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 Humans are storied beings: language shapes our 

understanding of reality through the stories we 

share.  

 Paradoxes of environmental management are based 

upon myths. 

 These myths influence our management of fire and 

native vegetation. 

 



 Myths are contradictory 

 They help us make sense of crisis moments 

 They are believed by those who retell them- therefore, 

they are not fictitious or false 

 They provide strong moral and behavioural codes to 

follow 

 The storylines are predictable, powerful and simplistic: 

black and white/good and evil 



 Because of the losses of major bushfires, the 

environment and conservation are framed negatively 

 

 

 

 

 

 Where “greenies” and demons emerge from the 

poorly managed forests of hell 

 

 

“Angry survivors blame council ‘green’ policy: We’ve lost two 

people in my family because you dickheads won’t cut trees 

down...We wanted trees cut down on the side of the road and 

you can’t even cut the grass for God’s sake.”  

                                                           (Petrie, Herald Sun. 2009) 



 

“an alien force, a vision from hell” 

“divine intervention” 



“Land management stopped at the 

locks on the gates...The irony now is 

that total devastation of our surrounding 

national parks is infinitely worse than 

controlled farming...”  

                        (Brady, The Canberra Times, 2003) 
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Native vegetation framed as ‘fuel’, a hazard to be controlled 





 

•“Enemy” lurks within forests: 

forests are ‘fuel’, yet we have 

policies to protect them 

•Ongoing population expansion 

into peri-urban/ forested areas 

•Desire to live close to ‘nature’: 

the perpetual cycle (“battle”)  

with ‘nature’ is inherently 

paradoxical 

•Agency staff caught in the cycle 

and blamed  
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 Mythic themes that focus on blame, and redemption for 

losses and hurt, influence cultural learning; refer to 

archetypes such as demons, war and hell. 

 We learn to fear the environment, so try to control it even 

more through more technology and ‘knowledge’. 

 Reconsider contradictory aspects to myths could allow 

use of less divisive language and understanding of 

complexities.  
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