THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE ORGANISATIONAL ORIGINS OF
THE GREENS

Jonathan Strauss

School of Arts and Social Sciences, James Coolettyiy
Queensland, Australia
jonathan.strauss1@jcu.edu.au

ABSTRACT

The Greens have grown in strength as an electores fin the last decade. Some of the discussion
about this has sought to comprehend the party endupport base as a ‘left bloc’ political
formation. An understanding of the process of tengtion of the party further illuminates this
analysis. It also helps to explain the ‘dry yeafthe party in the 1990s. This paper will consider
the history of the origins of the Greens and whmit tsuggests about its course for success in
winning broader support.

INTRODUCTION

The main federal electoral successes of the Giegvescome in the last decade. Its general election
lower house vote grew to 4% in 2001, more than A% middle of the decade and 11% in 2010.

It began to win Senate seats in more than one atadime and, more slowly, lower house seats,
first one at a by-election in 2002, and then ona general election in 2010.

These successes have drawn some to attempt tostantethe Greens and the party’s support base.
Much of this effort considers evidence from the ecade.

The earlier history of the party, however, and amtigular its multifarious origins in the period of
the Hawke and Keating governments, also illumin#tescharacteristics of the Greens and Greens
supporters. In this period support for the ALP wersdd, which made a new party of the Left
possible. The Greens are the stand out resultechttiempts to realise that possibility. Nonetheless
among those who took the name ‘Greens’ at that,timere were differences about what Green
politics should involve. This was expressed prifgar a conflict about the sort of party structure
and membership that Greens wanted. In the courgbtonflict, a national Greens emerged, but
because of how that happened, the existing momefdumnew party was temporarily exhausted.
Little progress was made in improving the numbefsmembers, the overall vote, and the
organisational reach of the Greens throughout éng/g ‘dry years’ (Amanda Lohrey is the source
of this term, 2002, 40, but she uses it somewlitgrdntly) of the 1990s, relative to the opportynit
that had been available. What can be observed addrstood about the difficulties the party
experienced in the period of its formation migh¢alp to how the synergies of the Greens and their
support base apparently now being realised carrgssg

The Greens: An Environmentalist or a Broader L eft Party?

Amanda Lohrey’s 2002 essay on the rise of the Grediered an important early analysis of the
party and its support base. According to her, tliee@s authentically represent a ‘progressive
constituency’. This constituency consisted of arécecology vote’ and a ‘broad-based protest
vote'.(64, 66-68)



Many have maintained that the Greens have an emaratalist origin and focus. (for example:
Hawker 2009, 12, 16; Hoffman and Costar 2010, YWRjams 2006, 325-28, 337) Moreover this
has sometimes been tied to a view that socialiliggoor ideological commitments would render
the party ineffective or introduce conflict inta(Hutton and Connors 2004, 36; Manning and
Rootes 2005, 403-08)

As the Greens’ vote has grown, however, the broadpport for the party has been discussed.
Some recent works suggest a different analysifi®iGreens and the party’s support base. David
Charnock found that Greens support had always digeon voters with ‘left’ attitudes. He
concluded that the Greens ‘appear to have litthctpral alternative to working within the “left
bloc” framework’ electorally.(2009, 246-56) Ashlegvelle noted that a consequence of ‘the death
of social democracy’ and left electoral challengess that the Greens’ articulation of a clear
alternative had resulted in the party’s policies\ggerceived as more social democratic than those
of the ALP.(2008, 42, 171)

Critiques of the Greens’ leftism argue that itimited. One argument is that a relatively narrow
support base for the party’s protest ‘against thigipal system in general’ will make its left stz
difficult to sustain electorally.(Hawker 2009, 14)1Others discuss factors that apparently
contradict the leftism: support from among conseveasmall business people and middle class
professionals (Bramble and Kuhn 2011, 189); or ghely not accepting class as an organising
concept for the party’s politics and strategicallienting to trade unions, as the ALP does.(Bramble
and Kuhn 2011, 184; Tietze 2010, 27, 33-34)

Events in the period of ALP government between 1888 1996, the time of the Greens’ orgins
sheds light on these counter-arguments.

First, at that time the ALP continued its pursditie ‘national interest’ and, thus, the management
of Australian capitalism,(Bramble and Kuhn 201111; hardly a Left perspective in any sense
similar to that of the Greens.(Hawker notes thee@sesocially-based concerns are 'internationalist”:
2009, 16) or organising politics from a class siffagperspective (at least, not that of an
independent working class). Most unions playedmapoitant part in the government’s approach
through the ACTU-ALP Accord: then, as always, tredé unions are not necessarily politically

left-wing.

Second, stronger identification with the ALP stdrtgopping.(Goot 1999, 22) This movement was
not, however, politically conservative. Insteadjalve impetus to attempts to form parties that were
on the Left, including the Nuclear Disarmament YPaiDP) and the leftward turn of the
Democrats partly associated with Janet Powell’'ddeship.(Economou 1997, 262-64) The Greens
were part of that movement.

Finally, the political science discussion at tlise was about a possible broad party ‘dealignment’.
Indeed, the new party movement started with a bemgen months from the NDP’s foundation in
June 1984, the party won a vote of 7.2% nationallthe Senate and recruited 10,000 members,
before its first and only conference in April 19&%rect Action 1984-85) Also, as the Democrats
moved to the left, the party’s vote peaked in 19B@e issue with regard to the Greens could be
why did the party take a decade or more to reagbetfevels(on party membership, see Willingham
2011)—and now how it might move beyond that.

ANALYSIS

Emer gence of Green parties



The national Greens effectively had three point®rgin (The Greens WA emerged through a
separate process of amalgamations of organisatodsgroupings in that stat€&reen Issue:
Newsletter of the Greens WA989-90; River 1994, 12-15). The best known efsthwas among
environmentalists in Tasmania. In 1972, they cokabe United Tasmania Group. In 1982, Bob
Brown became the first parliamentarian from thainks. Later in the 1980s, the parliamentarians
began to call themselves Green Independents.

As well, two green parties were started in 1984Biisbane, the Green Party, and in Sydney, the
Greens. A leading figure in the Green Party waswDHutton. Over the next two years, he
advocated for ‘a national party, that if it wasimtthe mainstream, it at least had a possibility of
being so, and having close connections with theseaation movement’. Not achieving success in
that, in 1987 he took part in the formation of R&nbow Alliance.(Hutton 1994)

The initiative for the Sydney Greens came from freigy libertarian socialists. This party
registered the name ‘The Greens’ to get its lowmrske candidate identified as such on the ballot
paper.(Harris 2010, 71-72). The Sydney Greens f@aebicreating Greens parties as local or
regional alliances acting as auxiliaries for a camity-based, direct action politics.(Harris 2007,
203)

From the late 1980s, starting with the lead-uph® March 1990 federal election, there was a
chance to put the Sydney Greens’ perspective ittiora The reaction against the experience of the
ALP was deepening. Greens parties appeared todaa@vdifference from the major parties in their
refusal, largely, to compromise on or tradeoff pie, (Burgmann 1993, 217-19; and as a Greens
WA newsletter explained: cited in Jorquera 1996) anwhich to be active.(Brewer 1991b). As
well, many were inspired by the experience of thest\German and other European Greens parties.
The Greens registration was offered to any groufhvlubscribed to the four basic principles of
the German Greens: a sustainable economy, grassteotocracy, social and economic equality,
and disarmament and non-violence .(Green Alliara&918; Harris 2007, 205-06)

In NSW, the alliance approach was explicit. Thet&eper 1989 founding conference of the Green
Alliance declared:
We don’t want to form a traditional hierarchicalriya The form appropriate for a Green
party or organisation in NSW now is a growing altie of local parties, groups and special
interest organisations. (Green Alliance 1989, 8)
All who were interested were invited to take parthe state-wide GA and to form or join a local
Green group. Eventually six local Green partiesesfermed in Sydney and others founded on the
Central Coast, in the Hunter and the lllawarra, enthe electorates of Cowper and Richmond in
the state’s northeast. More than 400 in the GA teepee-selection.(Brewer 199B@irect Action
1989-1990; Harris 2007, 206) In Victoria, SA ana tACT there were also Greens-registered
Alliance parties. The SA Green Alliance was ing@in February 1990, when the Green Party (SA)
decided not to standD{rect Action 1989-90)

This burst of Green party formation occurred despiite resistance it faced from many of the
professional activists in the peak environmentajaarsations. They had closely aligned the
environment movement nationally with the ALP in th@87 election.(Doyle 1991) They claimed
the new Green parties were fragmented, inexperienoe lacked electoral support, but also seem
to have been unwilling to accept the objectivesttid Greens—rejection of major parties as
‘manifestly inadequate’ and a commitment to demogrim decision-making—and the range of
groups and people involved.(Arnold 1989, 56; Burgmad993, 222Direct Action 1989; Green
Alliance 1989, 8) The same organisations were @mftial in the decision of the Queensland Green
Network not to stand a Senate ticket: the QGN esatbtwo lower house green candidates.(Sibelle
1994)



A National Greens Party is Proposed and Opposed

After the 1990 election, the Hawke-Keating governtniatroduced laws that provided ‘resource
security’ for the forestry industry. The groups—TWi$ particular—become more open to backing
a Greens party.

In July 1990, Hutton met with Brown. Brown felt ti@reens’ achievements in Tasmania, the
unacceptability to Greens of the growing separatibmich and poor, and ALP inaction on land
rights and the environment made ‘clear ... that weukhhave a national Greens’.(Brown 1994;
Hutton 1994) In the following months, they contactnd met with the Greens WA Senator, Jo
Vallentine, leaders of the Democrats and the RainBdliiance, and leading peak environment
group figures, to discuss the formation of a natiddreen partyGreen Left Weeky1991; Norman
2004, p. 161) Hutton also was the Brisbane maymaatidate in the Green Alliance campaign for
council elections in southeast Queensland thatldegd out of QGN discussions and as various
parties—the Democrats, the DSP, Rainbow Allianoé, @so the Socialist Party of Australia—and
independent activists eventually nominated 16 catds for Brisbane and three other councils’
wards. Hutton. With supporters, up to three hungredple were involved. DSP member Maurice
Sibelle, who was elected campaign coordinatoredtédt certain solidarity [developed] among the
people who ran ... It did reflect itself in the easgh which we worked together, despite the
political differences’. The Green Alliance mayovalte was eight per cent and ten of its ward votes
exceeded 10 per cent, including one 26 per ceset (Eddy 1996, 298; Hutton 1994; Sibelle 1994)

In April 1991, Brown told the Ecopolitics V conferee: ‘The question now, to me, is not one of
whether we're going to have a cohesive nationaérgri®rce, but when. And the sooner, the
better.’(Nichols 1991) His green party would beomplementary electoral apparatus and reforming
‘voice in parliament’ for community groups(Brown94) and would be organised to compete with
the established major parties, and the media ndtinational organisations’, in order to ‘give the
electorate the alternative’.(Painter 1991b)

Brown’s proposal interpreted the Green principlepafticipatory democracy in a particular way.
First, according to Brown, ‘trying to get the petferganisation which doesn't allow any individual
to be more or less than any other individual wittinat framework before we move on’ was a ‘big
danger’: full, informed consensus on every mattas wot possible. The Greens, he argued, should
‘highlight trust in the people that represent waifiter 1991b)

Second, the Greens would be directed by broadeulgiopns over and above party members. Most
important among those was the green movement,itgestas the spectrum of community groups.
With that movement, a connection that was consitituby constant liaision, common work,
representation and dialogue would provide a bamiddéveloping party membership and policy.
(Brown 1994;Green Left Week]y1992-1995; Stannard 1991) The movement would htsd
parliamentarians to account, while the Greens meshije the movement's ‘tip of the iceberg’,
would choose another representative.(Brown 199ht&al991b)

Hutton has identified the opposition to Brown’s posal as coming from three sources: the Greens
WA, the ‘Green parties controlled by the DSP [Dermatic Socialist Party]’, and the proponents of
autonomous local Green parties.(Hutton 1994; alslordy 2002, 35) The proposal challenged the
perspective of each of these three that Greens8gsadihould pursue a restructuring of society. ,(see
for example, Harris 2007, 203)



Within the Greens WA were members who supportedadical politics. In 1992, Christabel
Chamarette, who had recently replaced Vallentina @eens WA senator, was asked what sort of
change the Greens sought. She replied:

| was going to say revolutionary change, but | @reghe term ‘transformation’, because

transformation implies using what we've got in dically new way ... so what ordinary

people are saying has more value than what pantitarians are saying.(Noakes 1992)
Thus, the Greens WA 1992 decision to remain indégenof, but collaborate with, the national
Greens was not the result of WA parochialism.(ecbvidn and Singer 1996, 85; Lohrey 2002, 35)
The membership vote on joining the Australian Gseienfact supported participation in a national
Greens in principle, but two-thirds backed the Gse®/A remaining independerifeen Issue:
Newsletter of the Greens WA992) This suggests that many Greens WA memisdraimeasy
about the national party that was being formed.

The alternative proposal to Brown’s was for a loog¢éwork of autonomous Green parties. The
DSP pushed that proposal as a provisional measuseipport of creating ‘a grassroots party of a
radically different type’ rather than ‘another titawhal parliamentary party’. The DSP also
suggested that time should be taken to in ordendadmmination of the process by any
group.(Sibelle 1991) This meant, as Harris poirdeq that the DSP adopted a decentralist rhetoric
while not supporting autonomous organisation innggle and itself working as a unified
group.(Harris 2007, 203) Nonetheless, the DSP’sirasmts were related to the transformative
politics of ‘decentralism’. It opposed what appehte be moves to claim exclusive control of the
name ‘Greens’ and it proposed the subordinatiohefactivity of elected Greens representatives to
‘the democratic empowerment of members’.(n.a. 1991)

Also, that some Greens parties the DSP was involuedpposed Brown’s proposal does not
substantiate the claim that the DSP ‘controlled ‘anlonised’ (Harris 2007, 206) those Green
parties. First, the evidence from this time doessupport the claim: the DSP did seek to ensure
that there were Greens election campaigns andttheats part of them,(Harris 2008, 9) but not a
controlling position in those such as the leadiagdidate in Senate ticketSifect Action 1989-90)
Second, the claim does not allow that other membgtbese Greens parties simply might have
agreed with the DSP’s view.

Opposition to the national Greens project also cénma Greens who supported the autonomy of
regional parties.(Brewer 1991b; Painter 1991a, bP9The libertarian socialists in Sydney,
however, were frustrated by the divorce of gradsraxtivists from the debate about forming
national structures, a new lull in Green polititee failure to create the ‘anti-party party’ thaidh
been wanted and the marginalisation of Green psléis a fundamental social-ecological critique.
Now, according to Tony Harris, the national registeofficer for the Greens, those who had taken
the initiative in 1984 in Sydney, ‘had seen thdpebiik writing on the wall and were prepared,a&o
degree, to lower our expectations’.(Harris 2000, ZD6-07)

Founding the Greens Nationally

After Bob Brown’s Ecopolitics V speech, the calliafan election in NSW pushed back the timing
being considered for a meeting about the formatiba national Greens to August. Also Harris
withdrew from the national discussions about therki of the Greens and, acting on his authority
alone, handed over his position as the Greens teegit officer to Steve Brigham, from the
lllawarra Greens. By the middle of May, Brigham,llH&reenland, who was another of the
libertarian socialists in the Sydney Greens and plagied a key role in bringing together GA,
Brown, Hutton and Vallentine circulated a letteattiproposed an August conferend8rgen Left
Weekly 1991; Harris 2007, 200-01)



In June, proscription of members of other partiesnf the Greens became a prominent issue.
Typically parties in Australia, most significantliye ALP, have proscribed members of parties that
had contested elections against them. The Greetiepan Tasmania and WA had already
introduced a partial proscription that preventednibers of other parties having full voting
rights.Green Issue: Newsletter of the Greens,W890; Hall and Lapthorne 1989) Harris also
seems to have had this issue in mind when he sstake Ecopolitics V conference:

| think all the green perspectives belong withieagr politics...

In the best of all possible worlds, tomorrow ak threen parties, the Democrats, the New

Left Party ... the Democratic Socialist Party auld all disband our existing organisations

and dissolve into a new organisation.(Painter 1991b

Supporters of the national Greens project now texsehat the broader alliances existing in the
Green parties were not ‘the correct basis for a pelitical party’'(Hegge 1991) and advocated
proscription of members of all other parties . ImisBane, Hutton and others called on the
Queensland Green Network to support the nationak@ proposal with proscription: the QGN
agreed, but because the network was constitutddamitopen membership, the project’s supporters
there established the Australian Greens Workingu@rAGWG). In the lllawarra Greens, a
meeting was convened to discuss on and vote facgption without informing the DSP members
who were involvedGreen Left Week)yune-July 1991)

In July, a GA meeting resolved that its delegationthe August conference would support a
national organisation of autonomous parties andeagy some form of proscription of other parties
‘either immediately or under a sunset clause’. Alsdeconferences largely comprised of the
Greens parties and groups that had implementedna & proscription agreed that proscription
should be a precondition for attendance at the Auganference. Other Green parties went to the
conference on the basis that they had agreed tsidamproscription after a national green party
was established and operating for some time.(Bré®84; Brown 1994Green Left Week|y1991;
Hutton 1994)

The teleconferences had decided on invitationsegdgion sizes and agenda for the August
conference. All Green parties were invited: frome®usland, the AGWG was invited, and also the
Capricornia candidate that the QGN had supportegigGardy, but not the QGN; from Tasmania,
two of the Green electorate parties sent repreeesa The delegation sizes emphasised the groups
which had taken part in the conference organisnoggss.Green Left Week|y1991)

Proscription was the first item on the conferengerda. It was quickly applied to the meeting
itself: two delegates, who were DSP members, wengpelled to leave. The North Shore delegate,
Tony Jas, walked out in protest at what he thowgd a small group trying to define what the
Greens would be. The resolution on a ‘sunset clauas to enforce proscription of members of
other parties in parties that would constituterthgonal Greens within six months. (Brewer 1991a,
1991b) The conference then discussed the strufdutbe new party without attempting to make a
decision about this.

The discussion about the new party’s structureigtexs for the next year, primarily in NSW. This
fight, a ‘fundamental battle’ according to Browrachconfirmed for him his view that proscription
of members of other political parties was necesfaryhe new Greens party. Eventually, as those
who had supported autonomous organisation largebppeed out of the debate or shifted to
supporting the national Greens project, an agreemerparty structures was negotiated and the
Australian Greens were founded.(Brewer 1994; Brd@94; Green Left Week]y1l991; Harris
2007, 207)



The national party began with branches in only N&with Wales, Queensland, and Tasmania. In
Victoria in 1991, according to Hutton, there weneery few’ supporters of the prospective
Australian Greens: the branch developed over theta® years, but could field candidates in only
half of the state’s lower house seats in the 1@@@ral election. The ACT branch was formed in
1993, and the SA and NT branches formed in 19980wB and Singer 1996, 84-85, 87; Hutton
1994)

In NSW, the Greens started to grow again in thd-lgato the 1995 state elections: lan Cohen was
elected to the upper house after the Greens votedsed to four per cent. However, the party also
had a temporary rival, the No Aircraft Noise partyinner-city Sydney. The role of the Greens WA
senators with regard to the 1993 Budget and nditieelegislation, and the assistance offered by
their offices to campaigns, helped give the Gregmserally prominence and credibility among
social movement activists. Nonetheless, a recowetlie mid-1990s of the Democrats vote in the
state cost Chamarette her seat in 1996. In the slngon, the Greens in Tasmania, with Brown as
their lead candidate, won a Senate seat for thetiine. Green Left Week]y1993-1996)

Authenticity, Democracy and Exclusivity: Consequencesin Forming the Greens

A decade after the formation of the national Greénhrey argued that the Greens had ‘emerged as
the authentic representatives of ... the new proyessonstituency’, being ‘an organic
leadership’.(2002, 68-69) Her account had notedjever, the relative stagnation of the party in the
1990s. This she explained by referring to ‘a chaingthe political mood’ in that decade. In this
way, she glossed over the contribution that thetyfsgarown decisions about made to that
stagnation.(2002, 35-38)

If the national Greens’ leading party members had fauthenticity’ in 1991 or 1992, that would
have enabled the party to operate well without kitsly democratic structures. It would have
given Greens’ members and supporters confidend@eim parliamentarians and apparatus and,
thus, would have partly substituted for democracthe party. Then, to preserve that confidence, as
Brown stated later, Greens’ parliamentarians ne¢dl@mhgage in a ‘real exercise of integrity ... to
be able to act for the members of the Greens, tabbeto recognise that much wider electorate’.
(Brown 1994) He might have felt that would be stiéfint, given that in Tasmania, despite the
tensions with supporters and communities that maerged in 1989 after the Green Independents
had won the parliamentary balance of power, thee@ehad some success evolving more
recognisable structures of power as they wbBirect Action 1989-90; Flanagan 1990, 129-30;
Hopkins 1989, 8)

In 1991 and 1992, however, the leadership of tlimmal Greens had sufficient grounding in the
social movements for authenticity only in Tasmarmiagd perhaps also in WA.(Eddy 1996, 302;
Macdonald 1996) In much of the country—YVictoria, ,SAe ACT and western Sydney—the party
initially had little or no formal existence. In niostates, including NSW and Queensland, the
Greens struggled to form effective branches oerassvote to more than three per cent..

The votes for proscription at the August 1991 cmriee indicated this was the prospect for this
national Greens proposal. These votes includedd5Six against and six abstentions, with 3 anti-
proscription delegates excluded or absent, fostheset clause—that is, just half of the conference.
This was despite the favouring of the pro-prosaipposition in both the allocation of delegation
sizes and the way the conference had been orgarfspdst campaigning and the potential for
growth of the parties had been additional critdéoil determining the delegation sizes,(as Marit
Hegge, a supporter of the proposal, stated theg:wi&91) then the delegations from Victoria and
SA, where the Greens parties had opposed praserifpefore the conference, and also WA
probably should have gained delegates at the egpefnthe NSW parties and, especially, the pro-
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proscription AGWG. Also, a number of groups had-@meptively introduced proscription, while
others had suggested they would not attend theecemée unless support for proscription from
everyone else was a precondition for attendancwllifj the conference agenda made proscription
the first item for discussion, without other issudsstrategy or structure for the Greens parties
debated beforehand or together with this.

Greens who wanted to form a national organisatitichv proscribed members of other parties

claimed that was their right. Yet they also soughéxclude Greens who were members of other
parties from the Greens as a political movementdrallenged the registrations of Green parties
that did not conform to proscription (deregistraiotook a few years to be completed). In the
meantime, the original Greens organisations in dfiat South Australia, the ACT and western

Sydney, where much of the initiative for their f@tion and maintenance had come from the DSP,
were lost to a national Greens organisation. S@weny of the Green parties’ members, both DSP
and non-DSP, who opposed proscription and/or theergentralised structures proposed for the
national Greens party.(Brewer 1991b; Eddy 1996, Bti@l 1995; Hegge 1991; Macdonald 1996)

The Greens’ more recent success might be seemfomadhe value of the national Greens project
that Brown proposed. This presumes, however, tteaGreens as the party has now developed was
the party envisaged in the 1991 proposal for aonatiGreens. It has not been that party.

First, the Australian Greens’ structure was noawhad been proposed. The balance between
national and state organisations now favoured téite structures. Also, the party’s members gained
the formal right to mandate the policies of thetyamparliamentarians.(Norman 2004, 163-64)

Second, the Greens as a political party has noétliout to be, as Hutton proposed, peculiarly
ecological and thus able to approach mainstreaitigsoin connection with the large environment
movement organisations. In fact, the Greens hawverniead a singular environmental focus: the
Sydney Greens party was initiated by socialistd, Brown also long ago stressed the importance of
social justice issues in his political activity.(Bvn 1994) The Greens have been a left bloc party,
undeniably ecologically informed, but also informbg the reaction against what the ALP in
government was doing and the absorption of mudheofold’ left into that.

In that context, the national Greens proposal teres the nature of the party as an organisation fo
collective action through its practice and prospaicexcluding activists from decision-making.
Because its proponents did not have the establiah#tbrity, democratic participation by Greens
members in the national party’s formation was ndeideorder to resolve the differences among
Greens activists without the party suffering sutiiséh losses. For the activists, the kind of Greens
party that would emerge was at stake. The experiericGreens parliamentarians’ integrity in
responding to party policy and social movement pestves did not provide for reciprocal
relations within the networks of activists that wbgain the confidence of many Greens activists.
In this case, responsibility for the party could@aubstituted for not having confidence in it.

Proscription reinforced the threat and worked esjaits solution. First, as Greens activists
organised to press for their various views, it ¢aeg the forms of that which had a history prior to
the Greens. Also, when the activists belonged wamsations that would be proscribed but
considered that their membership of these orgaaisafitted within the political framework of the
Greens—as the members of the DSP did, for examytereas those in Rainbow Alliance did
not—they continued to feel responsibility for thamganisations. Only successful experiences in
the new party could have completed the replacerémast loyalties with loyalty to the new
party.(Baker 1996) Excluding that possibility thgiuproscription created rivalry for the national
Greens, not so much electorally as for the adherehactivists and in the movement media.



Against the cost of proscription to the Greens,ghegy might have gained more from the measure.
Proscription has been maintained in the Greenshasdcontinued to be viewed favourably within
the party.(see Norman 2004, 163)

Hutton, for example, accepted that the DSP haddddciin the late 80s to ... be green’ and also
that its socialist ‘left humanism’ was ‘okay’ idegiically within the Greens. Yet he considered that
because DSP members insisted on ‘maintaining tiveir organisation ... inside the Green party’,
that cemented the deep division’ between them amdid with views like his and they ‘became
ineligible to be involved in the Green party’.(Huit 1994) Supporters of the national Greens
proposal feared DSP members were not loyal to treei® in the form of a successful national
party.(Norman 2004, 162-63)

From the DSP members’ point of view, they were catteth to the Green Alliances and thought
Brown and Hutton believed these were successfbe(®i 1994) They suspected the national
Greens proposal was ‘a grab ... for domination andtroB.(n.a. 1991), especially once
proscription was raised. The DSP and some otheérisist particularly objected to the suggestion
that members of parties other than the Greensegaiti order to join the new nationally-organised
party, would need to dissolve their existing partigst, without some experience of the new
party.(Baker 1996Green Left Week|y1991)

The DSP responded to what it saw as a vitrolic @agm In particular, it suggested Brown’s desire
to move towards a merger with the Democrats waenothed by an agenda for a similar, right-
wing, Green party. Yet the DSP included the samemof Democrats that Brown was talking with
in its discussions about the left.(Brewer 19G4een Left Week|y1991; Sibelle 1994)

Nonetheless, Brown and Hutton held the initiatimeproposing a national Greens party. Their

proposal included a schema about the party’s osishiip with the environment movement and

mainstream politics that did not align the propogary with key sources of support for the Greens.
At the end of the 1980s, Greens parties formedsacfustralia with the involvement of a number

of groupings interested in socially transformatpaditics, and again in more recent years the party
has involved people from a range of political backmds and views, although not usually on an
organised basis. Yet the national Greens propaeallyg restricted that expression of the successful
Greens’ policy combination of ecological and sogigtice concerns without trade-offs between the
goals involved in each.

CONCLUSION

The development of the Greens nationally, at tree adfrthe 1980s, came as the ALP continued to
lose support in reaction to its government. Unbkieer new party projects of the 1980s, the Greens
survived to become an effective political forceisTban be largely attributed to the positing of the
party as a potential replacement for the ALP (Br@amd Singer 1996, 2) and the party acting on the
main opportunities that were available to it, whighre electoral and parliamentary activity. In
these ways, the Greens laid the basis for a flitrgak in the structure of party politics.

First, however, the Greens had to overcome theecpsices of the implementation of much of a
proposal about how to form the national Greens lthrated the scope for the party’s policy and its
organising of collective action in the early 1990ke various Green parties formed by the end of
the 1980s had again brought together a relativedgdrange of activists who were inspired to act.
Then the plans for centralisation of the party gmdscription within it provoked substantial
opposition among Greens, primarily among those wahproached Green politics from a social
justice focus, whereas the proposal was underpibiyeal focus on ecological politics. In the end,
the views of that opposition were only partly acooodated in the new national party. Meanwhile,

9



many people, if not excluded from the Greens, wetdttled away’ through feeling that their
experiences and campaigning networks were beingrégh They might otherwise have built
Greens branches or autonomous parties.(Brewer 1d8ddonald 1996) In turn, the opposition
blocked thorough exploration of other opportunitiegjuickly broaden the party even further, such
as among the left Democrats, and sometimes bedaaie. r

Thus, the Greens failed to consolidate the critivalss of activists to maintain the electoral
breakthrough that was first achieved in the 198aw, was the party generally successful in
developing an organic relationship with the socmvements. At this point the momentum for a
new party took a backward step. Contrary to RoMahne’s view that many Green supporters
backed the ALP until 1996,(Manne 2010, 10-11) tiveye in fact already seeking a new party of
the Left under Hawke and Keating, but in the 199@stly could not find one.

Environmental and social justice activists drawit@gether political support has achieved
increasing electoral success through the past teeades. A generally uncompromising adherence
to policy and broader organisational approache lpgovided the basis for uniting these elements
of the ‘left bloc’. The Greens have advanced alting path. When they have deviated from it, they
have faltered. Their likely road for success isdioforce the party’s position of and in the Left.
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