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Environs Kimberley set up information stalls for local citizens.

How people found out about the issue
WAI was keen to convince the local people
that the cotton industry would be good

for their area. The State Government of

Western Australia supported them by
allowing investigations into how j¢ would
work, and beginning a tria] of GM cotton
near Broome.

WAI and the State Government

The Western Australian Government and
WAI both sent out press releases to tell
people that the scheme would bring in
benefits such as one billion dollars per year
and 5000 jobs. Representatives attended
public meetings to answer questions. People

public newsletters. Some thought it was
worth a try.

Community groups

Many Kimberley residents, though, were
very unhappy. They did not like what they
had heard about the plans. They began to
give out information on the problems the
GM cotton scheme might cause, They also
held public meetings and information stalls
at Broome Markets. Groups worked with
broadcasters and film-makers to inform
people, and wrote letters to newspapers.
They also designed and produced bumper
stickers, T-shirts and a postcard to keep the
ideas in everyone’s minds. The issye began

read about the scheme on websites and in to geta lot of attention in the media.

GM cotton g|!1_mberley, :
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A businessman .
“This project will bring money and

jobs to the Kimberley.”

A conservationist
‘Does the Premier want to be
remembered by Australjan children

every Easter as the may, who made
the Bilby extinct?”

T!-<S hei;)tyour cotton-pickin’ hands off
¢ e :
the Kimberley.

A local resident . )
‘Maybe we should just do som

trials and see how it goes.

T-shirts and calendars can publicise an issye,

How people GCommunicated

their opinions

The issue of cotton farming was talked
about a lot. A program on the ABC
allowed all sides of the dispute to have
their say in the debate. WATI and the
Government continued their publicity,
releasing statements about their plans.
Ordinary citizens, conservation groups and
community groups kept pressure on the

Government by requesting information and
making their feelings known.

Individua] Citizens:

b sent letters and emails to Members of
Parliament

b wrote letters to the paper.
Environs Kimberley:

b joined local advisory committee groups

b lobbied and held meetings with
politicians, putting their views as
forcefully as they could

b presented a petition to Parliament.

The Kimberley Land Counci]:

b asked their loca] Member of Parliament
for help, including more consultation on
land use

b took legal action to haye the land returned

to Aboriginal people and protected from
cotton farming.

The Australian Conservation Foundation;

» made public announcements on World
Environment Day Opposing cotton
farming

b generated lots of publicity in the media to
putpressure on the Government.

GM cott6m1_oeﬂey
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All the participants in the GM cotton
debate (citizens, politicians, businesses
and conservation groups) tried to convince
the public that their view was the only
acceptable one.

Civic actions against GM cotton

Citizens opposed to cotton farming

generated a lot of publicity through

the medja. They also asked Members

of Parliament and the courts for help.

These actions:

b told people about the 1ssue

b possibly influenced the State election
results

¥ possibly persuaded the Government not
to renew the agreement wich WAI

b encouraged the Government to discuss
future plans with Joca] people.

WAI spent a lot of time and money
investigating cotton production. It also
made media statements to explain their
views and promote the benefits of GM
cotton growing. The Government held
public meetings and collected opinions. It
trialled GM cotton near Broome to assess
its good and bad effects and also signed
dgreements to allow research.

What was achieved

WAI did not entirely lose the debate, Tria]
cotton growing is still taking place in some
areas and WAI will be included jn future
plans for farming. The cotton debate,
however, has made people think more
about the effects of growing large-scale
irrigated crops,

WAI has held trials of cotton growing in
Western Australia.

Ly i






