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National campaigns, projects and spokespeople

Anti-Nuclear and Clean 
Energy (ACE): 
Jim Green (Melb),  
0417 318 368  
jim.green@foe.org.au
Robin Taubenfeld (Bris),  
0411 118 737  
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au
Claire Anderson (Perth),  
0455 958 270  
claire.anderson@foe.org.au

Nuclear-Free South Australia: 
Mara Bonacci,  
0422 229 970  
mara.bonacci@foe.org.au  
www.foe.org.au/nuclear_free_sa  

Climate Justice: 
Leigh Ewbank,  
0406 316 176  
leigh.ewbank@foe.org.au
Cam Walker,  
0419 338 047  
cam.walker@foe.org.au,  

Climate and Health: 
Harry Jennens,  
0417 418 225  
admin@healthyfutures.net.au 

Coal and Energy Justice: 
Chloe Aldenhoven, 0432 328 107  
chloe.aldenhoven@foe.org.au, 
Charlie Wood  
charlie@tippingpoint.org.au 
Moira Williams  
moira@tippingpoint.org.au. 
Kate Wattchow  
kate.wattchow@foe.org.au

Finance, Divestment & Banks
Julien Vincent,  
contact@marketforces.org.au

Food and Emerging Tech: 
Louise Sales (Tas)  
0435 589 579  
louise.sales@foe.org.au,  
www.emergingtech.foe.org.au  
www.facebook.com/
FoEEmergingTechProject

Forests: 
Sarah Day, 0474 735 678  
sarah.day@foe.org.au
Ed Hill, 0414 199 645,  
ed.hill@foe.org.au

Latin America Indigenous  
communities solidarity: 
Marisol Salinas, 0422 455 331 
marisol.salinas@foe.org.au

Murray-Darling  
Basin Plan: 
Megan Williams, 0452 366 605 
megan.williams@foe.org.au  

Climate Frontlines  
(Pacific & Torres Strait  
Islands Climate Justice) 
Wendy Flannery (Bris),  
0439 771 692  
wendy.flannery@foe.org.au

Pesticides & Drinking Water: 
Anthony Amis (Melb),  
ajamis50@gmail.com

Renewable Energy: 
Pat Simons, 0415 789 961  
patrick.simons@foe.org.au

Save the Reef: 
June Norman (Bris), 0438 169 414  
junenorman1940@yahoo.com.au 

Sustainable Cities  
& Public Transport: 
Claudia Gallois, 0448 752 656 
claudia.gallois@foe.org.au 
www.facebook.com/
WeSustainCities, @WeSustainCities

Tipping Point (climate action) 
www.tippingpoint.org.au,  
info@tippingpoint.org.au 
Charlie Wood  
charlie@tippingpoint.org.au 
Moira Williams,  
moira@tippingpoint.org.au

Trade & Economic Justice: 
Sam Cossar-Gilbert (Melb)  
sam.cossargilbert@foe.org.au

Transform Waste 
Anine Cummins,  
anine.cummins@foe.org.au 

Unconventional Gas:
Zianna Fuad,  
zianna.fuad@foe.org.au

War and the Environment: 
Robin Taubenfeld, 0411 118 737 
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au, 
Sam Castro, 0439 569 289 
sam.castro@foe.org.au, .  
Phil Evans,  
phil.evans@foe.org.au 

Wet Tropics: 
Ingrid Marker (Qld),  
 ingrid.marker@foe.org.au  
0438 688 229

Friends of the Earth Australia contacts
National Liaison 
Officers:

Phil Evans,  
phil.evans@foe.org.au
Aleesha Hanczakowski
Robin Taubenfeld ,  
0411 118 737  
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au 
Anisa Rogers (Melb)  
anisa.rogers@foe.org.au
Cam Villani (Melb)
Zianna Fuad (Melb),  
zianna.fuad@foe.org.au 
Karun Cowper (Perth) 
0420 714 427 
karun.cowper@foe.org.au, 
David Faber (Adel)   
0488 079 753  
davefabr@bigpond.net.au

Membership 
issues
Melbourne: (03) 9419 8700,  
Jemila Rushton, 0426 962 506 
jemila.rushton@gmail.com  
Other states − see Local  
Group contacts.

Local Groups

FoE Adelaide
c/- CCSA, 111 Franklin St.  
Adelaide SA 5000.  
David Faber,  
adelaide.office@foe.org.au 
www.adelaide.foe.org.au

Bridgetown 
Greenbushes Friends 
of the Forest
PO Box 461,  
Bridgetown, WA, 6255.  
president@bgff.org.au,  
www.bgff.org.au,  
Richard Wittenoom  
0427 611 511

FoE Brisbane
20 Burke St, Woolloongabba 
(above Reverse Garbage Qld).  
PO Box 8227 Woolloongabba, 
Qld, 4102  
ph (07) 3171 2255,  
office.brisbane@foe.org.au  
https://brisbane.foe.org.au 

6 Degrees: Coal and CSG: 
karenajallen@hotmail.com 

Peace, anti-nuclear and clean 
energy (PACE) campaign: 
Robin Taubenfeld, 0411 118 737  
@PACECollective  
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au 

Climate Frontlines (Pacific & 
Torres Strait Islands Climate 
Justice): 
Wendy Flannery, 0439 771 692 
wendy.flannery@foe.org.au

FoE Far North 
Queensland
PO Box 795, Kuranda, Qld, 4881 
Ph Ingrid Marker 0438 688 229 
fnq@foe.org.au,  
www.foefnq.org.au,  
facebook.com/FriendsoftheEarthFNQ

FoE Melbourne 
PO Box 222, Fitzroy, 3065  
Street address – 312 Smith St, 
Collingwood,  
(03) 9419 8700,  
1300 852081 (Freecall)  
foe@foe.org.au  
www.melbourne.foe.org.au  
www.facebook.com/foemelbourne 
www.instagram.com/foemelbourne

Membership and fundraising 
coordinator 
Jemila Rushton, 0426 962 506  
jemila.rushton@gmail.com  
(03) 9419 8700

Act on Climate: 
Leigh Ewbank, 0406 316 176 
leigh.ewbank@foe.org.au,  
www.actonclimate.org.au

Affiliate members

www.foe.org.au | www.facebook.com/FoEAustralia 

Food Irradiation Watch
PO Box 5829, West End,  
Qld, 4101. @FIWatch
www.foodirradiationwatch.org,  
Robin Taubenfeld 0411 118 737  
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au, 

Goongerah Environment Centre
www.geco.org.au 
facebook.com/GECOEastGippsland 
geco@geco.org.au 
@eastgippyforest 
Chris Schuringa 0418 912 625

Healthy Futures
www.healthyfutures.net.au,  
admin@healthyfutures.net.au,  
Harry 0417 418 225,  
Kate 0438 347 755 
facebook: Healthy Futures 

The Hub Foundation, 
Castlemaine
http://mash.org.au/about-the-
hub-foundation 
jo@hubfoundation.org.au,  
0455 589 065

Market Forces
Julien Vincent,  
contact@marketforces.org.au  
www.marketforces.org.au,  
@market_forces,  
www.facebook.com/
MarketForces

Australian Student 
Environment Network (ASEN)
info@asen.org.au,  
www.asen.org.au,  
www.facebook.com/asen.org.au  
Anisa, anisa.rogers@foe.org.au  
Lily 0432 023 705  
Ruby 0472 525 719

Community Foods Cairns
Patricia Gates and Peter Reay,  
ph (07) 4041 5335,  
shop@comfoods.org.au,  
www.comfoods.org.au,  
www.facebook.com/
communityfoodscairns/

Earthworker Cooperative
Dan Musil, 0432 485 869 
contact@earthworker 
cooperative.com.au  
www.earthworker 
cooperative.com.au 
www.facebook.com/
Earthworkercoop  
@Earthworkercoop

GM Free Australia Alliance
Alex Mijatovic, 0449 872 327,  
info@gmfreeaustralia.org.au  
www.gmfreeaustralia.org.au

International  
Liaison Officers

Chloe Aldenhoven (Melb),  
0432 328 107  
chloe.aldenhoven@foe.org.au 
Emma Harvey (Melb),  
emma.harvey@foe.org.au
Franklin Bruinstroop (Bris),  
0466 319 323  
franklin.bruinstroop 
@foe.org.au, 
Pat Simons (Melb),  
0415 789 961  
patrick.simons@foe.org.au 
Sam Cossar-Gilbert,  
sam.cossargilbert@foe.org.au

Financial 
contributions
finance@foe.org.au,  
Freecall 1300 852 081,  
ph (03) 9419 8700 

ACE Nuclear Free Collective: 
Jim Green, 0417 318 368  
jim.green@foe.org.au,  
Jessica Lawson  
ace@foe.org.au 

Coal & Gas Free Victoria: 
Ursula Alquier,  
ursula.alquier@foe.org.au

Dirt Radio: 
www.3cr.org.au/dirtradio  
Mondays 10:30am and  
Tuesdays 9:30am on 3CR,  
www.facebook.com/DirtRadio

Economic Justice Collective: 
www.melbourne.foe.org.au/
economic_justice,  
sam.cossargilbert@foe.org.au

Energy Justice Victoria: 
Kate Wattchow,  
kate.wattchow@foe.org.au 
www.melbournefoe.org.au/
energy_justice_victoria,  
www.facebook.com/quitcoalvic,  
@JustEnergyVic

Food co-op: 
food@foe.org.au,  
(03) 9417 4382

Forest Collective: 
forests@foe.org.au,  
www.melbournefoe.org.au/forests

No New Fossil Fuels campaign:
www.melbournefoe.org.au/nnff-vic 

River Country Campaign: 
Megan Williams, 0452 366 605  
megan.williams@foe.org.au  
www.melbournefoe.org.au/
river_country

Sustainable Cities Campaign:
Claudia Gallois, 0448 752 656 
claudia.gallois@foe.org.au 
www.facebook.com/WeSustainCities  
@WeSustainCities

Transform Waste 
Anine Cummins,  
anine.cummins@foe.org.au

Yes 2 Renewables: 
Pat Simons, 0415 789 961 
patrick.simons@foe.org.au 
www.yes2renewables.org 
@yes2renewables

FoE Perth
perth@foe.org.au,  
twitter.com/FoEPerth 
www.facebook.com/
FriendsofthePEarth/  
Local contact:  
Karun Cowper 0420 714 427  
karun.cowper@foe.org.au

FoE Southwest WA 
Joan Jenkins (South Bunbury)  
0428 389 087, foeswa@gmail.com

FoE Sydney
sydney@foe.org.au  
www.foe.org.au/Sydney  
www.facebook.com/foesydney
@FOESydney

Reverse Garbage  
Queensland Co-op Ltd
20 Burke Street, 
Woolloongabba, 4102  
Ph 3891 9744  
info@reversegarbageqld.com.au 
www.reversegarbageqld.com.au 
www.facebook.com/
reversegarbageqld @
ReverseGarbageQ

Sustainable Energy Now (WA)
PO Box 341, West Perth  
WA 6872.  
www.sen.asn.au,  
contact@sen.asn.au.  
Outreach Convenor  
Rob Phillips 0416 065 054. 
Outreach Organiser Alastair 
Leith 0432 889 831

Tulele Peisa (PNG) −  
‘Sailing the waves on our own’ 
www.tulele-peisa.org 
Director: Ursula Rakova,  
rakova.ursula@gmail.com,  
ph 0011 675 7399 4806

West Mallee Protection (SA)
westmallee@gmail.com

Wildlife of the Central 
Highlands (WOTCH): 
Maggie Riddington (Vic)  
wotch.inc@gmail.com ,  
www.wotch.org.au,  
www.facebook.com/VICWOTCH
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Help Friends of the Earth continue to work for social and environmental justice
❏ Become a monthly donor to Friends of the Earth

❏ Give a one-off donation

Name:

Address: State: Postcode: 

Email: Phone: Mobile: 

Active Friends Monthly Donations
I’d like to make a monthly donation of:  ❏ $20  ❏ $30 ❏ $50 ❏ other $       ($10 min)

The donation will be by (please fill out appropriate card details below):

❏ Direct Debit from my bank account (the least admin fees!) ❏ Credit card

Which is your closest local group?

❏ Australia ❏ Adelaide ❏ Bridgetown (WA) ❏ Brisbane ❏ Far North Queensland 

❏ Melbourne ❏ Perth ❏ South West WA ❏ Sydney

Donations
Make a one-off donation (over $2.00 is tax-deductible):  Donation $  (thank you!) 

Direct Debit
I/We
 (Given name) (Family name)

Request you, until further notice in writing, to debit my/our account described in the schedule below, any amounts which Friends of the Earth Inc may debit or change me/us through our direct debit 
system. I/We understand that 1) the bank/financial institution may in its absolute discretion determine the order of priority of payment by it of any moneys pursuant to this request or any other authority 
or mandate. 2) The bank/financial institution may in its discretion at any time by notice in writing to me/us terminate the request as to future debits. Bendigo Bank Direct Debit User ID no: 342785

Financial Institution: Branch address: 

BSB#: Account#:

Name on Account: Signature:

Credit Card
❏ Visa ❏ Mastercard Name on card:

Card no:__ __ __ __/__ __ __ __/__ __ __ __/__ __ __ __    Expiry Date:__ __/__ __   CCV no:__ __ __ (last 3 digits on back of card) 

Cardholder’s signature:

Cheques 
Payable to ‘Friends of the Earth’

❏ Find out more about our Friends Forever bequest program

Please return to Friends of the Earth, PO Box 222 Fitzroy, VIC, 3065

Ph: 03 9419 8700    Fax: 03 9416 2081     Email: membership@foe.org.au 

Website:foe.org.au     ABN: 18 110 769 501

Become a #FriendOfFoE today!!
1
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Friends of the Earth Online

www.foe.org.au 

youtube.com/user/FriendsOfTheEarthAUS

twitter.com/FoEAustralia

facebook.com/pages/Friends-of-the-Earth-Australia/

flickr.com/photos/foeaustralia

Friends of the Earth (FoE) 
Australia is a federation of 
independent local groups.
You can join FoE by contacting 
your local group − see the  
inside back cover of Chain 
Reaction for contact details  
or visit foe.org.au/local-groups
There is a monthly FoE Australia 
email newsletter − subscribe via 
the website: www.foe.org.au
To financially support our work, 
please visit foe.org.au/donate
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Friends of the Earth Australia LGBTQIA+ Position Statement

discourse through our intersectional work 
towards environmental and social justice.

We recognise that members of the 
LGBTQIA+ community face multiple 
oppressions and we commit to 
supporting our LGBTQIA+ campaigners 
and allies. We also recognise the 
compounding oppressions faced by 
LGBTQIA+ first nations peoples, people 
of colour, refugees, climate displaced 
peoples, homeless, and others who 
already experience marginalisation 
within our society. We further 
acknowledge and stand by our trans, 
non-binary and gender non-conforming 
comrades in their particular struggles 
for visibility in our community.

FoE recognises that members of our 
national network may not previously 
have had the opportunity to gain a 
deep understanding of LGBTQIA+ 
experiences. We commit to ongoing 
education within our organisation 
to ensure all our members, groups, 
campaigners and volunteers are 
supported to deepen our understanding 
of LGBTQIA+ experiences, and are able 
to support members of the LGBTQIA+ 
community in our work.

We are committed to ending 
discrimination on the basis of gender 
and sexuality, and to continuing to grow 
the understanding of all members of our 
community to strengthen our culture of 
dismantling oppressive structures.

FoE will always be an ally to  
LGBTQIA+ groups and organisers,  
and encourages them to call on us  
for solidarity or assistance.

Friends of the Earth Australia endorsed 
the following statement at our national 
meeting this year.

Friends of the Earth Australia (FoE) stands 
in solidarity with LGBTQIA+ people - 
both in struggle and in celebration.

FoE believes that all people have the 
right to live in safety and without fear, 
regardless of their gender or sexuality.

FoE consciously and intentionally 
encourages LGBTQIA+ people in our 
spaces, and provides active support to 
emergent leaders. We remain committed 
to providing a safe and welcoming space 
to all members of our community. We 
make a commitment to further support, 
include and encourage involvement 
with our work. We welcome LGBTQIA+ 
groups and individuals who would like 
a friendly space to organise from. Our 
doors are always open and you will 
be treated with respect and dignity 
whether you’re involved with FoE on  
the ground or online. 

We strongly believe environmental 
and social justice are thoroughly 
interconnected and cannot be separated. 
FoE is committed to expanding our 
campaign work into areas where 
justice for LGBTQIA+ people and 
environmental justice intersect.

FoE acknowledges that the dominant 
discourses of ecology have roots in 
heterosexist and binary notions. Biological 
and reproductive ‘naturalness’ is a 
queerphobic ecological discourse, as is 
the notion that positions humans and 
nature as binary opposites. FoE will 
continue to learn from the philosophy of 
queer ecology to sublimate the dominant 

GM-free shopping list

From FoE Australia affiliate GM Free 
Australia Alliance:

The GM-Free movement in our 
country is growing stronger every 
year. Particularly right now when the 
world’s eye has been turned to the true 
toxicity of Roundup. This exposure and 
the broader implications of Roundup 
sprayed on GMO crops is now imminent. 
We are winning!

The GM-Free Australia Alliance and 
True Food Network aim to educate and 
create social change by celebrating 
& promoting the foods and products 
that give consumers GM-Free choices. 
We work hard on keeping Australia’s 
existing GM-Free Moratoriums in place, 
opposing deregulation of GM animals 
and supporting Chemical Free weed 
management Australia wide. 

We are now commencing our campaign 
to publish a bigger and better than ever 
GM-Free Shopping List 2020, a free 
resource that celebrates and promotes 
Australian GM-Free foods and products. 
If you want to volunteer or help and 
have favourite GM-Free foods we can 
add to our Shopping List, please take 
clear photos of the labels and email us  
at info@gmfreeaustralia.org.au.

The 2017 GM-Free Shopping List is posted 
at www.gmfreeaustralia.org.au/resources
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No Nukes Asia Forum, Taiwan

Mara Bonacci, SA nuclear-free 
campaigner with Friends of the  
Earth, writes:

The No Nukes Asia Forum (NNAF) has 
been running for 30 years. It’s a bit like 
the Asian equivalent of the Australian 
Nuclear Free Alliance (ANFA), bringing 
together people affected by or working 
to stop the nuclear industry in the region. 
NNAF was started in Japan and is hosted 
by a different country each year. This 
year’s meeting was held in Taipei and 
was hosted by the Taiwan Environmental 
Protection Union (TEPU).

Approximately 100 people attended, 
with delegates from Taiwan, Japan, 
China, Korea, Mongolia, Vietnam, India, 
Turkey, Kashmir, the Philippines, USA 
and Australia.

The first day was filled with 
presentations from each country 
represented. It soon became clear that 
anti-nuclear struggles are very similar 
everywhere. This reinforced the 
need for solidarity, collaboration and 
highlighted the importance of a forum 
such as this.

The second day had a Taiwanese focus. 
Taiwan has four nuclear power plants, 
one of which was constructed but has 
never operated. These plants provide 
about 10% of Taiwan’s electricity. There is 
a significant campaign for a “Nuclear Free 
Homeland” by 2025. This would involve 
decommissioning of the nuclear plants 
and replacing them with other energy 
sources such as solar and geothermal. 

On the third day, with the formal 
proceedings concluded, the forum 
participants met with the Vice President of 
Taiwan at Parliament House. With a federal 
election on the horizon, the current 
government is keen for the support of 
Taiwan’s anti-nuclear movement and 
declared their commitment to a transition 
to renewable energy.

That afternoon and the following day, 
delegates were taken to all four nuclear 
plants and several renewable energy 
projects. One of these was a floating 
solar panel farm. Another project was 

an energy and agriculture site. Taiwan 
is prone to typhoons, which in the past 
have damaged crops. Netted typhoon-
proof steel structures have been built, 
with crops growing within and solar 
panels on top. This ingenious project 
provides food security and clean energy 
and was inspirational to see. We learned 
from community members about the 
terrible impacts of nuclear reactors on 
communities and coastal ecosystems and 
marine life. Nuclear power may be low 
carbon, but its costs are high.

One forum delegate had been involved 
in the design of the diesel generators at 
Fukushima and had been involved with 
the nuclear industry for many years. He 
is now an opponent of nuclear power.

Most, if not all, of the countries 
represented are struggling with the 
problem of what to do with their 
radioactive waste. Many delegates were 
shocked to learn that Australian uranium 
fuelled Fukushima.

Without doubt, it is vital that we 
minimise the creation of radioactive 
waste, especially given the global 
problem of its management and disposal. 
The best way to do this is to leave the 
uranium in the ground.

If the nuclear-free movement in Taiwan 
has anything to do with it, their country 
will be nuclear-free by 2025, this will 
prove inspirational and the hope is that 
other countries will follow suit. As they 
say in Taiwan: No Nuke – We Can!

More information:

•  Joint Statement of the 2019 No 
Nukes Asia Forum: https://www.
wiseinternational.org/nuclear-
monitor/879/nuclear-monitor-879-4-
november-2019

•  A video on the 25-year history of the 
No Nukes Asia Forum: www.youtube.
com/watch?v=89BE9kbJpP0

•  Videos from NNAF 2019: www.
youtube.com/user/toach2000/videos

•  Tony Boys, Oct 2019, ‘Can Taiwan 
Phase out Nuclear Power? – Report 
on the NNAF 2019 Field Trip to 
Taiwan’s NPPs’, http://www.cnic.jp/
english/?p=4592

•  Yesil Gazete, 25 Oct 2019, ‘10 
countries gathered for ‘Nuclear 
Free Asia’’, https://yesilgazete.org/
blog/2019/10/25/10-countries-
gathered-for-nuclear-free-asia/

Delegates at the 2019 No 
Nukes Asia Forum with Taiwan’s 
Vice President Chen Chien-Jen.
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Global Climate Strike

The week of 20-27 September saw the 
biggest global mobilisation in history to 
highlight the climate emergency with 
over 7 million people participating in 
global climate strikes and actions! Friends 
of the Earth groups around the world 
were part of this movement – supporting 
youth and calling for climate justice 
for those on the front lines of climate 
change, dirty energy and false solutions.

In the Asia-Pacific, FoE groups joined the 
strikes in Malaysia, Sri Lanka, Australia, 
Timor-Leste, South Korea, Philippines, 
Bangladesh, Japan and Indonesia.

Europe saw some of the biggest climate 
mobilisations ever – 1.4 million people in 
Germany alone! FoE and Young FoE Europe 
groups joined in protests in England, 
Scotland, Wales, Germany, Cyprus, 
Belgium, Spain, Denmark, Hungary, 
Malta, the Netherlands, Russia, Austria, 
Macedonia, Sweden, Croatia, Bosnia.

Africa saw actions across the continent 
with FoE groups participating in Nigeria, 
South Africa, Ghana, Tanzania and Togo. 
FoE Togo organised an inspiring football 
match action with local children. Young 
activists from Mozambique took part 
in the strikes in the UK and spoke 
powerfully on climate justice.

FoE Africa also participated in the 
UN Secretary General Climate Action 
Summit in New York. On September 
20, over 300,000 people mobilised 
ahead of this Summit. Philip Jakpor 
from Environmental Rights Action / 
FoE Nigeria and Sostine Namanya from 
NAPE / FoE Uganda were in New York 
and took part in the mobilisation. They 
also took part in a Southern Voices side 
event, an action against the Oil and Gas 
industry with allies and secured some 
fantastic media coverage.

The US also witnessed huge marches 
across many cities that FoE US joined. 
And FoE US helped organise a shutdown 
of Washington DC to demand action on 
the climate crisis.

In Latin America and Caribbean there 
were actions in many cities – and FoE 
Paraguay, Colombia and El Salvador  
were out on the streets.

FoE International’s next big climate 
action will be in Chile for the COP  
(UN climate conference) in December.

People Power Now!

ACE Anti-Nuclear Activist Archive 

as well as a large amount of audio-
visual material (photographs, film, and 
sound). Basic box, folder and item level 
description has been entered into a text 
searchable document that will serve as a 
usable catalogue to access the material. 
The project is very nearly finished, and 
the catalogue is well over 300 pages.

Significant subjects and campaigns covered 
in this archive include: Roxby Downs 
Blockade, Maralinga, Jabiluka, as well 
as continual efforts to fight against the 
establishment of nuclear power stations 
and national/international waste dumps. 

Throughout the course of this project, 
The ACE Collective were able to offer 
volunteer opportunities for RMIT library 
students to gain valuable work experience. 
We would like to acknowledge the hard 
work of AC Hunter, Matthew Hall, Laura 
Bligh, Sam Stolke, Alice Barry, Sheeneez 
Mutheeu, Keren Moskal, Caitlyn Grant and 
Judy Chandley. 

The long-term plan is that this material 
will be moved to the State Library of 
Victoria or similar institution once 
cataloguing is complete. An exhibition 
about the collection will also be held 
in the coming months to celebrate the 
completion of the archiving project, 
as well as exhibit some of the rare and 
unique items within it. 

If you are interested to know more about 
this project, or to access it for research 
purposes, or if you have any items which 
you may want to donate to the archive, 
please contact Sam.Gibbard@rmit.edu.au

(And thanks from all of us at FoE to Sam 
for leading this work!)

Sam Gibbard writes:

The ACE Nuclear Free Collective is the 
longest running campaign at Friends 
of the Earth, and has worked for over 
40 years researching, educating and 
actively campaigning on nuclear issues. 
Their aim is to protect people and 
the environment from damage by the 
nuclear industry and promote safe, clean 
and sustainable energy solutions.

ACE Nuclear Free Collective hosts events 
and workshops to promote a world free 
from the threat of nuclear weapons, 
to amplify the voices of Indigenous 
communities directly impacted by 
the nuclear industry and to educate 
people about nuclear and peace issues. 
Every second year, they coordinate the 
Radioactive Exposure tour of nuclear sites, 
taking a large group of supporters out 
on country to see the reality of uranium 
mining, the legacy of nuclear weapons 
testing and the threat of proposed nuclear 
waste dumps. They also sponsor The 
Radioactive Show on 3CR community 
radio to share stories and cover news on 
the nuclear free movement from Australia 
and around the world.

Remarkably, the collective kept and 
maintained this significant archive 
related to the groups’ activities from 
almost the beginning. Over the past 
three years, a volunteer archiving 
project has been quietly running in the 
background, cataloguing this massive 
40-year history of the collective. 

The collection comprises 110+ boxes 
of pamphlets, periodicals/newsletters, 
minute books, correspondence and 
other unique manuscript material, 

Justice for Golfrid

In early October, Golfrid Siregar, lawyer 
at Friends of the Earth Indonesia / 
WALHI, was found fatally injured under 
very suspicious circumstances. While 
local authorities are trying to treat his 
death as a traffic accident, a substantial 
amount of evidence points to foul play – 
possibly murder.

Golfrid was a lawyer and had been heavily 
involved in fights to protect Sumatra’s 
rainforests and communities threatened by 
palm oil plantations and large hydropower. 
In doing so, he bravely challenged 
corporations and government authorities. 
Indonesia has a long and sordid history 
of criminalising and intimidating human 
rights and environmental defenders, 
including a legacy of torture and murder. 

In recent months there has been a 
dramatic rise in the attacks against  
human rights defenders.

On October 31, Friends of the Earth 
Australia together with groups and 
citizens representing more than 240 
organisations from Africa, Asia and  
the Pacific, Europe, North America  
and South America delivered letters  
of solidarity to Indonesian embassies 
across the globe calling for justice.

Please share your solidarity on social 
media using #justiceforGolfrid

More information: www.aljazeera.
com/amp/news/2019/10/unafraid-
indonesia-activist-sudden-death-
questioned-191014055808320.html
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Walk This Way 2019

Jemila Rushton from Friends of the 
Earth Melbourne writes:

On Saturday November 9, 100 
community members braved the 
unusually cold November weather for 
a 15 kilometre walk along Melbourne’s 
Merri Creek Trail in Narrm/Birrarung-ga 
to raise funds for FoE campaigns. 

Earlier in 2019, FoE Melbourne released 
a report ‘Transforming Victoria’, and 
this year’s Walk This Way adopted 
that same theme, and celebrated 
some of Melbourne’s transformative 
communities with talks and 
presentations along the Merri Creek.

The walk started at CERES Community 
Environment Park in East Brunswick. 
Once an industrial wasteland, we heard 
from former CERES board members 
Sarah Houseman about the origin story 
of CERES, which has grown into a 
social enterprise hub for sustainable 
community initiatives. 

Further along the creek we heard from 
Nick Williams and Pascale Pitot from 
Friends of Merri Creek about their 
legacy of rejuvenation along the Merri 
Creek, to rehabilitate it from industrial 
drain to thriving urban wetland. Nick 
and Pascale showed us the beneficial 
native bush foods along the creek and 
also instructed us on the edible weeds 
we could remove as we walked along 
the creek. 

Rachel Deans from FoE affiliate Market 
Forces came along to share the impact 
that everyday people can make as active 
shareholders in their superannuation 
funds. We heard how people putting 
power in their money and put pressure 
on companies to stop investing in projects 
like the Adani coal mine, it works!

Melbourne Act on Climate campaigners 
Anna Langford and Aaron Brooks spoke 
to the walkers about the corporations 
blocking climate action and the climate 
impacts on our doorstep here in Victoria. 
Energy Australia has been at the forefront 
of the Act on Climate campaign to 
expose Victoria’s ‘climate blockers’ due 
to their continued lobby effort to hold 
back ambitious emissions reductions 
targets at the state level. Act on Climate 
will soon be launching the Victorian 
Climate Impacts Map to highlight 
communities already feeling the impacts 
of climate change (see p.26).

Over a delicious lunch provided by 
the FoE Food Coop and Cafe, the Walk 
This Way group heard from Godfrey 
Moase from Cooperative Power – a new 
community-led energy cooperative 
which is taking the power back from 
the big energy corporations (see below).

FoE Melbourne recently joined the 
Cooperative Power network, which 
grants FoE Melbourne members with 
access to affordable renewable energy 
which supports community owned 
renewable energy projects. More 
information at www.melbournefoe.org.
au/cooperative_power

Thank you to everyone who came along, 
donated and supported our third Walk 
This Way event! Together, we raised 
over $20,000 for Friends of the Earth’s 
grassroots campaigns for social and 
environmental justice. 

The stories from Walk This Way 2019 will 
be broadcast on our Dirt Radio show on 
3CR Radio as part of our Summer Series. 
You can visit www.3cr.org.au/dirtradio 
to listen in to all the latest news and find 
the talks as they are broadcast!

FoE Melbourne joins the 
Cooperative Power Revolution

Friends of the Earth Melbourne recently 
joined forces with Cooperative Power – a 
newly formed cooperative for Australia’s 
energy sector. This new model takes 
the power back from huge energy 
corporations, for the benefit of people 
and our planet. It’s a new way for people 
to buy energy and have a say in how it’s 
created and how much it costs.

This mean’s FoE Melbourne members 
can now sign up to be part of the 
Cooperative Power revolution too!

How does it work? Your power supply 
works like any other energy provider 
except that instead of supporting big 
business, the profits from this offer will 
be directed towards building up a fund 
to help union and partner members 
and their communities to take the 
power back through the development 
of new, worker and community-owned 
renewable energy generation.

Where does the energy come from?  
The Cooperative Power initiative 
is only just getting started but their 
retail product partner Energy Locals 
(energylocals.com.au) is in the top  
three of the Green Electricity Guide  
for supporting renewable energy.

Through Cooperative Power we can 
invest in community renewable energy; 
such as solar plants, wind energy, 
battery storage and home energy 
efficiency. Together we can drive 
change rather than relying on a slow 
moving, private energy sector that is 
still heavily reliant on fossil fuels.

Who can sign up? Joining Cooperative 
Power is open to people who 
are members of the unions and 
organisations who make up the 
Cooperative Power network. You can 
invite your friends and networks to sign 
up as a Friends of the Earth members at 
http://melbourne.foe.org.au/member
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Australia Beyond Coal alliance

Friends of the Earth Australia is one 
of the founding organisations of the 
Australia Beyond Coal alliance along 
with Environment Victoria, Greenpeace 
Australia-Pacific, the Nature Conservation 
Council of NSW, The Sunrise Project, 
Climate Action Network Australia, and 
Queensland Conservation Council. 

The aim of the campaign alliance is: 

•  To provide information about the 
risks of coal power stations, explain 
their significance in Australia’s 
current domestic emissions, and their 
contribution to climate change.

•  Show the vision of the future that we 
could have with greater investment in 
renewable energy, and a well-managed 
transition for affected communities.

•  To provide information about 
individual power stations, the owners 
of the stations, and their health risks. 
Hopefully the data hub will be a great 
resource for anyone looking to do 
work in this area in years to come. 

www.beyondcoal.org.au 

twitter.com/ausbeyondcoal

The government is targeting  Friends of the Earth

We are encouraging Australians who 
oppose the mine to demand companies 
commit to ending their association with 
the controversial project. Isn’t that what 
democracy looks like? Not according to 
Scott Morrison and company.

Please donate to Friends of the Earth at 
www.foe.org.au/dd to help us stave of 
these attacks whilst continuing to

•  Support grassroots community action 
on the big environmental issues of our 
time, including stopping the disastrous 
Adani coal mine.

•  Educate communities about the impacts 
of climate change, fossil fuels, and other 
extractive industries and solutions.

•  Work with people from all walks of 
life to secure positive solutions.

The government is targeting the Friends 
of the Earth network in a concerted 
effort to shut down our effective 
strategies for achieving environmental 
and social justice. Prime Minister Scott 
Morrison vowed to “outlaw” forms 
of climate activism in a speech to the 
mining industry.

Friends of the Earth Australia and our 
affiliate Market Forces are in the firing 
line. Attorney General Christian Porter 
singled out Market Forces when it 
announced a crackdown on so-called 
‘radical action.’

Why, you ask? Because it is working!

Market Forces compiled the Adani List 
detailing 61 major companies have 
ruled out being involved in the climate-
wrecking Adani Carmichael coal mine. 
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Bushfires and climate change

Is there a link between  
climate change and bushfires?
The Sydney Morning Herald  
reported on November 11:

Yes, there is a link between climate change 
and the prevalence and severity of fires. In fact, 
the research identifying a link between fires 
and climate change is “old hat”, says Professor 
Ross Bradstock, director of the Centre for 
Environmental Risk Management of Bushfires at 
the University of Wollongong. “The research has 
all been done. We don’t need to keep doing it.”

As the Bureau of Meteorology and CSIRO pointed 
out in last year’s latest State of the Climate 
report, the number of the most extreme 10 per 
cent of fire weather days based on the fire danger 
index “has increased in recent decades across 
many regions of Australia, especially in southern 
and eastern Australia”.

“There has been an associated increase in 
the length of the fire weather season,” it 
said. “Climate change, including increasing 
temperatures, is contributing to these changes.”

Or, as Hamish Clarke, a former NSW government 
scientist and now with the University of 
Wollongong, puts it: “Across the country, at 
a number of high-quality long-term weather 
stations, there had either been an increase, or no 
change [in the fire danger index]. We didn’t find 
a significant decrease anywhere.”

In general, one consequence for fire authorities 
is that the fire season is getting longer. In eastern 
Australia, that means fire risks start to increase 
earlier in the spring and last longer into the 
autumn. The window for hazard-reduction burning 
is shifting into winter – if it’s not too damp to do it.

How human activity and natural climate 
variability factored in bushfire ratings increases 
from 1973 to 2017 was the focus of research by 
Sarah Harris, from the Victoria’s Country Fire 
Authority, and Chris Lucas in September.

While rainfall changes from one year to the next, 
with phenomena such as El Ninos in the Pacific 
and shifting Indian Ocean conditions playing a 
role, the researchers’ findings were conclusive: 
“We propose that anthropogenic climate change 
is the primary driver of the [upward trend in the 
fire danger index], through both higher mean 
temperatures and, potentially, through associated 
shifts in large-scale rainfall patterns.”

Abridged from: Peter Hannam, 11 Nov 2019, 
‘’Old hat’: Is there a link between climate 
change and bushfires?’, https://www.smh.
com.au/environment/climate-change/old-hat-
is-there-a-link-between-climate-change-and-
bushfires-20191111-p539d2.html

Climate change is bringing a new world of bushfires
Dale Dominey-Howes, Professor of Hazards and Disaster Risk Sciences, 
University of Sydney: 

It’s the first time Australia has seen such strong fires this early in the 
bushfire season. While fire is a normal part of Australia’s yearly cycle and 
no two years are alike, what we are seeing now is absolutely not business 
as usual. And although these bushfires are not directly attributable to 
climate change, our rapidly warming climate, driven by human activities, 
is exacerbating every risk factor for more frequent and intense bushfires.

For a bushfire to get started, several things need to come together. You need 
fuel, low humidity (which also often means the fuel itself has a low moisture 
content and is easier to burn), and oxygen. It also helps to have an unusually 
high ambient temperature and winds to drive the fire forward.

To be clear, the current bushfires are not specifically triggered by climate 
change. However, as bushfire risk is highest in warm to hot, dry conditions 
with low humidity, low soil and fuel load moisture (and are usually worse 
during El Niño situations) – all factors that climate change in Australia affects – 
climate change is increasing the risk of more frequent and intense bushfires.

Widespread drought conditions, very low humidity, higher than average 
temperatures in many places, and strong westerly winds driven by a 
negative Southern Annular Mode (all made worse by human-induced 
climate change) have collided right now over large areas of the eastern 
seaboard, triggering extremely unusual bushfire conditions.

Abridged from: Dale Dominey-Howes, 10 Sept 2019, ‘Climate change 
is bringing a new world of bushfires’, https://theconversation.com/
climate-change-is-bringing-a-new-world-of-bushfires-123261

Emergency leaders:  
Australia unprepared for worsening extremes
For the first time, 23 former fire and emergency leaders with more than 
600 years of combined experience have banded together to call for 
stronger action on climate change, warning that worsening extreme 
weather is threatening Australian lives. The Emergency Leaders for Climate 
Action Group has issued a joint statement, with signatories from every 
state and territory. The statement reads, in part:

We, the undersigned, who are former senior Australian fire and 
emergency service leaders, have observed how Australia is experiencing 
increasingly catastrophic extreme weather events that are putting 
lives, properties and livelihoods at greater risk and overwhelming our 
emergency services.

Climate change, driven mainly by the burning of coal, oil and gas, is 
worsening these extreme weather events, including hot days, heatwaves, 
heavy rainfall, coastal flooding and catastrophic bushfire weather. 
Australia has just experienced a summer of record-breaking heat, 
prolonged heatwaves, and devastating fires and floods – there should 
be no doubt in anyone’s mind: climate change is dangerous and it is 
affecting all of us now.

Facts you need to know:

•  Bushfire seasons are lasting longer and longer.

•  The number of days of Very High to Catastrophic bushfire danger each 
year are increasing across much of Australia, and are projected to get 
even worse.

•  Opportunities to carry out hazard reduction burns are decreasing 
because warmer, drier winters mean prescribed fires can often be  
too hard to control – so fuel loads will increase.
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•  Higher temperatures mean that forests and 
grasslands are drier, ignite more easily and 
burn more readily, meaning fires are harder 
to control.

•  ‘Dry’ lightning storms are increasing in 
frequency, sparking many remote bushfires 
that are difficult to reach and control.

•  Fire seasons across Australia and in the 
northern hemisphere used to be staggered – 
allowing exchange of vital equipment such as 
aerial water bombers, trucks and firefighters. 
The increasing overlap of fire seasons 
between states and territories and with the 
USA and Canada will limit our ability to help 
each other during major emergencies.

•  A warmer atmosphere holds more moisture, 
increasing the risk of heavier downpours 
and flooding events - like that which recently 
affected Townsville.

•  Current Federal Government climate policy 
has resulted in greenhouse gas pollution 
increasing over the last four years, putting 
Australian lives at risk. Communities, 
emergency services and health services across 
Australia need to be adequately resourced to 
cope with increasing natural disaster risk.

Former NSW Fire and Rescue chief Greg Mullins 
– one of the founders of the Emergency Leaders 
for Climate Action Group – said the group sought 
a meeting with the federal government to discuss 
the issue in April and again in May, immediately 
after the federal election. “We have tried since April 
to get a meeting with the Prime Minister,” Mullins 
said. “It’s clear now we won’t get that meeting.”

“It is very, very disappointing that we weren’t 
listened to earlier because we actually predicted 
exactly what’s happening now. Measures 
could have been taken months ago to make 
the firefighters more effective and to make the 
community safer,” Mullins said.

More information: www.climatecouncil.org.au/
emergency-leaders-climate-action

Prescribed burning:  
What do the experts have to say?
The ABC’s Kate Doyle:

Could prescribed burning have prevented 
recent fires in NSW and Queensland? Dr Ross 
Bradstock, a bushfire risk management expert at 
the University of Wollongong, acknowledged that 
not a lot of prescribed burning took place this 
year. “Generally speaking, there hasn’t been a lot 
of hazard-reduction work in places like NSW this 
spring because the fire season was declared early.”

David Bowman, a professor of pyrogeography 
and fire science at the University of Tasmania, 

said it was important that media commentary didn’t unnecessarily sow 
seeds of doubt in the community regarding the quality and concern of fire 
management agencies.

“It’s really quite disingenuous to suggest that biodiversity concerns, or the 
concerns of environment, have substantially changed fuel-management 
programs,” he said. “I freely acknowledge that among ecologists there is 
concern and debate about the ecological effects of fuel management. There 
is research and discussion and naturalists hold points of view about fuel 
management, but frankly, those concerns are really very much to the side 
and haven’t significantly impeded fuel management programs.”

Dr Bowman said fuel management had been impeded by a constellation  
of practical constraints, including that fire can escape, smoke pollution,  
ill health, resourcing, coordination, legal liability, cost and safety.

“The debate we are having is really the society sort of catching up with 
the internal trade-offs that fire managers had been thinking through about 
how they can manage fuel,” he said. “You can’t just go into the landscape 
and start burning it.”

Abridged from: Kate Doyle, 13 Nov 2019, ‘Fire, climate change  
and prescribed burning: What do the experts have to say?’,  
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2019-11-13/fire-and-climate-change-what-
do-experts-have-to-say/11696586

Is there really a green conspiracy  
to stop bushfire hazard reduction?
Graham Readfearn writing in The Guardian on November 12:

Large parts of NSW have been in the grip of catastrophic fire weather this 
week as firefighters desperately work to save homes, properties and lives.

But as firefighters try and beat back the bushfires, a familiar blame game 
began with critics pointing fingers at “greenies”, claiming they get in the 
way of hazard reduction efforts that might have reduced the size and scale 
of the disaster.

The chief accuser is Nationals MP Barnaby Joyce who says “greens policy” 
gets in the way “of many of the practicalities of fighting a fire and managing 
it”. Among Joyce’s claims, made in several interviews this week, are that 
Greens policies have made hazard reduction activities more difficult.

A fire in Bobin, 350 
km north of Sydney 
on November 9, 2019.
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This claim, just to be clear, is about the policies 
of a party that has never been in government. 
Joyce also blamed the Greens for “paperwork” 
that made it harder to carry out hazard reduction 
activities.

A former NSW fire and rescue commissioner, 
Greg Mullins, has written this week that the 
hotter and drier conditions, and the higher 
fire danger ratings, were preventing agencies 
from carrying out prescribed burning. He said: 
“Blaming ‘greenies’ for stopping these important 
measures is a familiar, populist, but basically 
untrue claim.”

Preparations for bushfire season are done outside 
the most dangerous periods using a suite of 
methods known as hazard reduction. Methods 
include prescribed burning where authorities 
identify at-risk areas close to developments, or in 
areas known for being sites where large fires ignite, 
and “reduce the load” with controlled burning.

In some areas, hazard reduction is carried out by 
removing trees and vegetation. Another method 
is to create fuel breaks, also known as fire breaks, 
where trees are cleared to prevent the spread of 
a fire to protect developments and infrastructure. 
This is also done routinely around power lines.

It is activities like this which Joyce claims are being 
suppressed by bureaucracy.

A spokesperson for the NSW Department of 
Planning, Industry and Environment has told 
Guardian Australia that the National Parks and 
Wildlife Service (NPWS) carried out hazard 
reduction activities across more than 139,000 ha 
in 2018 and 2019.

The NPWS had a hazard reduction target to treat 
680,000 ha of parks and reserves in the five  
years from 2011, which the spokesperson said  
it had exceeded.

The Public Service Association has also attacked 
the NSW government for what it said was a “35% 
cut to fire-trained positions” in national parks. Its 
acting general secretary, Troy Wright, said: “It is 
the Nationals who hold the purse string. Rather 
than funding the NPWS properly so that they  
can undertake strategic reductions they have 
crippled them with massive budget cuts and 
devastating restructures.”

Abridged from: Graham Readfearn, 12 Nov 
2019, ‘Factcheck: Is there really a green 
conspiracy to stop bushfire hazard reduction?’, 
https://www.theguardian.com/australia-
news/2019/nov/12/is-there-really-a-green-
conspiracy-to-stop-bushfire-hazard-reduction

Indigenous leaders say Australia’s bushfire crisis shows 
approach to land management failing
The ABC’s Marian Faa:

Indigenous leaders, who have been warning about a bushfire crisis for years, 
are calling for a radical change to how land is managed as Australia faces 
some of its worst bushfire conditions on record. Indigenous leaders are 
calling for a new workforce of ‘fire practitioners’ to implement traditional 
burning practices across Australia. Traditional burning techniques involve 
regular, controlled burns that reduce fuel load and decrease risk of bushfires.

When Indigenous fire practitioner Victor Steffensen walked outside his 
house in far north Queensland this week he felt a sense of dread. “I look into 
the sky and I see the misty haze coming up from down south all through the 
landscape,” he said. “You can see the ashes on the air, landing on the trees up 
here and it’s like a mourning for the country. When we walk outside and we 
get that sort of feeling … we know something is wrong.”

Mr Steffensen has been teaching traditional Indigenous burning practices 
for the past two decades. He said the bushfire crisis sent a clear message to 
politicians that current land management practices are not working. “We 
can’t keep doing this,” he said. “It’s really frustrating to see country get 
torched like that when you know they’re not doing anything about it.”

Mr Steffensen said the dangerous conditions resulted from a build up of 
fuel loads and decades of mismanagement. “People are too scared to burn 
because of how dry it is,” he said. “There is grasses that are up to the roof 
and landscapes that have no vegetation except for large amounts of rubbish. 
The bottom line is that we need to start looking after the landscape.”

Mr Steffensen called on the state and federal governments to establish a 
new workforce dedicated to managing land and fuel loads through the 
use of traditional ecological knowledge. “We need a whole other division 
of people out there looking after the land,” he said. “People need to be on 
country. Looking after the land is a full-time job, not a seasonal job. A fire 
practitioner of the future is going to be full time.”

Abridged from: Marian Faa, 14 Nov 2019, ‘Indigenous leaders say 
Australia’s bushfire crisis shows approach to land management failing’, 
https://www.abc.net.au/news/2019-11-14/traditional-owners-predicted-
bushfire-disaster/11700320

Victor Steffensen says that 
roles like his should be on 

country full-time in the future.
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Mr Morrison, I lost my home to  
bushfire. Your thoughts and prayers  
are not enough.
Assoc. Prof. Janet Stanley, Melbourne 
Sustainable Society Institute, University  
of Melbourne:

In Australia, weekly bushfire frequencies 
increased by 40% in the five years to 2016, 
particularly during summer months, suggesting 
a serious climatic shift. Scientists and 
meteorologists have for years warned of more 
frequent and extreme bushfires as climate 
change worsens.

Their messages have been met by policy inertia. 
Nationals leader Michael McCormack went so far 
as to dismiss those who link bushfires to global 
warming as “raving inner-city lunatics”.

If the Morrison government seriously wanted 
fewer Australians to experience a bushfire crisis, it 
would use the current situation to galvanise public 
sentiment, shift the political agenda, and make 
meaningful inroads into emissions reduction.

The mountain of irrefutable evidence linking 
global warming to bushfires makes the federal 
government’s failure to act – or even talk about 
the problem – extremely hard to explain.

Of course, worsening bushfires are not the only 
signal that climate change has arrived. The 
Murray-Darling Basin, like much of Australia, is in 
the midst of drought. It reportedly averaged 887 
millimetres of rain over the 34 months to the end 
of October - the lowest on record. Climate change 
cannot be directly blamed for causing a specific 
drought, but makes a drought more severe.

Meanwhile, Australia’s national emissions are rising 
year-on-year. In particular, emissions from fossil 
fuels and industry are now 7% above 2005 levels.

But it’s not too late to turn the ship around. The 
current bushfire emergency is an opportune 
moment to join the dots and prepare to implement 
significant climate change policies. Experts say such 
a plan would include setting a credible pathway to 
net zero emissions and defining clear policy routes 
to renewable energy, such as replacing existing coal 
generators with clean energy by 2035.

My first-hand experience of bushfire was traumatic. 
I was a young mother and the trauma was 
particularly felt by my children. It challenges your 
personal identity and security, which is significantly 
defined by your “home” and living location.

My direct experience leaves me unable to 
comprehend why politicians would not take 
every opportunity through climate change policy 
to reduce ongoing and increasing risks to the 
Australian population.

When a bushfire emergency is current, it affords the opportunity to better 
understand the many personal, community and environmental costs of 
climate change – and galvanise politicians to act.

Abridged from: Janet Stanley, 12 Nov 2019, ‘Mr Morrison, I lost  
my home to bushfire. Your thoughts and prayers are not enough’,  
https://theconversation.com/mr-morrison-i-lost-my-home-to-bushfire-
your-thoughts-and-prayers-are-not-enough-126754

Bushfires should make us think about energy resilience,  
and micro-grids
Mark Byrne, energy market advocate at the Total Environment Centre:

Bushfires and other extreme weather events are becoming more common. 
More people are moving to areas which are either close to the bush, or in 
coastal towns serviced by long powerlines which go through national parks 
and state forests. 

Networks are starting to think more about what will be required to improve 
the resilience of rural communities, though. AusNet has just installed a one 
megawatt-hour battery in Mallacoota, an isolated coastal town in Gippsland ‹ 
at the end of a long radial high voltage line which has been historically 
susceptible to power outages caused by storms, vegetation and animals.

Like solar gardens, community scale batteries are a great opportunity not 
only not only to increase the resilience of local communities, but also to 
share the benefits of solar energy with households and businesses which 
cannot install their own solar systems.

Microgrids don’t need to involve a lot of expensive new infrastructure, 
though. They can link existing rooftop solar systems and home batteries 
via virtual power plants to service the wider community when there are 
blackouts up the line.

Going local to increase energy resilience is not a foolproof option. Even a 
local microgrid can be vulnerable to bushfires under the right (or wrong) 
circumstances. Having local generation and storage plus the ability to island 
from the main grid just gives local communities another option when the 
going gets tough.

Abridged from: Mark Byrne, 15 Nov 2019, ‘Bushfires should make us 
think about energy resilience, and micro-grids’, https://reneweconomy.
com.au/bushfires-should-make-us-think-about-energy-resilience-and-
micro-grids-97974/ 

The broader context
Richard Denniss, chief economist at the Australia Institute:

It’s not just climate protesters who powerful voices are trying to silence 
in Australia, it’s anyone who wants to talk about the bigger-picture causes 
to the problems Australia is facing. In modern Australia it has become 
“inappropriate” to talk about why our rivers are running out of water, why 
our aged care centres are running out of food and nappies, and why our fire 
brigades are running out of firetrucks. But it’s impossible to solve problems 
when you can’t talk about the underlying causes.

When people crash their car going around a tight bend we can sympathise 
with their families while discussing whether speed, fatigue, alcohol or poor 
road design were to blame. It’s not impossible to be sensitive to victims and 
serious about the cause at the same time.

Climate change makes bushfires worse. Even if we catch an arsonist who 
lights a fire, the fact is the fires they light will burn further and faster than 
they would have if the world had burned less coal, and the temperature was 
lower than we have made it. …
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Australia is one of the richest countries in the 
world and, if we wanted to put more resources 
into reducing greenhouse gas emissions, 
increasing the number of firefighting vehicles or 
even paying volunteers to fight our fires, there is 
nothing to stop us doing that. Except that we have 
repeatedly elected governments with a preference 
for cutting taxes over investing in solutions.

But just as we can’t talk about how climate change 
makes bushfires worse, we aren’t supposed to talk 
about how Australia’s choice to be one of the lower-
taxed developed countries in the world comes 
at the cost of us having some of the most poorly 
funded public services in the developed world.

Similarly, while it’s considered responsible to have 
royal commissions into the failure of the “markets” 
we have created for water, aged care and financial 
services, it is crazy talk to suggest we need to have 
a royal commission into the complex mess that is 
the last 20 years of privatisation and deregulation 
of government services.

There aren’t always simple answers to complex 
problems, and it’s not just OK, but essential, that 
we vigorously debate the veracity of evidence, 
ideas and priorities. But Australia isn’t having 
vigorous debates, it’s not even having vicious 
debates. On the big issues there is plenty of 
vicious but absolutely no debate.

Australia is governed by people who refuse to listen 
to inconvenient evidence and who attack their 
opponents instead of debating them with opposing 
ideas. The last election suggests such a combination 
of apathy and confidence is a successful electoral 
strategy. But denial is no substitute for preparation 
when it comes to natural disasters. Denying the 
truth doesn’t change the facts.

Abridged from: Richard Denniss, 13 Nov 
2019, ‘Climate change makes bushfires 
worse. Denying the truth doesn’t change 
the facts’, https://www.theguardian.com/
commentisfree/2019/nov/13/climate-change-
makes-bushfires-worse-denying-the-truth-
doesnt-change-the-facts

NSW Minister blames 
‘miscommunication’ for bushfire 
message to staff
Journalist Pallavi Singhal writing in the Sydney 
Morning Herald:

NSW Environment Minister Matt Kean blamed 
departmental “miscommunication” for a note 
telling public servants not to discuss the link 
between climate change and bushfires at a forum 
specifically on the issue.

Bureaucrats in the NSW Department of Planning, 
Industry and Environment who were attending the 
AdaptNSW forum on November 12, when the state 
was experiencing some of its worst fire conditions, 

received a note from the department telling them to refer questions about the 
link between climate change and the fires to “bushfire reps”.

“For those attending AdaptNSW today, Public Affairs has issued advice not 
to discuss the link between climate change and bushfires,” department staff 
were told in an email.

NSW Deputy Premier John Barilaro said on November 11: “it is an absolute 
disgrace to be talking about climate change while we have lost lives and assets”.

Abridged from: Pallavi Singhal, 13 Nov 2019, ‘Environment Minister 
blames ‘miscommunication’ for bushfire message to staff’, https://
www.smh.com.au/national/nsw/environment-minister-blames-
miscommunication-for-bushfire-message-to-staff-20191113-p53aam.html

Fire Department sets government bullshit meter to “catastrophic”
The Shovel:

November 14 – Emergency services have responded to this week’s political 
shitstorm by setting the government bullshit meter to “catastrophic” – the 
highest possible rating. The rating system warns the public to be vigilant 
in the face of an increased risk of bullshit spewing from the mouths of 
politicians, particularly in NSW and Queensland.

“Political bullshit is a natural phenomenon in this country; it’s part of the 
ecosystem. But this season’s bullshit is piling much higher than usual and 
it’s incredibly dangerous,” a local fire chief said.

Government Ministers have denied that this week’s bullshit is in any way 
remarkable and certainly not a result of a change in the political climate.

Australia has traditionally engaged in ‘bullshit backburning’, a preventative 
measure designed to release political bullshit at unpleasant but controllable 
levels. A Barnaby Joyce press conference is one such favoured measure.

Abridged from: Martin Ingle, 14 Nov 2019, ‘Fire Department Sets Government 
Bullshit Meter To “Catastrophic”’, http://www.theshovel.com.au/2019/11/14/
fire-department-sets-government-bullshit-meter-to-catastrophic/

Barnaby Joyce “ludicrous and grossly ill-informed”
Barnaby Joyce’s claim that changes to the sun’s magnetic fields were linked 
to the bushfires burning out of control across NSW have been rubbished 
by climate scientists. The former deputy prime minister told Sky News he 
accepted that the climate crisis was making Australia hotter and drier. But 
the Nationals member for New England said other factors including changes 
to magnetic field of the sun were also to blame.

Assoc. Prof. Nerilie Abram, a climate researcher at the ARC Centre of 
Excellence for Climate Extremes, called his comments “ludicrous and 
grossly ill-informed”.

“We can measure the energy we get from the sun, and it does have a natural 
variability. But it’s very small, and it has not shown any long-term trend over 
the past century, when we have seen this dramatic warming. It is clearly 
not one of the factors that has caused this warming,” Abram said.

Assoc. Prof. Pete Strutton, from the Institute for Marine and Antarctic 
Studies at the University of Tasmania, said it was difficult to analyse Mr 
Joyce’s claim because it was so bizarre.

“I don’t even know what he means. We know what causes climate change,” 
Strutton said. “What exactly would the magnetic fields influence? I can’t 
even ... Are they influencing the amount of solar radiation reaching the 
Earth? It is hard to respond to because it is so wacky.”

Abridged from: Liam Mannix, 12 Nov 2019, ‘Barnaby Joyce says sun’s 
magnetic fields cause bushfires. Science says ...’, https://www.smh.com.
au/national/barnaby-joyce-says-sun-s-magnetic-fields-cause-bushfires-
science-says-20191112-p539xb.html
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We have a decision to make: 
Change the system or face  
climate catastrophe
Dipti Bhatnagar – International Program  
Coordinator for Climate Justice and Energy,  
Friends of the Earth International

20 September, 2019 – Finally, it seems that 
the urgency of the climate crisis has become 
impossible for decision-makers – especially in 
the global North – to ignore. In the past few 
months, hundreds of local governments as well 
as a handful of national governments in the 
global North have declared a climate emergency.

Make no mistake – this is a direct result of grassroots 
action by groups such Fridays For Future, Extinction 
Rebellion, and Ende Gelände, not to mention 
the decades-long fights for climate justice led by 
movements in the global South. As we enter another 
intense season of strikes, summits, mobilisations and 
negotiations, we expect to see further declarations 
making headlines.

World leaders insist that they are doing their 
best. Unfortunately for them, we have read the 
terrifying findings of the landmark IPCC 1.5 
degree special report, we see the cyclones and 
hurricanes devastating lives and livelihoods 
and we know just how deep and fast action on 
climate must be.

Declaring a climate emergency must not be an 
empty gesture, it must go hand-in-hand with 
action at a scale and pace that matches the 
urgency of the crisis. But we see rich countries 
continuing to fund fossil fuel infrastructure at 
home and abroad while the ink still dries on 
their emergency declarations.

Despite the new promises, governments in the 
global North aren’t doing anywhere near their 
‘fair share’ of climate action.1 Nations that have 
been polluting since the Industrial Revolution 
are most responsible for the heating we are 
experiencing today, and as they have grown rich 
in the process, they are more able to act.2 So 
what’s stopping them?

These governments are acting within the 
boundaries of so-called ‘economic feasibility’. 
They want to be seen to curb emissions while 
maintaining infinite growth on a finite planet. 

This explains why money is being poured into dodgy schemes such 
as offsetting3 and carbon markets4; towards inefficient and dangerous 
energy technologies such as mega-hydro, nuclear and bioenergy; 
and towards developing high-risk, unproven techno-fixes such 
as geoengineering and carbon-capture and storage.

We call these ‘false solutions’5 – because an alleged ‘solution’ that is chiefly 
designed to secure profit for the corporate elite is not a solution at all. False 
solutions allow dirty energy giants like Shell to continue exploiting fossil 
fuels and further expanding their operations.

As a global movement for environmental justice, we will not allow the 
pursuit of profit to restrict our collective imagination. We are demanding real 
solutions.6 The climate crisis necessitates a different economic and political 
system altogether – one which serves to address the needs of people, not to 
further enrich corporations.

A system change approach compels us to demand energy as a human right.7 
Wind and sunlight – like seeds, food, our forests and ecosystems – are 
common goods, not commodities to be bought and sold. Such resources 
should be controlled by the people, not corporations, for the people, in the 
public interest – in such a system, we would end over-consumption and 
secure energy and food sufficiency for all.

Demanding that nations do their fair share means ending fossil fuel and 
harmful extractive projects, and fast. It means removing those obstacles to 
progress that have suffocated a people-led energy revolution. And yes, for 
rich countries, it means coughing up the money required, so that countries 
with less capacity can take the same measures (let alone adapt to existing 
changes and compensate their populations for irreparable climate damage).

To achieve 100% renewable energy for all, we need to demand a just 
transition that protects and strengthens the rights of workers, their 
communities and their livelihoods. Plans for ‘green new deals’ in various 
countries might honour this demand, but they threaten to further 
exacerbate the neo-colonial scourge of resource extraction from the global 
South.8 Renewable energy is by no means unproblematic, but all the more 
reason to let communities – not corporations – decide where their energy 
comes from, and how their resources are managed. 

The global environmental justice movement will answer the call of young 
climate justice activists. We will support the global climate strikes in 
September. We will keep resisting, mobilising, and transforming, through 
to the UN climate talks in Chile in December, and beyond. We invite 
everyone to do the same.

Another world is not only possible, it is inevitable. We have a choice – that 
‘other world’ will either be climate-just, or it will be a world of injustice, 
suffering, and species collapse. Faced with that choice, let us reject the 
neoliberal mantra of ‘economic feasibility’, and put an end to the system it 
protects. Let us choose climate justice.

References:
1. http://civilsocietyreview.org/
2. www.foei.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/09/EN-CJE-equity-factsheet-FOEI_FINAL.pdf
3. www.foei.org/press/archive-by-subject/climate-justice-energy-press/carbon-offsetting-exposed-as-con
4. www.climatechangenews.com/2018/09/05/rich-countries-cannot-allowed-buy-way-climate-change/
5. www.foeeurope.org/false-solutions
6. www.foei.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/14-FoEI-PPN-manifesto-ENG-lr.pdf
7. www.foei.org/features/planetary-crisis-system-change
8. www.independent.co.uk/voices/green-new-deal-alexandria-ocasio-cortez-corbyn-colonialism-climate-change-a8899876.html
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Human Rights and Climate Change: 
Brisbane Conference Summary
Wendy Flannery

Speakers from across the Pacific Islands and Australia 
came together on the 11th October 2019 at The 
University of Queensland’s Global Change Institute 
to discuss the specific human rights, including 
Indigenous rights, immediately challenged by the 
global climate crisis. The conference was initiated  
by the UQ Human Rights Consortium and Friends  
of Earth Climate Frontlines.

The conference showcased stories of 
vulnerability, but also resilience – demonstrated 
via Indigenous Australian and Pacific Islander 
experiences on the frontline of climate change 
impacts, but also as global leaders in charting 
responses that uphold human rights.

Key themes around the role that human rights 
play in experiencing and responding to climate 
change were outlined in keynote addresses from 
Dr Anne Poelina (Nyikina Warrwa Traditional 
Custodian from the Mardoowarra), Tony McAvoy 
SC (Australia’s first Indigenous Senior Counsel) 
and Genevieve Jiva (coordinator of the Pacific 
Islands Climate Action Network PICAN, based 
in Suva, Fiji). This was complemented by panel 
sessions and round table discussions on: The 
right to a healthy environment; Displacement, 
migration and re-settlement; Opportunities for 
climate change litigation; The right to a future; 
Community led climate change responses; and 
Gender, rights and climate change.

Panelists came from a range of backgrounds 
and organisations. A large proportion were 
Indigenous Australians and people of Pacific 
Islander heritage, who generously shared their 
poignant stories of local resilience in the face 
of climate chaos, as well as their activism and 
leadership in ensuring climate justice. The power 
of centring Aboriginal, Torres Strait Islander and 
Pacific voices could not be missed at this event; 
with Genevieve Jiva describing this as: “The first 
time we have not been token in climate debates.”

Some speakers shared their personal stories – 
including Gladys Salirade, who described the 
disappearance of her grandparents’ island due 
to rising sea levels, and Aminata Moreseu-Diop, 
who spoke about the particular issues facing 
young people, including in the Torres Strait. 
Panelists also reported on various climate justice 
campaigns, including the vital role of culture and 
sovereignty to these campaigns. Amongst these 
speakers were Lisa Sipaia Baker, Robati Harrison 
and Tapenaga Jnr Reupena from Pacific Climate 
Warriors, and Lisa Viliamu Jameson from Pacific 
Climate Warriors/350 Australia.

Meanwhile, Murrawah Johnson, youth 
spokesperson for the Wangan and Jagalingou 
Family Council, described their remarkable 

five-year campaign against Adani’s proposed Carmichael mine that would 
destroy their country. Yessie Mosby, a Masig islander from the Torres 
Strait, reported on their internationally landmark case being brought to 
the United Nations, with the help of Client Earth, against the Australian 
Government for failure to take action on climate.

Taukiei Kitara, Stella Miria-Robinson and Sailoto Liveti, from the Pacific 
Islands Council of Queensland, shared powerful stories of community 
building within their communities and frontline campaigning, while Robyn 
James and Ruth Konia from The Nature Conservancy described the vital 
role of women in conservation and climate resilience projects.

Barristers, solicitors and legal scholars explored the avenues for climate 
change litigation provided by human rights instruments – including 
Brisbane Barrister Chris McGrath, Justine Bell-James from the TC Beirne 
School of Law, Sean Ryan from the Environmental Defenders Office, and 
Michelle Maloney from the Australian Earth Laws Alliance.

Other aspects explored included gender framing and issues – Nicole 
George from the UQ School of Political Science and International Studies; 
and community adaptation to sea level rise – Simon Albert from the UQ 
School of Civil Engineering.

Key sentiments from the day were clear: all Indigenous peoples and Pacific 
Islanders insist sovereignty is vital to ensure communities are in charge 
of their own destinies. Local and Indigenous peoples must also have their 
right to life, a future and culture protected in the face of the climate crisis. 
With strong spiritual and cultural connections to land and ocean heritage, 
leaving homes to resettle elsewhere in response to climate impacts not 
only means a loss in livelihoods, but also the destruction of identity, 
history, knowledge, language, as well as the culture of entire nations.

The message was loud and clear: climate change is not just a science issue, 
but also a social justice issue. Participants were also invited to read aloud 
UQ Pro Bono Centre’s Pledge to Raising Awareness of the Issue of Climate 
Change, which can be found at www.facebook.com/uqpbc

Those fighting for their rights are doing so in a broken system. To move 
forward in this space, there is a need for transformations across scales. 
At larger scales, there is a need to redefine sovereignty to better align 
with perspectives in the Pacific Islands, and this involves integration of 
relationships with oceans so that in the Australian context we shift our 
understandings and framing of the Pacific as ‘small island states’ to ‘large 
ocean states’ that are rich with culture and empowered communities.

We also need better streamlining between state and federal governments, 
more financing to fight the climate crisis and uphold rights, and better 
alignment of overseas aid with local voices.

Action at a more fundamental level needs to include upholding the cultural 
survival of Pacific and Indigenous Peoples, a reframing of Australian 
identity, and a better integration and recognition of Indigenous knowledge 
and solutions. Society needs to stand behind and support Indigenous 
populations until the end of the line, and not just until interests diverge.

At smaller scales, individuals need to better use networks and voices to 
help share the stories of vulnerability and resilience from the Pacific and 
Indigenous communities. If we save the Pacific and Torres Strait islands, 
then we save the world, and if we utilise Indigenous knowledge and place 
it at the centre of how we respond to climate change, then all of humanity 
has a chance to survive in the face of this global crisis.

Wendy Flannery is a member of Friends of the Earth’s Climate 
Frontlines collective.
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Freya Bliss

How can international law best accommodate 
climate change migration? Will it be required 
of “Sinking States” in the Pacific to relinquish 
their Statehood and legal personality in the 
international system? Once a State loses its 
territory as a result of climate change, is their 
Statehood also dissolved?

With the help of Crawford’s understanding of 
declarative Statehood in international law from 
the Montevideo Convention on the Rights and 
Duties of States, as well as with reference to 
constitutive theory of Statehood, I aim to answer 
these questions in the hope that alternative 
understandings of Statehood can be developed 
and accepted as norms within international law.

What makes a State?
There are two theories of Statehood in 
international law, constitutive and declarative. 
Constitutive theory describes Statehood occurring 
after an act of recognition from another State in the 
international system; that “a State is and becomes 
an International Person through recognition [from 
other States] only and exclusively”.

This theory argues that even though States can 
exist even when unrecognised, they simply 
do not enjoy international legal personality. 
Lauterpacht problematised this theory of 
constitutive recognition of Statehood because it 
was “not a matter governed by law, but a question 
of policy. Recognition is the result of a decision 
taken not in obedience to a legal duty, but in 
pursuance of the exigencies of national interest”. 

Conversely, the declarative theory of Statehood 
was developed in the 20th century after the 
1933 Montevideo Convention on the Rights and 
Duties of States. This theory defines a State as 
being a person in international law if it meets 
a set of four criteria. These four criteria are the 
following: a permanent population, a defined 
territory, a government, and the capacity to  
enter into relations with other States.

After this international convention, seemingly 
clear and defined boundaries of Statehood 
in international law were stipulated for the 
international community. Although the element 
of recognition has largely been described as 
a potential political tool to articulate a State’s 
national interest, there are elements of it that 
prove useful for the idea of continued Statehood. 
This is because, as the Montevideo Convention 
is customary international law, there is a deep 
normative element involved in the creation or 

dissolution of States in the international system. 
The international State practice of recognising 
other State’s Statehood did not die or become 
subverted with the signing of the Montevideo 
Convention; it simply became an auxiliary element 
of defining Statehood in international law. 

Once an entity in the international system 
fulfils all four criteria from the Montevideo 
Conventions for Statehood, other States begin 
to recognise it in a formal manner. What I 
explain next is how there is flexibility in the 
continued understanding of what a State is, and 
how Statehood is performed. In the following 
examples, I demonstrate that once the criteria 
for Statehood have been met (and sometimes 
not even all four), that there is considerable 
flexibility in the understanding of Statehood and 
acceptance of different degrees of Statehood 
allowed in the international system. Essentially, 
once an entity has been recognised as a ‘State’ 
in the international system, it is difficult to 
withdraw this title. 

So, what would it take for a State to no longer be 
considered a State? The Montevideo Convention 
outlines three of the four criteria as follows: 

The State as a person of  
international law should possess  
the following qualifications
A permanent population

The Convention does not offer any elaboration 
on this point of how permanent this population 
needs to be, or what proportion of the population 
needs to permanently be living there. This is 
problematised in cases like Samoa, which McAdam 
explains has 56.9 per cent of its population living 
outside of its territorial boundaries.

Presumably, it follows that if there were only 
one Samoan left in Samoa, then the State would 
still fulfil the criteria for the declarative theory 
of Statehood. Crawford points out there is some 
flexibility within the understanding of how this 
population is related to Statehood. He argues that 
“persons could very well be regarded as nationals 
of a particular State for international purposes 
before the State concerned has established rules 
for granting or determining its nationality”.

States are not obliged to confer nationality to the 
people living within their territory, meaning it is 
possible for foreign aliens to permanently reside 
within another State, thus fulfilling one of the 
criteria for Statehood. 

Exploring the criteria for Statehood 
in international law in respect to 
climate change induced migration
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Government

Crawford acknowledges that this criterion of 
‘Government’ could be the most important in 
the definition of Statehood, “since all the others 
depend on it”. This is because the essential 
functions of a state in a formal manner are 
performed by the Government.

However, there are some key examples of States 
not having an effective government, yet still 
being considered States in the international 
system. Somalia is a State in the international 
system that has been considered a “failed” State 
for some time now. A failed State is understood 
in international relations scholarship as when 
“government – if one exists – is completely 
unable to maintain public services, institutions, 
or authority, and that central control over 
territory does not exist”.

If a State no longer has an effective government, 
it may be described as a “failed” State in that 
it can no longer enact its duties to govern and 
protect its citizens. However, this State is almost 
always still recognised as a State. This suggests 
that there is a certain flexibility (or forgiveness) of 
the understanding of Statehood, once this status 
has been achieved, particularly in relation to the 
criteria of having a functioning government.

The idea of government, or ‘effective’ 
government, can be a subjective or nominal 
idea. This is demonstrated in the case of the 
Republic of Congo’s independence and ascension 
into Statehood in 1960. Republic of Congo 
was granted a ‘hurried’ independence in 1960, 
before it had a chance to properly set up an 
effective government with legislative, executive 
or judicial organs. There was “division of the 
central government, shortly after independence, 
into two fractions, both claiming to be the 
lawful government”. Although this entity in 1960 
did not yet satisfy this criterion for ‘effective 
government’, the international community 
still recognised its claim for Statehood, and its 
application for membership into the United 
Nations “was approved without dissent”.

Capacity to enter into relations with other States

This part of the definition of Statehood in 
declarative international law theory is a 
consequence, rather than a distinct criterion 
of Statehood. The aforementioned examples 
of lack of effective governments may lead to a 
State no longer having the capacity to enter into 
relations with other States. However, the legal 

personality of this community would still be 
described as a State, despite the governmental 
and administrative challenges faced. A State does 
not simply dissolve or lose its international legal 
personality if its government is in chaos, or if its 
leaders are incapable of entering into relations 
with other States. 

What the above three cases do is demonstrate 
the flexibility in how Statehood is understood 
(once you have Statehood), but also in how 
it is performed in the international system. 
What appears to happen in international law 
is a combination of both the constitutive and 
declarative theories of Statehood. So, what would 
happen if a State could no longer exist in its 
territory because of rising of sea levels?

A chance to maintain Statehood  
after your territory is Gone?  
A few case studies.
Option 1 – End of Statehood

The first hypothetical scenario is the complete 
abandonment of a State’s legal personality, its 
territory, all claims to sovereignty, and exercise of 
power over a defined population. What may need 
to happen in this situation is the citizens of these 
States may have their citizenship of their original 
country absorbed into the destination State’s.

A similar idea to this has been suggested by 
former Australian Prime Minister Kevin Rudd, 
who proposed as a solution to rising sea levels 
that “inhabitants of low-lying atoll nations 
such as Nauru, Kiribati, and Tuvalu be granted 
Australian citizenship in exchange for [control 
over] their exclusive economic zone resources”.

This proposal is in line with black letter 
interpretations of declarative theory of 
Statehood; if you no longer have a territory, 
you no longer have a State. However, this initial 
proposal was met with considerable negative 
accusations of neo-colonialist resource grabs 
from Pacific leaders, whose priority right now 
is encouraging more drastic climate action from 
larger emitters. 

Option 2 – Self-governance in free association 
with another State

The second scenario that could occur could 
be an arrangement of self-governance in free 
association with another State. The continuity 
of Statehood would look less like Statehood in 
this situation in the conventional understanding 
of the term, and more like elements of self-
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determination of peoples within a State.

Association, or free association, is “a form of 
self-government developed in United Nations 
practice under which the associated entity has 
a special status short of independence”. Pacific 
States would need to cede their sovereignty to 
the host State, but would retain and respect the 
“individuality and the cultural characteristics of 
the territory and its peoples”. In this scenario, 
the Pacific States could still constitute fully 
independent States, but would delegate “foreign 
affairs, defence or other powers to another State”.

This might work for Pacific Island States as 
an opportunity to maintain self-governed 
communities after their State no longer has a 
defined territory, thus no longer fulfilling the 
declarative criteria for Statehood. This scenario 
would require significant negotiation with the 
destination State of what their sovereignty and 
State practice would entail when they no longer 
have control over their initial territory.

Similar constitutional arrangements already exist 
between New Zealand and Niue, where the 
constitution of Niue stipulates that New Zealand 
is to provide it with “necessary economic and 
administrative assistance” if needed, but that 
Niueans are not bound by the laws of New Zealand.

However, what is fundamentally different about 
this case study is that Niue’s territory still exists 
outside of where New Zealand is, and if Niueans 
moved to New Zealand they would be obliged to 
observe New Zealand laws. If they were allowed 
to continue their self-governance in another 
territory, it follows that this scenario would 
work best if the peoples involved all resided in a 
specific part of the destination State.

This model has certain deficiencies in that it 
operates on the assumption that the incoming 
State are a homogenous people and that they 
would all agree to living in the same location 
within the destination State. 

Option 3 – The Nation Ex-Situ

The third and final scenario of Statehood 
without territory that I propose is what Burkett 
calls “the nation ex-situ”. This is the concept 
of a ‘deterritorialised State’ as an alternative 
form of Statehood. In this example, Statehood 

would comprise of a “status that allows for the 
continued existence of a sovereign State, which 
would be afforded all the rights and benefits of 
sovereignty among the family of nation-States.

It would protect the people forced from 
their original place of being by serving as a 
political entity that remains constant even as its 
citizens establish residence in other States. The 
fundamental difference here is that this model 
would allow for a diffused population (as it may be 
difficult to keep an entire population in one sub-
territory). This element would avoid negotiation 
over land ownership between the arrivals and the 
existing residents of the territory.

Most importantly, this model, also acknowledges 
the flexibility in the declarative theory of Statehood, 
and applies this flexibility to the element of ‘defined 
territory’, where the people can be within the 
populations of a State, but not need to be contained 
within a specific territorial boundary. 

Another important element of this model of 
continued Statehood, is the idea of continued  
use of resources within the State’s existing 
exclusive economic zone with respect to their 
maritime boundaries.

Conclusion
Alternative forms of the State, while evidently 
normative in the international system, will still 
require a considerable amount of creative legal 
thinking and negotiation in order to become the 
mainstream. What is challenging about this arena 
of international law is that we normally face issues 
in transitional justice of State dissolution after 
conflict, cession, merger or succession.

While Pacific Islanders are indeed fighting the 
effects of climate change, they are not fighting a 
belligerent State actor. There is an urgent need 
to find viable last resort solutions to sinking 
States. We are facing an unprecedented change 
in our climate conditions, and it is the moral 
imperative of States to work together to explore 
international law developments that could help 
vulnerable States to maintain as much of their 
Statehood or sovereignty as possible. 

Freya Bliss is Course Coordinator and  
Teaching Assistant, School of Political  
Science and International Studies, the 
University of Queensland.
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Climate change  
and Tuvalu’s sovereignty
Taukiei Kitara

Maintaining culture and tradition on small island 
states like Tuvalu is being challenged by the 
impacts of climate change. This article focuses 
on two major concerns: 1) loss of land, resulting 
in loss of culture and identity, and 2) the 
challenge to sovereignty and statehood that  
may occur as a result of loss of land.

In 2012 Tuvalu held a nation-wide consultation on 
climate change, which included participants from 
all the nine island’s leaders, kings, paramount 
chiefs, church leaders, and various community 
leaders from different community organisations.

This consultation resulted in a unanimously agreed 
climate change policy called Te Kaniva. It is a 
significant document outlining a comprehensive 
strategy for responding to the challenges of climate 
change in Tuvalu, and recognising that sea-level 
rise is the most pressing concern to the low-lying, 
small island state of Tuvalu, facing the threat of total 
physical disappearance. 

Te Kaniva positioned climate change as not 
only an environmental issue or a development 
issue but as a diplomacy and sovereignty issue 
for serious consideration and debate, needing 
urgent attention by the international community 
of nation states and international institutions like 
the United Nations (Allen, 2018).

It poses a number of complex questions: What 
will happen to the sovereignty of Tuvalu when 
the island state is under water? Will Tuvalu 
maintain its sovereignty and its Exclusive 
Economic Zone? Will the people of Tuvalu still 
be Tuvaluan citizens even if they are no longer 
living in Tuvalu? Will Tuvalu still have a form 
of self-government if its citizens live in another 
sovereign state?

Potential solutions will involve a review of 
international laws surrounding sovereignty, 
including the 1982 United Nations Convention on 
the Law of the Sea, and the development of new 
international policies and frameworks to deal 
with the complex sovereignty challenges that 
climate change brings.

Maintaining culture and tradition  
on sovereign land
For Tuvaluan people, nature, culture and tradition, 
are closely inter-related. Impacts of climate change 
are undermining nature’s capacity to protect 
itself and recover from damages. Cultural and 
traditional practices are important for nurturing 
and sustaining ecological systems. The concept 
of fenua in Tuvalu reflects the traditional and 
cultural belief that land and sea signify identity, 
belonging and statehood. Pacific islanders have 

used the ocean as a highway. Our ancestors travelled the vast ocean on long 
voyages in search of land. It is not an empty space, but rather respected by 
Tuvaluans as a space full of life just as much as life on land. 

In other words, sovereignty is perceived and understood differently 
by Pacific islanders than perhaps others in the international system. 
If definitions of sovereignty can be fluid enough to acknowledge and 
respect Pacific tradition and culture with regards to connections to both 
land and sea, this would support and encourage long-term solutions for 
climate change adaptation within the Pacific states. From this perspective, 
the people of Tuvalu and others in similar circumstances have a strong 
political position from which to argue that current conceptualisations 
of sovereignty that focus on the state are somewhat limited, particularly 
when complex, transboundary issues such as climate change are being 
faced (Mawyer, & Jacka, 2018). 

However, there may also be opportunities for state-based understandings 
of sovereignty to help Tuvaluans continue to enjoy their rights to their 
culture and territory. Tuvalu has lobbied hard to get highly emitting states 
to commit to serious reductions under the UN Framework Convention on 
Climate Change.

However, there are other international instruments it can potentially use to 
address the climate change threat to its sovereignty. Allen (2018) explores 
some critical but not very well investigated options as “codified by the 
2001 Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful 
Acts (ARSIWA), which considers whether at least some emitting third states 
may be obliged to provide a portion of their territory as reparation for the 
commission of an internationally wrongful act”.

This is a potential avenue for pursuing remedial territory from 
responsible states to injured states as redress for climate change induced 
deterritorialisation. The problem with this option is that land in itself is not 
enough for Tuvaluans to be able to self-govern. Would countries like Tuvalu 
maintain their sovereignty if provided with land in another sovereign state 
to settle? What political rights, economic benefits and social benefits would 
Tuvalu receive from the responsible state?

Harrington (n.d.) from the Climate Law and Governance Initiative, a coalition 
of members of the climate law community including think tanks, universities, 
international organisations, NGOs and law firms, wrote in her article ‘Climate 
Change and Statehood Vulnerability’, that “the issues of statehood and the 
viability of sovereignty when the territory of a state is rendered uninhabitable, 
have not been answered as a matter of international law”.

This is because the issue of a state’s territory being physically lost is new 
in international law. This problem could be addressed through a new 
international governance mechanism that anticipates these issues and 
provides a clear path for states and the international community to provide 
legal, financial and governance assistance.

The potential for revisiting international law in light of the challenges 
of sea level rise for small island states, and recreating a new category of 
international law in light of the impacts of climate change is elaborated 
by Burkett (2011) in her article ‘The Nation Ex-Situ: On Climate Change, 
Deterritorialised nationhood and the post-climate era’.

Burkett expresses the need for international law to engage in developing 
mechanisms to ensure that states facing lost territory are protected under  
a new category of Nation Ex-Situ, an alternative form of statehood:  
“Ex-Situ nationhood is a status that allows for the continued existence 
of a sovereign state, afforded all of the rights and benefits of sovereignty 
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amongst the family of states, in perpetuity. In 
practice this would require the creation of a 
government framework that could exercise 
authority over a diffuse people.”

Tuvalu’s actions
The Tuvalu government’s priority is to keep 
Tuvalu inhabitable as long as possible. The 
best outcome is that Tuvaluans will continue 
to live on their land in “a resilient Tuvalu that 
continues to be inhabitable to current and future 
generations of its people”.

Land reclamation is seen as an important 
adaptation measure to address the issue of 
erosion of landmass. Building of seawalls is also 
another measure to protect the coastal areas 
from severe storms and cyclones. In these ways 
it is anticipating and attempting to prevent a 
possible future scenario where the physical 
territory is no longer habitable and disappears; 
in other words, strengthening its existing 
sovereignty against future damage. 

However, there is also a need to establish 
an “international legal framework for the 
resettlement and recognition of Tuvalu within 
another country as a sovereign state if Tuvalu 
islands disappear because of sea level rise” 
(Tuvalu Government, 2012).

The government’s position on recognition as 
a sovereign state within another country is 
aligned with the above discussion of developing 
international law which has been advanced by 
international relations scholars. Burkett’s idea 
of ex-situ sovereignty would support Tuvalu 
establishing a state elsewhere if the islands 
became uninhabitable. The issue remains of 
finding appropriate land as well.

Tuvaluans would thus still have the option to 
be Tuvaluan citizens, but the question of what 
would happen to the ocean territory would not 
be addressed by the ex-situ sovereignty idea. The 
Pacific regional states have been discussing this 
problem and came to an agreement on ensuring 
that rights established by the international Law of 
the Sea are not threatened by climate change and 
sea level rise.

In the Kainaki II Declaration for Urgent Climate 
Change Action Now, ‘Securing the Future of 
Our Blue Pacific’, the leaders of the Pacific 
Islands Forum in Tuvalu in 2019 declared: “We 
are committed to a collective effort, including 
to develop international law, with the aim to 
ensure that once a Forum Member’s maritime 
zones are delineated in accordance with the 1982 
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS), that the Member’s maritime zones 
could not be challenged or reduced as a result of 
sea level rise and climate change.”

There needs to be future efforts in this area as 
well. The Pacific states are working collectively to 

try to influence change to the UNCLOS and other relevant international law, 
advocating that they consider environmental impacts such as climate change.

Summary of recommendations 
Maintaining culture and tradition on existing sovereign land: While this 
is paramount to the people of Tuvalu and a priority for the government, 
with the threat of sea level rise and the increase in frequency and severity 
of cyclones, land reclamation and building of sea-walls will be challenging 
and difficult to maintain. Proper Environmental Impact Assessments and 
recommendations might contradict project objectives and can be a barrier 
in securing funding. Land reclamation is also very expensive.

Land in Tuvalu is inherited and owned by families and passed down 
through generations. This poses challenges and issues around who is going 
to own land that is reclaimed. Land reclamation can have environmental 
challenges as a result of dredging, destroying coral reefs and disrupting 
marine ecosystems and the natural flow of currents. This can cause erosion 
in other areas because natural sea current routes are disrupted and altered 
by seawalls and reclaimed land.

Nation Ex-Situ: Nation ex-situ is a solution for Tuvalu if the worst-case 
scenario happens with sea level rise completely inundating all the islands. 
It will greatly benefit if international laws and recognition of nation ex-situ 
are agreed by the international community, able to maintain its identity, 
culture and tradition while on foreign land. Tuvaluans might also have the 
same benefits as the citizens of the receiving state without discrimination.

However, if there is strong push-back from the international community 
towards recognising nation ex-situ, receiving states may not recognise 
Tuvaluans as members of a sovereign state and may treat such immigrants 
as marginalised. The nation ex-situ concept does not take into account 
ocean territory, but strong commitments to having this properly recognised 
are shown in both the 2012 Tuvalu Climate Change Policy and the 2019 
Kainaki II Declaration by Forum Leaders.

Both nation ex-situ and ocean territory require urgent considerations 
by UNCLOS and other relevant instruments of international law, not as 
separate issues but considered and recognised as uniquely one.

With roots in Tuvalu, Taukiei Kitara was the founder of the Tuvalu 
Climate Action Network. He is currently the Coordinator of the Climate 
Change Network of the Pacific Islands Council of Queensland (PICQ) and 
is studying for a Masters in Global Development at Griffith University.
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Dan Bleakly

If we stop and think about how our communities 
are setup with regards to mobility, we start to 
realise that we’re doing it all wrong. Somehow 
over the last century our cities have slowly 
been overtaken and clogged by cars. The vast 
majority of vehicles in our cities are Internal 
Combustion Engine (ICE) vehicles. ICE vehicles 
run on petrol, diesel and gas. ICE vehicles 
produce nasty exhaust fumes which have been 
linked to a myriad of health problems (especially 
in children) including asthma, lung damage, 
cognitive impairment and even increase the 
risk of childhood cancers such as leukemia.1 ICE 
vehicles also cause noise pollution which has 
been linked with stress and depression.2

Another impact that’s not immediately apparent 
is the disconnection from community. Unlike 
when we walk or ride bicycles, we can’t see each 
others faces when we’re all in cars. Cars isolate 
us from each other and dehumanise us. 

Considering all this it seems that we should all be 
walking and using bikes for short trips and only 
using cars when we really need to. Countries like 
Denmark and the Netherlands lead the world in 
bicycle infrastructure and their citizens benefit 
greatly from the cleaner air, reduced congestion 
and reduced noise that a well-designed bike 
network enables. The author had the privilege of 
living in Amsterdam for almost 12 months and 
can attest to that! Separated bike lanes make it 
safer for commuting cyclists and encourage more 
people to take it up. In Amsterdam kids as young 
is six ride to school. Imagine if our roads in 
Australia were that safe.

All that said, we still need cars for longer trips and 
we need to get off fossil fuels, so what do we do? 
Enter the Electric Vehicle Revolution. EVs produce 
no exhaust fumes and if powered by renewable 
energy sources can be completely emission free. 

It may be surprising that some of the very first 
cars we electric. In fact, in the year 1900, 38% of 
vehicles in the US were EVs.3 So what happened? 
As big oil started generating more and more 
profits it started actively suppressing EVs by 
purchasing patents and spreading misinformation. 
We’ll come to more of that later but for now let’s 
take a look at the state-of play of EVs in 2019.

In 2018 there were 86 million new vehicles sold 
around the world. Of those, five million were 
EVs, which is roughly 6%. In 2017 it was 3.5 % 
and 2016 it was 2%. This tells us that the global 
sales of EVs is experiencing exponential growth. 
These global figures hide some large disparities 
when we look at a country by country basis.

In Australia there were 1.15 million new cars sold 
in 2018. Total EVs sold in Australia 2018 was a mere 
2,216. This represents just 0.2% of new vehicles. 
This is the lowest uptake of EVs in the OECD by a 
long way. Currently the Australian uptake of EVs is 
30 times slower than the global average.

On the flip side, Norway is the global leader 
in uptake of EVs and currently 60% of all new 
vehicles are EVs. The rate of uptake of EVs in 
Australia is 300 times slower than in Norway. 
When considering the well-known negative 
health impacts of ICE vehicle exhaust, all 
Australians should be outraged at the policies 
that have led to this pathetically slow rate of 
uptake. Policies that are affecting our health and 
our children’s health right now.

So if EVs are such a no-brainer, why haven’t we 
seen pro-EV policy in this country? It’s a good 
question. The only logical answer is the same 
reason we haven’t seen a pro-renewable energy 
policy in this country and that’s fossil fuel money 
and influence in our democracy. 

Fear, Uncertainty and  
Doubt (FUD) campaign
To hammer home how insidious the oil industry 
is, let’s look at the fascinating story taking 
place with Tesla right now. The oil industry 
generates around US$2 trillion globally every 
year. This makes up 2-3% of global GDP so it’s 
a big number! Of the US$2 trillion, about 50% 
of that revenue is derived from road transport. 
This works out to US$2.75 billion in revenue per 
day. When we realise that each day that the EV 
revolution is delayed is worth US$2.75 billion, we 
can start to understand how much money (and 
power) the oil industry has to throw into Fear, 
Uncertainty and Doubt (FUD) about EVs.

Companies like Tesla, which are growing rapidly, 
are a serious threat to the oil industry. Tesla 
currently holds 0.46% of a US$2.3 trillion global 
car market. Market size has doubled since last 
year. Tesla is currently the most shorted stock 
in history with 32% of all shares being shorted. 
Short selling is when an investor ‘borrows’ shares 
that they do not own and sells them at current 
market rate then buys them back at a lower price 
in the future. Shorting is basically betting that 
the company’s share price will decrease.

Tesla is also the fastest growing car company 
in history so the only explanation for the high 
short rate is that the oil industry is shorting the 
stock to suppress it and create misinformation. 
Currently around US$10 billion has been shorted 

Electric Vehicles:  
Why is Australia in the slow lane? 

It may be 
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in the US were 
EVs. So what 
happened? 
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on Tesla (mostly from the oil industry). If the 
delay of uptake of EVs is valued at US$2.75 
billion per day we can see that a $10 billion short 
position by the oil industry will pay for itself in 
less than two weeks.

These are the sort of dark murky strategies that 
big oil has been using for decades to suppress 
the growth of EVs. This time however they won’t 
work as EV sales continue to grow.

The other thing that’s important to note here is 
the entire industry is being disrupted. Previous 
generations wanted to “own” their own car but 
the younger generations want “mobility”. We are 
seeing a large shift away from ownership with 
services like Uber and car share companies that 
are enabling people to go car-free.

This is a much more efficient use of assets. The 
average car is only used 5% of the time. For the 
other 95% of the day it’s taking up valuable space 
in a car park. This just doesn’t make sense in 
2019. As people start go car free and use Uber 
and car share apps, we will see a dramatic drop 
in new car sales as each new car can service the 
mobility needs of more people.

The other exciting thing is full automation, which 
is just around the corner. Full autonomous ‘robo-
taxis’ are just a year or two away. The cost of Tesla 
Network robo-taxi is estimated at $0.18 per km 
while Uber’s cost is $1 per km. This will further 
incentivise people to give up car ownership.

As ICE car sales plummet while EVs and car ride/
share takes off, we will see a massive drop in 
oil profits. As oil money dries up, the inevitable 
collapse in the oil industry will have profound 
positive impacts on democracies around the 
world. If we care about our beautiful planet and 
our democracy then we all have an obligation 
to accelerate the uptake of EVs and accelerate 
the demise of the most destructive industry in 
human history.

We still have a way to go however things on 
exponential curves can seem to be slow but then 
happen very quickly. Some positive news for all 
of us who are fighting for a better future!

Dan Bleakly is an engineer, a member of FoE 
Melbourne’s Act on Climate collective, and a 
rebel with Extinction Rebellion.
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Friends of the Earth  

invites you to join the

What is the Active Friends Program?
The Active Friends Program is one of the best  
means to support current and future work of Friends  
of the Earth. It involves a regular monthly donation  
of a self-nominated amount.

Where will Active Friends donations go?
Friends of the Earth is renowned for making a little money go 
a long way. Because our administration costs are always kept 
to a bare minimum, practically all Active Friends contributions 
directly support campaign work, publications and community 
engagement. Active Friends donations support

•  a moratorium on coal and coal seam gas  
mining through our ‘Quit Coal’ campaign

•  renewable energy through our ‘yes2renewables’ campaign

•  our work to safeguard water for  
the rivers, wetlands and forests of over  
14% of Australia’s landscapes through  
the ‘ourdarlingmurray.org’ campaign

•  FoE’s Anti Nuclear & Clean Energy (ACE) 
campaign, which continues to highlight 
the dangers of nuclear power and uranium 
mining and to promote safe alternatives.

Why is the Active Friends Program vital to FoE?
To remain a radical and credible voice for social and 
environmental justice, we need a stable financial base. 

How can you join the Active Friends Program?
To join the Active Friends program, please see the ‘Support 
Friends of the Earth’ page in this edition of Chain Reaction, 
or go to www.foe.org.au and click on the donate button.. 
All Active Friends donations are fully tax deductible.
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The communities on the frontline  
of new fossil fuels in Victoria
Kate Wattchow

The science is indisputable. The rampant 
burning of fossil fuels is releasing greenhouse 
gas emissions that are driving accelerated global 
heating. And it’s only getting hotter. We are in 
a climate crisis and have a narrow window of 
time in which to act if we are going to mitigate 
catastrophic climate change.

At a state level, some good things are 
happening in Victoria. Thanks to a powerful 
grassroots movement fracking was banned, 
and communities across the state are taking 
up renewables. However, despite these steps 
forward there is, simultaneously, damaging 
regressive action. This is in the form of 
new fossil fuels; from experimental coal in 
the Latrobe Valley being greenwashed by a 
government funded waste-carbon injection 
proposal, to a myriad of new gas projects and 
pipelines creeping across the state.

Not only do these projects jeopardise direly 
needed action on climate, but they threaten the 
health of communities and workers, endanger 
the environment and water sources, and put 
local economies based on agriculture and eco-
tourism at risk.

Interestingly, it seems even fossil fuel 
proponents, politicians, and the Murdoch 
press largely realise that the days of unabated 
emissions are over. All of these projects are in 
some way being framed as ‘climate solutions’, 
in what appears to be an attempt to co-opt the 
transition to renewable energy so they can 
keep polluting and profiting at the expense of 
Victorian communities.

The Fossil Frontlines Community Tour
In October and November, Energy Justice Victoria, 
a collective of Friends of the Earth Melbourne, 
went to the communities on Victoria’s fossil 
fuel frontlines. We wanted to meet community 
members face to face and hear from them 
about the impact of living with, and fighting, 
these proposals, as well as what they see as the 
alternative future for their region. Our Fossil 
Frontlines Community Tour went as follows:

Seaspray is a coastal community in East 
Gippsland that was crucial in the fight to ban 
fracking. Here we met with  Gasfield Free 
Seaspray  on the beach and took part in their 
#DefendTheMoratorium photo for a Week 
of Action. Following this we heard from 
community members at the surf club. Some of 
the concerns discussed included unrehabilitated 
gas drill sites, a lack of job transition plan for 
offshore gas workers, as well as the impact on 
water, agriculture, and the local economy if 
onshore gas gets started.

Golden Beach  – The small town of Golden Beach 
is located on Ninety Mile Beach, and is currently 
facing multiple new fossil fuel projects. We co-
hosted with  Ninety Mile Against Carbon Storage 
, who are fighting the CarbonNet waste-carbon 
injection proposal that would see carbon waste 
from Kawasaki’s coal-to-hydrogen plant in 
Latrobe Valley injected into the seafloor if the 
trial moved to a commercial scale operation.

They are also fighting a new offshore gasfield 
that would lock in more emissions Victoria 
can’t afford, as well as an offshore gas storage 
site located worryingly close to the proposed 
waste-carbon injection site (a seismically active 
area – community members are concerned about 
the safety of such dynamic projects happening 
side-by-side).

Westernport  – In the town of Balnarring 
in Westernport, we co-hosted with  Save 
Westernport  and  Westernport Peninsula and 
Protection Council . Westernport is a large bay 
in southern Victoria, containing French Island 
and Phillip Island. The bay contains some 
amazing native ecosystems, including carbon-
sequestering mangroves, migratory bird habitats, 
and a RAMSAR-listed wetland.

However, AGL wants to build an import station 
for gas. This would destroy these unique 
environments through increased ship traffic; 
the usage, pollution, and discharge of bay water 
that is used in the regasification process; as 
well as direct and fugitive emissions caused by 
the project. Furthermore, a hydrogen export 
station attached to Kawasaki’s coal-to-hydrogen 
trial is being built, further industrialising the 
bay and jeopardising the regions livability, the 
environment, and the local ecotourism industry.

Latrobe Valley –  Our final stop was in the 
Latrobe Valley, where we were co-hosted by the 
group of young changemakers  A New Power  
in a community hall in Traralgon. Members of 
A New Power discussed the opportunities that 
transitioning away from coal present for the 
Latrobe Valley.

In 2016 the Latrobe Valley experienced the abrupt 
closure of the Hazelwood power station and mine, 
caused by the station’s international owner ENGIE 
moving away from coal. Now, the Valley, along 
with Victoria, is beginning the transition away 
from coal in preparation for the closure of the 
Yallourn and Loy Yang power stations.

However, whilst some see this as a chance 
to move to healthier and more sustainable 
alternatives, pro-coal advocates are pushing 
to keep the mines open. One such example is 
Kawasaki’s experimental coal-to-hydrogen trial, 
which is entirely dependent on unreliable waste-
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carbon injection technology and would keep 
the coal mines open, perpetuating the impacts 
of coal dust, consumption of precious water for 
processing, and extend the danger of another 
mine fire in the open cut.

South-West Victoria  – Whilst we could not visit 
the South-West coastline of Victoria on our tour, 
they are also a notable frontline. Communities in 
this area are fighting five new proposed offshore 
oil and gas fields that have the potential to 
destroy the ecotourism and environmental health 
all along this beautiful coastline.

Furthermore, it simply would not have been 
possible for our collective to visit every 
community that has the potential to be impacted 
by conventional gas. If the Victorian government 
decides to go directly against community 
sentiment and fails to extend the onshore 
gas moratorium, which was fought and won 
alongside the historic ban on fracking, whole 
regions of native environment, farmland, and 
regional towns would be suddenly thrust onto 
the frontline of new gas.

Where to from here?
We learnt a lot going to the fossil frontlines in 
Victoria and talking to the people living in the 
communities who are facing these new, daunting 

projects. One of the things we appreciated 
by the end of the tour is how these fights are 
simultaneously diverse, and connected.

If you want to stay updated on our work  
on these frontlines you can check out Friends  
of the Earth’s No New Fossil Fuels  campaign:  
www.melbournefoe.org.au/nnff-vic

Also, we know that it isn’t enough to just say 
no to fossil fuels, we also have to fight for a just 
and sustainable alternative. To learn about and 
get involved with that you can read up about 
Friends of the Earth’s plan to Transform Victoria: 
Creating Jobs Whilst Cutting Emissions:  
www.melbournefoe.org.au/transformvic

But most importantly, learn about the 
communities who are on these frontlines and 
offer your support. Acting on the climate crisis 
isn’t just a chance to stop fossil fuels, it is a chance 
to face the deeper structural inequalities in our 
society that have resulted in our current crisis. 
Listening to and showing solidarity with frontline 
communities is an integral part of ensuring that 
our transition to a fossil free world is just and fair.

If you want to get involved with Energy Justice 
Victoria and the fight to stop new fossil fuels 
in the state you can check us out at  www.
melbournefoe.org.au/energy_justice_victoria  
or drop us a line at kate.wattchow@foe.org.au 

The Commons Social Change Library
The Commons Social Change Library is an 
online resource freely available to anyone with 
an internet connection. We gather resources 
from Australia and around the world on a broad 
range of topics including campaign strategy, 
organising, digital campaigning, communications 
and media, working effectively in groups, 
diversity and inclusion and much more. 

When you’re busy working towards social or 
ecological justice goals it’s hard to find the time 
to track down information or develop all the 
skills required. The Commons is here to help by 
making all that information accessible. We also 
aim to make sharing and collaboration across 
movements and struggles easier. 

The library is staffed by Holly Hammond  
(activist educator), Antje Dun (librarian and 
graphic designer) and Iain McIntyre (social 
movement historian). 

The library has recently prioritised building a 
new topic area on Arts and Creativity, gathering 
tips on effective Activist Archiving, and 
providing a clear summary of our 55 resources 
on Nonviolent Direct Action.

The Arts and Creativity topic includes articles, 
podcasts, songs, templates, interviews, case 
studies and practical guides. The emphasis is 
on inspiring ways to use art and other creative 
approaches to get people’s attention and change 
public debate.

Archiving your campaign might not feel like a 
big priority when you’re busy fighting the good 
fight – but it can ensure your side of the story of 
that fight gets told. In order to learn the lessons 
of social movement history we need people to 
keep records of what actually happened. The 
Commons has gathered a range of resources to 
help make it easier to get archiving. We’re also 
looking for groups who would like to trial some 
different tools in this area.

Nonviolent direct action is currently at the 
forefront of the national conversation. On the 
Commons you can find resources on the theory 
and philosophy of NVDA; practical guides to 
setting up action groups and blockades; training 
materials; many inspiring and informative case 
studies, and specialist resources on legal rights, 
safety and resilience.

Stay tuned for new additions to the library in the 
areas of Organising and Digital Campaigning, 
as our librarians gather materials from the 
Australian Progress FWD+Organise conference. 

There’s much more to be found in the library 
and the collection is growing all the time. The 
Commons Social Change Library welcomes 
queries and contributions to the collection. 

Visit the library at https://commonslibrary.
org/ and contact the librarians via librarian@
commonslibrary.org 

https://commonslibrary.org/
https://commonslibrary.org/
mailto:librarian@commonslibrary.org
mailto:librarian@commonslibrary.org
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What we’re missing  
in climate conversations
Aaron Brooks

We’ve all heard the alarms: climate change 
is coming. Someday in the future it will 
drown our cities, burn our houses and eat our 
children – someday. However according to the 
#ClimateImpactsVic map, climate change is not 
coming – it is already here. And that’s what we 
need to discuss.

The map is the latest project from Friends of 
the Earth that aims to identify the frontlines 
of the climate crisis, that is, those who are the 
first affected by its impacts. While its findings 
certainly do not yet depict the doomsday 
scenario we often imagine, they are nevertheless 
highly disturbing. We should all be concerned for 
our fellow Victorians who are already starting to 
feel the impacts.

There is hardly a region of the state that has 
escaped the wide-ranging consequences of 
climate change. From agriculture to tourism,  
no industry is spared.

The map shows that Victoria’s agriculture 
industry is most under threat. The industry is 
worth over $14 billion but temperature rises 
are seriously threatening the sector. Some of the 
reports include stories of avocado growers losing 
90 per cent of their crop over the summer due to 
heat waves; wineries seeing their harvests start 
earlier than normal resulting in lower quality 
produce; and grain farmers experiencing huge 
yield decreases.

Animal agriculture too has been affected with 
egg productivity down and livestock such 
as chicken and cows dying due to persistent 
heat stress. Animals outside of the agriculture 
industry have been particularly hard hit; many 
species have seen changes in phenology and 
several are now facing extinction. For instance, 
the emergence time of butterflies, which 
depends on temperature, has shifted by 10 days 
since 1945. This puts the entire species at risk of 
losing synchronicity with their food source.

Meanwhile, wildlife populations from the Alps 
to the Grampians have reduced significantly. In 
Victoria, pygmy possum numbers are down 87 
per cent since 1996 and brolga numbers have 
declined in the west of the state. In fact, Victoria 
has the highest number of threatened species 
of all states and territories in Australia.

From land to sea, nowhere is free from a warming 
planet. Sea life looks vastly different than it did in 
the recent past. Victorian waters are increasing 
in temperature faster than anywhere else in 

Australia, spurred on by a 350 km extension 
of the East Australian Current; our sea surface 
temperatures have been above the long-term 
average for the past 26 years in a row.

These changes have seen a myriad of tropical fish 
enter Victorian waters that would not normally 
travel further south than NSW, including 
manta rays, bull sharks, tiger sharks, yellow-
bellied sea snakes, sea urchins and many more. 
Consequently our cool water ecosystems have 
been profoundly altered, most notably by with 
the huge losses to our kelp forests, down 90 per 
cent in Port Phillip Bay.

Coastal erosion was revealed as the other big 
change to the Victorian landscape in Friends of 
the Earth’s frontlines map. Citizen scientists in 
Inverloch recorded losing 39 metres of coastline 
since 2012. However, it is not just Inverloch 
sounding the alarm about the impacts of sea 
level rise. Community members in Port Fairy, 
Queenscliff, Point Lonsdale, and Apollo Bay have 
all noted big changes.

The case studies featured on the 
#ClimateImpactsVic map mean that discussions 
around climate change are no longer just about 
melting ice caps and polar bears but also about 
the present, tangible impacts at a local level. 

Scientists have long been reporting what is 
happening at a global scale. They have warned 
us how the bleaching of coral reefs is connected 
to climate change. But what’s happening in our 
own backyard is such an important part of the 
discussion. Why? For one thing, our communities 
matter. On another level however, the local and 
short term are likely to garner more attention 
from our politicians. Our system is designed that 
way; politicians are highly incentivised to care 
about their local electorate and issues impacting 
within the next three to four years.

With case studies on the map coming in from 
almost every electorate held by Victorian cabinet 
ministers, it is now inescapable that politicians 
must consider climate change a present-day 
issue. Every decision they make – from roads to 
hospitals – ministers have to think about how 
they how they can make sector-wide emissions 
reductions. Or they must explain to their 
electorate why they are willing to put extra 
pressure on people already feeling the heat.

The #ClimateImpactsVic map is online at  
www.map.actonclimate.org.au

Aaron Brooks is a member of Friends of the 
Earth Melbourne’s Act on Climate collective.

Climate change is 
not coming – it is 
already here. And 
that’s what we 
need to discuss.

http://agriculture.vic.gov.au/agriculture
https://www.ces.vic.gov.au/sites/default/files/publication-documents/Interim Victorian State of the Environment Report 2018_compressed_0.pdf
https://www.ces.vic.gov.au/sites/default/files/publication-documents/Interim Victorian State of the Environment Report 2018_compressed_0.pdf
https://www.ces.vic.gov.au/sites/default/files/publication-documents/Interim Victorian State of the Environment Report 2018_compressed_0.pdf
http://theconversation.com/things-warm-up-as-the-east-australian-current-heads-south-31889
http://theconversation.com/things-warm-up-as-the-east-australian-current-heads-south-31889
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Australia’s hypocrisy on nuclear 
weapons cannot continue
Gem Romuld

I was in a traffic crawl in Sumatra, my phone 
tethered to a friend’s for a scrap of internet when 
the news came through in a torrent of capitalised 
exclamations, that our campaign had won the 
2017 Nobel Peace Prize. The Melbourne-born 
International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear Weapons 
(ICAN) received this recognition for “its work to 
draw attention to the catastrophic humanitarian 
consequences of any use of nuclear weapons and for 
its groundbreaking efforts to achieve a treaty-based 
prohibition of such weapons.”

Just a few months before the Nobel announcement 
we had stood clapping and crying in a UN 
conference room upon the adoption of the first 
treaty to outlaw nuclear weapons alongside chemical 
and biological weapons, landmines and cluster 
munitions. It took a decade of hard work, but the 
prize vindicated what we knew was a major turning 
point in the global quest for nuclear abolition.

After the media hype died down and the corks 
stopped popping, we found ourselves in a changed 
landscape. ICAN activists worldwide set to work 
with a newfound respect and legitimacy, which 
we used to relentlessly swing the spotlight back 
to the treaty. The Nobel Committee provided the 
platform and we didn’t waste a minute. In Australia, 
the medal became “Alfred” or “the peoples’ Nobel” 
as we began touring it by foot, bus and bicycle all 
over the country, putting it in the hands of nuclear 
test survivors, nuclear veterans, parliamentarians, 
unionists, students, activists and diplomats.

Then-Prime Minister Turnbull refrained from 
congratulating ICAN for the first Australian-born 
Nobel Peace Prize. While a childish move, this only 
served to highlight the government’s discomfort 
with the treaty and its clear challenge to Australia’s 
position on nuclear weapons. As the signatures and 
ratifications continue to stack up and the treaty 
nears entry-into-force, this challenge persists.

Australia professes to support a world free of 
nuclear weapons while simultaneously claiming 
reliance on the US nuclear arsenal for protection. 
This tenuous notion of security through nuclear 
weapons has long served the nuclear-armed, 
to the detriment of all others. The ban treaty 
outlaws the use and threat of use of nuclear 
weapons in all circumstances, strengthening 
the norm of abolition. To join the prohibition 
on nuclear weapons, as we have joined the 
prohibitions on other indiscriminate, inhumane 
weapons, Australia must quit playing enabler for 
the US arsenal. Our alliance with the US can and 
must exclude cooperation and support for the 
potential use of nuclear weapons.

Since the wild treaty-negotiating, prize-winning 
ride of 2017, the nuclear disarmament terrain 

has indelibly changed. To date, 79 nations 
have signed and 32 have ratified the treaty, 
with dozens of countries progressing their 
ratifications. The treaty will enter into force  
after the 50th ratification, certain within the 
next couple of years.

Campaigns are growing in nuclear-armed and 
“nuclear-endorsing” states, word of the Treaty 
is spreading and the demand to sign and ratify 
is escalating. Financial institutions are divesting 
from nuclear weapon producers, citing the 
treaty as their reason for doing so even though 
it has yet to enter into force. These include ABP, 
the largest Dutch pension fund, and Norway’s 
trillion-dollar sovereign wealth fund. Cities and 
towns are declaring their support for the treaty, 
including Paris, Berlin, Geneva, Washington DC, 
Toronto, Sydney and Melbourne.

The Australian Medical Association, Australian 
Red Cross and dozens of civil society 
organisations have directly called on Australia 
to join the treaty. Close to 200 of our state and 
federal parliamentarians have pledged to pursue 
this goal, and the Australian Labor Party has 
committed to sign and ratify in government.

It’s inevitable that Australia joins the prohibition 
on nuclear weapons. As other nuclear arms 
control agreements languish or collapse, we 
don’t have the luxury of waiting for the offenders 
to lead us out of the silo. With close to 14,000 
nuclear weapons held between nine nations, our 
world is armed to the brink. Further, let us not 
be distracted by the voices querying a domestic 
nuclear arsenal, we’ve already foresworn this 
dangerous pursuit under the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty and the South Pacific  
Nuclear Free Zone. Nuclear weapons are never  
a legitimate means of defence.

This year’s Nobel Peace Laureate, Ethiopian 
Prime Minister Abiy Ahmed Ali, has been 
rewarded for formalising a peace agreement 
between Ethiopia and Eritrea. For ICAN, the 
Nobel Peace Prize served a directive upon 
all nations to sit up and pay attention to the 
fresh 10-page nuclear weapon ban treaty. We 
know that we’re up against powerful nations, 
a lucrative industry and deeply entrenched 
modes of thinking. The real prize will be the 
total elimination of nuclear weapons, and we 
have the tools to get there. It’s up to all people, 
civil society and governments to turn the tide of 
history. Our collective security depends on it

Gem Romuld is the Australian director of the 
International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear 
Weapons and a recipient of the 2017 Nobel 
Peace Prize.
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Why the nuclear lobby makes stuff 
up about the cost of wind and solar

Giles Parkinson – editor of RenewEconomy.com.au – 
exposes recent pro-nuclear spin regarding the costs of 
renewable energy sources.

There was no doubt that – given the opportunity 
– the ever-optimistic nuclear lobby in Australia 
would attempt to seize the moment and press 
the claims of their favoured technology to the 
parliamentary inquiry1 gifted to them by the 
federal government.

The nuclear lobby has largely given up on 
existing technology, recognising that the 
repeated cost blow-outs and delays means that 
it is too expensive, too slow and not suited for 
Australia’s grid.

Instead, they have invested their hopes in a 
technology that doesn’t actually exist yet, small 
nuclear reactors. But to promote it over the 
main competitors – wind and solar and storage 
– it has had to come up with forecasts for its 
pet technology that are, at best, fantasy, and 
assessments of wind and solar that are patently 
false and misleading.

It is generally accepted in the energy industry 
that the cost of new nuclear is several times 
that of wind and solar, even when the latter are 
backed up by storage. The GenCost 2018 report 
from the CSIRO and the Australian Energy Market 
Operator (AEMO) puts the cost of nuclear at two 
to three times the cost of “firmed renewables”.2

The nuclear lobby, however, has been insisting to 
the parliamentary inquiry that wind and solar are 
four to seven times the cost of nuclear, and to try 
and prove the point the lobby has been making 
such extraordinary and outrageous claims that 
it makes you wonder if anything else they say 
about nuclear – its costs and safety – can be 
taken seriously.

RenewEconomy has been going through the 
290-something submissions and reading the 
public hearing transcripts, and has been struck 
by one consistent theme from the pro-nuclear 
organisations and ginger groups: When it comes to 
wind, solar and batteries, they just make stuff up.

A typical example is the company SMR Nuclear 
Technology – backed by the coal baron Trevor 
St Baker3 – which borrows some highly 
questionable analysis to justify its claim that 
going 100 per cent renewables would cost “four 
times” that of replacing coal with nuclear.

It bases this on modelling by a consultancy 
called EPC4, based on the south coast of NSW, 
apparently a husband and wife team, Robert 
and Linda Barr, who are also co-authors of “The 
essential veterinarian’s phone book”, a guide to 
vets on how to set up telephone systems.

The EPC report admits to deliberately ignoring 
the anticipated cost reductions of wind and solar 
from AEMO’s 2018 integrated system plan. Even 
worse, the report dials in a completely absurd 
current cost of wind at A$157/MWh (before 
transmission costs), which is about three times 
the current cost in Australia, and A$117/MWh for 
solar, which is more than double.5

The costs of wind and solar are not hard to 
verify. They are included in the GenCost report, 
in numerous pieces of analysis, and even in 
public announcements from companies involved, 
both buyers and sellers. St Baker could have 
helped out, as his company has signed two big 
solar contracts (for the Darlington and Vales 
Point solar farms) and we can bet he won’t be 
paying A$117/MWh.

Apart from costs, the EPC scenarios for 100 per 
cent renewables are also, at best, imaginative.  
For some reason they think there will only be 
10GW of solar in a 100% renewables grid and  
just 100MW of battery storage. Big hint: There  
is already 12GW of solar in the system and about 
300MW of battery storage. But we discovered that 
assuming wind and solar do not or won’t exist, 
and completely ignoring distributed energy, are 
common themes of the nuclear playbook.

The delivered cost of energy from wind and 
solar in the EPC modelling of a 100 per cent 
renewables grid? A hilariously outrageous sum  
of A$477/MWh (US$330/MWh).

Contrast this with SMR Nuclear Technology’s 
claims about the cost of a modern small modular 
reactor – US$65/MWh – even though it admits 
the technology “has not been constructed”, and 
which leading nuclear expert Ziggy Switkowski 
points out won’t likely be seen for at least 
another decade. …

The EPC report also forms the basis of the 
analysis from the Nuclear Now Alliance, which 
describes itself as a not-for profit group of 
Australian scientists and engineers that are 
passionate about the benefits of nuclear “but 
have no connection to the industry.”

Incredibly stupid and misleading 
Moltex, which says it is “developing” some sort 
of fission technology (it says it has a design 
but hasn’t actually built anything) uses the 
same trick as EPC to paint a daunting picture 
of renewable and storage costs, in this case by 
multiplying the cost of batteries by the total 
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amount of electricity consumed in a single day. 
“Australia consumes 627 Gigawatt hours of 
electricity per day, and so the battery storage 
required to cover just one 24 hour period would 
cost A$138 billion,” it proclaims. It is such an 
incredibly stupid and misleading claim that it 
simply takes the breath away. … 

But that’s what the nuclear industry feels it needs 
to do to make its yet-to-be invented technology 
sound feasible and competitive.

Let’s go to StarCore, a Canadian company that 
says it, too, wants to manufacture small modular 
reactors, and claims renewables are “seven 
times” the cost of nuclear, and which also has a 
fascination with the Nyngan solar farm. It uses 
the cost of Nyngan to make the bizarre claim that 
to build 405 of them would cost A$68 billion, 
and then compares this to what it claimed to 
be the “zero upfront capital costs” of one of 
StarCore’s plants.

Say what? Does the nuclear plant appear just like 
that? Solar and wind farms also usually have long-
term power purchase agreements, but they still 
have to be built and someone has to provide the 
capital to do so. Nuclear with a zero capital cost? 
Really, you couldn’t make this stuff up.

Declining costs of battery storage
Down Under Nuclear Energy, headed by a former 
oil and gas guy and a former professor at the 
University of Western Australia who specialises 
in mathematical social science and economics, 
also bases its solar costs on the Nyngan solar 
farm and makes this bizarre claim about battery 
storage: “The precipitous decline in solar 
technology is highly unlikely to be replicated  
in batteries, a technology already approaching 
150 yrs of maturity,” it says.

Hey, here’s some breaking news. Costs of battery 
storage have already mirrored solar’s fall, down 
80 per cent in last decade6 and utilities like 
Transgrid predict another 60 per cent fall over 
next 10-15 years.7

And most large-scale storage batteries use 
lithium, an abundant resource, and this is battery 
technology that was actually invented just over 
40 years ago by the winners of this year’s Nobel 
Prize for Chemistry. As the Nobel citation says: 
“(Co-winner Stanley) Wittingham developed the 
first fully functional lithium battery in the 1970s.” 
Not 1870.

Women in Nuclear and the Australian Workers 
Union both quote the Industry Super report 
on nuclear, which we debunked a while 
back8, which puts the cost estimates of wind and 
solar plants at 10 times their actual cost.

The “capital cost” of the Dundonnel wind farm 
in Victoria, for instance, is put at A$4.2 billion 
(try A$400 million) according to their bizarre 
calculations, while the Darlington solar farm is 
put at $5.8 billion (try A$350 million). It’s pure 
garbage and the fact that it is being quoted really 
does beggar belief. … 

But all the nuclear submissions have one common 
trait. They assume that the deployment of 
renewables is stopped in its tracks, either now or 
sometime soon. It’s more wish than analysis, but in 
that they will have found a willing fellow traveller 
in federal energy minister, Angus “there is already 
too much wind and solar on the grid” Taylor, who 
thought it a good idea to have the inquiry.

But the reality is that the rest of the energy 
industry wants to move on. They know that the 
grid can be largely decarbonised within the next 
two decades from a combination of renewables 
and storage.

That’s a simple truth that the nuclear lobby 
cannot accept, and they’ve passed up the 
opportunity to have an open and honest debate 
by promoting utter garbage about renewables, to 
the point where it would be difficult to believe 
much of anything else they say.

Abridged from RenewEconomy, 23 Oct 2019, 
https://reneweconomy.com.au/why-the-
nuclear-lobby-makes-stuff-up-about-cost-of-
wind-and-solar-46538/
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What does the state government’s 
announcement actually mean  
for Victoria’s forests?
Goongerah Environment Centre 

November 9 – It’s been an emotional few 
days following the Victorian government 
announcement that logging native forests 
will end in 2030.1 The government has also 
committed to state-wide protections for 
90,000ha of old growth forests, and 96,000ha 
of new protected areas, 48,500 of which are 
in East Gippsland. An action statement for 
the threatened Greater Glider was also finally 
released, after two years of inaction following  
it’s up-listing to threatened in 2017.2

This announcement has been a long time 
coming, and this would not have happened 
without the dedicated and tireless campaigning 
of environmental groups and supporters across 
Victoria. The Goongerah Environment Centre 
(GECO) has congratulated Minister D’Ambrosio and 
Premier Andrews for making these commitments 
and for finally breaking their paralysis on the issue 
and showing leadership. But there are still a lot of 
details missing and these must be publicly released 
to reassure Victorians that the government’s 
commitments will actually provide what they 
say they will and deliver meaningful and lasting 
protections for threatened wildlife and ecosystems.

The government must also clearly articulate a 
plan for how forests will be protected into the 
long term, and move quickly to legislate formal 
protection in new national parks or secure 
conservation reserves. Another 10 years of 
logging, and five more years before the industry 
begins scaling down, will not put a stop to 
Victoria’s biodiversity and extinction crisis.

So, let’s break it all down.

The Immediate Protection Areas in East 
Gippsland (about 45,000 hectares)
Significant stands of forest in the Goongerah 
catchment have been earmarked for protection in 
‘Immediate Protection Areas’ (IPA) These forests 
are adjacent to the snowy river national park and 
include important habitat for the Endangered 
Large Brown Tree Frog, Long footed Potoroo, 
Yellow Bellied Glider and old growth forest.

The entire area of the Kuark forest has also been 
protected. Some of Kuark was already protected 
by Minister D’Ambrosio in March 2018, the new 
protected area announcement expands protection 
for the Kuark forest in a significant way and extends 
protection to forest located south of the current 
southern boundary of Errinundra National Park.

The Bemm River Rainforest site of significance is 
now flagged for better protection and inclusion 
in the IPA. Approximately 400 hectares of forest 

was earmarked for clear felling in the rainforest site, these areas should now 
be protected from logging which will help to preserve the integrity and 
catchment health of the Lower Bemm River.

While these proposed new protections are welcomed, more of East 
Gippsland’s forests must be included or destructive logging in high 
environmental value forests will continue. Forests near Bendoc and on the 
Errinundra plateau with some of the most significant populations of Great 
Gliders in Victoria are still under direct threat of logging.

The final boundaries of the IPAs are still being formalised and we are in 
discussion with government over the inclusion of additional important forests. 

Old Growth
Premier Andrews and Minister D’Ambrosio have announced an immediate 
end to old growth logging, committing to immediately protect 90,000 ha of 
mapped old growth forest that is outside of existing parks and reserves. But 
what does this actually mean? A map of the modelled old growth has been 
released but it’s very hard to read, and spatial data is being made available 
early next week.3

Based on what the government has communicated to us and their 
announcements, 90,000 hectares of forest that is currently mapped as ‘old 
growth forest’ and that is outside of existing parks and reserves, will be 
excluded from logging. VicForests will have to work around the old growth 
areas and not log them. This is a good move, but will it protect all old 
growth forest from logging? Unfortunately not.

Old growth forest will not be ‘protected’ but there will be a ban on logging 
mapped old growth forest. In theory, this should make logging unviable in 
several areas that VicForests has earmarked for logging this summer. We 
are seeking a clear commitment from the government that VicForests will 
not be logging in areas with mapped old growth forest this summer, as 
they have planned to.

Old growth forests also exist outside the old growth mapping areas, 
i.e. they are not defined as old growth by the mapping. These forests 
are unprotected and earmarked for logging. Old growth forest at 
Granite Mountain in East Gippsland is not mapped as old growth but is 
being logged right now. This untouched forest has never been logged 
and contains trees hundreds of years in age, but sadly the old growth 
protection plan will fail to prevent the destruction of this forest.

We hold grave concerns that VicForests will be using a dodgy field identification 
tool to self identify what they determine to be old growth in areas that are not 
mapped as old growth.4 This tool will declassify old growth in the field. Putting 
VicForests in charge of self identifying old growth forests and volunteering 
them for protection is like putting Dracula in charge of the blood bank.

Minister D’Ambrosio must ensure the most rigorous regulatory oversight 
is put in place to identify and protect old growth forest that occurs 
outside of mapped old growth areas and make sure VicForests is not put in 
control. The Environment Department is currently developing their own 
field detection method, and if its anything like VicForests’ method, old 
growth forests will not be safe from logging.

GECO has campaigned for old growth forest protections for decades, and 
the government has finally showed leadership and declared widespread 
protections for all mapped old forests thanks to our hard work and 
campaigning. Much more work needs to be done to hold them accountable 
to this announcement, and campaign for further protections for areas of 
old growth that are still being logged right now.
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We need to ensure any field verification 
successfully identifies old growth, and does 
not declassify and raise the bar to unattainable 
standards so old growth logging can continue 
under deceitful and misleading definitions. 

Greater Glider Action Statement
We are alarmed by the proposed strategy for 
Greater Glider protection. Currently in East 
Gippsland, Greater Gliders receive a 100 ha 
Special Protection Zone when more than ten are 
found over 1 km. GECO citizen scientist have 
used this prescription to save important glider 
hot-spots from logging.5

This long-awaited action plan falls short in 
providing protections for Greater Gliders. The 
protections are now replaced by a new prescription 
which says that if five Greater Gliders are found in 
a km, VicForests can log just less than half of the 
trees. This is based on the research of only one 
scientific paper that did not record statistically 
significant results. There is little evidence that it 
will actually be effective in ensuring they survive. 
Compliance to this also relies on enforcement 
by the Environment Department, who have 
been heavily criticised for their weak approach 
to regulation and their lack of capability to hold 
VicForests accountable to environment laws.6

Laws must actually function to protect the glider, 
not continue to allow logging in key areas of 
habitat where Greater Gliders are found. The 
protections in the government’s plan are based 
on landscape protections that fail to protect the 
most important hot spot areas for Greater Gliders 
and will allow logging in areas where these 
animals are found.

Forests on the Errinundra plateau and near Bendoc 
in far East Gippsland are well known Greater 
Glider hot-spots where healthy populations are 
surviving. These are high altitude areas at about 
900-1000 meters above sea level. Greater Gliders 
are usually found in higher numbers at higher 
elevations. But the government’s action plan fails to 
protect any of these forests and instead has placed 
protection areas over lower lying areas of forest 
where large populations of Greater Gliders are 
rarely encountered. The thriving populations in the 
high elevation areas will continue to be logged with 
even less protection than what was afforded to 
them prior to the so-called ‘action plan’.

The Greater Glider action statement has 
protected significant Greater Glider populations 
in the Strathbogie ranges in north east Victoria 
and this is a great move. However, this is an 
isolated population in a heavily cleared landscape 
and its protection will not guarantee the species 
survival across its range in eastern Victoria. We 
know that Greater Gliders have declined by 55% 
in the last 20 years in East Gippsland and up to 

80% in the Central Highlands, yet the highest value habitat areas for them 
will continue to be logged under the government plan.

The 2030 announcement
Ten years is a long time for business to continue as usual. The wood supply 
contract with Australian Paper is responsible for the continued destruction 
of Victoria’s forests, and this contract will continue until the trees run out, 
and the industry collapses. This could happen well before 2030.

Government legislation (Wood pulp Agreement Act) locks in supply of native 
forest logs to the pulp and paper mill until 2030. This supply contract will not 
change under the plan and the commitment to end native forest logging in 
2030 will coincide with the end of this legislated contract, basically that means 
logging will continue to feed the paper mill until the wood runs out. In order 
to meaningfully deliver the scale of protection that our forests and wildlife 
need to thrive, the wood volumes to the paper mill need to be reduced.

Other contracts will start having their supplies reduced by 2024, but money 
will not be available to logging contractors and millers who may want to exit 
the industry until 2024. Money should be available for workers to exit the 
industry now; they shouldn’t be stuck in a dying industry for another five years 
without the choice to abandon ship.

The government knows that the industry is collapsing. Acknowledging the end 
and walking away at the point of collapse is not a solution. If they were serious 
about providing state-wide protections for forests, they would start the transition 
now, and cut their ties with Australian Paper. High conservation value forests 
will continue to be logged for paper for another decade if they don’t.

We have a lot of work to do. We are relieved that the government is finally 
acknowledging the importance of protecting forests and that the end of 
the native logging industry as we know it now is inevitable. This must 
result in greater conservation outcomes and to protect what remains of the 
forest. Whilst we welcome the protection of some forests and some greater 
protection for old growth forests a lot more needs to be done and we will 
continue to hold the government accountable, especially with regard to the 
protection of old forests in East Gippsland, which are still being logged.

We will be working hard to get more details and clarity, and will continue 
to hold the government to their commitments. Forests and wildlife that are 
still under threat are running out of time and we will need to continue our 
advocacy to deliver outcomes that result in meaningful and lasting protection 
for our forests. The fight is far from over.

More information: www.geco.org.au

Donations: www.geco.org.au/donate

The Goongerah Environment Centre is an affiliate  
of Friends of the Earth Australia.
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Critical Greater Glider habitat 
on the Errinundra plateau
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Yeelirrie Solidarity Camp 2019
K-A Garlick

The launch of the first Yeelirrie Solidarity Camp 
was a massive success with over 30 campaigners 
from across Australia and Aotearoa / New 
Zealand participating in the one-week event at 
Yeelirrie to support Traditional Owners who 
oppose uranium mining in Western Australia. 

The Solidarity Camp replaced this year’s Walking 
for Country and was launched at the end of 
September as a camp-out on Tjiwarl country, 
better known as the Goldfields region of WA near 
the site of the proposed uranium mine.

Over thirty interested and passionate people 
listened, learned and showed their support 
to the people of both Kalgoorlie and Leonora 
in their fight to stop uranium mining on their 
country. For a week we travelled part of the 
proposed “nuclear freeway” between the Mulga 
Rock uranium project, Kalgoorlie and the 
proposed Yeelirrie uranium project.

The first night we spent in Kalgoorlie with our 
good friends and local hosts at the Wongathu 
Birni Aboriginal Centre. We were welcomed 
by Anangu women Debbie Carmody and her 
sister Libby Carmody from Tjulma Pulka Media 
Aboriginal Corporation. Debbie and Libby have 
joined many walks all over the world with 
Footprints for Peace and reconnected this night 
with many of the walkers. They have been 
standing up strong against the proposed Mulga 
Rock uranium project.

Also joining us at Kalgoorlie was Kokatha woman 
Sue Coleman-Haseldine from Ceduna (SA) and her 
sister Sue Thiselton, both long-time activists about 
the suffering from the Maralinga bomb tests and 
advocating for a future without nuclear weapons. 
They joined to stand with the Tjiwarl aunties to 
stop the threat of uranium mining on country.

The following day we travelled a further 430 
kms to Sir Samuel to stay with Tjiwarl woman 
Vicki Abdullah and family at the Bellevue Gold 
Camp that has been negotiated with some of 
the Traditional Owners of the area. It was an 
interesting and insightful stay, raising many 
questions for the group. 

A short drive the following day along the red 
earth unsealed roads towards Yeelirrie had us 
arriving before lunch to set up camp for four 
nights. We had a beautiful welcome to country  
by Vicky and that evening she shared her story  
as we sat around the fire. 

This country has become very familiar to many 
of us who have returned year after year for nearly 
10 years to show our opposition to uranium 
mining in WA. For many of us it is a welcome, 
familiar feeling in which we feel at ease amongst 
the beautiful mulga trees, spinifex, red earth and 
big blue skies. 

Yeelirrie station
The following day we arose early to walk to the 
gates of the Yeelirrie station. There are many 
conversations as we walk behind the Aboriginal 
flag leading the walkers to the gates.

A campaign update was given at the gates about 
the proposed Yeelirrie uranium project, and a 
short campaign history covering Walking for 
Country events, actions in Perth and elsewhere, 
and the legal battle – three Tjiwarl aunties, 
Shirley, Lizzie Wonyabong and Vicki Abdullah 
fought hard for over 2.5 years to save their 
country in a legal battle against the Canadian 
company Cameco and the WA government.  
They are true warriors.

The afternoon was filled with an excellent 
nuclear free snapshot from Aunty Sue, Gem 
Romuld from the International Campaign to 
Abolish Nuclear Weapons (ICAN), and Mara 
Bonacci, SA nuclear-free campaigner with Friends 
of the Earth.

That evening around the camp fire, we listened 
to the incredible personal story of Aunty Sue 
Coleman-Haseldine. The story of people still 
suffering from atomic bomb testing in SA more 
than half a century ago. It was a powerful 
reminder of this deadly and toxic industry that 
we are trying to stop. Aunty Sue was born just 
before her family’s desert lands to the north 
were bombed by the deadliest weapon we know 

Yeelirrie Solidarity 
Camp 2019
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by the British government. She told of us of the 
invisible killer that she had experienced through 
grand-daughters’ thyroid removals and the still-
born jelly babies born in her family.

“Anything to do with uranium mining and 
nuclear there is no winners, everybody loses. 
You can never feel guilty about what happen in 
the past, you can’t turn back time but you can 
work together for a better future,” she said.

A STOP sign sits at Yeelirrie Station. The women 
here are locked out of their own country. 
Some miners and governments are putting 
these stop signs up here. These companies and 
governments have only come in lately – these 
people have been here forever and they don’t 
have the right to go beyond the signs without 
someone saying so.

We headed out to good allies and local station 
holders, Colin and Marilyn from Youono Downs. 
Marilyn had invited all of us to come over and 
take showers and cool off in the oasis of their 
station. We settled in to listen to Marilyn and 
Colin’s concerns about the uranium mine 
project. As they have been fighting for many 
years, they also had many stories to share!

Back at camp and surrounding the fire, we 
heard the great stories from Bilbo Taylor with 
his incredible experience of remote blockading. 
From stories to strategies we listened to the 
dangers, the rewards, the creative and fun ways 
of remote blockading. For many years, Uncle Kev, 
Bilbo and others kept a constant vigil on BHP’s 
Olympic Dam uranium mine in SA.

Campaign planning
On our last full day at Yeelirrie, we revisited 
the core themes of the camp, and broke off into 
smaller working groups to discuss campaign 
options. We came away with six working groups 
for ongoing campaign work – communication, 
outreach, creatives, fundraising, resources and 
spokes group.

We have a richness in this campaign that is from 
the connection to people and connection to this 
country. We have built a solid base and this will 
continue to slowly build should we need to fight by 
blockading. People are preparing themselves for 
the long fight. Our three core themes for the camp 
‒ a 10-year campaign strategy, Yeelirrie blockade, 
and active campaigning now – were all addressed 
during the week and clear outcomes achieved.

Red earth deep in our pores, the landscape 
etched in our minds, relationships deepened,  
we leave feeling satisfied to stand with the 
Tjiwarl women and community that tirelessly 
fight to stop uranium mining on their country. 
We stand as one, we stand together.

See the video at https://vimeo.com/366701061

K-A Garlick is a nuclear-free campaigner with the 
Conservation Council of WA and was one of the 
organisers for the 2019 Yeelirrie Solidarity Camp.

A longer version of this article, with lots 
of photos, is posted at www.ccwa.org.au/
yeelirrie_solidarity_camp_2019
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Federal Government and 
‘opposition’ sign off on 
uncontrolled genetic experiment
Louise Sales

The Federal Government and Labor Party have 
submitted Australians to a nationwide genetic 
experiment, by failing to support a Greens’ 
motion disallowing amendments to the Gene 
Technology Regulations. The amendments allow 
most animals, plants and microbes modified 
using CRISPR and similar techniques to be 
released into the environment and food chain 
without any risk assessment.

The changes effectively turn Australia – our 
ecosystems and our health - into a giant genetic 
engineering experiment.

The week before the disallowance motion was 
debated, the European Network of Scientists for 
Social and Environmental Responsibility wrote 
to all Australian Senators urging them to disallow 
recent amendments to the Gene Technology 
Regulations. A number of Australian Institutional 
Biosafety Committees (IBCs) have also called 
for regulation on safety grounds. These include 
the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of Medical 
Research IBC, Victoria University IBC, Children’s 
Medical Research Institute and Children’s 
Hospital Westmead IBC, and the University  
of Wollongong IBC.

It seems the Federal Government and 
‘opposition’ have learnt nothing from the lessons 
of history. From cane toads to Phytophthora, 
there are numerous examples of organisms 
wreaking ecological havoc because the risks 
associated with releasing them into the 
environment were not properly assessed.

These risks are very real. The Office of the 
Gene Technology Regulator has acknowledged 
that even small changes to the DNA of micro-
organisms can make them much more virulent 
and dangerous.

GMOs also pose serious potential environmental 
risks that need to be assessed on a case by 
case basis. These are well illustrated by the 
case of a strain of the soil bacteria Klebsiella 
planticola (SDF20). This was genetically 
engineered to convert dead plant matter into 
alcohol.1 The US Environmental Protection 
Agency was envisioning that farmers could use 
these bacteria to convert plant material into 

a sludge, which could be poured off into the 
soil and reused. The agency was weeks away 
from approving the environmental release 
of the bacteria when independent scientists 
tested its effects when added to soil containing 
wheat plants. They found it caused significant 
increases in the numbers of bacteria and fungal 
feeding nematodes – coinciding with death of 
the plants.2 Had the bacteria been released into 
the environment, the global consequences could 
have been catastrophic.

It’s appalling that the Federal Government and 
‘opposition’ are gambling with our health and 
environment in this way, at the behest of their 
corporate sponsors.

In the 2017-18 financial year, the GM crop 
company Bayer donated $40,600 to Labor and 
$42,540 to the Coalition. The GM crop and 
agrichemical industry lobby group CropLife 
donated $34,271 to Labor and $22,300 to the 
Coalition.3 CropLife’s CEO Matthew Cossey 
is also a former senior official and campaign 
director for the Labor Party.4

Louise Sales is the coordinator of Friends of the 
Earth’s Emerging Tech Project. louise.sales@foe.
org.au, www.emergingtech.foe.org.au

Source: brian.gratwicke, 
creativecommons
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Facing barbarism
David Faber

Amidst the tumult of the 19th century, a wise 
man predicted that humanity would in due 
course have its fate in its own hands; when 
we had our backs to the wall. Our free will 
would face the choice between socialism and 
barbarism, between establishing a democratic 
community of producers or socioeconomic and 
ecological collapse.

In these latter days of history, when inequality 
and inefficiency are overshadowed only by the 
looming challenge of climate change, it has 
become impossible to address one without 
addressing the other. On August 20, 2019, a senior 
exponent of BHP, Andrew MacKenzie, conceded 
on the ABC that the ecological challenge we face 
calls for the biggest social mobilisation since 
World War II. Of course, he sees a role for coal 
and nuclear power in a transition to a sustainable 
energy economy, but the point remains: we need 
a Green New Deal going to the heart of what 
democracy means in the immediate future, a 
basic rewriting of the social contract between 
government and governed guaranteeing genuine 
full employment and real climate action with a 
Just Energy Transition.

Congresswoman Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez has 
spearheaded the concept of a Green New Deal 
in the United States, where reference to the 
role played by the public sector under President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s New Deal in helping 
to alleviate the misery of the Great Depression 
has never been altogether forgotten. The 
concept cannot, of course, be imported into this 
country without careful translation in national 
terms. It needs to be made Australian. What we 
need is not just a GND, but a Green New Deal for 
Australia which speaks to the Australian people, 
made to measure for the needs of our economy 
and environment.

Already the GND concept is beginning to strike 
root here. Concept development work has begun 
around the country. Time and labour will be 
necessary to bring it to fruition, scientifically 
and politically. Discussion documents must be 
circulated and negotiated. Between the bare 
concept and economic costing for economic 
planning for a well-regulated market economy 
with an adequate role for the public sector, there 
is much to be done. Open minds and dialogue 
will be necessary as well as resolute application 
of key principles.

There must be a just energy transition to reliance 
on renewable power generation, one in which 
the costs are fairly spread across society. The 
working class must be reassured as of right 
that there will be a proper supply of well-
paying union jobs, delivered by an Australian 
Job Guarantee. Labour rights to organise and 
collectively bargain and strike, undermined 
since 1975 in this country, must be restored and 
embodied in the Constitution. Environmental 
remediation must be prioritized to arrest the 
ravages of climate change already upon us. 

Roosevelt’s New Deal always had a green tinge 
to it. Among the first programmes rolled out was 
forestry work for the unemployed. The GND must 
be green to the core and have the courage to 
sweep away the received shibboleths of austerity 
economics which have served the country and 
indeed the world so ill these last generations.

Provision must be made for skilled as well as 
‘unskilled’ labour. To give an example, the 
Lomax brothers were employed by the Library 
of Congress during the New Deal to record the 
blues, unearthing talent like Huddy Leadbetter  
in a Southern prison.

An Australian GND could employ citizen scientists 
across our landscape and humanists in our 
communities to identify our history and problems 
we need to address socioeconomically. Genuine 
full employment is feasible without inflation 
because after generations of running down the 
country there is so much that now needs to be 
done. Our unemployed workforce represents 
idle reserves of capacity and productivity, an 
opportunity as well as a problem.

Historian Stuart Macintyre has identified postwar 
reconstruction 1945-49 as the nation’s most 
enterprising era. Anti-public sector dogma and 
prejudice were cast aside. The foundations of 
new industries were laid down. A brand new  
day of health care was mooted.

Of course, reactionary forces mobilised to 
counter this clarion call. Closed minds will 
doubtless mobilise again. But we have nothing  
to fear but fear itself.

David Faber is a member of Friends of the 
Earth Adelaide.

Open minds and 
dialogue will 
be necessary as 
well as resolute 
application of  
key principles.
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Towards a government  
committed to a Green New Deal

Tony Webb – Labor Environment Action Network member

Judging by the news from the UK and USA in 
particular, it looks like the idea of a ‘Green New 
Deal’ is an idea whose time has come. Some 
discussions about a 21st century reprise on USA 
president Roosevelt’s New Deal plan for recovery 
from last century’s economic depression have been 
occurring with Friends of the Earth and with other 
interested groups about what this might look like  
in Australia and how to make it happen. 

Of significance, the Labor Environment Action 
Network (LEAN) which drove the changes to the 
Labor Party’s climate and energy policies has taken 
this up as a priority for the next electoral cycle. 
The aim is for a Labor/union oriented Green New 
Deal to be an overarching policy framework for 
the next elections – state and federal. This would 
provide a clear and coherent story for how Labor 
governments will tackle the climate emergency  
in a way that is relevant to working people.

Some of the key elements of the thinking that  
has emerged from the discussion so far are:

•  We need to counter the view that there is a 
choice between environment and jobs. The 
current challenge is unavoidable and tackling it 
head on is about creating the jobs for the future

•  In making the change from old industries to 
newer more sustainable and less polluting ones 
there has to be a ‘just transition’ – practical 
measures that protect the workers whose jobs 
will be affected.

•  These measures need to provide not just new 
jobs but good jobs – well paid, secure and 
meaningful work with rights to organise and 
bargain collectively for the future.

•  That expecting ‘private enterprise’ to do 
this alone would be a triumph of hope over 
experience – there is a need for government 
intervention that puts in place clear policies 
and programs to chart the transition pathways 
and channel the investment needed for the new 
more sustainable infrastructure.

•  The investment needed will include direct 
government financing under public ownership, 
seed funding for private and social-community 
enterprises, and creating new investment 
vehicles that are attractive to socially responsive 
financial institutions (for example the not-for-
profit industry superannuation funds) 

•  That a key element of the Labor ‘Green’ New Deal will involve policies 
that bring about fundamental changes to the political economy – reigning 
in the excessive short-term speculative finance sector that has been 
referred to as ‘casino capitalism’ so that funds are directed towards more 
patient investment in real wealth and job-creating enterprises. This might 
include legislation requiring clear separation of banking and financial 
speculation and taxes on speculative trading. 

•  There is also scope for changing the nature of ownership of the 
enterprises to be created under the program giving workers a measure 
of democratic control over the key management decisions. This can be 
achieved in a variety of ways that include support for enterprises being 
set up as worker-owned cooperatives, community-owned not for profit 
structures, election of worker directors to management boards etc. The 
aim should be to introduce a measure of industrial democracy into the 
Australian politically democratic culture. 

In order to promote these ideas – and show to a sceptical electorate that 
they are practical – LEAN needs to:

•  Develop a menu of ideas that indicate how this New Deal program for 
investment in sustainability can be applied across all the major sectors  
of the economy. The first draft of such a menu is attached below.

•  Develop some of these ideas as practical projects on the ground at 
community level that can be used to illustrate what the program might 
look like and build community and electoral support for the wider program 
being proposed for action by future Labor governments. 

•  Build support for the projects with party stakeholders and branches to 
enable the state government (and eventually future federal government) 
to invest the significant funds necessary to deliver them

•  To achieve this LEAN is inviting its members and members from other 
interested groups to consider which among the menu of areas for 
sustainable development, or others they may wish to add, they and their 
networks of contacts (other Labor branch activists, work colleagues, 
union, environmental and community contacts etc.) might wish to 
explore as possible practical initiatives. 

A menu of Green New Deal Ideas?
As a starting point for engaging affected communities the various groups and 
organisations working towards this policy can collaborate in two key activities: 

•  developing a menu of ideas for practical projects, with gradually evolving 
levels of detail; 

•  taking these menus into communities, particularly those at the sharp-end 
of the problem of transition, asking people affected which of these ideas 
make sense – are worth considering as practical ideas for development 
under Green New Deal policies and programs – and what ideas would 
they add to the list. 

The evolving lists can then be offered to other communities, be worked up 
in detail as practical local initiatives and build public and hence political 
support for the whole Green New Deal idea. As a starting point for such a 
menu of ideas we might consider:
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Energy projects: 
•  Development of community scale renewables 

including solar hot-water, electric heat pumps, 
solar phot-voltaic generators, local wind 
generation, battery storage installation,  
and engineering for hydro pumped storage. 

•  Expanding current levels of household 
installation of panels and batteries with smart 
metering that allows for demand response to 
reduce need for peaking generation capacity 
and linking households and businesses into 
virtual power plants

•  Extending the benefits to families renting,  
in public housing and on low incomes. 

•  Larger scale wind and solar farms and storage 
that can become part of existing rural/
agricultural, mining rehabilitation, water 
infrastructure and other land use strategies. 

•  Investment in a new publicly owned national 
grid based on High Voltage direct current that 
existing state and future community mini-
micro grids can feed into.

•  Development of cooperatives engaging  
in manufacture and supply of renewable  
energy equipment. 

Transport 
•  Investment in electric vehicle manufacture for 

private passenger use, public transport, light to 
heavy goods vehicle transport and for conversion 
to and maintenance of electric vehicles. 

•  Investment in network of local charging points. 

Forestry
•  Better management for old growth forests, 

expansion and increasing diversity in 
plantations and value adding to harvested 
forestry timber. 

•  Also potential for carbon capture and storage 

Waste management
•  Developing new products from plastic wastes – 

road material, seats and other street furniture, 
railway sleepers, wheel stoppers, pallets, 
garden edging, cable covers, fence posts etc. 

•  Waste to energy plants for local heating and 
electricity generation. 

Land Use, Food & Agriculture 
•  A national stakeholder forum of unions, industry employers, public health, 

and environment groups, to identify transition’ initiatives promoting jobs 
that add value to sustainable food production and processing. 

•  Review of food standards and regulations and better management of land 
clearing, biodiversity, irrigation, drought and other sustainability issues. 

•  Changes to agricultural practices that sequester carbon, improve soil 
quality, and develop resilience in the face of climate changes. 

Water – infrastructure investment that can deliver: 
• increased and timely environmental flows, 

•  secure and affordable water supplies for local communities, 

•  and irrigation water for sustainable food and fibre production.

Housing
•  A national public rental housing program for a wide range of working 

families not just those predominantly in the ‘welfare’ category or 
focussed on homelessness. 

•  Standards for effective passive solar design, insulation, integrated solar 
and battery storage technology and integration into local virtual power 
plant and mini/micro-grid systems. 

• Aged care disability and general welfare

•  Training for alternative employment (including in cooperatives) 
delivering aged care, support for people with disabilities, families in 
crisis, young people at risk 

Industrial transformation.
•  Transition from Carbon to Hydrogen based smelting industries.

•  Production of ‘renewable’ hydrogen as fuel for domestic use and exports.

Next steps 
The above is by no means exhaustive. Critical in all of this is the need for 
a broad community-based discussion about the Green New Deal idea with 
particular focus on identifying the practical initiatives that will have direct 
impact on people – in their homes, families, community life, at work, and in 
transition to new jobs under such a program. 

LEAN invites anyone interested to contribute to this menu of practical 
projects and develop the practical details for how these can be 
implemented at local level and the impacts that they will have for local 
communities, particularly for those communities that will be affected 
by the transition from the current to a more socially-democratic and 
environmentally sustainable economy. If interested in exploring this please 
contact Tony Webb via: tonyrwebb@gmail.com or 0418 212 632.

Environmental activists 
occupy the office of US 

Democratic Leader Nancy 
Pelosi, December 2018.
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Neoliberalism versus justice  
on Ecuador’s mining frontier 

Rainforest Information Centre & Rainforest Action Group

In November each year BHP holds its Australian 
AGM. The world’s biggest mining company 
recently has been using the opportunity to tell  
its hundreds of attendant shareholders how it  
is committing to a clean transition from being 
one of the biggest carbon emitters to one of  
the biggest providers of ‘green’ minerals for  
the renewable energy sector.

The two minerals most in demand for such 
commodities as electric cars, solar panels and 
wind turbines are lithium and copper. And 
one of the richest sources of these, particularly 
copper, is the Andean belt running through 
Chile, Peru, Ecuador and Colombia. 

Chile is already one of the world’s biggest copper 
producing countries, and the world’s biggest 
copper mine, Escondida, is owned by BHP.  
While BHP plans to expand its operations in 
Chile, it is also very interested in the until-
recently untapped mineral resources of Ecuador. 
And it’s not the only company to have its eye on 
this small, incredibly biodiverse country. 

In 2017, a small Australian not-for-profit 
environmental organisation, the Rainforest 
Information Centre, was shocked to discover that 
a protected cloud forest reserve in the Western 
Andes called Los Cedros, which it helped 
establish in 1989, sat within a mining concession 
owned by a Canadian speculative firm called 
Cornerstone Capital Resources. 

Rainforest reserves secretly sold to 
mining companies
The Rainforest Information Centre (RIC) did 
some research. They discovered that between 
early 2016 and mid-2017, not only Los Cedros, 
but over forty other protected rainforest reserves 
in the Andes headwaters of Ecuador, had been 
secretly sold by the Eduadorian Government 
to foreign mining companies. Most of these 
companies are Australian, Canadian and Chinese. 
Not only forests, but uniquely biodiverse high 
plains and indigenous territories in the Amazon, 
are now open to mining investment. 

The reasons for this sell-off are simple: Ecuador  
is in economic trouble and needs a heavy 
injection of cash to pay off its multiple large 
international debts. The reasons why various 
mining companies have been so quick and keen 
to snap up the blocks of land is also simple: 
Ecuador is ‘greenfields’, meaning it is almost 
completely unexplored. Yet enough early 
explorations have been done to suggest that its 
wealth in ores, especially copper, is immense. 

Basically, companies like BHP have found their El Dorado when it comes  
to their dreams of transitioning from big coal to big copper. 

If all these mining projects take off, the Ecuadorian Government expects to 
benefit from royalties, and the companies and their shareholders expect to 
profit. The cost will be borne by thousands of already endangered species 
in the world’s most biodiverse forests. It will be borne by indigenous 
people, and people who have lived for hundreds of years doing subsistence 
farming in the Andes. It will be borne by the rivers that will carry toxic 
heavy metals into the Amazon basin. 

Resistance
Since 2017, a lot has happened on the Ecuadorian mining frontier. 
Companies have tried to push their way into concessions to start drilling 
and sampling. People have marched, blocked roads and resisted them. 
Legal cases against mining activities have been lodged, heard … and won. 
The first of these necessitated the closure of the Chinese-owned Rio Blanco 
gold mine in June 2018. The Rio Blanco win was closely followed by the 
annulment of 52 gold exploration concessions in the indigenous Cofan 
territory of northeastern Ecuador. In April 2019, an Action for Protection 
appeal was heard on behalf of the Los Cedros Reserve. They won, and 
Cornerstone was told to leave.

Around these wins, there have been clashes, losses, and escalating tensions. 
Cornerstone refused to obey the court ruling and leave Los Cedros; a 
new Action for Protection is now being put together, this time for the 
Constitutional Court. Nearby, in Intag, the Llurimagua gold mine is about to 
be opened, and the local community is embroiled in a legal case to try and 
stop it on grounds of environmental damage and lack of consultation. 

Close to the Colombian border, the Australian company SolGold owns 
majority shares in a massive new project called Cascabel, which is touted 
to have the potential to rival Chile’s Escondida mine in size and output. 
But there is no safe location to put a tailings dam, and the National 
Ombudsman has criticized the inadequate environmental impact studies 
that have so far taken place. The site is situated near a major route for 
narco-traffickers and organised crime activity, and most locals do not want 
the mine. Nevertheless, SolGold continues to tell its shareholders that 
Cascabel is completely viable, lucrative and ready to go.

Meanwhile, also in Intag, BHP is moving into its five concessions by stealth. 
Entering communities in unmarked cars to take samples. Shutting down 
the website and social media pages of a prominent local anti-mining activist 
when he tried to call them out on the Canadian Stock Exchange. Residents 
of one community testify that in October, BHP convened a meeting to sign 
off on exploration license documents that excluded everyone except two 
pro-mining families. 

Australian companies taking root
In the indigenous Shuar lands of the southeastern province of Morona 
Santiago, a number of Australian companies are taking root. They are using 
strategies that have been tried and tested for decades in Aboriginal lands 
here in Australia. That is: divide and conquer. In 2011 Fortescue Metals 
Group (FMG) who own a number of concessions in Ecuador, won licenses 
to operate in Yindjibarndi Native Title lands by inviting people from 
outside the target communities to a special meeting, forming a splinter 
group that was separate from the legitimate Yindjibarndi Native Title 
council, and then getting the splinter group to sign off on the papers. 
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Reports trickling in from Shuar country 
suggest that FMG, and other companies, are 
systematically splitting the Shuar into pro-
mining and anti-mining groups, and gradually 
‘socialising’ the pro-mining groups into 
accepting the benefits of mining: jobs, schools 
and community development.

Ecuadorian mining laws appear to have no 
problem with companies using devious means 
to get into their concessions and start work. 
In May 2019, the Mining Law was altered to 
weaken the requirements for community 
consultation for extractive (mining, oil and 
hydorelectricity) projects. This move followed 
a historic court win by indigenous people. In 
April, the Waorani people succeeded in stopping 
oil companies entering or laying any claim on 
part of their territory, for good. Their win was 
based on lack of prior and informed consent by 
the companies. This could have set a precedent 
for all the communities around the nation 
furious at suddenly finding their lands sold to 
mining companies without any consent process 
whatsoever. Foreseeing trouble with their 
investments, the government quickly changed 
the laws.

Solidarity
This doesn’t mean that communities cannot 
win cases now, but it will be harder. Ecuadorian 
constitutional law protects the rights of people 
and nature, but for economically disadvantaged 
communities to get cases heard by the High 
Court takes a lot of work and money. There 
is support from outside the country, but so 
far, international environmental and human 
rights groups who are aligning to try and help 
Ecuadorians to fight for their rights at this level, 
are themselves small and under-resourced. 

These groups, including the Rainforest Information Centre and Rainforest 
Action Group in Australia, have something in common with the 
Ecuadorians on the wrong end of the mining boom. They are working for 
social and environmental justice on the smell of an oily rag, while those 
causing the problems have enormous amounts of political, economic and 
media power at their disposal. 

“The bigger picture of the mining problem is a social justice problem. An 
asymmetry of power at a global scale, where the neoliberal system favours 
a certain few, and the rest struggle to have their rights respected,” says Liz 
Downes from the Rainforest Action Group.

Ecuador erupts in protest
In October, Ecuador erupted into two weeks of nationwide protests in 
response to the government’s attempt to introduce an austerity package 
as part of their March 2019 US$4.7 billion loan deal with the International 
Monetary Fund. The ‘benefits’ of neoliberalism were lost on thousands of 
people, mostly indigenous, whose lands are covered with mining and oil 
concessions they can’t get rid of. Almost as soon as Ecuador’s government 
promised to scrap the austerity package and the protests ended, Chile 
erupted into chaos, for similar reasons.

Meanwhile, October has seen worldwide climate protests, mostly in the 
Global North but also in countries such as Ghana and the Philippines. 
In Australia, climate activists appear to have become the targets of 
considerable backlash by conservative and Labor MPs and law enforcement 
agencies. What makes the powers that be sweat, it seems, is not just that 
people are gluing themselves to things or blocking traffic; it’s that they are 
targeting the very institutions of finance and capitalism. 

So, BHP’s AGM will come and go. Shareholders will be comforted that plans 
to transition into a brave new world of renewables are on track. They will 
be assured that due diligence is being taken to ensure that resources are 
obtained in ways that are win-win-win, for the company, for local people, 
and the environment.

Where they are falling short of these standards, it’s up to the people 
impacted by their activities to defend their rights, lands and forests, 
with the help of their networks of allies. Because those indebted to the 
neoliberal economic system are certainly not going to defend them.

Kofan leader Alexandra Narvaez and Waorani leader Nemonte Nenquimo. Both have led key 
victories against oil and mining interests in the Ecuadorian Amazon. Source: Hivos.
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Environmental activist  
killings double as corruption 
identified as key driver
Nick Kilvert – ABC environment reporter 

The number of people killed defending the 
environment has doubled in the past 15 years, 
and corruption is driving the high rate, according 
to new research. Between 2002 and 2017, at least 
1,558 people globally were killed while trying 
to defend land, forest, water or other natural 
resources from development. 

Indigenous people were disproportionately 
represented among the dead, often defending 
land they lived on or relied on for resources. 
Others killed included lawyers, journalists, 
rangers, community activists and leaders.

The research, published in Nature, is based  
on figures from environmental NGO Global 
Witness, and researchers said it was unclear if 
the increasing rate of killings reflected a surge  
of violence or an increase in reporting.

The people killed during the research period 
were defending natural resources against 
deforestation for agriculture, mining, water 
access, and forestry logging. But protesting any 
one of those activities versus another did not 
significantly correlate with a person’s chance of 
being killed, said lead researcher Nathalie Butt 
from the University of Queensland. Instead, 
the primary determinant was the level of 
corruption in the country where the protest  
took place, she said.

“Although the natural resources are what the 
conflict is over, that’s not actually what is 
causing the violence. It’s when there’s corruption 
involved as well that’s the key factor,” Dr Butt 
said. “People doing the murders might be the 
police or the military or people employed by the 
companies that are extracting the resources. In 
Brazil in 2017, there was a massacre of 10 land 
defenders and that was done by the police.”

The researchers based their corruption data  
on the World Justice Project Corruption Index. 
What compounds the issue is that countries with 
the worst instances of corruption and higher 
death rate of environmental activists or defenders 
also tend to have low rates of murder conviction, 
Dr Butt said.

“In terms of conviction rates for murders, 
globally it’s about 43 per cent, whereas for 
environmental defenders the average is about 
10 per cent,” she said. “In some places it’s even 
lower than that. So for instance, in Colombia,  
it’s about 1 per cent.”

Brazil and the Philippines top the list for the number of people killed for 
environmental activism, with 609 and 192 people slain in those countries 
respectively since 2002. Brazilian President Jair Bolsonaro has been 
outspoken in his criticism of Indigenous land reserves in Brazil, raising 
fears that conflict between mining interests and environmental defenders 
will escalate. Mr Bolsonaro has previously vowed to open Indigenous 
reserves to mining interests, and said he is looking for opportunities to 
partner with companies from the US and other nations to extract more 
mineral resources in Brazil.

While it is difficult to say whether the doubling of the death rate of 
environmental activists is due to increased reporting or actual increased 
violence, researchers said the global rate of killings is likely to be higher 
than reported. Violence in Indonesia’s West Papua, for example, is likely  
to be significantly under-reported due to the restriction of press freedom.

But while the high death rate tells part of the story, there is more to 
the suppression of environmental defenders than murder statistics, 
according to Keith Barney, a natural resource policy expert from the ANU. 
Recognising the context and process that surrounds political violence 
against environmental defenders is important to understanding the whole 
picture, Dr Barney said. Often a prominent community member or activist 
will be murdered or “disappeared” without a trace, with the intention of 
sending a message to others to keep their heads down.

In order to curb some of the violence being perpetrated against 
environmental activists, companies need to have more transparency in 
their supply chains, the authors argue. “Businesses, investors and national 
governments at both ends of the chain of violence need to be more 
accountable,” they wrote.

But while supply-chain transparency is a good start, it’s not a one-stop fix, 
forest and ecosystem scientist Prof. Rod Keenan from the University of 
Melbourne said. “I think the research presents a model that it’s largely big, 
greedy multi-nationals out there taking resources off local people,” he said. 
“But it’s often the marginalised local people who are wanting access to 
environmental assets in protected areas, and rangers are impacted.”

While the causes of conflict differ between regions, a context of post-
colonial disenfranchisement and negative attitudes to Indigenous people 
often creates a context for conflict to occur, he said.

“Poaching, clearing land illegally for agriculture ... there’s a range 
of different types of conflict going on and they’re not all related to 
international supply chains. There’s all these types of colonisation and 
settlement-type developments over hundreds of years that have led to  
these sorts of situations.”

Dr Barney agreed, and said looking at supply chains was just one way of 
analysing the problem. “Violence against environmental defenders is not 
only about western supply chains,” he said. “Often there’s a richer social 
and political context that needs to be understood.”

Nature article: www.nature.com/articles/s41893-019-0349-4

Abridged from www.abc.net.au/news/science/2019-08-06/defending-
environment-deadly-risk/11373130
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Songspirals:  
Sharing women’s 
wisdom of Country 
through songlines
Songspirals: Sharing women’s wisdom  
of Country through songlines
Gay’wu Group of Women
Allen & Unwin 
August 2019 
Paperback
A$34.99
www.tinyurl.com/songspirals or  
www.allenandunwin.com

A rare opportunity to connect with the living 
tradition of women’s songlines, as recounted 
by Yolngu women from far north Australia. 
‘We want you to come with us on our journey, 
our journey of songspirals. Songspirals are the 
essence of people in this land, the essence of 
every clan. We belong to the land and it belongs 
to us. We sing to the land, sing about the land. 
We are that land. It sings to us.’

Aboriginal Australian cultures are the oldest living 
cultures on earth and at the heart of Aboriginal 
cultures is song. These ancient narratives of 
landscape have often been described as a means of 
navigating across vast distances without a map, but 
they are much, much more than this. Songspirals 
are sung by Aboriginal people to awaken Country, 
to make and remake the life-giving connections 
between people and place. Songspirals are radically 
different ways of understanding the relationship 
people can have with the landscape.

For Yolngu people from North East Arnhem Land, 
women and men play different roles in bringing 
songlines to life, yet the vast majority of what has 
been published is about men’s place in songlines. 
Songspirals is a rare opportunity for outsiders to 
experience Aboriginal women’s role in crying the 
songlines in a very authentic and direct form.

Gay’wu Group of Women is the ‘dilly bag 
women’s group’, a deep collaboration between 
five Yolngu women and three non-Aboriginal 
women over a decade. They are all co-authors 
of Weaving Lives Together at Bawaka, North 
East Arnhem Land and a book for young adults, 
Welcome to My Country.

Ali Cobby Eckermann, Yankunytjatjara poet, says: 
“Songspirals are Life. These are cultural words 
from wise women. As an Aboriginal woman this is 
profound to learn. As a human being Songspirals is 
an absolute privilege to read.”

Clare Wright, award-winning historian and 
author, says: “To read Songspirals is to change  
the way you see, think and feel this country.”

A short video about the Songspirals 
project is posted at www.facebook.com/
watch/?v=340268903587115

Climate Futures:  
Re-imagining Global 
Climate Justice
Climate Futures: Re-imagining  
Global Climate Justice
Edited by Kum-Kum Bhavnani, John Foran, 
Priya A. Kurian, and Debashish Munshi
October 2019  
www.zedbooks.net/shop/book/climate-
futures/

Approaching the issues of climate change 
and climate justice from a range of diverse 
perspectives including those of culture, gender, 
indigeneity, race, and sexuality, as well as 
challenging colonial histories and capitalist 
presents, Climate Futures boldly addresses the 
apparent inevitability of climate chaos.

Seeking better explanations of the underlying causes 
and consequences of climate change, and mapping 
strategies toward a better future, or at a minimum, 
the most likely best-case world that we can get to, 
this book envisions planetary social movements 
robust enough to spark the necessary changes 
needed to achieve deeply sustainable and just 
economic, social, and political policies and practices.

Bringing together insights from interdisciplinary 
scholars, policymakers, creatives and activists, 
Climate Futures argues for the need to get past 
us-and-them divides and acknowledge how lives 
of creatures far and near, human and non-human, 
are interconnected.

The book has 31 chapters divided into these  
five themes:

• climate change, colonialism, and capitalism
• climate change through lenses of diversity
• social sciences, humanities, and climate justice
• the quest for climate justice across the world
•  thinking beyond the here and now: envisioning 

many futures

Kum-Kum Bhavnani is professor of sociology, 
global studies and feminist studies at the University 
of California, Santa Barbara. John Foran is professor 
of sociology and environmental studies at the 
University of California, Santa Barbara. Priya A. 
Kurian is professor of political science and public 
policy at the University of Waikato. Debashish 
Munshi is professor of management communication 
at the University of Waikato.
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Pluriverse: Why we need  
alternatives to development
Pluriverse: A Post-Development Dictionary
Edited by Ashish Kothari, Ariel Salleh, Arturo Escobar,  
Federico Demaria, and Alberto Acosta.
July 2019
Published by Tulika Books and AuthorsUpFront, New Delhi.
www.authorsupfront.com/pluriverse.htm
USA – Columbia University Press,  
https://cup.columbia.edu/book/pluriverse/9788193732984 
More information: http://thepluriverse.org

After decades of so-called ‘development’, the world is in crisis. Crucial 
conditions for life on Earth are failing, and people’s expectations for their 
own and children’s futures are uncertain. The dimensions of this crisis are 
environmental, economic, social, political, ethical, cultural, spiritual and 
embodied. Rational alternatives to capitalism, colonial, and masculinist 
domination are needed urgently. 

Pluriverse: A Post-Development Dictionary presents over 100 essays 
as resources for a just and ecological peace. Some authors expose the 
contradictions of reformism and ‘eco-modernist greenwash’. Others explain 
life-affirming insights and practices from Buen Vivir, Buddhism, Eco-
Theology, Commoning, sense of Country, Deep Ecology, De-Growth, Eco-
Anarchism, Eco-Feminism, Eco-Socialism, Eco-Villages, Energy Sovereignty, 
Environmental Justice, the Gift Economy, Hinduism, Islamic Ethics, Jain 
Ecology, Judaic Tikkun Olam, Kyosei, Latina Feminisms, Nature Rights, 
New Matriarchies, the Water Paradigm, Pacifism, Permaculture, Queer 
Love, Swaraj, Slow Movement, Social Ecology, Solidarity Economies, Tao, 
the Transition Movement, African Ubuntu, and many others.

The book initiates a global collaboration among communities to explore their 
convergencies. It proposes a political radicalisation that starts at everyday life 
and moves on to an Earth Democracy.

The book follows the structure of an encyclopedia, with short 1000-word 
entries for each of the key terms. The entries are written by invited authors 
including Vandana Shiva, Serge Latouche, Wolfgang Sachs, Silvia Federici, 
Nnimmo Bassey, Gustavo Esteva, Katherine Gibson, Maristella Svampa and 
many more.

The following article, written by the editors of Pluriverse, was published by 
opendemocracy.net under the title ‘Development’ is colonialism in disguise’.

The current planetary crisis has taken on a civilizational dimension. 
Never before have so many crucial aspects of life failed simultaneously, 
and never before have expectations about the future been so uncertain. 
Environmental problems can no longer be concealed, no matter how 
powerful the deniers. It is also impossible to hide the huge global socio-
economic inequalities which grow as “development” sweeps across the 
world like a mutant virus. This crisis can be seen and felt in all domains: 
environmental, economic, social, political, ethical, cultural, and spiritual. 
Ironically, these crises are fed on by right-wing forces to gain support  
from the marginalized, with false but alluring images of how ‘the other’  
is stealing away ‘our’ jobs and resources and happiness. As a consequence, 
violence and repression engulfs the democratic process.

Ending the pursuit of “development” isn’t easy; its seductive logic is widely 
internalized. Societies of the Global North, now suffering the effects of 
industrial growth, were the first to accept the gospel of a single path to 
progress. The South emulates the North, captivated by its dazzling lifestyles 
in a seemingly unstoppable course that brings ever more social and 
environmental problems. Seven decades after the concept of “development” 
erupted on to the scene, the entire world is mired in “maldevelopment.”

What is happening to life itself? Paradoxical as 
it sounds, the discourse of “development” only 
consolidates the global crisis. This crisis is neither 
conjunctural nor manageable within existing 
institutions; rather, it is structural and historical. 
As such, it demands a profound reorganization 
of relations within and among societies, and 
relations between Humanity and Nature, of 
which we are a part. A remake of institutions 
at global, national, and local levels is called for, 
but this goal is beyond the capacities of either 
would-be planetary administrators or nation-
state politicians. Instead, the re-make has to 
be, and is being, driven from diverse grassroots 
communitarian spaces.

These reflections are the essence of our 
new book, Pluriverse: A Post-Development 
Dictionary. The idea for such a book was born 
during the Fourth International Degrowth 
Conference in Leipzig. After four and half years 
of intense work, Pluriverse sees the light of day. 
It is made up of about 110 succinct thematic 
entries by authors from all continents.

The book is introduced by Wolfgang Sachs, 
editor of the seminal Development Dictionary, 
25 years ago. In the first section: “Development 
and its Crises: Global Experiences”, an author 
from each continent provides a critical analysis of 
development impacts in their region. This opens 
the door to section two: “Universalizing the Earth: 
Reformist Solutions”, reviewing conventional 
technofix, managerial, or market-fix solutions 
to the global crisis ranging from “Climate-Smart 
Agriculture” to “Earth System Governance” and 
“Transhumanism”. These entries demonstrate 
why mainstream reformist proposals do not solve 
today’s socio-ecological problems but exacerbate 
them in many cases, or at best slightly delay the 
collapses that are coming.
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Section three: “A People’s Pluriverse: 
Transformative Initiatives” is the main body 
of the Dictionary offering accounts of radical 
theoretical alternatives, spiritual visions, and 
sustainable everyday practical ‘ways of worlding’ 
already going on all over the planet.

This plurality of alternatives speaks out from 
the margins of highly masculinist, capitalist 
modernity – from both colonial and metropolitan 
peripheries. From the Global North, come Eco-
socialists, Ecofeminists, and academic Degrowth 
proponents, each helping to configure a vigorous 
movement of movements. From the Global 
South, we highlight inspirational notions such as 
Sumak Kawsay, or Buen Vivir, Swaraj, Ubuntu, 
Commoning, Communality, Agaciro, Agdals, 
Hurai, Ibadism, Shohoj, and more. The book 
includes socially critical versions of the main 
world religions, as well.

The concept of “conviviality”, pioneered by 
Ivan Illich, is central to building communities 
that enable every person to live creatively – 
and autonomously – with technologies and 
institutions that they, themselves, control. Other 
transformative initiatives involve proposals with 
global reach, like the International Tribunal 
for the Rights of Nature; or another for Debt 
Arbitration. These imaginative narratives join 
critique and purposeful action. Taken as a whole, 
the Post-Development Dictionary suggests that 
peaceful democratic transitions will be discovered 
as people weave old practices and new ideas 
together in a global tapestry of alternatives.

More of the same political promises are no 
longer viable. Nor can we continue to place trust 
in “corporate social responsibility,” “efficient 
bureaucracies,” and the liberal pluralist extension 
of rights to all subjects – “people of color,” the 
elderly, the differently abled, women, or queers 
– though necessary, is highly inadequate where 
legalistic and not socially transformatory. Similarly, 
we need to go beyond the preservation of a few 
“pristine” patches of nature, this having no effect 
on the worldwide collapse of biodiversity. Action 
must go to the core of today’s systemic crisis – the 
toxic mix of heteropatriarchal capitalism, racism, 
and unidirectional modernity with its infinite 
penchant for power and predatory accumulation at 
cost to all life on Earth.

Academics, activists, politicians, journalists, youth, and all others who 
fail to question the currently dominant system, simply open the door to 
more reincarnations of the ghost of “development”. Short-term measures 
conceived from the halls of power only entrench the North-South status 
quo, patriarchy, coloniality, and the destructive instrumental separation 
of Humanity and Nature. Well-intentioned but superficial solutions will 
not address the global crisis unless endowed with a post-capitalist, post-
development horizon and strong sense of cultural reflexivity.

An adequate political strategy will go to the roots, questioning core 
assumptions of the “development” discourse, such as growth, the rhetoric 
of progress, instrumental rationality, so-called free markets, universalism, 
anthropocentrism, sexism, and so forth.

An adequate strategy will enact an ethic grounded on the relational 
interdependence of everything that exists. It will embrace diversity 
and pluriversality; autonomy and sufficiency; solidarity and reciprocity; 
commons and care; the integration with Nature and Nature’s rights; 
simplicity and sufficiency; rights and responsibilities; ecological 
sustainability; and non-violence and peace. An adequate strategy will tilt 
towards the marginal, the exploited, and the oppressed. Transformations 
and transitions will give time to integrating the multiplicity of dimensions: 
political, economic, social, cultural, ethical, and spiritual.

The paths to a bio-civilization are multiple – and the pluriverse is 
already visible in the cosmovisions and radical practices of many groups 
worldwide. The notion of a pluriverse questions the alleged universality 
of Euro-Americacentric modernity. As the Zapatistas of Chiapas, Mexico, 
put it so wisely, the pluriverse constitutes “a world where many worlds fit”. 
We are exploring and innovating towards a future where all the worlds 
(human and non-human) that inhabit the Planet can co-exist and thrive in 
mutual dignity and respect, without a single so called “developed” world 
living at the expense of others, as happens so cruelly in our time.

The path to this complementarity is long, but we are on our way, as the 
international alliancing of movements for social justice and ecology suggests. 
It is possible to glean, from the actions of many women’s, ethnic, indigenous, 
worker and peasant movements, a growing convergence among them. 
The book’s Postscript describes one such attempt as a “Global Tapestry of 
Alternatives”, slowly coming into being, a self-organizing potential, a myriad 
of mobilizations and emergent practices from many regions of the world.

As Arundhati Roy so presciently announced, well over a decade ago: 
“Another world is not only possible, she is on her way; on a quiet day,  
I can hear her breathing”.

Ashish Kothari is with Kalpavriksh and Vikalp Sangam in India, 
and co-editor of Alternative Futures: India Unshackled. Ariel 
Salleh is an Australian scholar-activist, author of Ecofeminism as 
Politics and editor of Eco-Sufficiency and Global Justice. Arturo 
Escobar teaches at University of North Carolina, and is author 
of Encountering Development. Federico Demaria is with Autonomous 
University of Barcelona, and co-editor of Degrowth: A Vocubalary 
for a New Era. Alberto Acosta is an Ecuadorian economist and 
activist, former President of the Constituent Assembly of Ecuador.

Accounts of radical theoretical alternatives, spiritual 
visions, and sustainable everyday practical ‘ways of 

worlding’ already going on all over the planet.
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Bruce Pascoe:  
Selected Stories  
and Essays
Salt: Selected Stories and Essays
Bruce Pascoe
August 2019
Paperback $34.99, eBook $16.99
www.blackincbooks.com.au/books/salt

This collection of stories and essays by Bruce 
Pascoe traverses his long career and explores his 
enduring fascination with Australia’s landscape, 
culture and history.

Astrid Edwards writes in the Sydney Morning 
Herald:

Pascoe is of Bunurong and Yuin descent. He is 
an awarding-winning writer, editor and, more 
recently, historian. He has always combined 
his writing craft with other careers, and in his 
time has worked as a teacher, farmer, fisherman, 
lecturer and Aboriginal language researcher.

He has been writing for almost four decades, and 
while he achieved critical success in that time it 
was Dark Emu that brought him to centre stage. 
In 2018 he was named Person of the Year at the 
Dreamtime Awards and awarded the Lifetime 
Achievement Award by the Australia Council. 
This year is proving no less significant for the 
septuagenarian. He has released two works – 
Young Dark Emu: A Truer History and Salt: 
Selected Stories and Essays.

Pascoe is driven to dispel the colonial myths that 
most of us were taught in school. In Dark Emu 
he shares the evidence from the diaries of early 
explorers and demonstrates the advanced food 
production and land management of Aboriginal 
civilisation. In Young Dark Emu he brings this 
message to the next generations. There is also 
a Dark Emu in the Classroom, a resource for 
secondary-school geography teachers.

But what drives him to go beyond the original 
Dark Emu. Why is one book – a highly awarded 
one at that – not enough? “I went to a school 
in Western Australia last year. I was early for 
the session I was going to give, and I went into 

the library to see what was there. And I found 
nothing. Not one book on Aboriginal Australians.

Has he, as an Aboriginal writer, found it difficult 
to be published in Australia? And if so, has he 
ever felt silenced by the industry? He is clear. 
“Yes, I have … I began getting published in the 
1970s. It was a lot easier than today … But after 
people realised I was writing from an Aboriginal 
perspective and that I am in fact Aboriginal – 
because I don’t look Aboriginal and because it 
took me a good 20 years to actually be able to 
write down the family tree – I felt the publishing 
industry towards the end of the 1980s turned 
away from me. Some in the publishing industry 
said some pretty insulting things racially. I have 
retained those documents. And that hurt, but it 
became apparent that I was being sidelined.”

Pascoe says his next project is to complete a 
story he started writing nearly two decades ago.

“I’ve been struggling to finish it because of all 
the work with Dark Emu. I’ve been with it for 
15, 20 years. As every writer knows, if you leave 
something on the desk for six months and don’t 
go back to it, by the time you are ready to go 
back vast changes will be needed. This novel, 
Imperial Harvest, has probably been rewritten 
seven times.

“The impulse for Imperial Harvest was the 
awful realisation about the reliance of Western 
society on war and what it does. You know, 
we have these great ideas … And then we 
send young people off to war. Where does that 
violence in the Western mind spring from? I am 
trying to answer that question. This is a book 
about war, someone damaged by war, and the 
awful consequences of violence.”
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Social Defence
Social Defence
Jørgen Johansen and Brian Martin
2019
Irene Publishing
Available online (for free) and as a 
printed book.

Social defence is nonviolent community 
resistance to aggression and repression, 
as an alternative to military forces. Given 
the enormous damage caused by military 
systems, social defence is an alternative worth 
investigating and pursuing.

Since the 1980s, Jørgen Johansen and Brian 
Martin have been involved in promoting social 
defence. In this book, they provide an up-to-
date treatment of the issues. They address 
the downsides of military systems, historical 
examples of nonviolent resistance to invasions 
and coups, key ideas about social defence, 
important developments since the end of the 
Cold War, and the role of social movements.

Social defence challenges deeply embedded 
assumptions about violence and defence. It is also a 
challenge to powerful groups with vested interests 
in systems of organised violence, especially 
militaries and governments. Popular action against 
aggression and repression is a radical alternative – 
and a logical one. Social defence is part of the path 
towards a nonviolent future.

From the introduction:

Social defence is nonviolent community resistance 
to repression and aggression, as an alternative 
to military forces. The basic idea is to replace 
military forces and methods with a different sort 
of system, relying on unarmed civilians.

The possibility of defence by unarmed civilians 
was stimulated by observation of people’s struggles 
against oppressive governments. In the mid 1800s, 
Hungarians were ruled by an emperor, part of the 
Austro-Hungarian empire. A nationalist movement 
developed, seeking greater independence and 
freedom. The movement did not use arms. Instead 
it used a variety of methods of noncooperation, 
including boycotting Austrian businesses, refusing 
to pay taxes, refusing to speak German and 
refusing to serve in the Austrian army.

From 1898 to 1905, people in Finland mounted 
an unarmed resistance to the Russian empire, 
seeking autonomy. This struggle was mostly 

successful. If people can organise resistance to 
a repressive government and succeed without 
using arms, this suggests the possibility of 
replacing armed forces altogether. With suitable 
planning and training, people could be prepared 
to resist aggression without weapons. ...

Without weapons for defence, it might be possible 
for invaders to enter a country. But to conquer the 
country normally requires obtaining cooperation 
from a proportion of the population, in order for 
farms and factories to operate and for orders to be 
obeyed. If people are united in opposition, there are 
many ways to frustrate the goals of the invaders. ...

Enemies serve well to justify military 
establishments. They also provide a potent 
distraction from a key function of militaries: to 
defend rulers against their own people. This is most 
obvious in military dictatorships, when generals 
run a country. More commonly, militaries are 
the tools or allies of governments in repressing 
opposition through force and terror. Even in 
societies with free elections and civil liberties, 
soldiers are called upon as a last resort to any 
popular uprising (violent or not). For example, 
if workers occupy workplaces, dispensing with 
bosses, the government may call in the troops.

This brings up the most common need for 
“defence”: it is not against foreign invaders but 
rather against one’s own government, when it uses 
force against citizens. Getting rid of armaments and 
armies and instead relying on popular citizen action 
for defence is a threat to governments. If the people 
can resist a foreign invader, then they can use the 
same skills to resist the government itself.

The existence of militaries raises the old 
question, “Who guards the guardians?” One 
resolution to this question is for the people  
to be their own guardians.

Free download: www.bmartin.cc/pubs/19sd/

Printed copies: www.lulu.com/spotlight/
johansen_jorgen 

More information on social defence:  
www.bmartin.cc/pubs/sd.html
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The Hard Right  
in Australia
Political Troglodytes and Economic 
Lunatics: The Hard Right in Australia
Dominic Kelly
March 2019
Paperback $32.99, eBook $14.99
La Trobe University Press
www.blackincbooks.com.au/books/
political-troglodytes-and-economic-lunatics

In the mid-1980s, Ray Evans and his boss at Western 
Mining Corporation, Hugh Morgan, became 
the pioneers of a new form of political activism. 
Morgan and Evans set up four small but potent 
organisations, intending to transform public 
thinking on industrial relations, the Constitution, 
Indigenous affairs and climate change.

Together they had an energy that bordered on 
fanaticism. They lobbied politicians and wrote 
opinion articles. They were born intriguers 
and colourful speakers. It was Bob Hawke who 
called them ‘political troglodytes and economic 
lunatics’, yet in their dogged pursuit of influence 
these hard-right conservatives had an impact on 
mainstream public policy that continues today. 
Dominic Kelly shows how they did it.

From the book:

5 December 2016. The Australian Minister for 
Environment and Energy, Josh Frydenberg, 
suggests that the government will consider 
implementing an emissions intensity scheme – 
effectively a carbon price for power companies 
– as a way to reduce carbon pollution. The next 
day, after a furious response from the conservative 
wing of the Liberal Party, Frydenberg backs down. 
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull denies that the 
scheme was ever under consideration.

27 October 2017. The Turnbull government 
announces its rejection of the Uluru 
Statement from the Heart, which called for 
the establishment of a First Nations “Voice to 
Parliament,” enshrined in the Constitution. 
The prime minister says that such a proposal 
is inconsistent with Australian notions of equal 
civil rights, and infuriates Indigenous people 
by misleadingly referring to a potential “third 
chamber of parliament.”

1 January 2018. Turnbull, who was chairman 
of the Australian Republican Movement in the 
1990s, is asked about the prospects of Australia 
becoming a republic in the near future. The once 
passionate republican is notably cautious ... but 
he nevertheless floats the idea of a plebiscite or 
postal survey to begin the process, should Queen 
Elizabeth die during his prime ministership. 
Faced with an insurgency from the Liberal Party 
right, Turnbull is forced to walk back his remarks 
within twenty-four hours.

25 January 2018. The Fair Work Commission, 
applying the legislation set out in the Fair Work 
Act 2009, orders NSW rail workers to abandon 
their indefinite overtime ban and planned 
twenty-four-hour strike on the grounds that 
both actions “threaten to endanger the welfare 
of part of the population” and “cause significant 
damage to the economy of Sydney.” In other 
words, an institution created by the Rudd Labor 
government uses Labor-backed legislation to 
effectively rule what many view to be legitimate 
industrial action unlawful.

27 August 2018. Scott Morrison chooses Angus 
Taylor, a prominent climate change sceptic 
and anti- renewable energy campaigner, as his 
energy minister. Morrison says Taylor will be 
“the minister for getting energy prices down,” 
while resources minister Matt Canavan calls for 
“a new era of energy and resources abundance.” 
Morrison’s chief of staff is John Kunkel, who 
was the deputy CEO of the Minerals Council 
of Australia for six years and a senior political 
lobbyist for mining giant Rio Tinto for two. On the 
same day Morrison horrifies Indigenous leaders 
by appointing Tony Abbott as “special envoy for 
Indigenous affairs,” seemingly a consolation prize 
for being left out of the ministry.

As these fragments from contemporary Australian 
politics all illustrate in different ways, Australians 
live in an age in which hardline conservative 
views on a range of issues set the terms of 
public policy, sometimes in direct opposition 
to the desires of the public at large. Why is this 
so? The answers to this question are many and 
multifaceted, but this book illuminates one of 
them: the powerfully influential role of a small 
group of committed political activists and the 
remarkably effective organisations they created.
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Global  
Climate  
Strike
20-27 September 2019

The biggest mobilisation for climate action in history

7.6 million 
people 

350,000+ 
in Australia

6135 
actions in  
185 
countries

  No new coal, oil and gas projects, 
including the Adani mine

  100% renewable energy generation 
and exports by 2030

  Fund a just transition and job 
creation for all fossil-fuel workers 
and communities

www.globalclimatestrike.net
www.schoolstrike4climate.com
#ClimateStrike


