To Nuclear Fuel Cycle Royal Commission
From Peter Jans March 2016
Tentative Findings Response f^oa^^s

First Impressions
I am extremely happy with the public release for comment of the NFCRC
Tentative Findings document. I believe it reflects fairly the public submissions I
read and understood; of course it also contains material and conclusions from

material I did not have a chance to review, but I am happy with the results to
date; however there is one point that has been raised (Investment , 146) in the
tentative finds I would like to discuss shortly and see expanded in the final
document.

As a person who has followed and contributed to the Federal Governments
original attempts at establishing Repositories, I believe The Commissioner and
his team have done an outstanding job for The State in the way they have gone
about the task of advertising their Royal Commission duty and included a series
of ongoing public engagements.

Instead of the traditional knee jerk denial of our states involvement, and the
apparent forma unwillingness to connect the relationship between the life style
we have with the advanced use in medicine, industry and agriculture generally
of products using some form of radioactive material, we are finally seeing an
attitude change in South Australians. A direct result I think of the commission
providing encouragement and space for community contributes if desired, and

equally as importantly, having factual information available in a non
confronting way to think about and consider what it means to be playing an
ongoing part in the Nuclear Fuel Cycle, has opened the eyes and minds of many
to what is, and what could be.

My hope is for the final report to be placed in the hands of Statesman who will
have the vision and drive to understand and carry on the commission's work;

because if this falls into the hands of politicians who are only seeking another
term of office, or wanting to build pyramids to mark their time in office all this
has been in vain.
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Discussion Point.
Investment115 , 146. -1 am not going to take the chance on assuming the

paragraph numbered 146 is only directly related to what could be implied in
paragraph 147 which can be interpreted loosely as being power station/ supply
related.

The Royal Commission had four main areas of activity to investigate and I
would like to see the open structure of 146-147 limited to the first three topic
headings, 1) exploration, extraction and milling; 2) further processing; 3)
electricity generation; because when we get to the fourth area of activity, that
being the establishment of facilities for the storage and disposal of waste, I have
a very different attitude to private sector investment and would want some very
clear guidelines laid down. In short I want paragraph 90 to stand rock solid
Let's just assume for the moment, an internationally licensed repository for

receiving other countries high level products is to be built and established in
South Australia. I would envisage all infrastructures from the sea to the end of
the deepest and furtheriest tunnel to be owned by the state. It may well be, the
state has to go to The Commonwealth as well as seeking money from Australian
superannuation companies and other large Australian owned money, but this is

strictly on a loan bases. However, I, like the Royal Commission at paragraph 94
have always assumed pre-commitment (part forward payment) from customers

would see the job done when we note the lead times and the various staging
posts required and mentioned at paragraph 89. Other than the pre-commitment
payments there is to be no other form of overseas money used or invested into

this project.
Investment continued - private sector operational expertise (90)
Governments at any level both here and overseas have a petty poor track record
of good project management. Great projects throughout the world have been,

and continue to be accomplished in time and under budget when handpicked
personal who have been prepared to put their heart and soul into the task are
given the opportunity to assemble a good team of people who want to take part
in and be proud of the job they are doing and have done. The best investment
any government can make is having the greatest project management team

available on its payroll, and I don't care what part of the world they come from.
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Moving forward
Isn't it amazing how in desperate times (e.g., world wars) things appear to move

fairly quickly, technical advancement, goods production and infrastructure
projects. South Australia in particular at the moment is looking down the barrel
of desperate times and even if they do not know it yet, so is the rest of Australia.
If our Statesman who receive the final report decide paragraph 103 is good to go
how long is it going to take the little men who play politics at both levels of our
main governance system to get on board and help make a project that would
rival the Snowy Scheme happen through the engagement of paragraph 104?
What is going to take longer to implement, 104 or 105? (There are only two
groups -who can determine the answer to that question, the first being those
elected to government; and the other who need to work out if they are
custodians or stewards and where the appropriate boundary lies within those
roles.)

Chit chat
In this section all I am doing is highlighting some words of wisdom from the
tentative findings report because I think they are important and ought not
nessecarally be restricted to the section they come from and also they should
have more public attention drawn to them beyond this report.
124.b. To date the most important health impact has been on psychological
wellbeing.
111. a. b. g. Any progress towards an activity is based on a principle ofnegation

in good faith and on equal terms. There is a common and realistic understanding
of the proposed activity-it is essential that benefits are not oversold and the risks
are not underestimated. The community is supported to make its own decisionwhether it is yes or no-free from the influence or pressure of the proponent or

lobby groups with their own agendas.
69. The disposal of low level and short-lived intermediate level waste need not
rely on the technical characteristics of the site. There is no need for a perfect
site; rather, a sufficient one. The emphasis is placed on a facility design that is
engineered with sufficient barriers that, in combination, provide for long-term
containment and isolation ofradionuclides.
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136. ANSTO transports 9600 domestic consignments of nuclear medicine
annually. There is also regular transportation of radioactive material within the
states in approximately the same number.

Finial words
From the media reports I have seen and heard it is apparent they have been
unable to work out which side of the fence they ought to be on. It is about time
they stood for the truth and not a good story to sell newspapers or conduct an
ongoing serial. Despite the fact I wrote and advised our local weekly newspaper
South Australia has been involved in the nuclear fuel cycle for many years they
still continue to write of our possibility of entering a nuclear fuel cycle.
I thank The Commissioner and his team for allowing me to be a part of this
Royal Commission process and hope that my submissions have made helpful
contributions towards the success of the process.

If possible I would appreciate a hard copy of the final report.
Thanking you for your time and effort in this matter,
Peter Jans
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