


- . ther advsm_ced than was the science of astronomy at the time of Copernicus.

Certainly the record of miscalculations in this field for the last thirty

years is monumen_=l mud shocking; mud I say to all of you that before I am

_illing to commit the lives and well-heinz of our citizens and of o_ • de-

scendants for the next thousands of years to such judgement, these scientists

must refine their methods so that the judgement of those employed by govern-

ments that promote the u[_e of nuclear energy will be in precise and objec-

tive agreement with the judgement of equally qualified scientists _no are

employed by _iversities or en_._ironmenta!ist grouos.

I note several issues that did not receive the em_hasis they deserve. O_e

is the matter of pro>ubnity. The proposed d_nping site is just 600 miles

north of the _orthern _ariana Islands, a point of import_uuce, of co_u_se, bui_

not of overwhelming imnort_ce since the ecology of the ocean is not board-

ed by _miles. The tragedy that followed _the dumping of mercury w_stes b__ Ja_-

anese industries_ proved this. Not only 6id mercury turn up in the bodies

of Japanese citizens who were made severely ill by it, but mercu_ _ was

found in tuna and swordfish throughout _[icronesia, and in fish cakes made

in Hawaii. This lesson must not be forgotten or put aside by specious data

derived from laborato_j exercises. Let no one overlook the fact that radio-

active contamination of the Pacific Ocean and its food chain threatens eVAI

person who lives on an}, island north of the equator, south of the equa6or,

east or west of the lr._ternational Date Line. _e is!anders '_nderstsn4 this

"_d see the proposed d_ping mud its possible interference _-ith 6ur way of

life as a folnn of heedless, even arrogant,._ aggression against those humml

rights that we regard as inalienable and unpurchasable. This thr_.at unites us

in co,on c_u_e and crusade, and we as]_ the Government of Jap_J_, _e_8_ e_q_,ec-

ia!!y the People of Japan, i,o abduction this proposed EXperiment that threatens

the _:_eagre resources that we have in _the Ocean i.hat feeds us.'
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ENERGY ISSUES

Two great concerns to CNMI and, I assume, to all the U.S. island

territories have been presented to the members of this forum,

and have been addressed to Mr. Wallace Green of the Department
of the Interior, and other interested officials in Washington.

The first issue is the need for the establis]_nent of a Territorial.

Energy Policy. The CNMI position paper on the National Energy
Policy proposed by the National Governors' Association shows

that the needs of the U.S. mainland and the U.S. island territories

are completely different. It is therefore, a matter of extreme

urgency that we have our own Territorial Energy Policy, so that
we can claim our fair share of the billions of dollars from

the Windfall Profits Tax without any delay.

I strongly reco_r_nend that all our energy officials and the

experts from the Federal agencies get together as soon as

possible to work on the Territorial Energy Policy. We do not

want any more surveys or reports on our energy problems or
resources, as we already know what we have and what we want.

We want positive action now to make our islands energy independent
through the development of our abundant and renewable resources.

I propose a t_.nified effort to for_nulate such a Territorial Policy
to be sent to the DOI, DOE, Congress and President.

The second issue is the proposed Energy Management Partnership
Act (EM/_A) _ which still limits the purchase of equipment and

hardware to 20%. This has prevented us, under the existing
energy laws, from demonstrating energy conservation measures

and utilizing our local energy resources in our small islands.

It is important that such a clause be removed from EMPA, or

made more flexible in the case of island territories. Moreover,

until EMPA becomes law, we should explore the possibility of

waiving this clause under the Territorial Omnibus Act, as many
islands are having difficulty with their Energy Extension Ser_:_±ces
program because up to 80% of the limited funds have been earmarked

for demonstration purposes.

I sincerely hope that you will all support these two issues,-
and that we can get some quick and appropriate action from

Washington soon, as it is a question of survival for our island
communities.
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oU QUESTIONS

ON NUCLEAR DUMPTNG BY JAPAN

SUBMITTED BY: CARLOS S. CAMACHO
GOVERNOR
COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN

MARl ANA ISLANDS

I. A MAJOR PRINCIPLE UNDERLYING JAPAN'S POLICY OF NUCLEAR DEVELOP-
MENr IS THAT - "UTMOST PRECAUTION MUST BE TAKEN TO ASSURE THE
SAFETY OF THE PUBLIC AND TO PRESERVE THE ENVIRONMENT, u IN WHAT
WAY DOES YOUR OCEAN DUMPING PROPOSAL ASSURE PUBLIC SAFETY AND
PRESERVATION OF THE ENVIRONMENT?

2. PREAMBLE: In a mem,o _r.om a .I,apan_._e. effLeia£,it u,'..c_stated that "The
_nv+_o nme.nte,C s af ely uf ._ea-du_p.Lng I_._ b_.en thoroughly
exam(ned ,2an, the Ja;<;ane,:s_Nuclc.cut S6'.._e,tt: ComnvZs.6io+1[uz6
a.s_ured its safety .... " In a rece._:t report co_,.;l:)£g.tedby

:. ,J_e _:.o._._ of Ra_i.cu_,;o',tProgrc_; U.S. Env.C_.onm._'.ntal
Prot¢c.t.Lon Agency, it wc_ s.taZed tha% .the. s_ieJz_i_ie.
prediU.Zv_, capaBiZJ._*3 for the move2_evl..to,_ radU_o-_.e_tZO_y
•_e,_ed from d_um,_ into dee.p._ea a,_.ec_is c.tea2_y lacking
For _.ne_ Jal.._,n,_e__,, Goue,tnme;vt to _k_ tAe_ uy,e.quiuoc.s_Z_6a_'_-
ance of safe.ty LZ ha6, som_ waft sp_.eial scie_vOL.,_ic pred.Le-
tZve capabigb£Zes mw_t have be._n dev_lol_ed to a.._;rt_U_n
the movem,_;_ of re#..ea._e,radioa_L_ity from the proposed
dtm_p site."

WOULD YOU DESCRIBE WHAT JAPAN'S SCIENTIFIC PREDICTIVE CAPABILI-
TIES FOR THE MOVEMENT OF RADIO-ACTIVITY RELEASED FROM DRUMS INTO
DEEPSEA AREAS ARE AND HO_ THESE CAPABILITIES HAVE BEEN USED "I'O_

TRACK AND ASS;EBB THE MOVEMENT OF RAD[0-ACTIVITY WHICH WILl_
EVENTUALLY BE RELEASED FROM "THE BARRELS AT THE PROPOSED DUMP
SITE?

3. PREAMBLE , In tha s_u,,.em_,nor_e,_L_d .to ab.ove, it sta.tca .tha:_ _,.'_._"r'_-_"_:'__ ,._
dum_._i_9 of £ow-£eve£.,_.adioactiveW_,_..te,sw:L.gCbe e_u_ied owt
onl# _*_ _. -, o._¢e/t sa,_ety h_,_ bee.n conf._n_d by oceano_:,_alJh.lc sw'tv¢24,'6
of retd.io-active le...ve,C_ in m_.ine productB, the sea t,,_a..£_, and
the se(_len.:t which may re,._ult from the ,_xpe._ime_'_.ta._d'.'mF.,._*_g.
I_ .<_ m_: undey_standlng that .these su,tveys w.LCCbe _oudue..ted
ov¢:_ the t_._o-ye_ "exp._ime.nta.C-d_,_ping p_iod." A.t the end

• . C._,Li_,t.*.C &-_l,,;_,6",'.._ pe,_.¢,:;a, ,[.u.C£-scaZe d_u_pLngIt,ill -,,",v,'_ e env£,',on-
me_tal safety has been co_f.Lr_;ied.



HOW CAN YOU HOPE TO KNOW THE FULL It4PLICATIONSOF YOUR DUMPING

ON ]HE OCEAN ENVIRONMENT AFTER SPENDING ()NI..Y TWO SHORT YEARS
STUDYING THE EFFECTS OF SMALL-SCALE, EXPERIMENTAL NUCLEAR-WASTE
DUMP I NG?

4. HOW DO YOU iNTEND TO STUDY THE EFFECTS OF RELEASED RADIOACTIVE
MATERIALS ON MIGRATORY SPECIES OF MARINE LIFE PASSING THROUGH,
OR WHICH HAVE CONSUMED CONTAMINATED MATERIAI.S WHICH HAVE PASSED
THROUGH THE PROPOSED DUMP-SITE?

5. PREANBLE: A concZ',._.sionmade I8 yc_ %o by a wa,,_hin_j,q_o_._pof the
Com_.?_L.CtecLon OC.e.anog,_a1_ht!of %.he.,\'.mtd.o_taCAcad(,my of
Sc...Le_ce..s--Nc_LonaZ ReseaJ_.ch Cou!w..{£., wh.Lch ../;he U.S.
Env.._c.m_enta.@. P,_otc;eA_on Agency saq._ holg_ ..G_.ue today,
s ta..%e,s:

• "Tti_ '" no evidence that ._his d_spos_ pra_:_/.c.e has: _..tg .(_5 . ......
" " _:.L,.,,{JL0_'_ L._,....,,_e,:_u.,_,__.a ..in any .i_cm..{ca._ef feet u.po_ the. .... _ ....._ '-__-

ne_.._:_,,e.4..Ls .c,_._:..,.,_-.evide.ne.e tka_!: ha,'wh_ul, e {,,"(;e_._,_"
cannot e.ve._q.tuaCgy re.su.b{: _rom if:. The concc._n here.

" .9 # {x3s not _¢Lth ant.l., mag_gtudeA of d,,csposa,¢a_.read.:, unde,r-
,ta._......, f:t,.-_r_the,r wi,tlZ t,,--tde_s_andi_',gthe ,im_o.gLcaggcm._
of .{;he. co_-_t_.n,_ng and gnc;-eas/ng u_e of .the oeeat.,,,scos

'. " _.s _o,_,yi.,,s..¢ep.Ce_:et.¢(,,Ga recel:,,tacge go_ _.spo.sr'_. _; _'_
case,,_ in totg¢_ u,we..._,:m<._.a.,.,._po#Zu.6,Lon o_ va.rious _eit.'..#_,
rapgdly developing _rom innocuous begia'_.L_._g,s, ha,',, sub...Gy
da,,,aged or d_..O'toqed a.e,._ource,.sbefore und_.r,stand(n_i and
c.o_rc,.,,;._c.ou.,gdbe de:ve...,loped. :..: :., .,

6re.g@#,P_H.-CQ.Ct.FillO..g .The .Lru..th of t[v{,._ ...... b.'L&tqued.

WHAT SCIENTIFIC UNDERSTANDINGS HAVE YOU DEVELOPED TO ASSURE
US THAT MARINE RESOURCES WILL NOT BE SUBTLY DAMAGED O:;,',DESTROYED
AS YOU CONTINUE AND INCREASINGLY USE THE PROPOSED DUMP-SITE
AS A RECEPTACLE FOR DISPOSAL?

6. IN A REPORT RELEASED BY YOUR GOVERNMENT, IT WAS STATED THAT
THE JAPANESE NUCLEAR SAFETY COMMISSION ASSESSED, IN 1979, THE

RADIOLOGICAL: IMPACT OF THE EXPERIMENTAL AND FULL-SCALE SEA

DUMPING OF LOW, LEVEL RADIOACTIVE WASTES. THE RESULTS OF TH_S
ASSESSMENT SHOWED THAT EVEN UNDER THE E.OST EXTREME COi,IDITIONS_
HUMAN EXPOSURE WOULD BE WELL WITHIN THE RANGE OF THE FLUCTUA-
TION OF THE NATURAL RADIATION BACKGROUND. HOWEVER, IN A STATE-
MENT MADE BY A GROUP OF JAPANESE SCIENTISTS, ONE OF WHOb_WAS
THE FAMOUS JAPANESE PHYSICIST, SYU ONO, YOUR GOVERNMENT EMPLOYED
A CRUDE, OVERSIMPLISTIC MODEL OF THE PACIFIC OCEAN AND THAT THE
RATE OF BIOLOGICAl.. CONCENTRATION OF RADIONUCLIDES EMPLOYED IN
THE ASSESSMENT WERE EXTREMELY UNDER-ESTIMATED AND THUS UNRELI-
ABLE, HOW DO YOU RESPOND TO THESE ACCUSATIONS MADE BY YOUR OWN
SC I ENT I STS ?

7. FOLL.OWING THE EXPERIMENTAL PHASE OF THE NUCLEAR WASTE DU_'4PING,
WHAT PLANS HAVE YOU DEVELOPED TO CONTI:NUE COHPL.ETE AND DETAILED
MONITEP, Ib$G OF THE DUMP-SITE SHOULD FULL-SCALE DUMP I N(; -OCCUR?
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8. IN THE EVENT THAT THE DUMPING IS F,_U_._DNOT TO BE SAFE, }--IOWWILL
THE BARRELS BE RECOVERED?

9. CAN WE BE FORWARDED COP]['S, TRANSLATED INTO ENGLISH, OF ALL
E_, AND ALl.. RELATED f.)ETAILS _ ' "_ I'-SCIENTIFIC ASSESSMENTS, STUD] ':"

iiii ING YOUR PROPOSED PLAN TO DUMP NUCLEAR WASTES IN THE PACIFIC
:: FOR OUR REVIEW?

:ili_i 10. WE HAVE BEEN INFORMED BY OUR REPRESENTATIVE, WHO RECENTLY
VISITED JAPAN, THAT AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN JAPAN AND U.S. HAS
BEEN ENTERED IINTO REGARDING A JOINT STUDY ON THE OCEAN DUMPIHG

_: OF NUCLEAR WASTES. COULD YOU CONFIRM THIS? IF SO, COULD YOU
PROVIDE US WITH A COPY OF THAT AGREEMENT?

ii{

(IF THE ANSWER IS YES)

:i_:i W.ON_T.IT BE CONSISTENT. WITH THE PRINCIPLE OF MUTUAL CONSULTATION
::: s _ND GOOD FAITH I(i::w_LIi_:::THE GO\;ERNMENTS OF JAPAN AND U.S. HAVE

SUBSCRIBED INTERNATIONALLY, TO AFFORD ALL PARTIES CONCERNED THE
!:i!ili! OPPORTUNITY OF BE:ING CONSULTED DIRECTLY ON SUCH AN IMPORTANT

AGREEMENT BEFORE IT IS EFFECTED, ESPECIALLY TO .THE ISLAND COUN-
TRIES INVOLVED IN SUCH AN EXPERIMENT?

:: 1t. WOULD YOU GIVE US SOME EXPLANATION, PERHAPS SCIENTIFICALLY, WHYi_ili

THERE WAS AN ABRUPT STOPPAGE OF OCEAN DUMPING BY THE U.S. IN

1979, WH:ILE 4 MAJOR COUNTRIES CONTINUE TO DROP THEIR WASTES IN
THE ATLANTIC OCEAN?

DOESN'T IT SEEM IRONIC THAT WHILE THE U,S, ..CEASED ITS OCEAN DUMP-
ING OPERATION TEN YEARS AGO, DESPITE ITS CON',rINUED USE OF NUCLEAR

ENERGY, IT WOULD NOW SEEM TO SUPPORT THE JAPANESE PROPOSAL FOR
i OCEAN DUMPING?
_:i:_
!iiii!i

12. HAS THERE BEEN EXTENSIVE SCIENTIFIC STUDIES CONDUCTED ON THE

ii EFFECTS OF MAJOR DUMPING OPERATIONS IN THE ATLANTIC OCEAN? IF

SO,, HAVE ALL DRUMS BEEN IDENTIFIED AND ACCOUNTED FOR?

WHAT WERE THE RESULTS OF ]'HOSE STUDIES?

: 13. CORRECT ME IF I'M MISTAKEN, BUT I UNDERSTAND THAT EVEN TO THIS

:::i DATE, THERE HAS 1'40]" BEEN ANY CONSENSUS P..EACRE0, ,-,E.'_ At.,O,.,,_ THe:BEST MINDS IN NUCLEAR SCIENCE AROUND THE WORLD, REGARDING THE "_
LONG TERM EFFECTS OF NUCLEAR DUMPING AND DISPOSAL AND/OR ITS

: RAMIFICATIONS. I ALSO UNDERSTAND THAT THERE IS NOT EVEN A
CONSENSUS TODAY AMONG THE JAPANESE SCIENTISTS ON THIS VERY
MATTER. PLEASE TRY TO EXPLAIN THIS SEEMING COb_TRADICTION WITH
YOUR STATEMENT OF RELIABILITY AND -",A_-_ BASED ON YOUR PRESEN-

TATION THIS MORNING.
¢.

.: 14. SHOULD YOU INITIATE YOUR FULL-SCALE WASTE WASTE DIe, POSAL PRO-
: GRAM_ WE CAN EXPECT AN AVERAGE OF 5,000 CURIES TO BE DUMPED

INTO PACIFIC _,,A....RS PER YEAR, DURING YOUR PRESENTATION, YC,U
MADE NO MENTION OF WHAT THE CUMULATIVE IMPACT OF THIS PROGRAM
WILL BE OVER TIME, HAVE YOU MADE DETAILED STUDIES OF'WHAT THESE



IMPACTS MIGHT BE? CAN YOU OUTLINE YOUR FINDINGS FOR US? CAN

YOU PROVIDE US WITH COPI[ES OF THESE ST_.JDIES?

15. IN 1954_ THE UNITED STATES DETONATED HYDROGEN BOMB, BF,'AVO,
WHICH SPEWED ITS FALLOUT ON JAPANESE SEAMEN ON TH[£ L.UCKY DRAGON,

AND ON THE CITIZENS OF RONGALAP ATOLL_. EVERYONE IN THIS ROr_M

CONDEMNS THAT AS A MAJOR SCIENTIFIC MISCALCULATION AND AS A

CRUEL AND IRRESPONSIBLE TI-IING TO HAVE DONE. BUT AT THAT TIME

I AM SURE THAT THE BOMBING PROPOSAL WAS PRESENTED BY SCIENTISTS

AS BEING SAFE AND JUSTIFIED AND WELL-REASONED. WELL RESEARCHED_

JUST LIKE THE EXCELLENT PRESENTATIONS WE HEARD THIS MORNII_'G!

MY QUESTION IS: ,_IOW DO YOU KNOW YOU ARE NOT PREPARING A SIMILAR
HOLOCAUST FOR THOSE OF US WHO LIVE ON SMALL ISLANDS? IF YOU

HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, ASK THE MEMBERS OF THE MARSHALLESE DELEGA-
TION WHO ARE AWAP..E OF THE DEVASTATION OF TI4ESE KINDS OF EXPERI--

MENTATION. FROM SAD PERSONAL EXPERIENCE, THEY HAVE LEARNED THAT

SCIENTISTS ARE CAPABLE OF MAKING SEdUlOUS E;RP.oORS, AND ARE OFTEN
BIASED IN THEIR _SSESSMENTS.

16. FOR MORE THAN 30 YEARS, THE PEOPLE OF %HE NMI, ALONG WITH HA_:4Y

OTHER PACIFIC ISLAND COUNTRIES AND TERRITORIESz I;._AVB."THOUGIIT
OF THE JAPANESE PEOPLE AS CLOSE FRIENDS AND HAVE DEVELOPED A
FINE SPIRIT OF COOF'ERATION WITH THE GOVE:RNMENT 'OF JAPAN, NOT TO

MENTION THE HISTORICAL RELATIONS THAT SOME OF THESE COUNTRIES

HAD PRIOR TO WORLD WAR If. IN EXECUTING YOUR PLANS TO DUMP

RADIO-ACTIVE WASTES IN PACIFIC WATERS, A _¢_OVE WHICH 38 OUT OF
ABOUT 40 EMERGING ISLAND NAT]ONS HAVE MOST ADAMANTLY OPPOSED,

ARE THE ,JAPANESE PEOPLE PREPARED TO SACRIFICE THE GOOD RELATIONS

AND COOPERATION THEY NOW ENJOY WITH THE PEOPLES OF THE FACiFIC

BA S i N ? ..... _ "_
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