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EDITOR’S NOTE

What does it mean for the “Australian” 
continent to act in solidarity with our 
pacific neighbours? How is climate 
change affecting the pacific region right 
now? This edition features the work of 
Climate Frontlines, one of FoE’s national 
projects which is focused on dealing with 
forced climate migration of people in the 
Pacific region. In reading these pages, 
we invite you to reflect on how your life/

Queensland Government may 
kill off Waratah Coal’s dirty new 
coal power station proposal.

On the 9 November 2021, Queensland 
Deputy Premier MP Miles notified 
intent to ‘Call In’ Waratah Coal Pty Ltd’s 
(owned by billionaire Clive Palmer) dirty 
new 1400 mega watt coal power station 
proposal. This will set the stage to 
potentially end the development.

According to the public statement from 
the Deputy Premier part of the reason 
for considering the Call In - “Currently, 
this application isn’t subject to public 
consultation. I want to make sure the 
community get their say on a project  
of this scale”.

Because Waratah Coal are not required to 
provide more information, the decision 
will be based on the information currently 
submitted. As Waratah Coal tried to avoid 
the impacts, their application is deficient 
for the new process. 

Read the reasons from Minister 
Miles: foe.org.au/cr141_2, and read 
about the project and its Development 
Application on the Barcaldine Regional 
Council site here: foe.org.au/cr141_3 

work intersects with the struggles and 
celebrations of the pacific region. 

The Chain Reaction Collective is 
growing, so no matter where you are,  
or what your background is, we’d love to 
have you creating this magazine with us!

For the earth and each other, 
the Chain Reaction Collective

Email: chainreaction@foe.org.au 

 

No nuclear submarines  
for Australia 

On October 26 the Australian  
Nuclear Free Alliance (ANFA)  
released a joint community statement 
condoning Australia’s plan for  
nuclear-powered submarines: 

“The federal government wants to 
use highly-enriched uranium fuel in 
submarines, material which can be 
used directly in weapons. This would 
undermine global efforts to phase out 
the use of highly-enriched uranium. All 
six countries currently operating nuclear 
submarines have both nuclear power 
and weapons. 

Waste from a nuclear submarine 
program would likely be dumped on 
Aboriginal land, as is the case with the 
federal government’s current plan to 
dump Australia’s nuclear waste at Kimba 
in SA despite the unanimous opposition 
of Barngarla Traditional Owners. The 
federal government excluded the 
Traditional Owners from a so-called 
‘community ballot’ and tried to remove 
their right to pursue a judicial review of 
the nomination of the site.”

Learn more at anfa.org.au. Join 
the FoE Nuclear Free collective: 
melbournefoe.org.au/nuclear.

FoE and unions launch  
Climate Impacts @ Work Survey

Tackling the climate crisis in a socially 
just way means putting workers’ rights 
at the core of solutions. On October 27, 
Friends of the Earth came together with 
comrades from the union movement 
to launch the Climate Impacts @ Work 
Survey: a new project coordinated by 
FoE with six Victorian unions and RMIT 
University. The project will conduct 
research into ways workers are already 
experiencing climate impacts in their 
workplaces, and ask what they want to 
see from governments and employers.  
If you’re a union member, keep an eye 
out for the survey in coming weeks. 

Contact anna.langford@foe.org.au  
to find our more or get involved!
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Thousands of students join School Strike 4 Climate  
to demand stronger climate change action

Year 12 student and Darwin rally 
organiser Gemma Price-Quintner said 
it was frustrating to see little change 
in the NT’s position despite successive 
student protests. “We still haven’t seen 
representation from parliament come 
[to the protests],” she said. The Territory 
Labour government has committed to 
net zero emissions by 2050 , and a target 
of 50 per cent renewable energy by 
2030.  Students at today’s rally said the 
target should be 100 per cent by 2030.

Written by Stacey Pestrin, Shamsiya 
Mohammadi, Nicholas Hynes, and 
James Carmody in the ABC 15 Oct 
2021, foe.org.au/cr141_1.

School students across Australia took 
to the streets — and their screens — 
to demand action on climate change. 
The third School Strike 4 Climate was 
held at more than 20 locations around 
the nation, while about a dozen rallies 
were held online due to COVID-19 
restrictions. From Melbourne to 
Adelaide; Sydney to Darwin, school 
students and supporters rallied, 
demanding stronger climate action from 
the Morrison government.

Nine-year-old Lara said “We came to this 
school strike for climate because we 
strongly care about this world and want 
to help it,” she said.

Senate Backed Forced Labour 
Import Bill a Good First Step

Shoes, electronics and other products 
often contain slavery or environmental 
destruction in their global supply 
chains. Some of Australia’s biggest 
mining and banking companies are 
implicated in abuses overseas and at 
home. Momentum is building to hold 
companies accountable.

Australian Senator Rex Patrick had 
recent success with his bill to ban 
imports produced from forced labour. 

Current estimates are that 24.9 million 
people worldwide are in forced labour. 

The bill passed through the Senate 
on 23 August, however, the coalition 
government’s lack of support knocked 
confidence in a government backed bill.

Friends of the Earth and other human 
rights organisations are calling for 
support of this bill by the coalition 
government. The lower house holds 
the balance. If you reside in a Liberal 
constituency, contact your MP, make 
them aware of the bill and your support 
of its proposed amendments to the 
Customs Act.

School Strike 4 Climate

Bill banning forced labour 
imports passes Senate
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Adani destroys sacred sites as Waddananguu ceremony continues
Court injunction stops illegal 
logging on Gunnai Country

This is one of multiple injunctions 
currently in the courts to halt illegal 
logging in Victorian forests. On  
ground citizen scientists spend many 
hours collecting field data to support 
these injunctions.  

Illegal logging has been halted in an area 
of forest, home to critically endangered 
Masked Owl, and Yellow-bellied Gliders. 
Conservation groups sounded the alarm 
over illegal logging in the Colquhoun 
State Forest on Gunnai Kurnai Country 
in December last year, when citizen 
scientists found a high density of Yellow-
bellied Gliders.

GECO received a letter from the 
logging regulator stating the report and 
detections had triggered a protection 
zone. But the zone didn’t protect forests 
already up for logging and failed to 
prosecute VicForests. 

Bulldozers were about to move into 
the adjacent forest, but thankfully 
Environment East Gippsland and their 
legal team secured an urgent injunction to 
stop the imminent logging of the forests. 

Donate at eastgippsland.net.au, and 
support GECO at geco.org.au. Join the 
citizen science revolution! Contact FoE 
Melbourne to get involved.

government has allowed Adani to 
destroy an ancient Aboriginal cultural 
heritage site at its Carmichael mine, 
ignoring concerns raised by Traditional 
Owners. Adani bulldozed and blew 
up the site containing the highest 
concentration of artifacts ever found  
on Adani’s vast mining lease.
“The site was an ancient stone tool 
making area that our people utilised for 
thousands of years. These artifacts are a 
reminder of who we are – they must not 
be destroyed. Some artifacts have been 
collected, but thousands more have been 
blown up and bulldozed into piles.”

Mr McAvoy said also “whether we [stop 
Adani’s destruction, or not], we want to 
inspire other mobs around the country to 
stand up and do something. We will stay, 
we will keep inviting other tribes, and 
we will keep our voices up. We still have 
a long way to go, but our presence here 
keeps the pressure on the government  
to come to some kind of resolution.”

Show support at  
culture-befre-coal.raisely.com, follow 
Wangan and Jagalingou – Standing  
our Ground on Facebook for updates,  
or visit standing-our-ground.org.

Wangan and Jagalingou Cultural 
Custodians have marked more than  
100 days of continuous cultural 
ceremony at the edge of Adani’s 
Carmichael mine in central Queensland.

The ceremony is called “Waddananggu”, 
which translates as “the talking”.   
It began on August 26th, with the 
construction of a traditional Bora Ring.

Wangan and Jagalingou spokesperson 
Coedie McAvoy said “Waddananggu 
has been a success. We maintained our 
presence here, we have been practicing 
our traditional language and bushcraft, 
and have had Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal visitors come to talk about 
what we are doing here.

On December 6th, The Queensland 
Government rejected a request from 
seven Wangan and Jagalingou Traditional 
Owners to investigate a potential breach 
of the QLD Cultural Heritage Act 
and prevent destruction of Aboriginal 
cultural heritage, giving Adani the 
go-ahead to detonate and destroy the 
site with the highest concentration of 
ancient cultural artifacts found to date.

Adrian Burragubba, Nagana Yarrbayn 
Senior Elder, says “The Queensland 

Waddananggu on Wangan 
and Jagalingou Country
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Friends of the Earth International 
(FoEI) is a federation of 
autonomous organisations from 
all over the world. Our members, 
in over 70 countries, campaign 
on the most urgent environmental 
and social issues, while working 
towards sustainable societies. FoEI 
currently has five international 
programs: Climate Justice and 
Energy; Economic Justice, Resisting 
Neoliberalism; Food Sovereignty; 
Forests and Biodiversity; and 
Resisting Mining, Oil and Gas.

Friends of the Earth International Online

Web: www.foei.org

Social media:  www.facebook.com/foeint
 www.twitter.com/FoEint
 www.youtube.com/user/friendsoftheearthint
 www.flickr.com/photos/foei

Action alerts: www.foei.org/take-action
FoE International’s web radio station (in five languages): https://rmr.fm/
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Welcome – Friends of the Earth India

industries led to sharp rise in carbon 
emissions. The biggest victims of 
climate change are the poor and the 
marginalised as their everyday lives, 
livelihood and habitats are often at risk: 
particularly the urban working poor, 
the Himalayan and other hill people, 
fishing communities, coastal and island 
residents, small and marginal farmers 
and agricultural workers, Dalits, women, 
Adivasis, LGBTQI+ and forest dwellers.

What does it mean to be  
a member of FoEI?

Being a member of FoEI means 
joining the wave of global solidarity 
and collective action to defend the 
rights of mother earth and reverse the 
climate crisis and ensuing inequity 
and inequality. We seek to amplify 
our struggles and movements, extend 
solidarity, build alliances, collaborate 
and contribute to the global processes 
and struggles and hold accountable  
the corporations and states which  
are pushing human civilisation to  
the brink of collapse.

Learn more about FoE India at 
foeasiapacific.org.

Friends of the Earth Asia Pacific is proud 
to announce the formation of Friends of 
the Earth India.

Friends of the Earth has member groups 
in over 70 countries, uniting over 
2.2 million members and supporters. 
During this year’s Friends of the Earth 
International (FoEI) Biennial General 
Meeting (BGM), held online in July, 
Friends of the Earth India was officially 
welcomed as the newest member of the 
FoEI federation. 

What are the biggest environmental and 
social justice issues facing India in 2021?

Three decades of economic reforms have 
increased inequality and accelerated the 
process of primitive accumulation in the 
country, posing a big challenge for the 
social movements today.

Common property resources, such as 
forest, water, land and minerals are 
being acquired by the state in the name 
of ‘development’ and handed over to 
private capital for unabated profit-
making and exploitation.  Unsustainable 
economic development and inequitable 
growth based on an economy dependent 
on the use of fossil-fuels and extractive 
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Just Recovery Renewable Energy 
Plan for Africa Launched by 
Friends of the Earth Africa

Friends of the Earth Africa launched ‘A 
Just Recovery Renewable Energy Plan 
for Africa’ which offers a practical and 
much-needed opportunity to change 
the trajectory of energy development, 
distribution and access on the African 
continent. The report stresses the 
urgency to democratise energy systems, 
reduce the power of transnational 
corporations and enable peoples and 
communities to access sufficient energy 
to live a dignified life. 

The report demands 100% Renewable 
Energy in Africa. The plan found that 
it is technically and financially feasible, 
with an annual investment requirement 
of around US$130 billion per year. It 
lays out clear targets for this vision, with 
over 300GW of new renewable energy 
by 2030, as agreed by the African Union, 
and over 2000GW by 2050.  It also 
shows that the finance and investment 
needed to achieve the 100% renewable 
energy goal can be done through public 
finance from the global North, ending 
tax dodging and dropping the debt. 

View the report at foe.org.au/cr141_6.

Pro Public secure interim order  
to stop illicit trade of elephants

Pro Public (Forum for Protection of 
Public Interest) has secured an interim 
order to stop the cross-border smuggling 
of endangered wild elephants in Nepal. 
Despite the species’ vulnerability, the 
Nepalese government has not shown 
any willingness to uphold their legal 
commitment to protect them. 

This order is in response to the 
attempted illegal trade of Ashakali a 
50-year-old captive female elephant 
owned by World Resort, along with 
other captive elephants. The collapse of 
tourism due to the Covid-19 pandemic 
has been used as an excuse for the 
illegal trade of elephants, with alleged 
buyers predominantly based in India.

The granted interim order requires the 
respondents to immediately prevent cross-
border smuggling, sale, transfer, and other 
activities of endangered wild elephants.

Congratulations to the team at Pro Public!

PHSKLU welcomes Selangor’s 
decision to revoke degazettement 
of Kuala Langat North Forest 
Reserve (KLNFR)

The Pertahankan Hutan Simpan Kuala 
Langat Utara (PHSKLU) Coalition,  
which Sahabat Alam Malaysia – Friends’ 
of the Earth Malaysia (SAM) is a part of, 
welcomes the decision of the Selangor 
state government to revoke  
the degazettement of the Kuala  
Langat North Forest Reserve (KLNFR). 
At the same time, SAM urges the state 
government to promptly expedite the 
regazettement of KLNFR and enhance 
community management of the forest,  
as well as address the challenges facing 
the local Orang Asli community.

We thank the people from Selangor and 
all over Malaysia who supported the 
campaign to protect the KLNFR over 
the past 18 months, as well as the many 
civil society organisations, research 
institutions, government agencies and 
private sector actors that have given 
their support towards this process.

We remain concerned with how 
the state government had fast-
tracked measures to benefit external 
parties through offering the land for 
development, while the local Orang Asli 
communities living around KLNFR have 
yet to receive basic support and services.

Despite living in the area for at least 130 
years, they have no control or surety 
over their land and have been regularly 
threatened with eviction.

We are also concerned that the state 
is planning to retain a portion of 
this precious forest for the proposed 
development of the East Coast Railway 
Line (ECRL) project.

Indonesian court rules president 
negligent over air pollution

ENVIRONMENTAL WIN!
In a landmark lawsuit, an Indonesian 
court has ruled that President Joko 
Widodo and six other top officials have 
neglected to fulfill citizens’ rights to 
clean air. The plaintiffs, who included 
activists and members from WALHI, 
public figures, and people suffering 
pollution-related diseases, demanded 
more robust supervision and sanctions 
for polluters. Jakarta has 10 million 
residents and is ranked one of the worst 
cities in the world air quality in the 
world. The court ordered President 
Jokowi to “tighten the national air quality 
standards so that they are sufficient to 
protect people’s health, the environment 
and the ecosystem, including the 
health of sensitive groups within the 
population, in line with scientific and 
technological developments.”

Congratulations to WALHI and everyone 
involved in this campaign!

Ahead of UN climate summit Friends of 
the Earth International spotlights how 
‘Nature Based Solutions’ is being used to 
disguise climate-trashing business-as-usual
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COP 26: ‘Rich nations have  
kicked the can down the road’
The Conference of Parties (COP) climate 
negotiations in Glasgow has just ended. Climate 
science makes it clear that we are running out of 
time to avoid climate catastrophe and this COP 
was vital in terms of achieving global agreement 
to act to limit overall climate heating. 

Sadly, it didn’t deliver what was needed. 

Here is a very quick response from Friends  
of the Earth.

It’s been an emotional roller coaster: normally 
leaders appear in the second week of 
negotiations, but this time, sensing the urgency, 
many leaders were on stage in the first few days, 
making a series of pledges, including:

•  A deal to halt deforestation by 2030 (Australia 
signed on to this, although it won’t cover 
logging of native forests)

•  A pledge by many nations to cut methane 
emissions by 30 percent by 2030 (Australia 
refused to sign)

•  Various pledges to assist ‘developing’ nations 
(the Global South) to transition to clean energy 
while adapting to the impacts of climate change.

After huge community pressure, the PM finally 
caved to public opinion and announced a 
commitment to net zero emissions by 2050 
shortly before the COP.

At this COP, countries were expected to 
announce their emission targets for 2030. While 
it is widely agreed that emissions must plummet 
this decade if we are to even have a chance of 
staying close to the agreed goal of holding overall 
warming between 1.5°C and 2°C, Australia 
failed from the first day by refusing to promise 
more ambition than the paltry targets for 2030 
announced years ago by Tony Abbott while 
he was PM (26-28 percent below 2005 levels). 
Nations with similar economies went much 
further – for instance the USA committed to 50-52 
percent below 2005 levels by 2030, while the UK 
promised 68 percent below 1990 levels.

Instead, Australia offered a plan to achieve net 
zero through “technology not taxes,” using the 
catchphrase “The Australian Way,” with a lot 
of vague claims and promises that we would 
rely on technology that doesn’t even work 
yet. When the government finally released 

FoE presence at Cop26
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Get involved with 
important post-COP26 
action. Join your local 

FoE group today!

its modelling showing how it had developed 
its plan, it was clear that it included no new 
policies, and instead relied on voluntary actions 
and government backing of technology to cut 
emissions. In response, Tim Baxter, a senior 
researcher at the Climate Council, said the 
report “may as well have been written in crayon” 
for it’s lack of substance.

Then the leaders mostly went home. Big emitters 
like China and Russia were criticised for not even 
showing up, and large oil producers like Saudi 
Arabia were accused of seeking to sabotage the 
talks. The presence of a huge number of fossil 
fuel company reps and difficulties of many civil 
society representatives in gaining access to 
negotiations highlighted the difficulty of getting 
this global meeting to agree to targets based on 
the best available science.

A pleasing development was the announcement 
of the Beyond Oil and Gas Alliance, an initiative 
founded by Denmark and Costa Rica, which is 
aimed at phasing out oil and gas production. 
While countries like France, Greenland, Ireland, 
Sweden and New Zealand joined the alliance, 
Australia did not.

The second week of the talks were dominated by 
discussion about financing – the ‘loss and damage’ 
caused by the over consumption of resources 
by rich (Northern nations) like Australia. One 
of the heartening developments was the Just 
Energy Transition announcement which will see 
South Africa supported to transition away from 
its current reliance on coal. However, Southern 
nations have strongly criticised the lack of serious 
commitment to deal with Loss and Damage. In 
its final form, the pact does not hold wealthy 
countries to specific financial commitments to 
help Southern countries.

The U.S. and China’s surprise agreement on 
cutting carbon emissions was a last minute boost 
to the talks.

Sadly, the summit has closed with members 
failing to agree on a call to “phase-out” coal use, 
after a last-minute intervention by India which 
succeeded in watering down the language 
to “phase down.” Commitments made at the 
conference failed to set the world on a path to 
reducing emissions by 45 percent by 2030 in 
order to stabilise the climate close to 1.5°C, but 
did close the gap to that trajectory. In the final 
hours of the talks, in a powerful show of unity, 
civil society delegates then walked out of the 
COP venue, to join with hundreds of activists 

from the movements that have been organising 
together on the outside.

The so-called Glasgow Climate Pact calls upon 
nations to phase out “inefficient fossil fuel 
subsidies” and recognises the need for “a just 
transition” from fossil fuels. This sets a direction 
for our campaigning in coming months.

Analysis
Friends of the Earth International has had a large 
team at the talks. FoEI described the failure of 
the meeting as scandalous and said “the outcome 
of COP26 leaves developed countries free to 
keep polluting whilst giving the green light for 
massive land grabs for offsets in developing 
countries. Just saying the words 1.5 degrees is 
meaningless if there is nothing in the agreement 
to deliver it.”

What next? 
1) Build pressure on the federal government

We now have good reason to increase pressure 
on the federal government. The Glasgow pact 
speeds up the so-called “ratchet mechanism” 
of the Paris Agreement by calling on countries 
like Australia that have not increased their 2030 
targets to do so as soon as possible before next 
November’s summit in Egypt. That must be a key 
focus of our work over the coming year. We will 
update you on this in coming weeks.

2) Action is always the antidote to despair

As we prepare for post COP climate 
campaigning, there is lots to do. Stay tuned to 
your local campaigns, and keep an ear out for 
new post-COP climate campaigns!

Onwards!
As FoE’s Sara Shaw said in Glasgow, “The 150,000 
people out on the streets for climate justice in 
Glasgow know the solutions to the climate crisis: 
a just transition to a world without fossil fuels 
and climate finance flowing from developed to 
developing countries.”

Mary Church from FoE Scotland said, “Despite 
this, we leave COP26 with real hope in our 
hearts, because it’s also clear that people all over 
the world are rising up to demand climate justice 
in greater strength and unity than ever before.”

There is no ‘Planet B.’ In coming months we 
will be working harder than ever to achieve 
meaningful outcomes for people and planet.

Thanks for your efforts and your support.
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Don’t nuke the climate  
- COP26 civil society statement

Over 470 organisations around the world – 
including Friends of the Earth International 
and many other FoE groups – endorsed an 
extended version of this statement in the lead-
up to the COP26 UN climate conference in 
Glasgow in November 2021.

Our organisations maintain that nuclear power is:

Dirty & Dangerous: Nuclear reactors produce 
long-lived radioactive wastes that pose a 
direct human and environmental threat for 
many thousands of years. Radioactive waste 
management is costly, complex, contested and 
unresolved. Nuclear power cannot be considered 
a clean source of energy given the intractable and 
inter-generational legacy of nuclear waste. All 
human-made systems fail. When nuclear power 
fails it can do so on a global scale. The human, 
environmental and economic costs of accidents 
like Chernobyl and Fukushima are massive and 
continuing. Decommissioning and cleaning up 
old reactors and nuclear sites, even in the absence 
of any accidents, is technically challenging and 
extremely costly.

Unsustainable: Nuclear power relies on uranium 
mining. Like coal mining this causes adverse 
environmental impacts and puts workers and 
communities at risk. It is a thirsty industry that 
consumes large volumes of precious water, 
from uranium mining and processing through 
to reactor cooling. Nuclear power plants are 
vulnerable to threats that are being exacerbated 
by climate impacts, including dwindling and 
warming water sources, sea-level rise, drought, 
jelly-fish swarms and increasing storm severity.

Unjust: The nuclear industry disproportionately 
impacts both Indigenous communities and those 
with lower socio-economic status around the 
world. Uranium mining, the legacy of weapons 
testing and nuclear waste dumping impacts and 
threatens some of the world’s most vulnerable 
communities. Radiation exposure also poses a 
greater risk to some of the most vulnerable in our 
community including children, pregnant women 
and people with underlying health issues.

Expensive: Nuclear power is now one of the 
most capital intensive and expensive ways to 
produce electricity and costs continue to rise. Cost 
estimates of reactors under construction in Europe 
and the US keep growing and many are billions of 
dollars over-budget and years behind schedule.

A Security Risk: Nuclear power plants have been 
described as pre-deployed terrorist targets and 
pose a major security threat. This would likely 

see an increase in policing and security operations 
and a commensurate impact on civil liberties and 
public access to information. Dual-use nuclear 
infrastructure and funding, human resource and 
wider links between the military and civilian nuclear 
sectors raises weapons proliferation and security 
concerns, particularly in nuclear weapons states.

Aging or Unproven: Existing nuclear reactors are 
highly centralised and inflexible. They lack the 
capacity to respond to changes in demand and 
usage, are slow to deploy and are poorly suited to 
modern energy grids and markets. Many existing 
reactors are old and due for decommissioning and 
any move to extend their life would raise serious 
safety concerns. Small Modular Nuclear Reactors 
(SMRs) and other ‘new generation’ nuclear 
projects are not in commercial production or 
use and remain unproven and uncertain. Neither 
the failed current reactors nor the non-existent 
promised reactors are a credible basis for a 
national energy system.

Not Carbon Neutral: There is no such thing as 
zero or close-to-zero emission nuclear power. 
Emissions from nuclear are lower than fossil fuels 
but much higher than renewable when life cycle 
and opportunity cost emissions are considered. 
Almost every stage of the nuclear chain requires 
additional non-nuclear energy inputs. As uranium 
ore grades decline the sectors carbon footprint 
will increase, the transport of materials and the 
ongoing management of nuclear waste are also 
energy intensive.

Our shared energy future is renewable,  
not radioactive.

The full statement is printed at dont-nuke-the-
climate.org. Also visit don’t-nuke-the-climate.org.
au, and nuclear.foe.org.au/climate.
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Responding to India’s Climate Actions 
and supporting Climate Justice 
Dr. Ruchira Talukdar

India has announced that it will achieve net 
zero emissions by 2070. The focus on net 
zero by countries and the singular lens of 
‘fossil fuels versus renewables’ adopted by 
mainstream climate advocacy groups does not 
fully do justice to the critical need for real and 
just solutions that deliver sustainability for 
Indigenous peoples worldwide and communities 
in the Global South, including in India. 

Instead of merely criticising India’s 2070 net 
zero target as too late or congratulating India’s 
ambitious target of 50% electricity sourced 
from renewables by 2030, climate advocacy 
groups could consider engaging with the 
question of what constitutes climate justice for 
the vast majority of India’s population and 
what climate solutions are necessary for them. 

This article analyses India’s climate actions 
and makes recommendations for Australian 
climate advocacy groups responding to India’s 
2070 net zero emissions target

Adani – an Indian paradox 
The Adani Group is India’s largest private coal 
miner and thermal power producer and has been 
responsible for environmental destruction, land 
grabs and violations of Indigenous rights.1 This 
multinational conglomerate has coalmines in 
Indonesia and owns the controversial coalmine 
in central Queensland.2 Yet, ironically, it is also 
the world’s largest owner and contractor of 
solar farms and is gearing to become the world’s 
largest renewable energy generating company 
by 2030 with further plans to turn its businesses 
carbon negative.3 Recently, the group’s CEO 
Gautam Adani met with British Prime Minister 
Boris Johnson and pledged $70 billion for 
renewable energy.4

Whilst climate advocates criticise Adani’s 
fossil-fuel operations, economists commend the 
groups soaring renewable ambition.5 As such, an 
economic pull and push (Adani) framework is 
justified since the world needs a rapid transition 
away from fossil fuels. 

What the pull (RE) and push (coal) 
framework misses about climate justice 
What is largely missing in the market 
driven global narrative is a reflection on the 
concentration of power in the hands of the Adani 
Group and the implications that it’s move to 
clean energy has on India’s political economy 
and democracy.6 An interlinked aspect that 
is relegated to the margin of an economics 
framework of climate advocacy is the question 
of just and sustainable solutions for Indigenous 
peoples and vulnerable communities worldwide 

who are living with intergenerational and intersectional injustices and are 
also most susceptible to climate change. 

Take the case of Adani’s massive solar parks that are sparking protests 
from farmers who risk being alienated from their farmlands and grazing 
commons, or their water-bodies being overdrawn.7 Instead of fostering 
an energy democracy - through decentralised electricity generation for 
over 200 million, largely rural and poor, Indians who still live without 
electricity - extensive industrial scale renewables can violate community 
rights just as coal, large dams and nuclear projects have done.8

Risks of looking at India through  
a singular Coal vs Renewables lens 
The climate regime took shape against the backdrop of neoliberal 
globalisation; its rules protect the interests of global elites but not the 
global majority.9

Global climate diplomacy is driven by the world’s wealthiest nations who 
have been instrumental in establishing the dangerous trap of ‘net-zero’ 
with its over-reliance on technological fixes instead of real and significant 
reductions to emissions.10

Global climate diplomacy ‘pulls’ and ‘pushes’ India on coal versus 
renewables. On the one hand, India is the world’s third highest emitter of 
CO2 and coal generates 56% of the country’s electricity. The UN Secretary 
General urged India to “swiftly and permanently turn away from coal” 
after Prime Minister Modi announced the auction of 40 coalmines as part 
of his coal-led post-pandemic recovery.11 However, on the other hand, India 
is also the world’s cheapest producer of solar power and is committed 
to quadrupling its renewable capacity by 2030. The UN also awarded 
Narendra Modi the ‘Champion of the Earth Award’ in 2018 along with 
French President Macron for championing the International Solar Alliance, 
a move that civil society groups said contradicted the Indian government’s 
environmental track record.12

The singular lenses through which global climate diplomacy and also 
mainstream climate advocacy views India’s actions and narratives do not 
do justice to the various grounds, contexts or terrains of climate justice 
that have emerged in India. An engagement with these various accounts is 
essential for supporting a climate justice agenda for India. 

Differing notions of climate justice  
between the Indian government and civil society
The Indian government defines climate justice as “its right to develop as a 
postcolonial nation, and to be able to protect its vulnerable poor by bringing 
them the benefits of secure housing, electricity, and development, to give them 
a better chance to cope with climate change”. It also asks western nations who 
are historically responsible for climate change to take bigger steps. India has 
around 18% of the world’s population. Even though its overall emissions are 
one of the highest, India has one of the lowest per capita emissions due to the 
negligible emissions of a largely rural and poor population.

During the Kyoto period, these views aligned with that of civil society 
actors who highlighted the difference between the “luxury emissions of the 
rich and the subsistence emissions of the poor”, arguing for common but 
differentiated responsibilities on “Global Warming in an Unequal World”.13

But with emissions beginning to rise significantly after 2005 as India embarked 
on a 7-8% GDP growth trajectory, civil society actors began to articulate 
another climate justice approach that highlighted India’s internal inequality 
between urban elites and the rural poor. This narrative asked the government 
to not “Hide Behind the Poor”, and to take action for climate change.14
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From looking at climate change as a diplomatic 
issue, since 2008, India has developed ‘National 
Action Plans’ that aim to “increase the living 
standards of a vast majority” in order to reduce 
their “vulnerability to the impacts of climate 
change” while simultaneously making this 
development path “environmentally sustainable”.15 
Although India’s Paris commitments did not 
indicate when coal usage will peak, their 
Nationally Determined Contributions (NDC’s) 
for the period 2021-2030 stipulated a reduction 
of GHG emissions by 33-35% from 2005 levels. 
The country has also set ambitious targets for 
renewable energy development.

Securing finance from developed countries for 
developing countries to switch to cleaner energy 
and cope with climate impacts will be one of the 
most critical issues at the table in Glasgow.16 The 
Climate Action and Finance Mobilisation Dialogue 
(CAFMD), a US-India partnership, has been set 
up to help India achieve its ambitious 500 GW 
renewable energy target and source 50% of its 
electricity from non-fossil fuel sources by 2030.  
At Glasgow, India’s ambitious plan of a global solar 
grid – One Sun One World One Grid (OSWOG) – 
that can transfer solar power from one part of the 
world to the other will be adopted.17  According to 
a policy brief by the think tank Council of Energy, 
Environment and Water, India’s net zero target of 
2070 is the year by which the country will meet 
their definition of being developed.18

But India’s international climate dealings and 
support from the international community 
within the climate regime needs to be 
considered in light of the many economic,  
social, political and ecological contradictions 
that pose an internal challenge

India is one of the world’s most climate 
vulnerable regions due the disproportionate 
burden of climate change on the poor. Impacts 
that have already started unfolding and are 
likely to intensify include displacements driven 
by sea level rise and coastal erosion, increasing 

frequency and duration of heat stress, compounding tropical cyclones, 
melting glaciers, impacts of monsoon variability on agriculture on which 
65% of the population relies, and risks to water supplies. The latest IPCC 
report has flagged that the subcontinent will face irreversible impacts that 
cannot be remediated even with a drop in emissions.19

Responding to India’s climate action:  
What is ethical? What is justice-centred? 
The advancing climate crisis, a concentration of wealth in the hands of 
a few large industrialists in the Indian political economy and increasing 
environmental conflicts from land-intensive industrial projects are bringing 
new grounds and narratives of climate justice. Critical questions of climate 
survival and climate justice, and necessary solutions that are people-
centric, are emerging from the ground up and need to be represented  
in a global climate narrative

In Australia, the Wangan and Jagalingou are fighting for their lands, rights 
and culture that are being destroyed by Adani for coalmining.20 In India, 
with a myriad of climate and environmental injustices, even Adani’s clean 
energy projects have begun alienating communities from their farmlands 
and resource commons. 

As compared to early negotiations in the 1990s, India now, as a large, 
privatised economy, negotiates in the neoliberal climate regime through 
a set of contradictory actions: it puts ambitious renewables targets 
and innovations on the table whilst simultaneously demonstrating a 
conservatism in holding onto coal as central in the energy mix, despite  
the fact that no new coalmines are needed.21

This postcolonial climate diplomacy on India’s part is somewhat difficult to 
dismiss given the approach of Australia, an industrialised climate laggard 
with one of the world’s highest per capita emissions, and the world’s largest 
coal exporter.22 Australia’s recently announced 2050 net zero target lacks an 
achievable pathway and disregards the need to phase out coal production.23

But, outside the coal versus renewables rhetoric that currently dominates 
climate advocacy, the case of the W&J’s fight in Australia and land-conflicts 
at Adani’s solar parks in India demonstrate the needs of Indigenous Peoples 
and communities in both the developed and developing world for real 
solutions that create just and sustainable futures. This climate justice 
narrative deserves a central focus in global activism. 

Dr. Ruchira Talukdar, Climate Justice Research Centre, University  
of Technology Sydney.

Ruchira is co-founder at Sapna South Asian Climate Solidarity, an 
Australia based network that gives platform to South Asian Climate 
Justice stories.
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Join the Chain Reaction Collective!
Are you interested in helping edit, design, and distribute 
this powerful magazine? We’d love to hear from you! 
Contact Moran at chainreaction@foe.org.au. 

Climate Change Challenges  
to the Cultural Identity and 
Sovereignty of Pacific Atoll Nations
Climate Frontlines 

The matter of cultural identity and sovereignty 
and how to maintain it is becoming an increasing 
concern for Pacific Island nations in the face of 
advancing climate change. While this is true for 
most if not all the Large Ocean States (commonly 
referred to as Small Ocean States) of the region, 
atoll nations are facing these challenges in a 
critical way and with great urgency. Current 
scientific information and predictions about the 
pace and impacts of climate change indicate 
that there will be limitations to resilience and 
adaptation measures in response to such impacts 
as rising sea levels, extreme weather events and 
ocean warming and acidification.

For Pacific peoples, any notion of sovereignty 
must acknowledge the reality that their sense 
of identity includes intimate and complex 
physical, spiritual and social connections to 
their natural environment, and how this shapes 
their unique history.  These intrinsic factors 
must be recognised, respected and included in 
any efforts to address challenges to maintaining 
cultural identity and sovereignty in the face 
of climate change. The particular physical 
vulnerability of Pacific Island atoll nations – the 
Marshall Islands, Kiribati and Tuvalu - makes this 
especially true for them.

The questions arise: How are the impacts of 
climate change already challenging the complex 
cultural identity and sovereignty issues of these 
nations?  What strategies are being put in place 
to address them – by communities, local and 
national governments, civil society organisations, 
the wider Blue Pacific community, regional 
and international partners?  How are atoll 
communities being affected by the uncertainties 
about their future?

If increasing impacts of climate change make 
local adaption impossible and a significant 

proportion of a nation’s population is forced to 
move, what do they stand to lose (culturally, 
socially, spiritually, economically, politically)?  
What rights need to be protected and what 
assurance and guarantees are needed from the 
international community? How can people’s 
political autonomy and sovereign identity 
continue to be maintained and exercised in 
another location?

FoEA Climate Frontlines, in partnership with 
the Climate Change Network of the Pacific 
Islands Council of Qld Inc (PICQ), organised two 
online forums to begin exploring the topic on 19 
October and 9 November 2020. The videos are 
available at foe.org.au/cr141_frontlines.Some of 
these sessions have formed the basis of articles 
for this edition of Chain Reaction. These were 
followed up by two-half day webinars on the 
afternoon of 22nd and morning of 23rd July 2021, 
aiming to sharpen the insights from the forums 
and generate a sharing of ideas and constructive 
discussion that recognised the depth and 
breadth of the challenges and began to open up 
collaborative pathways to address them. 

Adding to strong voices from the Pacific, offering 
a range of political, academic, UN-related, church 
and community organisation perspectives, the 
webinars included input from Warraber man 
Kabay Tamu, one of the Torres Strait 8 who have 
lodged a complaint with the UN Human Rights 
Council about the Australian government’s 
inaction.  Also included were two Australia-based 
academics focusing on avenues for strengthening 
international human rights and other relevant 
legal instruments for addressing the critical 
climate change challenges faced by atoll nations. 

Some of these sessions have formed the basis of 
articles for this edition of Chain Reaction. 

Watch recordings of some of the presentations 
at foe.org.au/cr141_frontlines.

Watch now
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PICAN COP26 DEMANDS
Pacific Islands Climate Action Network (PICAN) 

PICAN is an informal Network linking civil 
society organizations working on climate 
change. Since 2013, it has brought together civil 
society actors across the Pacific Island countries, 
advocating for climate justice and environmental 
integrity. PICAN aims to unite civil society 
under a common voice to increase the influence 
and impact of their advocacy demands on 
Pacific Island governments, leading non-Pacific 
governments to respond with more powerful 
and ambitious climate change policies and action 
at the national and regional level. 

COP 26 Demands and Statement
The people and communities of the Blue Pacific are 
living in a climate emergency, a crisis that, sadly, 
continues to be ignored by many Parties, including 
those nearest to our islands, in the lead-up to 
COP26.  We demand Justice and Action now.  

As the organizations closest to and supporting 
Pacific Island people and communities, we 
reaffirm our role to put strong pressure on 
Leaders in the Pacific to step up, coordinate and 
demand transformational and just action from 
the global community at COP26. 

The Pacific must lead the charge using our Pacific 
culture, tradition, and wisdom of ecological 
and social stewardship to bring us through the 
current global climate catastrophe.  We are 
committed to a climate-stable Pacific future that is 
unified, intersectional, and intergenerational.  

Demands
1.  Fossil fuels are fossils, keep them in the ground to save the Pacific!  No 

new coal, oil, or gas projects, and an immediate end to all fossil fuel 
subsidies, everywhere.  

2.  Show real commitment, your NDCs must limit global heating to 1.5 
degrees, we’re already out of time in the islands.  Sustained, radical, 
and socially just cuts to emissions are required now, not later. 

3.  Show us the money!  Mobilize all of the promised US$100 billion 
annually until 2025, and agree that Polluters must Pay the trillions 
actually needed for resilient Pacific peoples and communities. 

4.  Loss and Damage is life and death in the Pacific: Your political will is 
required now to finance and deliver support to the Pacific people who 
are already losing everything. 

5.  Climate change is a symptom of deeper injustice and inequalities. 
Gender justice and women’s human rights and empowerment is a 
precondition for climate, social, economic, ecological, and climate justice

6.  Climate justice will prevail. Your emissions are already responsible for 
the loss of universal human rights, and environmental rights of Pacific 
people, communities, and ecosystems. We will see you in courts of law, 
and in all other forums, to protect and retain our Rights. 

7.  Global climate negotiations at COP26 must be inclusive, intersectional, 
and intergenerational: Do not dare to marginalize the voices of Pacific 
Island peoples. 

Watch video explainer: pican.org

Learn more about the demands: pacificdemands.org
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Weaving the mat – Reverend 
James Bhagwan on Pacific 
approaches to climate justice
Volker Boege

In the Pacific Island Countries (PICs), the 
churches are by far the most important civil 
society organisations. The vast majority of Pacific 
Islanders are devout Christians. While state 
institutions or secular NGOs and community-
based organisations might not reach far beyond 
the urban centres, the churches are everywhere 
on the ground. It is therefore of utmost 
importance how they position themselves in the 
field of climate policies and climate justice. They 
can either pose serious obstacles to effective 
climate action if they do not take the matter 
seriously (or even deny the facts) or they can 
provide valuable leadership. One can even say 
that ‘side-lining God’ (Patrick Nunn) is a recipe 
for failure of climate change mitigation and 
adaptation programmes and projects in the PIC 
societal and cultural context.1 In other words, 
secular approaches that simply ‘explain science’ 
to communities and impose foreign secular 
language and approaches upon them are bound 
to fail. In the worldviews of Pacific Islanders, 
climate change mitigation and adaptation, and 
climate justice, cannot be achieved without 
the inclusion of the spiritual dimension. Pacific 
churches are in a frontline position to address 
that spiritual dimension. Moreover, they can 
act as bridges, connecting local customary 
life-worlds with the ‘outside’ world of state and 
international climate change policies.

For these reasons, it is extremely significant 
that the Pacific Conference of Churches (PCC), 
the ecumenical body for the Pacific region, has 
taken an avant-garde role in proactively engaging 
with the challenges posed by climate change 
to Pacific peoples. PCC has a membership of 33 
churches and ten national councils of churches 
and serves around 15 million people in 19 
PICs and territories that cover one-third of the 
earth’s surface.2 The headquarters of PCC are 
in Suva, the capital of Fiji. PCC’s programmes 
support member churches on issues such as 
self-determination, gender-based violence, the 
empowerment of youth and climate change.3 

In recent years PCC has been active for climate 
justice at the local level in various PICs, 
supporting local communities and churches; at 
the national level, working with governments 
and state institutions; at the regional level, 
making the voice of the churches heard at 
the Pacific Island Forum and other regional 
organisations; and at the international level, 

contributing to the climate activities of the 
World Council of Churches and, in particular, 
raising the voice of the Pacific peoples at  
COPs, most recently at COP 26 in Glasgow  
in November 2021.

PCC’s General Secretary, Reverend James 
Bhagwan of the Methodist Church in Fiji, is a 
leading personality of the climate movement 
in the Pacific. Friends of the Earth Australia 
was extremely honoured to have Rev. Bhagwan 
as a presenter at two online events that FoE’s 
Climate Change Frontline Collective organised 
in cooperation with the Pacific Islands Council 
of Queensland (PICQ) on the topic of climate 
change challenges to the cultural identity 
and sovereignty of Pacific atoll nations. At 
these events in November 2020 and July 2021, 
Rev. Bhagwan emphasised the significance of 
the spiritual dimension in engaging with the 
challenges of climate change. Taking the core 
Indigenous and Christian values in Pacific 
Island cultures as a starting point, he pointed 
to a partial “loss of vision and understanding of 
the delicate interdependence of life that once 
guided and ensured the survival of Pacific Island 
generations for centuries”. He used the powerful, 
genuinely Pacific, metaphor of “weaving the 
mat” to explain what is necessary to address the 
challenges of climate change; “reweaving the 
ecological mat” towards a healthy, ecologically 
respectful society with inclusive politics that 
prioritises the indigenous and spiritual values 
and traditional knowledge that for generations 
has granted wellbeing to Pacific Island people.4

Rev. Bhagwan placed particular emphasis on 
the problem of climate change-induced human 
mobility. Over the past few years, PCC has 
been engaged in several relocation endeavours 
in Fiji, supporting coastal communities that 
were forced to relocate due to sea level rise and 
coastal erosion. In fact, climate change is set 
to increase human mobility all over the Pacific 
region. Communities on low-lying small islands, 
in deltas, floodplains and along coasts are 
particularly at risk and relocation (further inland, 
to other islands or to urban centres) is  a likely 
response . Rev. Bhagwan clearly stated  that 
relocation is not the preferred solution - people 
do not want to leave their homes. However, he 
also said that people have to prepare for climate 
change and induced mobility is necessary in  
cases where there is no other option. He made 
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the point that relocation is not just a technical, 
economic, legal and political issue, but has 
fundamental psychological, emotional and 
spiritual implications given the significance 
of the connection between land and identity 
in Pacific Island societies and cultures. Land 
cannot be understood merely as the physical 
location in which people live or as an economic 
asset but has to also be understood in terms of 
its social, relational, cosmological and spiritual 
dimensions. Identity for Pacific Islanders is 
inextricably linked to land, to the place of origin. 
Rev. Bhagwan  said that, “We are part of the 
land,” and referred to the custom of burying the 
umbilical cord of newborn babies in the soil of 
their place of birth – a ritual that is widespread 
in Pacific societies and a powerful expression of 
the inseparable land–people connection.

This connection to land is under threat due to 
the effects of climate change (sea level rise, 
coastal erosion, food insecurity etc.), and 
so, too, is the land-based identity of people. 
Climate change, climate change-induced 
migration, relocation and displacement have 
serious implications not only for the material 
security of affected communities but  also affect 
peoples’ emotional and spiritual wellbeing. 
Rev. Bhagwan talked about the “trauma of 
relocation” and suggested this fundamental 
problem could be addressed by changing the 
discourse from one of “exile” to one of “exodus”, 
to building new homes in a new host land, 
referencing the migrant stories in the Bible. In 
this context, he pointed to the role of Pacific 
diaspora communities. Even today there are 
Pacific diaspora communities in New Zealand, 
Australia and other Pacific rim countries who 
could take over responsibilities for a future 
when the people from their places of origin have 
to relocate. In fact, Pacific Island people have 
deep connections not only to land; they also 
have a long history of mobility, of migration and 
voyages across the vast expanses of the ocean.      

In any case, recipient communities must 
be included in discussions about migration 
and relocation. Referring to “those who will 
receive” their brothers and sisters who are 
forced to relocate, Rev. Bhagwan called for 
“radical hospitality and neighbourhood” and a 
“spirituality of hospitality”.5

In November 2021 Rev. Bhagwan made his way 
to Glasgow to make the voices of the Pacific 
peoples heard at COP26. In preparation, PCC 
had elaborated a declaration as part of the 
Climate Justice for All campaign in partnership 
with the Methodist Church in Britain. This 
Declaration, entitled “Securing a Future for 
our Pacific”, in line with Rev. Bhagwan’s 
presentations at the FoE co-organised online 
events mentioned above, states that “confronted 
with the threat to identity, livelihood and 
sovereignty, we draw on our spirituality and 
indigenous knowledge and life-affirming 
traditional values as a source of our resilience 
and hope in such adversity”.6

Volker is a member of the FoE Climate 
Frontline Collective in Brisbane, Senior 
Research Fellow of the Toda Peace Institute, 
in charge of Toda’s workstream on ‘Climate 
change, conflict and peace in the Pacific’, 
co-director of the Brisbane-based Peace and 
Conflict Studies Institute Australia (PaCSIA) 
and an Honorary Research Fellow at The 
University of Queensland. He is a historian 
and peace researcher. The regional focus of  
his work is on the Southwest Pacific.
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The significance of climate  
forces migration for pacific  
culture and spirituality
Contribution to a webinar organised by 
FoE Japan, in preparation for COP26
Stella Miria-Robinson

On behalf of Climate Frontlines of Friends of the 
Earth Australia AND the Pacific Islands Council of 
Qld’s (PICQ) Climate Change Network, may I first 
thank our Friends in Friends of the Earth Japan 
for the opportunity to be here today to talk on 
something so importantly close to my heart and 
the heart of the Pacific. Arigato Ayumi!!

As you can imagine with COP26 on the horizon, 
many of our Pacific Communities and agencies 
have been gathering/meeting to prepare for 
this event in Glasgow. Those of us in FoE 
Climate Frontlines and the PICQ acknowledge 
the many, many organisations and agencies in 
Australia and the Pacific promoting awareness 
around the Pacific’s agenda on climate change 
and the vulnerabilities of our peoples.  In the 
midst of the dialogue, we decided to highlight 
or place a spotlight on the Impact of Climate 
Change Challenges on the Cultural Identity and 
Sovereignty of our Pacific Atoll Nations. In our 
series of webinars on this topic, the main focus 
nations were Kiribati, Tuvalu and the Marshall 
Islands, that is, nations sitting on the edge of the 
climate frontline. 

In the webinars we were fortunate to hear the 
voices of political representatives, community 
leaders, regional climate activists and academics, 
all contributing to a picture of the impacts of 
climate change and how people are responding.  
It is mainly from these forums that I want to share 
information related to impacts on Culture and 
Spirituality of our Pasifika Peoples brought on by 
climate change and possible forced migration. 

For all Indigenous Peoples of the world, land, 
and the entire ecosystem – sea, sky, plants, 
animals, ocean, sea creatures, fresh water – is 
part of our identity.  Pacific Islanders are no 
different. We are our lands and seas as they are 
us and who we are. Our cultures, traditions, 
languages, physical and mental health, place, 
related wisdom, relationships in our families  
and communities and spiritual wellbeing, are  
all integrated in that environment, and central  
to our identity and existence. 

So, take away our land and the parts of the ocean 
from which we come, and the loss becomes 
enormous, especially when our values and beliefs 
are tied to the land from which we, our ancestors 
and pioneers came from, found, fought and cared 

for, for generations. Time and again in our Pacific 
stories on climate change you will hear that our 
connection to the places of our birth are strong 
and that having a place to identify with demands 
that we commit to its protection.

Loss of our Pacific lands and island homes to 
climate change is of no significance to the 
powerful and dominant nations of the world who 
influence the climate change conversation.  We 
believe that this is because they themselves have 
become so disconnected and far removed from 
the environment and natural world that their 
understanding of our situation is restricted to 
their own worldviews, based only on the market 
economy and wealth creation, regardless of the 
impact on others of our world. They have no 
understanding of how our cultures, languages, 
traditional ways of life and livelihoods identify  
us with our lands, oceans and all of nature. 

We need to be heard and understood as 
Pacific Peoples through all the platforms and 
opportunities available to us so that the rest of 
the world can develop a deep understanding 
of what our story on climate change is. We are 
no longer colonies of some distant nation that 
speaks patronisingly or benignly on our behalf! 
We have a Voice as Pacific Peoples who know 
our island homes and are experts in our own 
lives!! Our perspective as Pacific Peoples needs 
to be integral to every conversation that affects 
us. We and our leaders recognise that for us in 
the Blue Pacific, climate change is the single 
greatest threat facing our region. It is no longer 
an issue of politics but one of survival!

Our myths, legends and stories of Creation also 
hold prominent places in our cultures as some 
are related to our histories of navigation and 
journeying, as well as our roles as guardians 
of nature and our environment. These are our 
Peoples’ stories that give us identity and explain 
the origins of specific cultural practices and 
why they must be observed – there is always 
sound reasoning on which the wisdom is based. 
Landmarks carry stories and, in some cases, 
house our spirits. How can we leave?

Of course, Pacific cultures are not static, and 
individuals have been impacted by outside 
forces.  According to Maina Talia from Tuvalu, 
one outcome has been a challenge to the 
concept of community, which traditionally 
involved voluntary work by community 
members for the common good. (This include)… 
sharing instead of buying and selling in a market 
economy, i.e. sharing fish catches and garden 
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food, excess clothes, building of new homes etc. 
Not only have environmental changes affected 
Pasifika People but the raised awareness around 
human rights and the concept of individualism 
it brings can run counter to the communal 
approach to traditional life, wherein voluntary 
communal work and concepts of sharing 
have been impacted.  There needs to be more 
attention given to communal rights to address 
the challenges of climate change.

Gardening and cultural activities conducted 
around clearly defined seasons have been 
disrupted as seasonal rain is now unpredictable.  
The season for the running of a specific type of 
fish, signified by the flowering of a particular 
tree or plant, cannot be relied on. Once clean 
water which previously enabled us to drink, 
cook our food, wash our clothes and clean our 
houses has now been compromised with the 
invasion of sea water making it unusable.  Our 
traditional fishing grounds have become empty 
of fish as fish stocks have migrated to deeper 
seas and new breeding grounds.  The loss of 
arable land due to rising sea levels has meant a 
normal and natural subsistence way of life has 
been severely eroded.

In such a setting, the western view would be, “it’s 
just land” but for our Pasifika Peoples the loss of 
their island homes, the bedrock of their cultures 
and spirituality will be profound and force 
migration as a consequence of climate change 
(will be) …a huge challenge. But for many of our 
People and especially our Atoll Nations, migration 
is premature.  Migration – whether internal, 
regional, or further afield – is a last resort and an 
option if all else has failed. Before reaching that 
point our People of the Pacific are still fighting. 
There needs however to be attention paid to 
Pasifika Peoples who may CHOOSE to migrate, 
and their wishes too need to be respected 
through measures that allow them to celebrate 
and maintain their cultural identity and honour 
their hope to return to their island homes if 
climate change impacts are reduced.

Regardless of whether migration is internal within 
a nation, to another Pacific Nation or beyond 
the region, notable impacts will still be felt. 
Receiving communities’ land ownership, fishing 
and hunting grounds, kinship ties, cultures, 
traditions and customs will be affected. Migrating 
communities stand to lose their identities over 
time as Elders and recognised keepers of the 
lore, history, ancestral and origin stories etc, pass 
and continuity of cultural practices, values and 
beliefs are in jeopardy. Migration internally or to 
other Pacific Island nations appears to be a better 
option than migration to a totally different culture 
unrelated to the Pacific.

There are still strategies offering protective 
or mitigative actions that can slow down or 
positively change the climate migration option.  
Some examples are:

•  Work being carried out by specific Pacific 
nations and communities working to translate 
or integrate their fundamental spirituality into 
global legal systems such as Human Rights 

agreements and the Law of the Sea. Prominent 
in this work has been the Tuvalu Government’s 
efforts to ensure that Constitutional changes 
reflect the baseline, as currently defined 
by maritime boundaries remain unchanged 
regardless of the changing low watermark.  
An amendment to the UN Convention on Law 
of the Sea could resolve the baseline issue but 
it will require support in that forum.

•  Expansion of the conversation around threats 
to human security due to climate change 
and the need for safe migration pathways, 
continued dialogue and sharing of stories and 
strengthening advocacy as suggested by Peter 
Emberson of the UNESCAP Pacific Climate 
Change Mobility Project. He has also suggested 
the establishment of a Climate Mobility Working 
Group to protect the rights of people who are 
moved or forced to move in the future.

•  Support for Pacific customary law to 
be recognised under international law 
spearheaded by the Tuvalu Government.

•  The Marshall Islands’ National Adaptation 
Plan is partly focused on mitigation of their 
climate impact through reduction of emissions, 
developing an energy roadmap to eliminate 
fossil fuels and full conversion to renewable 
energy by 2050; but it also includes building 
islands or elevating islands.

I’d like to end by encouraging members of 
Friends of the Earth Japan and our listening 
audience to take what I have shared with you 
today as a serious plea for you, your friends and 
various networks; to pay attention and support 
our efforts to raise the awareness of the global 
community around the impact of climate change 
on our Pacific Peoples. We are the smallest 
contributors to the world’s greenhouse gas 
emissions yet we are the People who stand to 
lose our homes if the madness does not stop.

Stella met Ayumi Fukakusa from FoE Japan 
when she joined the FoE International team 
at COP23 in Bonn, Germany.   In September 
2021 Ayumi invited Stella to make an online 
presentation at an event FoE Japan held in 
preparation for COP26. 
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In 2019, a group of final year Social Science students at UQ did a research project with Wendy Flannery of Climate 
Frontlines as advisor and in consultation with the Pacific Islands Council of Queensland.  The infographic is a 
summary for public presentation of their final report, using a theme promoted by former President of Kiribati,  
Hon Anote Tong, with the title: “Migration with Dignity: Climate Justice Informed Labour Migration”.
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Protecting Tuvalu’s Statehood 
Hon. Simon Kofe

As a lawyer by profession, I’ll be focusing 
on legal issues and the legal implications of 
climate change on statehood and its relationship 
to maritime zones as we understand them - 
entitlements that states have under the United 
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS).  I’ll also briefly explain some of the 
initiatives that Tuvalu has undertaken to really 
strengthen our position at the national level,  
and regionally and internationally as well.

International law can be defined as the body of 
rules established by treaty or through custom 
that governs the relations of states existing 
within a very loose framework of laws. As we 
know, there are limitations to the enforcement 
of some of these rules and international treaties. 
We’ve seen many times countries withdrawing 
from treaties or refusing to follow certain 
agreements. But the important aspect of 
international law that I feel is an area where we 
can make a very positive contribution is that 
of customary international law. This is shaped 
by state practice, how states behave and is 
determined by looking at their laws and policies. 
It becomes customary in international law when 
that particular practice becomes widespread 
across many nations. I feel that this is an area in 
which Tuvalu can make a contribution to other 
countries that share a common interest. 

It’s about developing state practice of looking 
at our laws, looking at our policies, looking at 
agreements that we’re entering into and really 
arguing for the proposition of permanent 
statehood. These things really need to be 
reflected at the national level and we’ve been 
encouraging the Pacific Island countries in 
general to take this up. In other words, we don’t 
need to wait until nations outside the Pacific 
begin to recognise and support this notion. We 
can make a start by passing laws and creating 
policies ourselves that really reflect the positions 
that I’m highlighting here.

Our government now insists that all countries 
forming relations with Tuvalu recognise the 
statehood of the nation as permanent and its 
existing maritime boundaries as set, even if 
Tuvalu loses its land territory due to sea level 
rise.  This is a very important policy and not 
only for Tuvalu. When you get other countries to 
recognize this, it contributes to the widespread 
adoption of these principles and concepts. We’ve 
actually also developed joint communication 
standardisation to ensure that these principles are 
reflected, including within our foreign policy.  

Our constitution is presently under review 
and one important aspect we’re looking at is 

the definition of our territory. The existing provisions of the constitution 
contain very broad coordinates of what constitutes the territory of Tuvalu. 
Under UNCLOS, countries are entitled to maritime zones that are measured 
from baselines and we’re entitled to a territorial sea area up to 12 nautical 
miles and an exclusive economic zone up to 200 nautical miles.  These 
maritime zones are measured from a baseline of the low water mark at low 
tide. However, the legal challenge posed by this definition is that, with sea 
level rising as a result of climate change, the low water line shifts over time.

The proposed text change for Tuvalu’s constitution is that the baseline 
coordinates declared under the maritime zones act shall remain unchanged, 
notwithstanding any regression of the low water mark and unless otherwise 
prescribed by an act of parliament. As a first step, we have to ensure that 
our national law is reflective of the proposition that we’re pushing on the 
international stage which also removes a sense of waiting for other states 
to come on board.  Moreover, it really puts the onus on us as Pacific nations 
to be more proactive. The more nation states we can convince to adopt 
this approach the more we are contributing to the formation of customary 
international law that would really support and cater to Tuvalu’s situation.

Hon Simon Kofe is Tuvalu’s Minister for Justice, Communication & 
Foreign Affairs. He began the Climate Frontlines webinar session “Legal 
and Political Discussion: What rights to cultural identity and sovereignty 
need to be protected?  What guarantees are needed for these rights to be 
ensured?” . Thanks to Madeleine Hohenhaus for this edited transcription.

Endnote.
A few days before the start of COP26, Tuvalu officially launched its  
Future Now Project (Te Ataeao Nei).  Hon Simon Kofe’s explains this 
unique and innovative response to climate change challenges here -  

foe.org.au/cr141_kofe.
While standing in the ocean off Tuvalu, Hon Kofe issued a statement to those 
gathered at COP26: “In Tuvalu we are living the realities of climate change 
and sea-level rise.  We cannot wait for speeches when the sea is rising around 
us all the time.  The islands of Tuvalu are sacred to their residents.  They were 
the home of our ancestors, they are the home of our people today, and we 
want them to remain the home of our people into the future.”

Hon. Kofe addressing COP26.
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Changing climate, changing oceans
Wendy Flannery

People living on a large land mass like Australia can 
easily remain indifferent to the critical role oceans 
play in the health and wellbeing of the planet and 
its diverse inhabitants.  For those living in small 
island states in the Pacific, the ocean is integral not 
only to their daily lives and sustenance but also to 
their cultural and spiritual wellbeing.

As early as 1991 (the year before the Rio Earth 
Summit and the official launch of the UN 
Framework Convention on Climate Change 
(UNFCCC)), at the Pacific Islands Forum, an 
annual meeting of the leaders of member 
nations, the communique summing up the 
meeting’s deliberations included the following: 

Climate Change and Sea Level Rise

16.  Global warming and sea level rise were the 
most serious environmental threats to the 
Pacific region. The cultural, economic and 
physical survival of Pacific nations was at 
great risk.

17.  The Forum confirmed the importance for 
all members of the international community 
to develop a Framework Convention on 
Climate Change. In this regard it applauded 
the efforts of AOSIS. It stressed the 
urgency of securing international action 
through the timely conclusion of a strong 
and substantive global convention with 
commitments to control the adverse effects 
of climate change by, inter alia, significant 
and immediate reductions in emissions of 
industrially generated greenhouse gases, in 
particular carbon dioxide. The Forum noted 
the primary responsibility of industrial 
countries for reducing these emissions….

A few months prior to this year’s COP26, the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
released their 6th Assessment Report.1 This report 
left no doubt as to the changes in oceans and the 
way these changes would impact the dynamics of 
human-induced climate change around the planet. 
What this means for the Pacific Islands region is 
summarised in the infographics on page 23.  

Additionally, a preliminary ‘state of the climate’ 
report by the World Meteorological Organisation 

(WMO) was launched as the COP26 climate negotiations opened. 
The WMO report confirmed that global warming from greenhouse 
gas emissions threatened “far-reaching repercussions for current and 
future generations.”  The report contains a  the warning that sea surface 
temperatures and ocean heat in parts of the South-West Pacific are 
increasing at more than three times the global average rate, with marine 
heatwaves bleaching once vibrant coral reefs and threatening vital 
ecosystems upon which the region depends.  It also notes that sea level 
rise measured globally is about to set a new high as oceans continue to 
warm and acidify.

Facing these growing and irreversible ocean conditions are among the 
greatest challenges Pacific Island peoples face to their lives and livelihoods.  
Growing collaborative efforts in addressing these challenges, through 
inclusion of all sectors of society and regional organisations, has been 
developed through such bodies as the Pacific Resilience Partnership.2 In 
addition, Pacific Island governments have taken their concerns to major 
international sustainable ocean conferences in the past decade.

Along with such initiatives is the growing sense of identity as the Blue 
Pacific Continent, and the determination to ensure, through the UN 
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), that their sovereign rights 
to their maritime boundaries are firmly established at the earliest possible 
opportunity.  A map showing these boundaries (see below, Fig. 1) 
illustrates this alternate sense of “continental” identity. Read more  
about these boundaries on the Pacific Islands Forum.3

Wendy Flannery is the Climate Frontlines Coordinator.

References
1 IPPC, “AR6 Climate Change 2021: The Physical Science Basis”, ippc.ch/report/ar6/wg1
2 Pacific Resilience Partnershhip, resilientpacfic.org/en
3 Pacific Islands Forum, “Declaration on Preserving Maritime Zones in the Face of Climate Change-related Sea Level Rise”, foe.org.au/cr141_35  

Map demonstrating 
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maritime zones
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Alliance of Solwara Warriors:  
Our culture, our heritage, our future
Jonathan Mesulam and Nat Lowrey

Over 1.5 million square kilometres of the Pacific 
Ocean is under deep sea mining exploration 
leasehold. Promoted by deep sea miners as an 
answer to the ‘green’ transition and climate 
action, it is poised to be the largest mining 
operation in history.1

The deep sea — usually defined as the realm 
below 200 metres — is a world of extremes. The 
deepest part is the Mariana Trench in the Pacific 
Ocean that gets to depths over 11,000 metres.                
emperatures near the seabed in many places 
hover near 0 °C, there is next to no light, and 
great pressures - however life thrives here.     

The deep sea contains a vast array of ecosystems 
that researchers have barely begun to study. Vast 
quantities of metal-rich mineral deposits have 
been found in areas of the deep sea which has 
catalysed companies and countries to develop 
technologies to exploit these mineral deposits      
from the deep seabed. Speculative miners have 
focused on three environment types to exploit 
for what they are calling “potential harvesting” 
for the ‘green’ transition: 

1.  Metallic nodules that form on the abyssal plains 
over millions of years as minerals precipitate 
around fish teeth, bones or other small objects. 
Rich in nickel, cobalt, manganese, copper, zinc 
the nodules exist in some of the most remote 
ecosystems on the planet, home to worms, 
crustaceans, sponges, sea cucumbers, starfish, 
sea urchins and various deep-sea fish, as well as 
countless microbial species and tiny sediment-
dwelling creatures.

2.  Metal-rich crust that cover seamounts, which 
rise thousands of metres above the abyssal 
plains. These coatings are packed with high-
value metals, such as cobalt, platinum and 
molybdenum. The seamount environment is 
dominated by corals, sponges as well as tuna, 
sharks, dolphins and sea turtles.

3.  Massive sulfides or hydrothermal vents rich 
in copper, lead, zinc, gold and silver. These 
ores form around vents of superheated water 
that occur along the volcanic ridges, ‘the ring 
of fire’, running through ocean basins and 
support a huge range of life.

We know very little about life in our deep seas, 
but what we do know is that any type of deep 
sea mining will have impacts in the Pacific 
Ocean that would be extensive, severe and last 
for generations, causing essentially irreversible 
species loss and ecosystem degradation.2 We also 
know that the presumed social and economic 
gains for Pacific economies are unsubstantiated 
and go against the scientific consensus; Pacific 

Islanders stand to lose livelihoods, food security, 
and cultural connections with the ocean.

The first Pacific Islanders to stand up against 
experimental seabed mining live in the Bismarck 
and Solomon Seas of Papua New Guinea. 

In 2008, Canadian-owned mining 
company Nautilus Minerals provided its ‘flawed’ 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA),  to the 
Papua New Guinean Government.3 The deep 
sea-mining project, planning to mine sea-floor 
massive sulfides (SMS), the rich hydrothermal 
vents formed by plumes of hot,4 acidic, mineral-
rich water on the floor of the Bismarck Sea 
covered an area of 0.112 km2. This is part of the 
mining lease which includes an area of 59 km2, 25 
km off the west coast of New Ireland Province at 
a depth of 1,600 m. The project, projected to have 
a lifespan of 25 years, would have a focus on the 
extraction of copper, gold, silver, and zinc.

In 2012 Nautilus was granted the world’s first 
deep sea mining operating licence by the PNG 
government 5 the Solwara 1 project, situated in 
the traditional fishing grounds of communities 
from New Ireland Province, Duke of York Islands 
and East New Britain.

The Bismarck Sea is home to hundreds of 
thousands of Indigenous peoples whose lives 
have been dependent on the sea for thousands 
of years.6 This new extractive development that 
they call ‘experimental seabed mining’ saw 
communities peacefully rise up. In 2009 they 
claimed that Nautilus was ignoring the cultural 
and socio-economic value of their fishing 
grounds,7 that they had not given their free, prior 
and informed consent, and Nautilus had no social 
licence to operate.8 By 2012, community leaders 
alongside civil society organisations commenced 
a grassroots awareness program collecting 24,000 
signatures opposing the project.9

Jonathan Mesulan,  
Alliance of Solwara  

Warriors speaking in 
Canada, July 2016.  

Photo: MiningWatch Canada
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Many of these community leaders, including 
women and youth, engaged in education 
awareness, advocacy and action through 
cultural dance and story against deep sea 
mining. In early 2017 in Madang Province 
some of these community leaders gathered 
and formed the Alliance of Solwara (saltwater) 
Warriors which now has members in several 
provinces including New Ireland Province, East 
New Britain, West New Britain, Manus, Milne 
Bay, Madang and Bougainville.

In December 2017, coastal Communities 
launched legal proceedings against the PNG 
Government to obtain critical documents 
relating to the licensing and the environmental, 
health and economic impacts of the Solwara 
1 deep-sea mining project.10 In early 2018 
a key corporate investor AngloAmerican 
divested from Nautilus leaving it teetering on 
bankruptcy.11 Finally in 2019 the experiment 
eventually failed and Nautilus went into 
administration,12 leaving the PNG Government 
$USD120 million in debt.13

The demise of Nautilus and the halting of the 
Solwara 1 project wouldn’t have happened 
without the grassroot movement of the Alliance 
of Solwara Warriors. However, they don’t 
see this as a full victory yet. They now lead 
the call, along with the PNG Conferences of 
Churches, the Centre of Environmental Law 
and Community Rights and civil society, for 
all licences in PNG to be cancelled and for 
a complete ban on seabed mining and have 
extended their collaboration across the Pacific14 
and internationally.15      

The Alliance of Solwara Warriors have built a 
powerful movement across Papua New Guinea 
over the past 5 years, not only against deep 
sea mining but on other issues that they are 
facing including the impacts of climate change, 
logging, oil palm developments and deep 
sea tailings disposal of mine waste into their 
rivers and seas. In November 2021 they were 
awarded the Bob Brown Foundation Community 
Environment Award.

Jonathan Mesulam is from New Ireland 
Province in Papua New Guinea. For over 
a decade Jonathan has been campaigning 
on issues relating to experimental deep sea 
mining, climate change and logging in New 
Ireland and across PNG with his organisation 
West Coast Development Foundation. He co-
founded the Alliance of Solwara Warriors in 
2017 to educate and advocate on the potential 
impacts of deep-sea mining on coastal 
communities in calling for a complete ban. 

Nat Lowrey is Communications Coordinator 
for the Deep Sea Mining campaign (DSMC) 
who have been advocating and campaigning 
against the deep sea mining industry since 
2011. Based in Naarm, Nat is passionate in 
the practice of allyship and collaborating 
with local communities and First Nations 
Peoples who are resisting large scale extractive 
developments that threaten their lands, oceans, 

lives and livelihoods. 
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AUKUS disrupts “a very  
peaceful part of planet Earth”
Nic Maclellan

“The sense of a regional identity, of being Pacific 
islanders, is felt most acutely” in the “movement 
toward a Nuclear Free and Independent Pacific.” 
So wrote the late Epeli Hau’ofa, one of the 
Pacific’s leading scholars, artists and philosophers, 
in his 1998 essay “The Ocean in Us.” 

The collective identity of Pacific islanders was 
reaffirmed, he argued, through struggles against 
nuclear testing, the dumping of nuclear waste, 
and other threats to the ocean environment:

“ The protests against the wall-of-death 
drift-netting, against plans to dispose 
of nuclear wastes in the ocean, the 
incineration of chemical weapons on 
Johnston Island, the 1995 resumption 
of nuclear tests on Moruroa, and, 
most ominously, the specter of our atoll 
islands and low-lying coastal regions 
disappearing under the rising sea level, 
are instances of a regional united front 
against threats to our environment.”

Now we can add AUKUS to that list, and the new 
danger of nuclear proliferation in the Pacific. In 
September, US president Joe Biden, British prime 
minister Boris Johnson and Australian prime 
minister Scott Morrison announced AUKUS, 
“an enhanced trilateral security partnership” 
between the three countries. They professed “a 
shared ambition to support Australia in acquiring 
nuclear-powered submarines for the Royal 
Australian Navy.”

This strategic shift is much broader than the 
commitment to nuclear subs. The United States 
will deploy vessels, aircraft and US marines 
more often through Australia, and joint research 
efforts will focus on new frontiers, from the 
militarisation of space to “cyber capabilities, 
artificial intelligence, quantum technologies, and 
additional undersea capabilities.”

The brutal abandonment of the $90 billion 
submarine contract with France’s Naval Group, 
meanwhile, sent Australia’s strategic think tanks 
into overdrive, to analyse the implications for 
Indo-Pacific relationships. Amid the reams of 
commentary, however, little attention focused on 
the response to AUKUS in the Pacific islands.

Partly this reflects the initially measured 
response of most regional leaders, who refrained 
from directly criticising the new Anglosphere 
partnership. But any hope that Australia’s island 

neighbours will welcome further nuclearisation of the region is folly. Even 
as they face current security challenges – including the climate emergency 
and the Covid-19 pandemic – island leaders are again talking about nuclear 
weapons, nuclear waste dumping and their desire for a nuclear-free and 
independent Pacific.

Scott Morrison likes to say that Australia has a vuvale relationship with its 
island neighbours. But vuvale, the Fijian word for “family,” carries deep 
cultural implications, involving bonds of reciprocity, respect and sharing. 
Respect towards island neighbours has been sorely lacking during climate 
negotiations, and regional anger over Canberra’s failed climate policy is 
likely to be exacerbated by the strategic shift under AUKUS.

Within days of the AUKUS announcement, a series of statements from 
Pacific leaders, community elders and media organisations highlighted the 
persistence of the deep antinuclear sentiment that Epeli Hau’ofa identified 
as a central element of Pacific regionalism.

“Shame Australia, Shame”
“Shame Australia, Shame,” tweeted the general secretary of the Pacific 
Conference of Churches, Reverend James Bhagwan. “How can you call us 
your ‘vuvale’ when you know your ‘family’ stands for a Nuclear Free and 
Independent Pacific?”

Solomon Islands prime minister Manasseh Damukana Sogavare told the UN 
General Assembly that his nation “would like to keep our region nuclear-
free and put the region’s nuclear legacy behind us… We do not support 
any form of militarisation in our region that could threaten regional and 
international peace and stability.”

Recalling British and US nuclear testing on Christmas Island, Kiribati 
president Taneti Maamau highlighted the trauma of i-Kiribati nuclear 
survivors: “With anything to do with nuclear, we thought it would be a 
courtesy to raise it, to discuss it with your neighbours… As small island 
states,” he added, “we thought we were part of the solution… we are in 
the Pacific family. We should be consulted.”

Newspapers like the Samoa Observer editorialised against Australia›s plans. 
“Signing up to a military pact behind the closet and then declaring we in the 
region will benefit from the peace and stability it would bring is not how 
friends treat each other,” declared Samoa›s leading newspaper.

In contrast to Canberra›s strategic shift, the New Zealand government 
quickly reaffirmed the longstanding, bipartisan legislation that has kept NZ 
ports free of nuclear visits since 1987. While avoiding any direct criticism 
of AUKUS and reiterating New Zealand›s commitment to ANZUS and the 
Five Eyes agreement, prime minister Jacinda Ardern pointedly reminded 
Australia that nuclear submarines are not welcome across the Tasman.

“Certainly they couldn’t come into our internal waters,” she said. “No 
vessels that are partially or fully powered by nuclear energy is able to 
enter our internal borders.”

Morrison claimed that under AUKUS “Australia is not seeking to establish 
nuclear weapons or establish a civil nuclear capability.” These claims were 
immediately undercut when the Minerals Council of Australia and leading 
members of his own government called for a domestic nuclear industry to 
help develop the skills needed to maintain and operate a nuclear-powered 
submarine fleet. Others are concerned that the AUKUS partnership will 
rekindle Australian efforts in the 1960s to acquire nuclear weapons, a 
debate already under way in Australian strategic think tanks.
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Treaty on the Prohibition  
of Nuclear Weapons
Unlike Australia, New Zealand has joined 
nine Forum Island Countries to sign and ratify 
the new Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear 
Weapons, or TPNW, which prohibits parties from  
developing, testing, producing, manufacturing, 
acquiring, possessing, or stockpiling nuclear 
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.”  
As the Samoa Observer wrote, “It is a relief 
seeing Prime Minister Ardern continuing to 
maintain the tradition of her predecessors by 
promoting a nuclear-free Pacific; probably she  
is the only true friend of the Pacific Islands.”

For all of Scott Morrison’s talk of being a 
member of the “Pacific family,” he clearly doesn’t 
understand how many actual families were 
affected during the nuclear-testing era. The  
last of the more than 310 nuclear tests in the 
region was conducted twenty-five years ago,  
but outsiders often underestimate how deep  
the nuclear legacy is embedded in personal 
histories and oceanic culture.

Many past and present leaders have personal 
connections to the fifty years of cold war–era 
nuclear testing in Marshall Islands, Australia, 
Kiribati and French Polynesia. Former French 
Polynesian president Oscar Temaru worked 
on Moruroa Atoll as a customs officer, suffered 
family tragedy from the early death of a child and 
is a supporter of Moruroa e Tatou, the association 
of former Maohi workers who staffed the test 
sites during France’s 193 nuclear tests.

As a child in the 1950s, former Kiribati 
president Anote Tong lived on Fanning Island, 
close to Christmas Island where the British 
government conducted hydrogen bomb tests, 
dubbed Operation Grapple, in 1957–58.

Fiji was a British colony at this time, sending 
members of the Fiji Royal Naval Volunteer Reserve 
to support Britain’s H-bomb tests on Malden 
Island. The first contingent of Fijian sailors in 1957 
was led by Ratu Inoke Bainimarama. Today, his 
son Josaia – known as Frank – is prime minister 
of Fiji. As a former rear-admiral and commander 
of the Republic of Fiji Military Forces, the younger 
Bainimarama is an unlikely champion for nuclear 
disarmament. But the Fijian politician – who led 
the military coup in 2006 and now serves as chair 
of the Pacific Islands Forum – has long stood by 
Fijian nuclear veterans.

“My father was among those soldiers,” 
Bainimarama tweeted a fortnight after the 

AUKUS announcement. “The nature of their mission was not totally clear to 
any of them until the bombs were going off. To honour the sacrifice of all 
those who have suffered due to these weapons, Fiji will never stop working 
towards a global nuclear ban.”

Climate funding is desperately needed
The timing of the AUKUS announcement added complications for the 
British government, which will host the COP26 climate negotiations in 
Glasgow next month. Many leaders from the Small Island Developing States 
group watched in dismay as France and the AUKUS partners squabbled 
over arms contracts at a time when development and climate funding is 
desperately needed. As Bainimarama tartly noted, “If we can spend trillions 
on missiles, drones, and nuclear submarines, we can fund climate action.”

Even as he challenges the AUKUS partners to make more ambitious COP26 
climate commitments, the Fijian PM has spent recent weeks speaking out 
about nuclear proliferation and the health and environmental legacies of 
nuclear testing. At the UN General Assembly he stressed that “the commitment 
of the Pacific Island nations to the elimination of nuclear weapons is not based 
on an abstraction. It is based on real experience with the consequences of 
nuclear fallout, and it is at the root of our sense of urgency.”

Announcing the AUKUS deal, Scott Morrison recklessly described the 
renewed ties to Britain and the United States as a “forever partnership” 
(no doubt raising eyebrows in Paris, after the Australia–France strategic 
partnership and a multibillion-dollar contract was sunk overnight by Anglo-
American perfidy).

The range of issues contemplated under the AUKUS banner – from transfer 
of nuclear technology to cyberwarfare cooperation and logistics, transit 
and basing rights for American forces in Australia – highlights the potential 
for Australia to be even further integrated into US nuclear war–fighting 
strategies. Previous Coalition language about the need to “balance” 
economic ties with the People’s Republic of China and strategic ties with 
the United States has been abandoned.

Most of Australia’s Pacific island neighbours haven’t abandoned this 
balancing act, however. At a time of increasing US–Chinese strategic 
competition, many are wary of being forced into a choice between 
Washington and Beijing.

Like New Zealand, Vanuatu has declared its land and waters nuclear-free, 
and like Fiji it is a member of the 120-member Non-Aligned Movement. 
Other states like Papua New Guinea explicitly base their foreign policy  
on the objective “friends to all and enemies to none.”

NZ prime minister Jacinda Ardern and her Fijian 
counterpart Frank Bainimarama at the 2019 Pacific Islands 

Forum leaders meeting in Tuvalu. Photo: Nic Maclellan
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Although PNG prime minister James 
Marape didn’t directly criticise the AUKUS 
announcement, he did tell ABC correspondent 
Natalie Whiting that “we will make sure our 
sovereignty is not influenced by what happens 
in Australia and elsewhere. [O]ur waters and 
our sovereignty will be protected by our own 
specific bilaterals we have with all nations.”

This tension is evident even among some 
of the United States’ closest allies in 
the northern Pacific. Although they are 
contemplating withdrawal from the Pacific 
Islands Forum, the five members of the 
Micronesian Presidents’ Summit continue to 
manoeuvre around longstanding China–Taiwan 
disputes in the Pacific. Nauru, Palau and Marshall 
Islands have diplomatic relations with Taipei; 
Kiribati and the Federated States of Micronesia, 
or FSM, recognise Beijing.

All, however, are wary of a neat “for and against” 
logic, despite criticism by Taiwan-aligned leaders 
like Nauru president Lionel Aingimea and Palau’s 
Surangel Whipps Jr of Chinese human rights 
violations and China’s strategic advance.

Even as FSM extends its historical connection 
with Washington, president David Panuelo 
continues to support ongoing diplomatic ties 
with Beijing. In his address to the UN General 
Assembly in September, Panuelo said that FSM 
needed support from “all friends, allies and 
development partners in the global community.”

Micronesia is “family to the United States and 
a friend to the People’s Republic of China,” he 
went on, “just as Micronesia is a friend to the 
Maldives and to the United Kingdom, to the 
Netherlands and to Spain, to Nicaragua and to 
Australia, to New Zealand and to South Africa, 
to Israel and to Norway, to Japan and to Korea.” 
Friends to all, enemies to none.

In a new book on FSM’s foreign policy, 
Micronesian scholar Gonzaga Puas says his 
country “is learning from other Pacific Island 
nations to better position itself in regard to 
relations with China without offending the US.” 
Puas says that island nations like FSM have long 
dealt successfully with the outside world by 
drawing on internal social stability and mutual 
support rather than succumbing to different 
waves of colonisation. The vast think tank 
literature on Chinese influence in the Pacific 
islands often underestimates this skill.

Even so, the three Freely Associated States 
can’t avoid current regional tensions. FSM, the 
Republic of Palau and the Republic of Marshall 

Islands are renegotiating Compacts of Free Association with Washington 
by 2023, agreements that give the US Indo-Pacific Command strategic 
denial against third parties. As the United States mobilises against China in 
the region, US officials are discussing possible military-basing rights with 
Palau and FSM, as well as new deployments in the US territory of Guahan 
(Guam), which already hosts major US naval and air force bases.

The AUKUS partners seek the status of “security partner of choice” for 
island nations. But if they try to force “forever partnerships” on members of 
the Pacific Islands Forum, the pushback will be significant. As PNG’s James 
Marape said after the AUKUS announcement, “We have a very peaceful part 
of planet Earth, we want to protect that peace and serenity … In as far as 
securing peace is concerned, we’ve got no problem, but if such activities 
bring disharmony in the region, then we have an issue.”

Nuclear testing has played a major if unintended role in shaping the 
region’s political development over the past half-century. As Pacific Islands 
Forum secretary-general Henry Puna reminded participants in a recent 
Forum webinar to commemorate the UN International Day on Nuclear 
Tests, “nuclear testing was a key political driver for the establishment of 
our Pacific Islands Forum fifty years ago.”

South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
For the former Cook Islands prime minister, the signing of the 1985 Rarotonga 
Treaty for a South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone, or SPNFZ, was a seminal moment 
for Pacific regionalism: “Despite thirty-six years of the Treaty of Rarotonga, 
and twenty-five years since the permanent cessation of nuclear testing in 
our region, the nuclear threat remains, exacerbated by the permanent, 
intergenerational consequences and impacts of nuclear weapons.”

Other veteran diplomats echo the importance of SPNFZ, which was 
developed in the midst of 1980s US–Soviet nuclear tensions. Samoa’s 
current high commissioner to Fiji, Ali’ioaiga Feturi Elisaia, was a member 
of Samoa’s delegation at the August 1984 Forum meeting in Tuvalu that 
appointed the working group of officials to prepared the draft text of a 
Nuclear Free Zone Treaty.

As I reported for Inside Story in 2013, declassified cabinet papers 
and leaked US diplomatic cables reveal the extent of the US–Australia 
collaboration at that time, to push back against island governments seeking 
to ban missile tests and visits or transit by nuclear-powered vessels.

Unlike China, Russia, Britain and France, the United States is the only major 
nuclear weapons state that still refuses to ratify the protocols of the SPNFZ 
treaty. Ali’ioaiga Feturi Elisaia stresses that the next step is clear: “We don’t 
need to look far. The three Protocols of our own Rarotonga Treaty have yet to 
be ratified by the United States, despite some positive indications made earlier.”

Recent regional efforts have aimed to strengthen SPNFZ and other treaties. 
New Zealand and Vanuatu co-hosted a conference in December 2018, 
issuing the Auckland Statement on TPNW to encourage more island 
countries to sign and ratify the nuclear ban treaty. This push was echoed by 
the Fijian prime minister at last month’s General Assembly meeting, when 
Bainimarama urged “all Member States to join and ratify the new TPNW, to 
free the world of nuclear weapons.”

Signatories to the Rarotonga Treaty held their first-ever meeting of states 
parties in December last year, more than thirty-five years after the treaty was 
signed. The Forum has created a Nuclear Legacies Task Force to assist nuclear 
survivors in Marshall Islands and Kiribati. Since his election last February, 
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secretary-general Puna has reached out to OPANAL 
– the Latin American secretariat that manages the 
1967 Tlatelolco nuclear-weapon-free zone. In a 
speech to OPANAL on 1 October, Puna offered 
to host “a meeting of nuclear-weapon-free zones 
in the Blue Pacific” in 2022, bringing together 
governments that have created zones across the 
whole land area of the southern hemisphere.

Australian diplomats, by contrast, regard US 
extended nuclear deterrence as a central 
feature of Australian defence policy. They have 
campaigned against the TPNW and ensured that 
British nuclear testing at Monte Bello, Maralinga 
and Emu Field is not on the agenda of the 
regional Nuclear Legacies Task Force.

Meanwhile, UK prime minister Boris Johnson 
has announced three major changes to Britain’s 
nuclear posture: to increase the upper limit on 
its nuclear warhead stockpile by 44 per cent, 
reduce transparency about the makeup of the 
arsenal and extend the strategic circumstances 
in which British nuclear weapons might be 
used. The United States continues to upgrade its 
nuclear arsenal, even as the number of nuclear 
warheads shrinks.

US nuclear war–fighting strategies
Scott Morrison now wants to go further. If they 
are ever built and crewed in coming decades (no 
small problem), the proposed AUKUS nuclear 
submarines will integrate the Royal Australian 
Navy more deeply into US nuclear war–fighting 
strategies, through potential missions such as 
undersea intelligence collection within China’s 
Exclusive Economic Zone.

The Rarotonga Treaty also bans the dumping of 
radioactive nuclear waste in the SPNFZ zone, as 
well as assisting or encouraging any nation to 
dump waste in the region. For Henry Puna, the 
treaty “distinctly ensures that we are a nuclear-
free zone, and not just a nuclear-weapon-free 
zone… the intentional omission of ‘weapon’ 
from the title of our treaty reflects the desire of 
states parties to engage on the issue of nuclear 
non-proliferation in a holistic fashion.”

For this reason, the proposed ocean dumping 
of contaminated waste water from the stricken 
Fukushima nuclear reactor is a major diplomatic 
setback for Japan in the islands. In recent 
years, Japan has joined other “Quad” members 
– Australia, India and the United States – to 
coordinate pushback against Chinese influence 
in the Indo-Pacific.

But the Japanese government angered Pacific communities last April 
by announcing plans to discharge more than 1.2 million tonnes of 
treated radioactive waste water into the Pacific, starting in 2023. The 
unilateral proposal breaches previous commitments to consult with island 
leaders before any dumping is undertaken.

“Japan’s announcement to discharge treated water into the Pacific Ocean 
has sounded the alarm bells again,” says Samoa’s Ali’ioaiga Feturi Elisaia. 
“We need independent and verifiable scientific assessment that this 
method of discharge is indeed safe-proof.” The final communiqué of the 
ninth Pacific Area Leaders Meeting, in July, highlighted “the priority of 
ensuring international consultation, international law, and independent and 
verifiable scientific assessments.” As Henry Puna said, “Only the disclosure 
of information based on science will satisfy and appease the members.”

The links between climate change, nuclear contaminants and human 
rights for indigenous peoples are highlighted by the energetic diplomacy 
of the Republic of Marshall Islands. Marshallese diplomats are active on 
many fronts: championing the successful effort at the UN Human Rights 
Council to create a special rapporteur on climate change and human 
rights; lobbying at the International Maritime Organization for climate 
levies on bunker fuel; and raising the call at COP26 for “1.5 to stay alive” 
through the Climate Vulnerable Forum and Higher Ambition Coalition. The 
Marshall Islands government has created a National Nuclear Commission 
to coordinate effective responses to the legacies of sixty-seven US nuclear 
tests in their lands and waters.

Successive Marshall Islands leaders have highlighted the connection between 
nuclear and climate threats. The poem “Anointed” by Marshallese writer and 
activist Kathy Jetnil-Kijiner captures local concern that rising sea levels will 
leach radioactive isotopes into the marine environment from the Runit Dome 
on Enewetak Atoll – a relic of twentieth-century nuclear testing.

Today, Jetnil-Kijiner is a climate envoy for her nation, contributing to a 
National Adaptation Plan that uniquely links climate and nuclear concerns. 
“It’s going to be one of the few National Adaptation Plans that takes into 
consideration the nuclear legacy,” she says, “and how the nuclear legacy 
can inform how we plan for climate change action.”

Marshall Islands president David Kabua has called on UN agencies to assist 
in dealing with these legacies within the UN Sustainable Development 
Cooperation Framework. Kabua sees UN action as a small recompense 
for the betrayal of Micronesian rights when his nation was under UN 
Trusteeship after the second world war, “where – despite our warnings 
at the time – two Trusteeship Council resolutions remain the only 
instance in history where any UN organ ever specifically authorised 
nuclear detonations.” The legacy of these tests, he said, “remains a very 
contemporary threat, in our waters, our lands and our bodies.”

As Australians debate the costs and consequences of acquiring AUKUS 
nuclear submarines, David Kabua’s words ring out: “We tirelessly 
underscore that no people or nation should ever have to bear a burden 
such as ours, and that no effort should be spared to move towards a world 
free of nuclear weapons and nuclear risk.”

Nic Maclellan is Pacific affairs correspondent for Inside Story 
(insidestory.org.au), where a referenced version of this article was 
originally published. He works as a correspondent for Islands Business 
magazine (Fiji) and other regional media. In 2020, Nic was awarded the 
Sean Dorney Grant for Pacific Journalism by the Walkley Foundation.
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A new climate for human rights

Susan Harris Rimmer, Christian Lane and Wesley Morgan  

Last month the world turned its attention to the 
United Nations climate summit in Glasgow.  While 
COP26 was a key moment for global cooperation 
on climate, the UN human rights system is also 
integrating climate into international human 
rights law, with significant implications for 
Australia. Recognition of the links between 
climate change and human rights is being driven, 
in part, by determined diplomacy from Australia’s 
Pacific Island neighbours.  

Recognising the right  
to a healthy environment 
On 8 October 2021, in Geneva, the UN Human 
Rights Council recognised the human right to 
a healthy environment.1 This was an historic 
breakthrough, which meant that citizens can 
demand their governments consider, in their 
policymaking, the need for clean air, water and 
food for humans to thrive.   

While many countries recognise the right to 
a healthy environment, this was the first time 
the right has been explicitly recognised at the 
global level. Key elements of international human 
rights law – including the Universal Declaration 
on Human Rights;2 the Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights;3 and the Covenant on Economic, 
Social and Cultural Rights –4 do not directly 
mention the right to a healthy environment.

Recognising the right to a healthy environment 
could be especially important as the world faces 
the rising impacts of climate change. The World 
Health Organisation estimates that between 2030 
and 2050,5 climate change is expected to cause 
approximately 250, 000 additional human deaths 
per year, through malnutrition, malaria, diarrhoea 
and heat stress. Mental health issues are also 
expected to increase. 

Also in October, the UN Child Rights Committee 
(CRC) ruled that a State could be found 
responsible for the negative impact of its carbon 
emissions on the rights of children both within 
and outside its territory. 6 

A new special rapporteur  
on climate and human rights 
The Human Rights Council has also appointed a 
new Special Rapporteur on the Promotion and 
Protection of Human Rights in the Context of 
Climate Change.7   

This appointment was the culmination of 
a diplomatic campaign led by Pacific Island 
countries. At the COP25 UN climate summit 
in 2019, then Marshall Islands president Hilda 
Heine, speaking on behalf of 48 countries in the 
Climate Vulnerable Forum, called for the creation 
of a dedicated rapporteur on climate change and 
human rights.8 In 2020, member states of the 
Pacific Islands Forum – including Australia and 
New Zealand – formally backed the call.9  

In 2021, Fiji ambassador Nazhat Shameem Khan 
became president of the UN Human Rights 
Council. Then, in the lead up to the Council 
vote, the Marshall Islands mission, based in 
Geneva, hosted a panel on human rights and 
climate change.10 This helped win support for the 
proposal, and it was adopted with considerable 
support (despite abstentions from India, China 
and Japan, and with Russia voting no).  

The Special Rapporteur has a mandate to study 
the ways that adverse effects of climate change 
impact the realisation of human rights, and 
to make recommendations for promoting and 
respecting human rights in the design and 
implementation of climate policy.  

Implications for Australian  
policy and legislation  
While more than 100 countries have already 
recognised the right to a healthy environment in 
domestic legislation,11 Australia has yet to follow 
suit. Global recognition is a unique opportunity 
for Australian governments to give effect to the 
right to a healthy environment as well. While 
Australia does not have a national charter of rights, 
jurisdictions with existing human rights legislation 
– Victoria, Queensland and the ACT – will need to 
think about expanding the scope of their human 
rights legislation to include this new right. 

“ While more than 
100 countries 
have already 
recognised the 
right to a healthy 
environment 
in domestic 
legislation, 
Australia has yet 
to follow suit.”
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In 2016 the Special Rapporteur on Human 
Rights and the Environment found that states 
have obligations to implement commitments 
made under the Paris Agreement,12 but also “to 
strengthen their obligations in the future, in 
order to ensure that global temperatures do not 
rise to levels that would impair a vast range of 
human rights”.  

In the lead up to the Glasgow climate summit, 
Australia has resisted pressure from other advanced 
economies, and from Pacific Island neighbours,13 
to set a more ambitious Paris Agreement target to 
reduce emissions by 2030, and to commit more 
finance to help developing countries cope with the 
impacts of a warming world.  

Now, with the appointment of a Special 
Rapporteur on Human Rights and Climate 
Change, countries like Australia will be expected 
to take into account the human rights impact of 
their climate and energy policies. Increasingly, 
they will be held to account if they don’t. 

Professor Susan Harris Rimmer is the 
Director of the Policy Innovation Hub and a 
member of the Law Futures Centre. She is the 
research lead of the Climate Justice theme of the 
Griffith Climate Action Beacon and co-convenor 
of the Gender Equality Research Network with 
Professor Sara Davies.

Christian Lane is a graduate from Arts/
Law at Monash University and a 2022 Judge’s 
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Corporate Cane Toads  
exposed by Australia’s  
most disgusting award
 Rhys Dolby

The toxic cane toad was artificially introduced 
into Australia in the 1930s, backed by 
government and powerful companies. This 
damaging species was brought in to protect 
lucrative crops from a beetle and yet it resulted 
in one of Australia’s worst environmental 
disasters with cane toads destroying ecosystems 
and killing countless other species. 

While the cane toad continues to be a major 
environmental pest today, we now face a new 
toxic threat.  Many Australian companies are 
implicated in the destruction of our planet and 
peoples’ livelihoods, at home and overseas, 
just like cane toads; human rights violations, 
rainforest clearing, land grabbing, union-busting, 
water contamination and the list goes on.

Despite numerous reports and lawsuits, these 
corporations get away with it time and time again. 
Corporations have too much power and have 
become an invasive species that must be held 
accountable. How is it that Rio Tinto won the 
award for ‘Best Corporate Social Responsibility 
Report’ in 2019 and then went on to blow up an 
Indigenous scared site? 1 Or, take ANZ, who were 
recognised as a leading bank globally by the Dow 
Jones Sustainability Index, yet were Australia’s 
largest financier to polluting fossil fuels.2

It is time that these Corporate Cane Toads are 
exposed for their actions. A brand-new award by 
Friends of the Earth Australia, Jubilee Australia 
and ActionAid does just this by calling on the 
public to vote for Australia’s most toxic company. 
Over 1,000 votes were cast within the last month 
and the verdict is in. The inaugural Corporate 
Cane Toad Award has been decided.3

Rio Tinto was voted the most toxic company 
for its decade long failure to clean up mines 
in Bougainville and its recent destruction of 
Indigenous cultural sites in Australia despite 
their repeated claims that they support all 
internationally recognised human rights 
and promise to play a positive part for local 
communities. In May 2020, a Rio Tinto mining 
blast destroyed rock shelters at  Juukan Gorge 
-  ancient Aboriginal heritage sites that held 
significance dating back 46,000 years.4 The blast 

was carried out for the expansion of Rio Tinto’s 
iron ore mine in the western Pilbara region in 
Western Australia.

Rio Tinto’s misconduct is not new.  From 1972 
to 1989, Rio Tinto operated one of the world’s 
largest open-cut copper mines on the island 
of Bougainville in Papua New Guinea via its 
subsidiary Bougainville Copper Ltd (BCL). 
Throughout this time, the company discharged 
millions of tonnes of mine waste directly into 
the Jaba and Kawerong Rivers, devastating the 
environment and the life of local communities.5

Mayur Resources received the second most votes 
from the public for the Cane Toad Award for 
pushing to open up a new polluting coal mine 
in the Pacific. This involves plans to construct 
PNG’s first ever coal-fired power station. It is 
unclear whether the company has done sufficient 
outreach to the people living there who could 
suffer substantial health impacts due to the coal 
plant. Recent research also suggests that the 
company has not adequately consulted with 
impacted communities about the plant that is to 
be built 500 meters from their village. As Peter 
Kesu, community leader in Butibam, put it: “The 
community needs to be involved in all processes 
of communication, in consultation and with 
any other activity that’s associated with the 
company. They don’t have our consent”.6
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These two corporations finished ahead of 
some of the largest and most influential 
Australian companies in the world who were 
also nominated for the award by impacted 
communities and civil society organisations. 
These included ANZ – for financing climate-
wrecking fossil fuels; BHP – for its involvement 
in Brazil’s worst environmental disaster; The 
Just Group – for their lack of support to garment 
workers through the COVID-19 crisis; and 
Resgen – for its attempt to build a coal mine in 
South Africa. 

Now that 2021’s most toxic corporations have 
been decided, how can we bring these cane 
toads to account, especially overseas where 
weaker legal systems allow companies to act 
with impunity? An essential step would be 
the introduction of criminal liability and due 
diligence laws at a federal level to both identify 
and prevent violations of human rights and the 
environment wherever they occur. 

This would mean following in the footsteps of 
some European countries such as France, where 
the ‘duty of vigilance’ law was passed in 2017 
which legally obliges French corporations to 
identify and prevent environmental and human 
rights violations.7 This involves an analysis of 
not only the corporation’s own actions, but 
any potential threats throughout their supply 
chain, locally and globally. Pressure is now 

mounting on the Australian government with 
the Australian Human Rights Commission also 
calling for mandatory due diligence legislation.8 
There are also important negotiations taking 
place at the United Nations to establish a binding 
treaty on Multinational enterprises with regards 
to human rights.9 

We know who the real cane toads are, now more 
than ever it’s time we hold them accountable and 
bring them under control.

Rhys Dolby is a campaigner at Friends of the 
Earth Australia

Rio’s mine in Bougainville.  
Photo: Human Rights  

Law Centre

“Now that 2021’s most toxic corporations have 
been decided, how can we bring these cane toads 
to account, especially overseas where weaker legal 

systems allow companies to act with impunity?”
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PNG does not need a coal industry
Phil Evans

As the world takes in the Glasgow Pact from 
the recent COP26 negotiations and the need for 
“accelerating efforts towards the phase-down 
of unabated coal power”, Australian company, 
Mayur Resources, is trying to do quite the 
opposite in Papua New Guinea and introduce a 
new, coal power industry to the island nation.1

PNG has an electrification target
Access to the electricity grid in PNG is at just 13% 
of the population. The 2018 PNG Electrification 
Partnership committed the leaders of Japan, 
the United States, New Zealand and Australia to 
helping PNG realise its goal of connecting 70% of 
the country to electricity by 2030.2

This is an ambitious target, with over 100,000 
households per year needed to be plugged in 
for a decade. There is some low hanging fruit 
in this with some poles and wires projects 
from existing networks, but much of the PNG 
population live in rural and remote settings 
making it harder to connect them. Reaching the 
target is also hampered by the estimated one 
third of PNG electricity being acquired outside 
the mainstream economy - or as the head of PNG 
power puts it, “electricity theft”.

Coal is not the answer
Mayur Resources’ heavily greenwashed plans in 
Lae include an ‘Enviro Energy Park’ using a mix 
of, wait for it, renewables and clean coal (LOL) 
technology - read as 80% coal and 20% biomass. 
According to a report released by Friends of 
the Earth PNG/Centre for Environmental Law 
& Community Rights (CELCOR) and Jubilee 
Australia research Centre, the proposed  200MW 
coal-fired power station would increase PNG’s 
carbon emissions by around 4 per cent.3

It would also represent a potential new frontier 
of ‘extractivism’ in a country already being 
hounded for its natural resources to drive the 
renewable energy revolution.

The Nogat Coal Alliance formed between 
CELCOR and Jubilee Australia have set out to 
stop the development of the coal industry in 
PNG, saying, “Papua New Guinea does not 
need to open for a dying industry to improve 
its energy access. Instead, we believe that 
the answer lies in a just and equitable energy 
pathway for PNG using renewable energy.” 4 

Samantha Kuman, Advocacy Officer at CELCOR 
says that PNG is “developing hydropower, 

biomass, and solar plants, but Mayur’s coal plans will undo much of this 
progress towards a cleaner and greener future.” 

Kuman continued, saying “Mayur’s plan to create Mayur Renewables to 
focus on solar, wind, hydro and geothermal power is an important step, 
but it also needs to reverse its decision to create a coal industry.”

Environmental and civil society organisations are not the only ones opposed 
to the coal plans. Just days after PNG’s Prime Minister, James Marape 
called for greater action on climate change at the United Nations General 
Assembly in October. In a letter signed by CELCOR, Jubilee Australia and the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church (ELC) of the Jabem District he noted  that:

“Papua New Guineans are already facing harsh effects of the climate crisis 
including droughts, floods, and rising sea levels… [and that] as a company 
that will receive tac concessions from Papua New Guinea for the next 
ten years, it would be unfair for Mayur Resources to move forward with a 
project that generates energy in the worst possible way.”

Decentralised solutions  
for decentralised nation
Both the Lowy Institute and the Nogat Coal Alliance agree renewable off 
grid power systems, like small scale solar and storage, will play a role in 
achieving the electrification goal.

The Lowy Institute notes:

“The numbers are compelling: for around US$500/AUD$690, a villager’s 
house could be equipped with enough solar technology and battery storage 
that would provide lights at night, power to charge a mobile phone, and 
even enough storage to run a small motorised device, such as hair clippers.”

Large ‘announceable projects’ funded by either Chinese and Australian 
interests represent the neo-colonisation of the economy and a move away 
from the constitutionally endorsed ‘PNG way’. Whilst some of these - like 
large scale hydro projects backed by China and Australian backed solar 
farms - may play a role in PNG’s 2030 electrification goal, they will not 
alone address the challenges of a nation trying to find its own way of doing 
things: looking forward at the climate changed present and future, and not 
back at the defunct age of coal.
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Protest in Papua New Guinea. Photo: Jubilee Australia
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The Healing Garden

the seasonal changes symbolise in our own 
lives. This year the abundance and green is so 
welcome. The healing of the land is reflective of 
the healing happening within us all. The birds 
remind us to sing and dance. The flowers tell us 
to look up with joy in our hearts. With the Earth, 
each of us heals. 

It’s ok. The fires are not here this year. There 
will always be challenges, but we can take time 
now to heal.

We made it. We have survived and we will face 
whatever else comes our way in the future.  

It’s time to grow. Because that is what life is all 
about. We live through times of trouble; we survive 
and we learn how to do better. That is growth.

It’s starting to rain again. I start to head home 
with a smile on my face. A garden is a magical 
place, full of healing and wisdom. 

Julie Brett is the author of Australian Druidry: 
Connecting with the Sacred Landscape, and  
has a new book being released in 2022, 
Belonging to the Earth: Nature Spirituality  
in a Changing World. 

Julie Brett

It’s been raining a lot this week. The mist today 
is thick and the ground is damp. The grass is 
growing lush and green and as I wander through 
the community gardens I’m reminded of how dry 
it was only two summers ago. The mist reminds 
me of when the smoke was here and a memory 
of it flashes in my mind that sits in contrast to 
this misty day. The light then was orange, the 
smoke more tinted brown than the clean white 
of the mist, the mask I wore still let in the biting 
scent of it and it stung my eyes, the grass was 
thin and brown and the earth bare and dry.

I walk to the birch trees with bright green leaves 
and remember that year when the fires came - 
in November, their leaves turned yellow in the 
smoke and then fell through summer. I didn’t 
know if they would survive – many didn’t – but 
these ones made it. I place my hand on the 
damp bark. Birch. A tree that would have been 
known to my ancestors in Britain. It’s known as 
a ‘pioneer species’ there as it is often the first to 
grow when land is left fallow. It represents new 
beginnings and fresh starts, bravery in the face 
of the unknown. 

“Don’t worry,” it tells me. “It’s ok. We made it.  
It’s time to grow now.”

“Thank you,” I say, and smile at the simplicity 
of tree wisdom. I move on my way through the 
gardens – a space that has brought me so much 
joy in these difficult times. I pass the vegetable 
patches and the medicinal garden, full of plants 
from all over the world, planted by so many 
different loving hands with intentions of hope, 
abundance and sharing with community, and 
touched by memories of ancestors. This place 
is full of love. A little oasis of food and personal 
connections to plants. Each tree or bush or plant 
chosen with meaning and purpose. 

I walk across the creek, once choked with 
blackberry and privet weeds, but that now hosts 
many new healthy native plants. The swamp area 
beyond the creek is being rehabilitated and the 
native grasses are growing back. I wonder how 
long it will be before the pools in amongst the 
grass become homes for turtles and habitats for 
waterbirds. It’s a beautiful place to be, full of 
stories, healing and hope from so many different 
perspectives within our community. 

In another corner of the garden we arranged 
a small circle of stones. It’s marked out by the 
directions with stones representing the turning 
seasons of the wheel of the year. Every six 
weeks or so we meet here to reflect on what 

Photo: Julie Brett
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Friendship as anti-capitalism 
Aia Newport 

Friendship isn’t some ground-breaking new 
solution to our 21st-century problems but if 
this column is to talk about the foundations of 
our lives, friendship is surely one of them. In a 
world so measured, economised and aimed at 
extracting profit, friendships allow us to practice 
relating outside of a capitalist mindset. 

On a fundamental level, connecting with others 
comes from a need for safety, security and 
support  – the classic ‘you scratch my back, I 
scratch yours’. Yet if this is all we are seeking 
from fellow humans, we would be satisfied 
calling our therapist, hiring someone on airtasker 
to help or ordering uber eats for a hearty soup 
when we’re feeling sick. 

While friends absolutely provide us with support 
and a sense of safety, friendship is so much more 
than that. Friends bring us joy, companionship, 
solidarity and meaning. They bring us to 
life, make us laugh, feel loved, show us new 
perspectives and challenge us to be better. 

The joy we feel in friendships has radical 
potential for liberation. Adrienne Maree Brown, 
a post-nationalist writer, doula, activist and 
Black feminist, teaches us the power of pleasure 
activism and “the work we do to reclaim our 
whole, happy, and satisfiable selves from the 
impacts, delusions, and limitations of oppression 
and/or supremacy”.1 Like Brown, I believe joy 
is a precondition for liberation, and friendships 
allow us to tap into this. 

Friends also help us feel less lonely. In a world 
where capitalists profit off our fear and isolation 
by selling us products that will supposedly make 
us happier, leaning into our friendships and 
feeling the connections we already have can 
reduce the power of the ruling class. Moreover, 
the sense of solidarity that comes from friendship 
can help us face what can be an overwhelming 
picture of the future and give us reassurance that 
whatever is coming, we will face it together.

The giving that exists between friends is 
also anti-capitalist in the ways it challenges 
economised interactions. With friends we are 
drawn to giving to each other out of trust, care 
and co-operation, rather than the monetised 
exchanges we see in many other areas of life. We 
care for our friends’ well-being and so we give 
without expectation of trade or remuneration. In 
a capitalist society it has become normalised to 
approach social interactions with the question, 
“What can I get from this interaction?” Perhaps 
with friends we ask, “What can I give?”

For example, if a friend of mine has had a rough 
day and I ride over to their place to make them a 
hearty soup I would have no expectation that they 
pay me for my time and energy, nor would I expect 

them to trade anything or come and make me the 
same soup next time I’m sad (though I might hope 
they will). The soup was made out of love and the 
delivery of it was a gift not a transaction. 

The way we give to our friends is inherently 
anti-capitalist and shifts the motivation for 
sharing our time, energy and resources from 
one of personal gain and profit to co-existence, 
joy, empathy and care. Letting the generosity we 
see in friendships flow into other areas of our 
lives also has potential to shift us towards less 
transactional ways of being together. Mutual 
aid networks are a great example of what can 
happen when we care for our wider community 
in the way we care for our friends.

I’ve recently moved to a new town and found 
myself living in a long-standing share-house. 
Some of my housemates have close connections 
with people living across the road, and even 
as I was write one of them walks through the 
backdoor to grab a cake-tin. 

One of my housemates is in his sixties and the 
two of us quickly bonded. One day he took 
a friend and I for a bike tour of the town and 
showed us his favourite buildings and rock 
walls for climbing while he told us some history 
of the town. I don’t have many friends who 
are old enough to be my grandparent, but I’ve 
found having older friends is so important for 
creating space where stories, knowledge and life 
experiences can be passed on. 

Reflections on rooting change-making into our 
daily lives, as a means of living the future now. 

Photo: Aia Newport
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The sharing goes both ways – he teaches me 
history while I teach him about genderqueerness, 
and we both come to understand each other 
more, bridging the generational gap. It makes me 
think, if this gap were bridged more often there 
might be less misunderstanding and resentment 
between generations, and lead us to new ways  
of co-operating. 

In addition, friends see us as more than our 
capacity for work and appreciate us instead for 
the joy and solidarity we bring to their lives. They 
remind us we are valuable for who we are, not for 
our productive labour. Through our friends we 
come to know ourselves as loveable and worthy of 
a life free of oppression, rather than a mere cog in 
the capitalist machine. We heal ourselves and each 
other in loving and being loved.

The love we have for our friends encourages 
us to work through disagreements or tensions 
with each other. In a capitalist society, people 
are valued for their discipline and capacity 
to put their head down and get on with it. In 
friendships, we make time and space for the 
tricky conversations. When conflict arises, the 
connection we’ve built with a friend allows us 
to trust that we are both coming from a place 
of care and are invested in reaching a place of 
understanding. This kind of commitment found 
in some friendships, helps teach us we can have 
disagreements, express our needs and be loved. 

Friendships are also (usually) chosen and 
exist outside of the hetero-patriarchal family 
structures that support a capitalist economy. 
Strong friendships provide support networks 
that reach outside of the codes of marriage and 
family, offering alternative ways of surviving and 
thriving together. The nuclear family and gender 
roles have long been tools of the ruling class that 
uphold the capitalist system and so friendships, 
along with queer relationships, relationship 
anarchy and gender justice, can be said to disrupt 
structures of oppression. 

To share some more of my recent experiences, I’d 
like to tell you about the wholesome Sunday night 
dinners I initiated with some friends. I’ve found a 
lot of joy in planning the food to meet everyone’s 
dietary requirements, harvesting and shopping 
for the food, cooking it up for hours, setting some 
kind of themed table and eating with friends. The 
whole process feels intentional, and giving to the 
people I love brings me a lot of joy.

As well as the food itself, the dinner also acts as 
an informal round table discussion. It’s a space 
of networking, debriefing and brainstorming. In 
no way is the dinner intended to be a political 

meeting and there’s no agenda – but in simply 
coming together and connecting, we inevitably 
talk about social and environmental issues and 
imagine new worlds. This co-imagining allows 
us to build shared visions and understand how 
our ideas align and differ from one another.  

The friendship group at these dinners resembles 
an affinity group and organising core, with an 
added layer of trust and care that is sometimes 
lacking in more formal social justice organising. 
For me, building these relationships with friends 
first and becoming incidental organisers as a 
side-effect allows for discussions and actions 
that really hold us. The conversations are fun 
and feel sustainable in a way I find typical 
organising meetings struggle to achieve. I 
wonder what organising would look and feel like 
if we were better able to prioritise friendship 
and joy in our organising spaces. 

Friendship then is powerful on many levels. It 
is a sacred joy that shows us how wonderful life 
can be. It teaches us generosity and co-operation 
that we can bring to other parts life. It holds us 
tenderly when we fear for the future and helps 
us feel less alone. It allows us to imagine and 
create new realities in ways that feel healing 
and it is evidence that the connected and caring 
world we are dreaming of exists already in our 
every day interactions.

Aia (they/them) was born on Wurrundjeri 
country and is of Scottish, Welsh and English 
descent. Get in contact at  
sunshine.punch@protonmail.com.

“ Is that not what 
friendship is?  
The willingness to 
witness each other 
for a little while. 
The ability to look 
and truly see.” 

- gendersauce

Photo: Aia Newport
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Landscape. 
Soundscape. 
Immersion.
Lila Meleisea 

It’s taken me a while to figure out how to weave 
my two island cultures together with some kind of 
harmony and continuity (46 years to be exact), but, 
with the myriad of climate and social justice issues 
that have grown over the years and the current 
trajectory of our future earth, my path and purpose 
as Tasmanian Samoan (artist, mother, friend, 
educator) has become quite clear. Deforestation in 
Tasmania; Australia as one of the highest fossil fuel 
producers; rising sea levels creating an existential 
crisis in the Pacific! Tasmania and Samoa are both 
home for me. And both environments are suffering. 

Art for social change. Art for transformation. 
Art for education. Art for healing. The time for 
this is now. Through my work I’m interested 
in sharing the knowledge, stories and songs of 
my Samoan and Pacific family and ancestors, 
creating another platform for the voices and 
presence of First Nations people to be heard and 
seen, and walking alongside my Palawa brothers, 
sisters, uncles and aunties here in Tasmania 
as I do so. I’m interested in creating work and 
dialogue that moves colonised thinkers and 
doers towards a curiosity and connection to their 
own indigeneity, and to encourage a rebalance of 
relationship within themselves, towards others 
and with the earth, ocean and cosmos because I 
believe that this is perhaps the deep healing that 
humanity needs, to literally save itself.  

Many answers lie in the unbroken traditions and 
wisdom teachings of First Nations people who have 
maintained harmony and balance upon the earth 
and oceans for millennia where interconnection 
and reciprocity between all things is the order of 
life.  The concept of ‘we are one’ is far from new-
age-woo-woo talk. It’s the truth. Today, we too have 
a role to play and must take personal responsibility 
for maintaining balance. 

We should also look towards many of the youth of 
today who are leading by example and speaking 
out.  They are passionate, educated, driven, 
angry, insightful and are motivated to act, and 
offer many answers. I look towards these young 
emerging leaders for hope, inspiration, fresh and 
real perspectives. Both youth and First Nations 
representatives must have a seat at every decision 
making table where their voices, concerns, and 
ideas are equally part of the dialogue and can play 
an key role in solutions moving forward. 

As an interdisciplinary artist the environment 
has played a big part. My practice has 
involved spending time in nature, being in 
wild landscapes, listening deeply, doing field 
recordings of both flora and fauna, making 
‘sound sketches’, composing and improvising 
soundscapes weaving together field recordings 
and real instruments (like bells, gongs, African 
harp, drums, Greenwood leather horns).  

I also create what I call resonance maps.  I love 
the process and creation of resonance maps as it 
is my way of learning about and immersing myself 
into a landscape. It also feels like a meditation, 
from the field work to the studio work. Deep 
focus. Nothing but now. The symbols I use are 
both existing and invented, and connect to 
what I learn, know and feel of the landscape. I 
always include Samoan and elemental symbols.  
Composed into the mandala form, these symbols 
come together expressing community and unity.  
It tells the story of the place in focus, it reflects 
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the relationship between place and artist. Used 
for meditation, it is another opportunity to help 
us see the interconnectedness of all things.  
Furthermore, I have also used resonance maps 
as graphic scores to be played by musicians – 
interpreted, led, improvised, composed, solo, 
or ensemble – the options are endless and 
fascinating.  And so it is, that the energy of the 
place I have immersed myself in, through the 
frequencies of light, sound and also intention, 
continues to resonate and live on.

I like to create an immersive experience for 
viewers using sound and light. As a musician the 
tapestry usually includes a live sound element 
too. I’m also interested in creating a physical and 
psychological space where people to feel safe, held 
and nurtured.  A timeless space. A contemplative 
space, to move towards inner stillness and peace.  
My aim is for audiences to leave transformed in 
some way, and just as importantly, inspired into 
action by the experience and information they 

have just received (implicitly or explicitly) – so 
they can practically move themselves towards, 
and into, greater physical, relational and spiritual 
balance in the world.  

So stepping up and stepping out as a creative 
who proudly calls herself Tasmanian Samoan 
feels good right now. I do believe that in this 
current time of environmental and existential 
human crisis there is much work and effort 
for us all to come to terms with and DO as a 
collective and individuals, and art in this space 
is certainly the tool I will continue to use as a 
vehicle to activate real and positive change. 

Lila Meleisea is based in Beaumaris on the 
north east coast of Tasmania- lutruwita. 

Her work is informed by: Meditation; First 
Nations ritual and ceremony; Samoan and 
Polynesian symbology; the use and philosophy 
of mandalas; climate justice; and the use 
sound and light for healing.

Resonance Map: 
Winifred Curtis 
Reserve is Meleisea’s 
resonance mapping of 
a small reserve near the 
north east coastal town of 
Scamander, named after 
esteemed Tasmanian based 
botanist Winifred Curtis. 75 
circles are used to represent 
the area in hectares of 
the reserve, and the 300 
flower and 80 bird symbols 
represent the estimated 
species of flora and fauna 
found within this landscape. 
One can also find particular 
animals, alchemical, and 
Polynesian symbols that 
help the artist deepen her 
personal and spiritual 
relationship and connection 
with the landscape. 
Observing the circular form 
as a whole can be used 
as a meditation on the 
relationship between atom 
and cosmos, or, ‘as above, 
so below’.  
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Creative facilitation  
for regenerative futures
Reflection on a workshop - Developing a language and a vision for the future 

Dr Sue Stack

We are in the final stages of a zoom workshop 
- Developing a language and a vision for the 
future that I am facilitating. The participants are 
reading a shared google document, made up of 
mini narratives of the future that we have just 
each created in 15 minutes. I am astonished at 
the stories that have emerged. My breath slows, 
my heart opens, and I feel tears in my eyes. 
Somehow, together, we have captured essences 
of moments, quality of being, and philosophies of 
life that are deeply healing and working with the 
earth. They offer a glimpse into a future that my 
heart is yearning for. 

We share comments on the stories - what stands 
out for us, what patterns we notice and what we 
experienced in the process. We are surprised at 
the cohesiveness between the stories as if each 
person is giving a glimpse of a larger whole. 
Several people say they did not expect to be 
able to project themselves into a future and see 
it enough to write about. They are astonished 
about where the writing came from. One says, 
she felt the earth’s energy coming up body into 
her hands and she was writing as the earth.

As I reflect weeks later on the workshop, I 
wonder how much the framing of the activity 
opens doorways to the possible. So often in our 
workplaces and our decision-making we rely on 
the cognitive; on dialogue/debate, on agendas 
and outcomes, on our individual thoughts. How 
often do we allow another part of us to come to 
the table - the dreaming self, unconscious flow, or 
the somatic self? Writing narrative, particularly 
inviting stream of consciousness, can help one 
tap into not just one’s own wisdom but collective 
social-eco-spiritual wisdom.

I offered two prompts in the writing exercise. 
One was to choose a word from a list of about 30 
words that I curated as contenders for a language 
of an aspirational future. There was an invitation 
to write a story that could illustrate that word, 
perhaps set in the future. Some of these words 
come from old languages, nearly forgotten. 
Some are made up, each with a definition. A 
prompt like this offers a seed and a doorway. In 
hindsight, I wonder what seeds we are offering 

Creating a language of the future – 
workshop prompts
•  Imagine what words might be in use if  

the world was a different place. What 
words might express what our hearts  
are yearning for?

• Choose a word from the list. 

•  Imagine connecting deep into the earth  
and allowing the earth’s energy to come 
through you. 

•  Allow for stream of consciousness as you 
write a narrative – a story, a moment, 
a poem – where this word could be a 
character, a plot, a message, or a theme.

• Read other people’s stories. Reflect.

• Invent new words for the future

Exploring creative and embodied 
facilitation practices for activist spaces.

Image: Sue Stack



Chain Reaction #141    December 2021    41www.foe.org.au

Words of the future

tikkun olam 
hebrew
collective soul work 
for the healing and 
restoration of the world

holon
greek
- opposing forces 
working together for 
mutual benefit

- simultaneously an 
autonomous whole and 
an independent part

frithgild
old english
a union of neighbours 
pledged to each  
other for the keeping 
of the peace

Sushay-na
(yiddish - shayna 
means beautiful)
when the times are 
distressing and fearful 
there are still moments 
of beauty that can  
help anchor us to a 
world of wonder.

and nurturing, particularly ones that invite 
surprise in our normal ways of thinking, helping 
us to see sideways beyond the world views we 
are swimming in.

The second prompt was a guided visualisation, 
that I made up in the moment, opening myself to 
the world, not knowing what might emerge. We 
grounded ourselves in the earth, our feet sinking 
into the soil and rock until we were mingling 
our toes with each other in the centre of the 
earth. Then we breathed the earth energy up 
into ourselves and imagined it coming through 
our hands into our writing, inviting the earth to 
write us, or write through us. So perhaps it is no 
surprise that for one person this experience of 
writing as earth was so palpable, nor that many 
of the stories featured a deep relationship with 
the earth.

So here is my next thought. Where in our 
facilitations do we give space for the voice of the 

earth? How do we invite it in and what modes 
help us access it? How important is it to do this? 
Bill Reed, Shifting our Mental Models, provides 
a framework for a spectrum of environmental 
actions. He suggests we need to change from a 
language of ‘sustainability’ and ‘restoration’  
(each with connotations of humans fixing 
the non-human world) to the notion of 
‘regeneration.’ In regenerative cultures humans 
are working with or as the more-than-human 
world that has its own sentience. What does 
that mean for us facilitators in the processes 
we use to design workshops, as well as in the 
activities and framing we choose? What does it 
mean to bring a regenerative worldview to the 
art of facilitation?

I wonder, was the earth all along my  
co-facilitator? 

Dr Sue Stack

Educator, transformative learning.
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The FoE attic received a 
clean out this year. In it we 
discovered this children’s 
activist comic from the 1990s… 
adults read at your peril
Do you have memories or 
mementos of FoE “back in 
the days”? Get in touch 
(chainreaction@foe.org.au) –  
we’d love to hear/see them!



Chain Reaction #141    December 2021    43www.foe.org.au

Friends of the Earth Australia contacts

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

National  
Liaison Officers:

Zianna Fuad (Melb)  
zianna.fuad@foe.org.au,  
Phil Evans (Melb)  
phil.evans@foe.org.au,  
Anisa Rogers (Melb)  
anisa.rogers@foe.org.au,  
Anna Langford 
Cam Walker 
cam.walker@foe.org.au 
Phil Jackson

Membership issues
Melbourne: Jemila Rushton  
jemila.rushton@gmail.com,  
ph 9419 8700, 0426 962 506
Other states − see Local Group 
contacts or contact nlo@foe.org.au

Anti-Nuclear: 
Jim Green (SA), 0417 318 368  
jim.green@foe.org.au,  
Robin Taubenfeld (PACE),  
0411 118 737  
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au.

Climate Justice: 
Leigh Ewbank, 0406 316 176  
leigh.ewbank@foe.org.au,  
Cam Walker, 0419 338 047 
cam.walker@foe.org.au 
Anna Langford, 0478 031 771 
anna.langford@foe.org.au; 

Climate and Health: 
Harry Jennens, 0417 418 225 
admin@healthyfutures.net.au 
Sasha King (FoEM),  
sasha.king@foe.org.au 

Coal and Energy Justice: 
charlie@tippingpoint.org.au,  
moira@tippingpoint.org.au 
wendy.farmer@foe.org.au

Community Energy:
Wendy Farmer  
wendy.farmer@foe.org.au

Finance, Divestment and Banks: 
Julien Vincent  
contact@marketforces.org.au,  
ph (03) 9016 4449

Food and Emerging Tech: 
Louise Sales, 0435 589 579 
louise.sales@foe.org.au,  
www.emergingtech.foe.org.au, 

Local Groups

FoE Adelaide
c/- CCSA, 111 Franklin St. 
Adelaide SA 5000.  
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

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

National campaigns, projects and spokespeople

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)  
franklin.bruinstroop@foe.org.au  
0466 319 323,  
Pat Simons (Melb), 0415 789 961  
patrick.simons@foe.org.au,  
Sam Cossar-Gilbert (Melb)  
sam.cossargilbert@foe.org.au

Financial 
contributions

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

Food Irradiation Watch: 
www.foodirradiationwatch.org, 
Robin Taubenfeld 0411 118 737, 
robin.taubenfeld@foe.org.au

Forests: 
cam.walker@foe.org.au,  
anthony.amis@foe.org.au,  
Chris Schuringa (GECO) 
c.schuringa21@gmail.com  
Kim Croxford, 0417547433
kim.croxford@gmail.com

Latin America  
Indigenous solidarity: 
Marisol Salinas, 0422 455 331 
marisol.salinas@foe.org.au 
Climate Frontlines (Pacific & Torres 
Strait Islands Climate Justice): 
Wendy Flannery (Bris)  
wendy.flannery@foe.org.au, 
0439 771 692

Pesticides & Drinking Water: 
Anthony Amis (Melb)  
anthony.amis@foe.org.au

Renewable Energy: 
Pat Simons, 0415 789 961 
patrick.simons@foe.org.au  
wendy.farmer@foe.org.au
Sustainable Cities  
& Public Transport:
laura.sykes@foe.org.au 
Claudia Gallois, 0448 752 656  
claudia.gallois@foe.org.au,  
www.facebook.com/WeSustainCities,  
@WeSustainCities

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

Membership and fundraising 
coordinator: 
Jemila Rushton,  
jemila.rushton@gmail.com,  
ph 9419 8700, 0426 962 506

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

ACE Nuclear Free Collective: 
ace@foe.org.au

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

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

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

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

River Country Campaign: 
www.melbournefoe.org.au/
river_country

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

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

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

Affiliate members
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

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

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

Goongerah Environment  
Centre (GECO)
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

Sustainable Energy Now 
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

Wildlife of the Central  
Highlands (WOTCH): 
wotch.inc@gmail.com,  
fordyce.amber@gmail.com  
www.wotch.org.au,  
www.facebook.com/VICWOTCH

School Strike 4 Climate (SS4C) 
admin@schoolstrike4climate.com

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

Trade and Economic Justice:
sam.cossargilbert@foe.org.au 
jemila.rushton@gmail.com 
Jarred Abrahams, 0468862503, 
jarred.abrahams@foe.org.au,  
cam.walker@foe.org.au

Unconventional gas: 
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 
Margaret Pestorius (FNQ)  
mpestorius@foe.org.au

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

Gender Justice  
and Dismantling Patriarchy 
sam.castro@foe.org.au  
0439 569 289 
Zianna Fuad, 0401613301 
zianna.fuad@foe.org.au 
phil.evans@foe.org.au 
Kim Croxford, 0417547433 
kim.croxford@gmail.com 
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