
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 14 September 2005] 

 p5283b-5284a 
Hon Giz Watson 

 [1] 

URANIUM MINING 
Statement 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [9.34 pm]:  I want to continue somewhat on a theme that I know 
people are keen to debate; that is, uranium mining.  I will add some more information to that debate for 
members’ knowledge about this area.  I refer to an article that appeared in the Australian Conservation 
Foundation’s Habitat magazine of April this year.  It states -  

Risk of reactor accidents, threat of nuclear sabotage, the unresolved nuclear waste burden and 
increasing concern over weapons proliferation and potential use are all strong reasons for Australia to 
be winding up rather than expanding uranium mining and exports. 

The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) increasingly recognises the international safeguards 
regime has failed to control proliferation of nuclear weapons materials and technology.  Countries with 
civilian nuclear programs can simply opt out of any safeguards regime.  The IAEA says the 
international security landscape has also been radically altered by the clear intention of terrorists to 
acquire nuclear weapons or materials.  There is already an established nuclear black market.   

The use of Australia’s uranium in nuclear power contributes to increasing stocks of fissile materials, 
including plutonium, that are capable of diversion into nuclear weapons programs.  There are now over 
55 tonnes of plutonium for which Australia has formal responsibility stored around the world.  All of 
our exported uranium contributes to stockpiles of depleted uranium and becomes nuclear waste that 
could be used in ‘dirty bombs’.   

We certainly should not be looking to uranium sales to new countries and especially not to nuclear 
weapon states.  However the Federal government has already started negotiations for a Nuclear 
Cooperation Treaty intended to provide for uranium sales to China from the proposed Roxby mine 
expansion.   

As a result, on one side of the fence China would be freed up to use their own limited supply of 
uranium in a nuclear weapons program, while on the other side of the fence our uranium would fuel 
their planned increase of nuclear power reactors.  Australian uranium exports contribute both directly 
and indirectly to nuclear proliferation risks.   
Will China’s unresolved human rights issues just be ignored in the rush for the uranium dollar?  Will 
the Chinese government simply dump nuclear waste from use of our uranium somewhere in Tibet?   
. . .  

With the catastrophic health consequences that could result from a reactor accident or act of nuclear 
terrorism there will be no takers for nuclear power at home in Australia.  So why should we be 
exporting uranium risk to our neighbours in Asia?   

We also face adverse consequences here at home if the Roxby uranium expansion goes ahead.  WMC 
intend to announce a go ahead before the next South Australian election due in March 2006 and will 
apply for all Commonwealth and State approvals through an Environmental Impact Statement process 
and required new water licenses.   

However modern standards and effective scrutiny simply don’t apply as WMC’s Roxby uranium mine 
operates under a set of State legal privileges available to no other corporate player in South Australia.  
The Roxby Indenture overrides the powers of the Environment Protection Act, the Water Resources 
Act, the Aboriginal Heritage Act and the Freedom of Information Act in South Australia.  Already the 
biggest industrial user of underground water in the southern hemisphere WMC is licensed to take -  

Wait for it -  

42 million litres a day free of charge for 40 years from the Great Artesian Basin . . .  Borefields A and B 
should have to close as they have caused a regional drawdown effect and loss of pressure in the GAB 
and threaten to cut off natural flows to the unique and fragile Mound Springs around Lake Eyre.   

The Roxby expansion requires an additional 70 million litres of water a day for mineral processing.  
There are plans for a new “Borefield C” further into the GAB or even the option of desalination of 
seawater with a plant being considered near Port Augusta and water to be piped 300 km north to the 
mine site.   

Toxic radioactive tailings piles are to be left as a permanent hazard on the surface at the mine site and 
are to increase from the existing 4 km2 toward 10 km2 covered by radioactive liquid ponds and tailings 
storage piles 30 metres in height.   
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Uranium is the asbestos industry of the 21st Century.  Australia should take responsibility for our 
uranium by leaving it in the ground.  Not by polluting our own landscape in further uranium mining and 
peddling nuclear risks to our neighbours.   

The uranium push is certainly on and we need to effectively organise our response to realise a nuclear 
free future for our children.   

 


