
	 Better	Times �

For more information or to sign  
on to receive a bi-monthly newsletter 
contact Greenpeace New Zealand 
senior climate campaigner Simon 
Boxer on 09 630 6317 ext 21 or email: 
simon.boxer@greenpeace.org.nz 

News and views on farming methods that are better for the pocket and planet 
Produced by Greenpeace New Zealand, in support of our land and our environment

Skimming off the cream
By Dave Hansford  _____________

Has Fonterra’s 
pursuit of the 
commodities 
market turned 
into a race to 
the bottom?
Looking at the imagery on the 
butter wrappers, you’d think the 
New Zealand dairy industry was the 
essence of bucolic serenity; a scene 
of simple constancy.

But the real picture is very different; 
a sector under increasing criticism for 
its environmental impacts – polluted 
waterways, nutrient runoffs, methane 
emissions. An industry sharply divided 
over the performance, strategy and 
structure of its largest co-operative 
entity, Fonterra – the collective business 
interest and agent of some 11,000 New 
Zealand dairy farmers. 

The cost of dairy land has soared – to 
$50,000 a hectare in some regions. The 
price of inputs – fertiliser, fuel, feed 
– remains spiky, and skilled labour is 
an increasingly scarce asset. 

Many diary farmers, lured into 
conversions or expansion by a record 
payout in 07/08, now find themselves 
servicing last year’s higher interest rates 
on this season’s much lower payout 
of $5.20. Collectively, the sector now 
carries some $30b worth of debt.

Farmers’ fortunes closely shadow a 
tumble in global commodity prices. 
The recession has strangled demand for 
milk powder – worth US$4330 a tonne 
last July – which in March plummeted 
to just US$1848/t before rebounding 
slightly to US$2144/t in May.

Then, late last month, the United States 
announced it would subsidise the export 
of 92,000 tonnes of American dairy 
products; a retaliatory strike against EU 
subsidies launched in January.

All of which has many wondering 
just where Fonterra gets its faith in 
the commodities market, and why its 
business plan still seems to depend 
heavily on volatile, faceless products 
like milk powder that New Zealand 
farmers are hopelessly placed to 
compete for.

“You can buy perfectly good land 
in Brazil – and this isn’t rainforest 
– for $1000 a hectare,” says business 
commentator Rod Oram, “and Fonterra 
actually pays ... more for milk there 
than it does in the Waikato.

“So it’s just impossible to see, long-
term, how we can remain competitive 
as a commodity producer.”

“Fonterra dairy farmers at the moment,” 
says Les Keeper, “are in the mud.”

Keeper, a Southland dairy farmer 
who recently left Fonterra, says the 
co-op has “failed miserably in the 
commodities market.

“We haven’t added value and captured 
that value back to the farmer.”

Opinions differ about the best solution 
to that, but most agree it wasn’t to be 
found in the industry’s 2020 strategy 
document, released last month, which 
made the case for a continuing quest for 
more productivity.

“The response of the dairy industry... 
is about incremental improvement 
in farming practices to try and 
keep commodity farming cost 
competitive,” says Oram. “It’s not a 
long-term solution.”

Russell Simmons came to that 
conclusion a decade ago, when he 
got out of intensive dairying. “The 

fundamental equation – one that we 
have been taught for decades by the 
dairy industry –  is that maximising 
production will increase profit. That is 
simply not the case.”

“I found that practices on-farm in the 
conventional world were not sustainable, 
and were not that profitable.” 

For Simmons, the answer is not in 
working harder, but smarter. Realising 
more value for the products we make. 
That’s why he helped found the Organic 
Dairy and Pastoral Group in 1999. 
Nowadays, he’s the supply manager 
for the Organic Dairy Farmers Co-
operative, a group upgrading the Okato 
dairy factory in Taranaki to produce 
organic cheese. 

Due for completion by the middle of 
the year, the plant will turn out organic 
cheddar, havarti and gouda for a hungry 
export market. 

It already processes 10 million litres 
of organic milk every year, for which 
farmers get a $2.00 premium over and 
above the Fonterra price of $5.20.

“Next season, we’ll have 25 suppliers,” 
says Simmons, “the following year, we 
hope to have 45.

“What gives me job satisfaction is 
seeing these farmers get enthusiastic 
about their farming business again. 

They get off the treadmill; they take 
control of their business and their 
destiny again.”

Two of them are Ray and Jenny Ridings, 
organically farming 220 cows out of 
Paeroa. “We were on the treadmill,” 
says Ray. “The reason we jumped off 
was that we could see it was burning 
the land out, burning the cows out, and 
burning ourselves out.”

“We were buying in a lot of 
supplementary feed, and we cut that 
out, so we cut our stocking rate back. 
That gave us a few more hours in the 
day. It’s a couple of less rows in the 
cowshed, and you’re not spending all 
your time feeding the cows.

“That meant that, even in the middle of 
calving, we could go over to Hamilton 
and watch our kids play sport.”

And the zinger; they make the same 
money for less work, less stress, less 
environmental impact. “Apples for 
apples, it’s the same or better, because 
all of those bought-in foods cost money, 
and we know that it is just going to 
continue to get better.”

The Organic Dairy Farmers Co-op has 
plans for other organic products too, but 
Simmons is keeping mum about them 
for now.

The real bosses of New Zealand farmers are overseas consumers. Which begs the question why is Fonterra so quick to do away with our 
most valuable marketing tool? Our clean, green image.
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Waikato dairy co-op Tatua has made an international niche out of highly-
specialised ingredients, supplements and foods. With an annual revenue 
of $200m, it is the world’s leading supplier of lactoferrin, a bioactive 
protein that is said to suppress free radicals and protect gut fl ora. It sells 
for around $500,000 a tonne.

That’s precisely the sort of high-value thinking the industry should be 
doing more of, says AgResearch CEO Andrew West. “There is almost a 
national debate which needs to be held... a fundamental need to appreciate 
that it really does pay New Zealand to get into a space where we earn 
more for less work.”

As far as he’s concerned, “A commodity is an anonymous product, which 
anybody else can produce and compete with.

“We have to develop highly-targeted products which the consumer can 
trace all the way back to the fundamental source of production, understand 
how it’s produced, and empathise with that. It’s got to be branded.”

However, he warns, Tatua’s lactoferrin operation was quickly copied 
by overseas competitors, and the speciality soon became just another 
commodity.

“Wherever possible, we want to try and produce something that is unique, 
or close to it. If we don’t get enough differentiation, we’re in trouble.”

Rod Oram agrees; “The more (milk Fonterra) sources from other places, 
the less it’s able to play the New Zealand card.

“It just becomes more and more untenable. Until at some point, it 
falls over.”

The Government has a dream; it wants a 30 per cent increase in per capita 
income by 2025. But to meet such a target we would have to double 
our export volumes, and as Oram asked in the Sunday Star Times last 
month, “Do farmers seriously believe they can achieve 30 billion litres 
of milk a year through a massive increase in cow numbers and land to 
graze them? 

“Half that volume is already a huge strain on water, land, labour force 
and other resources, so, a lot of the lift in exports has to come from an 
increase in value.

“If the dairy industry wants to be part of this economic transformation,” 
he says, “then they’re going to have to bring something different to 
the party.”

Organic farmers know that well, says Ray Ridings, “We understand 
that we are food producers, whereas I think a lot of farmers in the 
commodities market have forgotten that. Consumers in the richer bracket 
are demanding to know where their food is coming from. And we’re very 
proud to be able to deliver it.”

continued from page 1

There is a Perfect Storm arriving, threatening the very future of 
New Zealand farming as we have all known it.

We have unstable commodity markets and doubt amongst 
consumers in our key markets about the integrity of our clean, 
green brand due to our inaction on climate change.

All of these of these factors combined with a New Zealand 
public increasingly annoyed with the deteriorating state of our 
environment threaten to tarnish New Zealand’s farming image, 
which has traditionally been held up as a shining light to the 
entire nation.

The new style of the New Zealand dairy industry, piloted by 
Fonterra, risks being driven full ahead onto the rocks by its 
myopic  focus on turning our dairy products into a mass milk-
powder commodity. Change is needed if the NZ dairy industry is 
to prosper over the next 20 years and beyond.

Commodity markets are very volatile, as we have seen with the 
current market prices for milk powder being half of what they 
were 12 months ago;. Commodity markets often have relatively 
low margins. 

The translation of our NZ dairy products into a generic commodity 
risks destroying the NZ brand loyalty of our European and US 
consumers and will leave NZ dairy competing with developing 
world producers for a commodities ‘race to the bottom’ that the 
NZ farmer and NZ environment will lose. 

Turning our milk into powder is as foolish as the Australians 
wood chipping their magnifi cent eucalypt forests to sell to Japan 
as faceless bargain basement woodchip. 

The continued intensifi cation of our dairying necessary to 
stay competitive in international commodity markets, means 
squeezing more product from the same land often with lower 
margins. Farmers are feeling the economic pinch – where 
increased production does not equate to increased on farm 
profi tability and where the land is literally being milked 

By relying on intensifying year on year we lose the opportunity 
to produce and market our dairy products via the well established 
and proven NZ clean and green brand.  It’s this ‘added value’ 

to our dairy products that could be our best seller.  And this 
advantage over other dairy producers will be lost if we simply 
take it for granted, and don’t ensure its integrity i.e. ensure that 
products sold under this branding have taken into account its 
greenhouse gas emissions and other environmental impacts. 

We also have the fi nancial and physical impact of climate change. 
The debate is over, climate change is real, human induced and its 
effects are increasing at a rate not imagined fi ve years ago. “The 
Big Dry” that has now gripped Australia appears to have crossed 
the Tasman and changed rainfall patterns across the east of New 
Zealand – NZ scientists are now predicting reduced rain fall in 
the east of New Zealand as a result of climate change. 

Farming is in the front line of the effects of climate change 
in New Zealand. As NZ’s Agriculture Minister David Carter 
stated “most of the farmers up here… recognise the climates are 
changing. I think that’s symptomatic of climate change so it does 
mean that more frequently farmers are going to be placed under 
pressure from drought.” 

How we deal with climate change will signifi cantly impact 
on our farming industry. Unless NZ “does its bit” in tackling 
climate change our consumers abroad will question why they are 
buying products from a country that does not share their concern 
on climate change. If we look bad on the world stage at the 
Copenhagen United Nations climate negotiations in December 
by not agreeing to the necessary target for reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions we will risk an economic backlash in Europe.  

The only way to survive this perfect storm is for leadership from 
Government and the agriculture industry. Leadership that can 
put NZ dairy back on track to weather the storm and reap the 
rewards as a result.  Our advantage lies in value added, low-
impact farming  the products of which are marketed and sold 
to consumers on the basis of being really Clean and Green. It 
will get NZ farming off the commodities treadmill, look after our 
land and help ensure farmers in the true tradition can pass on a 
farming livelihood  to the next generation 

New Zealand farmers helped build the backbone of our economy 
– let’s keep it that way.

Th e Perfect Storm 
Th reatens NZ Farming
By Bunny McDiarmid, Greenpeace New Zealand Executive Director  ___________________________________

Increasing	sea	temperatures	will	impact	the	fi	shing	
industry	–	fi	sh	stocks	affected	and	more	algae	blooms.

The Rock Wren:	could	face	extinction.

•	 Kiwifruit	production	
uneconomic	by	2050.	

Rockhopper penguin:	numbers	have	
fallen	by	95%	in	the	last	50	years.

Eastern NZ:	
Increased	drought	and	fi	re	
–decline	in	production	from	
agriculture	and	forestry.	

Hundreds of NZ’s 
native animals and 
plants face extinction.	

Canterbury: increased	drought	and	fi	re.	Major	
water	security	issues	will	threaten	agriculture.	

New	agricultural	pests	and	diseases	
will	fl	ourish	in	warmer	climate.

Nelson:	By	2090,	too	wet	to	grow	apples.

More extreme weather 
events such as hurricanes, 
fl oods, and droughts. 

By 2070 a cold year will 
be like a hot year now. 
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climate impacts
One	of	 the	challenges	with	grasping	 the	urgency	of	
climate	change	is	that,	more	frequent	extreme	weath-
er	events	aside,	we	just	don’t	see	the	worst	impacts	
fi	rst	hand	in	New	Zealand.	We	don’t	see	the	tens	of	
thousands	of	people	who	die	every	year	because	of	
climate	change	in	Asia	and	the	Pacifi	c�;	we	don’t	see	
melting	ice	caps	or	massive	subsistence	crop	failure;	
we	don’t	see	the	millions	of	climate	refugees	who’ve	
been	rendered	homeless	because	of	rising	sea	levels,	
increasing	 desertifi	cation,	 weather-induced	 fl	ooding,	
and	 more	 frequent	 natural	 disasters,	 and	 the	 wide-
spread	 extinction	 of	 our	 precious	 native	 species	 is	
only	just	beginning,

This	can	result	in	a	“she’ll	be	right”	mentality.	But	New	
Zealand	has	a	lot	to	lose.		We	put	together	this	impact	
map	in	order	to	demonstrate	that	New	Zealand	will	be	
far	from	immune	to	the	effects	of	climate	change.

1 (World Health Organisation study - 2007)  
Flooding images © Waikato Times  /  Rock Wren © Suzi Phillips  /  Kauri © Dave Hansford  /  
Tuatara © Dave Hansford   /  Sheep © Greenpeace, Sewell  /  Drought © Greenpeace, Suzette Jackson

Northland:
•	 Some	Northland	properties	uninhabitable	

/uninsurable	after	fl	oods.	

The Kauri tree: at	risk	of	
extinction	from	warming.		

Tuatara:  at	risk	
of	extinction	from	
warming.

Auckland: coastal	property	prices	
affected	by	rising	sea	levels.						

Glaciers:	Most	of	
New	Zealand’s	glaciers	are	now	the	
smallest	they	have	been	since	records	
began	-	they	continue	
to	shrink	at	a	rapid	
rate.	Reduced	visitor	
fl	ows	through	tourism-
dependent	towns.

Ski industry:	
Increased	temperatures	
are	causing	snow	lines	
to	rise.	Changes	in	
seasonal	snow	cover	
will	impact	ski	industry.	

Western NZ:	fl	ooding	could	be	up	
to	four	times	as	frequent	by	2070.

Waikato: 200�	drought	cost	$�.5	
billion.	Floods	and	droughts	more	
severe	and	frequent.
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Three droughts 
in a row have 
sent some east 
coast farmers 
to the wall, and 
change is the 
only certainty 
on offer.
A townie driving State Highway 2, 
north out of Waipukurau beneath the 
western Hawkes Bay hills, probably 
wouldn’t notice anything wrong.

To a casual glance, the place looks 
green – serene – enough. Which is why 
he’s unlikely to have heard about the 
east coast drought.

“This isn’t a media-friendly drought,” 
says sheep and beef farmer Steve 
Wynn-Harris. “It’s a green drought.” 
By which he means there are no 
dustbowls, no skeletal stock. This is 
something much more cruel.

For the last three years, there has been 
just enough rain – 5mm here, 10 mm in 
the next valley over – to keep farmers’ 
hopes up. Keep them hanging in there. 
Keep ramping up the overdraft. But 
every day, the margins, the odds, get 
slimmer. Even if the place gets the 
200mm of rain it needs, there are too 
few warm weeks left to grow grass 
before winter.

Each summer for the last three years, 
Steve Wynn-Harris has bought in stock, 
waited for the grass to grow so he could 
fatten them up for sale in the spring. 
But each autumn, he’s had to let them 
go again. He’s learnt by now not to get 
caught with animals he can’t feed.

“That has a mental effect on people,” 
says Stuart Ellingham, operations 
manager at Horizon Farming, “because 
they like to farm well, and for the last 
three years they haven’t been able to. 
You go into a downward spiral. You 
can’t put fertiliser on, you can’t carry 
the stock numbers that you need over 
the winter to eat all your spring grass. 

“So then you have to enter the store 
market, which everybody is trying to 
get into; horrible, lower profit margins, 
struggling to get the quantity of stock 
that you need to get your production.”

Dry summers are nothing new here, but 
it used to be that by March, nor-easters  
would drive heavy, black rain clouds 
onto these hills. For some reason, that’s 
stopped happening.

MetService weatherman Bob McDavitt 
is coy about why. Before he switches 
on his powerpoint to a local Federated 
Farmers’ AGM, he issues a disclaimer; 
“Don’t ask me about climate change. I 
deal in weather.”

What he does tell them is that 
“something radical happened this year.” 
By rights, this should have been a wet 
season; out in the eastern Pacific Ocean, 
cooler sea surface temperatures – part 
of a La Niña weather phase – would 
normally have brought low pressure 
systems – those wet nor-easters  – to 
the east coast.

“This La Nina didn’t cough up,” says 
Mc Davitt. “Why was that? I haven’t 
done enough investigation to be able 
to say.”

If this were just an ordinary Hawkes 
Bay dry, farmers could have ridden 
it out like their fathers did. But three 
droughts in a row (technically, it’s not 
one long drought, because it has rained 
– after a fashion) have pushed some 
families onto the ropes.

In late April, the local Drought 
Committee declared it official, opening 
the way for Government assistance 
such as emergency welfare and tax 
relief. David Scott’s phone started 
ringing almost immediately.

As local rural support co-ordinator, 
Scott’s job is to see that struggling 
families get help. He knows them well, 
“because the drought is affecting all 
the same valleys as it did in 2007 and 
2008. Some of the farming families 
I worked with before are back on the 
phone already.”

But others, too proud to ask for what 
they regard as charity, hunker down to 
the point, says Scott, “where they just 
eat mutton off the farm, and whatever 
they can get out of the veggie garden.”

If rural people are proud, they’re also 
compassionate; Scott says it’s common 
for bags of groceries to turn up 
anonymously at letterboxes. “People 
care about each other in this district.”

But many, already stretched to the 
limits by the last two droughts, are 
now trapped in a vortex of diminishing 
returns. Whatever equity they’ve 
managed to build up on their properties 
is now their only asset, and every week 
without rain sees it eaten away.

“Some of these 
places have got 
nothing - the 
dogs are the 
only animals 
on the farm,”

In the real estate windows of 
Gisborne, the mortgagee sales have 
started to appear. 

In a normal year – whatever that 
is – Bruce Wills would run 10,000 
stock units on his pretty, sometimes 
precipitous, sheep and beef property 
near Te Pohue. “Currently, we’re sitting 
at about 7500 stock units, so we’re 25 
per cent down. As you can appreciate, 
any business running at 75 per cent 
capacity... you’re in difficulties. We’ll 
be lucky to go back to 10,000 stock 
units. I don’t know whether we will 
ever go back there.”

“You can sense a loss of hope for the 
future,” says agriculture minister David 
Carter, as he tours one of the stricken 
farms. “Opening that bank statement 
can’t be easy.”

Carter went on the record in April as 
saying the droughts were consistent 
with predicted impacts of climate 
change;  “most of the farmers up 
here… recognise the climates are 
changing. I think that’s symptomatic 
of climate change so it does mean that 

more frequently farmers are going to be 
placed under pressure from drought,” 
he told Radio New Zealand National.

But he’s an exception; few farmers 
are willing to chalk this up to climate 
change; most insist that it’s just 
another blip in a region famous for 
fickle weather.

It probably doesn’t matter what anyone 
calls it. The point is it’s something that 
old hands like Simon Cave, who’s lived 
on the family farm behind Gisborne 
since 1947, haven’t seen before. “This 
would have to be one of the worst 
droughts,” he says, “in that it’s been 
back-to-back.

“Last year, people were saying ‘It’ll be 
OK, because you never get more than 
two in a row,’ but blow me down...”

Cave says farmers have survived thus 
far by adapting, and they’ll adapt to 
this as well. For his part, he’s started 
cropping stands of willows for fodder 
to tide his animals over when the 
grass fails.

Those with enough easy contour will 
grow crops like lucerne instead. Others 
will try and negotiate ongoing grazing 
arrangements with farmers outside the 
district, but few can pay the kind of 
prices commanded by the dairy boom.

Alan and Stephanie Smith have found 
the answer for their property; they keep 
no capital stock whatsoever. “We set 
ourselves up so that we have plenty of 
grass when other people haven’t.”  The 
couple offer grazing through winter, 
and trade their own sheep and cattle.

Some farmers will lamb later , to try 
and make best use of their spring grass 
while they have it, but they’ll take a 
drop in earnings by doing so.

Whatever they do, most east coast 
farmers have resigned themselves to the 
fact that things may never be the same 
again. “The capacity of this country has 
its limits,” says Stuart Ellingham,“so 
we have to be flexible enough to handle 
seasons like this. We’ve said okay, these 
seasons are going to be normal, so what 
policy should we have to handle that?”

Before the weather turned, eat coast 
sheep and beef brought nearly $1.7 
billion a year into the local economy. 
But now that farmers have stopped 
hiring, cut back on fertiliser and 
farm supplies, and stock flows to 
meatworks have slowed, everyone is 
feeling the pinch.

Ironically, trucking firm Farmers 
Transport enjoyed a boom in the early 
months of the latest drought, but for all 

the wrong reasons, as farmers offloaded 
stock. “November, December, we 
thought we were in for a great season,” 
says general manager Brian Kelsey. 
“But it all came to a grinding halt.

“Some of the (meat) processing plants 
went onto three- and four-day weeks, 
and the night shifts stopped. That had 
a big impact.

“Last year, we had to look at the 
number of trucks we had on the road 
and the number of staff. We had to 
make some adjustments. Have we gone 
far enough? Probably not.”

The aftershocks look set to go on. A 2007 
Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry 
report predicted that year’s drought 
would cost the region more than $700m, 
but the figure was based on a recovery 
over 2008/09 that never came.

A MAF assessment in July will reveal 
the true damage, but policy team 
leader Gillian Mangin says that, even 
if rains next year, the pain won’t end 
there. “Farmers’ incomes are going to 

be down next year, because they’re 
either not going to have trading stock 
to sell, or they will have fewer ewes 
and cows on hand, so they will have 
less progeny to sell.”

The double-whammy will come, says 
Mangin, when cash-strapped farmers 
try to replace the stock they were forced 
to sell off. “Replacement stock prices 
are expected to be quite high – $100 
for a lamb is not out of the way at the 
moment – and it’ll be even higher when 
they have to buy in the hoggets and to 
replenish their ewe flock.”

Which could mean that neighbours 
will again, as David Scott recalls, 
rally round to help a family get their 
farm in order, “so they could at least 
leave with some dignity before the 
banks foreclosed.

“If you’re unemployed in town, you 
at least have a home to go back to. 
But when you leave a farm, you leave 
everything.”

Dry Run
________________________________________________ By Dave Hansford

This dam on Jeremy Harker’s Patangata sheep and beef station stayed full for 22 years. But three 
droughts in a row have changed much about Hawkes Bay farming.

Hawkes Bay hills, dry, arid and bare of stock except for a lone sheep. 

©	Greenpeace	/	Dave	Hansford

©	Greenpeace	/	Dave	Hansford
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The real dirt of dairy farming
By Dave Hansford  _______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Surprise! It’s not all bad. Against the 
rush towards 1,000-cow dairy herds and 
mega-milk conglomerates, a handful 
of farmers are heading back to basics. 
For them, it’s about earthworms, not 
empires; fat cows, not fat cats. Dave 
Hansford meets the biological farmers.

David and Ailsa Miller’s dairy herd 
takes the gate at a run. If cows can 
exhibit joie de vivre, these Friesian 
crosses are a picture of it, swishing 
through a swathe of verdant pasture 
with the sort of relish a hot sunbather 
reserves for a cool sea. 

Big, black bovine heads plunge into 
a thicket of cocksfoot, clover and 
chicory. Cows are strictly hierarchical, 
Ailsa tells me, but here there’s no 
pecking, only munching. A few years 
ago, she says, they’d have fought for 
the best fodder. Now, there’s plenty to 
go around. 

David and Ailsa have milked cows 
for some 40 years on these graceful, 
green hectares outside Otorohanga. 
They’ve always loved it “despite 
some tight spots” but of late, like their 
cows, they’ve got a whole new spring 
in their step. 

“We enjoy getting up and working on 
the farm. We wake up in the morning, 
and we think ‘today is a new day’,” 
says Ailsa, 57. David is 60, and most 
dairy farmers their age would have 
taken on sharemilkers years ago. Not 
the Millers; “we enjoy milking—we 
work together as a team.” 

Heifers and humans are both getting their 
new-found vigour from a step-change 
called ‘biological farming’—managing 
a farm on ecological principles as 
opposed to production ones. It stops 
short of organic, though you might call 
it permaculture. The Millers have joined 
a small (fewer than 100) but growing 
group of farmers who have turned their 
backs on the production-obsessed, 
fertiliser-intensive, input-heavy ways 
of mainstream agriculture. 

Instead, they’re growing soils, not 
grass. They’ve renounced conventional 
wisdom and some of its most potent 
symbols: chemical fertilisers and, 
almost heretically, rye grass. Not for 
them the one-solution-fits-all marketing 
of agribusiness; biological farmers are 
getting back in touch with their farms, 
their animals, their soil. 

Look back,  
step forward
It’s new, but it’s old; it’s farming the 
way their great-grandparents did it. 

“Farmers have lost the art of thinking,” 
says David. “The experts came along; 
the vet would make his sales pitch, the 
fertiliser company, the drench company, 
would make theirs ... do what you’re 
told, and you’ll get good results. And 
the majority of farmers went down that 
path, not understanding why. 

“We were doing more to make less,” 
he says. “We became jacks of all trades 
and masters of none.” 

So David and Ailsa stopped applying 
nitrogen and superphosphate three 
years ago, substituting it with organic 
fertiliser. Now, says David, the cows 
are happily gorging on species they 
wouldn’t have touched had they been 
grown with nitrogen. “Grass this high 
would have been toxic to them if it 
were full of chemicals,” he tells me. 

“We’re not fighting our grasses. Rather 
than calling them weeds, which is good 
for the chemical spray companies, we 
now see them for what they really are. 

“And we’ve learned how to look after 
our soils, how we can farm our worms. 
If you look after the stock below the 
ground, they’ll look after the stock 
above the ground.” 

They certainly did last summer, when 
the Waikato wilted under the worst 
drought in living memory. “We’ve 
never farmed in conditions like it,” 
says David. 

The plantain and chicory in the 
couple’s paddocks had by then put its 
roots down deep. “They hung on much 
longer than the other pasture plants, 
and the huge savings we made on 
chemical fertiliser greatly assisted in 
feeding the cows. If we had been tied 
into the traditional patterns of farming, 
it would have been very much harder 
to negotiate our way through.” 

But what’s really turned him onto 
biological farming is the opportunity 
for a new contract between New 
Zealand farmers and consumers. 

“Small farms are part of the New 
Zealand culture, whereas I believe 
the mega-farming that is starting to 
appear in New Zealand now is not. 
[Biological farming] is an opportunity 
to bring the pendulum back; to give 
people choices.” 

He believes many of New Zealand’s 
health problems stem from sub-par, 
mass-produced food. “At our age, 
we’re going to more and more funerals, 
and we’re seeing people who could 
have had choices as to what they ate. 

“But there’s a growing group of farmers 
... who are committed to adding value, 
adding health, extending the quality 
of life for people. And they take pride 

in the knowledge that the food they 
are producing is the best they can do. 
That’s what I’m excited about.” 

The Millers also believe that 
the industrialisation of farming, 
particularly dairying in this day of 
record payouts, is responsible for many 
of the negative impacts of agriculture 
on the environment: erosion, fertiliser 
runoff, pollution of waterways, nitrous 
oxide emissions.

They are not alone. 

eCogent’s 
argument
“Farming’s gone very high-tech, but 
not necessarily in a good way,” says 
Kathi Harris. “You get a consultant in 
to fix your soil and grass problems, 
and they’re all paid by the big 
companies to sell their products ... it’s 
very tied up.” 

Kathi and her husband David run a 
small dairy farm at Pokuru, not far out 
of Te Awamutu. Three years ago, the 
couple abandoned mainstream farming 
practice. “We were working harder just 
to stand still,” says David. “We weren’t 
gaining profitability, production or 
anything. We were just spending more 
and more money on supplements, 
animal health, fertilisers—all our costs 
were going up.” 

Demoralised, he was ready to give 
up on dairying when the couple won 
a scholarship to follow a farming 
management programme run by 
Cambridge company eCogent. 

Under the eCogent system, farmers 
record all key inputs, financial 
transactions and stock data for the 
month, then file it to the company. It 
all ends up on the desk of Peter Floyd, 
eCogent’s mastermind and director. 
He and his staff put the numbers under 
critical scrutiny, check performance 
against forecasts, live weights against 
dry matter consumed, and a dozen 
other arcane agri-concepts, then point 
out the strengths and weaknesses of the 
clients’ operations. 

In other words, eCogent is a 
profitability exercise, but with a 
difference—it’s based on biological 
principles. Peter also has his clients 
digging holes in their pasture every 
month and measuring topsoil depth, 
root mass, soil colour, friability, and 
counting earthworms. 

Peter’s life has been about farming. By 

his own admission, he was part of the 
drive towards more productivity, more 
stock, more of everything, “but I stuffed 
up. By the time the 1980s came round, 
we had been stretching those figures to 
the limit. Putting on more dollops of 
superphosphate; urea was coming in by 
the trainload. 

“The wake-up call came for me 
in the 1990s,” he says. “We had 
[fungal] toxins in a lot of crops, we 
had a whole bundle of problems and 
environmental impacts. 

Kathi and David’s farm still suffers 
symptoms of potash poisoning from 
those days of excess. Today, only 
calcium and organic manure go onto 
the land. “As soon as we stopped 
conventional fertiliser, we saw an 
impact, certainly in the soil health, and 
even animal health,” says David. 

There’s no more strip-grazing—
corralling cows in tight with portable 
electric fencing to graze paddocks 
down to the nub; instead, it’s all about 
residuals, the amount of feed left behind 
after the stock have been moved out. 
“Grass grows grass,” says Kathi. “If 
you eat it right down to soil, it takes 
longer to recover.” 

They can tell when they’re getting it 
right by a greenish glow and a scale 
of numbers. David hands me a Brix 
meter; a small device which, held up 
to the light, reveals the sugar content 
of a sample of crushed pasture plants. 
Today it’s wet and overcast, not the 
best for the photosynthesis activity the 
meter is reading, but the Brix level—
12—is still higher than for a ‘nitrogen 
farm’, which might score a three on a 
day like today, Kathi reckons.

No more set menu of rye grass for the 
couple’s cows, either; now they browse 
from a salad bar of different species—
chicory, plantain, timothy, cocksfoot. 

“Watch cows go into a paddock with 
low-Brix, urea-rich grass,” says Kathi, 
“and they’ll walk right to the back of 
the paddock, then slowly walk back 
again. They’re looking for the best 
food. When they get to the end of the 
paddock, there is nowhere else to go, 
so they just start to eat. 

“When our cows walk into a paddock, 
they just start eating straight away. 
Cows are very onto it; they know 
what they need. If they were left to 
roam, they would be foraging animals; 
they’d seek out what they needed in the 
vegetation. Now, we’re giving them 
that opportunity.”

David and Ailsa Miller © Dave Hansford

Fiona Graham Milking Goats © Dave Hansford
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Banking on 
grass
Peter Floyd wants to do the same for 
human consumers. In the early 90s, he 
fl ew to the US to address the restaurateurs 
and foodies of the San Francisco Food 
Society. They listened politely, then told 
him that, actually, New Zealand produce 
wasn’t that crash-hot. 

“That’s because we were going for 
mass production; we were just chucking 
meat into boxes and hoping somebody 
would buy it. We weren’t taking the best 
opportunities going in the world at that 
stage, and we probably still aren’t.” 

He calls it “production-ology; an 
obsession with the production of grass, 
meat, milk and wool. So eCogent was 
born, out of the mindset that we had to 
do things better.”

That belief rings true with another 
pair of eCogent clients, Jeff and Fiona 
Graham. They run 330 goats in the 
shadow of Maungatautari, the Waikato’s 
celebrated ecological restoration 
project, producing high-quality milk 
for export as infant formula. 

“We’re all part of a food chain,” says 
Fiona, “from the grass, to the animal, 
to the consumer—and in our case, 
people’s babies. 

“Ultimately, we’re aiming for a 
balance in the whole system; by 
producing healthy soil, you then 
produce healthy [pasture] plants, 
which then provide your animals 
with a high-Brix, highly mineralised 
feed of great nutritional value. 

“If you feed your animals well, they 
produce good milk, and we want to be 
sure that we’re producing a product 
that is environmentally sustainable, 
that you would want to feed to your 
own children.” 

Their goats live indoors most of the time, 
keeping intestinal parasite infections to a 
minimum. But they still follow biological 
principles to grow their pasture, which 
they then “cut and carry” to the barn. 
Three times a year, they muck out the 
goat manure and add it to untreated 
wood shavings to turn into 1,500 tonnes 
of certifi ed organic compost. Some of it 
they sell to other farmers, the rest goes 
back onto their own paddocks. The soil, 
says Jeff, is the farm’s “engine room”; 
the grass, “your bank”.

“[Farmers] got themselves into a 
downward spiral of putting 30% 
potassic super on since Adam was a 
boy, because that was what you did. 
But … it became a vicious cycle. The 
fertiliser companies absolutely love it, 
because they get to sell more product. 

“What we’re trying to do is break 
that cycle.” 

The goats turn out a high-value product, 
but there’s no premium, as yet, for it 
having been biologically produced. 
Peter says he’s got the marketers 
working on ways to realise a fi nancial 
bonus from all this greenery, and 
what’s more, “it will be carbon-positive 
branded, both meat and milk”. 

Healthier soils, he claims, lock up more 
carbon. So much more, that eCogent 
will soon apply for carbon credits on 
the Chicago Stock Exchange. He’s 
even on the record as saying “growing 
soils as a carbon sink in New Zealand 
will… greatly benefi t farmers by 
totally eliminating the need for any 
emissions tax.” 

The claim seems to make no distinction 
between and carbon and methane. When 
I press him for details of his carbon 

accounting and certifi cation, he will only 
say, “We’ve got our laboratories, we’ve 
got our measurements, we’ve got our 
systems in place. In September, every 
farmer in the eCogent process will have 
their farm measured for carbon.” 

Whatever you make of eCogent’s 
carbon claims (see box, below), 
biological farming passes any measure 
of sustainability. Economically, farmers 
report better profi ts. Environmentally, 
it addresses run-off into waterways by 
doing away with chemical fertilisers. 
Deeper roots mean less erosion. 
Socially, it could provide good, healthy 
food with fewer demands on land and 
livestock. And by helping small farms 
become economic again, it could not 
only counter the headlong rush to 
mega-farming, but also help small rural 
communities stay together. 

“There are now something like 8,000 
farmers, and 11,000 farms,” says 
David Miller. That’s a lot of missing 
farmers: around 3,000 farms run by 
absentee investors. 

“That’s a challenge, but it opens up an 
opportunity. Rather than the corporates 
cashing in on the food crisis, families 
can do their bit. Which, I think, sits well 
with our culture and with our history. 
I’m 60, and I have a second wind. I’m 
excited that now we have a chance to 
do that.” 

Dave Hansford is a photographer, 
cameraman and writer (www.onhm.net) 

This article is written by New Zealand 
environmental journalist Dave 
Hansford and fi rst appeared in Issue 2 
of Good Magazine (www.good.net.nz). 
Photos: © Dave Hansford

Farming 
carbon
Louis Schipper, associate 
professor at Waikato University’s 
Department of Earth and Ocean 
Sciences, would love to know 
how farming consultancy 
eCogent gets its measurements. 

 For the past fi ve years, he’s been 
studying 69 pastoral sites around 
New Zealand, comparing 40-
year-old Soil Bureau data with 
current carbon measurements. 
He says it’s very diffi cult to detect 
any difference smaller than 20 
tonnes over 20 years. “This is not 
a simple thing to do.” 

“We’ve done a heck of a lot of 
work just to detect a change of 
600 kilograms per hectare per 
year, and that’s only by having 
20 years of data.” 

To detect anything less, over 
a shorter time span, he says, 
“would be very, very diffi cult. 
You would need an incredibly 
uniform soil and you’d need to 
take a lot of samples. In a carbon 
accounting context, we’re not 
there yet, not by a long shot.” 

ECogent’s Peter Floyd points to 
the Carbon Farmers of Australia, 
a farmer-owned trading company, 
as a model. Landowners who 
can demonstrate “carbon-
positive” changes to their land 
use practice can register with the 
company, which then trades on 
the voluntary Australian carbon 
market and internationally. 

Carbon Farmers director 
Michael Kiely told the Waikato 
Times that “Australian scientists 
have calculated that a 0.1 
percent increase in soil carbon 
across 10 percent of agricultural 
lands could sequester more than 
half of that country’s annual 
greenhouse gas emissions. 
Studies in Northern New South 
Wales have shown that carbon 
farming has increased soil 
carbon at double that rate over 
the past decade.” 

But even Carbon Farmers of 
Australia concedes it has no way 
of directly measuring carbon in 
the soil yet. 

It relies instead on what it calls 
“scientifi c evidence” that a 
shift to soil-friendly practices 
will increase the amount of 
sequestered carbon on farms. 
As such, Australian Farm 
Soil Credits are still branded 
“provisional”—based on a 
conservative estimate of the area 
required to store that carbon. 

Peter insists it will be possible 
to measure tonnes of carbon per 
hectare soon, but for now, the 
eCogent system relies instead on 
visual soil assessment, developed 
by ex-Landcare Research scientist 
Graham Shepherd, which yields a 
carbon guesstimate based on soil 
colour, root depth and density, 
and the presence of organic 
matter and earthworms. 

Louis Schipper teaches this 
assessment model himself. “It’s 
a really neat tool. But it was 
developed for different purposes. 
They may have adapted it, or 
made it better.”

smart 
farming
better for the climate 
and farmers’ pockets

learn more at: www.
greenpeace.org.nz/
smartfarmng

Good soil, good grass © Dave Hansford
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Images of Greenpeace inflatables 
placing themselves between the 
whale and the whaler evoke the spirit 
of nonviolent direct action (NVDA) 
that has been part of Greenpeace’s 
philosophy since its earliest days.

The Greenpeace founders were strongly 
influenced by the Quaker tradition 
of “bearing witness” – the belief that 
when a wrong was committed, it was 
important just to be there to witness it, 
to register your opposition.

They also believed, of course, that one 
must act to prevent such wrongs being 
perpetrated.  And while on occasion 
it meant breaking the laws of the 
day, it was only ever done to prevent 
something far worse happening.  
Even when one’s opponents resorted 
to violence and intimidation, it was 
always done peacefully. 

So it remains today.  Greenpeace may 
have grown from a rag-tag group of 

protestors who sailed into a nuclear 
testing zone, to a worldwide organisation 
with offices in forty countries, but our 
principles have remained the same.

Greenpeace’s commitment to NVDA 
has been instrumental in its success 
over the years, as it has been for 
others, from Mahatma Gandhi’s 
independence movement to Te Whiti’s 
stand at Parihaka. 

For Greenpeace, standing by and 
watching environmental destruction 
occur is not an option.  It must be 
challenged, but we must never 
compromise our principles of 
nonviolence in doing so.  As Gandhi 
once said “an eye for an eye, and soon 
the whole world is blind”. 

All Greenpeace activists are highly 
trained and since Greenpeace began 
over 30 years ago none of our activists 
have died as a result of our activities.

Non-Violent 
Direct Action 
Our History and 
Our Future
________________________________________________ By Dave Hansford

The birthplace of activism 
and what it means to me
By Tia Taurere  ____________________________________________

Everything in the world is inter connected which is why it is painful for 
us to watch the slow destruction of our Mother Earth (Papatuanuku). But 
it is never too late to initiate change in your lifetime. On so many levels, 
in so many ways, we can do this - from front-line protesting in the streets 
to gardening for food security. As a mother with dependants I worry 
about the future for my children so I choose to be part of this change 
without using violence. 

In this capitalist-driven world with corporate giants controlling the economy, 
land and resources, it is hard not to feel insignificant, a fish swimming 
against the tide, but there are positive movements and alternatives living 
and breathing today. 

Non-violent direct action is what originally attracted me to Greenpeace 
and our history certainly shows that non-violent direct action (NVDA) is 
nothing new to Maori here in Aotearoa.

Parihaka 1881.   
A remarkable example of NVDA.
In response to the political and legal injustices and military 
oppression, Te Whiti o Rongomai and Tohu Kakahi preached 
and practised an active form of non-violent resistance, 
advocating on philosophical and moral grounds peace rather 
than violence. The people from Parihaka removed survey 
pegs, ploughed, planted and erected fences on the surveyed 
land, and undertook long silent marches around their coastal 
tribal boundaries in assertion of ownership and protest against 
the alienation of their land. They voluntarily courted arrest 
and imprisonment.

On 5 November 1881,1500 settlers, militia and volunteers, 
under the command of the Native Minister John Bryce, invaded 
the peaceful village of Parihaka. Meeting no resistance, they 
arrested Te Whiti, Tohu and hundreds of their followers who 
were transported and imprisoned for years in the South Island. 
A special Act of Parliament, the Native Prisoners’ Trials Act, 
suspended the Parihaka prisoners’ rights so they could be 
detained indefinitely without trial.  This was the most heinous 
abrogation of civil rights ever seen in this country.

Nonetheless, Te Whiti and Tohu guided their people 
through a traumatic and explosive period in history, 
avoiding full-scale war at a time when Maori had almost 
no possibility of military victory. Theirs was a moral 
victory, in which they upheld Maori honour and integrity 
against inconceivable odds.

Their resistance and non-violence is inspirational and has 
been acknowledged by great leaders around the world.

Practicing NVDA, acknowledging the people and the history 
here in Aotearoa, Greenpeace has supported me as Tangata 
Whenua so that I have a voice.  But on an international scale I 
am able to network with others around the world for a global 
movement of consciousness. NVDA is a powerful tool, 
raising awareness through creative communication.

©	Greenpeace		/	Malcolm	Wren
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Dave Hansford
Dave Hansford is a freelance 
photographer, writer and cameraman 
based in Wellington, New Zealand. 
He specialises in natural history, the 
earth sciences, adventure travel and 
the environment. He worked for 11 
years as a press photographer on the 
Dominion Post, and took up writing 
and fi lm work in 2002. 

Dave’s work has appeared in North 
and South, Good, NZ Geographic, The 
Listener, NZ Business, Wilderness, 
Forest & Bird, BBC Wildlife and 
Australia Nature and as well as in 
newspapers throughout New Zealand 
and Australia. He has fi lmed for 
Natural History NZ Ltd and worked on 
the BBC production Life of Birds.

When he’s not working (even when he 
is) Dave enjoys tramping, climbing, 
mountain biking, kayaking and diving.

His love of adventure has taken him 
to Antarctica, Africa, China, Pakistan, 
Australia and the South Pacifi c.

In 2001 Dave was awarded Cathay 

Pacifi c Travel Photographer of the 
Year, and in 2003 won the 2003 Cathay 
Pacifi c Travel Writer of the Year.

In 2007, Dave won a Qantas Media 
Award for best social issues columnist.

Steve Bayliss
Steve Bayliss is Agricultural Campaigner 
for Greenpeace, a role in which he 
is able to combine his experiences 
in agriculture with his desire to see 
signifi cant reductions in New Zealand’s 
Greenhouse Gas emissions.

“Climate change is the biggest issue 
facing humanity and will impose 
signifi cant costs on society and force 
drastic changes to our way of life if we 
do not act now.  

“For farmers, the increasing number 
and severity of droughts and fl ooding, 
coupled with consumers increasing 
demand for carbon labelling on our 
agricultural products will require 
farmers to quickly change to 
sustainable farming practices if we are 

to continue to enjoy high returns in our 
international markets.”

Steve spent his early years on a dairy 
farm in the Bay of Plenty and graduated 
from Lincoln University with a B.Ag.
Comm before returning to the family 
farm during the 1980’s.

He spent ten years tutoring at Bay 
Of Plenty Polytechnic, Northtec and 
Agriculture NZ.  During this time he 
was involved in introducing courses 
in Sustainability in Agriculture and 
introducing Sustainable Farming 
practices to Dairy farming courses.

During the 1990’s Steve completed an 
MBA at Massey University and worked 
for a number of companies before 
joining EECA (Energy Effi ciency & 
Conservation Authority) where he 
became increasingly concerned about 
the “time bomb” that climate change 
represents. He also served for six years 
as a city councillor on Papakura District 
Council and Chaired the Environmental 
Management Committee. He was a 
representative on a number of regional 
agencies including Watercare and the 
Water and Waste Water Review.

Steve and wife, Sue, are dairy goat 
farmers and cheese makers on their 
Ardmore property and have been 
actively involved in riparian planting 
and developing farming practices 
that do not involve applying urea and 
intensive carbon inputs. 

“New Zealand is unusual in the world, in 
that nearly half of our total greenhouse 
gas emissions are generated by farming 
– and the great majority of these are “on 
farm”.  If we are to retain our “Clean 
Green” brand we must quickly reduce 
our emissions and ‘beef up’ on caring 
for our land and environment. 

Greenpeace New Zealand 
– how to target climate change
New	Zealand	has	the	ability	and	resources	to	become	a	‘low	carbon’	economy.	
We	just	need	the	political	determination.	�0	by	2020	is	an	ambitious	target,	
but	the	science	says	this	is	what’s	required.	Only	a	�0	per	cent	target	on	for	
the	developed	world	will	stop	us	reaching	the	‘tipping	point’	of	catastrophic	
climate	change.

There	 are	 many	 ways	 of	 reaching	 the	 target	 through	 the	 use	 of	 new	
technologies	and	practices;	these	solutions	will	only	grow	if	they	are	driven	by	
an	ambitious	target	to	reduce	emissions	and	strengthen	the	NZ	economy.

40 per cent reduction in emissions of greenhouse gases by 2020 
can be achieved;

•	 �00	per	cent	renewable	electricity	supply	is	achievable	by	2020

•	 Energy	 effi	ciency	 and	 insulation	 can	 dramatically	 reduce	 energy	 use	
by	2020	–	giving	New	Zealanders	lower	energy	bills	and	warm	and	dry	
healthy	homes.

•	 Industry’s	energy	demands	can	be	met	by	renewable	sources	of	energy.

•	 Integrated	public	transport	solutions	can	reduce	road	vehicle	emissions	
by	50	per	cent	and	make	our	towns	and	cities	healthier	and	safer.

•	 Low	emissions	 ‘smart	 farming’	can	reduce	emissions	by	up	to	�0	per	
cent	and	give	NZ	farming	new	profi	table	markets	for	climate	conscious	
global	consumers.

Key Profi les
By Suzette Jackson  ________________________________________________________________________________

To do this great work we need 
more support from Kiwis. We 
rely 100% on the public for 
our fi nancing. We don’t take 
corporate or government funding. 
This allows us to remain an 
independent voice for the future 
of farming in New Zealand.

Be part of the change for good. 
Call 0800 22 33 44 ext 55 or email jobs@
greenpeace.org.nz to fi nd out more.
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�	 Better	Times

Fonterra on drop in milk commodities 
price; “Fonterra has marketed 
its brands so successfully that 
they have retained their margins, 
regardless of the milk price” chief 
executive Andrew Ferrier says. May 
27 NZPA story.

David Carter, agriculture minister 
on the Hawkes Bay drought;  
“most of the farmers up here… 
recognise the climates are changing. 
I think that’s symptomatic of 
climate change so it does mean 
that more frequently farmers are 
going to be placed under pressure 
from drought,” he told Radio New 
Zealand National.

“Denial is no longer an acceptable 
response.” US President Barack 
Obama on climate change. 2009

“...the number one group who’ll 
be affected… is farmers… because 
you have all your assets tied up 
in one place, and catastrophic 
weather conditions have the 
potential to wipe you out.”  New 
Zealand Prime Minister John Key 
on climate change.

“If we don’t do something about 
it [climate change], and be seen 
to be doing something about it, 
you will ultimately suffer push 
back from your consumers that 
buy your product in the UK and 
in other countries. That is the 
advice we get from the British High 
Commission…” New Zealand 
Prime Minister John Key speaking 
to farmers in July 2008. 

“Europe… are saying ‘all you do 
is talk… you maintain that you are 

so clean and green and try to be 
leaders and all you do is nothing. 
We can’t take you seriously’.” 
Leading New Zealand carbon trader 
November 2008.

“If New Zealanders followed 
through on that pledge to become 
carbon neutral and businesses 
in every sector searched for new 
approaches to accomplish that goal, 
they would find the world beating a 
path to their door.” Al Gore.

“And we’ve learned how to look 
after our soils, how we can farm 
our worms. If you look after the 
stock below the ground, they’ll look 
after the stock above the ground.” 
David Miller, biological farmer. 
Quote from Good Magazine, Issue 
Two, “The Real Dirt on Dairy 
farms.”

Our mission

Greenpeace is an independent 
global campaigning organisation 
that acts to change attitudes 
and behaviour, to protect and 
conserve the environment and to 
promote peace.

We don’t accept funds from 
governments or corporations; 
everything we do is thanks to our 
committed supporters.

Where we come from

In 1971, an old fishing boat 
sailed from Vancouver, Canada, 
to Alaska to protest against 
nuclear testing. This group of 
environmental and peace activists 
believed that a few individuals 
could make a difference, and 
they were right - the worldwide 
attention the activists achieved 
from that single journey led to the 
end of nuclear tests in the region: 
Greenpeace was born.

Greenpeace Aotearoa New 
Zealand was established in 1974 
as the second Greenpeace office. 
Ever since, we’ve had a proud 
tradition of leading, and winning, 
environmental campaigns.

Today, Greenpeace is one of 
the world’s most respected 
and effective environmental 
organisations, with offices in 
over forty countries and millions 
of supporters around the 
world. Our success has proven 
that individuals can make a 
difference, and that by working 
together, across borders, we can 
help to create a sustainable and 
peaceful future.

What we are

• We act to raise awareness, to 
protect the environment, and to 
promote peace.

• We investigate, expose and 
confront environmental abuse.

• We challenge political and 
economic groups to create a 
truly sustainable future.

• We offer environmentally 
responsible and socially just 
solutions.

• We inspire people to take 
responsibility for our planet and 
future generations.

We believe in

• Being an impartial advocate for 
the Earth.

• Bearing witness to 
environmental destruction 
through the use of non-violent, 
creative confrontation.

• Seeking solutions to the 
threats to our environment 
and promoting open, informed 
debate about society’s 
environmental choices.

• Respecting democratic 
principles and seeking solutions 
that promote equality.

• Maintaining our independence 
from political and commercial 
interests.

What we do to 

• We fight for a global climate 
agreement to prevent dangerous 
climate change, the number 
one threat to our planet - and to 
humanity.

• We defend our oceans by 
challenging destructive fishing, 
and by creating a global network 
of marine reserves.

• We protect the world’s ancient 
forests and the animals, plants 
and people that depend on them.

• We work for disarmament and 
peace by tackling the causes of 
conflict and calling for the end of 
nuclear arms.

• We support safer alternatives 
to hazardous chemicals in 
today’s products to create a 
toxic free future.

• We campaign for sustainable 
agriculture based on biodiversity, 
and without genetically 
engineered organisms.

They said it...
_____________________________________________________________________________________________

For the kids __________________________________________________________________

Hey kids, see how colourful you can make the picture below illustrated by Malcolm Evans.
www.greenpeace.org.nz for more information 


