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DEPLETED URANIUM, CONCERNS 
Statement 

HON DEE MARGETTS (Agricultural) [5.18 pm]:  I rise tonight to pass on some information that I have 
received - 

The PRESIDENT:  Order, members!  Questions and conversations can continue on the previous matter, but not 
before the Chamber. 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I rise to pass on some information that I have received via the Internet.  It is sourced 
from the New York Daily News.  As appears obvious, this is an Internet publication, but it is largely for a New 
York audience.  The first article was published on 3 April 2004, so that is only a few days ago.  The article is 
headed “Poisoned?” and states - 

Four soldiers from a New York Army National Guard company serving in Iraq are contaminated with 
radiation likely caused by dust from depleted uranium shells fired by U.S. troops, a Daily News 
investigation has found.  

They are among several members of the same company, the 442nd Military Police, who say they have 
been battling persistent physical ailments that began last summer in the Iraqi town of Samawah.  

“I got sick instantly in June,” said Staff Sgt. Ray Ramos, a Brooklyn housing cop.  “My health kept 
going downhill with daily headaches, constant numbness in my hands and rashes on my stomach.”  

A nuclear medicine expert who examined and tested nine soldiers from the company says that four 
“almost certainly” inhaled radioactive dust from exploded American shells manufactured with depleted 
uranium.  

Laboratory tests conducted at the request of The News revealed traces of two manmade forms of 
uranium in urine samples from four of the soldiers. 

This is particularly important because, up to now, the few items of information about the impact of depleted 
uranium on the military in conflict situations have come from veterans who are now out of the services and are 
very concerned about the lack of straight answers they have received.  This story is about military police etc who 
were seconded as national guard to Iraq and had perhaps a bit more freedom in what they could say.  If four out 
of nine were tested and found to be contaminated by depleted uranium, that is a strong case, and we are not 
hearing everything that needs to be told about the impacts of depleted uranium.  A following paragraph states -  

“These are amazing results, especially since these soldiers were military police not exposed to the heat 
of battle,” said Dr. Asaf Duracovic, who examined the G.I.s and performed the testing that was funded 
by The News.  

I understand that these tests are quite expensive.  The average repatriated soldier would probably not be able to 
afford them as part of his normal health treatment, unless he had very good insurance.   

On 5 April a follow-up story on the Daily News web site headed “Army to test N.Y. Guard unit” states -  

Army officials at Fort Dix and Walter Reed Army Medical Center are rushing to test all returning 
members of the 442nd Military Police Company of the New York Army National Guard for depleted 
uranium contamination.  

Further on it talks about Senator Hillary Clinton, and states -  

During meetings with Pentagon officials last year, Clinton said “one of the issues we raised was 
exposure to the depleted uranium that was in the weapons, and how they were going to handle it.” 

She was assured then that troops would be properly screened. 

From these results we would have to ask whether that has happened.  It continues -  

But the soldiers from the 442nd contacted The News after becoming frustrated with how the Army was 
handling their illnesses.  

Six of them say they repeatedly sought testing for depleted uranium from Army doctors but were 
denied.  

Three who were tested in early November for DU said they had been waiting months for the results.  
Two of those finally got their results last week - both negative.  

Testing for uranium isotopes in 24 hours’ worth of urine samples can cost as much as $1,000 each.  
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Later it states - 

Late Friday, Pentagon spokesman Austin Camacho said he could not confirm or deny that new tests had 
been ordered for the soldiers of the 442nd.  

“It’s hard to imagine, theoretically, that these men could have harmful exposures,” Camacho said, 
because none of them had been inside tanks during direct combat. 

Army studies of depleted uranium have concluded that only soldiers who suffer shrapnel wounds from 
DU shells or who were inside tanks hit by DU shells and immediately breathe radioactive dust are at 
risk.  

I ask members to consider that.  When Dr Doug Rocke was in Perth, he indicated that depleted uranium in the 
form of shrapnel in the body is much less likely to cause harm to the body, because of the nature of that type of 
radiation, than is radiation from depleted uranium that has ignited and been inhaled.   

Firstly, the United States military has said that it will test people who have shrapnel in their bodies.  However, it 
has already chosen to test a group of people who it perhaps knows are less likely to suffer from impacts; 
therefore, it can perhaps falsify the responses.  It has said also that it will test soldiers who suffer shrapnel 
wounds from DU shells or were inside tanks hit by DU shells and immediately breathed in radioactive dust.  
Think how likely that might be.  If a member of the United States military was in a tank that was hit by a DU 
shell, that means it must have been friendly fire.  That limits the number of people who will ever be tested.  If the 
US military is choosing not to systematically test all people who have ever been in the vicinity of depleted 
uranium that has ignited, and who therefore may be suffering the impacts of depleted uranium dust on their 
lungs, and is testing only people who simply have shrapnel in their body, those results will not reveal the reality 
of the situation.   

This has great implications for Western Australia.  We are being told that we, and other parts of Australia, are 
being singled out for testing and training for the United States military.  It is clear that an ever increasing number 
of United States’ equipment and armoury is using depleted uranium.  Depleted uranium is being used in military 
aircraft, and in shells that are being used by the Australian military.   

Hon Frank Hough:  Is it? 

Hon DEE MARGETTS:  I believe depleted uranium is being used in some military aircraft, and in some of the 
Navy armaments that are used for ship-to-shore operations, particularly if they are targeting things such as tanks 
and using armour-piercing weaponry.  We in Western Australia must put pressure on the United States military 
to cease using depleted uranium in its weaponry, because if the information that is being gathered now by the 
community but is not being published by the military is anywhere near correct, depleted uranium in armaments 
constitutes a weapon of mass destruction that does not target only the military.  Depleted uranium has never 
received humanitarian approval for use.  Therefore, it is an illegal weapon of war.  We cannot allow depleted 
uranium to ever be used on Australian shores.  The Australian military and the Australian Navy should also be 
required to consider the use of depleted uranium very carefully in view of our international human rights 
obligations.   

House adjourned at 5.28 pm 
__________ 

 


