PUT PEN TO PAPER FOR THE KIMBERLEY! Write to the Joint Venture Partners.

Without the support of joint-venture partners, it will be more difficult for Woodside to gain the backing it needs to build a gas hub on the Kimberley Coast (see news article link at end of this message). If you have a few spare minutes this week, write a letter to joint venture partners Chevron, Shell, BP and BHP, expressing your concern about the proposal for an LNG hub on the Kimberley coast. 
Below is an example letter, outlining the key issues of concern relating to the proposed gas hub. You can use this to structure your own letter.
For those writing letters to the Joint Venture partners, please note that addressing your letter to the CEO of the company is often more effective than addressing it to just the company. Also, hard copy letters and faxes, rather than emails, are often said to be more effective. Furthermore, your letter doesn't have to be long (and certainly not as long as the example letter previously provided). Simply briefly stating your opposition to the proposed Kimberley LNG hub, and reasons why, is very powerful. 

EXAMPLE LETTER:


Insert Company Name
Insert Company Address

Dear Insert Company Name

Please seriously consider the views of the local, national and international public and our concerns about protecting our world-class environment and heritage, when you considering your involvement with the proposed Kimberley LNG hub development in the North West of Australia.

There is a growing alliance of groups and organisations, who have growing memberships, and who together aim to protect one of the world’s last great intact environmental and cultural wonders, the Kimberley. It is clear that the movement will continue to gain momentum, as more people become aware of the threat of industrialization to the Kimberley, and are moved to make long term personal commitments to ensuring the protection of the Kimberley. Moves to industrialize the Kimberley will cause proponents difficulty in terms of this mounting resistance, and the negative publicity it will generate for them. 
LOCAL COMMUNITY OPPOSITION

Locally, expression of community opposition to the proposal to build an industrial development on the Kimberley coast has included numerous protests including rallies of hundreds marching the streets of Broome, thousands of people signing on-line and hard-copy petitions, as well as public pledges to participate in actions to prevent the development. Local activism initiatives also include awareness-raising via stalls at the local markets, through local print, radio and television media and via bumper stickers, t-shirts, signs and banners posted in the region. There has been increasing membership to local organisations working to protect the Kimberley including Environs Kimberley and Save The Kimberley, and increased subscriptions to local blogs, websites and youtube films dedicated to protecting the Kimberley. The Shire of Broome passed a motion declaring it does not want the gas hub on the coast within its borders. A community forum to be hosted by the Shire of Broome was postponed at the request of the Department of State Development; however, organisations working to protect the Kimberley from industrialisation are planning their own range of community forums due to take place this year and in successive years. A major concert called “The Walmadany Concert for Heritage” took place on March 27 2009 and drew reported crowds of five thousand people from the town of Broome, which has a population of 15,000 . The concert helped raise awareness of the Indigenous cultural impacts of the proposed development at Walmadany (James Price Point), and was at the invitation of Law Keeper and Custodian for Gollaraboolo heritage, Joeseph Roe, with environmental groups invited to support the event. The concert featured a range of celebrated and loved Australian artists including John Butler, Midnight Oil’s Rob Hirst, Shane Howard, legendary band Scrap Metal who reformed for the occasion, and the Pigram Brothers, with Xavier Rudd, Missy Higgins and Paul Kelly sending video messages which were broadcast to the crowd. Local and national musicians have penned songs protesting against the gas hub, which continue to gain television and radio air time, web downloads and growing popularity.

NATIONAL OPPOSITION

Musical celebrities aside, a growing number of other celebrities including actors, authors and journalists, have publically lent their support to the cause. These include George Negus, Di Morrissey, Ernie Dingo, Magda Szubanski, Jack Thompson, Patrick Davies, Steven Pigram, Allan Pigram, Tim Winton, Kerryanne Cox and Geoffrey Cousins. Several popular television current affairs programs have featured the issue, including “Battle For The Kimberley” by Channel Nine’s Sixty Minutes , while several quality documentaries have gone to air nationally and via the Internet, including “Old Country New Country” . Major Australian environmental groups have launched campaigns against the proposed Kimberley LNG hub and have united to call for an end to development in the region until a conservation strategy is implemented . National environmental and social advocacy organisations are implementing boycotts against Woodside and other joint venture partners. Around Australia, cyber-campaigns, music concerts, forums and public meetings continue to raise awareness of the issue, as do a range of community actions – from small “Save The Kimberley” barbecues and pancake breakfasts held by locals in their own neighbourhoods, to the humorous “Bare-Bottoms for No Gas” naked protest, to the “Kimberley Consulate” actions in Perth. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS

Significant environmental concerns held by the public in relation to the proposed Kimberley LNG hub include: the impact on marine life including threatened species such as turtles, dugong, snubfin dolphins and one of the most important humpback whale populations in the world; the impact on the diversity and abundance of fish including salmon, Spanish flag, bluebone and clown fish; the impact of blasting and dredging of millions of tones of reef and seagrass, the impact on diverse populations of benthic invertebrate; the impact of the clearing of pindan woodlands which contain rare plant communities including remnant rainforest; the impact of vegetation clearing on animal communities; the impact of acoustic emissions; the impact of visual pollution including light emissions; the impact of air pollution, including emissions such as nitrogen oxide, benzene, n-hexane, toluene, carbon monoxide and carbon dioxide; the impact of vessel movements on protected marine fauna including fisheries; the risk of discharges and spills and the risk that this development will be the “thin edge of the wedge”, opening up the Kimberley for further mining and development .

INDIGENOUS HERITAGE CONCERNS

Other concerns on a national and international scale include the destruction of Traditional Indigenous cultural and spiritual heritage, especially following appeals from Traditional Owners to the wider community, requesting help to protect the culture and country of Walmadany, the site of the proposed LNG gas hub. Indigenous Law Keeper and Custodian Joseph Roe appealed to the public, stating: “Apart from the obvious environmental impact of this proposed industrialisation, which has been well documented, the significant issue of the preservation of our Aboriginal cultural and spiritual heritage, has not been given due consideration. The Law and Song Cycles of Walmadany are not ancient history, but present-day fact. This Law has been kept alive through my grandfather Paddy Roe and now through me. If this threatened development goes ahead, our country is gone forever. Our country holds our Heritage, including our burial sites, and most importantly the Song Cycle that runs through this country from the north of the Dampier Peninsula, south to Bidyadanga, the area below Roebuck Bay. Your voice can draw attention to this great plight and help protect our ancient and sacred Song Cycles – Bugarigaara (Dreamtime).” 

SOCIAL CONCERNS

Community members, including many business people who oppose the proposed development , are concerned about the potential social impacts on health, housing, education, community facilities, as well as the impact on current existing sustainable industries including tourism, pearling and fishing. There are concerns about impacts on the local community’s psychological and emotional wellbeing. For example, there are fears that Broome’s unique heritage, cultural and lifestyle aspects will be lost, and that as new waves of people take up residency in Broome primarily for the purpose of making money within the new mining industry, they may bring attitudes and ideologies different to those currently held in the community, which may result in increasing levels of racism, sexism and contempt for the natural and cultural environment. Psychological trauma to Indigenous and non-Indigenous people in the community has already occurred as a result of the threat of destruction of the James Price Point area, which is a much-loved part of their continuing family traditions, life experience and inner psyche; the actual destruction of this place will compound, expand and cement this trauma. There are concerns, expressed by Traditional Owners opposed to the development, that the trading in of country and culture for economic and other outcomes, may cause a psychological burden upon on the children of Traditional Owners who will have lost part of their country and culture . There has already been an increased level of division and resentment between members of the Indigenous community as a result of this development proposal, as well as between members of the wider community . The proposal is polarizing the community, and there are concerns that if the development is approved, conflict within the community will continue to escalate. 

CONCERNS WITH PROCESS

Finally, there is widespread concern over the integrity of a number of processes intrinsic to the facilitation of the project. Some of these concerns include a perceived lack of information being provided to the community , a “rushed” time frame , and the Western Australian State Government’s threat to Traditional Owners of compulsory acquisition, which was seen by many to undermine the strategic assessment process. Wayne Bergmann, the Chief Executive Officer of The Kimberley Land Council, which was responsible for negotiating with the WA Government and Woodside on behalf of Traditional Owners in the Kimberley, was reported in the media as saying the threat of compulsory acquisition was like “negotiating with a gun to your head” . Many community members feel a lack of confidence in the integrity of these and other processes .

The Kimberley has been reported in the media as fast becoming Australia’s greatest environmental battleground. Nine’s Sixty Minutes program reported that the Kimberley LNG issue has got “the makings of a stoush as big and unruly as the landscape itself… the battle has only just begun”… and that people are “getting ready to fight on the beaches – literally, if need be.” Please consider the acute and bourgeoning community opposition to the proposed Kimberley gas hub development as well as the potential consequences to your company and its reputation, when considering your involvement with the proposal. Please opt for alternative processing sites outside of the Kimberley. 

Yours sincerely

Insert Your Name Here.
Insert Your Address Here.
