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Juliet make an excellent point. Now in the anthropocene we are in conflict with the natural world
as we assert our needs onto an Earth that now needs to accommodate a species that is unlike
anything it has ever encountered. We have displaced animals by the mere size of our villages.
We've altered the composition of our atmosphere. So when we drive to our annual retreat over
asphalt highways, we are part of the problem. We are also smart enough to see the problem, so
we won't be another boom and bust population that's barely a footnote to continental history. So
we spread the awareness. How? By engaging. By becoming stewards not only of the Earth, also
of our fellow villagers. Enter the dialogue graciously, helpfully, and move toward a confluence
of objectives. If they want to support us, it's because we have something they value. We
shouldn't give it away. It's a negotiation. If we don't enter the negotiation, we don't have their
support and they don't have out help. We can end the arrangement anytime if it bears no fruit.
Only one way to find out.
On rereading the proposed policy I was struck by the disqualification of entities who present a
material risk to FNPS. “These risks include environmental risks; human rights violations or
similar abuses by the corporation; prosecution of the corporation for illegalities; regulatory
compliance failures; reputation; actions not in line with a healthy ecosystem; or a highlypublicized controversy related to the corporation.” Superficially, who wouldn't want to get
behind demonizing perpetrators of human rights violations and other egregious wrong doings,
but if these are accusations, don't we want to assume innocence before they are proved guilty
and if they are proved guilty then we have to assume the problem has been corrected. The
mere fact of being embroiled in a controversy doesn't make you a bad person. I mean those
damned environmentalists are trying to grab land and stop development with no thought of
what that does to Carpenters and Plumbers lives. My point is that that language needs to
removed. I singled this particular passage out, but there are other passages with the same
problem, that should be removed.

