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For activists with a disciplined non­
violent commitment, such blockades 
are more effective if the police, media 
and other relevant people (such as the 
bus driver in this case) are fully in­
formed of the intended actions, as well 
as the activist commitment to remain in 
place in a disciplined nonviolent man­
ner. Basic 'rules' for organising this type 
of blockade (which should be role­
played to embellish it according to 
circumstances) should be explained. 

For instance, the blockaders could 
sit facing away from the bus thus maxi­
mising the moral pressure on the driver; 
the blockaders could be linked together 
using such things as ribbons and balls of 
wool; there should be prior agreement 
as to how activists will respond to police 
directives to move ( e.g. ignore them, 
hold each other tightly, sing to maintain 
group feeling and discipline, talk quiet­
ly to the police to explain commitment 
and persuade them to discontinue per­
forming their role) and the blockaders 
could decide if some of their number 
should join the initial blockade after­
wards by enclosing the bus from all 
directions. 

While there is room for limited ele-
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ments of creativity during actions, 
politically effective actions are the 
direct result of planning, preparation, 
training, role-playing and discipline. 
Such actions are also more likely to get 
precisely the media coverage desired by 
activists. 

The media 
It is apparent from the media coverage 
of the actions that the lack of well 
planned and disciplined actions 
together with a coherent media strategy 
also deprived the actions of much pos­
sible educative publicity. For 
nonviolent activists who expect to 
generate precise media images and 
messages, this was disappointing but 
predictable. 

Media coverage of the actions at 
Nurrungar was extensive; virtually 
without exception however it was poor­
ly focussed and of limited political 
value. Indeed two of our three major 
daily themes were not mentioned at all 
and our main reason for being at Nur­
rungar was mentioned only rarely. The 
policy of not letting the media into our 
camp was politically short-sighted and 
the undisciplined actions gave the 

media plenty of red herrings upon 
which to focus. 

In well planned and highly dis­
ciplined nonviolent actions designed 
with the media in mind, it is usual to 
have the media portray the images and 
convey the messages that activists cre­
ate with their primary issue in focus. 
Such an action will therefore lead the 
media to report precisely what the ac­
tivists want; this is astute politics. 

Conclusion 
It is evident to me that the most valuable 
aspect of the Nurrungar actions was the 
learning it allowed the activists in­
volved. We learned a lot from each 
other. 

It is also apparent that there is a 
gradually expanding interest in learning 
more about the principles and dynamics 
of nonviolent struggle as it is classically 
understood. 

In my opinion, activist groups 
without a theoretical framework and an 
appropriate organisational model can 
expect to attract fewer critical ad­
herents in future. 

This, I believe, reflects the increas­
ing level of dissatisfaction with 
branches of alternative politics devoid 
of a conceptual framework and a 
genuine commitment to tackling the 
hard organisational questions - such 
as those related to patriarchy and 
hierarchy. 

Activist politics may feel good but 
more people want it to be politically 
effective in a more personal way. Hence 
the search for politically relevant theory 
and the attraction to networks of 
smaller groups. 
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Hugh Stretton interview 

Fora 
number of yejlrs, 
Hugh Strettori!< an 

academic at the University 
of Adelaide, has been 
concerned with issues 
relating to the environment 
and its relation to the 
distribution of material 
wealth, and in 1976 he 
published Capitalism, 
Socialism and the 
Environment. On the eve of 
Stretton's retirement, James 
Prest interviewed him on 
some of the issues raised in 
his book. 

Hugh, in your book, Capitalism, 
Socialism and the Environment, you dis­
cussed the need for environmentalists to 
be aware of the equity implications of any 
measures taken to protect the environ­
ment. That was 13 years ago. Do you 
think that people have paid any attention 
to what you said then? 
I don't know whether they paid any at­
tention to it but there's much more 
potential electoral support for environ­
mental restraint now than there was 
then. And where its most sophisticated, 
in Europe, its full of equitable concern, 
I think. It's always complicated, there 
are at least three levels of equitable cal­
culation. 

One is - if you must restrain con­
sumption, whose consumption are you 
going to restrain? Do you ration access 
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to National Parks, like Victoria does at 
Wilson's Promontory, or do you restrict 
access by charging high prices? 

Second, there are international con­
siderations of the same kind, and they 
pose much more acute problems: where 
people are actually on subsistence and 
sometimes below it, can you really re­
quire that they defer their needs to later 
generations needs? I have a very able 
economist friend who says that the 
poorest countries should be making a 
living any way they can for their poor, 
which would include importing pol­
lutant industries, because it is better to 
live in a polluted world than die in a 
clean one. Those acute problems crop 
up. It seem disgusting to export jobs 
from a country like this to a low wage 
country where capitalism can be more 
exploitative, environmental constraints 
are less, or corruptly mis-applied. On 
the other hand, if it redistributes a bit of 
employment this rich country to that 
poor one, who are we to complain? The 
issues are complex. 

Thirdly, there are the fundamental 
generational issues somebody wittily 
summed up long ago - "What do I owe 
posterity? What has posterity done for 
me? On the one hand, the unborn are 
unrepresented and therefore expect 
least consideration from materialist 
consumers now. On the other hand, 
they're the one category of distant, un­
known supplicants for whom people do 
seem to have a bit of built in concern. 
You say that this economist friend says its 
better for the poor to live in a polluted 
world than die, but how can you always 
be sure that the benefits of that polluting 
industry are going to be distributed to the 
poor? 
Of course you can't. All I mean is that 
you must expect to run your environ­
mental revolution considerately to the 
very poor It's going to be awfully easy 
not to, they're the easiest ones to rob. 
Consider that most infamous remark of 
Paul Ehrlich's about treating 
Bangladesh as a basket case not worth 
care, and the United States of all places 
as the lifeboat that needed preserving. 
In the light of your comments, then, how 
do you feel about the implications for the 
poor of calls for a ban on the importation 
of rain! orest timbers into Australia? 
There's no harm in such a ban, chiefly 
because it helps to raise consciousness. 
But the effective control of global 
deterioration won't be achieved by a 
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whole list of separate enthusiast bans. It 
can only be achieved in the end by 
agreement between national govern­
ments, or by international constraints, 
like the whaling constraints. 

It is very important to insist, first, 
that environmental degradation doesn't 
automatically follow economic growth. 
But I think that one ought to concede 
that in the long run, the level of material 
intake that goes on in the rich countries 
now is of course an enemy of environ­
mental prudence. 

You get to a point beyond which 
people still go on contending for 
material improvement,. but there's no 
reason to suppose that, collectively 
speaking, more growth is going to im­
prove human happiness. I don't for a 
moment believe that happiness in the 
United States at present levels of intake 
is greater than happiness in the US in 
1948. 

There is a threshold above which 
you're only going on with growth for 
habitual, competitive, stupid purposes. 
You could do more for human welfare 
by redistributive measures and by en­
vironmental improvement measures. 
Do you see any similarity between the 
media's current interest in the environ­
ment and the interest in proposals for 
ZPG (Zero Population Growth) in the 
late 70's? 
I don't think it's just a fashion that will 
pass. I think it's wrong to regard the 
early 70s environmental enthusiasm as 
a fashion that passed. It changes its 
form and some ofits enthusiasm, butthe 
level of mass consciousness is much 
higher now than it was before. We've 
achieved a great deal. 

But at the same time there has been 
an unfortunate counter-revolution in 
our prevailing mode of economic think­
ing. The whole affluent revulsion from 
welfare and from the public investment 
contribution to the economy which is 
directed against the welfare effects and 
the egalitarian effects that were built up 
in the 40 years after 1945 is leading to a 
way of looking at economic problems 
which is every bit as devastating to en­
vironmental prudence as it is to the 
welfare concerns of that generation. 
Privatisation and deregulation would 
surely hold in store a host of negative 
environmental effects? 
It's self destructive in that it hopes to 
accelerate the rate of growth. I think 
economists are mistaken, for example, 

about relations between public invest­
ment and growth .... And the 
accounting approach to environmental 
problems, which includes systematic 
discounting for future time, is com­
pletely inimicable to any long term 
environmental prudence. They can't 
even have long term plans for making 
money now! 

But, the one cause for hope, both 
from an Old Left view, and from a new 
environmentalist point of view, is that 
the enemy is so technically flawed, so 
technically mistaken his intentions will 
not be fulfilled by his performance. To 
some extent people are already getting 
disillusioned with them. 
How do you think people are ever going 
to accept the expanded program of public 
investment that is needed to protect the 
environment, to conduct recycling, to 
plant trees, if the private sector is only 
willing to invest in speculation? 
One thing you can ask is how it hap­
pened last time ... in 1957 with 
Galbraith's The Affluent Society ... with 
that splendid phrase "private affluence, 
public squalor", with the images of the 
shiny private Cadillac going down the 
filthy, potholed, public streets. It will 
reverse itself when it hurts people, and 
when we have bold enough politicians 
to take advantage of that to sell rever­
sals of policy. 
Where do you think those politicians are 
going to come from? Especially given the 
state of the universities? 
There shouldn't be any difficulty about 
that. The universities have all got 
schools of environmental studies like 
none of them had 20 years ago. Environ­
mental concerns figure in the teaching 
of the faculties of arts and science much 
more than they ever did, with much 
greater expertise. 
So that's one of the long lasting effects of 
the first environmental revolution? 
Yes. It happens to be contradicted by 
the lurch to the right in the teaching of 
the economics faculties and the simul­
taneous tendency of our 
Commonwealth governments to hire 
the products of the economics faculties 
into the public service. 

The most important publication of 
the social sciences in Australia of the 
last ten years is Michael Pewsey's article 
in the Autumn edition of the Australian 
Quarterly which reveals the extent to 
which that dry doctrine known as 
economic rationalism now possesses 

the upper reaches of the Australian 
public service. It's the most highly edu­
cated, the most co-operative, the most 
like-minded civil leadership we've ever 
had. But it's possessed of a devastating 
set off aiths and beliefs. That's the most 
difficult thing to cope with. 

The Keatings of this World were to 
some extent betrayed by their banker 
friends, but to a rather greater extent I 
think they were converted by the per­
suasive voices of the public service. It's 
such a grievous problem, and people 
like me who say so are not forgiven by 
these people who think this is a most 
impertinent, ignorant, stupid, and un­
helpful thing to be saying. But it's 
something you've got to go on saying. 
How do such economists respond to your 
criticisms? Do they say that because 
you're not trained as an economist you 
can't talk about it? 
Yes. But a great many good economists 
escaped the undergraduate brain wash­
ing. It's no bad. thing to come to 
economics with alternative theories and 
ways of thinking in your head. 
Is a revolution in economic thought what 
we need? 
It's only part of the two general things 
we need: the change of mind and the 
change of heart to progress together 
and to help one another along. We do 
need the soft do-goading efforts of the 
Left and environment movement that 
persuade people to live differently, and 
to value different things, and to content 
themselves with a materially simpler 
world. But that change of heart is no 
good by itself. It has to be married with 
a hard structure of workable complex 
organisation of the world's economy, 
national and international, with institu­
tional means of enforcement. 

The difficulty in the end is going to 
be to arrive at a workable hard struc­
ture, tolerable in its aims and working 
principles because of the change of 
heart all round. Although that sounds 
extremely difficult, if you reflect on 
other things, even capitalism in the 
Western democracies remains most of 
the time well enough controlled to 
respect human life, to abstain from 
slavery, to pay for its Union Carbide 
explosions, and so on. A great deal of 
constraint has already been imposed on 
raw greed if you think back how 
capitalists could behave 150 years ago 
the achievement is remarkable. 
But even the most cursory study of the 

'' But that chan of 
'' heart is no good in itself 

politics of food today tells you that a miningindustry,howmuchbetteroffwe 
capitalist economy which can allow would be! ( Except that we would have 
500,000 to go malnourished every day is equipped our present politicians with 
motivated by raw greed, isn't it? more and more assets to sell off.) 
That'soneofitsmotivations.Butwholly Have you met the Walsh doctrine? 
planned and publicly owned economic When Peter Walsh [Finance Minister] 
systems are no better: they're not per- was asked why the government wanted 
feet at distributing farm output, and to sell some public asset or other, he 
much worse at producing it. said - "Just piling up more stuff for 
You're supposing that a free market will Howard to sell when he gets in? Why 
function effectively to save the Planet? hang on to our assets?" 
That scarcity will cause the prices of On that principle, you must go out 
resources to rise thereby resulting in the of office leaving the cupboard al:fsolute­
conservation of resources? ly bare, with not an asset left in public 
No, I don't think we'll ever achieve any ownership. 
sensible management by that means, I don't know how we can escape 
because the prices do not go up on ac- from such attitudes of mind, except by 
count of expected scarcity. The oil plugging the idiocy of it and the short 
scarcity is measurable, and the prices termism ofit because it is already begin­
have come roaring down. ning to cost Australians en . masse 

I think it's going to take deliberate considerable sums of money. Borrow­
political, allocative action just as we ing to make up your trading deficit is a 
have for international radio waves. quick way to get a bigger trading deficit 
There might even be a re-birth of inter- and start having less and less to spend. 
national organisations. That may sound I don't know why simple old fashioned 
fanciful in view of the opposition to be puritanism hasn't taken over. Whatever 
expected from big spenders like the government is doing such improvident 
United States - but that might change things, the opposition should be offer­
- Americans have been very early and ing the opposite. But our problem is 
very radical in some of their own en- that the government and the opposition 
vironmental changes, They've also are vying with each other to sell the 
helped to reform some of the worst future. 
aspects of their capitalistic behaviour. In your book you said, "I assume that the 

My dream is of a world in which the left need no longer bother to abolish 
forces of villainy are the Australian capitalism". You seemed to hope that it 
ones, and the forces of virtue and clean- would abolish itself? 
up are the American ones, and all we It was a silly remark. But one effect of 
had to do was oppose Western Mining the lurch to the right since then is that 
to Ralph Nader and virtue would win. the further reform of capitalism and the 
Can we focus our attention to the issut: of necessary kinds of environmental 
resource scarcity and the time whe,t'Rex reform look more and more alike. Left­
Connor tried to buy back those resources Green alliances are more promising 
for Australia. If it couldn't work then, than they looked fifteen years ago. Be­
what is the prognosis now, given that our tween environmentalists who want to 
treasurer is bragging about how far he has build their concerns into the standard 
succeeded in internationalising the program of the main reform parties, 
Australian economy? and those like a big factor in the Ger­
Connor looks better and better as time man Greens who want environmental 
goes by. If we had borrowed huge parties to stay pure and free to trade 
amounts of Arab money at 7 per cent with governments of all colours, I'm not 
ftxed interest and bought back public sure who is right. But both strategies are 
Australian ownership of most of our I achieving more than they used to. 
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In the race to win the hearts 
and minds ( or money and 
votes) of the environmental­
ly conscious public, the 
environmental movement 
may be coming in a poor 
third behind industry and 
political parties/govern­
ments. Even more serious­
ly, the "business as usual" 
of these last two is,in some 
instances, being reinforced 
by the environment move­
ment's efforts. Stuart White 
looks at these three sec­
tors, and suggests some 
strategies for the future. 

Edelman, a public relations firm which 
handles the account of ICI (Australia), 
our largest manufacturer of plastics, are 
polling environmentalists and other (?) 
opinion makers about ICI's 
image. "What could ICI de to improve 
its image?", I am asked. "Are environ­
mentalists happy with pollution control 
measures?" 

I experienced the same sense of 
frustration answering these questions as 
I did ion a recent visit to the ICI Botany 
suite where I met senior personnel. The 
problem is this: ICI have the following 
goals: 
(i) to maximise return to shareholders 
and, therefore, 
(ii) to produce as much plastic as can be 
sold 
(iii) to implement such pollution control 
measures and publicity campaigns as 
are deemed necessary to safeguard (i). 
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Certainly it is not my intention to argue 
against pollution control measures as 
they do force the price of plastics up to 
a more "realistic" level. However, the 
bigger problem is (i) and (ii), which is 
where ICI and I part company. The kind 
of shifts we are observing in materials 
use in the post-war period, as outlined 
by Barry Commoner in The Closing 
Circle, represent a shift in an opposing 
direction to sustainability. The petro­
chemical industry is intrinsically haz­
ardous and polluting, as evidenced by 
recent revelations about the incidence 
of large and serious spills and leaks at 
the Botany site. It's not just a case of 
problems of the waste plastic, but also 
the inputs and the process itself, and the 
way in which the industry is organised. 
The growth of the market in plastics is 
itself a worry. The use of plastics in 
Australia has historically grown at 20% 
per year and the proportion of plastics 
in the packaging waste stream has risen 
substantially. As demand levels off 
here, companies like ICI look to South 
East Asia for their markets. 

The industry is quick to respond to a 
backlash against plastics. Photo-degrad­
able, biodegradable and recyclable plas­
tics are offered as rather insubstantial 
'bait' to a public well trained in the jin­
gle of the 'brand swap'. for Earth 
Clever read Image Clever. 

A video produced recently by ICI 
uses all these distracters, all with one 
goal in mind: the expansion of their 
polyethylene capacity with a second 
plant to produce 90,000 tonnes per year. 
It's all quite neat: we work to ensure 
that recycling and problems with plas­
tics are on the public agenda, ICI use it 
as PR to sell an expansion of their 
capacity, and Coles-Myer gain a market 

advantage.- the wheels oiled with the 
Hailes/Elkington/Green Consumer 
Guide ethos of win-win (see box). A 
classic martial arts manoeuvre. 

Governments 
What about governments? The last 
issue of Chain Reaction analysed, with 
due cynicism, the antics of the major 
parties. Perhaps the greenhouse targets 
game best illustrates how governments 
will follow the political leverage rule 
(maximum effect with minimum action) 
every time. 

Before the February 1988 WA state 
election, incumbent ALP Premier, 
Dowding, promised that his govern­
ment would adopt the Toronto 
Conference goal of a 20% reduction in 
greenhouse gas emission by 2005. 
What can he mean? The WA govern­
ment has had one of the highest growth 
rates in use of electricity (9%) and gas 
(17%) in the western world, and their 
development strategy remains 
unchanged. 

Likewise, Premier Greiner in NSW 
recently stated that his government 
would 'aim to achieve' this goal. He 
knows not what he says! Every policy 
of the NSW government, in transport 
and energy, is heading in the opposite 
direction. 

Such statements about goals are 
meaningless without some supporting 
information about implementation. A 
trap which even environmental groups, 
who should know better, risk falling 
into. 

And what of these environmental 
groups? With apologies to Robert Frost 
via Amory Lovins, we appear to be 
milling around at the fork of two paths 
we could call the 'soft path' and the 

'hard path', defined by choice of cam­
paigns, method of campaigning, ways 
of organising and the breadth of our 
objectives. 

The 'hard path', a hot contender, is 
characterised by the 'quick and dirty', 
the high appeal forest fire campaign 
where the profile of the campaigning 
organisation often takes precedence 
over the issues. Long on mass appeal, 
short on analysis and long-term solu­
tion, or a vision of the future. 
Networking, the slow building of a 
broader, deeper critical awareness of 
issues is sacrificed on the altar of the 
pragmatic and instrumental world that 
has created our problems. 

The hard path also takes its toll on 
the green workers. Overwork in an 
increasingly hierarchical and bureau­
cratic industry, and disconnection from 
the community or from where one 
might see the sprouting of the seeds for 
change, are recipes for activist burnout 
or the anaesthesia of cynical pragma­
tism. In the US, a portent of things to 
come is the instance of industrial action 
by the staff of a major environmental 
group. The question must be asked, 
how do we think we can act to change 
structures which promote ecocidal 
behaviour if we uncritically adopt the 
same structures? 

The Soft Path 
So, what might characterize a 'soft 
path' for the environment movement? 
Firstly, we might take advantage of the 
green wave, but choose our issues more 
strategically, informed by their seam­
less interconnectedness. Take the case 
of a campaign about genetic engineer­
ing. Sure, we could just look at the 
environmental aspects of the risks of 
deliberate release of genetically modi­
fied organisms. Alternatively, this could 
be just one comer of a network of over­
lapping interests. Animal rights groups, 
the women's movement, peace groups, 
the deep ecologists, third world 
activists, all have a stake in the issue. 
The single focus approach may win a 
regulatory reform here, a banned 
release there, but the political pendu­
lum swings by sheer weight of num­
bers, and broad political influence and 
an informed public. There are no short 
cuts in the end. Food is another good 
example. Clearly an environmental 
issue, but somewhat neglected by the 
mainstream environmental groups: food 

politics involves third world, animal 
rights, rainforest campaigners, energy 
policy, worker's rights, toxic chemicals, 
sustainable agriculture, and allows for 
some concrete projects, such as the 
highly successful organic food co-ops 
started by Friends of the Earth 
(Collingwood) as part of their Food 
Justice Campaign over a decade ago. 

Secondly, we could work on our 
campaigns in a way that provides peo­
ple with a clear vision of what a sus­
i:ainable future might look like, an 
emphasis on the solution, rather than 
the problem. Perhaps the most famous 
example is the 'soft energy paths' cam­
paigns which grew out of the anti­
nuclear movement. Another is the more 
recent, and laudable, development of 
sustainable forestry strategies by major 
groups in Australia. The success of this 
approach is so clear it is disheartening 
not to see it pursued more often. Even 
better are campaigns which contain 
possibilities for communities or indi­
viduals to build structures for them­
selves; food co-ops, energy or waste 
reduction methods. Solutions can 
empower people, problems by them­
selves just wear them into submission. 

Thirdly, if the way we operate and 
organise ourselves is consistent with 
our vision of the future, then we have a 
real chance of realising that vision. This 
means more equal participation, more 
consensus-based decision-making, 
'practising what we preach' as individ-

uals and as organisations and remem­
bering the community. These things all 
take longer and are less 'efficient' (in 
the sense that an army or Dow 
Chemical is 'efficient'), but if we don't 
think and act on them, then we're not 
part of the solution. And as Fritz 
Schumacher observed, "if you're not 
part of the solution, you're part of the 
problem." 

The environment movement is in a 
unique and critical situation. Our pro­
file and tactical successes have won 
despite the lack of a clearly defined 
vision or strategy. In the US, as the 
excellent book Environment at the 
Crossroads shows, there has been a 
bureaucratic consolidation of the major 
groups (Sierra Club, Wilderness 
Society, Friends Of the Earth and now 
even Greenpeace) and a reactionary rise 
of the "hero" groups Earth Firsff and 
Sea Shepherd. 

The emerging pattern in Australia is 
not entirely clear, but it is likely that 
'corporate competitiveness' or ideologi­
cal difference will create divisions in 
the environment movement. This will 
just reflect the hurly burly of a rapidly 
growing market. What will be more sig­
nificant is the future emergence of a 
significant 'soft path' direction in the 
environment movement. That, in the 
words of Robert Frost, could make all 
the difference. 
Stuart White, keeping a sharp eye on 
business from Lismore 



In response to the new wave 
of environmental conscious­
ness, business is eager to 
prove its green credentials, 
resulting in a rash of promo­
tion a I activity such as 
newspaper advertisements. 
While some environmen­
talists are cynical about the 
motivations of business the 
issues become more intense 
when environmental groups 
accept such advertising. 
Linda Siddall responds to the 
comments made in Chain 
Reaction questioning cor­
porate links. 

In your article "FOE Hong Kong Taken 
Over by Eco-industrialists" (Chain 
Reaction 58) you attack FOE Hong 
Kong· for accepting advertisements in 
our magazine One Earth from "such 
crooked and unscrupulous uglies as 
Shell, Barclays Bank and Ciba-Geigy", 
singling out one of Ciba Geigy's 
products for particular mention. You 
then claim that we praise McDonald's 
"for its environmental awareness", 
whereas (according to you) 
McDonald's is well-known for destroy­
ing rainforest in Central America. 

Thirdly and finally, you warn that 
polluting companies may off er sponsor-
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ship to develop a green image as a 
screen for their dirty activities. 

This latter point was canvassed in 
the issue in question, and is something 
of which FOE (HK) is acutely aware. 
However, as we also said in the same 
editorial, confrontation with industry 
can become a habit, and where com­
panies are genuinely trying to clean up 
their act, should environmentalists not 
now work with them in the race to save 
Planet Earth? Or are we too mean­
minded and insecure to give a pat on the 
back when industry does manage to get 
something right? 

Our policy is one of 'co-operation 
without compromise'. 

Had you waited for the subsequent 
issue of One Earth, published as a 
World· Environment Day Special you 
would have seen even more clearly how 
aggressively independent FOE (HK) 
policies are, and how far we are from 
being taken-over or taken-in by our ad­
vertisers. 

Two examples: we used a full page 
advertisement from HK's main 
electricity company ( and one of its main 
polluters) China Light and Power 
(CLP). On the facing page we 
editorialise against a new power station 
proposed by CLP, launch a signature 
petition to stop it and elsewhere devote 
a full page to attacking the company for 
its lack of any energy conservation 
policy. Largely as a result of FOE's ef­
forts in the magazine and elsewhere, the 

Government Environmental Commit­
tee has now required the company to 
state its energy conservation policy. 

Secondly, McDonald's and the rain­
forests. In the issue you referred to, we 
praised McDonald's only for switching 
to non-CFC containers, not its environ­
mental awareness generally as you 
alleged. We put the allegations you 
make about "the hamburger connec­
tion" and more to McDonald's, stating 
that we proposed to do a story and in­
viting their response. 

We received literally a stack of 
evidence from McDonald's refuting the 
charges, including copies of the letters 
written by Dr. Norman Myers (the 
WWF researcher who initiated the al­
legation that McDonald's was directly 
or indirectly responsible for clearing 
Central American rainforest for ranch­
ing) and Prince Philip unreservedly 
retracting and apologising for both al­
legations after Myers had further 
researched the situation. 

We concluded that part of our ar-
ticle by commenting: 

It remains something of a mystery 
why, when McDonald's went to so 
much trouble to establish the in­
nocence of its 10,000 restaurants 
worldwide in 1983, it has done so 
little to let the public know about it 
since then - particularly as the al­
legation has continued to gain 
currency as the rainforests vanish. 

You assert that "McDonald's is well 

known for its role" in rainforest destruc­
tion. Yes, that is the rumour. Do you 
have any evidence for your apparent 
endorsement of this rumour? 

If so, please send it to us urgently, we 
will be happy to put it to McDonald's 
and print their response. Have you done 
likewise in Australia? 

If you have no such evidence, are 
you serving the environmental cause 
well by basing your position on mere 
gossip? 

Thirdly, you singled out one product 
manufactured by Ciba-Geigy, Clio­
quinol, for special mention. We have 
asked Ciba-Geigy to respond. 
Meanwhile we would simply point out 
that to our knowledge, Ciba-Geigy has 
recently built a virtually closed-cycle 
(i.e. non-pollution producing) paint 
plant in Indonesia, it has been granted 
a licence to operate a plant above Lake 
Geneva by the Swiss authorities, (who 
are close to paranoid about preventing 
further pollution of the lake and require 
stringent standards) and they were 
chiefly responsible for establishing a 
much-needed pest-controllers' associa­
tion in Hong Kong to control a 
horrifically unregulated area in the use 
of poisons. 

On the contrary, the fact that Ciba­
Geigy is emerging as a leader in clean 
technology and responsible marketing, 
and showing a genuine desire to sup­
port environmental work confirms my 
view that FOE should seize oppor­
tunities to work with them. 

Of course where mistakes are made 
and damage done, environmental or­
ganisations must say so fearlessly. But 
let us be equally fearless about giving 
praise that is due. 

If we praise such a company for such 
achievements, we believe our readers in 
Hong Kong are sophisticated enough to 
know that neither this, nor the accep­
tance of an advertisement from the 
company, implies any blanket approval 
from us. 

We are equally clear, as I think our 
advertisers are, that should they seek to 
use their position as advertisers or 
sponsors to influence our inde­
pendence, we would have no hesitation 
in returning their money and publicis­
ing the reason why. 

I fear FOE may get trapped in fos­
silised 1960s thinking if we continue to 
treat all industry as the focus of all evil, 
( continued page 54) 
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by Murray Bookchin 
We tend to think of environmental 
catastrophes - such as the Exxon Val­
dez oil-spill disaster in the Bay of Alaska 
- as accidents: isolated phenomena 
that erupt without warning. But when 
does the word accident become inap­
propriate? When are such occurences 
considered inevitable outcomes of our 
society rather than accidents? 

What environmentalists must em­
phasise is that the global ecological 
crisis is the result of our social and 
economic arrangements, not simply the 
product of random mishaps. If the 
Exxon Valdez disaster is treated merely 
as an 'accident' - as were Chernobyl 
and Three Mile Island - we wil have 
once again diverted public attention 
from a social crisis of historic propor­
tions: we live in an inherently 
anti-ecological society. This situation 
will not be healed by acts of statesman­
ship or the ·passage of piecemeal 
legislation. Ours is a society in need of 
far-reaching structural change. 

Perhaps the most obvious of our 
problems is uncontrollable growth. In 
modern societies, unlimited economic 
growth is assumed to be evidence of 

human progress. Growth is, in fact, al-

'' ... if 'simple living' and 
militant recycling are 
our only responses ... the 
crisis will 

'' certainly intensify 

46 • Chain Reaction 

most synonomous with the market 
economy that prevails today in the 
United States and the world. That fact 
finds its clearest expression in the 
popular business slogan, "Grow and 
die." We live in competitive world in 
which rivalry is a law of economic life. 

It's not enough, however, to blame 
our environmental problems solely on 
growth. A system of deeply entrenched 
structures - of which growth is merely 
a surface manifestation - makes up our 
society. In a vast market economy (be it 
of the corporate kind found in the 
United States or the bureaucratic kind 
found in the Soviet Union), competition 
itself generates a need for growth. 
Growth is each enterprise's best 
defence against the threat of absorption 
by a rival. 

Unless growth is traced to its basic 
source - competition in a market 
society - the demand to control growth 
is meaningless as well as unattainable. 
We can no more arrest growth while 
leaving the market intact than we can 
arrest egoism while leaving rivalry in­
tact. 

Another popular explanation of the 
environmental crisis is the planet's in­
creasing population. This argument 
would be more compelling if it could be 
shown that countries with the greatest 
rates of population increase are the 
largest consumers of energy, raw 
material, or even food. But it's no secret 
that industrialised nations, which sport 
the lowest birth rates, produce a dis­
proportionate share of environmental 
woes. 

'Industrial society', to use a geenteel 
euphemism for capitalism, has also be­
come an easy explanation for the 
environmental ills that afflict our time. 
But a blisssful ignorance clouds the fact 
that several centuries ago, much of 
England's forest land, including Robin 
Hood's legendary haunts, was 
deforested by the crude axes of rural 
proletarians to produce charcoal for 

metal forges and to clear land for sheep. 
This occurred long before the In­
dustrial Revolution. Technology may 
magnify a problem or even accelerate 

· its effects. But rarely does it produce 
the problem itself. 

To discuss the issue of growth 
without a proper social and economic 
context is to distort and privatise our 
environmental problems. It is inac­
curate and unfair to coerce people into 
believing that they are personally 
responsible for present-day ecological 
dangers because they consume too 
much or have too many children. 

This privatisation of the environ­
mental crisis has reduced many 
environmental movements to utter inef­
fectiveness and threatens to diminish 
their credibility with the public. If 
'simple living' and militant recycling are 
our only responses to the environmental 
crisis, the crisis will certainly intensify. 

Ironically, many ordinary people 
and their families cannot afford to live 
'simply'. It is a demanding enterprise 
when one considers the costliness of 
'simple' hand-crafted artifacts and the 
exorbitant price of organic and 
'recycled' goods. 

Public concern for the environment 
cannot be addressed by placing the 
blame on growth without spelling out 
the causes of growth. Nor can an ex­
planation be exhausted by citing 
'consumerism' while ignoring the 
sinister roJe played by competing 
producers in shaping public taste and 
guiding public purchasing power. The 
social roots of our environmental 
problems cannot remain hidden 
without trivialising the crisis itself and 
thwarting its resolution. 

This article was first printed in the US 
magazine The Progressive August 1989 
and was excerpted by Utne Reader. Sub­
scriptions: $US27.50/yr ( 12 issues) 
from The Progressive, Box 54615, 
Boulder, CO 80321-4615 

The Nuclear Activities (Prohibitions) Act 

mining of radioactive 
mineral sands raises 
questions of le.gality under 
Victoria's Nuclear Activities 
(Prohibitions) Act. The 
MAUM newsletter asks how 
long will the anti-nuclear 
stand remain? 
Mineral sands are usually associated 
with the sandy shores of eastern and 
western Australia. Environmentalists 
have struggled over many years against 
the sand miners to save sand dunes and 
beach vegetation from their ravages. 

In 1985 CRA discovered an exten­
sive mineral sands deposit lying 
beneath Wimmera farmlands around 
Horsham. The sands are ancient 
seabeds laid down over a million years 
ago. CRA now holds exploration 
licences over 15 ,000 square kilometres 
of Western Victoria. 

The Wimmera deposits are possibly 
the largest in the world. 

Mining Wimmera mineral sands 
will pose serious groundwater and other 
environmental problems for the farming 
area. Importantly, the monazite concen­
trate, extracted from the sands, contains 
uranium and thorium. 

The presence of these radionuclides 
creates special occupational and envi­
ronmental problems. Their removal 
from any mining site raises questions 
of legality under the Nuclear Activities 
(Prohibitions) Act. Legality is a funda­
mental issue that must be dealt with 
before other matters are considered. 

When the Labor Party came to office in 
1982 it moved with commendable 
speed to pass the Nuclear Activities 
(Prohibitions) Act. Since then the 
Government has given much· publicity 
to its principled stand against those 
nuclear activities, other than nuclear 
medicine, underits jurisdiction. 

When the Minister, David White, 
introduced the Bill into the Legislative 
Council it is clear that he was guarding 
against the situation where uranium or 
thorium are produced 'incidentally' in a 
mining operation. He said: 

"Clause 6 of the Act provides that 
incidental mining or quarrying of 
uranium or thorium is permitted 
under a valid lease ... provided the 
material remains in the tailings and 
is adequately treated according to 
regulations ... " 

David White is now saying that the 
incidental uranium and thorium in mon­
azite from Wimmera mineral sands can 
be legally exported. No official expla­
nation is forthcoming about an obvious 
conflict between how David White 
once described the purpose of the Act 
and his defence now of shipping mate­
rials containing uranium and thorium 
out of Victoria. 

Mining will be done by Wimmera 
Mineral Sands (WIM), a CRA sub­
sidiary. WIM set up a pilot plant in 
1988. Before completing its pilot stud­
ies, WIM applied for a licence to mine 
one million tonnes of mineral sands to 
feed a demonstration plant producing 
mineral concentrates. 

Unquestionably this 'demonstration' 
project is intended by WIM as the start 
of its commercial production. 
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The pilot plant was approved on the 
basis of a Preliminary Environmental 
Report. Public consultation was thereby 
deliberately minimised. This mining 
project like others promising financial 
returns to the State is being given 'fast 
track' treatment by the government. 

- Environmental groups have asked 
for a full EES on the impacts of full­
scale commercial mining before a deci­
sion is made on the demonstration 
plant. 

WIM would eventually produce 
thousands of tonnes of thorium and ura­
nium in its monazite concentrate. 

Premier John Cain wrote to the 
Conservation Council of Victoria 
(CCV) saying the Government will 
observe the spirit and letter of the Act. 
But how he did not say. Requests for a 
definitive statement on the legality of 
the project within the meaning of the 
Act have been ignored. 

WIM argue that because the urani­
um and thorium in the ore are below the 
limits set in the Act, the removal of 
monazite concentrate does not breach 
the Act. 

But Section 6 of the Act is expressly 
concerned with extracted material. The 
clause stipulates that 

"Uranium of an amount greater than 
0.02 per' cent by weight or thorium 
of an amount greater than 0.05 per 
centum by weight is not removed 
from the land covered by mining 
lease". 

WIM argues that "there are no logical 
reasons" to assume the uranium or tho­
rium will find their way into nuclear 
weapons or reactors. WIM also says 
that uranium and thorium "do not con­
fer additional value on the minerals". 

In fact uranium extracted from 
Australian monazite has been sold to 
French and American nuclear compa­
nies. Both companies supply fuel for 
nuclear weapons and nuclear reactors. 
Thorium from Australian monazite has 
fuelled experimental reactors. 

The Federal government is presently 
trying to negotiate safeguards over 
exported monazite for the very reason 
that the uranium does have value for 
weapons. Safeguards over monazite 
will be even more difficult to police 
than yellowcake. In any case, safe­
guards do nothing to prevent the urani­
um being used in nuclear reactors. If 
this happens Victoria will have links 
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with the nuclear power industry, a situa­
tion the Act is supposed to prevent. 

The CCV has been advised by an 
eminent legal counsel that, in his opin­
ion, because uranium and thorium in 
the monazite concentrate exceed speci­
fied limits WIM would be in breach of 
Section 6 of the Act if it removes the 
monazite from the site. Also since ura­
nium, at least, has value for the nuclear 
industry the WIM project would proba­
bly breach Section 5 of the Act. 

Apart from making the Nuclear 
Activities (Prohibitions) Act toothless 
the Government is glossing over the 
serious health and environmental prob­
lems of handling radioactive material. 

The Australian mineral sands indus­
try has a disastrous radiation record. 
Environmental bodies have requested 
the Federal Minister for the 
Environment, Senator Richardson, to 
call a public inquiry into the regulation 
and monitoring of of mineral sands 
mining throughout Australia. 

This article was first printed in the 
MAUM Victoria newsletter. 

'' 
safeguards 
over 
monazite 
will be 
even more 
difficult 
to police 
than 
yellowcake 

'' 

I 
There has been much re­
search done into why men 
are aggressive, but Bill Wil­
liams and Gisela Gardener 
say that it usually attempts to 
justify aggression. They sug­
gest that men have more to 
lose than gain by fitting into 
society's definition of 
'masculine'. 

Conventional wisdom supposes that 
men are 'naturally' aggressive, that male 
violence towards women, to each other 
and earth itself is an inescapable 
biological fact. If the violence of men is 
part of an inborn natural pattern then 
there is little hope for our survival. But 
where does that belief in the innate ag­
gression of man come from, and why is 
it so readily accepted? 

Think of the caveman, whose image 
is largely constructed by archaeologists, 
historians, novelists and film makers. 
We almost universally refer to all 
humans of prehistoric times as 
cavemen, the male being the norm as 
usual. Our instant mental picture is that 
of a male figure, clad in animal skin 
hunting some mythical animal or, club 
over shoulder, dragging 'his' woman off 
to his cave. These images form our ideas 
of what- 'natural' man was like before 
civilisation turned him into the naturally 
violent but sophisticated thinking man 
of today. 

Anthropologists, generally white 

middle class scientific gentlemen, for­
tified the racist concept that 
Westerners have advanced from the 
'primitive' pursuits. Enthusiasm for 
sporting competitions, the parry and 
thrust of the business world and the 
scientist's race to conquer life's 
mysteries are said to be manifestations 
of the aggressive impulse in the civilised 
male. This theory counsels us - either 
overtly or covertly - not to be too 
surprised if now and then man's true 
nature erupts and he bares his teeth to 
th~ world and, for instance, wallops the 
missus. 

Socio-biologists were keen to prove 
that male aggression is natural by study­
ing the behaviour of primates like 
gorillas and chimpanzees. Popular faith 
in the Tarzanists' 'naked ape' theories 
has waned since National Geographic 
published photographs of Diane Fossey 
cuddling some of these non-macho 
apes. Equally erosive to the belief that 
men are naturally aggressive has been 
the growing recognition that the cul­
tures which we have termed primitive 
are often considerably more har­
monious than our own, with intricate 
and sophisticated mechanisms for the 
resolution of conflict and maintenance 
of the environment. 

Thus men of science have turned 
their attention to the Y chromosome 
and the hormone testosterone in their 
search for that essential factor which is 
supposed to make men more aggressive 
than their female counterparts. One 
team of researchers found that rats in­
jected with testosterone-type hormones 

(androgens) behaved "aggressively", 
which led them to assert that men are 
aggressive due to inborn hormonal dif­
ferences. This habit of extrapolating 
from captive rodent to human be­
haviour has been called into question by 
recent research which indicates that 
oestrogens - hormones associated 
with female characteristics - might ac­
tually be causing so-called 'androgen 
effects'. When androgens are given as a 
drug they are converted in the body to 
oestrogens; it turns out that the 
'androgen effects' can be blocked by the 
administration of anti-oestrogen drugs, 
but not by anti-androgen drugs. 

The tempting hypothesis that male 
aggression was under direct genetic 
control was raised when numbers of 
male prisoners were found to possess an 

Spring 1989 • 49 



extra Y chromosome. When the excite­
ment died down it was noted that, 
although some XYY males were in 
prisons or mental institutions, most 
were not. It also became apparent that 
men with an extra X chromosome were 
found in these institutions in roughly the 
same proportion! Adolf Hitler and 
Mahatma Gandhi both possessed Y 
chromosomes (they were both 
vegetarians for that matter). Is anyone 
going to suggest that their markedly dif­
fering levels of aggressive behaviour 
were paralleled by differing levels of 
testosterone - rather than by differing 
social influences and their individual 
genetic codes? 

Biology is not destiny. The complex 
genetic code of each individual does 
influence behaviour - women and men 
alike - but this is a far cry from attribut­
ing aggressiveness to the Y 
chromosome. We live in a society which 
chooses to sanction male violence, and 
any and every available piece of 
propaganda is mobilised to reinforce 
the idea that male violence can not be 
helped: it is natural. What better excuse 
can you think of for men not to change 
their behaviour? 

Neither the conventional wisdom, 
nor the scientific research adequately 
explain man'.s propensity for violent be­
haviour, which is determined more by 
the way men learn to see themselves 
than by their biological make-up. 

In an attempt to better understand 
how males become men, we sought 
responses from men to the question: 
"what does it mean to be a man?" 

Whilst women's literature, especial-

' ' 

ly of the past twenty years, is full of 
celebrations of womanhood, men seem 
to be struggling to understand the ques­
tion. There was a wide variety of 
responses ranging from "being strong" 
or "being rational minded", to the more 
sophisticated "being able to walk down 
the street unmolested" or "taking initia­
tive". Men usually defined masculinity 
by referring to capabilities that all 
humans possess but from which women 
have been excluded by men. None were 
inherently positive definitions of male­
ness. 

Masculinity is intangible. Despite all 
the clenched fists,juttingjaws and bulg­
ing biceps, the masculine image males 
are urged to adopt by parents, 
teachers, peers, media propaganda -
is nothing but a shell to protect him in 
adulthood. But to protect him from 
what? From being seen to be a girl, a 
woman, an old woman? 

The most important aspect of mas­
culinisation process is the rejection of 
any features which might be construed 
as feminine. The virtues boys are taught 
to regard as masculine do need to be 
pummeled into them - but it is the 
virtues that are pummeled out of them 
that cripple them in the long run. The 
qualities that have been represented as 
feminine are inherently positive, life af­
firming qualities, such as care, 
co-operation and empathy. In our 
society they have been artificially tied to 
the child bearing capacity of human 
females. Even more important than 
their adoption as natural characteristics 
by little girls, is their rejection by little 
boys. Those who are to succeed in the 

image of masculinity to which 

is just that: an image, a mask, a 

shell which ... leaves them little capacity for 

self knowledge, empathy, and intimacy with 

'' their fell ow humans 
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man's world must reject many human 
needs and experiences. Intimacy comes 
to be regarded as a feminine need. 
Closeness and dependence are seen as 
weaknesses. Anything which might cast 
doubt on a lad's blossoming virility must 
be distanced. 

As they cast off the emotions and 
warmth of the so called 'feminine 
within', they do come to recognise 
themselves as autonomous individuals. 
But there is no great masculine brother­
hood welcoming them into the warmth 
and shelter of its hearth. By definition 
men are alone: it is part of the masculine 
ethos not to share, not to off er warmth, 
not to care. So the image of masculinity 
to which males aspire is just that: an 
image, a mask, a shell which permits 
them to indulge in the fighting and rival­
ry and dominance of a man's world -
but leaves them with little capacity for 
self knowledge, empathy, and intimacy 
with their fellow humans. 

Masculinisation leaves men emo­
tionally disabled. Much of what passes 
for independence in men is more a case 
of self-alienation. To maintain control 
and achieve dominance it is essential to 
sever the connections between us and 
other humans. Intimacy and dominance 
are incompatible. Intimacy makes you 
vulnerable. The man who wants to 
dominate must first learn to distance 
himself from other living things - and 
in so doing becomes separate from his 
own capacity to love and nurture. 

Peel off the shell and what do we 
find? 

It is men who are plagued with 
anxieties about their sexual prowess, 
their machismo, their capacity to 
measure up. Doing battle might test the 
armour of the man but it does little for 
the barren interior. The long treks up 
icy mountains and across frozen waste­
lands have little effect on the emotional 
chill at the core of the great explorer. 
Separation - and thus alienation -
from children, from women, from other 
men, from environment and ultimately 
from self, is the lynch pin of masculinity. 
It ensures rivalry, ambition and conflict 
and produces the 'aggressive nature' of 
the human male. 

Bill Williams and Gisela Gardener co­
authored the recently released book 
Men: Sex, Power and Survival (Green­
house Publications). 

stark 
by Ben Elton. Sphere, $9.99. 
Reviewed by Tony Smith. 

Somebody connected with the film On 
the Beach commented that Melbourne 
was a great place to film the end of the 
world. Ben Elton, British comedian and 
writer of television scripts for the anar­
chical 'Young Ones', has set the climax 
of his novel of ecological disaster, Stark, 
in Western Australia's "aptly named" 
Great Sandy Desert. 

Stark is black comedy. The plot in­
volves the futile attempts of an unlikely 
band of environmental commandos to 
discover, expose and undermine the 
Stark conspiracy. The world's richest 
(mostly) men abandon the doomed 
planet to recreate in their moon utopia 
the very miseries which their ethics of 
progress caused on earth. Current con­
cerns with the greenhouse effect and 
association of economic malaise with 
the AIDS epidemic through the image 
of the grim reaper make the story topi­
cal and almost plausible. 

Elton's book, a best seller in Britain, 
contains many interesting episodes. It 
is, however, unlikely to become the cult 
story of the decade, unless its loony 
characters are realised on the screen. 
Anyway, the decade, and indeed the 
century, is winding down almost as fast 
as the Greiner government is disman­
tling the public sector in NSW. 

Nor is Stark likely to receive critical 
acclaim, for Elton's staccato style owes 
more to the demands of the television 
audience than to the requirements of 
the serious reader. It does, however, 
have two saving features. Firstly, it will 
appeal to young adults who would 
otherwise read very little and might 
baulk at any work approaching 450 
pages. Secondly, it will provoke con­
troversy and discussion of 
environmental issues. 

Reactions to the book are likely to 
be extreme. Those who sympathise with 
Elton's characters will be able to afford 
a chuckle at his offbeat analogies, while 
feeling grateful that his important mes­
sages might reach a different audience 
than do the scientists and political ac­
tivists. Those who are cavalier about the 
environment and condemn warnings of 
ecological disaster as the ravings of de­
mented "doomies" will reject the work 
as slanderous, crude and inaccurate. 
Some politicians will guffaw at the sug­
gestion that it is corrupt to accept gifts 
in return for slices of the national estate. 

There is a certain piquancy in set­
ting humanity's last stand in the world's 
oldest and most stable landscape. The 
isolation of Australia from the centres 
of finance and toxicity gives the story a 
fantastic quality. This removal from the 
Northern Hemisphere has some posi­
tive aspects. Peace activists have 
suggested that Australia is the ideal set­
ting for Prime Minister Hawke to 
convene a peace summit in order to 
weave a spell of consensus around the 
superpowers. The seismological 
stability might encourage some political 
risk-taking which seems to be necessary 
if ecological disaster is to be avoided. 

Stark's opponents are anachronisms 
and misfits - Aborigines, hippies, war 
veterans, teen-age groupies and British 
immigrants - who belong neither in the 
world of the mega-rich, nor in the raw. 
landscape of the desert. A "huge 
peacefreak, a lovesick dickhead, a born 
again environmentalist and a middle 
aged woman with a degree in sarcasm" 
have the potential to become glorious 
failures. As Elton predicts early in the 
tale: "the appropriation of radical think­
ing by lazy, self-obsessed hippies is a 
public relations disaster that could cost 
the earth." Hopefully, this will en­
courage activism rather than the 
disdain of the peace movement. 

The Stark conspirators are loyal 
only to themselves, accustomed to 
manipulating national governments and 
dominating decision-making. 
this is one reason that the characters are 
not particularly 'Australian' in any 
sense that most readers will recognise. 
Both business tycoons and eco-activists 
have universal perspectives. Citizen­
ship has its uses, but there are limits, 
and these are stretched by the atten­
tions of national Taxation Departments 
for the rich, and by the environmental 
rapaciousness of state development 
policies for the greens. 

Had a local author created Sly 
Moorcock and Zimmerman, we would 
hail them as important to the process of 
demythologising the over-romanticised 
Australian. As Elton is British, we will 
probably conclude that he missed the 
mark completely. His representation of 
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Aboriginal English is hopeless and 
Zimmerman and Walter are not 
Australian characters. Nor will the 
world citizen/internationalist reasoning 
excuse heroine Rachel's faltering be­
haviour when offered a place in the 
Stark rocket. Her decision is decidedly 
practical, and some observers will hap­
pily conclude that pragmatism is the 
most Australian of all characteristics. 
Perhaps that is the reason our tall pop­
pies do not take root in the hot, dry 
landscape. 

Fortunately, Elton avoids the 'Oz­
in-Pomland' stereotype but Australian 
readers may feel uncomfortable that a 
distanced and objective observer 
should fail to off er anything to replace 
it. The story might as easily have been 
set in the Sahara, except that few 
Bedouins would be potential readers . 
Elton could have used the oil-rich 
sheiks instead of Australian media 
tycoons, but Salman Rushdie's recent 
experience with the Ayatollahs probab­
ly ruled that out. 

Elton's irreverent humour is bound 
to appeal to Australians more than to 
residents of the Northern Hemisphere 
where the toxic cargoes, acid rain, 
mountains of waste and the bristling 
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missiles of the two great armed 
ideological blocs are all too real. Indeed 
the absence of any recognisably 
Australian sacred cows may have been 
a commercial decision. Great book con­
sumers, we can laugh at general human 
foibles rather than specifically 
Australian ones. 

There are echoes of the 'Magic 
Pudding' theory of the environment -
the idea that the more we exploit and 
take, the more appears to replace it. 
Mistaken ideas about the great 
Australian emptiness has led two 
British governments - one in 
Westminster and one in Canberra - to 
assume that the continent was a perfect 
site for atomic testing. The emptiness 
was not in the reality of the land, but in 
the unimaginativeness and eth­
nocentricity of the Establishment's 
vision. 

These same ideologies still inform 
the comments of some powerful 
Australians. Mining executives assume 
that a concern for profits endows them 
with a particular right to speak on en­
vironment al issues. Conservative 
politicians still assume that there is a 
conflict between conservation and the 
needs of the people. Both groups have 
moved reluctantly some way towards 
the policies of the "greenies", but by 
their hostile comments show that they 
would prefer to turn the political clock 
back to a more permissive and irrespon­
sible time. It is not the greenhouse but 
the green wave effect which they fear 
and would remove. 

Elton's scenario is complex and in-

tegrated. The environment is like a bal­
loon which is squeezed at different 
points, only to erupt elsewhere. So in­
dustrial pollution, advertising, 
biodegradability, political manipula­
tion and animal liberation are all linked 
inextricably. Elton's skill at handling 
these questions simultaneously suggests 
that a novel based on the Australian 
economy would be a natural sequel. 

The eruptions of the economy into 
fiscal, financial, trade, budgetary and 
monetary policies require a similarly 
global understanding. The Treasurer 
seems to be forever bobbing up on the 
television screen and deflecting 
amateurish media criticism into other 
areas. Viewers must sense that his pout­
ing, petulant, pharasaical performances 
are little more than diversionary tactics, 
but it is difficult to make the links neces­
sary to pin him down. 

With such incompetent characters 
in opposition, the Stark conspirators 
really undo themselves. Had they been 
a little less greedy, they may have been 
able to keep on exploiting the earth in­
definitely. Elton does not belabor the 
helplessness of his heroes, but makes 
light of their traumas and even their 
deaths. The ungainly poses of a camel, 
which is named after two of their 
departed friends, indicates the level of 
dignity Elton claims for the apocalyptic 
warriors. Fans of Mel Gibson may find 
it difficult to imagine him in the lead 
role. 

Perhaps Stark will prompt a new 
wave of cliches among the trendy young. 
Parents should prepare to hear their 
teen-agers spouting such wisdom as 
"you can't surf all day and root all night 
on ham and cheese" or "anything that 
happens beyond the U-bend is some­
body else's business", and calling places 
"as romantic as anal warts". 

Stark is neither immoral nor amoral. 
It abounds with maxims such as "when 
all else fails, tell the truth," and "you 
can't- stop progress and it is after all, 
only a few dolphins", and "would you 
unpick the BayeuxTapestryto get a reel 
of cotton?" Its most serious accusations 
are of humankind generally, which 
Elton compares to a bad kid moving in 
on the block. The other animals do'not 
need to read Stark. We do. 

Tony Smith is a regular contributor to 
Chain Reaction. 

Patrick White Speaks 
by Patrick White. Primavera Press, 
$29.95 cloth, $16.95 pb. 
Reviewed by Vivienne West. 

How many of our readers know that 
Patrick White, famous Australian 
author and maverick, is the patron of 
Friends of the Earth? Indeed, how 
many of Patrick White's readers are 
aware that he is greener than white? 

Most of us think of Patrick White in 
terms of long descriptive novels that 
follow the development of complex 
characters and their interactions in a 
reasonably non-political Australian set­
ting. Certainly, White's own politics, 
though present between the lines, are 
not pushed in his writing, and we are not 
left with the feeling of having a par­
ticular viewpoint on politics presented 
to us. 

This, however, is not one of White's 
novels. This is a particular and almost 
exclusively political statement, a collec­
tion of his public speeches, a letter to 
the Sydney Moming Herald and a couple 
of interviews. As such, Patrick White 
the artist and the fascinating and often 
repellent characters he holds up for our 
inspection is wholly absent; and Paddy 
White the private citizen afraid for the 
future of his country and, ultimately, the 
world, speaks with a strident voice at 
political meetings, book releases and at 
anti-nuclear gatherings. Paddy White 

the childless, the "nutty old amateur 
from the brotherhood of untouchables", 
displays a stronger concern for 
Australia's children than most of her 
parents, watching "steak-fed gladiators" 
beating each other up on television 
every weekend. 

facilities anyway, and the stadium 
should rather be built in an area that has 
a need of it. 

Then he is on the side of the little 
people again, raising his voice to defend 
the "sacred sites" of people who have 
lived all their lives in houses threatened 
by proposed development on the 
King's Cross area, slamming the huge 
financial interests that developers had 
in the area and pointing out the impor­
tance of territory. This is very 
reminiscent of his later protests against 
the monorail in the middle eighties. 

The first "chapter", written in 1958, 
is not even a speech ( several times he 
stresses his dislike of speaking in public, 
and admits frankly to writing his 
speeches beforehand and simply read­
ing them aloud). It is, instead, an 
autobiographical essay explaining why 
he returned to the country of his origin 
after living abroad for many years. Then 
there is a gap of nearly eleven years in 
the collection, to another work that is 
not a public speech but a monologue 
compiled from a conversation with 
Craig McGregor on his artistic and 
religious philosophies. White begins to 
emerge as a very complex animal in­
deed by this stage, although the 
complexity of his literary style is greatly 
reduced in his narrative style. 

It is with even more direct and for­
ceful style that his actual public 
speeches are delivered. Readers be 
warned! If you like his. literary style, 
packed with fleeting images and al­
lusions and with the long, serpentine 
sentences that wind like the Murray to 
the sea, then you will find this a disap­
pointing book stylistically, if in no other 
way. If, however, you are a reader who 
finds White "difficult and inaccessible" 
(there are, apparently, people who find 
him so) you will find this book refresh­
ingly different and far easier to read. 
This is a book for every bookshelf, 
literary and political, just as his 
speeches were intended for every ear, 
activist or homebody. 

Reading this book from beginning to 
end, rather than dipping in and reading 
a speech at a time, .one traces White's 
career as a public speaker through in­
teresting stages. Early on he was a, 
champion of the little people, the 
people who are Australia's blood and 
bone. His care for them never abates. In 
the early seventies, for example, he 
defends the people's right to have 
greenery (in the form of Centennial 
Park) in which to run their dogs, play 
with their children, meditate or even 
just relax and soak up the sun. He urges 
us to "Protect your parks from political 
concrete," stating that the area is well 
serviced with mammoth sporting 

In 1973 he was awarded the honour 
of Australian of the Year. I wish I had 
seen his acceptance speech being 
delivered either in person or on the in­
fernal box that he seems to dislike so 
much- itcanbereadinmanyways.My 
feeling was one of a gentle humoULflnd 
a piquancy, but I realise it could also 
have been delivered straight-faced, or 
with a biting sarcasm in certain places. 
The actual thanks he gives for the award 
are sparse. Instead, he expresses a feel­
ing that any one of three other great 
Australians (and you will have to buy 
the book to find out which and why) 
deserve the award at least as much as he 
does, and concludes the speech by 
saying: "Perhaps when I go home I'll try 
sawing this Impressive Object in four, 
and send a piece to each of them." I can 
only imagine the ironic voice and the 
gust of applause - if it wasn't entirely 
lost on them. 

Then he gradually becomes more 
political, lending his support to the 
Whitlam government because of their 
support of the arts and of individual 
freedom something our present 
Labor government doesn't seem to 
match - while still making fun of 
would-be poets "chasing after Pan at 
Lane Cove with artificial vine leaves in 
their hair" or delivering a speech on the 
importance of reading and the power of 
librarians to open Literary Week. With 
the dismissal of the Whitlam govern­
ment his political beliefs are violated, 
and he makes many biting speeches 
about the state of the nation and the 
tottering state of the constitution. White 
the Republican becomes louder, refer­
ring to the "seduction" of "Prince 
Phillip's fried sausage" and referring to 
the Princess of Wales as a "clotheshorse 
waxwork of a wife". 

A later stage again, is the stage of 
protest against the growing possibility 
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of nuclear war. As he becomes less stri­
dent about the downfall of the 
constitution he becomes more strident 
about the ever present threat to the in­
habitabi}ity of the planet, holding up for 
our inspection in more than one speech 
his "icon" of war: the image of a man in 
Hiroshima standing in the ashes, his 
skin in tatters, looking down at his hand 
where one of his eyeballs is resting. 
White points out that the superpower 
governments seem to have lost touch 
with this very personal aspect of war, 
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Capitalists and greens 
( continued from page 45) 
when clearly many companies are 
genuinely trying to find a green path. 

Not only that, but we will miss oppor­
tunities to speed up the urgent work of 
environmental improvement if we auto­
matically reject offers of help from 
companies because they are not yet lily 
white. 

I can see nothing but environmental 
good coming from developing a working 
relationship with industry and multina­
tionals. 

Finally, as Director of FOE (HK) 
and editor of One Earth, I would like to 
thank you for your concern and suggest, 
gently, that while it is safer and simpler 
to continue seeing things in black and 
white, environmental performance by 
industry today comes in many shades. 

Let's be courageous enough as en­
vironmentalists to criticise what 
continues bad and work with what is 
becoming good. 

Linda Siddall is the Director of Friends 
of the Earth Hong Kong 
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and in his later speeches increasingly 
supports the Nuclear Disarmament 
Party as the one body that has the right 
attitude to nuclear affairs. 

This is a book that anyone who feels 
the ordinary person deserves a go 
should read. This is a book that anyone 
who thinks we deserve to live in a world 
with some beauty and freedom should 
read. And mostly, this is a book that 
anyone who doesn't want to die horribly 
in the ashes of a nuclear explosion or in 
the creeping poisonous aftermath that 

will eventually blanket the earth -
"swathed in its contaminated shroud" 
should also read. 

If you admire White's literary style 
you could be disappointed by this book. 
If, however, you wish to survive, you will 
be in agreement with Patrick White. 
This volume shows us the political side 
of a man with very strong views about 
human rights. 

Vivienne West is a member of Friends 
of the Earth Sydney 

Kids Contact 
Australian Freedom from 
Hunger Campaign 
This is a magazine for kids which 
covers issues all over Australia and 
the world in an interesting format with 
large easy-to-read typefaces. It also 
has a companion teachers guide 
which is also easy to read. The first 
issue is on the environment, and the 
second issue will be on food and 
health. 

It looks like it could be very useful 
in the classroom, but could also be a 
good read for many kids in other 
places. 
Available from: Australian Freedom 
from Hunger Campaign, 155 Pirie St, 
Adelaide, SA, 5000. 

The Ethical 
Guide 
Community Aid Abroad -
Annerley Group, $2. 
This is "a directory of businesses and 
organisations which provide an alter­
native for thoughtful consumers in 
south east Queensland". It also covers 
some organisations in other parts of 
Australia, and many of the listed busi­
nesses have mail order operations. 

This valuable guide is intended to 
be updated regularly, and reader's 
contributions are invited. Every 
locality should have a similar guide. 
Printed on recycled paper. 
Available from: The Ethical Buyers 
Guide, PO Box 280, Mt Gravatt, Qld, 
4122. 

Genetic Manipulation 
Law Reform Commission of 
Victoria, free. 
This report is probably the best at­
tempt made so far by legal authorities 
in Australia to suggest regulation of 
the area. This makes it important -
although not necessarily correct - as 
it may provide a lead for legislation in 

this area. The report supports genetic 
manipulation, and suggests that there 
should be safety standards. It lists 
most of the reasons in favour of scien­
tific work and the development of 
technology in this area, and it men­
tions some of the objections to genetic 
manipulation 
Available from: Inf onnation Victoria, 
318 Little Bourke Street, Melboume, 
3000. 

Mills 

effects 
Pulp 

Noni Keys, the office 
This handbook examines the dif­

ferent pulp mill technologies available 
and analyses the environmental im­
pact of each. It is ideal for people who 
need to be informed on the pulp mill 
issue, and who want to know about 
methods other than the kraft chlorine 
bleach process (a la Wesley Vale). 

The handbook considers alterna­
tive processes, and recommends that 
chemo-thermo-mechanical and ther­
mo-mechanical processes using 
hydrogen peroxide as a bleach be con­
sidered. 
Available from: The Office of Jo Val­
lentine, PO Box 137, West Perth, 6005. 

Servico de lnformacion 
Tee/mica de CETAL 
"Ya casi nadie discute que los 
problemas energeticos que afectan al 
mundo no podran ser afrontados con 
exito, si ellos no se vinculan, final­
mente, con las formas de vida y tipo 
de bienestar que las sociedades 
aspiran establecer" - Alternativas 
Tecnologicas - Energias Renovables 
- vivamos mejor con menos energia. 
Centro de Estudios en Tecnologias 
Apropiadas para Ambica Latina, 
Casilla 197 - V Valparaiso - Chile. 

Rainbow Power Company Pty 
Ltd, $10. 
This book not only covers energy 
production in an environmentally sen­
sitive manner, it also contains valuable 
information on the basics - like how 
an electric current flows. This book 
has been commended by absolute 
beginners through to people who 
know what they want but not where to 
get it. 

This is a valuable resource for 
people trying to develop an inde­
pendent or environmentally 
acceptable energy source, and it's a 
good read for people who want to 
know that it's possible to do that. 
Printed on recycled paper. 
Available from: 
Rainbow Power Company Pty Ltd, PO 
Box 217, Nimbin, NSW, 2480. 
Friends of the Earth Bookshop, 222 
Bnmswick St, Fitzroy, Victoria, 3065. 
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SET? 

1976-1987 
42 back copies of 
Chain Reaction - all of those 
published from Autumn 1976 to 
Number 50 (Winter 1987) - are 
available as a set for $65. 
Add another $2.50 for each issue 
after Number 50. 

1982-1987 
23 back copies of 
Chain Reaction- from 
Number 27 (Autumn 1982) to 
Number 50 (Winter 1987) - are 
available as a set for $40. 
Add another $2.50 for each issue 
after Number 50. 

Number 58 
Winter 1989 
Growth; Media; Green Independents; 
Green Right; Dolphins $2.50 

Number57 
Autumn 1989 
Ecotheology; Paper Recycling; 
Consumerism; Cape York; 
Coromation Hill $2.50 

Number 56 
Summer 1988-89 
Environmental law; Mining 
Antarctica; Ozone; Green Labor. 
$2.50 

Number55 
Spring 1988 
Recycling; Bhopal; Japanese 
environment; Sarawak; Green 
economics $2.50 

Send orders to: 
Chain Reaction Co-op, 
GPO Box 90, 
Adelaide SA 5001. 

DON'T 
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To make sure you get all your 
Chain Reactions, 
post this form today to 
Chain Reaction, 
GPO Box 90, Adelaide 5000 
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One Year (4 issues) 

D $12.00 
$9.00 Concession 

Two Years (8 Issues) 

D $21.00 
D $17 .00 Concession 
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Date ......................... . 

Please make cheques payable to 
Chain Reaction Co-op Ltd. 
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If paying by bankcard, please fill in 
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