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Dear Carol and members of Battle Town Council.
Thank you for contacting me about the Climate and Ecological Emergency Bill. You
are right to highlight climate change as one of the greatest challenges and possibly
the most important issue of our times.
There are two challenges around this Bill. The first is procedural and the second is on
the grounds of policy. I will separate both up in order to explain the issues which
arise.
Procedure
The Climate and Ecological Emergency Bill has been introduced by Caroline Lucas
MP. Caroline has followed the same procedure as I have with my Consumer
Protection (Double Charging) Bill. My bill would stop consumers from being charged,
or fined, when they have already demonstrated that they have paid for their service.
Like Caroline’s bill, I introduced my proposal via a ‘10 minute rule motion’. This gives
MPs the chance to introduce a bill which we hope will get Government support. This
is not the only means to introduce legislation from the backbenches. If the
Government were to introduce only 1% of these then it would not have enough time
to deliver anything else (including turning any of our manifesto policies to law).
I note that Caroline and I are both hoping that our respective Bills will be heard again
on 22 March. I’ve checked in with the timetable managers in Parliament and there is
no real prospect that Caroline will be offered a vote on my bill and no chance I will be
offered a vote on Caroline’s. Therefore, and to your request, I cannot vote for this Bill
because it will not make it to a vote.
Policy
I share the climate concerns which, in a rural and coastal constituency, are very
impactful for our community in particular. Via my role chairing the Transport Select
Committee, every one of our inquiries asks how the policy/technology/legislation we
are scrutinising or proposing will help us to deliver Net Zero by 2050. With transport
having the largest carbon footprint, I am pleased that many of the committee’s

proposals have been accepted by the Government and will become policy. I make
this point to demonstrate that I do not just rely on Government legislation but come
up with ideas of my own.
As far as Government action is concerned, it has already made tackling climate
change a priority and has focussed efforts in persuading other nations to do the
same (not least by our Presidency of COP26 in Glasgow). We were the first major
economy to legislate for both Net Zero and the Paris Climate Accord. On the
transport front, we will be the first industrialised nation to ban the sale of diesel and
petrol engines by 2030. We do have a long way to go, and I am keen that our targets
are matched by real solutions. Our select committee recommendations attest to my
desire that we do this.
One of the greatest issues I have with Caroline Lucas’ Bill is that it is not realistic as
to what we can deliver. Aiming for Net Zero by 2030 is, in my view, impossible
because the scientific solutions are not yet deliverable to the apparatus which power
our lives.
By way of example to the above. Transport accounts for almost one third of our
carbon footprint. Shipping accounts for 5% of domestic greenhouse emissions. The
Government support an ‘absolute zero target for international shipping emissions by
2050’. There are currently no alternative means to power our ships. At present, the
maritime sector relies almost entirely on fossil fuels. We will therefore require a new
shipping fleet. However, batteries do not work for journeys over thousands of miles.
Green hydrogen, which involves electrolysis, is not at all ready and accounts for only
0.1% of all hydrogen. Ammonia creates polluting nitrous oxides and is toxic. It’s going
to be a challenge for our scientists and engineers to deliver net zero for maritime for
2050, let alone 2030. I could repeat the same issues for other modes of transport.
Therefore, and in order to deliver Net Zero by 2030, we would need to shut down
large parts of our economy and limit the ability of residents to move about or make
choices as to how they operate. This would be akin to the COVID restrictions. I just
do not believe that this would gain the support of the public and it could therefore
undermine our desire to take the public with us in order to deliver Net Zero.
As you point out, the Bill calls for the establishment of a Climate and Nature
Assembly to advise the Secretary of State on the UK's climate strategy. I have been
able to witness a Citizens’ Assembly in operation. The Climate Change Citizen’s
Assembly was co-sponsored by my own Select Committee (albeit from before I
became Chairman). I was happy to take in the resulting ideas but I firmly believe that
Parliament is the ultimate citizens’ assembly and it should not be for MPs to delegate
difficult decisions to the electors. Politicians are elected, or removed from office, for
devising policies.
None of this is to say we should not be more ambitious. The UK Government has set
an interim target of reducing emissions by 68 per cent from 1990 levels by 2030. This
target is more ambitious than any other major economy. It will be a challenge to meet
this target albeit it should be noted that renewable energy harnessed from wind and
solar power accounted for only 6% of electricity generation in 2010 but equated to
44% by 2020. The Government believes that renewables will deliver 100 per cent of
our needs by 2035.
You should be aware that Caroline Lucas’ Bill originates from a campaign by the
climate change campaign movement Extinction Rebellion (XR). XR indeed credit
themselves for developing the Bill on their website, whilst they are also lauded on the
CEE website as being “key” to launching the bill and were advertised as being one of
the main speakers for a meeting regarding the CEE Bill that took place in September

2021. You may not think this relevant but I will instinctively struggle to support the
ideas of an organisation who believe that the way to deliver climate change is to
disrupt public transport and generally perform stunts which make it harder for me to
persuade residents that the ultimate climate change movement is a positive one.
To sum up, the UK is already leading coalitions of ambitious countries in seeking to
protect the planet’s land and seas and is at every opportunity working to persuade
the major polluters to improve their record. I will continue to support and push for any
measures that help us achieve these aims and believe there are better ways to do
that than the Bill you reference. Ultimately, MPs will not be given a chance to vote for
the Bill. Rather than give you this more straightforward response, I wanted to level
with you as to my concerns. I hope the work I perform gives me some basis to do so.
I am grateful that this issue is so important to the Parish Council. Thank you for giving
me the opportunity to explain my own position. This is a subject which merits all of
our attention and constant improvement. I do worry that the considerable progress
already made can get lost beneath the noise of the debate and will hold us back from
delivering the incredibly challenging target of Net Zero by 2050.
With my best wishes to all of the Town Council and residents at Battle.
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Huw
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