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Dalyellup Waste Residue Disposal Facility — Uranium Mining — Adjournment Debate 
HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.11 pm]: What I want to say tonight sort of follows on from 
those comments of Hon Sally Talbot. It is a continuation of the remarks that I was making during the 
adjournment debate on Tuesday, which were about, among other things, the handling of radioactive waste in the 
mineral sands industry. It seems to me that the point that Hon Sally Talbot has been trying to make is about the 
capacity of the state to regulate the radioactive material that, unfortunately, is a component of the mineral sands 
industry, along with numerous heavy metals that also have the capacity to pollute the environment. These are the 
same regulations that it is flagged will be adequate to deal with regulating uranium mining. All I can say is that 
that is fantastic; I feel greatly heartened that the existing provisions to deal with the waste products from the 
mineral sands industry will work very nicely to deal with the even more concentrated radioactive waste material 
that will be generated from the huge number of mines that are proposed to mine uranium in this state! 

In the comments I made on Tuesday, I mentioned that since the Contaminated Sites Act came into being, under 
which notification is required to be given of a site that might be contaminated, there are still 1 194 sites to be 
fully investigated. However, we know that they have been identified as possibly contaminated. In exactly the 
same vein, if we go ahead and allow uranium mining in this state, which this government is hell-bent on doing, 
we will inevitably be producing hundreds more contaminated sites, because every single site where there is a 
tailing structure and waste material from a uranium mine will be a contaminated site. At the moment, we do not 
even have the capacity within our regulatory system to deal with the contaminated sites that we already know 
about. 

I want to make some further comments about a specific case, and that is the Dalyellup waste facility. The 
contaminated sites report that outlines the classification of the site, and states that it is possibly contaminated and 
that an investigation is required, refers to advice received from the Radiological Council relating only to levels 
of radiation occurring above ground. In fact, the Millennium Inorganic Chemicals 2008 report refers to radiation 
monitoring that is occurring within the bores, and indicates that significant levels of radium 226 and 228 were 
found in the groundwater monitoring. However, the advice from the council makes no reference to this. It is 
inadequate to simply be monitoring above ground when this material is also in the groundwater. The MIC 2008 
annual report notes that water samples were collected by MIC staff from the various bores in November 2007, 
April 2008, July 2008, September 2008 and December 2008, and the reasons for the collection of the December 
2008 figures are explained in section 4.3.1. The samples were submitted to Western Radiation Services for 
radiometric analysis. These water samples were taken by MIC staff, not by an independent body. It is noted that 
for radiation monitoring of the bores, there is no independent water sampling occurring, as MIC staff are in fact 
taking the water samples. This raises questions about the integrity of the entire radiation water sampling 
program. Insufficient radiation monitoring points are in place and therefore the data is incomplete. 

The MIC 2008 report also refers to an audit carried out on how the radiation testing is occurring. Page 9 of the 
Radiation Professionals Pty Ltd report states that, upon recommendation from the audit dated November 2007 by 
N. Tsurikov, a more comprehensive program of site gamma radiation level monitoring shall be carried out 
during future visits. It also states that along with the four historical points, a further 15 points shall be monitored 
as per figure 1b in the report. Given that, historically, only four points have been considered for gamma radiation 
monitoring, and this is more than tripled in the audit recommendation, the gamma radiation monitoring to date 
has been incomplete and in potential breach of the licence. Furthermore, why has the audit recommendation 
from 2007 not been implemented in the 2008 monitoring program? Further serious questions are raised about the 
true picture of the extent of the groundwater and drinking water contamination. 

On the matter of health, the Department of Environment and Conservation’s contaminated sites preliminary 
classification report does not refer to the acidity levels of the monitoring of the Yarragadee bore, which 
penetrates into the lower aquifer, whereby the levels have indicated ranges from a pH of 6.1, indicating that 
acidity is present in the actual aquifer. It is also noted that the Yarragadee bore is not monitored for radiation and 
is not monitored for heavy metal leachate such as manganese, chromium and other heavy metals, which have 
been detected at high levels in other shallower bores. It is a serious concern that little monitoring of the 
Yarragadee bore is being undertaken. In fact, it appears that there has been significant over-reliance by DEC and 
the Radiological Council in accepting the results of the MIC monitoring program, with little, if any, independent 
verification. It also appears that the majority of the detail of the test results, as contained in the appendices of the 
MIC 2008 annual report, does not appear to have been read or analysed by these departments. It is noted that 
section 13(4) in division 2, “Classification of sites”, of the Contaminated Sites Act states — 

(4) In classifying a site the CEO is to take into account — 

(a) any relevant guidelines; 

(b) currently accepted industrial standards; and 
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(c) any other information the CEO considers relevant, 

with respect to the identification, assessment, classification or management of contamination. 

In the classification report there is no mention of the currently accepted industrial standards for the disposal of 
this type of waste—that is, that it is below current industrial standards to store this material in an unlined site. 
The report is notably silent on the unlined status of the site and the fact that this is no longer considered to be 
acceptable industrial practice. Furthermore, section 13(5) of the Contaminated Sites Act 2003 states — 

Before classifying a site the CEO — 

… 

(b) may seek comments from any public authority or any person which or who has, in the opinion 
of the CEO, a direct interest in the classification of the site. 

The classification report makes no mention of any consultation with the Department of Water and the Water 
Corporation, and given the acidity level in the Yarragadee bore, a lack of radiation monitoring and heavy metal 
monitoring in the Yarragadee lower aquifer, as well as elevated levels of radiation and heavy metals across the 
other shallow bores, this appears to be a serious omission. The minister needs to advise what involvement the 
Department of Water and the Water Corporation have had in reviewing the monitoring results and what 
independent monitoring has been undertaken by these departments. 

Finally, I will make a quick comment about the government’s relationship with this project. The Australind plant 
and site used to be owned by Laporte and was subject to a state agreement act with the government. The 
government wanted to end the sulfate process, and so ended its agreement with Laporte and paid SCM 
Chemicals Ltd $8.5 million to take over the plant and to shut down the sulfate process. In 1987 the then Premier, 
Brian Burke, amended the Pigment Factory (Australind) Agreement Act with schedule 2. This agreement allows 
SCM to build a chloride plant at Kemerton and move from the Australind site, except for the finishing plant, 
which remained. The relevant part of the agreement is section 13A, which reads — 

The Company agrees to sell to the State the works site at an agreed price and on condition that upon 
completion of such sale the State will lease to the Company the portion of the works site as the 
Company may require and otherwise the sale and lease shall be on such terms and conditions as the 
parties may mutually agree.  

The government bought out the Australind site for $6.35 million and paid another $65 000 for the closure of the 
sulfate part. The government now leases the Australind site, where the finishing plant is located, to SCM 
Chemicals. SCM has been deregistered and the lease is now with Millennium Inorganic Chemicals, which was 
the previous holding owner, and the last holding owner was Hanson Building. These are part of the same 
conglomeration.  

I am going to run out of time, but I want to put on record this important issue of donations to political parties. In 
2000, MIC donated $3 000 to the Labor Party and $3 000 to Liberal Party, and Satterley’s, which has a role in 
this saga, also donated $3 000 to the Liberal Party. It is interesting to note that $1 million was received by the 
Shire of Capel from SCM and MIC, and a further $950 000 pledged by MIC to the council upon final approval 
by the minister of a licence application. These are large sums of money for a very small rural shire.  
 


