










the transfer of that technology. India was 
withheld technology to move away from CFCs 
because the patent holding company would 
only allow the licensing if they were given a 
majority control of the Indian company. All 
this is perfectly in line and reinforced by the 
WTO’s agreement on Intellectual Property.

Ok so maybe we can’t subsidise or will have 
trouble getting technology into countries but 
boy can we TAX! Well actually maybe not so. 
There is a great amount of uncertainty about 
whether or not goods could be taxed for us-
ing carbon intensive processes. Same goes 
for taxing one good because it’s more car-
bon intensive (eg. Taxing coal energy but not 
wind), that becomes unfair under WTO rules.

If there is going to be a shift toward climate 
friendly development there will need to be 
some drastic changes in the global trad-
ing system. For starters we can invert the 

priorities of fitting in climate change mea-
sures into trade commitments. At the very 
least there needs to be concession from 
the WTO on measures to address climate 
change that go beyond the free market.

We need to start regionalising trade too. 
Given the impact of transporting goods on 
carbon emissions we need to start to look at 
ways to cut down on this. Export led growth 
and production can no longer be sustainable 
in a world facing dangerous climate change. 
Smaller scale, varied crops destined for domes-
tic markets can have less reliance on oil based 
pesticides and also reduce the green house 
gas emissions from international transport.

The promotion of sustainable technologies 
over dirty fuels is a priority. The failure of the 
market to include the costs of producing cli-
mate change means that it can no longer be 
relied upon as a solution. Leaving the burden 
of action on consumers and voluntary label-
ing standards will not act quickly enough to 
prevent the creation of dangerous emissions. 
Sustainable technologies need to not only be 
favoured and encouraged, but the transfer 
of such technology should not unnecessarily 
be hampered by intellectual property rights.

Ordinary peeps from civil society are de-
manding that real action on climate change 
be taken. The undemocratic nature of the 
WTO cannot hold civil society demands for 
real climate action hostage. In the face of 
dangerous climate change the space must be 
made available for people and governments 
to decide their own futures outside the con-
straints of an international trading system 
that prioritises markets over environments.

adam wolfenden
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Maybe One reason why it 
sometimes seems like:no-

one gives a shit... “
Let me start with a story that I poached 
from a fellow from the states called Michael 
Albert…

Let’s say I deliver a speech to a packed au-
ditorium. The air bristles with energy as I 
take to the stage. I begin my speech about 
this thing that oppresses us and has killed 
more people than any other thing in re-
corded history. I talk passionately about this 
horrible phenomenon, nobody can dispute 
the facts I present; it’s eloquent and engag-
ing. Then, as my speech comes to a close, 
I make an appeal to the audience; “Come 
and join me in the struggle against aging!” 

What would be the likely reaction? I mean 
my speech was perfect…I outlined the issue 
succinctly…I was engaging and passionate...
Wouldn’t you join me in my noble struggle? 
Take up arms against aging? 

…or would you mock me, tell me to get over 
it, get a life, “get a job”, and stop annoying 
you?

I think that too often we make this exact 
mistake in our campaigning…if people 
perceive something as inevitable (such as 
aging) no matter how horrible it may be, 
and no matter how much information they 
are given about it, they’re only going to 
react with irritation and dismiss people who 
“educate” them about it or call on them to 
take action to resist it…
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In my experience people are pretty aware 
of the crappier aspects of the society 
we live in. Many times I’ve found com-
mon ground with people from very dif-
ferent worlds through a shared distrust 
in authority (whether it be politicians or 
cops)…Many times I’ve found that peo-
ple, with the right questioning, will admit 
many aspects of this society are utterly 
inhuman and degrading… People know 
that corporations are only out to make 
profit…People know that the government 
lies (“of course, they’re just trying to get 
votes”!)… People know 
about climate change 
and environmental di-
saster…People know 
that whoever owns stuff 
in this society basically 
runs it and has a mas-
sive influence on de-
cision-making and our 
‘democratic’ processes…

These things are ob-
vious today, but from 
listening to people of 
my parents generation, 
these relative truisms 
were not at all obvious 
to people 40 years ago, 
when many actually be-
lieved that the government was there to 
serve them, that corporations were just 
providing valuable goods and services to 
society etc. etc. It is only through many 
years of struggle and awareness rais-
ing from activists (or people, whatever) 
that these myths were smashed, leav-
ing a deep (and in my opinion healthy) 
cynicism towards the current system. 

So where does this leave us? Well, in a 
much better place than if people actu-
ally still had faith in this system. This 

satisfaction in current institutions is fer-
tile ground for systemic change. There is 
clearly a desire for something different, 
for something more… However, what we 
must struggle against today is the belief 
that, to quote Maggie Thatcher, “There 
is No Alternative” (TINA). As long as 
people believe that the painful aspects of 
our society are inevitable, no matter how 
much we raise awareness about them 
people are generally going to react in the 
same way as the audience in the above 
story… Of course they’ll disengage, of 

course they’ll ridicule, 
of course they’ll get 
annoyed and frus-
trated… What’s the 
point of giving your-
self grief by learning 
more about depress-
ing things you can’t 
do anything about?

So what does it look 
like to transfer our 
collective cynicism 
and disillusionment 
into something con-
structive? Well a good 
start would be re-
writing the story that 
the situation we’re in 

is inevitable… Aging is inevitable (as far 
as I know anyway), dangerous climate 
change, wage-slavery, sexual assault, 
capitalism, centralised power are not… 
But to shake our congealed despair, we 
need more than words… We need our 
spaces, communities, networks, collec-
tives, institutions, relationships and lives 
to be vibrant, breathing proofs that there 
are alternatives…that there are ways out, 
even if they are sometimes difficult to 
find…we need to put the myth of TINA to 
shame with our uncompromising visions 
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of different worlds…and we need plans 
and schemes to get there…we need to 
celebrate the resistance that people en-
gage in every day and remind ourselves 
of the victories people have already won 
through struggle…we need to remember 
that we deserve more…that we deserve 
to have lives in which our needs, de-
sires, dreams and dignity are respected…
we need our actions to be moments in 
which people can glimpse our slumber-
ing potential…our simmering power…

And we’ve already seen so many exam-
ples of this; blockaded power-stations, 
autonomous social-centres, people find-
ing shelter according to need rather 
than property deed, the day-dreaming 
kid in the class-room, co-operative 
run businesses, indigenous communi-
ties across the world struggling for and 
reclaiming their autonomy, communi-
ty-gardens, rad geeks spreading free-
ware/open-source software on the net, 
community-responses to sexual assault, 
radical networks such as ASEN experi-
menting with direct democracy, people 
learning to really support rather than 
compete with each other, learning to be 
honest and raw with each other, learning 
to reject the roles they’ve been assigned 
and choosing to live their lives with un-
bridled spontaneity and passion…all 
these things offer windows into new and 
different worlds…they are expressions 
of our power and potential and staunch 
refusal to simply accept the drudgery of 
“getting-by” in this society…each of them 
is a living mockery to the notion that 
anything about our society is inevitable…
and if we are going to shake this collec-
tive inertia, this rational apathy, it’s these 
things and more and more that we need…

in anticipation, fox
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Despite the dryness of the arid plains 
northwest of Broken Hill, beneath 
stands of black oak and mulga trees, 
groundwater flows through a network 
of what were once ancient riverbeds. 
This is pastoral country, and habitat 
for an array of aptly-named birds like 
the Plains Wanderer, one of the many 
hardy animals that call these broad 
horizons home. Mining company Cur-
namona Energy is expected to apply 
to the State Government for a “reten-
tion lease” any minute now, turning 
this spot, known as ‘Oban’, into South 
Australia’s next so-called “trial” ura-
nium mine. 

But there’s a catch. Due to a bizarre 
legal anomaly, mining companies like 
Curnamona are able to start work 
without being legally required to for-
mally assess the impact of their “trial” 
mines on groundwater or the broader 
environment through an Environmen-
tal Impact Assessment, or even to 
conduct public consultation. All this 
despite the State Government’s ex-
pressed commitment to the “strictest 
environmental standards” for uranium 
mining in South Australia.

Curnamona plans to mine Oban using 
the acid in-situ leach (acid ISL) min-
ing method. Acid ISL involves inject-
ing sulphuric acid into groundwater to 
dissolve uranium. The sulphuric acid, 
now containing the dissolved uranium, 

is pumped to the surface. The urani-
um is extracted and the bits left over, 
radioactive and heavy metals mine 
waste, are dumped into the ground-
water.

In an era of climate change, it’s irre-
sponsible to belch pollution into the 
atmosphere without mitigation. How 
is it then, that in an era of water scar-
city and drought, it’s somehow fine 
for mining companies to pump toxic 
pollution into groundwater, often with 
only a limited understanding of its po-
tential impacts?

Like smoke in air, when you pump 
waste into water, it doesn’t stay put. 
It moves, spreads, carried by the flow. 
Uranium that was previously nested 
relatively securely in the walls of an 
aquifer is now mobile, part of a cock-
tail of acid and heavy metals that can 
drift as a pollution plume through 
groundwater, contaminating connect-
ed aquifers or potentially discharging 
somewhere on the surface.

As the Beverley and Honeymoon mines 
in SA’s northeast discovered during 
their “trial” phases, water is slippery 
stuff. It tends to leak and spill. Indeed, 
both mines experienced a number of 
significant “excursions” – including one 
at Honeymoon where sulphuric acid 
pumped into groundwater unexpect-
edly travelled upwards into another 

Driving without a license: uranium 
“trial” mines

       By Friends of the Earth Adelaide
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patch of ground while they prepare 
to mine it. Strangely though, under a 
retention lease, companies can also 
begin mining uranium on a ‘trial’ ba-
sis. If it ends up that the site is not to 
their liking and unsuitable for a fully-
fledged mine, they can simply walk 
away, leaving a radioactive legacy lin-
gering beneath the surface. 

So, a real mining company can pump 
real sulphuric acid into groundwater, 
extract real uranium and dump real 
radioactive waste. All this without real 
legal guarantees of real environmental 
assessment or real public consultation 
– processes which fully-fledged mines 
legally require. But that’s ok, we’re 
told, because it’s just a “trial”. 

The South Australian community has 
a democratic right to participate in de-
cision-making regarding activities with 
significant environmental impact such 
as mining. The history of leaks, spills 
and accidents that plague ISL min-
ing worldwide emphasises the urgent 
need for full environmental assess-
ment to before the commencement of 
any mining, “trial” or otherwise. 

Through a simple legislative change 
guaranteeing Environmental Impact 
Assessment and full public consulta-
tion, we can ensure that state legis-
lation appropriately acknowledges the 
unique risks and impacts of mining, 
while strengthening the accountability 
of mining companies. Such a change 
will allow the full participation in de-
cision-making by all community mem-
bers, and protect the environment and 
the integrity of our precious water re-
sources.

aquifer closer to the surface. Spokes-
people for Honeymoon were reported 
as saying that they ‘expect that [spills 
and leaks] will happen from time to 
time’, and that there’s ‘no guarantee 
against similar leaks in the future’.
The experience overseas has been 
problematic. Commenting on his own 
experience attempting to rehabilitate 
groundwater at American ISL projects, 
geochemist and scientist Richard Abitz 
observes that once mining chemicals 
are injected into groundwater, ura-
nium contamination ‘goes through 
the roof’. ‘Once it is there, the dam-
age has been done,’ he says. ‘It takes 
hundreds, perhaps thousands of years 
to transform aquifer water back into 
a drinkable condition,’ and ‘regardless 
of the millions of dollars and years of 
efforts, the water has never been re-
stored’.

Mining companies may claim that the 
aquifer they wish to mine is isolated 
or sealed off from all other groundwa-
ter. The truth is, often no-one knows 
for sure. Especially when no formal 
Environmental Impact Assessment 
has been conducted. Groundwater is 
one of the least understood elements 
of Australia’s environment. One of 
a trial’s claimed purposes may be to 
determine the nature and extent of a 
groundwater system, but injecting it 
with acid and radioactive waste with-
out knowing where it goes is deeply 
irresponsible. 

All this can happen because of a clause 
in South Australia’s Mining Act. Under 
what’s known as a ‘retention lease’ 
a company is granted the right to a 
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#Students of Sustainability 2008

newcastle (heartland of the dirty coal industry)  
5-9th july (just before climate camp)

www.studentsofsustainability.org.au

environmental justice organising

Fully catered vegan menu
specific high schools program

seminars on climate change, neo-liberalism, indigenous sovereignty and more

planning for a sustainable future with more than 600 people

skills, resources and planing sessions for campaigning and taking real action

land s of the pambalong, awabakal and worini peoples
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