -
resources;

1 an educational poster series coveringuiss from
radiation and health to nuclear waste;

9 submissions to government inquiries and assessmen
processes; and

1 challenging the role and legitimacy of the Australian
Uranium Association's ‘'Indigenous Dialogue Group'.

RADIATION AND HEALTH
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The successful Alliance model hasl tepinoffs' such as the creation of\@estern
Australian Nuclear Free Alliance
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2011 Allance meetlng Allce Sprlngs

The most recent Alliance meeting (2011) was attended by representatives of the
following Aboriginal and Indigenous Nations and other organisations: Arabunna,
Arrernte (central and eastern), Kadyede, Kokatha/AnterkirinyaatakMirning,
Kokatha/Narrangar, Larrakia, Mirarr, Navajo, Wajarri Yamatji, Warumungu,
Warlmanpa, Warlpiri, Whagjuk/Yuet, Wilman/Bibulman, Gundjeihmi Aboriginal
Corporation, Arid Lands Environment Centre, Australian Conservation Foundation,
Beyond Nuclealnitiative, Choose Nuclear Free, Conservation Council WA,
Environment Centre NT, Environmental Defenders Office (NT), French Network for a
Nuclear Phase Out, Friends of the Earth (Adelaide, Melbourne, Sydney, Brisbane),
Medical Association for Preventiori W/ar, Mundatharra Aboriginal Corporation,
National Tertiary Education Union (NSW), Public Health Association of Australia,
Western Australian Nuclear Free Alliance.

Honorary AIIiance PreS|denJ;$<okatha EldeMrs Eileen Wingfield
and Maralinga veteran Avon Hudson.



More information:

9 Australian Nuclear Free
Alliancewww.anfa.org.au

1 ANFA youtube channel

youtube.com/user/ANFAonline

1 Western Australian Nuclear
Free Alliance
nuclearfree.wordpress.com

www.nnfn.org.au
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1 Alliance cechair Peter Watts
addressing the Glmal Conference for a Nuclear Power Free World, Japan
youtube.com/watch?v=htQruwJORI4

9 Della Rae Morrison speaking at an Indigo Girls concert
youtube.com/watch?v=nhN{PE|aks
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NEW SOUTH WALES

LUCAS HEIGHTS NUCLEAR RESEARCH REAC
SITE

The Australian Nuclear Science and Tebbgy Organisation (ANSTO) operates
Australia's one and only nuclear reactorthe 20 MW(t) 'OPAL' research reactor at
Lucas Heights, approx. 25kms south of Sydney.

ThePAL research reactor at Lucas Heights.

Successive governmens have claimed that the reactor is necessary for medical and
scientific applications though the evidence for such claims is very weak. The desire
to continue to opeate a reactor is driven by questionable foreign policy objectives
(seeJean McSorley's paper

Anon-reactor futurefor ANSTO is viable based on a range of technologies, the most
important being particle accelerators including cyclotrons. These options ought to
be explored given the problems with research reactors, in particular tiseirimu
numerous nuclear weapons programs around the world, and the small risk of
serious accidents (there have beeit $atal research reactor accidents). ANSTO was
heavily involved in th@ush to build nuclear weapons in Austrahehe 1950s and

'60s.

As atSeptember2012, ANSTO fully supports the government's crude, undemocratic,
racist plango dump ANSTO's nuclear waste Aboriginal land in the Northern
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Territory. Previously, ANSTO fully supported the Howard government's racist plan to
impose a nuclear waste dump on Kokatha land in South Australia.

ANSTO is notorious for its dishonesty. For example, Tony Wood, foaaéraf the
Divisions of Reactors and Engineering at ANSTO's reactor plant in Sydney, has
criticised ANSTO for its "misleading public statements" and for "stmgting" its
information. Mr. Wood said in evidence to the Senate Select Committee Reactor
Inquiry in 2000/01: "If I had to sum up my concerns in one sentence, it would be
that for the first time in my long association with the AAEC and ANSTO I do not feel
comfortable with what the organisation is telling the public and its own staff."

Mr. Wood saidn verbal evidence to an ARPANSA Public Forum on 17 December

2001: "I believe that it is very important that the public be told the truth even if the

truth is unpalatable. | have cringed at some of ANSTO's public statements. Surely
there is someone at AN® with a practical reactor background and the courage to

flag when ANSTO is yet again, about to mislead the public."

The Commonwealth regulator, the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear

Safety Agency (ARPANSA), was established in th#98fes ater decades of public
pressure for a genuine independent regulator. Theees discussion about an

independent board with overall responsibility for ARPANSA. The Howard Coalition
32PSNYYSYyild 61 0SNSR R2gy (GKFG ARSI b AYyE
powerful ARPANSA CEO. Incredibly, ANSTO was allowed to participate in the

int SNWASG LI ySt F2NJ GKS !'wt!b{! /9h 2206
John Mulcair acknowledged that this was indefensible.

A culture of secrecy undermines community confidence in ANSTO. This culture has

been the subject of frequent criticism, fok@ample:

1 the Senate Select Committee Inquiry into the Contract for a New Reactor at
Lucas Heights, Final Report, May 2001, said: "The Committee is highly critical of
ANSTO's approach to providing documents. Its attitude seems to stem from a
culture of secrey so embedded that it has lost sight of its responsibility to be
accountable to the Parliament."

1 The same Senate Committee also said: "The Committee is highly critical of
ANSTO's attitude which seeks to make a parliamentary committee subordinate to
the whims of a government agency and prevents that committee from exercising
its responsibility to scrutinise the executive. The Committee therefore
appreciates the frustration experienced by the Sutherland Shire Council and
members of the public who have expemced a similar attitude."

1 Even Liberal and National Party senators on the Senate Committee said "... that
ANSTO could have been more helpful in providing certain less commercially



sensitive information to the Committee and could have been more willirgpék
a compromise when sensitive material was involved."

1 ExXANSTO scientist and later President of the Australian Nuclear Association, Dr.
Clarence Hardy, complained about the "culture of secrecy” at ANSTO when giving
evidence to a parliamentary Public VkerCommittee inquiry in 1999.

1 In 2000, the Sydney Morning Herald and Greenpeace were told that to acquire
two and 22 pages of information respectively under Freedom of Information
requests, they would be charged $7099 and $6809.

Inadequate sifety practices at Lucas Heights andadequateregulation by
ARPANSA

Since 2007, a saga has been unfolding regarding contamination accidents at the
Australian Nuclear Science and Technology Organisation (ANSTO), ANSTO's handling
of those incidents, ANSTO's treatmeffitwhistleblowers, the handling of the matter

by the Australian Radiation Protection and Nuclear Safety Agency (ARPANSA), and
the independence or otherwise of ARPANSA.

The saga has exposed inadequate safety practices at ANSTO and an inadequate
performanceby the regulator ARPANSA. The problems would not have been
exposed and partially rectified if not for a number of ANSTO whistleblowers.

A few snapshots of this saga are noted below and more details can be found on the
Friends of the Eartivebsite
f Hy ! dz3 dzingidenatat ANST® involving a vial of molybden@é An audit
found that proper processes were not followed: evacuation of the ardadt
occur, timely communication and event reporting, thorough investigation and
follow-up did not occur. The staff member in question had not completed
occupational health and safety induction training or a radiation safety course.
 Wdzy S David Bel, Bn ANSTO employee and stalificted health andsafety
officer,was suspended in June 2009 and sacked in June 2011. He repeatedly
raised concerns about contamination incidents and some of his concerns were
later vindicated. ANSTO states that his suspmnand dismissal were unrelated
to his statements regarding safety problems at ANSTO.
p al e AnABGQateknereport states "ARPANSA is Australia's nuclear
industry watchdog and Lateline has obtained a copy of its report into the
accident. It largely supports Bia Reid's concerns and raises further questions
about safety at Lucas Heights. ... ARPANSA's investigation found that radioactive
vials are regularly dropped, something that's been tolerated for years. There
have been no apparent attempts to introduce iropged handling systems.
Supervision and training have not been effective in delivering the standard of


http://www.foe.org.au/ansto-whistleblower-saga-2007-ongoing
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safety required at the facility. And there's been a lack of management awareness
about difficulties and failures at the facility."

1 June 201® ANSTO's CEO Dr Patersgknowledgeshat investigations into
contamination incidents found that "management arrangements in place at the
time were deficient in a number of respects.” Paterson praises Mr Reid for his
"valuable", "very useful" and "very positive" role in raising safety concerns.

y CS 0o NJzl ARE T\tatelmevepdsts that: "Australia's workpladeealth

and safety regulator, Comcare, has been called in to investigate the incidents.
Lateline's obtained a copy of its report. It goes even furfiiean ARPANSA]

finding that ANSTO has breached health and safety laws. It says ANSTO did not
take all resonable steps to provide and maintain a safe working environment. It
didn't take all reasonable steps to inform, instruct, train and supervise ANSTO
Health employees. It failed to comprehensively risk assess its
radiopharmaceutical production process andhiled to notify Comcare of safety
incidents."

Hy CS 0 NdzTheRustaliamemortéthat at least six ANSTO employees
claim they were bullied by management and, in some cases, suspended from
work after expressing concern about the safety of the plant's operations.

o a | NJ KTheiAustraliambportsthat: "Two employees of Australia's only
nuclear reactor facility who were suspended after raising safety concerns will
return to work in what amounts to a tacit admissiby the plant's administrators
that the accusations against them were overstated."

on al ND ke AB@epwmrts BAustralia's nuclear industry regulator,
ARPANSA, is under review over its handling of safety breaches at the nation's
only nuclear reactor. ... THéhief Auditor is investigating how ARPANSA handled
the original allegations of safety breaches and bullying at the nuclear site.
ARPANSA last year released two conflicting reports on the claims at the Lucas
Heights facility."

oM al e The/Austnalidmeportsthat a Governmentppointed panel found
that ANSTO's facilities are ageing, staff were worried that maartea occurred
only for the most urgent matters, and a more open approach to reporting health
and safety problems should be adopted.

T Wdzf ePariamentary Becretary for Health and Ageing Catherine King said
in amedia releasehat the Department of Health and Ageing will revidve
regulatory powers of ARPANSA. This review follows the receipt of an
independent audit by the Audit and Fraud Control Branch of the Department of
Health and Ageing into ARPANSA's handing of two safety incidents at ANSTO in
September 2007 and August 200he audit, requested by the CEO of ARPANSA,
found that there was a lack of consistency in evidence and transparency in the
handling of one of the incidents.

Md h Ol 2 o ANSTQis/DvPatersoommentson the frequency of
contamination incidents at ANSTO: "In a typical month we would be talking
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http://www.health.gov.au/internet/ministers/publishing.nsf/Content/mr-yr11-ck-ck026.htm
http://greensmps.org.au/content/estimates/ansto-3

about between three and perhaps 10, if there Hagen a significant number in
relation to particular production activities."

f mc al NX RKhe Austaliamebortsthat: "[ANSTO] used findings of an
inaccurate, biased and partially fabricatedhause report as the pretext to
adzALISYR b YR NBO2YYSYR (KS RAavYAaalf
and safety concerns over the mishandling of radioactive materials. The
condusion comes from an investigation by the national workplace regulator,
Comcare, into events surrounding an incident in September 2010 in which a third
employee was contaminated with radioactive yttrit®0 at the radioisotope
production facility (ARI). .The Comcare investigation report, completed last
December and obtained bihe Australianconfirms longrunning claims of
bullying and coveups at the Australian Nuclear Science and Technology
Organisation's Lucas Heights facility in Sydney's sou@omcare found the
ANSTO investigator's report "was not impatrtial or reliable" [and] that the
investigator included fabricated statements and "relied on hearsay and opinion
from personnel ... in the form of emails, conversations and handwritten notes"."

 19Wdzy' S WA KRWIG reborcommissioned by ARPANSA on September 2007
contamination incidents at ANSTO states that "we find that it is possible that the
version of events in Mr Reid's alk@ns did occur.” The KPMG report also finds
that neither the interim report nor the final report by ARPANSA "sufficiently
examined Mr Reid's allegations that a contamination incident ... occurred during
the morning of 3 September 2007."

More information about ANSTO:

1 Friends of the Earth webpagesww.foe.org.au/antinuclear/issues/oz/lh

1 ANSTQ@ Australian Nuclear Science and Technology Organisation
WWW.ansto.gov.au

9 Jean McSorley's analysis of the foreign policy agenda driving the new reactor

planhttp://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218

0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/mcsorley.html

Medical Association for the Prevention of Wawww.mapw.org.au

Sutherland Shire Environment Centre

http://ssec.org.au/our _environment/issues campaigns/nuclear/index.htm

1 Jim Green's websitettp://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218
0153Mwww.geocities.com/jimgreen3/index.html

T ARPANSAwww.arpansa.gov.au

= =1

More information about inadequate safety practices at ANSTO and inadequate
regulation:

9 Friends of the Eartlvebsite

1 Lucas Heights whistleblower sparks nuclear safety feB€, 5 May 2010



http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national-affairs/health/nuclear-reactor-bullying-exposed/story-fn59nokw-1226300909197
http://arpansa.gov.au/pubs/disclosure/KPMGReport.pdf
http://www.foe.org.au/anti-nuclear/issues/oz/lh
http://www.ansto.gov.au/
http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/mcsorley.html
http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/mcsorley.html
http://www.mapw.org.au/
http://ssec.org.au/our_environment/issues_campaigns/nuclear/index.htm
http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/index.html
http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/30410/20090218-0153/www.geocities.com/jimgreen3/index.html
http://www.arpansa.gov.au/
http://www.foe.org.au/ansto-whistleblower-saga-2007-ongoing
http://www.abc.net.au/lateline/content/2010/s2891488.htm

June 201® Senate Estimatesith Greens Senator Scott Ludlam and ANSTO's Dr
Paterson

Report slams Australian nuclear reactaBC Lateline, 8 Feb 2011

Safety breaches at reactdihe Australian, 8 Feb 2011

Nuclear whistleblower treated unfairlijne Australian, 8 Feb 2011

Video: Report slams Australian nuclear reactor (ABC Latelirkeb 2011
Report scathing of nuclear reactor saf&BC, 9 Feb 2011

Nuclear reactor under investigatiorhe Australian, 9 Feb 2011

Nuclear safety breaches concern OppositiaBC, 9 Feb 2011

Reactor staff 'bullied over safety concerriBhe Australian, 28 Feb 2011
Backdown at Lucas Heights over safety claifhe Australian, 3 March 2011
Nuclear agency safety 'stuck in 70&e Australian, 24 May 2011
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Lucas Heights nuclear reactor bullying expoddte Australian, 16 March 2012
Third nuclear worker in bullying clajiihe Australian, 22 March 2012

KPMG reporcommissioned by ARPANSA

HY al e Budgemkstiniates ANSTO
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JERVIS BAYFORMER PROPOSED NUCLEAR
POWERSITE

In the 1950s and 1960s, numerous submissions to federal Cabinet argued that one
of the benefits of nuclear power plants would be their capacity to produce
plutonium for weapons. Australia pursued plans for a power reactor at Jervis Bay in
the late 1960s and then Prime Minister John Gorton later admitted: "We were
interested in this thing because it could provide electricity to everybody and it could,
if you decided later on, it could make an atomic bomb." (Pilita Clark, "PM's Story:
Very much alive.and unfazed,Sydney Morning Heraldanuary 1, 1999.)

Site work began, and tenders from overseas suppliers were received and reviewed.
However Gorton's position as leader of the Liberal Party was under pressure and he
resigned in March 1971. Williamd¥ahon succeeded him. McMahon was less
enthusiastic about nuclear power than his predecessor. Reasons for this included
concern over the financial costs, awareness of difficulties being experienced with
reactor technology in Britain and Canada, and a noangious attitude in relations


http://greensmps.org.au/content/estimates/ansto-1
http://www.abc.net.au/lateline/content/2011/s3133626.htm
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national-affairs/safety-breaches-at-lucas-heights-reactor/story-fn59niix-1226002527357
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/nuclear-whistleblower-treated-unfairly-investigation-finds/story-e6frfkwi-1226002667702
http://www.abc.net.au/reslib/201102/r715416_5636061.asx
http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2011/02/09/3133632.htm
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national-affairs/lucas-heights-nuclear-reactor-under-government-investigation/story-fn59niix-1226003280523
http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2011/02/09/3134526.htm?site=news
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/nation/lucas-heights-nuclear-reactor-staff-bullied-over-safety-concerns/story-e6frg6nf-1226013779848
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/nation/backdown-at-lucas-heights-over-safety-claims/story-e6frg6nf-1226014907843
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/health-science/nuclear-agency-safety-culture-stuck-in-70s/story-e6frg8y6-1226062301828
http://greensmps.org.au/content/estimates/ansto-2
http://greensmps.org.au/content/estimates/ansto-3
http://scott-ludlam.greensmps.org.au/content/estimates/ansto-4
http://greensmps.org.au/content/transcript/arpansa-0
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national-affairs/health/nuclear-reactor-bullying-exposed/story-fn59nokw-1226300909197
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/health-science/third-nuclear-worker-in-bullying-claim/story-e6frg8y6-1226306643982
http://arpansa.gov.au/pubs/disclosure/KPMGReport.pdf
http://greensmps.org.au/content/estimates/ansto-5
http://australianmap.net/jervis-bay/
http://australianmap.net/jervis-bay/

to weapons production. McMahon put the Jervis Bay project on hold and the Labor
government, elected in 1972, did nothing to revive the Jervis Bay project.

More information:

9 Friends of the Earthwww.foe.org.au/antinuclear/issues/oz/ozbombs

9 Jacques E.C. Hymans, 20(htopes and Identity: Australia and the Nuclear
Weapons Option, 1949999, Nonproliferation Review, Vol.7, No.1, Spring, pp.1
23. http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol07/7 1toc.htmor direct download:
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol07/71/hym71.pdf

1 Jim Walsh, 1997, 'Surpris@®n Under: The Secret History of Australia's Nuclear
Ambitions', The Nonproliferation Review, Fall, pAQL
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol05/51toc.htnor direct download:
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol05/51/walsh51.pdf

1 Alice Cawte'Atomic Australia: 1944990, Sydney: New South Wales University
Press, 1992.

1 Wayne ReynoldsAustralia’'s bid for the atomic bomiMelbourne Uniersity
Press, 2000.

Videos:

9 Fortress Australia parts 5&6:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=JZ6mV6QbvJ4
www.youtube.comwatch?feature=player embedded&v=U69G zupN9k
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PROCESSING PLANT

From 1911 to 1915, a small amount of uranium ore from RadHilmn South

Australia was chemically processed at Hunter's Hill, New South Wales, to extract the
valuable radium. Radium is a radioactive decay product from uranium, and has a

high radioactive intensity due to its half life of 1601 years. At the timeium was
g2NIK a2YS onnInnn LBdzyRa LISNJ 2dzy OS bt (
per ounce. Although records are incomplete, it is estimated that some 2,000 tonnes

of uranium ore was transported from Radium Hill to Hunters Hill and no more than

1-2 grams of radium was produced, along with several tonnes of uranium oxide as a
by-product.

After abandonment in 1915, the adjacent land was converted to a tin smelter, which
operated until 1964. At this time, the area was considered for residential housing


http://www.foe.org.au/anti-nuclear/issues/oz/ozbombs
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol07/71toc.htm
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol07/71/hym71.pdf
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol05/51toc.htm
http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/npr/vol05/51/walsh51.pdf
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=JZ6mV6QbvJ4
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=U6qG_zupN9k
http://australianmap.net/434/
http://australianmap.net/434/

and an assessment by the Australian Atomic Energy Commission (AAEC, now
ANSTO) concluded this was safe with respect to radiation risks. In the late 1970s,
however, with greater public knowledge of the science behind radiation exposure,
major concernswerdll A ASR FF02dzi NI RAIFIGA2Yy NRaila |
obvious presence of uranium tailings from the radium processing.

The NSW Government bought several houses, demolished those on 7 and 9 Nelson
Parade, but failed to undertake a complete sitenediation. A NSW Upper House
Inquiry in 2008 covered the history and nature of the site in detail, but there was

still no public plan for remediation. In late 2011, the NSW Government be&gan
process towardsemediation butthat process has been the subjeof controversy

and opposition, particularly around a proposed site for storage of radioactive waste
from Hunters Hilllt can be expected that of the order of 2,000 tonnes of radioactive
waste would be generated by any site clagm with a similar ragiactivity to

tailings at the Ranger uranium mine.

Children and adults alike have beexposed to radiatiofrom the contaminated
Hunters Hilkite and many are understandably angry about the decades of deceit
and obfuscation. The NSW Health Commissmrered upthe dangers of Hunters

Hill. An internal meman 1977 told staff to "stall and be necommittal” when
responding to queriesResidents were told there was "no logical reason" to carry

out radiation or health tests even though the NSW government knew that there
were compelling reasons o sa A senior public servant told officials that radiation
testing should continue "provided that in so doing we do not conspicuously draw
attention to ourselves and we do not discuss the matter with other persons, such as
the couwncil, until further advised".



http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2008/04/11/1207856832354.html?page=fullpage#contentSwap1
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/if-asked-about-radiation-stall-official-tactic/2008/03/02/1204402275131.html

Above and below the Hunters Hill site

Update:

Uranium smelter's legacy moves on

Ben Cubby, 16 December 204&p://www .smh.com.au/environment/uranium
smelterslegacymoveson-201212152bgh3.html

THE controversial cleanp of a radioactive site in Hunters Hill is set to begin early
next year, with any hazardous waste to be moved from the harbourside suburb to
Lidcombe, tle NSW government sayBhe contaminated properties in Nelson
Parade- once the site of a uranium smeltehave been a thorn in the side of
residents and governments for nearly a century.

After years of denials from successive governments about the egfehe
contamination, the cleatup will now be extended to include suspected radioactive
hot spots in neighbouring backyards and at the harbour foreshore.

The Premier, Barry O'Farrell, all but ruled out dumping the contaminated dirt at a
Kemps Creek wastacility in western Sydney last year, in the face of protests from
Penrith residents and councillors.

But the new plan involves reclassifying most of the contaminated earth as
"restricted solid waste", allowing it to be trucked to Kemps Creek. Any nahteat

Is shown to be dangerously radioactive will be taken to a secure storage facility in
Lidcombe, operated by the Office of Environment and Heritage.

More information:

1 'If asked about radiation, stall: official tacti8 March 2008,
www.smh.com.au/news/national/faskedaboutradiation-stallofficial
tactic/2008/03/02/1204402275131.html



http://www.smh.com.au/environment/uranium-smelters-legacy-moves-on-20121215-2bgb3.html
http://www.smh.com.au/environment/uranium-smelters-legacy-moves-on-20121215-2bgb3.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/if-asked-about-radiation-stall-official-tactic/2008/03/02/1204402275131.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/if-asked-about-radiation-stall-official-tactic/2008/03/02/1204402275131.html

1 NSW Upper House Inquiry:
www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/Prod/pariment/committee.nsf/0/8C6EFA4FA782ED
C5CA25744B0007DA3B

1 NSW governmentCurrent projects: Hunters Hill,
www.lpma.nsw.gov.au/spa/our_business/current _projects

9 'Lidcombe residents gather in force to protest nuclear waste plans
http://parramatta-advertiser.whereilive.com.au/news/story/lidcombesidents
gatherin-force-to-protest-nuclearwasteplans

1 'Radioactive homes need rule®5 October 2009,
www.sciencealert.com.au/news/2009051®932.html

1 ‘'Uranium tests kept secretinquiry hears, 4 July 2008,
http://ntne.ws/articles/article.php?d=3227

9 'Owners of uraniuraced land to sue Governménil December 2008,
www.smh.com.au/news/environment/ownefsf-uraniumbcedlandto-sue
government/2008/12/10/1228584929906.html

1 'Records raise fears over smelter site's toxic leg&@bruary 26, 2008,
www.smh.com.au/news/national/recordrisefearsover-smeltersitestoxic-
leqgacy/2008/02/25/1203788248562.html

1 'Luxury home is too radioactive to live,idune 25, 2008,
www.smh.com.au/news/environment/luxurpome-is-too-radioactiveto-live-
in/2008/06/24/1214073246944.html

1 'Home owners plan to sue after tests find radiation hot spdigril 19, 2008,
www.smh.com.au/news/national/home®wnersplanto-sueafter-testsfind-
radiation-hot-spots/2008/04/18/1208025479619.html

1 'Nuclear dump: family seeks answers on dedth&pril 12, 2008,
www.smh.com.au/articles/2008/04/11/1207856832354.html?page=fullpage#co
ntentSwapl

1 'Uranium site tdoe cleanset March 27, 2009yww.smh.com.au/environment/
uraniunmsite-to-be-cleansed200903269cey.html
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WETHERILL PARK IRRADIATION PLANT

Wetherill Park is home to one of Australia's food irradiation plants. In Australia all
irradiation plants use cobafiO, a nuclear materidhat emits gamma rays. Herbal
teas, spices and some tropical fruits are permitted for irradiation in Australia.

Irradiation changes food in ways that have not been adequately tested for safety.
Irradiationdepletes food and vitamingnd causes the formatn of radiolytic
productswhose effect on human health is not known.


http://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/Prod/parlment/committee.nsf/0/8C6EFA4FA782EDC5CA25744B0007DA3B
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http://parramatta-advertiser.whereilive.com.au/news/story/lidcombe-residents-gather-in-force-to-protest-nuclear-waste-plans
http://parramatta-advertiser.whereilive.com.au/news/story/lidcombe-residents-gather-in-force-to-protest-nuclear-waste-plans
http://www.sciencealert.com.au/news/20090510-19932.html
http://ntne.ws/articles/article.php?id=3227
http://www.smh.com.au/news/environment/owners-of-uraniumlaced-land-to-sue-government/2008/12/10/1228584929906.html
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http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/records-raise-fears-over-smelter-sites-toxic-legacy/2008/02/25/1203788248562.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/records-raise-fears-over-smelter-sites-toxic-legacy/2008/02/25/1203788248562.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/environment/luxury-home-is-too-radioactive-to-live-in/2008/06/24/1214073246944.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/environment/luxury-home-is-too-radioactive-to-live-in/2008/06/24/1214073246944.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/home-owners-plan-to-sue-after-tests-find-radiation-hot-spots/2008/04/18/1208025479619.html
http://www.smh.com.au/news/national/home-owners-plan-to-sue-after-tests-find-radiation-hot-spots/2008/04/18/1208025479619.html
http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2008/04/11/1207856832354.html?page=fullpage%23contentSwap1
http://www.smh.com.au/articles/2008/04/11/1207856832354.html?page=fullpage%23contentSwap1
http://www.smh.com.au/environment/uranium-site-to-be-cleansed-20090326-9cey.html
http://www.smh.com.au/environment/uranium-site-to-be-cleansed-20090326-9cey.html
http://australianmap.net/wetherill-park-food-irradiation-plant/

In 2009 the irradiation of cat food was banned in Australia after nearly one hundred
cats became ill and many diethis has prompted many pet food companies to
review their policies rgarding irradiation, recognising pet health concerns. The
Australian government has yet to recognise that similar risks exist for human health.

Under Australian law, pet food, animal feed, therapeutic goaas$ complementary
medicines are not classified dfood". These products can, therefore be irradiated
with no labelling requirements. Many of these products are packagedaladin a
similarmanner and on the same retailer shelves as products that are classified as
"food". Consumers have no way to desc that the products fall under different
regulatory bodies and therefore have differing labelling requirements.

More information: http://foodirradiationwatch.org

Short video on the problems with irradiabn:
www.engagemedia.org/Members/kimk/videos/fifilm.mov/view
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RADIOACTIVE WASTE DUMP SITE
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establish a national radioactive waste dump at Muckaty, 120 kms north of Tennant
Creek in the Northern Territory. Nén the federal Bureau of Resource Sciences
conducted a preliminary site selection study in the 1990s, based on environmental

and scientific criteria, the Muckaty area did not even make the shgiras a

"suitable" site for a nuclear dump. Yet Muckatyhie only site now under

consideration.

A small number of Traditional Owners support the proposed dump in return for a

PMH YAfEtA2Y LI O1Fr3S tA1Ste 42 o6S dzaSR 1
and infrastructure that ought to be available without having to host a toxic waste

dump. The systematic stripping back of resources for small remote Indigenous
communities is the current policy approach of both the NT faatkral

governments. Such a context increases the pressure on people to consider accepting
long-term and high impact projestlike the waste dump to maintain funding for
outstations and smaller communities.

. \
Most Traditional Owners oppose the dump 3“‘/3 .
and have been ignored by the government. B h .
Resources minister Martin Ferguson has _— R
refused countless requests to meet with ~ %

them. P ~

The[ F 62NJ 32F3SNYYSYlil b BAUK hLILIZaAdu y
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law in March 2012. The NRWMA is draconian, overriding all state/territory laws
including NT legislation which seeks to ban the imposition ofeancdumps. The Act

limits the application of federal environmental protection laws, Aboriginal heritage
protection legislation, and appeal rights. It limits rights to 'procedural fairness'. It
permits the establishment of a radioactive waste dump evehafé is no

consultation with or consent from Traditional Owners. Labor has broken all of its
promises to handle this issue in an open, transparent and fair manner.


http://australianmap.net/muckaty
http://australianmap.net/muckaty

Senior Muckaty Traditional Owners have initiated legal action in the Federal Court
challengng the nomination of the Muckaty site. There is also strong opposition from
the NT government, trade unions, environmental and public health NGOs, church
groups, etc. Councils and communities along potential transport routes have begun
to voice their oppsition. Thousands have attended public meetings around
Australia to listen to Muckaty Traditional Owners voice their concerns.

Above and below: Muckaty Traditional Owners at a Senate Committee hearing in

Darwin.
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Most of the waste is at the Lucasibflets nuclear reactor site south of Sydney,
operated by the Australian Nuclear Science and Technology Organisation (ANSTO).
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Nuclear Association, and even Martin Ferguséngy RS LI NI YSy il &t Kl
acknowledged that ongoing storage at Lucas Heights is a viable option.

More information:

l
)l
)l

= =

Beyond Nuclear Initiativeeww.beyondnuclearinitiative.wordpress.com

Friends of theearthwww.foe.org.au/antinuclear/issues/oz/nontdump

Central Land Council, New waste dump legislation fundamentally flawed, 14
March 2012www.clc.org.au/mediaeleases/article/newwaste-dump-
legislatiorfundamentallyflawed/

Federal governmentvww.radioactivewaste.gov.au

NSWParliamentg Joint Select Committee into the Transportation and Storage of
Nuclear Waste, 2004vww.parliament.nsw.gov.au/nuclearwaste

Videos:

l
T
l

Beyond Nuclear Youtube channelvw.youtube.com/user/beyondnuclear
Muckaty Voicegoutube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=xcuNpT840vo
From Muckaty to Melbourné public meeting with Dianne Stokes:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=nadlwfLapPg#!
Kylie Sambo rap 'Don't Waste Muckaty"'
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player _embedded&v=nadlwfLapPg#!
Public meeting in Darwila Traditional Owners, lawyer, greenies:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=IUx EC8Ri4g#!
Action at Martin Ferguson's office:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player _embedded&v=mad&AeU#!
Al Jazeera report:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=Yq6OBER!
Hectrical Trade Union refalk at PaiamentHouseprotest, 2011
www.youtube.com/watch?v=C8UhFdIAN9c&feature=related

Dianne Stokes speaking in Sydney, December 2011
www.youtube.comivatch?v=IpgcOsHrL2M&feature=relmfu

Lawyer George Newhouse speaking in Sydney, December 2011:
www.youtube.com/watch?v=g13jgWUw_9c&feature=relmfu

ABC, March 2012;®inute story on poposed dump with emphasis on
government scaregnongering in relation to nuclear medicine:
www.youtube.com/watch?v=6RTcbdLPLdw&feature=related
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http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=g13jqWUw_9c&feature=relmfu
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6RTcbdLPLdw&feature=related

RANGER URANIUM MINE

Ranger uranium mine

The Ranger uraum mine operates on the lands of the Mirarr Traditional Owners.
The mine lease sits within the bounds of the Kakadu National Park and has been
operating for over 30 years. In that time there have been over 200 leaks, spills and

operating breaches. The Rger mine has generated over 30 million tonnes of liquid
tailings waste.

8 | \
Yvonne Margarula, Senior Mirarr Traditional Owner


http://australianmap.net/ranger-uranium-mine/

In 2005, minig company ERA was found guilty and fined for a contamination
incident in March 2004 where 150 people were exposed to drinking water
containing uranium levels 400 times greater than the maximum Australian safety
standard. Twenteight mine workers suffereddverse health effects including
vomiting and skin irritation as a result of the exposure.

In 2009, it was revealed that around 100,000 litres of contaminated water is leaking
daily from the tailings dam.

In 2012 the open cut Ranger mine is close to p@rhausted. However, ERA are
pursuing an underground expansion to access the Ranger 3 Deeps uranium deposit.
This expansion could see an exploration decline running up to 450 metres
underground.

More information:

9 Gundjehmi Aboriginal Corporatiomww.mirarr.net

1 Environment Centre of the Northern Territongvw.ecnt.org

9 Australian Conservation Foundatisnww.acfonline.org.au/be
informed/northernaustraliaand-nuclearfree

1 Senate References and Legislation Committee, October 2003, "Regulating the
Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverly and Honeymoon uranium mines"
www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary Business/Committees/Senate  Committees?url=
ecita_ctte/completed inquiries/20024/uranium

1 Senate Select Committee on Uranium Minargl Milling, 1997, Uranium Mining
and Milling in Australia
www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary Business/Committees/Senate _Committees?url
uranium_ctte/report/contents.htm
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In the late 1970s, mining companies developed the Ranger mine in Kakadu National
Park, NT, despite the opposition of Mirarr Traditional Owners.

Then the mining companies wanted to develop the nearby Jabilugasile The
Mirarr maintain they were tricked, cajoled and pressured into a 1982 Jabiluka
‘agreement’. But the mine remained undeveloped because of the federal Labor
government's nenew-uraniummines policy from 19836.


http://www.mirarr.net/
http://www.ecnt.org/
http://www.acfonline.org.au/be-informed/northern-australia-and-nuclear-free
http://www.acfonline.org.au/be-informed/northern-australia-and-nuclear-free
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate_Committees?url=ecita_ctte/completed_inquiries/2002-04/uranium
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate_Committees?url=ecita_ctte/completed_inquiries/2002-04/uranium
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate_Committees?url=uranium_ctte/report/contents.htm
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Senate_Committees?url=uranium_ctte/report/contents.htm
http://australianmap.net/jabiluka-uranium-deposit/

Then, under the Howard Coalition government, mining company ERA tried once

again to develop Jabiluka in the late 1990s. The Mirarr led an extraordinary mass
Y2@SYSyd (2 adGd2L) 0KS YAYS b | ytiRhaiekoS a A N
contend with the operating Ranger mine and plans to expand Ranger, as well as the
likelihood that at some future date there will once again be pressure to mine

Jabiluka.

More information:

1 Gundjehmi Aboriginal Corporatigaww.mirarr.net

9 Environment Centre of the Northern Territory
www.ecnt.org

9 Australian Conservation Foundation
www.acfonline.org.au/banformed/northern
australiaand-nuclearfree

9 Senate References and Legislation Committee, Octo
2003, "Regulating the Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverly and
Honeymoon uranium mines"
www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary Business/Committees/Custom_Contents/Senat
eCommittees/ecitactte/completedinquiries/200204/uranium/report

Videos:

1 Message from Yonne Margarula:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=0DqgJOKt8G4
M#!



http://www.mirarr.net/
http://www.ecnt.org/
http://www.acfonline.org.au/be-informed/northern-australia-and-nuclear-free
http://www.acfonline.org.au/be-informed/northern-australia-and-nuclear-free
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Custom_Contents/SenateCommittees/ecitactte/completedinquiries/200204/uranium/report
http://www.aph.gov.au/Parliamentary_Business/Committees/Custom_Contents/SenateCommittees/ecitactte/completedinquiries/200204/uranium/report
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=ODgJQKt8G4M%23!
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=ODgJQKt8G4M%23!

1 10-minute documentary:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=qAHakGoSRdA
1 Fight For Country:
www.engagemedia.org/Members/pipstarr/videos/Fight For Country. vl
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ANGELA PAMELA URANIUM DEPOSIT

Angela Pamela comprises a number of adjacent uranium deposits located 23 kms
south of Alice Springs. It wésst identified and explorethy German mining
company Uranerz from 1972983.

The NT government in February 2008 accepted a bid ¥y0506intventurers

Paladin Energy and Cameco Australia to explore Angela Pamela. The joint venture
partners undertook exploratory drilling with a view to developing an epet/
underground uranium mine and processing mill.

Paladinstatesthat the total inferred mineral resource is 13,980 tonnes U308, from
10.7 million tonnes of ore, 1310 ppm grade.

According taCameco Australidlt was expected to have a conventional hard rock
mill and an alkaline leaching circuit, with production possibly in 2012. However, in
September 2010 for political reasons the Northern Territory government refused to


http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=qAHakGoSRdA
http://www.engagemedia.org/Members/pipstarr/videos/Fight_For_Country.mp4/view
http://australianmap.net/angela-pamela
http://www.paladinenergy.com.au/default.aspx?MenuID=191
http://www.cameco.com/australia/other_projects/northern_territory/angela/

allowthe Amelat I YSt I LINRP 2SO0 -4021, thaNRoQ&StBeRsdnthe Ly
joint venture agreed that Paladin would assume control of the joint venture."

Cameco Australia furthestates "In November, 2010, the joint venture announced
that the project would have a reduced program and budget for the rest of 2010 and
the early part of 2011. The announcement took into account the uncertainty created
by a policy statement madie previous month by the government of the Northern
Territory that it would not allow any uranium mine to be built in proximity to Alice
Springs."

Updateson the Paladin website stagt November 2010. A November 2010 Paladin
media releasesays the joint venture partners remain committed to the project but it
would continue "with a reduced program and budget for tiest of this year and

GKS FANBG LINIL 2F Hamm & ¢KS YSRAIF NBf €
close their shop front office in Alice Springs and operate from an industrial shed in
Alice Springs.

Cameco Australia's regional director Jenniferki3aidin February 2011: "Obviously
we're in a bit of a gslow mode given the Government's announcement last year

but we are still looking at it."

The Australia, | O2 $a SNRRE OE  ddbplelSiddboist thesNITA abor
government's decision to oppose mining at Angela Pamela. The Australian Uranium
Assocition was alsainhappy

Opponents of uranium mining at Angela Pamela were delighteddligdon the NT

governmaent:

1 to unequivocally rule out approving any future application for a mineral lease at
the site;

1 to rule outextending the current exploration lease held by Cameco as well as
rule out granting a future exploration lease over the site to other miners; and

1 to declare the site 'special reserved land' undéd.2 of the new Minerals Titles
Act

Asof June 2012, the NT Labor government had not taken any of thieps.

During parliamentary sittings in Alice Springs in April 2011, an NT government
motionb O NNASR Mo @203S&8 2 mMH b SYR2NESR
establishment of the Angela Pamela uranium mine.

In February 2011, the NT Country Liberal Paggtfirmedits policy of supporting
uranium mining. The NT News reported that many party members were furious


http://www.cameco.com/australia/other_projects/northern_territory/angela/
http://www.paladinenergy.com.au/default.aspx?MenuID=95
http://www.paladinenergy.com.au/default.aspx?MenuID=95
http://www.abc.net.au/rural/nt/content/201102/s3145736.htm
http://www.theaustralian.com.au/business/rising-risk-for-uranium-miners/story-e6frg8zx-1225933504109
http://www.ntnews.com.au/article/2010/10/05/184351_ntnews.html
http://www.stopangelapamela.org.au/?page_id=113
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nt/num_act/mta201027o2010211/s112.html
http://www.austlii.edu.au/au/legis/nt/num_act/mta201027o2010211/s112.html
http://www.minerals.org.au/news/angela_pamela_uranium_mine_opposition_to_establishment/
http://www.ntnews.com.au/article/2011/02/14/212481_ntnews.html

after CLP leader Terry Mills had followed the Labor NT Government and opposed
the proposed Angela Pamela uranium mine in late 2010. A series of in(&tRal

emails wergoublishedby the NT News. Some CLP parliamentarians have repeatedly
changedheir position on uranium mining at Angela Pamela. In June 2012, CLP
parliamentarian Robyn Lamblegidshe opposes a uranium minen top of the

water tablé' although the official CLP position is to support uranium mining at
Angela Pamela.

Concerns
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TheArid Lands Environment Centifeamilies for a Nuclear Free Futu$iper
Raelene Broghe Alice Sprigs Angela Pamela (ASAP) Collective an8é&yend
Nuclear Initiativdhave been working witlboriginaland nonAboriginalresidents of
Alice Springs to stop the proposed mine. Biep Angela Pamela websitea useful
resource.

Concernsnclude tailings manageemt, dust (winds are predominantly south
easterly, causing significant dust storm activity in Alice Springs), the proximity of
Angela Pamela to the water supply of Alice Springs, and water consumption. The
Angela Pamela deposit sits directly above the Meie aquifer, the town's
underground drinking water supply. Cameco claims there is no risk to water but its
record of spills and accidents overseas does not inspire confidence. Nor does
Paladin's record.


http://www.ntnews.com.au/article/2011/02/12/212121_ntnews.html
http://pandora.nla.gov.au/pan/121426/20110608-0001/www.newsroom.nt.gov.au/index3175.html
http://www.alicespringsnews.com.au/keywords/angela-pamela/
http://www.alec.org.au/
http://ffanff.wordpress.com/
http://www.superraelenebrothers.com.au/
http://www.superraelenebrothers.com.au/
http://beyondnuclearinitiative.wordpress.com/
http://beyondnuclearinitiative.wordpress.com/
http://www.greenleft.org.au/2009/781/40253
http://www.stopangelapamela.org.au/
http://www.stopangelapamela.org.au/?page_id=36

Angela Pamela is located just 10 kms from flodigenous town camps and the
Indigenous boarding college. Christobel Swann, raath of the Pertame (Southern
Arrernte) peoplesaid "We are worried about the health of our children. If
something goes wrong, white people can go back to wherever they came from, but
whereare Aboriginal people going to go? This is the only place we have."

The potential risks associated with dust dispersal were addressed in a letter by Dr
Peter Tait from the NT Branch of the Public Health Association of Australia,
published in the Australrmand New Zealand Journal of Public Health (vol.35, no.6,
2011). Dr Taistates "In conclusion, given the right wind and weather conditions,
failure of dust suppression and tailings management at any Angela Pamela mine
means workers at the Brewer IndustriEstate, prisoners and officers at the
Correctional Facility, staff at the Joint Defence Facility Pine Gap and residents of the
Iwupataka Homelands are at a low but still significant risk of dust exposure. Alice
Springs itself, workers and tourists aethirport and residents at Amoonguna are at
lower but not nil risk. The llparlpa subdivision carries an intermediate risk. Grazing
cattle and station workers in the surrounding country would always be at some
risk."

A group of Alice Springs doct@aidthey would leave the town if a uranium mine

goes ahead in the area. Sixteen doctors from the Central Australian Aboriginal
Congress wrote to the NT afelderal govenments threatening to immediately

leave the town if the Angela Pamela uranium mine goes ahead. Dr Koen de Decker
said: "The prompt for writing the letter was borne out of concern, out of deep
O2YOSNYyszI F2N) 0KS AYLI AOFIGA2ya 2F KI QAY:


http://www.stopangelapamela.org.au/?page_id=55
http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2009/11/20/2748844.htm?site=alicesprings

Don Wait, owner of Wayoutback Toussid "What bloody idiot came up with the

idea of a uranium mine in the water catchment? Governments are responsible for
looking after people, not putting thenm jeopardy. Travellers come here from all

over the world to experience our unique untouched natural landscape. The
investment in tourism in this area has been massive for a large number of years and
you can ruin our reputation overnight by plonking a utam mine right next to Alice
Springs."

The Alice Springs Town Coumgipbressectoncern about Angela Pamela. A Council
meeting in 2008 passed a recommendation to request guararftees the Mining
Minister.

According to Cameco, "[U]Jranium in its natural state is relatively safe, with core
samples handled freely by geologists and the drilling crew. Normal hygiene
measures are followed, particularly washing hands after handling urabearing
rock before eating or smoking." (NT News, 13 May 2009.)

More information:

Stop Angela Pamelaww.stopangelapamela.org.au

Facebookwww.facebook.com/pages/StepngelaPamela/102127189843125

Arid Lands Environment Centngvw.alec.org.au

Families for a Nuclear Free Futunttp://ffanff. wordpress.com

Super Raelene Bregyvw.myspace.com/superraelenebrothers

Beyond Nuclear Initiativettp://beyondnuclearinitiative.com

SEAUS:http://web.archive.org/web/20060622155540/http://www.sea

us.org.au/neway/angela.html

9 A uranium hole in the heart, Daniel Clarke, 22 August 2009,
www.greenleft.org.au/2009/808/41566

1 Videos from a March 2009 community meeting with Northern Territory Energy
minister Kon Vatskalisittp://aliceonline.com.au/2009/04/05/alicekonangela
andpamela

9 Cameco Australia

www.cameco.com/australia/other projects/northern_territory/angela/

Paladin Engyy:www.paladinenergy.com.au/default.aspx?MenulD=94

World Nuclear Associatiomorld-nuclear.org/info/Australia_Nhes/pmines.html
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http://www.greenleft.org.au/2009/808/41566
http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2008/07/29/2317479.htm
http://www.stopangelapamela.org.au/
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Stop-Angela-Pamela/102127189843125
http://www.alec.org.au/
http://ffanff.wordpress.com/
http://www.myspace.com/superraelenebrothers
http://beyondnuclearinitiative.com/
http://web.archive.org/web/20060622155540/http:/www.sea-us.org.au/no-way/angela.html
http://web.archive.org/web/20060622155540/http:/www.sea-us.org.au/no-way/angela.html
http://www.greenleft.org.au/2009/808/41566
http://aliceonline.com.au/2009/04/05/alice-kon-angela-and-pamela
http://aliceonline.com.au/2009/04/05/alice-kon-angela-and-pamela
http://www.cameco.com/australia/other_projects/northern_territory/angela/
http://www.paladinenergy.com.au/default.aspx?MenuID=94
http://world-nuclear.org/info/Australia_Mines/pmines.html

Videos:

T CFEYAfASA FT2NJ I bdzOf SI NJ CNBS Cdzii dzZNB b
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=9L4pHOI

9 Christobel Swann, senior Arrentealiarch and member of the Little Sisters
Collective, say 'Wiya' to uranium mining near Alice Springs:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=htinT_bg6Rw

1 Protest h Alice Springs:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=_ DxZCUYn4cs

1 NT Energy Minister Kon Vatskalis attended a March 2009 meeting called by
opponents of Angela Pzela:
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player embedded&v=A_96NytY

1 Super Raelene Brésunch Redgum classic ‘Nuclear Kop':
www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player _embedded&v=fpMhhzkeYjk#!

1 Super Raelene Brothers song 'WIYA! Angela Pamela' at
www.superraelenebrothers.com.au/paypatml

1 A JJJvideo about 'WIYA! Angela Pamela' is posted at

inside.org.au/showday

A contestant called
'‘Angela Pamela'

submitted entries in
almost every prize

category at the2009

1 £f A0S { LINA
and she cleaned up!

Cameco was there as
well ¢ handing out

glow-sticks.

Read Ellie Rennie's
report at

WWW.myspace.com/superraelenebrothers
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http://inside.org.au/show-day
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=9L4p9f-NkQI
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=htjnT_bq6Rw
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=_DxZCUYn4cs
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=M-ZiL96NytY
http://www.youtube.com/watch?feature=player_embedded&v=fpMhhzkeYjk%23!
http://www.superraelenebrothers.com.au/paypal.html
http://www.myspace.com/superraelenebrothers
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EXPORATION SITE

The Koongarra uranium deposit is estimated at about 14,000 tonnes. Mining
O2YLI yASa b Y2ad NBOSyiafe GKS CNBYyOK Oz
the deposit for decades despite the opposition of Traddlb@wners.

In 2010, the federal government agreed to make Koongarra part of the surrounding
Kakadu National Park. In June 2011, UNESCOQO's World Heritage Committee voted to
modify the boundaries of the Kakadu National Park World Heritage Area to include
the previously excluded Koongarra area. The listing recognises Koongarra's
proximity to Nourlangie Rock, a major Aboriginal rock art site. As at March 2012,
legal steps are in train to finalise Koongarra's inclusion in Kakadu National Park.

Senior TraditioneOwner of the Djok clan, Jeffrey Lee, travelled to Parithior
UNESCO discussion and vote.

Jeffrey Lee
Mr Lee made the following statement:

| would like to thank the World Heritage Committee for inscribing Koongarra,
my country, on th&Vorld Heritage List. Thank you for talking about this and
for listening to my words. | have waited a very long time for this to happen
and it comes as a very happy feeling for me to see all of us looking after this
place.





























































































































































































































































































































































































