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21st March 2014 
 
Norman Baker MP     
23 East Street  
Lewes.   
BN7 2LJ 
 
 Dear Mr Baker 
 
I moved to Lewes six months ago from East Hoathly. 
 
One of the things I was looking forward to was being represented by a radical MP. For twenty years I had 
suffered with a Tory MP in a constituency where any vote other than Tory was a wasted vote. 
 
What I hoped for when I moved to Lewes was an MP who would represent my views on climate change 
which I regard as the most pressing issue facing the world today. I am aware that this is an issue on which 
you too have strong beliefs. What is missing with you as far as I can see, and which is also missing with 
every other member of the government and the vast majority of MPs, is any sense of urgency. You know 
the statistics and so do the rest of political leaders. If we don’t do something soon the world and our 
children and grandchildren are in serious trouble. 
 
It is just no good for leaders to purport to agree with that situation but to do precious little about it. You are 
a member of a government that has a climate change denier as its Secretary of State for the Environment. 
Nevertheless I do think that you could provide the leadership that is sorely needed on this matter. And if 
not, given the seriousness and urgency of the problem, should you be a member of that government? 
 

I do not know whether you have read “The Burning Question” by Clark and Berners-Lee. They make 
an unanswerable case that the only answer to the problem is keeping the bulk of fossil fuel in 
the ground. The public must be made aware of this and people like you are in the best position to do 
that. I do hope that on reflection you are prepared to become more active on this vital issue. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Arnold Simanowitz  

 
 



 
Address 

 
Norman Baker MP         1st February 2014 
23 East Street  
Lewes,  BN7 2LJ 
 
Dear Mr. Baker 
 
Thank you for your long letter dated 7th June 2013 explaining why you felt you had to vote as you did on 
the energy bill.   I do of course understand the constraints of working within a coalition. 
 
However, I am writing today on a more general matter: the lack of leadership at the highest levels on the 
issue of carbon emissions and climate change.  It seems to many of us that we are sleep walking towards 
a disastrous future, and that no-one in public office has the courage to make the wake-up call. 
 
The situation appears not unlike that of, say, 1936.  The warning signs were there, yet the political and 
social leaders, with a few honourable exceptions, gave the public what they wanted: comfortable words of 
appeasement.  Now, the warning signs are also here:  storms, droughts, Arctic ice retreat – and they are 
backed up by scientific theories which are being substantiated rather refuted by new evidence.  Yet still the 
politicians are telling us that economic growth is the answer, that we can continue to burn up fossil fuels, 
that all we need to do is to get richer. 
 
There are plenty of books on this:  The Burning Question, by Clark and Berners-Lee sets out cogently the 
risks we face and why we must leave fossil fuels in the ground.  The authors also point to policies we can 
follow – on renewable energy, insulation, transport, changes in farming and forestry - which would allow us 
to live at a reasonable level of comfort without doing catastrophic damage to the planet.  I am sure you 
yourself are fully informed about them. 
 
But the voting public is not fully apprised of the urgent nature of these issues.  People don’t study them in 
depth; we are too busy trying to earn money to sustain our - probably unsustainable - life-styles.  We 
depend for information on the media, which in turn reflects debates among politicians and other social 
leaders.  And at present very few are being honest with the electorate about the real choices that will soon 
confront us; if we don’t choose well now, our descendants will have far worse choices to make. 
 
The first priority of those we elect to govern us is to safeguard the future, not to pander to short-term 
demands.  We want you to look ahead, stop trying to buy voters off with soft options, and confront us with 
the ‘inconvenient truths’.  At the very least, start up loud public debates within your party, brief journalists 
and programme-makers, get the public talking, raise awareness among educators, give us a vision:  ACT 
LIKE LEADERS!  Only then will we want to vote for you. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
Dr. Janet Stuart 

 



Date: Sun, 26 Jan 2014  

Dear Mr Baker,  

 

As you probably know, your constituents Alex Kirby and Tom Crossett are involved with the Climate 

News Network, which was set up to provide respectable scientific analysis of climate science for 

journalists who wish to write on this subject. Tom gave a report to a recent Friends of Lewes 

committee meeting, and explained that if we cannot take action to limit global temperature increase 

to two degrees Centigrade by 2037, we have no realistic chance of doing so at all. As I am sure you 

are aware, the consequences of our failure to meet this target might well make the First World War 

look like a minor nuisance. 

 

I was therefore rather depressed to read that David Cameron thinks that anyone objecting to the 

exploitation of shale gas did so for religious reasons, and that Mr Gummer feels that campaigners 

against fracking are Trotskyist wreckers. Given your known views on environmental issues, I find it 

hard to understand why you have not denounced these views as dangerous nonsense. If your reason 

for staying within the current coalition is to reduce the impact of the Conservative Party's neo-liberal 

policies, surely the time for this is past? Given the damage that they have already inflicted - and are 

continuing to inflict - on the health service, education, and the welfare state, what would they do 

without your restraining influence - invade France? 

 

To sum the whole thing up as simply as I can, may we please have the old Norman Baker back? The 

one we all thought we were voting for? 

 

Regretfully, 

 

Jon Gunson. 

 

Address…. 

 



 
       

  address 
 
          20th January 2014  
 
Norman Baker MP, Houses of Parliament    
 
Dear Norman Baker 
 
I know that you understand the issue of unburnable carbon and want to do what you can to mitigate climate 
change. 
 
I am asking you to take a public lead on the topic, tell people about the situation we are in, and what will be 
needed to change it. It is not fair on ordinary people to allow the world to drift into far worse climate change.  
 
As I see it, the facts are: 

• Carbon dioxide emissions from burning fossil fuels and deforestation have already warmed the atmosphere 
by 0.8 degrees on average since industrialisation. 

• We are already seeing some effects on climate – for example the 2003 heat wave in Europe is ascribed to 
climate change, and so is the increasing frequency of extreme weather events.  

• Countries have agreed that the rise in global temperatures should be limited to two degrees – but even that 
may not be safe. 

• The IPPC say that to keep within this limit, we cannot burn more than a third of proven reserves of coal, oil 
and gas. They said in 2013 that total carbon emissions since the mid-19th century should not exceed 800-
860 Gigatonnes of carbon (GtC).  Emissions by 2011 were approximately 531 GtC leaving a limited budget 
between now and 2100. This amount is equivalent to approximately one third of known reserves. It would 
be safer to burn even less. 

• Despite many efforts worldwide, carbon emissions are still rising steeply. Although fracked gas reduced US 
emissions a little, it reduced the price of coal, so this was sold to other countries such as the UK and 
China

1
. Companies are still striving to find more reserves – there are enormous amounts in addition to the 

proven reserves. 

• Individuals do try to reduce emissions – but savings are negated by rises elsewhere, just as in the case of 
US coal above. In addition, companies push fossil fuels – they are obviously motivated to profit from their 
investments, so it is not all the individuals’ fault. 

• Countries are in a difficult position – they typically aim to reduce emissions but for example also to 
“maximise the economic recovery of oil and gas from the UK’s oil and gas reserves”

2
  

• An enforceable global cap on carbon emissions would mean that individual savings would not lead to rises 
elsewhere. National endeavours would be directed to using their allowance as efficiently as possible.  

• We CAN make a planned change to a low carbon economy – see for example www.zcb.org.uk. The Centre 
for Alternative Technology has made a well-researched detailed plan, and similar ones exist in other 
countries. The International Energy Agency thinks that the world can make a transition to a low carbon 
economy without affecting growth

3
. Others disagree, but the economic consequences may not be as great 

as some people fear. The consequences of making a much later change amid more severe climate change 
could be far worse. 

 
What is needed? 
• Countries must prepare a carbon budget and agree a global cap on carbon emissions by early 2015, in 

order to prepare for a final agreement in Paris in December 2015.  
• Countries should send senior ministers to the climate talks and emphasise the importance of these events. 

• Politicians and others should give leadership by publicly stating that most fossil fuels should be left in the 
ground and further explorations should be stopped. This must be an issue in EU elections for example – 
would candidates support leaving fossil fuels in the ground and press for a cap on carbon in the UN talks? 

• The UN climate talks are aimed at achieving an agreement by 2020 – but reductions should really happen 
sooner. The later the emissions curve starts to drop, the less carbon we can burn after that – we will have 
already reduced our ration by not acting earlier. So these talks, and the preparation for them, are extremely 
urgent. This means public moves this year, 2014.  

• Countries should support other moves that will help reduce warming such as reducing black carbon 
emissions and limiting deforestation. They should support renewables, stop subsidising fossil fuels and 

                                            
1
 http://www.tyndall.ac.uk/communication/news-archive/2012/us-shale-gas-drives-coal-exports-tyndall-

manchester-research  
2
 https://www.gov.uk/oil-and-gas-petroleum-licensing-guidance  

3
 IEA, World Energy Outlook 2011, quoted by The Burning Question. www.burningquestion.info  



investigate ways to remove carbon from fuel plants and ultimately from the air, in order to give us more 
leeway. 

• Individuals must do all they can to make this a live issue, especially because it is so urgent. 
 
We need a mindset rather like the onset of war – politicians cannot promise things will be easy, but can say we 
will all have to work hard and suffer some hardship. If our ingenuity is harnessed and good technology is not 
lost in chaos, we stand a good chance of a decent future for everyone.  
 
There are still people who doubt all this is necessary of course, but even if there is doubt, there are enormous 
risks that it is all real, so we must take action as insurance. 
 
As you know, I was impelled to act by the book The Burning Question. The public meeting was packed, and as 
a result, many more people now want to do something. Personally I aim to raise awareness among a wide 
range of people by speaking and writing – for example by ensuring publicity for the posters Ringmer Academy 
have produced on this topic. There is to be an award ceremony once the authors have chosen the best. I’d be 
grateful for any support you can offer. 
 
When Juliet and I met with you last year, I hoped that you would be a politician who would take a lead, perhaps 
even risking your position in government. I would like you to make a public statement in support of leaving fossil 
fuels in the ground, and say what else in the above agenda you will help with. I need to know that you will do all 
you can to reduce the risks we all face. 
 
Yours 
 
Ann Link 
 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Baker,  
 
I am writing to make my position on climate change, renewable energy, and the need for political action as 
clear as possible.  I am appalled by the lack of care, concern, and creativity the government you support has 
shown in regard to the prevention of future weather catastrophes, including local storms and flooding.  I want to 
know why the coalition isn't working to establish a more sustainable society designed to ensure a safe and 
secure world for future generations. 
 
It is becoming clearer not only that frighteningly dangerous global warming is upon us, but also that there are 
ways of creating efficient and effective green energy to cut carbon emissions and slow the rise in temperatures 
down.  Alternatives to harmful fossil fuels, such as highly questionable fracking, include wind power (both 
onshore and offshore), solar, geothermal, hydro, tidal, and others.   
 
These combined with concerted efforts to reduce our energy consumption through higher building standards, 
the retrofitting of existing structures, the development of under-used urban areas, public transportation, "smart" 
appliances, sustainable/local manufacturing and agriculture, tree planting, plant-based building materials and 
diets, waste prevention, efficient waste management, and more would go a long way to protecting our region, 
indeed our planet. 
 
It has been stated that few citizens write their members of parliament about climate change.  I hope your 
receipt of this and similar letters will change that dynamic and demonstrate that those of us who vote have had 
enough of government manipulation, opportunism, catering to corporations, and the cynical gambling with our 
lives and well-being. 
 
I would appreciate hearing from you regarding what concrete action you will be taking in the near future to 
minimize the climate dangers we face. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Kathleen 
 



        Iza Kruszewska (Ms) 
        (address) 
        Lewes BN7  
Norman Baker MP 
23 East Street,  
Lewes BN7 2LJ   
 
        17th January 2014 

 

Dear Mr Norman Baker, 

As my MP, I’m concerned about the lack of political leadership on climate change, by you and the 
government. The only actions taken have been full of U turns and stop-start policy reversals, as with 
the feed-in tariffs for PV. We have a Climate Change Act, but without the strategies and action plan 
to make the carbon cuts happen. 

As the recent IPCC report made clear, there is a vital need to move urgently to a low carbon 
economy, and to cut carbon emissions,if we are to avert climate chaos.  This is the view of the 
overwhelming majority of climate scientists.  As the Committee on Climate Change website says: If 
we make no efforts to cut global use of fossil fuels, global warming is likely to reach between 2-7°C 
this century with further warming beyond. This will have significant consequences for human welfare 
and ecological systems.  

Since the 2009 Copenhagen Climate Summit, it has become Increasingly difficult to engage the 
public on this critical issue; there has been almost no leadership from our politicians. Meanwhile the 
recent extreme weather events remind us that the weather is becoming ever more erratic. The recent 
COP19 in Warsaw was heralded as the most corporate-captured ever, with an army of industry 
lobbyists and business-affiliated side events; corporate “partners” that included fossil fuel companies. 
Unsurprisingly COP19 failed. 

We must all strive to ensure environmental justice for future generations throughout the world: 
our children and grandchildren. But individual voters can only do so much. It takes political guts to 
take decisive action and in doing so, confronting the corporate interests behind fossil fuel. But you 
are not alone. Many of us will be behind you. 

Please lobby yourDECC counterpart and together urge your Cabinet colleagues tojoin with 
each other and speak with one voice: the vested interests in our society will continue to undermine 
any strategy you might propose; but there are many who long for effective action and will support 
you.     

Yours sincerely, 

 
Iza Kruszewska (Ms) 
 
 
 


