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Our Group: 
The Australian Nuclear Free Alliance (ANFA) was formed in 1997 and was previously known as 
the Alliance Against Uranium. For the past decade the Alliance has continued to meet annually 
and in 2007 our group was renamed the Australian Nuclear Free Alliance. ANFA brings together 
Aboriginal people, environment and public health groups concerned about existing or proposed 
nuclear developments in Australia, particularly on Aboriginal homelands.  ANFA provides a forum 
for sharing of knowledge, skills and experience and an opportunity to come together to protect 
country and culture.  Information about ANFA is posted at:   www.foe.org.au/anti-
nuclear/issues/oz/alliance  
 
ANFA does not speak on behalf of Adnyamathanha Traditional Owners. We respectfully raise 
concerns about the Beverley Four Mile PER in solidarity with those Adnyamathanha who do not 
support the expansion of Beverley Four Mile Mine.  Our key concerns include: 
 
Inadequate community consultation  
Heathgate Resources community consultation process with the Adnyamathanha has at times been 
secretive and selective. We are concerned that the views of Elders and women have been 
marginalized or undervalued.  We raise this as a key concern in solidarity with the Anggumathanha 
Law Adnyamathanha Elders group.  ANFA believe that as a fundamental human right the role of 
Elders must always be respected and that women have an equal right to be heard when mining 
companies seek to engage with Aboriginal communities.  Engagement that is secretive and 
selective can not properly identify or reflect the wishes of the community and should not be 
encouraged by mining companies.  We urge the SA government and the proponent to address 
these severe procedural inadequacies before proceeding with further consideration of this project. 
 
Undue influence by proponent  
There have been allegations from within the Adnyamathanha community that Heathgate 
Resources are attempting to exert undue influence through the royalties paid to Adnyamathanha 
through Native Title to try and force the signing of a new Native Title Agreement or risk losing full 
benefits. At a recent Native Title governing committee meeting, Heathgate representatives were 
there at the request of the committee to discuss ongoing management of royalty investment funds 
from the Beverley Mine currently being managed by Heathgate Resources and ANZ Bank.  
Heathgate representatives at the meeting clearly indicated that they would not support any change 
to the current investment arrangements unless Adnyamathanha are prepared to agree to the 
Beverley Four Mile expansion.  This ultimatum, put to the Adnyamathanha community prior to the 
completion of public consultation under the PER process, compromises the Adnyamathanha’s right 
to participate.  At the time of the original license being granted over Beverley Mine, negotiations 
with Adnyamathanha overshadowed the community’s opportunity to participate in the EIA process.  



Claims of ‘duress’ were widely published by Adnyamathanha key players within Native Title at that 
time; now it appears that the community’s right to freely participate in the EIA is again being 
compromised. ANFA feel that all Aboriginal people are entitled to freely participate in all facets of 
public consultation without being pressured from mining proponents or other parties.   
 
ANFA notes that this issue was identified in the report of the 2003 Senate Inquiry (Regulating the 
Ranger, Jabiluka, Beverley and Honeymoon uranium mines, Senate ECITA Committee, October 
2003) which recommended: 
 
In view of inadequate consultation in the past, the Committee recommends that Heathgate 
Resources should encourage and strengthen relations with the local Indigenous community 
through improved and open communications. 
 
ANFA does not believe this issue has been satisfactorily addressed by the proponent. 
 
Pollution of water sources (above and below ground level) through ISL mining 
ANFA believe that the SA government should require the proponent to rehabilitate water to pre- 
mining standards before returning it back to the groundwater. ANFA does not accept the view that 
it is acceptable or best industry practice not to rehabilitate ground water. We support the expert 
views presented by Dr Gavin Mudd and urge the SA government to take a more responsible role in 
managing the water used in uranium mining, based on the precautionary principle. 
 
ANFA further notes that the 2003 ECITA Inquiry recommended that: 
 
..at the very least , mines utilizing the ISL technique should be subject to strict regulation, including 
prohibition of discharge of radioactive liquid mine waste to groundwater, and ongoing, regular 
independent monitoring….   
 
ANFA also support the rights to uncontaminated water for Adnyamathanha and other local 
residents.   
 
We believe the proponent shows lack of respect in the PER regarding the importance that 
Adnyamathanha place on water. The absence of any description of Aboriginal land uses for water 
is sends an inaccurate message to the public and does not reflect the historical or current 
importance of this issue.  
 
Description of Land uses 
The absence of any description of Aboriginal or recreational land uses in the PER presents a major 
gap in the proponent’s research. ANFA believe there is a need for the proponent to follow the 
guidelines set by SA government which states the proponent must describe all current, past, future 
land uses and how this mine is likely to impact on these land uses. ANFA believes the PER fails to 
do this and is not acceptable in its current form. 
 
ANFA is concerned at the absence of any independent monitoring mechanism to inform the public 
of the levels of radiation emitted by mining.  In 2002 there were more than 30 spills reported to 
Parliament and subject to investigation as a result of poor procedures at the Beverley Mine. Yet 
the public does not receive any notification of the levels of radiation in the area.  The pastoral 
industry continues to use the land for sheep and cattle grazing in close proximity to the mine.  We 
feel that a quantitative risk assessment is crucial to providing the public with accurate and detailed 
information, and to provide reassurance that meat products resulting from pastoral activities are 
not contaminated. 
 
ANFA further notes that the ECITA Committee recommended: 
 
..a greater level of independent monitoring of the Beverley mine..and..the public release of all data 
and reports relating to monitoring and incidents. 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Nuclear Weapons Proliferation 
ANFA believe the Beverley Four Mile proposal should be rejected by SA government, and the 
mine must be closed as soon as possible.  There is broad public concern that the uranium 
extracted at Beverley contributes to unacceptable nuclear weapons proliferation risks.   
 
We urge ASNO to play a responsible role in winding back uranium mining and the nuclear industry 
in Australia.  We urge the SA government to not continue its push for more uranium exploration 
and to ban any further uranium mines. 
 
Transport of uranium ore 
ANFA believe the transport of uranium ore from the Beverley Mine is being carried out in a way 
that is unnecessarily secretive. It is important that all aspects of the uranium mining process be 
transparent and that the wider community be informed of the risks associated with possible 
accidents and spills that could take place during transport and handling of uranium ore.  
 
 
Thank you for your consideration of our comments & objections on this matter. 
 
Donna Jackson    
 
Co-Chair – ANFA Committee, 24th February 2009. 
 
 
Note:  These comments & objections were compiled by ANFA committee member Jillian Marsh, with input 
and suggestions from other ANFA Committee members. 
 
 


