
Tim Farron surgery at Milnthorpe, 2mar13 - Submission by Henry Adams, Jo Magne, Chris Rowley, re: 

 

The Energy Bill: Yeo-Gardiner cross-party amendment for a 2030 decarbonisation target 
 

 Why this is essential (due to flaws in the Bill). 

 A strong recommendation for a free vote* - if it comes to a vote. 

 

We have studied Ed Davey’s letter to Tim Farron and Jo Magne (of 17jan13, appended) in which he defends his 

compromise agreement with George Osborne to delay a decision on a 2030 decarbonisation target for electricity 

generation until 2016 - and find it to be fundamentally flawed:  principally in that it allows a big enough 

window of time (several years) - for the “dash for gas” option in Osborne’s Gas Strategy to allow decisions 

which will exceed the carbon intensity figure recommended by the Commission on Climate Change 

(50gCO2/KWh). Such potential “locking in” of high carbon infrastructure would thus make it too late to set an 

effective target in 2016, resulting in potential non-compliance with The Climate Change Act and a disastrous 

‘trajectory’ as regards reaching future successive targets. (And this is not the only flaw!) 

 

Thus - the 2030 target has to be set first to be attainable with any certainty, and the amendment does this.1 

 

Thus we now have a decision point between scope for a dash for gas (which will also promote fracking), OR an 

effective 2030 decarbonisation target (with associated investor optimism for green renewables). There is a big 

chance of the LibDems going down in history as having allowed the wrong decision - to delay setting the 2030 

target - and maybe even the future rejection of it altogether should Osborne have more power after the next 

general election (that’s another flaw - the post-election date). To prevent such a disaster l hope you can consider 

not only making use of the above argument in the first paragraph but also the following recommendation.    

 

The LibDem conference on 24sep12 apparently “overwhelmingly” passed a motion in favour of decarbonising 

the UK power sector by 2030. We argue that LibDem MPs should show allegiance to this motion rather than 

with a coalition compromise that is much nearer to Osborne’s viewpoint, and its potential to drive more climate 

change.  We strongly recommend that LibDem MPs are allowed a free vote on the amendment without any 

whip constraints - on the principal that they must be free to vote in accordance with LibDem policy as voted for 

by LibDem members. They should not be pressurized to vote against the amendment and thus for Osborne’s 

dash for [unabated] gas without a limit to emissions. 

 

We strongly recommend that both the free vote and the ‘fundamental flaw’ in the Osborne-Davey compromise 

agreement - be raised as matters of great importance in the LibDem Spring conference. 

 

This matter is immensely important not just to the UK but the world as a whole: The 2030 target is what we all 

need, the planet needs, what business wants (even several of “the big six”!), green growth requires, green jobs 

need, and the UK economy as a whole. In fact - most people except Osborne and his “fossil fuel friends” (who 

appear to have questionable understanding of climate change or its importance2). 

 

The billions of pounds won for clean energy - though a big success - does not restrict a dash for gas from 

exceeding the low-carbon trajectory, nor the promotion of fracking for gas. 

 

Dr Henry Adams, Chris Rowley, Jo Magne as Chair of South Lakes Action on Climate Change towards transition 

March 2013 

 

Appended: Useful end-notes and links, photos of Ed Davey’s letter 

 
* text in grey are corrections to 3 accidental omissions from the text emailed to Tim Farron and GreenLibDems 



Appendices to Submission by Henry Adams et al. re 2030 decarb target for the Energy Bill  

 

1 The main Yeo-Gardiner amendment(s) states that: ‘the decarbonisation level must not exceed the level 

deemed consistent with a low-carbon trajectory as advised by the Committee on Climate Change’ 

[50mgCO2/KWH] and ‘a decarbonisation order must be made by 1 April 2014’.  [my addition] 

 

2 The over-riding CLIMATE CHANGE reason for setting the 2030 target now 
 

 The Energy Bill as it now stands regarding a clean energy target (i.e. delay decision until 2016) is world’s apart 

from what is intrinsically implied by mounting climate change evidence, assessments by climate scientists, and 

consequent reports by e.g. International Energy Agency, The Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research for 

the World Bank, even PwC, etc, etc. These all strongly recommend - that we must set emissions-reductions 

trajectories (and avoid high-carbon infrastructure ‘lock-ins’) now, towards having any hope of reaching less than 

2 degrees rise by the end of this century - otherwise we are on track for a perilous 4 degrees C rise [we have so 

far reached a 0.8 degrees C rise since pre-industrial times]. Having an effective 2030 decarbonisation target now 

is essential - and the Committee on Climate Change recommend an intensity target of 50mgCO2/KWH for the 

electricity generation industry by 2030. 

 

It would be absurd if The Energy Bill ends up aligned nearer to Osborne’s pro fossil fuel view than with the 

advice from all of the above bodies based on climate change evidence, and the green growth advice for jobs and 

the economy, not to forget those many members of the public who have a good understanding of the 

importance of climate change and regard to the future rather than short-term profits. It would be a huge failure 

and flaw in our ‘democracy’ if the 2030 target is not set soon. 

 

 

Useful links: 
 

Chairman of CCC (Commission on Climate Change) Lord Deben here writes on 25feb13 to Ed Davey, SoS for DECC, 

strongly urging no delay for setting the 2030 carbon-intensity target [for cleaner energy production], so as to avoid a 

drop in confidence for  investment into low carbon energy production such as off-shore wind turbines, and states that: 

“Early decarbonisation is economically sensible compared to the alternative of a dash for gas through the 

2020s”: 
 

A decarb target is good for the economy, good for the environment and good for gas - 19 Feb 2013 - James' Blog  a blog 

from BusinessGreen. 
 

Take action now to save the Climate Act and get clean energy by 2030   Campaign against Climate Change 
 

House of Commons Amendments 7feb13 ENERGY BILL - including those by Yeo & Gardiner 
 

Lib Dem rebels [Dr Julian Huppert, Martin Horwood and John Hemming] signal support for decarbonisation target - 01 Mar 

2013 - News from BusinessGreen 
 

Lib Dems vote in favour of 2030 target   Carbon Brief 24sep12 
 

New Report - ‘Turn Down the Heat’ - Examines Risks of 4 Degree Hotter World by End of Century 18nov12 - prepared for the 

World Bank by the Potsdam Institute for Climate Impact Research (PIK) and Climate Analytics  

 

‘Companies, charities, unions and faith groups calling for a clean power target’ - FoE 

 

 ‘Businesses line up to back decarbonisation target’ - 20 Feb 2013 - News from BusinessGreen  

 

 

Photos of Davey’s letter - following 2 pages 

http://hmccc.s3.amazonaws.com/Ed_Davey_February13_final.pdf
http://www.businessgreen.com/bg/james-blog/2244925/a-decarb-target-is-good-for-the-economy-good-for-the-environment-and-good-for-gas
http://www.campaigncc.org/energybill
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/cbill/2012-2013/0100/amend/pbc1000702a.757-760.html
http://www.businessgreen.com/bg/news/2251603/lib-dem-rebels-signal-support-for-decarbonisation-target
http://www.carbonbrief.org/blog/2012/09/2030-target-at-the-lib-dem-conference
http://www.worldbank.org/en/news/press-release/2012/11/18/new-report-examines-risks-of-degree-hotter-world-by-end-of-century
http://www.foe.co.uk/news/larking_with_government_39217.html
http://www.businessgreen.com/bg/news/2249320/businesses-line-up-to-back-decarbonisation-target


 
 



 
 

 


