
Attention: NTEPA
Re  : Phase 2 Expansion of the Arnhem Space Centre  

Keep Space For Peace

G’day,

thanks for the opportunity to share comments on the Draft.

Unfortunately this is a very busy month, and I’m snowed under with my day job, so this will be a 
brief comment rather than a comprehensive response.

I tend towards opposing the project simply on the grounds of danger to human safety. I’m very 
unimpressed that this high impact proposal is only afforded only SER - the lowest level of 
assessment open to public comment. 

The one detail that I’d like to confront particularly is the proponent’s obtuse assertion that:

ASC is not a military base

Well, thanks, but that in no way addresses broader concerns regarding militarisation.

Of course ASC is not a military base. But it doesn’t need to be a designated military base to prompt 
significant considerations related to militarisation.

The summarised submission comments include concerns raised regarding militarisation as a risk in 
its own right, and:
 

national security risks … including the risk of this area becoming a military target

These are genuine and substantial concerns, which must not be so effortlessly dismissed with a glib 
tangential 6 word assertion.

7.4.1.3 of the Draft lists a range of commercial client applications, explicitly excluding military. 
Yet it is well understood, since Reagan’s Star Wars, that war in space is entirely predicated on 
commercial partnership.

More recently, in 2018 when Mr Trump announced1 the establishment of USA Space Force, he 
indicated that government would need to work cooperatively with the private sector, saying:

I am instructing my administration to embrace the budding commercial space industry. 
… I will sign a new directive to federal departments and agencies. They will work 
together with American industry to implement a state-of-the-art framework for space 
traffic management.

Last year, ABC reported that ELA had an agreement with USA company Phantom Space 
Corporation, who in turn have links to the USA DoD2.

Phantom’s COO, Mark D Lester, said:

"since the US and Australia remain close allies, it is possible we will conduct defence 
missions" at the Arnhem Space Centre in the future.



ELA’s CEO, Michael Jones, said:

"The facilities, technologies and capabilities of ELA and the ASC are also able to allow it to
be used as a state-of-the-art test and development range for both commercial and defence 
missiles and rockets," 

When local MLA Yingiya Guyula raised concerns3 around militarisation this year, Mr Jones 
admitted further:

"If we can get some defence launches, where we're testing their rockets and propulsion 
systems, then, you know, the secondary benefit of that is they tend to have big budgets and 
are always at the cutting edge,"

So while the assertion that ‘ASC is not a military base’ is technically correct, it is not an honest 
response to broader concerns over the clear military dimension that expansion of the space centre 
represents.

“Not a base” is a deliberate misdirection that Territorians will recognise from 2011. When Obama 
came to town to announce the imposition of USA Marines, then Chief Minister Paul Henderson was
interviewed on ABC Darwin, where he said the phrase “not a base” six times in one sentence.

It is right and appropriate that Territorians should resist attempts to dismiss a broad swathe of 
concerns with this technically true yet ultimately dishonest and deeply inadequate qualification.

Why has ELA demonstrated a confidence to be able to sidestep this significant area of stated 
concern? Perhaps their undue confidence arises from the easy ride they have enjoyed so far.

I oppose the space centre outright. As the CLP Hatton administration of 1987 quickly realised4, it is 
just too dangerous. 

But if this expansion must proceed, it should be afforded the highest level of scrutiny available at 
every turn. 

But even if this inadequate SER is maintained, ELA should be forthcoming with adequate detail for 
all parties to understand the true military dimension of this project. The Draft must not be accepted 
absent this significant missing section.

I remain interested in any further opportunity to consider this and related processes.

Justin Tutty

25 Kapalga St Tiwi, NT 0810 justin@darwin.email 0424-028-741
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1 https://trumpwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president-trump-meeting-national-space-  
council-signing-space-policy-directive-3/

2 https://www.abc.net.au/news/2023-04-27/arnhem-land-nt-missile-testing-possibility-raises-concern/102269398  

3 https://www.abc.net.au/news/2024-01-10/equatorial-launch-australia-dismisses-expansion-fears/103306204  

4 https://tfhc.nt.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0020/467201/decision-5266-volume-258a-nt-spaceport.pdf  
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