North Yorkshire Council Election 5 May 2022
NY Climate Coalition survey of candidate views on key environmental issues
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T h an ks f o r t aki n g par t in th i s su r vey. W e h o p e yo u wi ll see t h i s as an o p po rt u n it y
t o sh ar e yo ur t h ou gh t s w it h vo t er s o n imp o r t an t cl i mat e an d en vir o n men t al i ss u es.
W h il e w e w o ul d i d eal l y l i ke c an d id at es t o an sw er t h e su r vey i n fu l l, w e ap p r ec i at e
t h at so me o f th e po i n t s ar e q ui t e t ec hn i c al . Can di d at es co me f r o m man y d if fer en t
b ac kgr o u n d s an d may b e d r aw n t o l o c al go ver n men t b ec ause o f a p assi o n f o r o t h er
as p ec t s o f s er vi c e del i ver y an d co mmu ni t y in t er est . Pl ease f eel f r ee to f o c u s on t h e
q u es t i on s yo u f eel ar e mo st r el evan t t o yo u . Yo u c an always ad d mo r e i n f o rmat i on
l at er if yo u wi sh .

1. The newly elected members of North Yorkshire Council (NYC) will be responsible for overseeing the
county’s net zero strategy. Would you support the provision of carbon literacy training (e.g. through the
Carbon Literacy Project) as part of the induction programme for new councillors?
Yes, I believe all decision makers need to have a thorough understanding of these issues and would
benefit from a good grasp of the science. I would be particularly keen that the complexity of issues,
such as considering the life time carbon cost of products (including mining and processing the necessary
raw materials, the manufacturing process and transporting to market) and the need to avoid off-shoring
emissions, are covered
2. Transport, agriculture and domestic energy are the biggest sources of greenhouse gas emissions in
North Yorkshire. In your view, how should the new NY Council tackle these most effectively?
Transport - Promote and, where appropriate, assist in (1) the provision alternative methods of travel to
the private car and (2) the transformation from mostly fossil fuel to mostly alternative fuel private cars,
taking account of the need to not prematurely retire existing vehicles (which could increase our carbon
footprint).
Agriculture - What people choose to eat should not be a matter for the Council. I do, however, support
the provision of factual information, on both the health and environmental impact of different diets,
so individuals can make informed choices.
Domestic Energy - There are three things we need to encourage householders to do (1) Reduce energy
wasted (eg by not boiling over full kettles, leaving lights on, or having appliances on stand-by) and lost
(through poor draft proofing and insulation). (2) Where possible, switching their heating away from
fossil fuels. (3) Where appropriate installing solar panels. The new Council will have some social
housing within its direct control and I would support it taking effective measures to reduce the carbon
footprint of that Estate. Most of the measures requiring investment in private homes would generate

sufficient savings to be self-funding, however the Council could have a role in helping householders to
invest to save.
3. Many politicians support net zero commitments, but some argue that “green” measures to protect the
environment and climate are too expensive, will cost jobs and need to be delayed. Where do you stand
on this?
Squarely in the middle. I am on record as saying that action on carbon dioxide is a binary decision. If
you don’t believe that unsustainable climate change, resulting from human activity, exists then you
don’t need to take any action. If you do believe (as I do) that it is happening then you cannot use halfmeasures to combat it. Embracing carbon reduction will not be a pain free process, it will require
significant changes to our way of life and substantial reductions in personal consumption. If people are
to be persuaded along that route, they will need to believe that it will work.
It is important to accept that this is not a North Yorkshire, UK, or Developed World problem, it is a
Global issue. Unless the vast majority of World emissions can be reduced the project will fail. I therefore
have some sympathy for those who ask why we have policies, to rapidly reduce our carbon emissions,
which could damage our economy and impoverish our citizens, when several competitor countries with
substantial emissions are only making vague promises to do something many years hence.

4. As we seek more energy independence nationally, what role do you see in our region for onshore wind,
solar farms and fracking?
Tackling our overall emissions will require a whole range of difficult choices, changes and initiatives. It
will not be necessary to adopt every scheme or idea that is put forward, but we will need to adopt a
substantial number of them to achieve our emission targets.
Whilst I am not against windmills and don’t believe our planning system should not be loaded against
them, I believe that it is reasonable to consider the views of those who would live in their shadow, are
concerned about the effect on wildlife, or believe that they would spoil a landscape relied on by the
tourist industry.
I am strongly in favour of solar farms, although each site should be considered on its individual merit,
which would include taking account of the current use of the land.
I do not see a role for shale gas extraction in this area, in normal times there are already more than
sufficient fossil fuels that can be exploited without the need to undertake fracking in a rural area that
is heavily dependent on tourism.
5. How could the future NYC use its powers under the planning system to promote sustainable
development? Should there be a presumption against high-carbon development proposals in NYC’s
planning policies?
I am not sure any development can be truly sustainable, they all consume resources and generate
carbon in their construction. I believe each application should be considered on its own merit, based

on what is being proposed and where it will be. It is for central government to determine building
standards and regulations.

6. There are plans (in the NY Local Enterprise Partnership strategy) to double the current area of woodland
in the region. Would you actively support this target?
Yes, I support this target.

7. Will you sign the UK Divest Pledge: “If elected, I pledge to support the council divesting its pension fund
out of fossil fuels and redirecting those amounts into sustainable investments and the local economy over
an appropriate time-scale. I promise to do everything in my power to make sure this happens within the
first year of my term in office."
No. It is solely for the pension fund’s Trustees, having regard of their obligations to current and future
pensioners, to determine how they invest its assets.
8. Would you support net zero measures as a spending priority for the new council?
Yes, as a general principle. The current County Council is already pledged to eliminate its own carbon
dioxide emissions if possible and I support this work (in fact, as part of my Executive Member portfolio,
I have responsibility for it). I could not, however, support the new Council choosing to prioritise zero
emissions over delivering essential services to its residents.

9. Most districts/boroughs in NY and around 75% across the UK have declared a climate emergency. In
your view, should the new NYC adopt a similar motion to underpin its decarbonisation and planning
policies?
I do not have a strong view either way. I am not a fan of grand statements which can sometimes sound
impressive without being backed by substance. I am much more interested in what the Council actually
does than in what it says.
10. Is there anything else you’d like to add on your environmental or climate views?
Whilst there is definitely a leadership role for North Yorkshire County Council, on reducing carbon dioxide
emissions, I don’t believe that it should a bullying or hectoring organisation. Its role will be to deliver
essential services and reflect the needs and wants of the people it serves.
It is clear to me that, to meet our targets on carbon dioxide reduction, we will have to consume less,
travel less, buy less stuff and make the stuff we do buy last longer.
This is not in the remit of local government, but I would support vehicles, gadgets and appliances all
having a minimum design life - planned endurance, rather than planned obsolescence. This could be

achieved by either requiring manufacturers to make repair possible and parts available at a reasonable
price for a minimum number of years, or require them to provide an extended long term warranty on
all products sold. This would inevitably increase the initial purchase price, but should actually reduce
the annualised cost of ownership.

For example, what would your future priorities be in your division and more widely in North Yorkshire? Do
you have any comments on more technical matters such as hydrogen as a fuel, Drax, grid capacity, energyefficiency, retrofitting, peatland conservation, plastic pollution, waste, circular economy, nature recovery
or the government’s new energy security strategy?

