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Welcome to Nottingham Friends of the Earth. We are one of around 250
local Friends of the Earth groups campaigning for a better environment
locally as well as nationally and internationally. Friends of the Earth has
a reputation for effective campaigns backed up by authoritative research.

Getting Serious in 2010

Down to Earth

NOTTINGHAM FRIENDS OF THE EARTH

Nottingham
Friends of
the Earth

This is the 2010 Newsletter. Goodbye the naughties: find out about
our campaign and activities from 2009. Read our news and views on
current affairs. Looking forward to Get Serious this year!
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impact on the prospects for averting
catastrophic climate change.
The Objections Explained
What is needed is not ‘carbon-neutrality’ but
genuine cuts in emissions, and urgently.
Carbon offsetting does not represent genuine
cuts for the following reasons:
It is delaying the urgent action needed to cut
emissions and develop alternative low-carb on
solutions.
Carbon offsetting is an excuse for business as
usual. In developed countries, where the
majority of CO2 emissions are produced,
initiatives to make the changes to energy
production and efficiency, transport and other
carbon producers are delayed. The green light
to polluting projects such as airport expansion
and road building is more likely to be given if
developers feel that they can buy cheap offsets
to cover the additional emissions.
It counts action in developing countries as part
of the cuts promised in developed countries,
although the science is clear that action is
needed in b oth.
During the G8 summit two years ago, it was
recognised that cuts in emissions were needed
in both developed and developing nations: an
80% cut in emissions from developed countries
by 2050 (that the UK Government has
committed to under the Climate Change Act),
and 50% globally by 2050.
It cannot guarantee the same level of cuts as
would have happened without offsetting.
It is difficult or impossible to say that a
particular carbon-cutting project in a developed
or developing country would not have
happened anyway. Many offsetting projects
that have been built were already at the
planning stage or were part of a country’s
development, using available technology. If a
scheme is not truly ‘additional’, no real gains
are being made in the fight against climate
change.
It is profoundly unjust, fundamentally flawed
and cannot b e reformed.
Most offsetting schemes fund projects
overseas in developing countries, where costs
are lower and there are fewer planning
hurdles. However, even if through carbon
offsetting programmes virtually every poor
country became carbon-free, we would still
have to cut most of the carbon we produce at
home.
There is evidence that offsetting
programs have contributed to forced removals
of peoples from their lands in order to, for

Carbon Offsetting: Why it is a con?
Carbon is now a hot commodity – and carbon
offsets
have
arrived
in
the
public
consciousness. When you take a flight or hire
a car, you may be given the opportunity to
‘offset’ your emissions through some corporate
scheme. Offsetting is also offered as a means
of allowing governments to meet emissions
targets. In reality, carbon offsetting is proving
disastrous. Governments and businesses in
the Global north continue to pollute, under the
mistaken belief that offsetting can allow them
to buy their way out of changing their
behaviour.
Carbon Trading and Carbon Offsetting
Carbon offsetting was an idea for proposed
discussion during the last hours of the Kyoto
summit 12 years ago, and has since been
used as a means for emissions, or carbon,
trading. Emissions trading, also known as ‘cap
and trade’ is intended to provide financial
incentives to business to cut carbon emissions.
Projects are undertaken through emissions
trading schemes such as the UN’s Clean
Development Mechanism (CDM) and the EU’s
Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS).
These schemes are supposed to work by
setting carbon emission limits or ‘caps’ for a
set budget period (eg. 5 years) for each
participating country. If a country’s emissions
limit is reached and will be exceeded during
the period then carbon credits can be bought
from
another
(low-emitting)
country.
Additionally, the schemes allow emissions to
be offset (by buying or paying for an emission
– cutting scheme elsewhere), to keep the
levels within the cap. Carbon caps under the
ETS have so far been set too high, and
companies are also allowed to buy carbon
credits (to keep levels within the cap) by
investing in CDM projects; ie, offsetting
projects in the Global south.
A large number of unregulated voluntary
offsetting schemes also operate. These are
offered to the public and to businesses.
Carbon offsetting has also been promoted as a
means to voluntarily make the emissions from
an activity such as a car journey or flight
‘carbon neutral’, by paying for a scheme to cut
carbon dioxide emissions by an equivalent
amount. These include schemes such as tree
planting, renewable energy schemes, and
energy efficiency projects.
This may seem superficially attractive, but in
practice, offsetting is having a disastrous
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example, plant non-indigenous monoculture
forests.
Offsetting undermines
low – carbon
development in developing countries. The
money from the offset is frequently spent
cleaning up old chemical installations. This is
a wasteful use of the funds provided by the
sale of the offset which is then locked into the
clean-up project, thus preventing investment in
new low – carbon technologies.
Offset schemes that depend upon planting
trees are particularly problematic, and as such
have been much criticised. The first problem is
that CO2 cuts are needed now, not in 20 years
time when the trees are mature enough to
absorb CO2. Then, the ability for trees to
absorb the levels of CO2 that have been touted
is questionable. Trees can only store some
carbon, and even that amount is questionable,
and estimates vary considerably as to how
much.
Tree planting schemes are not
guaranteed to offset emissions. Monoculture
tree plantations affect biodiversity.
In Summary: Carb on Offsetting is an Answer to
Carb on Guilt, b ut not an Answer to Climate
Change.

Carbon offsetting has been heavily criticised
by, amongst others, the US Government
Accountability Office, the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) and
respected scientists, ethical and environmental
NGOs the world over.
In the UK, the Government-backed Carbon
Trust recommends that organisations and
businesses should prioritise cuts in their own,
and in their suppliers’ emissions before
considering carbon offsetting.
What is the alternative?
What is needed is for countries to take real
action on climate change, through legallybinding 40% targeted cuts in emissions by
2020 for developed countries, excluding
carbon offsetting. We need regulation of
polluting industries to cut emissions, and
initiatives to make investments that have real
and immediate cuts in emissions such as
renewable energy, public transport and home
energy efficiency.
Financial mechanisms should be put in place
through the UN to ensure adequate financial
assistance is given to developing countries to
support their transition to a low carbon future.
Further Reading: FoE Report “A Dangerous
Distraction” (pub. Sept 2009).
Roger Steele

31st Oct 2009 Demand Climate Change: Judith Dare asking Dr Nick Palmer
MP for strong and fair agreement at Copenhagen – with no offsetting.
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Fixing the Food Chain

The campaign began by bringing the issue to
the notice of the public and politicians.
There will be a general election this year and
an opportunity, therefore, to continue the
campaign to fix the food chain by building
relationships with candidates. We can
encourage them to speak out against the
power of supermarkets to bully farmers or in
favour of European subsidies being used to
promote planet-friendly farming. Meanwhile,
Defra have published an online discussion
document – Food 2030 – and are inviting
comments on what our food production system
might be like in 20 years time. You can find this
at www.defra.gov.uk/foodrin/security/index.html
It isn’t all about legislation, though. We all need
to think about how we fit into the Food Chain.
Could we do less shopping at the supermarket
and more at local shops and farmers markets?
Could we eat more organic and locally sourced
foods and cut down a bit on food that has been
flown half way round the world? Some of us
might even consider eating a bit less meat and
dairy produce! For more information on local
food see Notts Nosh, a free guide to local food
and drink in Nottinghamshire, available from
leon.ballin@groundwork.org.uk
Jill Gross

I’ve been a FoE food campaigner for some
time and, over the years, we have – to name
just a few - campaigned against Genetically
Modified food, we have surveyed apples in
supermarkets and independent shops to find
where they were sourced, held stalls to
highlight the widespread use of palm oil, both
in foodstuffs and other household products,
and make people aware of the damage done
by its cultivation.
Last year National Friends of the Earth
launched the Food Chain campaign with the
focus on soy production. Vast amounts of soy
are cultivated worldwide causing deforestation
which leads to increased greenhouse gas
emissions and, of course, the loss of habitats
for wildlife and loss of biodiversity. The majority
of the soy produced goes into animal feed.
Rather than promoting a vegetarian diet as a
solution to this problem which, as I am not a
meat-eater I could have wholeheartedly
supported, it was decided to bring pressure on
the Government to review factory farming in
this country. FoE research shows that over
£700 million is spent each year in subsidising a
farming system which is profoundly unhealthy.
Factory farming is unhealthy for animals, for
people and for the planet.

12th Aug 2009 Solidarity with Vestas Workers: Protesters on the Council
House steps supporting the fight to keep the wind turbine factory on the Isle
of Wight open.
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Nottingham FoE stall at The Big Wheel Festival, September 2009

Nottingham Friends of the Earth
needs You!

But this is the time when we all really need to
become re-engaged with FOE. The outcome of
the Copenhagen climate talks wasn’t great,
resulting in a voluntary agreement instead of a
compulsory one. FOE need to take the lead by
pushing for a really strong and fair agreement
and get as many people to demand that rich
countries, including the UK, start pushing for
that right now.
Maybe you can only spare a few hours once a
year to man a stall, or attend a couple of
meetings to input your ideas – it all helps.
Perhaps you know someone with a
commitment to our natural environment and a
determination to protect it and improve it. Let
them know about Nottingham FOE, pass them
this newsletter and invite them to come along
to a meeting – we’d love to get to know them
too.
If you can’t act locally then consider national
support – Friends of the Earth main website
currently has a list of 5 ways you can support
them in 2010. Dedicating either time or money
(or both) can really make a difference.

I joined Nottingham Friends of the Earth in
2007 with great passion, attending all meetings
and as many volunteer events as I could. Then
my life changed radically. I had a baby (itself
presenting many environmental challenges I’d
never faced before), and I suddenly found I
had little spare time or energy to dedicate to
FOE. I still wanted a healthy planet and a good
life for everyone on it but I couldn’t work out
how I could continue to contribute when I
barely had enough time to eat or sleep
anymore! Eventually I realised there's a role for
everybody in a local group, regardless of the
time they have available, their experience and
their knowledge of environmental issues.
Everyone is always welcoming and grateful for
any support offered.
Set up in the 1980s, Nottingham FOE once
boasted an active membership of around 30
people. Nowadays we generally get between 5
– 8 people attending the monthly meetings.
This newsletter gets sent out to lots more,
probably people who like me once had time
and energy to dedicate to what they felt
passionately about, but through changed
circumstance don’t feel they can offer this
anymore.

Lorna Jaggard
Membership Officer (slightly lapsed member
but determined to get back involved)
- 5-

Total

Population
(000)

Per Capita

633

382

1,899

283.2

6.70

2006

860

630

374

1,864

286.4

6.51

2007

824

605

371

1,799

288.7

6.23

Road
Transport

883

Domestic

In Spring 2009, Friends of the Earth nationally
launched a campaign to try to get local
authorities to take reduction of climate change
emissions more seriously.
Over the summer we got people to sign
postcards to their local councillors. We also
sent every City and County Councillor a four
page briefing on FOE’s campaign. The main
aim was to get each council to produce an
action plan to reduce carbon emissions within
their local area by at least 40% by 2020.
The FOE campaign followed a government
review of target setting for local authorities
which came up with a number of new
indicators relating to climate change amongst
other things. The national indicators (NI)
include:
• NI186 – reducing CO2 emissions in the area
as a whole
• NI185 – reducing emissions from the
council’s own activities
• NI187 – affordable warmth – i.e. improving
energy efficiency in homes
• NI188 – planning for adaptation to the
unavoidable consequences of climate
change
Local authorities could choose which indicators
to go for, with a requirement to set preliminary
targets for three years from 2008 to 2011. All
of our local councils have adopted targets to
reduce emissions in their area as a whole
(NI186). However, none of them have yet
come up with quantified action plans to
achieve their targets.
City Council
The City Council adopted a climate change
strategy in October 2006, following a review of
action by each council department on climate
change which was chaired by Councillor
Katrina Bull (who is now the Cabinet member
for the environment).
In March 2009, the City adopted a very good
carbon reduction strategy for the council’s own
activities – with a target to reduce emissions by
30% by 2015 and a detailed action plan to
achieve this.
However, drawing up a plan to reduce
emissions for the area as a whole is a bit more
complicated. According to Defra figures, CO2
emissions in the City Council area for 2007
were 46% from business, 34% domestic and
20% transport.

Industry

2005

Year

How serious are our local councils
about tackling climate change?

Carbon emissions for Nottingham in thousands
of tonnes CO2
The City’s Sustainable Community Strategy
adopted in July 2009 included a target to cut
these emissions by 2020 in line with the
government’s commitment to a 34% reduction
on 1990 levels – which translates to a 30%
reduction on Nottingham’s 2005 levels. This is
not as ambitious as our 40% target, but was
agreed before our Get Serious campaign got
started.
We are now waiting for the City to produce a
strategy to achieve these reductions. Before
they do that, they will be consulting on an
Energy Strategy for the city, as most of the
business and domestic emissions are
associated with energy usage.County Council
The County Council, together with all their
District Councils adopted an NI186 target to
cut emissions by 7.95% by 2011. A Climate
Change Partnership for the county was set up
in 2008 which set up a number of working
groups to report by March 2009 (see Down to
Earth No 78, spring 2009).
However, no reports seem to have been
produced. The process was then overtaken by
change of political control at County Hall in
May 2009. There appear to be no current plans
for the County to do further work on their
strategy. However, some of the Districts have
been working on their own strategies. We will
be pursuing this in 2010.
Local Transport Plans
One of the key areas for controlling emissions
will be transport. The current Local Transport
Plan (LTP) for Greater Nottingham runs to
March 2011. Consultation on future LTPs will
be carried out during 2010. The County has
decided that in future they will not have a joint
plan with the City. So we will have one LTP for
the inner half of Greater Nottingham, and a
different plan for the outer half. Interesting!
The City has announced that their next plan
will run for 15 years to 2026. Consultation on
the main issues will start late February into
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March. Over the next 15 years we would hope
to see a significant shift from cars to public
transport and to walking and cycling as more
healthy options. We will be working with other
groups like the Campaign for Better Transport
(formerly Transport 2000) and Nottingham’s
cycling campaign Pedals to try and promote
low carbon options in the future transport
strategy.
Nigel Lee

buses, or the sea bus on the grand canal – I'll
have to visit Copenhagen again...
There was no need to speak Danish, I tried
Tak & Mange tak (Thank you/thank you very
much) but didn't try skål (cheers) in case
someone assumed I was a Danish speaker. As
for the weather, it wasn't much colder than
Nottingham, though it did stay dry; we were
warned that it can get much colder with wind
chill. Had this been the following weekend,
travel via the Eurotunnel might not have been
so swift.
Five days after coming back home the news
from the conference, after the Heads of State
had appeared, were so very disappointing. The
Copenhagen Accord was not agreed by all, so
became an attachment 'noted' by the final
decisions of the Conference. The accord isn't
fair, nor ambitious, it isn't binding, nor in any
way adequate for keeping temperature rises
below 2 degrees, but haves us on the path
towards a 3 – 4 degree rise in global
temperature and catastrophic climate changes.
A collapse of the talks was narrowly avoided,
but this was just cobbled together by the US,
China, India, South Africa and Brazil, with the
EU effectively sidelined. The UK at least had
been more active in discussions with countries
outside the EU, pushing for more ambitious
targets.
No real work was done during the conference
to close the huge loopholes in accounting for
emissions such as forest rules. Developing
countries put some decent offers of mitigation
action (reducing the sources or enhance the
sinks of greenhouse gases) showing the
inadequacy of developed pledges.
Some fairly strong texts were developed during
the first ten days for adaptation (adjustments to
moderate harm or make use of beneficial
opportunities with climate change) but these
were lost in the final Accord.
Finance pledges are woefully inadequate and
are not binding. Climate negotiations aren't
trade negotiations in Doha, we need ambition
to rise so that sea levels don't! Not 'I will if you
will' but 'We will, together'.
The Copenhagen Accord isn't a good deal for
the world's poorest and most vulnerable people
who will be hit hardest and worst by climate
change and are least responsible for causing
it. The job is not finished – there is much more
campaigning to come.
Judith Dare

Recycling in Copenhagen
...could be a good opportunity when I was in
the city briefly in mid-December 2009 visiting
the UN climate change conference.
During a break between meetings we visited
the Tivoli Gardens, and bought hot chocolate
drinks from one of the stalls there, 25 kroner
(Denmark does not use the Euro), and were
reminded to recycle the cups afterwards. But
how? Via a dedicated machine nearby that
worked like a drinks dispenser in reverse, put
the empty cup in the hatch, close the door,
press the button and a 5 kroner coin pops out.
Real incentive!
However, recycling isn't always a good thing.
There is a real suspicion that climate change
finance from industrialised for developing
countries is just recycled aid money, not real
money at all. Climate change is often a result
of two centuries of industrialisation in
developed countries; but the people already
affected are the world's poorest and most
vulnerable people.
Very many meetings took place in the
conference, mainly held in the Bella Centre,
with a warren of different-sized rooms – the
two big rooms for plenaries were named after
Tycho Brahe and Karen Blixen, we viewed the
latter and saw the desks named for each of the
193 countries.
The Centre is outside the city centre but right
next to a metro station. Registration at the
Centre took a while with an almost endless
queue – but at the end there's a card allowing
free transportation during the conference.
Public transport in the city and the greater
metropolitan area of Copenhagen is excellent,
especially the metro, and the city is designed
for bicyclists, often with specific bike lanes.
The Copenhagen metro is quite new and
small, with two lines, both following the same
route to begin with but split at the
Christianshavn station with one going to the
airport and the other to Ørestaden near the
Bella Centre. I didn't have a chance to try the
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Contacts
Co-ordinator: Jeremy Jago (address as below)
Membership Officer: Lorna Jaggard, 0115 924 5552
Newsletter Editor: Roger Steele, 0115 9611669
Website Editor: Nigel Lee, 0115 9788059
Campaigns:
Real Food: Jill Gross, 0115 953 8843
Waste & Resources: Nigel Lee, 0115 9788059
For general information, please visit our website (see below), or write with an SAE to
Nottingham Friends of the Earth, c/o Sumac Centre, 245 Gladstone Street, Nottingham
NG7 6HX.
For information about joining the group, please mark the envelope “Membership”.
For latest campaign news and contact details, visit
http://www.foe.co.uk/groups/nottingham
National Friends of the Earth is at 26-28 Underwood Street, London N1 7JQ (020 7490
1555), or email info@foe.co.uk
See national website www.foe.co.uk for easy online actions.
We meet on the first Tuesday of the month (except August) at the Friends Meeting
House, Clarendon St, Nottingham NG1 4EZ, between 7.30pm and 9.30pm. Please
come and join us. You would be very welcome.
Printed on recycled paper.
If you would like to receive future editions of this newsletter electronically to save paper,
please let us know your email address. You can contact us by email via our website
(see above), or alternatively nottinghamfoe@hotmail.com. Please note that the file size
can be over 1.2MB, or you could choose to receive a text-only file.

AGM announcement
Our next Annual General Meeting w ill be on Tuesday, 2nd March 2010 (7.30pm, Friends Meeting
House – see above for address)
We look forw ard to seeing you there.
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