Analysis of submissions to Community Consultation for Defence White Paper

Background

MAPW staff and volunteers undertook to read submissions made to the Consultation, after they were referred to dismissively by the Community Consultation report. The purpose was to check the quality of the submissions; and to check their content in relation to broad defence and foreign affairs strategy; and in relation to our particular interests in peaceful resolution of conflict, abolition of nuclear weapons, and in the health consequences of conflict and the global arms trade.

Method of analysis
Submissions from 115 individuals or organisations were analysed (with multiple submissions from one individual treated as one). Submissions had been sorted into categories on the Defence website: we analysed all the submissions in the Strategy/International, Funding for Defence, Miscellaneous and Various Topics categories. These categories were selected as they discussed the broad strategic direction and underlying values of the ADF for the future (other categories discussed specifics such as the navy, reserves, and science and technology.). 

A topic analysis was conducted. Major points of interest (eg nuclear weapons; or attitudes to defence spending) were listed as headings on a spreadsheet. Relevant responses or discussion of these issues in each submission, were coded on the spreadsheet.
Findings

Submission length and quality
The average (median) length of the submissions was two pages (a website submissions box facilitated shorter submissions) but there were also eight lengthy submissions, from 10 to over 50 pages.  
Most submissions were carefully thought-out and written, and made sophisticated and informed arguments.  Many submissions had been informed by extensive research.  

21 submissions were form letters. There were only two form letters sent, on two different topics. 14 submissions comprised both form letters. 
Researcher’s overview
The overwhelming general impression gained from reading these submissions, was that there must be a fundamental shift in the priorities of the ADF; that the nature of the threats we face has changed; and that instead of investing in traditional weaponry etc. we must address emerging challenges such as asymmetrical conflict and instability arising from climate change.  An appropriate response to these new threats would determine Australia’s future security. 

Topic analysis:  

1. 65 out of 96
) submissions commenting on the direction of the ADF were broadly critical about the current direction and priorities of the ADF, while 19 were broadly supportive. 12 of these 96 submissions were more neutral, critiquing particular aspects of policy or spending.

2. 34 submissions expressed concern about Australia’s alliance with the US for a variety of reasons, namely the many ramifications of involvement in offensive military action (21 of these were form letters). The importance of maintaining an independent foreign policy in order to maintain good diplomatic relations with other states was emphasized.  5 submissions were strongly supportive of the US relationship in its current form.
3. On the issue of defence spending, 16 submissions (13.8% of all respondents) called for greater spending whereas 51 (44%) called for less.  These latter submissions were broadly opposed to spending on traditional means of warfare.  Many of these pointed out there is no current serious military threat against Australia and that future conflict within the world (chiefly intrastate violence and terrorism) is far more diffuse and asymmetrical and thus impervious to traditional weaponry.  The vast majority of submissions that commented on defence spending called strongly for a massive shift in priorities towards addressing the root causes of this asymmetrical conflict before it occurs, through means such as diplomacy and poverty-reduction/ civil-society building initiatives.  Such as shift would encompass significant resources towards restoration/ infrastructure building after conflict had occurred (which would further reduce the likelihood of further conflict).   

4. 51 of the 115 submissions called for a far greater focus on, and investment in, peace-building initiatives such as diplomacy and peace-keeping forces (16 were form letters).  Many submissions called for Australia to become a global leader in conflict resolution, and suggested the establishment of a National Non-violent/Peace Force and/or governmental Department of Peace.   

5. 26 submissions expressed concerns about the weapons industry (16 were form letters).

6. 49 submissions advocated involvement in, and funding of, prevention of the underlying causes of conflict, such as poverty and, in the future, climate change (21 were form letters).

7. 32 submissions highlighted the devastating impact of the military and war-making upon the environment (16 were form letters).

8. 47 submissions discussed the future impact of climate change and noted that its many effects will increase instability and conflict.  These submissions stress the importance addressing these challenges becoming a priority of the ADF (19 were form letters).

� 20 submissions did not comment on such political dimensions.





