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Blair set to approve GM 
maize despite "no 
market"  
The latest on GM maize, according to the 
biotech lobby, is that it is "good for the 
environment", but because consumers are 
prejudiced, there is no demand. But in our 
market driven economy, the mere lack of 
market doesn't stop global corporations or 
governments. They are determined people 
with leadership qualities, not to be swayed 
by markets or democracy. The biotech 
boffins are spearheading the 
government's first salvo in its plan to 
approve GM maize despite public 
condemnation and despite the latest 
report from the USA that 8 years of 
commercial GM crops have led to more 
not less use of chemical herbicide. 
 
I suppose it should come as no surprise 
that the GM lobby is twisting the 
government's first crop trials report on 
spring crops, apparently with the 
government's blessing. It was truly 
surprising at the time the report was 
published in mid-October, just after the 
1,000 strong anti-GM Tractor and Trolley 
Parade through London, that GM maize 
was the only crop that passed the trials' 
pathetically narrow criteria for the official 
thumbs up. No baseline research of the 
environment, no comparison with organic 
or traditional crops, no monitoring of the 
wider environment, just a straight 
comparison between non-GM and GM 
industrial maize, sugar beet and oilseed 
rape grown a few feet apart in the same 
field. The aim of the trials was woefully 
biased, to establish a null hypothesis 
between non-GM and GM. While GM oil 
seed rape and beet needed more 
industrial chemical input, GM maize 
required less of the highly toxic herbicide 
atrazine used on its non-GM counterpart. 

This does not make GM maize eco-
friendly. Atrazine is so harmful that it has 
been banned for use in the European 
Union from next autumn. 
 
But the government wants to approve any 
GM crop to get pollution rolling, especially 
the cross-contamination that will drive 
organic and non-GM farmers out of 
business. A second report on winter GM 
crop trials is due out in mid-2004, and 
perhaps this time the government will 
manage to delete any negative results. 
 
The EU is ready to start widespread GM 
crop approvals as the new GM labelling 
law comes into effect in April. The EU 
Commission has demonstrated its 
commitment to pleasing the GM lobby, 
trampling public opinion and ignoring its 
own rules by allowing Spain to plant 
pesticide-resistant GM maize from 1998, 
despite an earlier EU Council of Ministers 
decision not to go ahead with commercial 
growing of GM crops.  
 
The British field trials, inadequate as they 
were, were the most comprehensive study 
of GM crops to date, the only one 
conducted as a precursor to commercial 
growing. US and Canadian farmers 
plunged straight into commercial growing 
and the harmful consequences are only 
now coming to light. Even so legislators 
there have tried to block new laws to 
safeguard environmental and human 
safety. And legislators here dismiss any 
bad news from North America. Tony Blair 
is so worried that the GM "revolution" will 
leave us behind. But Britain has pioneered 
a more cautious approach to the 
technology, despite Blair, and this will help 
set a benchmark in the EU and elsewhere 
in the world if we make sure it continues. 
 
Our MP Don Foster signed up to EDM 
1774 on corporate liability for GM damage 
caused to organic and non-GM crops. The 
government's main GM adviser also urged 
the adoption of such rules. The bill had its 

first reading on 7 January and is due for a 
second reading on 26 March. The matter 
will also be brought before the South West 
Regional Assembly by organic farmers. 
 
The South West Regional Assembly is 
due to adopt a policy stance on GM at the 
end of March. We want them to reflect the 
views of most of the Councils in the area 
and resolve that the region should be GM-
free. If so, we will become the eleventh 
region in the EU to adopt this policy. The 
B&NES Councillors who are members of 
the Assembly are Paul Crossley (Liberal 
Democrat) and Malcolm Hanney 
(Conservative). It is worth lobbying both, 
but Paul Crossley will almost certainly 
support the motion, having supported GM-
Free B&NES. 
 
An international environment lobby is 
making a legal challenge to GMOs at the 
World Trade Organisation, in particular the 
US action against the EU moratorium 
(soon to be defunct) and the EU's labelling 
and monitoring laws (soon to get tougher, 
but not tough enough). They are also 
challenging the notion of "substantial 
equivalence" between GM and non-GM 
crops and food. This ridiculous 
bureaucratic finger-in-the-wind analysis is 
the basis for all GM crop and food safety 
decisions. You can support the lobby by 
signing up to GM Challenge at the website 
of Dr Vandana Shiva of the Research 
Foundation for Science, Technology and 
Ecology in New Delhi, India.  
 
Sue Board and Susan Traill wheeled a 
trolley down Whitehall on 13 October at 
the Tractor and Trolley Parade and went 
on to Smith Square and a series of 
rousing speeches from organisers, 
participants, Dr Vandana Shiva and former 
Environment Minister Michael Meacher. 
South West Campaigns Coordinator Mike 
Birkin cycled from Land's End to London. 
Farmers drove their tractors from 
Pembrokeshire and Wiltshire. In the 
carnival atmosphere, petitions were 
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presented to Tony Blair, Margaret Beckett 
and the National Farmers Union 
demanding that this should not be the last 
GM-free harvest. 
 
ACTION: 
·  Labour MP Joan Ruddock has a 

campaign against the commercial 
growing of GM crops. You can sign 
up on her campaign website 
<www.gmno.org.uk> When she first 
launched the site, the campaign 
included a demand that the 
government allow a full parliamentary 
debate on GM. That seems to have 
disappeared.  

·  So contact Don Foster MP, 31 James 
Street West, Bath BA1 2BT, and any 
other local MPs to ask them to make 
that demand.  

·  Lobby South West Regional 
Assembly members to get them to 
adopt a GM-Free Resolution for the 
Region: 

·  Paul Crossley, Leader, B&NES 
Council, The Guildhall, High Street, 
Bath BA1 5AW 

·  Email: 
<paul_crossley@bathnes.gov.uk> 

·  Malcolm Hanney, Executive Member 
Resources, B&NES Council, address 
as above 

·  Email: <mchanney1@aol.com> 
·  Sign up to 

<gmochallenge@yahoo.com> from 
the website of Dr Vendana Shiva: 
<www.vshiva.net> 

Susan 
 

“ Why cannot they run a 
railway properly?”  
I went to the Theatre Royal to see ‘The 
Permanent Way’, a play all about railways. 
A fascinating piece of hellish drama and it 
reminded me that I had to write an article 
about transport for the newsletter.  
 
I also recently went to the Little Theatre 
cinema to see some films about railways 
in Britain in the 1950s.  Needless to say, I 
sat in an audience many of whom were 
retired men of about my age who, in their 
youth, would have collected steam engine 
numbers. The main thought I had about 
this film show was that British Railways 
were really making tremendous advances 
when oil suddenly replaced coal and 
eliminated most of BR’s profitable freight 
traffic receipts. The government of the day 
subsequently produced Dr Beeching who 
carved up the railway industry. 
 
’The Permanent Way’ was indeed 
horrifying. It centred on the terrifying spate 
of rail crashes of recent years on lines 
leading out of Paddington and Kings 
Cross and explored the causes and 
results of these appalling accidents. It 
explained how the then British 

government had blundered into 
privatisation and how a later, alternative 
government had been unable to clear up 
the mess. Oil again came into the 
equation as the railways had become a 
poor relation of road traffic.  
 
Margaret Thatcher, whilst in government, 
is thought to have said to Nicholas Ridley: 
“Railway privatisation will be the Waterloo 
of this government. Please never mention 
the railways to me again.” She changed 
her mind in late 1990 just before her 
demise and John Major, her successor, 
pushed through the ’poll tax on wheels’ 
into law. The first privatised train ran in 
1996.  
 
The whole story is very sad. Not only has 
a badly thought out rail and road transport 
system caused much loss of life but also 
the country has thrown away an enormous 
amount of money that could have been 
used for a more sensible transport 
infrastructure. The title of this article is the 
second sentence of the play and 
highlights the point that the British must 
organise transport better. 
 
This applies to all our transport, not just 
railways. On my way to Bath FoE’s last 
monthly meeting, I met a man sitting in the 
market area of Green Park Station. He 
had done a large amount of Christmas 
shopping for his young family and needed 
to lug all the presents home. Unfortunately 
he had to wait an hour for a taxi. I chatted 
with him for a while and found that he 
approved very much of Friends of the 
Earth so I hope that he made it home 
without too much ado. 
 
A wait of at least an hour has also recently 
been the experience of patrons of the 
number 13 bus service.  Indeed, the whole 
bus scene is a story of complete disarray. 

The main cause is congestion. Driver 
shortage has also been blamed but who 
wants to cope with Bath traffic all day and 
every day. The Park and Ride system is a 
way out of the abyss. I am grateful to 
people who have contacted me about 
this. The proposed Lambridge Park and 
Ride, designed for 800 cars, does 
threaten to be an eyesore. Perhaps more 
trees will have to be planted on the 
site. Perhaps the site is the wrong one 
because of possible congestion anyway. 
Perhaps the scheme should be a rail 
based one. Unfortunately, much rail 
development is on hold including the re-
opening of Corsham station.  
 
Rail transport could also solve another 
problem of our time – that is, the 
unnecessary growth of civil aviation 
including, of course, Bristol Airport. The 
continentals favour high speed railways, 
the Americans favour planes; no prizes for 
guessing which road our government 
wishes to take!  
 
B&NES is busy revising its Local Plan. 
Great vigilance has to be exercised if the 
Sustrans Bath to Bristol cycle path is not 
to be wrecked by the development of a 
tramway or the extension of the pleasure 
steam railway at Bitton. 
John. 
 

Extending B&NES 
Fairtrade  
B&NES has now Fairtrade status but it 
needs more businesses to sign up. It 
needs those who have joined to continue, 
as the status has to be renewed every 
year. You can help by handing out coffee, 
tea, bananas, chocolate at the launch 
event for signed up businesses and new 
recruits or during Fairtrade Fortnight, 1 to 
14 March. The date and venue for the 
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launch event is not yet fixed, but it will be 
in the last week of February or during 
Fairtrade Fortnight, probably on a 
Wednesday during the day. There will be 
several events during Fairtrade Fortnight 
at supermarkets, schools, cafes and other 
venues. Why not get your favourite café to 
host an event? 
 
If you can help please contact the 
coordinator Fiona Remnant on 07974 
910242 or at 
<fairtradebath@yahoo.co.uk> 
Susan. 
 

Tax incineration in the 
2004 budget! 
To reduce the amount of waste we throw 
into landfill sites every year, a tax must be 
paid on the amount of material we bury. 
This is to create an incentive for more 
materials to be re-used and recycled. 
However, there is no financial incentive to 
discourage us from burning waste in 
incinerators. 
 
Chancellor Gordon Brown has an 
opportunity to introduce an incineration tax 
and create a more favourable economic 
situation for recycling in the budget in 
April. This levy would help to push up our 
recycling rate, which is currently only 
around 12%.   
 
ACTION: 
Please lend your support to this proposal 
by emailing Chancellor Gordon Brown at 
<http://www.foe.co.uk/incineration/> 
 
Decisions about the budget are already 
taking place so please do not delay in 
taking this action. It would be helpful if you 
could also forward any responses to 
<info@foe.co.uk>  
 
(the above is taken from a current FoE 
‘action’ bulletin – Chris) 
 

B&NES Change21 
climate & energy group 
November last year saw the first meeting 
of the ‘Energy’ arm of the B&NES Local 
Agenda 21 action groups known as 
‘Change21’. 
The meeting attendees made a sure-
footed start to the work which lies ahead, 
establishing a clear approach to their task 
and stressing stressing the need to be 
action orientated throughout, to recognise 
and promote existing actions, to fully 
understand and build upon actions that 
are taken and of course, to link to other 
Change21 theme groups. 
 
In September 2000 the Western 
Partnership for Sustainable Development 
produced a Local Agenda 21 ENERGY 
strategy document in consultation with 
several of the regions local councils and 

other key groups. In 2001 extra resources 
gave a boost to the development of the 
Strategy which culminated in April 2003 
with the publication of ‘Future Energy 
West’, a blueprint “to help create well-
being, social inclusion and economic 
development by tackling the problems of 
climate change and fuel poverty.” 
 
The B&BES Change21 Energy group 
have taken this document to draft a 
B&NES sustainable energy/fuel poverty 
strategy and a related B&NES Climate 
Change framework. The second meeting 
is scheduled for early February from which 
point the group hopes to roll-out and 
implement their plans. 
General information about Change21 can 
be found at <www.change21.org.uk> 
Chris. 
 

CORE campaign Bill 
adopted in House of 
Commons – STAY 
POSTED! 
The Corporate Responsibility campaign, 
chaired by New Economics 
Foundation and pushed by FoE and 
others, has succeeded in getting the 
Corporate Responsibility Bill adopted as a 
private members ballot in the House of 
Commons, where it has been renamed the 
CORE Bill to the 'Performance of 
Companies and Government Departments 
(Reporting) Bill'. Irrespective of the name 
change, the changes the Bill will make 
remain the same with three main aims: 
�  Mandatory Reporting: Companies shall 

report against a comprehensive set of 
key social, environmental and economic 
performance indicators with which they 
can benchmark (and ultimately better 
manage) their operations and 
performance - here in the UK and 
abroad. 

�  Directors' Duties: Expanding current 
directors' duties to include a specific 
duty of care for both society and the 
environment, in addition to their current 
financial duty to shareholders. 

�  Foreign Direct Liability: To enable 
affected communities abroad to seek 
damages in the UK for human rights and 
environmental abuses committed by UK 
companies or their overseas 
subsidiaries. 

 
Labour's Andy King MP has introduced 
the Bill and will take it through Parliament 
over the coming session.  Mr King was 

lobbied by hundreds of national 
organisations and individuals to take up 
this Bill, demonstrating the intense 
pressure on the government that the 
public can collectively muster by 
participating in (for example) FoE ‘rapid 
responses’ and ‘online actions’. 
Bath MP Don Foster very much supports 
the Bill and confirms he and his 
colleagues will do everything they can to 
see it reach committee stage as a result of 
the imminent Second Reading of the Bill 
which will take place on 30th January. 
 
Stay posted and respond to continuing 
FoE action requests! Postcards to sign 
can still be found at Envolve and visit: 
<http://www.foe.co.uk/campaigns/corporat
es/press_for_change/mp/index.html> 
Chris. 
 

“ Carbon Wars”  and 
StopE$$O 2004 
The 1990's saw a dramatic struggle to 
achieve international agreement on 
significant reductions in greenhouse gas 
emissions, which culminated in the Kyoto 
Protocol. An eye-witness to its key events, 
Dr Jeremy Leggett, university academic 
turned environmental activist and solar-
energy entrepreneur, tells the inside story 
of the battle to avert ecological 
catastrophe in "Carbon Wars."  The book, 
a steal at £6, is available through the 
website, with half of that a donation to 
StopE$$O 
<http://www.stopesso.com/book> 
 
StopE$$O looks forward to much, much 
more in 2004 which will be a key year for 
ExxonMobil. Arch climate sceptic Lee 
Raymond is due to retire and we've also 
got the US elections – will Bush get back 
in and condemn the planet to a frightening 
future. Or might he be replaced by 
someone with a conscience? Already the 
US democrat campaigners have publicly 
condemned the ‘corrupt’ Bush and his oil-
slick administration. 
(the above is an extract from the online 
StopE$$O campaign update, December 
2003 – Chris) 
 

The B&NES Local Plan 
What Is it? 
It sets out the council’s policies up to 
about 2011, and therefore it’s an important 
document. There are nearly 300 pages of 
it, without maps, and it covers everything 
the council does – from Community 
Facilities to Housing, from Sports and 
Recreation to Waste. When individual, 
detailed decisions have to made in future, 
these will be made in accordance with the 
policies and targets set in the Plan. 
 
How Was It Drawn Up? 
The council liaised with lots of interested 
local bodies and produced a first draft. 
This went out for comments to those 
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bodies, and was also available to any 
member of the public with the stamina and 
interest to wade through it. This happened 
between Jan and Feb 2002 , and they got 
over 4,000 comments from 1,600 
organisations and individuals. The council 
officers then looked at the comments and 
decided whether to adopt them, partially 
adopt them or reject them.  The people 
who made the comments were informed of 
the decisions, and a revised draft of the 
plan was issued in October 2003, with all 
the adopted comments incorporated.  
People could then make further comments 
on the changes only, up to 11 December 
2003. Now the Council are deciding on 
their responses to the further comments. 
Finally, there will be a public enquiry 
looking into all those comments which 
haven’t either been adopted or withdrawn 
by the people who made them. Only then 
will the plan become finalised. 
 
What is the Plan like? 
The policies in the plans are mostly based 
on central government guidelines. There 
are lots of good environmental principles 
enshrined in them, and plenty of emphasis 
on conservation and sustainability. Of 
course, there’s also lots about growth - 
and inevitably, when concrete proposals 
(rather than policies) have to be decided 
on, there are bound to be conflicts 
between ‘growth’ and ‘conservation’. 
 
How have Bath FOE been involved? 
FOE is most concerned with the areas of 
the Plan addressing development, 
housing, waste, the green belt, and 
access (ie transport). David Beasley, who 
has valuable previous experience of 
dealing with a Local Plan, went through 
the first draft of the plan and made 42 
detailed comments. His comments centred 
on such issues as making sure there was 
a high housing density and a high 
percentage of affordable homes in 
developments; opposing a loophole which 
allowed incineration as a possible waste 
management option (cunningly disguised 
as ‘energy recovery‘!); higher recycling 
targets; increasing the number of 
employers with travel plans; setting 
council targets for reducing CO2 
emissions and decreasing energy use; 
tightening policies for when development 
in Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty or 
wildlife sites will be allowed;  cycle routes; 
and reducing traffic volumes.   
The main changes in the second draft 
were proposals for a transport interchange 
at Newbridge comprising Park and Ride 
facility and a Rapid Transit Terminus, and 
expansion on the Eastern part of the Bath 
University campus at Claverton Down, 
both on the greenbelt. Sue Board, helped 
by Dave, went through the second draft 
and added 7 further comments on the 
changes.  These were concerned with 
increasing housing density on 2 new 
proposed development sites; opposing the 

use of greenbelt land for more parking 
(while agreeing with the provision of a new 
transport interchange); opposing a policy 
allowing student accommodation to be 
built on greenbelt land; and opposing the 
specific expansion of Bath University into 
the Greenbelt. (This is also opposed by 
the National Trust and by local residents.) 
 
What Next? 
Attendance at the public enquiry will be 
the next step. We may also join in a 
campaign to oppose the Bath University 
expansion into the Green Belt. 
Sue 
 

Dinosaurs, ETS & energy 
etc 
The recent FoE ‘Carbon Dinosaurs’ 
campaign listed and shamed the UK’s 
heavily polluting coal-fired power stations 
while urging the public to lobby MPs and 
Ministers to either clean them up or close 
down them down. The campaign has met 
with success with the Government setting 
tough targets for the power companies 
recognising that there is huge potential for 
low cost savings in this sector. 
 
ACTION: Visit 
<http://www.foe.co.uk/campaigns/climate/
press_for_change/carbon_dinosaurs/inde
x.html> 
 
This relates to the Government’s launch of 
a consultation on how to implement the 
EU Emissions Trading Scheme 
commencing 2005. The ETS will create a 
significant financial incentive for large 
point-source ghg emitters including power-
generating companies to make their 
existing and new technologies as green 
and clean as possible. 
 
Further good news comes with the 
Government’s reaffirmation of its 
commitment to go further than Kyoto and 
to meeting its national target of a 20% cut 
in CO2 by 2010 relative to 1990 But FoE 
has warned that the government will also 
need to introduce similarly tough 
measures to curb rising emissions in 
transport and the domestic sectors, 
bearing in mind that about 38% of UK 
carbon emissions are industrial while a 
significant 27% or so comes from 
domestic and transport sources. Only in 
December did the government decide to 
accommodate huge increases in air travel 
by increasing UK airport capacity, despite 
damning reports by numerous scientific 
bodies and the media. On a more positive 
note, there is a distinct ground-shift being 
felt in the construction industry. Alongside 
sterling work by the Building Research 
Establishment, the energy efficiency 
measures and SAP requirements which 
came into force in April 2002 are finally 
taking hold, with architects and builders up 
and down the country waking up to and 

realising this legislation. And barely twelve 
months from now this legislation will 
become even tighter with updated ODPM 
‘Part L’ regulations. 
Meanwhile, Combined Heat and Power is 
currently a hot topic in professional Energy 
and Building publications. And from 
February London Mayor Ken Livingstone 
will enforce a requirement for new London 
housing developments to install pvs on 
rooftops, with Local Authorities to follow 
suit across the country. 
 
In conjunction with the ‘carbon dinosaurs’ 
campaign, FoE has recently published it’s 
updated Green Energy League table for 
householders, while the league’s No.1 
listed company ‘Unit-e’ has boosted the 
promotion of its 100% renewably-
generated energy for the domestic sector. 
 
ACTION: Sign up to green energy if you 
haven’t done so already: 
<http://www.foe.co.uk/campaigns/climate/
press_for_change/choose_green_energy/i
ndex.html> 
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BAKU pipeline update 
Despite the best efforts of the Baku 
Ceyhan campaign coalition, both the IMF 
and EBRD have voted to financially 
support the Baku Ceyhan pipelines. The 
final decision rested with Hilary Benn, the 
Secretary of State for DfID.  
However, members of the campaign 
coalition met with the UK Director of the 
EBRD and he indicated that because of all 
that has happened over the Baku pipeline, 
the EBRD may be due for a review of their 
funding policy for oil and gas projects. This 
is encouraging, as is the final report of the 
World Bank’s ‘Extractive Industries 
Review’ which recommends a phase-out 
of financing for oil projects in developing 
countries. The campaign still continues. 
The pipeline consortium, led by BP, will 
now approach private banks to find the 
remainder of the funds needed for the 
project. We are currently putting pressure 
on these banks that have yet to decide 
whether to back the pipeline project. 
Barclays has declared it does not intend to 
support the project, but HSBC and The 
Royal Bank of Scotland have yet to 
decide. 
 
ACTION: Email and ask them not to give 
loans to the pipeline: 
<http://www.foe.co.uk/campaigns/corporat
es/press_for_change/email_btc_banks/ind
ex.html> 
 

Plutonium from Sellafield 
in all children's teeth 
Radioactive pollution from the Sellafield 
nuclear plant in Cumbria has led to 
children's teeth across Britain being 
contaminated with plutonium.  
 
The Government has admitted for the first 
time that Sellafield “is a source of 
plutonium contamination” across the 
country. Public Health Minister Melanie 
Johnson has revealed that a study funded 
by the Department of Health discovered 
that the closer a child lived to Sellafield, 
the higher the levels of plutonium found in 
their teeth. Johnson said: “Analysis 
indicated that concentrations of 
plutonium... decreased with increasing 
distance from the west Cumbrian coast 
and its Sellafield nuclear fuel reprocessing 
plant – suggesting this plant is a source of 
plutonium contamination in the wider 
population.” 
 
Johnson claimed the levels of plutonium 
are so minute that there is no health risk to 
the public. But this is disputed by 
scientists, MPs and environmental 
campaigners who have called for an 
immediate inquiry into how one of the 
world's most dangerous materials has 
been allowed to continue to contaminate 
children's teeth. There have long been 
claims of clusters of childhood leukaemia 
around Sellafield.  

In the late 1990s researchers collected 
more than 3,000 molars extracted from 
young teenagers across the country 
during dental treatment and analysed 
them. To their surprise they found traces 
of plutonium in all the teeth including 
those from children in Scotland and 
N.Ireland. Alarmingly, they discovered that 
those living closer to Sellafield had more 
than twice the amount. Plutonium is a 
man-made radioactive material and the 
only source of it in Britain is from 
Sellafield. The plant, which reprocesses 
nuclear fuel from reactors, still discharges 
plutonium into the Irish Sea.  
 
The original research was carried out in 
1997 by Professor Nick Priest who was 
working for the UK Atomic Energy 
Authority. At the time the conclusions of 
the research received little attention 
because the study concluded that the 
contamination levels were so minuscule 
they were thought to pose an 'insignificant' 
health risk. But earlier this year the 
Committee Examining Radiation Risks 
from Internal Emitters, looking at health 
risks posed by radioactive materials, 
examined Priest's study. Some of the 
committee's members have now cast 
doubt on the conclusions that plutonium in 
children's teeth posed no health risk.  
 
Professor Eric Wright, of Dundee 
University Medical School, is one of the 
country's leading experts on blood 
disorders and a member of the committee. 
He believes that the tiny specks of 
plutonium in children's teeth caused by 
Sellafield radioactive pollution might lead 
to some people falling ill with cancer. He 
said: 'There are genuine concerns that the 
risks from internal emitters of radiation are 
more hazardous [than previously thought]. 
The real question is by how much. Is it two 
or three times more risky... or more than a 
hundred?' Wright believes that, while the 
plutonium contamination is unlikely to 
pose a health risk to much of the British 
population, it might be a problem for some 
individuals. He said: 'If somebody has a 
bad collection of genes which means their 
body cannot deal with small levels of 
internal radioactive material, then there 
could be an issue.'  
 
Wright's comments, coming on top of the 
admission from the Health Minister, have 
led to calls for an independent inquiry. 
Liberal Democrat environment spokesman 
Norman Baker said: “They have known for 
six years that Sellafield has contaminated 
the population with plutonium but done 
nothing. Yet the plant continues to 
discharge plutonium into the Irish Sea. It 
shows the wanton disregard the nuclear 
industry has for public health and there 
needs to be an independent inquiry.” 
 
(extract from The Observer 30 Nov 2003 – 
Terry) 

Offshore Wind lecture 
Terry & Chris attended a recent lecture 
given by Colin Morgan of wind consultants 
Garrad Hassan at the University of Bath. It 
started with a look at global warming with 
charts showing the jaw-dropping rise (real 
and projected) in CO2 and CH4 
atmospheric concentrations. Colin then 
noted different means of renewable 
energy generation leading on to statistics 
of current installed offshore windpower 
generating capacity around the world 
(around 600MW) and predicted capacity 
by 2010 (around 25GW). Current total 
global installed capacity including onshore 
windfarms is about 31GW of which 12GW 
is in Germany alone. A flourish of offshore 
windfarms will spring up around the UK 
coast in the next 10yrs as a result of the 
government's CO2 targets requirement/ 
Energy White Paper. (On 1st December 
the UK government announced that 
electricity suppliers will have to source 
15% of their supplies from renewable 
energy sources by 2015). 

 
Colin illustrated the components of 
turbines and explained that generally 
offshore turbines are built in shallow seas 
with turbines anchored to sea bed only 6 
metres below the surface. The largest 
offshore project comprises 80no. 2MW 
turbines located in the North Sea. 
Offshore typically costs 50% more than 
onshore projects, although the economics 
can easily swing depending on a variety of 
factors. Interestingly transmission loss 
from offshore is only 3% compared to 2% 
for onshore projects, while offshore 
assembly is easier. 
  
Colin spoke of the pros and cons of other 
aspects such as the 20yr lifespan of 
turbines vs. recouping capital outlay and 
disposal (no mention of recycling) of 
materials but it wasn't well argued. The 
comparison with the commissioning, 
operating and decommissioning of nuclear 
power plants was not made. All in all, 
Colin didn't convince us either way 
whether offshore has a limited future or 
not. Terry asked why offshore turbines 
aren’t combined with submarine tidal 
turbines eg. those recently installed off 
Lynmouth. Colin had no answer except 
"that may be the next step". Chris. 
PS. Further reading: New Scientist article, 
Issue No.2424, 29th November 2003. 
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DIARY 2004 
  

February 
Sun 01 Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am 

Stanton Drew 25m Don't forget sandwiches & 
lights.  
David 01225 425200 

Fri 13 ± Sat 14 Homes For Good fair, Taunton 
exhibitions, seminars and demonstrations will 
show natural and recycled building materials 

Sun 15 Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am 
Canal and beyond 25m & pub lunch. 
Mark 01225 352244 

Wed 18 Green Drinks, Rummer 8.30pm 
Tue 24 Bath FoE AGM and monthly meeting 7.30pm 

Envolve, Green Park Station 
Sun 29 Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am 

St Catherine©s Valley and Marshfield 20m & 
pub lunch. Tricia 01373 474086 

  
March 

Mon 01 ± Sun 14 Fair Trade Fortnight. For details contact Fiona 
07974 910242 

Sun 14 Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am 
Priston 30-35m Don't forget sandwiches & 
lights. 
Rod 01373 303933 

Wed 17 Green Drinks, Rummer 8.30pm 
Sun 28 Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am 

Mystery ride. 
Dianne 646625 

Tue 30 Bath FoE monthly meeting 7.30pm Envolve, 
Green Park Station 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

 

Who Does What 
Group Coordinator 
( temp. unavailable ±  

Terry Coulson 
contact Chris 

 
835633 ) 

Membership & Treasurer Mike Gordon 334516 
  

Campaign Group / Activists 
Local Government David Searby 312770 
Waste Andy Nelmes 338742 
Toxics Richard Carder 313531 
Real Food and GM Susan Traill 339861 
Biodiversity and Habitats Joanna Byrd 

& Sue Board 
337378 
335962 

Climate & Energy Chris Benson 835633 
Transport John Shepherd 834335 
Environmental Impact 
Assessments 

David Beasley 425200 

   
   
   
   
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Bath FoE meets on the last Tuesday of each month at Envolve, 
Bath Environment Centre, Green Park Station. 
Meetings start at 7.30pm.   All are welcome. 

 
General enquiries: Chris Benson, 4 Somerdale Avenue, Bath. 

BA2 2PG. Tel 01225 835633 
Email info@bath-foe.org.uk  website www.bath-foe.org.uk 

Subscriptions ± minimum £6 pa per household or £3 if unwaged. 
Cheques payable to ªBath FoEº. 

Send to Mike Gordon, 3 Raglan Street, Bath. BA1 6HP. 
 

When you join Bath FoE you get 
free membership of National FoE for 1 year 

(Tell your friends) 
 

Please check your address label to see if your subs are due 
 

This newsletter is produced quarterly. Send items to Chris, 
preferably by email or disk as plain text. Include photos/images 

(images can be tiff, psd, gif, bmp or jpg) 
 

For email updates between newsletters, with occasional news 
items please email info@bath-foe.org.uk 

 
 


