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1. INTRODUCTION 

I would first like to offer the respect of indigenous Pacific peoples to the traditional owners of the land where we are meeting this week. 

I also extend very warm greetings from the Pacific to the Organizers of this meeting, the Government of Khabarovsk, the Association of Indigenous Peoples of the Far North (RAIPON), the Secretariat of the Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues and fellow participants.  

1.1. The Pacific 

The Pacific, which is more sea than land, is home to around six million indigenous peoples and immigrant ethnic groups, that occupy the 6,000 islands that are spread across the vast expanse of the Pacific ocean and broadly categorized into three main ethnic groupings: Melanesia, Polynesia and Micronesia [Refer to Map 1]. The island states range from those that have gained political independence from their colonial masters particularly United Kingdom, while a number of territories continue to be administered by the United States in the Northern Pacific and a number as French colonies.
Like indigenous peoples around the world, Pacific people share a spiritual connection with their environment that is based on the principle of “stewardship” or holding the environment in trust for the next generation. This is something that outsiders often do not understand as their held view is that the environment must be exploited for profitable or capitalist means.  
Resource owners have on a number of occasions taken the law into their own hands in response to their concerns over environmental destruction and lack of adequate compensation by corrupt politicians and governments, Multi-national corporations (MNCs), foreign or local companies in mining, logging, hydro-electric dams or tourist development projects. This has contributed to an increasing incidence of armed conflicts in the region such as seen in Bougainville, Kanaky (New Caledonia), Papua New Guinea and West Papua.
Pacific countries have identified the prevention of pollution as the major environmental concern within their island nations with pollution being a major threat to sustainable development in the Pacific islands region.
 The increase in sources and extent of pollution in the region has threatened the ability of the island ecosystems to maintain a healthy and pristine environment for the enjoyment of its people. 
The current sources of pollution include shipping-related pollution, hazardous chemicals and hazardous wastes (Persistent Organic Pollutants or POPs), and solid waste management and disposals. The coastal and marine resources are threatened by introduced marine species, ship wrecks, marine accidents and spills, ship’s waste and antifouling pains on vessel. The main challenges faced in dealing with these include the increasing quantities of solid waste, poor control of chemicals imported into the region and the lack of capacity to manage pollutants.

The image on tourist brochures promotes the Pacific islands as holiday paradise, offering sparkling blue lagoon waters, swaying palm trees, tropic fruits and ever smiling islanders.  However, what is not shown is that underneath these mythical images is a Pacific ocean of people and environments seething under the poison of colonial arrogance, racism and militarism that have changed forever the lifestyles, health and pristine environment from a nuclear legacy imposed upon the Pacific since World War II.

The main focus of this paper is to share the perspective of Pacific peoples who have suffered the impacts of nuclear testing on their health, environment, livelihood and human dignity and how they have mobilized in resistance against the actions of nuclear super-powers such as France, United States and the United Kingdom.

1.2. Prevailing colonial attitudes 

The Pacific has been labeled as a “nuclear playground,” a “nuclear dustbin” because of the infamous exploitation of its lands, seas and skies for the nuclear testing programs of its colonizers, the United States (US), the United Kingdom (UK) and France.
Prevailing colonial attitudes at the time also influenced the colonial nuclear powers to test their weapons of war far away from their children’s backyards, but right on the doorsteps of indigenous Pacific peoples:

· “There are only 90,000 people out there. Who gives a damn?”
This statement was attributed to Henry Kissinger, former US Secretary of State in reference to Micronesia where the US detonated its most powerful hydrogen “Bravo” bomb on Bikini atoll, Marshall Islands. This arrogance allowed the US to conduct scientific experiments in and around the Northern Pacific, using Pacific peoples as nuclear guinea pigs.
· “For the good of mankind and to end all wars” 
At the end of World War II, US President Harry Truman issued a directive to army and navy officials that joint testing of nuclear weapons would be necessary to “determine the effect of atomic bombs on American warships.” The ideal location away from regular air and sea routes was Bikini atoll on Marshall Islands. Commander Wyatt assembled the people of Bikini to ask if they would be willing to leave their atoll temporarily, so that the US could begin testing atomic bombs for the “good of mankind and to end all wars.” Chief Juda, after much confusion and sorrowful yet trusting deliberation, then announced, “We will go believing that everything is in the hands of God,” a decision that has left an irradiated island too poisoned for human habitation, and uprooted the people of Bikini atoll who were forced to change their lifestyles forever.
· UK tests to study the effects on “personnel and equipment”
One of the purposes of the UK tests in Australia (Maralinga desert and Emu 

Fields, the natural environment of Aboriginal owners of the land) and the Pacific (Christmas Island where about 300 Fijian naval personnel were involved) was to study the effects of nuclear detonations “on personnel and equipment.”  Documentary evidence pointed to an attempt to contrast the effect of radiation on “civilized populations assumed to wear boots and clothing and to wash” and on primitive peoples assumed not to possess these habits. The UK military agreed that “only very slight health hazard to people would arise, and that only to primitive peoples.”
2.0. “NUCLEAR SECURITY OR ATOMIC DUMPING GROUND?”

	Colonial Power
	Testing ground 
	Time frame 
	Total No. of Tests

	US
	North Pacific- Kalama atoll, Marshall Islands - Bikini, etc.
	1946-1962
	67

(106 above ground detonations)

	UK 
	Malden Is, Christmas Is, Australian Emu Fields, Maralinga desert & Monte Bello 
	1952-58
	21 atomic tests 

13 atmospheric tests 

	France 


	Moruroa & Fangataufa atolls in French Polynesia 
	1966-96
	184 (1996-89)

6 (1995-96)


Case Study : The US Nuclear Legacy in the Pacific – Bikini atoll 

“For the Good of Mankind and to end all wars” 

Bikini atoll is one of 29 coral atolls and five islands that make up the Marshall Islands in the Northern Pacific, known as Micronesia (group of “small islands). Because of its location away from regular air and sea routes, Bikini was chosen as the nuclear proving ground for the US military after WWII.

After requesting Bikinians to leave their island temporarily to make way for US military nuclear bomb testing program “for the good of mankind,” the natives finally agreed knowing they would only be away for a short time.
As about 167 islanders were getting ready to leave, about 242 naval ships, 156 aircraft, 25,000 radiation recording devices and the Navy’s 5,400 experimental rats, goats, pigs soon arrived for the tests together with thousands of US military and civilian personnel.

Since 1946, when they were first removed from their islands in preparation for the Operation, the story of the Bikini islanders has been one of struggle to understand the scientific process as they relate to their islands, as well the daily struggle to find food, raise their families and maintain their culture amidst the challenges wrought upon them by forces beyond their control.
Back on Bikini, the island was in the process of being irradiated. US nuclear testing programs burned with vigour as paranoid politicians feared the Russian detonation of their own bombs. Weather reports the day before the bomb was detonated indicated the winds would blow east and would possibly irradiate the Northern Marshall Islands and the people living there.

Evidence from one of the men monitoring the wind direction indicated that the US military knew that the wind was blowing towards the islands where the people lived, but that they tested it anyway.

On the morning of March 1st 1954, the hydrogen bomb codenamed Bravo was detonated on the surface of the reef on Bikini atoll. The area was illuminated by a huge and flash of blinding light, like a raging fireball of intense heat as it shot upwards into the sky at 300 miles an hour. On nearby Rongelap atoll, not understanding and not being informed of what was happening, the people woke up to two suns rising from the east. The radio-active dust soon turned their drinking water yellow. Children played in the fall-out thinking it was snowflakes. As night fell, their mothers watched in horror as their skins began to show physical signs of exposure – severe vomiting, diarrhea, hair falling out.  It was a time of great of panic, and it was not until two days later that the people were taken for medical check to nearby Kwajalein atoll, now home of the Ronald Regan Missile Testing facility. 

In preparation for the relocation of the people back on their island in Bikini, the US government prepared an 8 year plan from 1969 for the resettlement. The first part involved the clearing of radioactive debris on Bikini island 

A study conducted by the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) on Bikini stated that “The exposure on radiation that would result from the repatriation of the Bikini people do not offer a significant threat to their health and safety…. That there was virtually no radiation left …on either plant or animal life.” In 1975, during regular monitoring of Bikini, radiological tests discovered “higher levels of radioactivity than originally thought. Some wells were discovered too contaminated to drink. Even the food crops were considered too contaminated to be eaten.
Since the testing there has been a high increase in health problems, the biggest among women and children is cancer- breast, tumors, thyroid, deformity in children, mental and physical retardation, even jelly-fish babies, born with no eyes, heads, or limbs.

Lawsuit Juda v United States

Following the discovery of the level of radioactive contamination of food and water sources, the Bikini islanders filed a lawsuit in the US federal court demanding that:

· A complete scientific survey of Bikini and the northern Marshall Islands be conducted;

· The result of the lawsuit to convince the US to agree to conduct an aerial radiological survey of the northern Marshall Islands.

After a series of lawsuits and dismissals, on March 5 2001 the Nuclear Claims Tribunal awarded the Bikinians for damages done to their environment and the health of the people during the nuclear testing. 
The amount of US$563, 315, 000 was to compensate for:

· Loss of value ($278 million) 
· Restoration costs ($251.5 million

· Suffering and hardship ($33.8 million). 
However the problem is that there is no funds for the pay-out. It is now up to the people of Bikini to petition the US Congress for the money to fulfill this award.

Other Forms of Resistance 

Apart from petitioning the US Congress, a thousand people had sailed in to take over eleven off-limits islands and lived there for four months.  Their message to the United States, “You are not going to treat us like second class citizens in our own islands. For a while, they stopped the missile testing, however they are no match for the power of the US military personnel and technology. 

The case of the Bikini islanders, the Marshall islanders and the Fiji Islanders that served on the UK nuclear testing program on Christmas Island have also gone before the International Court of Justice and European Criminal Court. There is currently a class action by New Zealand, Fijian and UK servicemen that served in those UK tests currently being undertaken in the High Court in London, to force the British government to acknowledge responsibility for the health impacts of the radiation exposure through the tests.
A powerful film titled, “Half-Life” has been produced by Dennis O’Rourke, an independent Australian filmmaker whose film is about the effects on the islanders of the first US open air hydrogen bomb test on Bikini in 1954. He depicts the film as a deliberate use of the indigenous populations as radiation guinea pigs. As Patrick Flanagan revealed in an interview on the film, 

“It also shows the contradiction between two totally incompatible ways of life: on the one hand, the US state capitalism, based on the authoritarian presumption that your land is ours and that we have the right to dominate, manipulate and if necessary destroy you, your natural resources, our relation to your land and nature—in our God given interest, as we conceive that interest.” Half-Life captures well this imperial totalitarian arrogance towards other peoples and their land. On the other hand, the film illustrates a beautiful depiction of the Marshall Islands way of life, living in harmonious relationship with nature, at least before 1954.

The Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific Movement was formed in 1975 in response and resistance to French nuclear testing in the Pacific. It became obvious to indigenous groups that resisted such colonial arrogance th
at the Pacific can never be free unless it is both decolonized and demilitarized, hence the mobilization a Nuclear Free Pacific became identified with the movement towards political independence.  Its secretariat 
became the Pacific Concerns Resource Centre which I am representing here today. 
Transhipment of toxic/nuclear wastes across the Pacific ocean 
The Pacific faces new nuclear threats from the trans-boundary shipment through the Pacific between Europe (France and UK) and Japan of spent nuclear fuel and the deployment of nuclear powered marine vessels carrying nuclear weapons. These shipments pose the risk of accidents at sea, with serious impacts on the Pacific that depend on the sea that connects us all for food and sustenance.  However, no liability agreements have been signed with these shipping nations nor on compensation and liability in the event of an accident.

Environmental agreements 
There are a number of multilateral environmental agreements relevant to the Pacific Islands region. The most relevant are listed below: 
· Convention for the Protection of the Natural Resources and Environment of the South Pacific Region and Related Protocols, 1986 "SPREP Convention" 

· Convention to Ban the Importation into Forum Island Countries of Hazardous and Radioactive Waste and to Control the Transboundary Movement and Management of Hazardous Waste Within the South Pacific Region, 1995. "Waigani Convention"

· Convention on the Prevention of Marine Pollution by Dumping of Wastes and Other Matter, 1972. "London Convention" 

· Basel Convention on the Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal, 1989. "Basel Convention" 

· International Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships, 1973 as amended by the Protocol of 1978 relating thereto. "MARPOL Convention" 

· The Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade, 1998. "Rotterdam Convention" 
· Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants, 2001 "Stockholm Convention"
Conclusion 

Although the nuclear tests have ceased, the impacts of the colonial nuclear legacy lives on in the lives of those who were affected and their descendants. A number of class actions being undertaken against the actions of the nuclear powers means those involved in the lawsuit need money, evidence and patience, something that is on the side of the indigenous peoples of the Pacific. We can only rely on sympathetic and progressive individuals and groups in powerful places who can make a difference in the lives of these survivors to live out the rest of their lives in human dignity. 
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