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Greenwashing, 
Whitewashing 

and
Pseudo Environmentalism



OUR SUMMER NEWSMAGAZINE
feature article describes recent
attempts the government, private
industry and others have made to
portray their wares as “green” or
environmentally sound when in fact
they are often harmful, or worse,
result in a 180-degree turn from the
intended positive objective. As active
stewards of the environment it is
our responsibility to discern the
well-intentioned and honest figures
from those hoping to capture sup-
port through deceit.  

With both the House and Senate
under Democratic control after the
last election, we anticipated signifi-
cant progress on environmental
matters. This hope appeared justi-
fied when in January the House
overwhelmingly passed legislation
to eliminate oil company subsidies
and put the money into a clean
energy fund. However, as we entered
the summer months, the euphoria
subsided as key Democratic commit-
tee chairs produced energy legisla-
tion that would actually take a step
backward.

This is a prime example of the
federal government using a bait and
switch to create the image of posi-
tive, “green” legislation that in fact is
environmentally detrimental. This
summer Congress debated including
subsidies for liquid coal in the ener-
gy bill. The burning of liquid fuel
from coal in vehicles releases far
more greenhouse gases than gaso-
line. Indeed, using a gallon of liquid

coal would emit twice the green-
house gases into the atmosphere. 

It is a fundamental mistake to
pursue a solution to energy inde-
pendence that exacerbates global
warming. We need win-win solu-
tions, and right now, our best option
is energy conservation. Any reduc-
tion in the use of coal, oil or gas
helps solve not only global warming,
but also problems such as air and
water pollution, wildlife habitat
destruction and damage to our bod-
ies from mercury and smog.   

Conservation comes in two forms:
one, changing personal habits and
behavior and two, utilizing technolo-
gy that gets the desired result with
less environmental damage.
Examples of the first include walk-
ing, biking or using public trans-
portation to get around. Examples of
the second would be using water-
conserving showerheads or energy-
efficient refrigerators. But it most

certainly is not achieved through
policies that propose increased pro-
duction of fuels like liquid coal as
suggested in early versions of the
energy bill. 

In another example of green-
washing, some oil companies are
now engaged in heavy advertising to
convince the public that they are
really operating in environmentally
sound ways. For example, British
Petroleum (BP) employs slick public
relations representatives to create
“green” ads to promote its goal of
moving “beyond petroleum,” yet the
company still generates an over-
whelming majority of its revenue
from oil and gas.  Closer examina-
tion of BP’s practices reveals further
discrepancies. BP is preparing to give
$500 million to university
researchers to undertake studies on
genetically engineered biofuels. Far
from being a no-strings-attached
proposition, this gift would include
stipulations that BP will have the
patents on the genetically engi-
neered fuels, and thus end up con-
trolling the fuels of the future.
Furthermore, the consequences of
releasing genetically modified biofu-
els plants into the environment are
largely unknown. 

It just goes to show that in
today’s environment of greenwash-
ing, whitewashing and pseudo envi-
ronmentalism we all need to be con-
scious consumers of news and infor-
mation. 
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What Does Being Green Mean?

Brent Blackwelder, President
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By Josh Hilgart

NOW THAT THE EMERGING planetary
climate crisis is becoming manifest,
expect nearly everyone seeking cus-
tomers or voters to drape them-
selves in green. While there are cer-
tain to remain a handful of reac-
tionaries who will reserve their last
breath to debase the “tree-huggers,”
viability for most on the public stage
will demand acknowledgement of
human caused global warming.

Of course, acknowledging pend-
ing disaster and talking about
change is not proof of conversion or
commitment. Major greenhouse gas
emitting industries will surely
deploy campaign cash and PR flacks
to spawn and promote dozens of
emerald-tinted corporate and leg-
islative initiatives conceived for the
purpose of kicking real reform down
the road. Joining the representatives
of industry will be various snake-oil
salesmen, eager to profit from bogus
forms of carbon offsets or other
flash-in-the-pan silver bullets. 

Finally, there will be a spate of
well-intentioned, but predictably
insufficient measures that are
derived from compromise and will
forestall genuine solutions.  

Such roadblocks present us with
an enormous challenge. Not only
must we discern good solutions
from the bad and ugly, we must
then expend time and effort per-
suading honest officials and our
own neighbors to reject the decoys
and make the hard choices. Making
these choices could prove as difficult
as carrying out their mandates.

To get an idea of what will be
coming our way, we need only look
at current examples in which the
government, private industry and
even environmental groups, in
search of public relations victories,
overplayed the benefits or soft-ped-
dled the downsides of some action.

The TXU Buyout
The most prominent recent example
of a misleading environmental victo-

ry came with the buyout of TXU
Energy by two private equity firms,
Kohlberg Kravis Roberts and Texas
Pacific. The equity firms, allegedly
concerned that TXU’s dirty environ-
mental reputation posed a commer-
cial risk, struck a deal with
Environmental Defense and National
Resources Defense Council at the
time of the buyout to scrap eight of
TXU’s eleven planned coal-fired
power plants. The story was leaked
to the New York Times and subse-
quently bandied about the nation as
evidence of a new era of industry-
activist cooperation. Then, less than
two months later, the other shoe
dropped: the Wall Street Journal
reported that TXU had been plan-
ning for some time to build two to
five of the world’s biggest nuclear
reactors – a terrible solution to cut-
ting carbon emissions from both a
cost and safety perspective.

The TXU story is disturbing for
many reasons, but two stand out.
First, given the longstanding (and
then-unpublicized) plans for the
expensive nuclear power plants, it is
reasonable to question the likeli-
hood that the eight coal-fired plants
“scrapped” in the deal were ever

Greenwashing, 
Whitewashing and 

Pseudo Environmentalism
Prepare for the age of global warming lip service

Major greenhouse gas emitting
industries will surely deploy
campaign cash and PR flacks to
spawn and promote dozens of
emerald-tinted corporate and
legislative initiatives conceived
for the purpose of kicking real
reform down the road.
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going to be built in the first place
(only the three such plants that TXU
still plans to build had reached sub-
stantial planning stages). Second,
and perhaps more disturbing, the
feel-good story lives on in the news
media, which continue to cite posi-
tively the TXU example as evidence
of a paradigm shift, without men-
tion of the subsequent nuclear bait
and switch. Only Friends of the Earth
has stuck with the story, mobilizing
activists in Texas and elsewhere to
lobby against the nuclear plants.

The Planktos Carbon Offsets
Another private-sector example of
dubious environmental victories is
an initiative by the company
Planktos to dump thousands of tons
of iron, reportedly shaved down to
nano-sized particles, into the ocean
off the coast of the Galapagos.
Planktos – which describes itself as a
“for-profit company that generates
carbon offsets” – plans to use the
iron to stimulate phytoplankton
growth, which in turn would
increase the ocean’s carbon absorp-
tion. The problem here is that this
strategy is entirely unproven, and

Are You Online?
Friends of the Earth is ramping up its 
e-Environmentalism to give our web-based grassroots
network increasing opportunities to read about our
work and weigh in on important issues – we want you
to join us!

If you aren't
already signed 
up to get our
email alerts, then
simply go to
www.FOE.org
today and drop
your email in the
green box.

Plug in and keep
up today!

(continued on page 6)

www.FOE.org
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according to some prominent sci-
entists, likely to fail. Moreover, no
one knows with certainty what
harm the introduction of nano-sized
iron particles – or even larger sized
particles – might cause this ecosys-
tem. 

In a letter to the Independent (UK),
twelve members of the National
Oceanography Centre, Southampton,
said of the Planktos effort: “[I]t is like-
ly that almost all of the CO2 taken up
is released back to the atmosphere
within a year. In addition, there is the
considerable carbon cost of the [fer-
tilization] process itself.” They add,
“Commercial exploitation of this
technique could cause substantial
harm to the ocean ecosystem and
may even reduce its ability to
sequester carbon. Such an assault on
these remote and fragile ecosystems
should not be done until we can
show there are demonstrable bene-
fits that outweigh the costs.”

One additional window opened by
the Planktos example is on the “car-
bon offset” industry, itself is a broad
tapestry of good and bad science,
with no regulation or certification.
When one company or individual
pays another to offset carbon emis-
sions, what legally enforceable expec-
tations are there that the company
selling the offsets will engage in tech-
niques that have been shown by peer-
reviewed scientific study to effectively
reduce carbon in predictable
amounts? The answer is almost

always none, which is why Friends of
the Earth will be calling for congres-
sionally established certification pro-
grams for such schemes this year.

Friends of the Earth has already
contacted billionaire Sir Richard
Branson, whose name and award
program for carbon capture innova-
tions has been used by Planktos to
garner media attention. We urged
him to guard against those who
would engage in reckless experimen-
tation in pursuit of the Branson
prize. We are also supporting the
Environmental Protection Agency’s
engagement of the London Dumping
Convention to stop Planktos’ experi-
ment near the Galapagos.  

Biofuels
Making fuel out of recently living
organic material is a very hot area in
energy policy, and one that holds
great promise in the next few years.
Sadly, policy is already lagging well
behind the incomplete science,
thanks to special interests eager to
use the global warming threat to
push their “solutions.” 

While science is increasingly show-
ing that corn ethanol can be a dirty,
inefficient and socially and ecological-
ly damaging power source, it remains
the king of the biofuels. And despite
the fact that it also holds limited
potential for altering carbon emis-
sions, it is back in Congress in 2007 –

at the center of the Democrats’
energy bill. But if corn ethanol por-
tions of the energy bill remain

intact, half of today’s production of
corn would be required to meet
annual ethanol targets in the bill just
eight years away.  

And corn ethanol is not the only
bad choice out there. Demand for
biofuels made from palm oil is
already leading to mass deforesta-
tion, pumping tons of carbon into
our atmosphere while removing fil-
ters – trees – that would have
absorbed future carbon emissions.

Friends of the Earth is optimistic
that there are biofuel solutions out
there that could help us with our
energy needs, possibly including fuel
made from switchgrass or algae. But
given that the biofuels we can mass
produce now are not demonstrably
cleaner to make or use than fossil
fuels – and that the amount of corn
required to fill a single 25-gallon SUV
tank with ethanol could feed a per-
son for a year – we think that
responsible societies should focus
today on other actions we can take
to conserve energy and reduce our
carbon footprint.

Friends of the Earth has taken a
leading role in bringing pressure on
lawmakers to enact sensible legisla-
tion regarding biofuels, having
already improved bills moving
through the Senate on this issue.
However, there is much more work
to be done before biofuels like corn
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ethanol receive the scrutiny that
they warrant on Capitol Hill.

Coal to Liquid
Too often, “energy security” is pur-
sued by Congress at the expense of
the environment. The most flagrant
example of this is the push for “coal
to liquid” technology.

Because coal is found in abun-
dance inside the U.S., this is a popu-
lar fuel source for those looking at
displacing use of oil (not to mention
the coal companies). In short, coal to
liquid is a process by which coal is
converted into a liquid that can be
used in automobiles. But the envi-
ronmental problems with this
approach are manifold: the process
of conversion requires a great deal of
energy, boosting greenhouse gas
emissions; the final product produces
almost double the amount of green-
house gases when it is burned in
engines; and coal remains one of the
most environmentally disastrous fuel
sources to acquire, a process that
results in mountain top removal,
runoff of pollution into streams and
rivers, and other forms of habitat
degradation and pollution.

Unfortunately, members of both
parties on Capitol Hill are pushing
for this technology – particularly
members from coal-producing

states. While the carbon and land-
use impacts of coal to liquid are
beyond dispute, the conflation of
energy independence with energy
responsibility has allowed the
advancement of coal to liquid tech-
nology to parade as a sensible alter-
native to oil in some circles.

Friends of the Earth has had
major successes on Capitol Hill by

mobilizing the public and working
behind the scenes to slow down the
advancement of coal to liquid to the
point where there is hope that sup-
port for the process will become
politically untenable.

What You Can Do
The promotion of flawed and out-
right dishonest initiatives to meet
growing public demand for respon-
sible action will continue in

Congress and the media, which puts
the burden of information gathering
and accountability on the citizenry
of this nation. Friends of the Earth
will continue to bring the facts to
Capitol Hill so that no staff are work-
ing in the dark, but we will also
expand our public outreach efforts
over the next year to ramp up not
only the level of public knowledge,
but public action.

If you are not already a part of
our online activist network, sign up
today – and get your friends on
board too. This is the single most
effective way for Friends of the Earth
to inform the public and get them to
take action over the internet or on
the ground.

We also encourage you to talk to
your friends, family and acquain-
tances about the information you
get from Friends of the Earth and
other reliable sources. Word of
mouth is still the most effective way
to get people to listen to ideas and
concerns they have yet to consider.

Finally, if your membership to
Friends of the Earth has expired, we
hope you decide to renew. The finan-
cial support we receive from our
members is what allows us to
research the issues, disseminate
information, lobby elected officials
and organize our grassroots.  

The promotion of flawed and
outright dishonest initiatives
to meet growing public
demand for responsible action
will continue in Congress and
the media, which puts the
burden of information
gathering and accountability
on the citizenry of this nation.

W H A T  Y O U  C A N  D O ■

TO REMEMBER Friends of the Earth
in your estate plans, give this sug-
gested wording to your attorney:

“After fulfilling all other specific
provisions, I give, devise and
bequeath ____% of the residuary of
my estate [ or $___] to Friends of the

Earth, a charitable corporation (tax
ID # 23-7420660) presently having
offices at 1717 Massachusetts Ave.,
NW, Washington DC 20036.”

For more information, contact 
Chris Pabon at 866-441-7292 or
cpabon@foe.org

Leave a Legacy of Blue Skies, 
Clean Air and Spectacular Wildflowers
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By Erica Staaterman

LUNDBERG FAMILY FARMS began
production in 1937, when Albert and
Frances Lundberg moved from
Nebraska to California. Albert had
witnessed the dramatic results of
poor soil management during the
Dust Bowl, so when he relocated to
California he committed himself to
farming organically, ensuring the
utmost respect for the land.   

Lundberg Family Farms grows and
labels two types of GMO-free rice:
“certified organic” and “eco-farmed.”
The organic rice is grown under the
policies of the California Certified
Organic Farmers Program, which
means that no synthetic fertilizers,

pesticides or herbicides are used.
“Eco-farmed” is a less stringent clas-
sification: minimal amounts of syn-
thetic fertilizers, pesticides and her-
bicides are used only when neces-
sary. The natural soil enrichment,
planting and harvesting techniques
employed for “eco-farmed” rice are
the same as those used for organic
rice in order to minimize the need
for chemical treatments. About 55
percent of the Lundberg rice crop is
classified as “eco-farmed” and 45
percent is organic.  

In order to enrich the soil organi-
cally, nitrogen-fixing crops cover the
land in wintertime and fields lie fal-
low every few years to let the soil
replenish itself naturally. For weed
control and pest management, fields
are flooded when the seed is sown –
also a necessary process for growing
rice. After harvesting the rice at its
fullest maturity, the leftover straw is
not burned but is incorporated back
into the soil and decomposed
throughout the winter by waterfowl
and other organisms. In storage,
Lundberg organic rice is not fumi-
gated, but is kept in an airtight,

chilled container. Insects are
removed with a vacuum fan rather
than chemicals. The Lundberg family
also prides itself on its water conser-
vation – typically using 25 percent
less water than its rice-growing
competitors.

Albert’s four sons, Eldon, Wendell,
Harlan and Homer, have continued
their father’s organic farming tech-
niques for the past 65 years. In addi-
tion to their farms, Lundberg Family
Farms has a dryer, mill and rice cake
production facility, as well as a pack-
aging and processing plant. This
infrastructure allows the family to
own and operate the entire business
and ensure that their products are
produced as sustainably as possible.
In fact, on May 21, 2007, Lundberg
Family Farms installed its second
solar array as part of their effort to
produce their own energy! 

Please visit www.lundberg.com to
learn more about their farming
practices and about where you can
buy this delicious rice. 

W H A T  Y O U  C A N  D O ■

FRIENDS OF THE EARTH is a member
of Earth Share, a nationwide net-
work of America’s leading nonprofit
environmental and conservation
organizations that works to promote
environmental education and chari-
table giving through workplace giv-
ing campaigns. If your employer par-
ticipates in the federal government’s
Combined Federal Campaign, United
Way or other workplace giving cam-

paigns, you can donate a portion of
your salary to Friends of the Earth
through payroll deduction. 

For more information and to find
out if Earth Share participates at your
workplace, visit www.earthshare.org.
Friends of the Earth’s CFC designa-
tion number is 12067.

For other questions, contact Chris
Pabon at (877) 843-8687, ext. 720, or
cpabon@foe.org

Learning from the Land 

‘Tis the Season for Workplace Giving!
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By David Waskow

FOR YEARS, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH
has been at the forefront of a broad
movement to reshape trade agree-
ments so that they support, rather
than undermine, environmental pro-
tection. In recent months, we have
focused our efforts on the most criti-
cal concerns in current trade deals,
such as the rampant trade in illegal-
ly logged timber – an issue that was
compounded by the Bush adminis-
tration’s decision to push for a free
trade deal with Peru, one of the
worst global offenders in the illegal
timber trade. 

Earlier this summer, the political
landscape of trade agreements shift-
ed in important ways. In response to
pressure from senior Democratic
leadership in Congress, the Bush
administration agreed to a set of
new guidelines for trade agreements
with Peru and Panama that the Bush
administration wants to push
through Congress in coming
months. 

These trade policy guidelines
mark an important step forward by
requiring countries to raise some
environmental standards to the
international level. But the guide-
lines agreed on by senior Democrats
and the White House still fail to rem-
edy some of the critical flaws in the
general model used to negotiate
trade agreements – especially the
trade rules that allow foreign com-
panies to challenge environmental
laws. The final text laid out in the
Peru and Panama trade deals will be
the next opportunity to judge
whether the revised trade policy
guidelines hold water or whether yet

again environmental concerns
have been set aside. 

Key Elements of the
New Guidelines
For a number of years, environmen-
tal groups have criticized the U.S.
model for trade agreements because
it only requires countries to enforce
their own, already existing domestic
laws. Countries were not required to
enforce international environmental
standards like those on trading of
illegally-logged timber from protect-
ed species such as mahogany. Under
the new guidelines, countries
belonging to a set of seven interna-
tional environmental treaties will
have to enforce those agreements,
including rules that address critical
issues such as endangered species
protection, ozone-depleting sub-
stances and marine pollution.  

The new guidelines also address a
number of important timber-related
issues in the agreement with Peru,
where illegal logging has decimated
large parts of the Peruvian Amazon
rainforest.  Under the guidelines, the
U.S. Customs Service will have the
authority to ensure that protected
tree species such as mahogany are
accompanied by certification that
proves that they were logged legally.
Peru will also have to improve its for-
est management laws. While limited
to Peru at the moment, these kinds
of provisions could be included in
future agreements with other coun-
tries, particularly ones where illegal
logging is a significant problem.  

But the new guidelines for trade
deals don’t fix some critically impor-
tant problems in the U.S. trade
model. For years, environmental

groups have raised concerns about
the investor rights provisions that
give foreign companies the right to
circumvent our court system and
challenge environmental laws and
regulations before international tri-
bunals. The companies can demand
compensation if they believe envi-
ronmental or public health laws
have hurt their business interests in
various ways. Already, Canada and
Mexico have lost international
investor lawsuits involving haz-
ardous waste issues before tribunals
established under the North
American Free Trade Agreement.
And the U.S. is facing a host of suits
on issues stretching from restric-
tions on timber trade to mining reg-
ulations on lands near sacred Native
American sites. Yet these investor
rights rules continue to appear in
our trade agreements.  

The new guidelines did not tackle
these threats to our public interest
environmental protections. At the
end of June, the so-called “fast track”
negotiating authority granted to
President Bush by Congress in 2002
expired. In any consideration of
granting new negotiating authority
to the president, it will be critical to
ensure that environmental laws and
our justice system are clearly pro-
tected from trade lawsuits.

T R A D E ■

Is Trade Policy Taking 
a Green Turn?
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Lake Berryessa – a Victory
for our Public Lands!
Lake Berryessa is nestled between
the hills of the Napa County Lake
District in Northern California. Part
of an 80,000 acre federal recreation
area, the lake suffered from an inva-
sion of private vacation trailers, jet-
skiers and weekend vacationers in
motor boats. The private trailers pol-
luted the land and water and
blocked public access to the lake,
while the weekend partiers in motor
boats and on jetskis were costing
Napa County law enforcement mil-
lions of dollars.

Local group Berryessa Trails and
Conservation came to Friends of the
Earth’s Bluewater team for help in
protecting the lake and the sur-
rounding environment through
enhancing accessibility, environmen-
tal education and conservation proj-
ects to create nature-based recre-
ational facilities at Lake Berryessa.

Bluewater generated thousands
of public comments to the Bureau of
Reclamation, easily outnumbering
the pro-vacation trailer group that
had dominated public land at the
lake for more than 40 years. “This is
a little, forgotten area of Napa
County, that had 1,300 private vaca-
tion trailers on public land,” said

Carol Kunze of Berryessa Trails and
Conservation. “There are less than
500 permanent homes in the area,
so the locals fighting for public
access and the health of the lake
were outnumbered by the vacation-
ers. It was important for the federal
government to see that there was
broad support for these initiatives.” 

The six-year process bore fruit last
summer with a decision to remove
all private trailers and to broaden
recreational activity at the lake to
include hiking, biking, paddling and
other forms of nature-based recre-
ation. Furthermore, two no-motor
zones were created, ensuring quiet,
safe enjoyment of the outdoors.  

Climate Crisis Conference
This past April, Friends of the Earth
spearheaded a conference designed to
discuss the imminent danger climate
change poses for the world’s poorest
people. The meeting brought together
international development, religious,
human rights and environmental
leaders from around the globe and
was attended by over 200 people. 

Most developing nations – save
perhaps China and India – con-
tribute very little to global warming
yet suffer disproportionately from

storms and flooding, droughts, drops
in food production, water scarcity
and disease.

Following the conference, several
participants joined a discussion at
Friends of the Earth headquarters
where they formed a network inter-
ested in addressing issues at the
intersection of international devel-
opment and climate change. The
group agreed that climate change is
a driver of global poverty and that
responsibility for mitigating and
adapting to climate change should
be equitable and borne by countries
such as the U.S., which creates nearly
25 percent of the world’s greenhouse
gas emissions.  

Activists “Step It Up” on
Climate Change
On April 14, 2007, activists made

history by participating in the most
effective day on record for global
warming protests and rallies in the
U.S.  More than 1,400 events made
up the 2007 Step It Up campaign,
organized and launched by environ-
mental author Bill McKibben (“Deep
Economy”) and his students from
Middlebury College in Vermont.

In D.C., more than 1,000 people
attended a rally on the lawn of

EcoBites
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the U.S. Capitol where Friends of the
Earth president Brent Blackwelder
gave the opening remarks. His
charged call for action on climate
change urged people to look to
places like California where electrici-
ty use per capita is half of what it is
in the nation’s capital and to cut
wasteful electricity use and unsus-
tainable transportation practices.  

Photos of the 1,400 events are
posted on the website at 
www.stepitup2007.org.

Plug and Play in San
Francisco Bay
The ports of San Francisco and
Oakland will soon be a little cleaner,
thanks to the advocacy of Friends of
the Earth and other environmental
justice groups. A regional air pollu-
tion agency has agreed to fund the
installation of shorepower systems
so cruise and container ships can
turn off their polluting diesel engines
and plug into the electric grid while
docked. Ships need power while at
the dock to run pumps, lights, refrig-
eration, air conditioning and other
operations. But the deadly diesel

exhaust from the growing number of
ships entering the ports threatens
the lives of people living in the area.
Connecting to the electrical grid can
reduce air emissions by 90 percent,
while slashing greenhouse gases by
about 50 percent. The Port of San
Francisco was awarded $1.9 million to
retrofit its main cruise terminal with
electrical power lines to allow cruise
ships to plug in within one year. The
Port of Oakland received $250,000 to
demonstrate how a shoreside gener-
ator running on natural gas can pro-
vide cleaner power than unregulated
engines burning bunker fuel on
board container ships. American
President Lines and Wittmar Cold
Ironing are partnering with the port
in the pilot project. 
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By: Chris Pabon

IN APRIL, FRIENDS OF THE EARTH
held two successful events to honor
the recipients of the 2007 Goldman
Environmental Prize.

The Goldman Environmental Prize
is the world’s largest prize for grass-
roots environmentalists. Awarded
annually since 1990, the prize has
been presented to 119 people from
70 countries. Each of the winners,
chosen from six continental regions,
receives $125,000. These individuals
demonstrate exceptional courage
and commitment, often working at
great risk to protect our environ-
ment, and ultimately, life on Earth.
They are extraordinary people who
accomplish extraordinary things.

On April 21, we held a highly suc-
cessful Goldman Prize pre-reception
at Aquarium of the Bay in San

Francisco that we co-sponsored with
the Rose Foundation and Global
Community Monitor.  Friends of the
Earth Board member and Bluewater
Network Founder Russell Long gave a
presentation to 170 attendees about
Friends of the Earth and the impor-
tance of dialogue and relationships
with international activists.  

A week later, Friends of the Earth
and the Center for International
Environmental Law hosted a joint

reception in Washington, D.C. for the
winners. Both groups are among a
very small circle of organizations
who nominate people for the prize.
The reception was attended by 80
people – among them ambassadors,
Friends of the Earth members, and
Friends of the Earth Board and fea-
tured locally produced food and bev-
erages. Several of the award winners
gave speeches. 

Reception Honors Environmental Prize Winners
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By Lisa Matthes

THE FIRST TIME H. ROBERT KREAR
saw the snow-covered Rockies from
the plains east of Denver he knew he
was looking at a virtual mountain
paradise. Fresh from the woods of
the Appalachian Mountains in
Pennsylvania, 20-year old Krear was
embarking on a World War II mili-
tary call to duty. As a member of the
10th Mountain Infantry Division
Krear endured severe alpine training
in one of the coldest winters
Colorado has ever had – sleeping out
in the snow, sometimes in -40° F, and
training at altitudes of up to 14,000
feet. Krear recalls waking up one
morning to the sound of tree
branches cracking under the weight
of the snow. But despite the frosty
conditions there was nowhere else
in the Service these alpine troops
would have wanted to be. 

Besides the atypical training con-
ditions, this band of men was
extraordinary in another way –
many of the officers had been ski
coaches to the men while in college
and as a result they were closer than
the average infantry. This was one of
the reasons the 10th Mountain
Division excelled in combat in the
Italian mountains; another being
their astonishing physical fitness.

It was there, at Camp Hale, CO,
that Krear first ran across Friends of
the Earth founder David Brower.
Brower was a captain on the battal-
ion staff and the two shared in the
alpine training and combat experi-
ence in Italy. It was only after the war
that Krear learned of Brower’s back-
ground and interest in wilderness
conservation, and he reflects that in
a sense, Brower became a distant

mentor, albeit an unknowing one. In
fact, Krear became a Friends of the
Earth member when Brower found-
ed it in 1969. 

Through the mountain experi-
ences of his home and in the war,
Krear cultivated a desire to preserve
wilderness and the wildlife therein.
His personal commitment mirrored
conservation groups nationwide
that were recognizing the destruc-
tion of the pristine arctic terrain in
Alaska by rampant commercializa-
tion. The only exception was the
northeast corner of the Alaskan arc-
tic and it was apparent that some-
thing had to be done very quickly to
preserve that area. 

In 1953, famous wildlife biologist
Dr. Olaus Murie was selected to
investigate an area of the northeast
Alaskan lands and asked Krear to
join him based on his education in
forestry and zoology and experience
in ecological research with the U.S.
Forest Service and Fish & Wildlife

Service. As a veteran of the alpine,
Krear was in his element as the
Olaus Murie Arctic Brooks Range
Expedition of 1956 investigated the
Sheenjek Valley on the south side of
the mountain range. The team of
five held the same goal of preserving
what wilderness remained in Alaska
and recognized what privilege it was
to be there, amongst the barren
ground grizzlies, caribou, lynx, Dall
sheep, willow ptarmigan and count-
less other creatures of the arctic. The
Expedition ended up being a major
contributor to the establishment of
the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
(ANWR).

And to this day Krear is still work-
ing in the name of preservation and
conservation. In his recently-pub-
lished book, “Four Seasons North:
Exploration and Research in the
Arctic and Subarctic,”* he not only
takes the reader on a fantastic jour-
ney from pole to pole, following his
ecological research, but also eluci-
dates on the threats still looming on
the horizon for fur seals and sea
otters. 

Krear was recently recognized for
his contribution to conservation
when the Alaska Wilderness League
asked him to speak about ANWR and
offer his support of the Udall-
Eisenhower Arctic Wilderness Act at
a rally in Washington, D.C. last
spring. The bill would once and for
all preserve the integrity of this pris-
tine, irreplaceable wilderness. 

*“Four Seasons North: Exploration
and Research in the Arctic and
Subarctic” is available through
Vantage Press. 

Exploring Conservation: Dr. H. Robert Krear
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By Teri Shore

IN MARCH OF 2000, Bluewater
Network (now a division of Friends
of the Earth), submitted a petition
on behalf of 53 organizations, asking
the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) to assess and regulate
pollution from cruise ships. After
waiting more than seven years for
the federal government to respond
by creating nation-wide regulation
and monitoring of cruise ship pollu-
tion, Friends of the Earth filed a law-
suit against the EPA this past May. 

The world’s oceans are suffering
and until the EPA responds to the
demand for regulation, they will
remain at risk. The lawsuit demands
that the EPA assess the volume of
cruise ship dumping and the harm it
causes, as well as devise recommen-
dations on how to reduce the
amount of sewage, graywater, haz-
ardous wastes and garbage dis-
charged in bays, harbors and coastal
waters.

“Since this petition was first filed
seven years ago, we’ve seen tremen-
dous growth both in the cruise ship
industry and in the research that
shows the impacts from cruise ships
on our nation’s waters,” said
Professor Michael J. Robinson-Dorn,
who prepared the case for Friends of
the Earth. He is director of the Kathy
and Steve Berman Environmental
Law Clinic at the University of
Washington in Seattle. “Yet, the EPA
has chosen to do nothing in
response.”

Calls for a national regime for reg-
ulating cruise ship dumping have
also been made by the U.S.
Commission on Ocean Policy and the
Pew Oceans Commission.

The cruise industry has expanded
by a whopping 107 percent over
the past 10 years and in 2007
roughly 100 cruise vessels
will carry more than 12
million passengers
through North American
waters. Yet despite this
growth, our laws protect-
ing ocean waters from pollu-
tion by dumping and contami-
nation are stagnant. 

Under current law, cruise ships
are allowed to dump untreated
sewage and other wastes directly
into the ocean. Sewage contains
fecal coli form, nutrients, viruses,
bacteria and other contaminants
that can harm human health by sul-
lying beaches and other recreation
areas, disrupt the food chain by
killing shellfish beds and fisheries
and destroy the environment
through toxic algae blooms and the
acidification of waterways. Equally
unsavory graywater – wastewater
generated from domestic processes
such as washing dishes, laundry and
bathing – contains fecal coli form,
metals, hormones and other con-
taminants.

Oily bilge water – water stored in
the hull of the ship to maintain
equilibrium in stormy weather – can
be discharged if treated, but all the
major cruise lines have been fined

Shape Up or Ship Out: 
Friends of the Earth Cruise Ship Pollution Lawsuit
Demands Action from Environmental Regulators

Reefs at Risk!
Coral reefs support extraordi-
nary biodiversity. They are home
to over 4,000 species of fishes as
well as crustaceans, mollusks

and sea turtles, amongst
other organisms.

Governments world-
wide have taken
measures to protect
coral reefs because
of the vast biodiver-

sity that they sup-
port. However, our

nation’s very own Florida
Keys National Sanctuary, home
to the third-largest coral barrier
reef in the world, is at risk due
to pollution. As cruise ships
dump sewage they release high
levels of nitrates and phos-
phates into the water which can
cause algae blooms that smoth-
er and kill corals. This in turn
decreases the biodiversity of the
plants and animals that rely on
the corals. Removing nitrogen
and phosphorous from waste-
water requires technology that,
at present, is lacking from
sewage treatment facilities on
board cruise ships. A scientific
panel commissioned by the
cruise industry recommended a
sewage discharge ban within
four nautical miles of any coral
reef. At this time, however, nei-
ther the cruise industry nor the
EPA has agreed to adopt such
coral-saving policies. 

(continued on page 14)
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EPA Taken To Task in Landmark
Supreme Court Ruling
By Danielle Fugere 

IN A STUNNING DEFEAT for the Bush
administration the Supreme Court
recently ruled that the
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) has the power to regulate
greenhouse gas pollution from auto-
mobiles. In a lawsuit brought by
Friends of the Earth and others, the
Court rejected more than a dozen
excuses offered by EPA for its contin-
ued refusal to regulate greenhouse
gas emissions, including its claim of
scientific uncertainty about global
warming.  

The decision is a major victory for
the environmental movement. EPA
must now regulate greenhouse
gases from motor vehicles unless it
can prove either that there is no link
between global warming and green-
house gases or that such gases do
not endanger the public health or
welfare. Given the overwhelming sci-
entific consensus that global warm-
ing is caused by greenhouse gas
emissions and that global warming
threatens the health of the planet
and its inhabitants, it will now be

nearly impossible for EPA to avoid
doing its job.  

Securing this victory signals the
advent of change in global warming
policies. For instance, EPA has finally
agreed to hold hearings on
California’s landmark greenhouse
gas reduction law for automobiles,
after ignoring the request for more
than a year and a half.  

This case also grants states and
other groups impacted by global
warming standing to bring their
claims to court, thus paving the path
for future judicial successes. 

The Court rejected EPA’s argu-
ments that it could not remedy the
situation because emissions from
developing nations like China will at
some point offset our domestic
reductions. The Court found that
reducing domestic automobile emis-
sions would reduce an enormous
quantity of carbon dioxide. Based on
evidence presented to the Court, the
U.S. transportation sector emitted
more than 1.7 billion metric tons of
carbon dioxide into the atmosphere
in 1999 alone, accounting for more
than 6 percent of worldwide carbon
dioxide emissions.  

for bypassing treatment systems
and dumping untreated bilge water.

In addition, luxury liners spew a
range of pollutants into the air that
can lead to acid rain and contribute to
global warming. They can also spread
invasive species by dumping untreat-
ed ballast water in coastal zones. 

A typical one-week voyage with
3,000 people on board generates

about 210,000 gallons of sewage, 1
million gallons of graywater and
37,000 gallons of oily bilge water
from the bottom of the ship. 

Cruise ships can discharge raw
sewage at a distance of three miles
from shore, while treated sewage
and oily bilge water can be released
into harbors, estuaries and coastal
waters without monitoring – so it is

unknown whether wastewater is
even meeting treated discharge
standards when dumped. Graywater
can be discharged anywhere without
any treatment. In contrast, discharg-
ing sewage on land requires federal
permits and daily reporting on the
levels of pollutants released in dis-
posal. 
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By Ian Illuminato

SUMMER IS A TIME FOR FUN – escap-
ing the house and going to the
beach or pool or enjoying a sunny
day in the park. Yet while the sun’s
rays can put a smile on your face,
without protection, they can also
lead to skin cancer and other dis-
eases. Unfortunately the most com-
mon protection from overexposure
to the sun – sunscreen – presents its
own health safety hurdles.

Some sunscreen manufacturers are
introducing possibly dangerous
nanoparticles into their products.
These particles are effective at blocking
harmful radiation from the sun but
they can also potentially wreak havoc
on your body when absorbed through
the skin, penetrating organs and other
vulnerable areas of the body.

Skin cancer is the most common
type of cancer in the United States;
an estimated 40 to 50 percent of
Americans who live to the age of 65
will have skin cancer at least once.
So while nanoparticles might be
dangerous, it would be unwise to
stop using sunscreen all together.

The key to safe sunscreen use is to
find out what is in the products you
use and to ensure that they are
nanoparticle-free. 

Friends of the Earth wants to help
you avoid sunscreens that may com-
promise you and your family’s
health. That’s why we have released
a consumer guide to nano sun-
screens. We surveyed more than 150
sunscreen manufacturers to discern
whether their products contain
nanoparticles and what safety test-
ing they have carried out. The
Friends of the Earth Guide to Nano
Sunscreens, available on our website
at www.foe.org/Sunscreen_Report, ranks
brands along a color-coded scale,
from Green (Nano-Free) to Yellow
(May Contain Manufactured
Nanoparticles) to Red (Contains
Manufactured Nanoparticles),

depending on manufacturers’ pub-
lished policies and the information
we received from our survey. 

The Royal Society and the
Academy of Engineering (UK) have
warned governments that nanopar-
ticles should be treated as new
chemicals, and sunscreens and cos-
metics containing nanoparticles
should be subject to rigorous safety
testing prior to commercial release.
However, sunscreen and cosmetics
manufacturers in the United States
are not required to identify nanopar-
ticle ingredients on product labels or
to conduct new safety tests. Our gov-
ernment has yet to establish sound
regulation to protect consumers
from risky nanotechnology and until
it does, consumers should be wary.

The No-Nano Guide to Sunscreen

Nanotechnology Exposed
Nanotechnology is a new science involving the manipulation of materi-
als at the scale of atoms and molecules. The unit of measurement for the
nanoscale is a nanometer (nm), which is one billionth of a meter –
extremely tiny stuff. By way of comparison, a human hair cell is a whop-
ping 80,000 nm wide. 

However, “nano” does not simply mean tiny; rather, it is best under-
stood to mean fundamentally different:  materials engineered or manu-
factured to the nano-scale exhibit different essential physical, biological
and chemical properties from their bulk material counterparts.  For
example, when a material is engineered to the nanometer-level it
becomes much more reactive due to its exponentially-increased relative
surface area. Nanomaterials can also have very different and unpre-
dictable optical, magnetic and electric properties, in part because quan-
tum physics effects come into play at the nano-scale. 

Sunscreens and cosmetics are only the tip of the experimental iceberg
for this new science. Nanotechnology is increasingly used in a wide variety
of applications including food production and food packaging. And the
technology could potentially further affect our lives – from crippling our
security and privacy with the creation of never-before-seen weapons and
surveillance systems to altering the fabric of the clothes we wear and cre-
ating batteries from viruses constructed at the nano-scale. For more infor-
mation on nanotechnology visit www.foe.org and http://nano.foe.org.au/.

(continued on page 16)
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In the absence of government regu-
lation, safety testing and comprehen-
sive product labeling, our guide can
help you make smart choices. 

The Friends of the Earth guide is a
comprehensive resource. However,
there’s also a quick visual test you can
use to find out if your sunscreen has
the potential to contain nanoparticles.
Before you head pool-side, take note of
whether the sunscreen you’re rubbing
on appears white or is instead trans-
parent. If you’re getting the usual
snowman glaze, then keep rubbing.
But if your sunscreen is transparent,
you are most likely using lotion that
contains potentially toxic nanoparti-
cles. Sunscreen manufacturers are
increasingly using this unregulated
nanotechnology to reduce the size of
titanium dioxide (TiO2) and zinc oxide
(ZO), which makes these active, sun-
blocking ingredients clear instead of
solid. While perhaps visually preferable

to smears of white lotion across your
face, the mostly aesthetical benefits of
nanoparticle sunscreen do not out-
weigh the potential health risks
involved in their use. 

Nanoparticles were once assumed to
be ‘benign’ and their inclusion in prod-
ucts such as cosmetics and sunscreens
considered safe. But scientific research
has now shown that many types of
nanoparticles can be toxic to human
tissue and cell structure. Scientists have
found that some consequences of the
use of nanoparticles can include
increased oxidative stress, which
reduces a cell’s reproductive capabili-
ties, DNA mutation and even cell death,
which equates to a full out attack on
the body. Furthermore, titanium dioxide
nanoparticles used in sunscreen have
been demonstrated to catalyze the for-
mation of free radicals in skin cells,
which can cause damage to DNA.

Choosing between protecting your
skin from cancer and protecting your

body from unknown harms from
nanoparticles shouldn’t be a choice
you have to make. And it isn’t – as long
as you stay informed. So until govern-
ment safeguards are in place to moni-
tor nanotechnology’s risks, you can rely
on Friends of the Earth’s guide to avoid
nano sunscreen. 

Cultivate Consumer Power
Contact the sunscreen companies yel-
low-listed in our guide as well as those
not listed at all and demand full dis-
closure of whether they use nanoparti-
cles and what safety precautions and
testing they perform. And ask those
companies red-listed to discontinue
their use of this potentially harmful
technology.

You might also want to check out
Friends of the Earth’s report
Nanomaterials, Sunscreens and
Cosmetics: Small Ingredients, Big Risks,
which you can download on our web-
site at www.foe.org/Nanomaterials.   

(continued from page 15)


