ATTENTION:

Dr John Loy

Re:


second round of submissions for OPAL operating license

Darwin's No Waste Alliance is a community group of concerned individuals and representatives of stakeholder organisations. The Alliance formed in response to Dr Brendan Nelson's announcement in July 2005 that, contrary to federal government promises during the previous federal and NT elections, the NT has been targeted for a radioactive waste dump. The No Waste Alliance aims to give Territorians information and options for action in response to the unwanted long-lived pollution presented by the nuclear industry.

The No Waste Alliance welcomes this opportunity to provide further comment to assist ARPANSA’s role in assessing the application for an operating license for the new OPAL reactor at Lucas Heights.
We urge ARPANSA to not lose sight of the fact that Australia currently has no solution for even our existing legacy of nuclear waste. Indeed, there is no proven method of making long-lived radioactive waste safe. A recent ruling by a French court demonstrated the fragility of international arrangements for the reprocessing of spent nuclear fuels, showing that Australia could one day be left holding a hot potato of high-level nuclear waste. The unsolved problem of spent nuclear fuels can only be compounded by the wastes that would result from the operation of a new nuclear reactor.
While no progress whatsoever has been made regarding final disposal or long term storage of spent nuclear fuel, Territorians are acutely aware that there are plans for the short term management of these long lived wastes. We learnt six months ago that three sites in the NT had been chosen as potential locations for a facility that would store wastes from a new nuclear reactor. A delegation from DEST admitted to public meetings around the Territory that a precondition of granting the operating license for the new reactor is the demonstration of ‘substantial and evident progress’ in the establishment of a nuclear waste storage facility.
However, simply naming three potential sites must not be misinterpreted as ‘substantial and evident progress’. In fact, since the minister’s announcement, and subsequent enactment of the Radioactive Waste Management Bill, we have seen little movement.

While opposition to the heavy-handed actions by the previous minister continues to grow across the Northern Territory, planned site evaluation activities are running late. (In the case of the Fisher’s Ridge site, near Katherine, this may have been due to the seasonal inundation : testament to the lack of environmental criteria in the site selection process). Indeed, the schedule for imposing a dump on the NT against the wishes of the people and legislature of the NT has been revised back. The cynical posturing by NT politicians within federal government which introduced amendments to the Bill to allow Land Councils to nominate alternative sites for a dump has led to calls for the federal government to allow more time for these groups to explore the ‘option’. 

In this way, ‘progress’ on the development of an unwanted dump in the NT is already slipping. The long and complicated process of establishing the dump will undoubtedly slide further as local opposition mounts, and interstate solidarity builds. Territorians are gearing up for an anti-nuclear campaign to rival the magnitude of the successful campaign against the Jabiluka uranium mine. The NT Government has pledged to fully explore any option to challenge the dump in the High Court, and will refuse to cooperate with federal agencies on this matter.
Serious questions have arisen regarding the site selection process which identified three potential dump sites in the NT. In particular, the scheduled sites have been identified with no regard to established criteria from the IAEA, and a locally developed Code of Practice from the NHMRC, which would guide site selection. As a result, the scheduled sites have been selected with no regard to environmental factors such as geology, hydrology and other technical criteria; ecological, cultural and heritage values; and widespread public disapproval.
In short, since announcing their intentions, ANSTO and DEST have not moved far along the difficult path towards a dump. The Radioactive Waste Management Bill, which seeks to override any avenue for opposition to the unwanted NT dump, must be recognised as intimidatory propaganda, not as evidence of ‘progress’ in the establishment of a dump. Design of the storage facility has not been settled. Siting criteria were specifically discarded in order to schedule the three NT sites, and would presumably be re-drafted to conform to those identified for at least one of these sites. And whereas the protagonists have not made much progress, the opposition – both grass roots, and Territory and local governments – has. 
In opposition to the dump, and a new reactor that would generate even more unwanted nuclear waste, the No Waste Alliance recommends these fundamental steps towards responsible management of radioactive wastes:

· Scale back and phase out the Lucas Heights nuclear reactor and fuel enrichment programs;

· full auditing of and accounting for radioactive wastes of all categories in all jurisdictions;

· development of national guidelines to control and limit the production of further wastes
· pursuit of non-reactor technologies for medicine, science and environmental sampling safeguards applications
thankyou, and good luck.
Justin Tutty
for Darwin’s No Waste Alliance

darwin@no-waste.org
www.no-waste.org
PO Box 331, Nightcliff, NT 0814
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