Fight against proposed
A36/A46 link road

It's a big issue Bath and surrounds has
faced for years, and it's getting worse:
traffic congestion and pollution. Earlier this
year, the final report of the Bristol/Bath to
South Coast (BB2SC) Transport Study
recommended that B&NES Council
instigate an appraisal of a number of
transport solutions, with the results to
inform the Local Transport Plan due to be
published in July 2005. This Plan would
form the basis of a bid to central gov't for
funding to implement the solutions which
B&NES Council decides upon.

The BB2SC report, which was
commissioned by the Government Office
of the South West (GOSW), was produced
to consider the whole transport system of
an area spanning from the M4 down to the
south coast, and from the A37 in the west
to the A34 in the east. Ultimately, the
report came out as a less than coherent
transport strategy, instead recommending
a broken patchwork of individual projects.
Concerning Bath, the report said that
north-south through-traffic was a major
cause of Bath’s traffic woes, so it favoured
an A36/A46 road link which would cost a
conservatively(!) estimated £40plus million
of taxpayers’ money.

North-south traffic tends to come down the
A46 before rolling west along the London
Road, over Cleveland Bridge and then
heading southeast along the A36. Looking
at the traffic count statistics provided by
the BB2SC report, about 1% of traffic
crossing Cleveland Bridge in a typical 12-
hour day period is accounted for by car
and van through-traffic, and about 9% are
HGVs. A third of the traffic is entirely local,
and the remainder is traffic which
originates or terminates in Bath.

So only 10% is through-traffic, 90% of
which could be eliminated by imposing an
HGV ban. To support the ban, B&NES
could follow the recommendation of
National Friends of the Earth to direct
HGVs further along the M4 to use the
north-south A34 road to the south coast.
The A34 already bypasses Newbury and
Winchester, and would not require any
new building or enlargements unlike the
A350 which would. Countless road-
building schemes have been proven to
suck MORE vehicles onto the roads.

Alternative measures include significant
investment in public transport, cycling and
walking facilities, improvements to Park
and Ride services, congestion charging,
and partnerships with local public
transport providers, and all could yield
dramatic benefits in a much shorter time-
frame than the years for lead-in and
construction of a link road. And the link
road would have to be maintained by
B&NES Council because this part of the
road network is being ‘de-trunked’ by
central government. So that would mean
our already astronomical Council tax
would reach new frontiers. And don’t
forget that millions have recently been
spent on shoring-up parts of the A36 road
due to subsidence trouble in that area!

Building the link road would be at grossly
disproportionate cost to benefits that may
be gained. It would be forced through
countryside which is Greenbelt, an Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) and
an integral part of the setting of the World
Heritage City of Bath.

The character of this countryside on the
doorstep of Bath would be irreparably
wrecked, with damage being inflicted upon
the Kennet & Avon canal and its towpath
which is an important tourist resource for
the local economy and a major non-car
leisure route connecting Bath to Bradford-
on-Avon, Devizes, Radstock and beyond.

On 30th June, Chris presented a BathFoE
statement to the B&NES Exec. Council.
Five other public statements against the
link road were made but ultimately, 8 of

the 9 Executive Councillors voted in favour

of progressing with a full transport study.
Other campaign groups fighting the link
road include BRAVE2 (a coalition of seven
local Parish Councils), the Woodland
Trust, CPRE, Transport 2000, ACA,
National FOE and The Countryside
Agency. The latter is the government’s
AONB ‘watchdog’ body which itself could
scupper the link road via a protracted and
financially draining debate, costing the
taxpayer dearly whilst detracting from the
resolution of the traffic problems.

This is the same link road proposal that
was resoundingly rejected at Public
Inquiry back in 1990. And today, nothing
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has changed to warrant a different
decision. However, to get funding for ANY
transport improvements, the Council has
to present an appraisal of ALL options to
prove to the government that the selected
solutions are the most viable. But thirteen
Councillors have now “called-in” the
Executive’s decision, saying that most of
the £400k appraisal study cost would likely
be spent on developing the link road
option at the expense of the other more
sustainable and economical options. Itis
known that the link road appraisal would
include the conceptual design of bridges
and earthworks as well as the study of a
long list of potential impacts - ecology,
landscape, archaeology.

So, the B&NES Transport Overview &
Scrutiny Panel will meet on 26" July to
decide whether to uphold the reasons for
the call-in, and Chris will present another
BathFoE statement in support of spending
money on the alternatives first to show
that the link road is unnecessary.

Action

BathFoE is organising a canal towpath
‘party’ in August to celebrate the beautiful
Limpley Stoke valley, and thereby evincing
our opposition to the link road. Local
Councillors, celebrities and the press will
be invited, so come along and join us!

Action

To express your opposition to the link
road, write or keep writing to Executive
Member for Transport, Clir Sir Elgar
Jenkins, at The Guildhall, High Street,
Bath BA1 5AW or email
<elgar_jenkins@bathnes.gov.uk>.

For details of the party and/or to be kept
up-to-date on link road developments,
email <info@bath-foe.org.uk> Chris.



Making a difference on
World Environment Day

Saturday 5" June was World Environment
Day (WED). Organised by the United
Nations Environment Programme, this is
an annual event which is hosted by a
different city and with a different theme
each year. This time around, Barcelona
were the hosts and the theme was “Seas
and Oceans” (for more information, visit
www.unep.org/wed/2004). Unfortunately it
is not widely publicised in the UK, but well
done to the BBC who screened an hour-
long ‘Gardener’s World' profiling World
Environment Day and devoted to
environmentally-friendly gardening.

A focus of WED in the UK this year was
the Environment Agency'’s “pledge”
programme, which encouraged people to
make small changes to their everyday
lives to help protect the environment.
Celebrities who made pledges included
Chris Tarrant who said he would plant a
tree, Anthony Worrall-Thompson who
pledged to start re-using plastic bags, and
Tony Robinson who says he will turn the
tap off whilst brushing his teeth (visit
www.environment-agency.gov.uk/wed)

Locally, members of Bath Friends of the
Earth set up stall at the Green Park
Station entrance. We asked shoppers to
make a difference by carrying out small
but signficant changes in their lives (if they
hadn’t already!). Our suggestions included
turning the TV off rather than leaving it on
standby, leaving the car at home
whenever possible and saying ‘No’ to
unwanted bags (SNUB) when shopping,
and using real nappies instead of
disposables.

We suggested up to 10 pledges that
people could take up and 300 pledge and
information cards were snapped up in a

couple of hours, as people realised what a
difference small actions can make.

Group campaigner Dave Searby created a
short environmental quiz for shoppers to
test their environmental knowledge. Three
multiple choice questions were posed, but
each was deceptively difficult. For
example: people were astounded that
leaving a PC on standby all night used the
same energy as printing 800 sheets of A4
paper. Prizes or, more often than not (!),
consolation prizes were dished out in the
form of Fairtrade chocolate and locally-
produced Bellringer ale, highlighting the
fact that good things don't have to be
supermarket produce!

We also had a variety of leaflets and
booklets available packed with useful
information on key environmental issues
that Friends of the Earth campaigns on.
And we gave away ‘hogs’, courtesy of
Wessex Water, for people to put in their
toilet cisterns to reduce water

consumption. If you don’t have one, you
could always fill a plastic bottle with water,
screw the cap on tightly and place that
inside your cistern. Chris has got two
bottles, a hog and a brick in his cistern,
saving some 4 litres with each flush!

Finally, here’s a “Hello!” to all the new
members who signed up on the day —
hope to see you again soon. Vicky.

GM alert: supermarket
action

Since the EU® labelling laws for GM foods
came into force on 18 April, eagle-eyed
Friends of the Earth have spotted several
GM foods on supermarket shelves.
National FoE is asking us to keep a look
out and if you find a product containing
GM, buy it (yuckkk!), then return it to the
supermarket demanding a refund. The
reason for returning it is that it contains
GM and we don®want GM.

Bad tuck to look out for includes

1) Bacos (Betty Crocker): dried bacon
flavoured soya chips in a clear plastic
bottle with a green lid, found in
Sainsbury® and Tesco.

2) Easy Colour spray (Supercook): food
colouring, available in fashionable
red, blue, yellow, green and so on,
available from Sainsbury®,
Somerfield and maybe Safeway
(Morrisons).

3) Orville Redenbacher® Popcorn
cakes, caramel flavour, purveyed by
Tesco.

4) Taiko Vegetarian Sushi with Pickled
Vegetables, sold by Waitrose.

There will certainly be more products than
these, since the European Commission
has just approved imports of canned GM
sweet corn, despite the concerns over
safety of EU governments. The type is
Syngenta® pesticide resistant sweet corn,
in other words it contains small amounts of
genetically modified pesticide, a toxin
which builds up in the human body.

Action

You can help by looking out for all of these
products and any others labelled with GM
ingredients. Sainsbury® and Tesco are
likely to be the most fertile GM hunting
grounds if you have limited time and want
to restrict your search.

If you find any GM ingredients please
contact national FOE by text on 83248,
starting the message: foe gmo, then giving
details of the product and the shop and its
location.

Alternatively, phone 0808 800 1111 or
email <info@foe.co.uk> Susan.



Pesticide alert: Buy local,
know your food

If you buy local from the nearest farmers©
market or farm shop or a greengrocer that
sells local food, you can ask what
pesticides, herbicides and fertilisers have
been used on the fruit and veg you
consume. If you don®like the answers,
you don®buy. Buying in the supermarket
does not give you this control. If you ask
the supermarket manager, he or she is
unlikely to know the country of origin, let
alone the pesticides and other items used
on the food for sale.

We are told constantly that fruit and veg
are healthier options than the standard
take-away beefburger or curry. But
national FOE warns us that the latest
government research on pesticide
residues is not encouraging.

Infants and toddlers are the most at risk
from pesticide residues, which can be
carcinogenic and cause hormone
disruption. In the supermarkets fruit-based
baby food is free of these potentially
damaging ingredients, because the law
demands it. But parents who make their
own food for infants and children from fruit
and vegetables, and children eating fresh
fruit are not protected by the law. They are
exposed to these pesticide residues.

Products to avoid in the supermarkets,
and to question elsewhere, include apples
from Brazil, grapes, raspberries, cherries
(especially from Canada and Iran), lettuce,
pumpkin and fruit bread. Pesticide residue
levels in these items were found to be
above safety levels.

Susan.

Bath Cycling Campaign
— big meeting planned

Following the launch in June, a big
meeting is planned for the evening of
Monday 20™ September. All cyclists living
in the Bath area are invited to come along
to help advance the campaign.

Action

If you want to change the way Bath
travels, if you want to see more cyclists on
the road and promote the benefits and fun
of cycling, and help in small or large
measure towards safer cycle routes,
improved facilities and so forth, join us at
this important event.

Time and venue to be confirmed — contact
Dave Beasley 01225 425200 and LOOK
OUT FOR THE PUBLICITY from late
August onwards.

Chris.

O, Il don't like to be
beside the Seaside!

One of the last initiatives from the
excellent Michael Meacher before he was
sacked as Environment Minister by Tony
Bliar (whoops!) was to set up a special
committee to investigate disturbing
discrepancies in the evaluation of the
dangers of radiation from ‘internal
emitters’.

This is called the Committee Examining
Radiation Risk of Internal Emitters, or
‘CERRIE’ for short.

For the first time ever, members of the
Low Level Radiation Campaign (LLRC)
were included on a Government-
sponsored Committee, an encouraging
sign afters years of neglect and rubbishing
by the official bodies such as the NRPB
(National Radiological Protection Board).

Things went smoothly at first (October
2002) with broad agreement on the
structure of the final Report, but gradually
LLRC members began to be marginalised
and accused of introducing libellous
statements into their submissions.
Nevertheless, on 19" May this year,
CERRIE voted by a majority of 10-1 to
accept the latest LLRC Statement in their
Report.

Sometime between then and the final
meeting of CERRIE on 24" June, it seems
that Government pressure was applied to
some members because, right at the end
of the meeting, another vote was
proposed to exclude the LLRC statement
which succeeded by 5-2. This means that
the main CERRIE Report will preserve the
status quo, arguing that there is no reason
to worry because there are no excess
rates of cancer anywhere.

They achieved this by diluting the figures
over a larger area than is valid, eg. there
are clear excesses of leukaemia from the
Chernobyl radiation of 1986 in Scotland
and Wales, which have been ‘normalised’
by including the figures for England as
well. Similar fudges have been made with
the figures for Greece and Germany.

So there will now be two reports, with the
LLRC having to produce their own
dissenting one.

CERRIE was also supposed to carry out
its own research project on the radiation in
the Blackwater Estuary in Essex, protocol
for which was agreed in May 2003, but the
Secretariat failed to obtain the data from
the Office of National Statistics so the
project was cancelled.

For more information, visit www.lIrc.org
Richard.

Sign up to BathFoE
direct debit

Since our last newsletter, BathFoE has
completed its bank account switch to the
Coop. If you would like to set up a direct
debit for your annual subscriptions, please
write to our Treasurer Mike Gordon
requesting a form, or email <info@bath-
foe.org.uk>

Chris

New phrase: “managed
decline” of local shops

Tesco, Asda, Sainsbury’s and
Safeway/Morrisons control over 75% of
the food retailing market in the UK, with
Tesco alone controlling 27% of the UK
groceries market. The Competition
Commission has reported that the
Supermarket Code of Practice, which is
meant to protect farmers and small
businesses, isn't working.

And if that wasn’t enough, new threats to
the existence of local shops have
appeared in the government’s draft
Planning Policy Statement 6 (PPS6). This
document will supersede PPG6 which
currently offers guidance to Local
Authorities rather than strict policy to be
adhered to, as will be the case with the
new PPSs which are being rolled out.

National FOE have made their response to
the consultation. They welcomed the
commitment in PPS6 for community
involvement in the preparation of retail
strategies, stressing that it should be
absolutely central policy objective. And
they welcomed also the encouragement
for creating retail size limits.

Unfortunately the draft PPS6 doesn’t
sufficiently recognise the significant
decline of small to medium scale retailing,
and things get worse with the introduction
of the phrase “managed decline” when
talking about retail areas, intended so that
Planning Authorities can consolidate
existing retail growth areas.

Action

Although the deadline for responses has
now passed, you can take alternative
action to curb the power of supermarkets.
Write to your local MP asking him/her to
sign and promote EDM 817 which calls for
a stricter Code of Supermarket Practice
that properly protects the interests of
farmers, local shops and the environment.

If you value local shops and local produce,
don't delay:

Don Foster MP, House of Commons,
London. SW1A 0AA.

Chris.



Dead wood policy

Does Bath and North East Somerset
Council have a policy of felling trees to
save maintenance costs rather than
pruning the dead and potentially
dangerous branches? They say, “No”. We
don®quite believe them.

The Council wants to chop down a stand
of useful mature conifers in Bedford Court
just off the London Road. There is nothing
wrong with them except that a few
straggley lower branches need trimming
back. They provide habitat for birds,
privacy for the houses either side and a
sound barrier against the traffic noise.

The trees in Shakespeare Avenue above
Bear Flat are due for demolition, claimed
to be a danger to the public. Where is the
report setting this out? Strange that every
single tree has suddenly become a
danger. Not natural tree thing to do. It®
hard not to think that someone with a
sharp chainsaw isn®making an excuse for
racking up the carbon monoxide count.

Action

If you smell a whiff of dry rot wafting from
the direction of the Guildhall, check it out.
Write to Sir Elgar Jenkins, Council
Executive member, The Guildhall, High
Street, Bath BA1 5AW or email
elgar_jenkins@bathnes.gov.uk.

Sir Elgar is in charge of felling trees. Ask
him why he wants to destroy our
environment. When he says, “public
safety”, ask “where is the evidence, the
environmental impact assessment, the
consultation?” If he says, “there is no need
for that”, write to the Bath Chronicle and
raise the roof!

Susan.

E$$0O gets a grilling by
House of Lords

Outside the London Road garage on 15"
May, StopE$$O campaigners including
members of BathFoE, Bath Greenpeace
and People&Planet came out in force to
encourage motorists to boycott the world’s
largest oil company. Some thirty plus
protesters waved banners, placards and
handed out over 500 leaflets to members
of the public, advising of the more than
dubious relationship between ExxonMobil
and the Bush administration which is still
digging in its heels against worldwide calls
for major environmental reforms of this
highly polluting nation.

Subsequently on 30" June this year,
spokespeople for Shell, BP and E$$0 UK
were brought before the House of Lords
Science and Technology Committee to
face some gruelling questions about the

actions of these petrochemical giants and
the devastating effects that fossil-fuel
burning is having on the global
environment and climate.

To quote snippets from the StopE$$0
news site:

“Examining what stood in the way of
American ratification of the Kyoto protocol
the committee all but singled out Esso as
the major obstacle to America rejoining
the Kyoto process....."

“Mr Robin Aram, for Shell International,
told the hearing that Shell has shared the
widespread concern over quite a
considerable period that greenhouse gas
emissions from human activities are
leading to changes in global climate and
that action is needed now to try to lay the
foundation for eventually stabilising
greenhouse gas concentrations in an
equitable and economically responsible
“Sir Charles Nicholson confirmed that BP
shared this view.”

Question 315 Lord Oxburgh: “You are
content with the general position that the
accumulation of anthropogenic
greenhouse gases in the atmosphere
appears to be associated with and leading
to enhanced changes to the earth®
climate in a way that is not entirely
predictable.”

Mr Swiger [of E$$0]: “We would perhaps
not go that far. We say the science is
unsettled. It has not been settled down
yet.”

Q327 Chairman: “You will be aware that
there is a copy of a fax that was sent from
Mr Randol of your company to John
Howard. This was just when the new
administration were coming in
Washington.”

Mr Thomas: “That is what | was referring
to. We were asked by an agency of the
US Government did we have any
information which was relevant to this.
That information came from a third party—
it was not an Exxon Mobil letter or
position—and we simply passed it on.”
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Q329 Chairman: “Maybe | am confused,
but it seems to me, just to follow this
through, that this memo did come from Mr
Randol of Exxon and it was addressed—*
Mr Thomas: “He put a cover note on the
front of it and sent it off. That is what he
did.....He put the fax cover on it.”

Q330 Chairman: “The subject was ‘Bush
Team for IPCC Negotiations’. If | may just
read it: ‘Attached is a brief memo outlining
the issues related to the ongoing IPPC
negotiations on the Third Assessment
Report. | have also attached other material
that may be useful to you.....I will call to
discuss the recommendations regarding
the team that can better represent the
Bush Administration interests until key
appointments and re-assessments are
made.’ “

Mr Thomas: “But the information he was
attaching was not from an Exxon Mobil
source, it was third-party information
which had come to him.....”

Q334 Lord Oxburgh: “If one looks perfectly
innocently at this memo—there is no
indication in the cover note that what is
attached is anything but totally endorsed.
Effectively, what you are doing is
disassociating the company from the
contents of the attached memo. | do not
think you can really do that on the face of
this fax, can you?.....”

Q335 Baroness Hilton of Eggardon: “If we
could get back to climate change for a
moment. You keep talking about the risk:
you do not talk about the reality of climate
change. | find that factor disturbing. When
you talk about risk, do you mean that you
do not believe in the reality of climate
change?.....”

Mr Swiger: “When scientists look at it and
looking at the detail of the IPCC® work
and so forth...it is difficult to establish what
is happening. We do think it is a risk, and
that is why we want to take action, but—*
Q336 Baroness Hilton of Eggardon: “Have
you looked at the graphs?”

Mr Swiger: “Pardon?”

Q337 Baroness Hilton of Eggardon: “Have
you looked at the scientific evidence? Itis
undeniable.”

Mr Thomas: “There is warming taking
place. We can see that average
temperatures, as measured, are
increasing, yes. Where that is leading.....is
where the science is in debate.....”

Q339 Baroness Walmsley. “May | be clear
about the nature of your uncertainty about
the scientific evidence. Is it that you feel it
is uncertain as to.....? Or are you uncertain
as to.....? Or both?

Mr Thomas: “.....an area which needs
better understanding. You ask if it is ‘our’
position. It is the position of respected
scientists.”

Q340: Baroness Walmsley: “The ones
whom you believe in.”

Mr Thomas: We are prepared to believe
them all. But there is a range of views....."



This StopE$$O news item concludes:

“So Esso squirmed. Their representatives
only able to fudge the whole issue by
saying that Esso took climate change very
seriously, that the science was still
uncertain and Kyoto was flawed. A
position that was repeatedly contradicted
by the other witnesses and ultimately
refuted by the overall conclusions of the
report.”

Visit
<www.stopesso.com/campaign/00000162.
php> to read the full report. Chris.

Sensible siting of mobile
phone masts

Some 12,000 mobile phone masts are due
to be erected around the UK in the
foreseeable future. This explains why you
may have seen an increase in the number
of news articles about masts and
campaigns against them. Health concerns
are the predominant cause for objections
due to the still uncertain dangers of radio-
wave radiation and their electromagnetic
fields.

Following the recent approval of a mast in
Lower Swainswick, and the approval of
another mast at Bear Flat which was won
on appeal, BathFoE have been assisting a
group of vigilant local resident
campaigners who are fighting against a
proposed mast near Oldfield Park Junior
School off Claude Avenue. They were told
informally that their objections on health
grounds would not be considered during a
Planning Application consultation.

However, BathFoE have ascertained that
it is illegal for anyone, including local
authorities, to advise that objections on
health grounds will be dismissed. This
information comes from the national
organisation called ‘Mast Action UK’
(MAUK) which campaigns for the “sensible
siting” of phone masts and base stations.

Guidelines produced by the ICNIRP
(International Committee on Non-lonising
Radiation Protection) set out the
acceptable exposure limits for the general
population from mobile phone base
stations. These guidelines are now over
ten years old and do not account for rapid
developments in mobile phone
technology, and the still uncertain health
effects of the radiation associated with this
technology.

In June 2000, a directive from Planning
Minister Nick Raynsford was addressed to
‘all Council leaders’ stating that if these
guidelines will be met by mobile phone
base stations, “it should not be necessary
for a Local Planning Authority, in
processing an Application, to consider
health effects further.” The current PPG 8
(Planning Policy Guidance Note on

Telecommunications) repeats this
statement.

But the legal adviser of MAUK tells us that
Planning Guidance Notes and Circulars do
not take precedence over the Human
Rights Act 1998 and the incorporated
European Convention Rights.

Armed with this information, Chris
presented a BathFoE statement at B&RNES
Full Council meeting on 15" July alerting
all Councillors that to the fact that local
objectors should be informed properly that
their health concerns WILL be fairly and
impartially considered during Prior
Application Notices and Planning
Applications. Chris also asked that the
Council verify and ensure that the B&NES
Planning Dept is fully up-to-date on these
matters.

On 20" July, an All-Party Parliamentary
Mobile Phone committee made its final
report to government following an inquiry
launch in March this year. It condemns
mobile phone operators for failing to
properly implement their self-imposed “10
commitments” for fully consulting local
communities and local authorities, and
calls for a radical overhaul of the relevant
planning regs with 19 recommendations.

Vodafone, O2, T-Mobile, Orange and 3
(3G Hutchison) are the principal members
of the ‘Mobile Operators Association’
which was established to progress the
deployment of phone masts and base
stations around the UK. Their ten
commitments were intended to ensure
“responsible network development”
through “best siting practice”.

If you want to campaign against a
proposed mast near you for appropriate
reasons, get in touch with us and we may
be able to provide information and
guidance to help you along. Chris.

Trade Justice needs your
vote

The Bath Trade Justice Movement
(BTJIM), of which BathFoE is a member, is
joining with the national campaign to lobby
the Labour Party at its autumn conference
in Brighton. TIM will %ather on Brighton
beach on Sunday 26" September calling
on the government to scrap the unjust
system of world trade, which places
wealth and control over the world®
resources in the hands of the super rich,
and sign up to a system which allows
people across the globe a living wage.

Action
There will be a vote on the beach. If you

want to take part in the Brighton event,
there will be buses going from Bath.
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Contact: Fiona Remnant on:
fairtradebath@yahoo.co.uk or mobile:
07974 910242.

If not, you can vote anyway. BTIM is
organising petition signing on the first or
second Saturday in September in the
Podium. Or vote online at
www.cafod.org.uk (This is the website of
Catholic aid for development).

Members of BTIJM, Oxfam and Cafod are
running successful campaigns to get large
corporations to change the iniquitous
employment conditions under which many
of their products are made in the third
world. Cafod has won success with
computer giants Dell and Hewlett Packard.
You can find the details on Cafod® site
under the Trade Justice campaign. Oxfam
is targeting clothing manufacturers that
supply the Olympics. To join this
campaign: www.fairolympics.org Susan

Change 21 response

At present the Envolve co-ordinators of
the B&NES Sustainability Strategy are
incorporating feedback into the Draft
Sustainability Strategy to produce a final
document which will be presented and
adopted at a matLor meeting of all parties
on September 9™ at Green Park Station.

BathFoE campaigners generated a
response which has been submitted for
consideration and inclusion in the Strategy
document. In the meantime, there will be
another Working Group meeting on
“Landscapes, Biodiversity and Access” to
be held on 12" August from 11-1pm.
Contact Kate Allport for details, tel. 01225
787912 or email <katea@envolve.co.uk>

All community groups and businesses are
encouraged to participate in the
Sustainability Strategy in order to ensure
that objectives and measures are set and
attained for the best of everyone. To get
involved, contact Kate as above. Chris.

River Corridor Study

BathFoE have contributed to a study
which is looking at “Putting the River back
at the Heart of Life in Bath”. B&NES
Council have recently started work on a 3-
year study in partnership with British
Waterways, the K&A Canal Trust, the
Avon & Wilts Branch of Inland Waterways
Association and The Environment Agency.

Topics to be addressed will include local
ecology, water quality, those living on the
river and tourism. B&NES believe the river
could play a better role as a green, public
space. Aside from the famous views at
Pulteney Bridge and Weir, the river can
often be neglected and forgotten, by
visitors and residents alike. Vicky.
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August

Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am
East Harptree, 30 miles. Pub lunch.
Paul 01373 466185

St.Stephen's Allotments Open Day 2.30 + 4pm
Guided Walk — hidden gardens of Lansdown
Start 3.30pm St.Stephn's Allot's, Richmond Rd
Finish apx. 5.30pm at Queen's Square

Details tel. Penny 01225 443596

National Allotments & Leisure Gardens Week

Bath Greenpeace monthly meeting.
Envolve, Green Park Station. 7.30pm

Green Drinks, upstairs at The Rummer 8.30pm

Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am
The Shoe, 20 miles. Pub lunch.
John 07946 477858

ACTION: Canal towpath party re A36/46 road
Contact Chris for up-to-date details

01225 835633 (see page 1)

Recycle Your Sundays

DAWN RIDE - meet 6 am Bath Abbey. Via
Bitton & Marshfield and back to Bath for b'fast
Phil 01225 464625

ACTION: Carnival against Militarism
Meet 12noon, Bath Abbey.

Fancy dress, music, street theatre and cake!
Bath FOE monthly meeting 7.45pm
Envolve, Green Park Station

September

Resole your Saturdays + and more!

Walking weekend at Long Mynd in Shropshire
Train depart Bath Spa at 7.54am.

Sleepover at Bridges YHA, booking in advance
Contact Chris A.S.A.P. 01225 835633

Green Drinks, upstairs at The Rummer 8.30pm
Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am
TBC. Contact Chris 01225 835633

ACTION: Bath Cycle Campaign meeting
Time and venue tbc. Contact Dave for up-to-
minute details 01225 425200 (see page 3)
ACTION: “Vote for Trade Justice” demo
Brighton beach. Bus transport available.
Contact Fiona 07974 910242

Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am
TBC. Contact Chris 01225 835633

Green Light lectures at BRLSI, 7.30pm start
Topic: Energy and Renewables £2.50 entry
Bath FOE monthly meeting 7.45pm
Envolve, Green Park Station

October
Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am
TBC. Contact Chris 01225 835633
Green Drinks, upstairs at The Rummer 8.30pm
Recycle Your Sundays Bath Abbey 10.30am
Chris' Birthday Ride!
Where? + That's the surprise! Pub lunch.
Chris 01225 835633

Green Light lectures at BRLSI, 7.30pm start
Topic: Trade Justice & Environment £2.50 entry

Bath FOE monthly meeting 7.45pm
Envolve, Green Park Station

Who Does What

Group Coordinator & Chris Benson 835633
Newsletter editor

Membership & Treasurer Mike Gordon 334516
Spokesperson and press Sue Board 335962

liaison

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 Vicky Stone

& Sue Board 335962
Climate & Energy Chris Benson 835633
Transport
Environmental Impact David Beasley 425200
Assessments

Bath FOE meets on the last Tuesday of each month at Envolve,
Bath Environment Centre, Green Park Station.
Meetings start at 7.45pm. All are welcome.

General enquiries: Chris Benson, 4 Somerdale Avenue, Bath.
BA2 2PG. Tel 01225 835633
Group spokesperson: Sue Board, Tel. 01225 335962
Email info@bath-foe.org.uk website www.bath-foe.org.uk
Subscriptions + £6 pa per household or £3 if unwaged.
Direct debit or cheque payable to 2Bath FoE®°.
Contact 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 occasional news updates between newsletters
please email a request to info@bath-foe.org.uk

Printed on 100% post-consumer waste paper



