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It was our great honour to 
host Dr Wakako Hironaka, 
the former Director-Gen-
eral for the Environment 

Agency of Japan and Member 
of House. Co-organised with 
the School of Asian Studies at 
The University of Sheffield in 
May 2012, it was the first of 
two events we delivered on 
Fukushima, Climate Change 
and Energy Policy during 2012.

Continued on Page 3

About Us

The place to voice your opinion …

Rewilding our Uplands

Continued on Page 2

For our latest news visit 
us on our: 
Blog: actionforinvolvment.
wordpress.com 
Twitter: @Acting2Involve
Facebook: Facebook/actionforin-
volvement

George Monbiot, Writer, 
Academic, Journalist and 
Guardian Columnist is our 
Keynote Speaker on re-
wilding Sheffield’s Uplands 
and Moorlands in the context 
of public funding and land 
management issues affect-
ing our Region’s Uplands and 
Moorlands now 

Donate via Paypal link on our website 
to help pay volunteer expenses.

L-R: Teresa Hitchcock, Dr Wakako Hironaka, Jun Arima, Cllr Jillian Creasey, Shinichi Kihara, Prof 
Neil Hyatt. Photograph: Linda Bussey, 23rd May 2012

Fukushima Nuclear Disaster
 Nuclear Power, Energy Policy & Climate ChangeAn independent think 

tank, founded in 2006 
to bring people in our 
communities together 

with policy-makers and stake-
holders. 

We create space often in a 
workshop format to pool ideas, 
develop networks and tackle 
hot topics. Since 2009, we’ve 
focused on climate change, 
energy, housing, technology,  
and transport. 

Other interests are: educa-
tion, health and welfare, regu-
lation and enforcement.  

Organisations represented at 
our events generously hosted 
by DLA Piper LLP, include: 
Amey, International Energy 
Agency, Logica, Mott MacDon-
ald, Sheffield City Council, 
Sheffield Hallam University and 
The University of Sheffield.

Academic and industry ex-
perts include: Prof Lenny Koh, 
Andy Nolan, Dr Jeremy Wight, 
and Prof Will Zimmerman. Our 
Management Committee:
• Founder/Chairman: Wendy 

Stern, M.Sc.
• Secretary: John Grant, Sen-

ior Lecturer, Sheffield Hallam 
University

• Treasurer: Anne Wilson, Free-
man of the Company of Cut-
lers in Hallamshire and Manag-
ing Director of Numill Ltd.
Most of our activities are 

unfunded. Donations and event 
fees help us pay these costs.
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Continued from Page 1
Nuclear:  It’s Not Carbon Free!

Dr Hironaka spoke of the international con-
cern which this tragedy triggered by a tsuna-
mi, the Fukushima Daiichi Plant structure and 
its location. 

In her talk, Dr Hironaka spoke extensively 
of Fukushima’s impact on Government policy 
and public reaction. 

Global scientific, energy, supply chain and 
social issues with the impact on energy policy 
and climate were then analysed by Jun Arima, 
Shinichi Kihara, Prof Neil Hyatt and Cllr Jillian 
Creasey concluding with Teresa Hitchcock’s 
pithy summary of our regulatory framework.

Their presentations made it clear that the 
international response to this disaster has 
been varied; the UK position on nuclear power 
remains almost unchanged. 

While Germany vowed to phase out nuclear 
generation by 2022, Japanese official policy is

unlikely to end nuclear power entirely, a de 
facto phase-out appears possible. 

Until Fukushima, nuclear energy had been 
regarded as the safe route to reduce depend-
ence on fossil fuels to eliminate the worst 
impacts of climate change.

Fukushima has exposed the Achilles Heel of 
the technology’s safety, reliability, our inabil-
ity to predict and manage complex events or 
make sense of our relationship with nature.

L-R: Emeritus Prof Peter Smith. Tony Mullin, Prof Neil 
Hyatt and Jun Arima.

The Fukushima Nuclear Disaster - 
Two Years After UK Nuclear Industry Regulatory Developments

Recent months have seen a number of developments 
in the UK nuclear sector, including some important 
regulatory developments. On 29 November 2012, the 
Energy Bill 2012-13 was introduced to Parliament and 
had its first reading in the House of Commons. The Bill 
provides for:
1. creation of the Office for Nuclear Regulation (ONR) 

as an independent statutory body, which will 
consolidate civil nuclear and radioactive transport 
security regulation in one place. 

2. ONR to take over the HSE’s responsibilities and 
functions in respect of nuclear safety, nuclear site 
health and safety, security, safeguards and transport 
of radioactive material. 

3. creation of civil liability for breaches of duties 
imposed by nuclear regulations that cause damage, 
irrespective of whether such breach also constitutes 
an offence. 

A person who has suffered loss as a consequence, such 
as personal injury, would be entitled to sue for damages 
(unless regulations provided otherwise). It will not be 
possible for persons to contract out of such civil liability, 
although defences to such a civil action may be provided 
for in any nuclear regulations. 

Centrica has recently withdrawn its plans to take part 
in the building of new nuclear reactors, blaming spiralling 
costs and delays. This follows the previous departure of 

Scottish and Southern Energy, and German utility firms 
E.ON and RWE from the process in September 2011 and 
March 2012 respectively.  

Another drawback to nuclear new build plans in the 
UK was seen when Cumbria County Council’s Cabinet 
decided that:
1. West Cumbria should no longer be considered as a 

potential location for a deep geological repository to 
dispose of higher activity radioactive waste and 

2. the two districts of Copeland and Allerdale should 
be excluded from further consideration in the 
Government’s Managing Radioactive Waste Safely 
process. 
It seems that the raft of regulatory measures in the 

Energy Bill demonstrates that lessons have been learnt 
in the UK, post Fukushima. Nevertheless, drawbacks in 
nuclear new build plans have left a certain degree of 
uncertainty surrounding the future of nuclear power 
generation in the UK.

A former environment consultant, 
Nicholas Rutherford is a Solicitor 
with global law firm, DLA Piper 
LLP in the Safety, Health & Envi-
ronment team with experience of  
advising on environmental, health 
and safety issues.
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Workshop Analysis & 
Outcomes on Page 4

Re-Wilding Uplands
Continued from Page 1
managed by Sheffield Moorlands Partnership 
(SMP), made up of organisations including 
Sheffield City Council, Sheffield Wildlife 
Trust and National Trust.
More information:
http://actionforinvolvment.wordpress.com 
www.guardian.co.uk/environment/georgemonbiot
www.monbiot.com/
www.naturalengland.org.uk
http://www.self-willed-land.org.uk/
www.sheffieldmoors.co.uk
http://www.wildsheffield.com/

Welcome to our first newsletter 
to update you with our recent 
activities and developments.

• It gives us much pleasure to wish Alison Moss, 
our DLA Piper CR contact, and her team suc-
cess in their new Firm. We are proud to say 
our excellent relationship will continue with 
her successor. Alison has been a great friend 
to us; her support since 2008 has made all 
the difference in our ability to provide pro-
fessionally delivered events for which we are 
profoundly grateful. 

• Jun Arima offered to join us at further events 
when we need a Japanese speaker and DLA 
Piper’s Senior Partner asked us to continue 
this vibrant, important public engagement 
activity. 

• Our next event on Sheffield Uplands & Moor-
lands with acclaimed writer, academic and 
journalist, George Monbiot speaking on re-
wilding’s value to our uplands and moors. 

• following his appointment to a Lectureship 
at Nottingham Trent University, Dr Gladson 
Chikwa, staunch in his support as our Secre-
tary, will be sadly missed.

• Welcome to our new Treasurer, Anne Wilson, 
Freeman of the Company of Cutlers in Hal-
lamshire and Managing Director of Numill 
Ltd,  who brings strong finance, accountancy 
and business development expertise. 

• We’ve invested in our project with DECSY, 
are upgrading our website and mailing list 
systems and supported Friends of Blacka-
moor’s Uplands and Moorlands re-wilding 
project to move it on to the public agenda. 

Initiated by Jun Arima 
and Teresa Hitchcock, 
our November event to 
update us on inroads in 
to this disaster’s cause, 
risk assessment, damage 
limitation and regulatory 
framework. 

Our experts reiterated 
concerns of excessive de-
pendence on fossil fuels, 
renewables inability to 
cost-effective supply to 
meet demand and need for alternatives.

Focusing on technical and regulatory fac-
tors, Neil Hyatt outlined the setup leading 
to Fukushima: extreme weather conditions, 
state of plant and regulatory framework.

Referring to Tyndell Centre’s work, Peter 
Smith showed the challenge facing us amid 
the rate of the Arctic Ice Melt’s momentum 
in the five years between 2007 - 2012. Pe-
ter said the UK cannot accommodate peak 
saturation of renewables or support our cur-
rent lifestyle. A strong proponent of thorium, 
Peter added that the expected atmospheric 
rate of decline in CO2 concentration assumes 
the immediate cessation of man-made emis-
sions with non-human emissions increase at 
2% per year due.

Opining on issues raised, Jun Arima said 
“there is no silver bullet!”; public opinion is 
an important input in to policy without ulti-
mate responsibility for consequences”. 

On a “Zero Nuclear Scenario” Jun Arima 
said it warrants prudent examination in 
terms of cost, CO2 emissions, energy/na-
tional security and practicalities and re-op-
eration of existing Nuclear Power Stations is 
indispensable in the short term. 

In conclusion our speakers agreed that 
although there are risks with continuing on 
a nuclear path, there is a widely held view 
that no other viable long-term options exist.

Nuclear: It’s Not Carbon Free!  
Continued from Page 2
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We were disappointed that Teresa 
Hitchcock and Peter Garbutt were 
unavailable owing to unavoidable 
personal situations.  We also ap-

preciated Matthew Shaw’s very kind offer to 
present Teresa Hitchcock’s talk for her and 
with reluctance felt that it would be best to 
defer this presentation for another occasion.

After a short Q&A to clarify specific queries 
in their talks we split into three groups and 
our three remaining presenters tackled work-
shop topics as follows:
• Group 1: How do we manage the politics, 

electoral expediency, power and influence of 
the fossil fuel industries;

• Group 2: How do we consult, weigh and re-
spond to public opinion to generate support 
for a climate changing energy policy?

• Group 3: UK energy policy implications.

Context: Govt decides climate change and 
nuclear policy with a different mindset. UK 
pioneered nuclear fuel in arms race but a 
small country no longer a great power in the 
arms race. We now know agreed targets will 
not be met and large scale global behaviour 
change is critical. Japan is undergoing major 
societal disruption and relocation. Germany 
has second thoughts of its recent decision to 
revoke nuclear fuel. 

Energy intensive industries are power-
ful but growth goes against sustainability; 
as things stand we need 10 more planets yet 
we’ve only got this one. False economy of 
carbon credits fails to deliver offshore manu-
facture. Short document delivered by person 
trusted and in authority. 

Fukushima poses questions as to how UK 
Policy differs from other countries. Using 
nuclear we’re leaving today’s youth a legacy 
of 100,000 years and still cannot say how the 
situation will look.
Socio/Geo-Political: Green energy:  What do 
we mean by green?  China froze nuclear and 
Germany had a knee-jerk reaction to Fukush-
ima while Japan cant import energy sources. 
GDP improved by coal and oil energy. China 
has high risk coal and oil resources.

National/International Influencing factors: 
Public opinion can influence and effect policy. 
Greater trust and transparency in energy 
policy decision making with more emphasis on 
energy efficiency required. Recognise energy 
supplier spin, misinformation and omissions to 
show climate change concept exploits. In the 
1950’s engineers alleged, falsely, that renewa-
bles are too expensive. 
Education, Behaviour Change, Living Standards 
Save energy, change behaviour, educate and 
understand with ability to evaluate and mini-
mise risk. Recognise: credible experts. Im-
prove education and information. Values to 
measure progress: co-operation/collaboration,  
health, education; people fired by sheer ter-
ror; happiness – is personality dependent. 
Public opinion: Who shouts loudest? Are we 
swayed by populism, pragmatism, independ-
ence, political expediency or Government 
Policy? Surveys ask questions: who is asked?

Continued on Page 10

We’ve given our youth 
a potentially hazardous 

100,000 year legacy.

Not a silver bullet!
Post Fukushima Workshop Outcomes – 29th November 2012
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We are proud to announce our 
partnership with Development 
Education Centre South Yorkshire 
(DECSY) Sheffield City Council 

and Llama Digital to safeguard the Coun-
cil’s award-winning website ‘Sheffield Is 
My Planet’ (www.sheffieldismyplanet.co.uk) 
for our City and demonstrate commitment 
to community involvement on the climate-
change agenda. 

Project partner and site license-holder 
DECSY (www.decsy.org.uk) is one of 30 UK 
DECs in the UK to promote education for 
global citizenship and sustainable develop-
ment.

Thanks to the foresight of a Council 
Director who licensed the site to the Third 

sector and funds 
from DECSY, we 
re-activated 
Sheffield is My 
Planet in 2012 
following severe 
Council cuts 
taking the site 
off-line in late 
2011.

Sheffield is My 
Planet saw a soft relaunch in June 2012 at 
the National Eco-Schools event at Sheffield 
Arena with Sheffield is My Planet mascot 
Gooshi. The site now has 2000 followers on 
Twitter and rising steadily

Our climate change campaign is on track 
to represent the UK at European Business 
Awards for the Environment, a major Green 
Apple Environ-
ment Awards win-
ner – one of the 
few accredited 
feeder schemes 
into the interna-
tional campaign. 

In last year’s 
Green Apple 
Award Care4air 

initiative to improve 
air quality in South 
Yorkshire and ECO 
Stars Fleet Recogni-
tion Scheme both 
won Gold as exam-
ples of environmen-
tal good practice.

Sheffield Is My 
Planet received its 
award at the House 
of Commons; top 
winners have the 

chance to represent their country at Brus-
sels to join an elite group of environmental 
achievers International Green Heroes who 
use their experience to help thousands of 
others – and the environment – around the 
world.  

The first New Home Front report in Janu-
ary 2011 asked what we could learn from 
the wartime that could be applied to our 
challenges today; there were many.

The wartime government engaged the 
best minds and most practical people to 
meet the nation’s pressing challenges. 
Inspired by this, we asked leading thinkers 
and practitioners for their views of what 
could be done to meet today’s challenges.

Published in September 2012, the second 
New Home Front report, includes proposals, 
if implemented, that could revive the na-
tion, help meet climate change challenges 
with posters designed to inspire us to act. 
Ideas and creativity exist.

Working for a Low Carbon Sheffield

info@actionforinvolvement.org.uk
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At the heart of our Royal Academy of 
Engineering £30K Ingenious grant was 
the drive to give engineers time and 
space to share their love of engineer-

ing with lay people and help young people see 
engineering’s value across areas of our lives.

Project leader, Perry Walker, a New Eco-
nomics Foundation (nef) Fellow designed 
Crowd Wise, a two-stage consensual voting  
system to help large groups of people reach 
consensus on complex issues in ways that 
would meet the group’s collective needs.  

Tony Cornah and his colleagues at Broom-
hall Homework Club Leader reinforced our 
findings in a series of emails about our manu-
facturing event, the last in this funded series.

Much to our surprise Tony linked our 21st 
Century RAE Ingenious funded public engage-
ment events for engineers to Peggy Seeger’s 
1970’s song “I’m gonna be an Engineer”.

Forty years later it appears there has been 
little change. Tony said a Homework Club 
Member - a young girl - said to a visiting en-
gineering expert at their club “I can’t be an 
engineer: I’m a girl!” 

Such beliefs reinforce the compelling need 
to stimulate interest in science, maths and en-
gineering so girls, women and families see the 
value of these disciplines. 

Engineering design top-
ics we tackled in construc-
tion, energy, manufacturing, 
sustainability, transport and 
water at our four events. We 
received valued help from: 
Amey, Arup, Institution of 
Chartered Engineers, Mott 
MacDonald, Logica plc, Network Rail, Shef-
field City Council, Sheffield Hallam University, 
Sheffield Renewables, Stradia Ltd, University 
of Sheffield and Yorkshire Water. 

Finding female engineers to contribute 
their expertise proved highly challenging.  We 
are particularly grateful to Louise Pettinger, 
Prof Lenny Koh and Anne Wilson who made up 

for the professions’ shortage 
of women by drive, pas-
sion and expertise in their 
fields. Our multidisciplinary 
engineers worked with par-
ticipants in small groups to 
tackle complex issues and 
agree how to challenge event 
issues.

At pre-event briefings, 
engineers shared expertise 

and passion of core industry issues, value of 
problem-solving to improve sustainability and 
kick-start our economy and explored how to 
present their plans as the best solution to our 
event issues. At the same time they also de-
veloped business contacts. Although we often 
deliver highly technical events to a diverse 
audience profile, overall 
turnout was lower than 
usual perhaps due to the 
engineering emphasis.

Experts and participants 
enjoyed networking op-
portunities and had lots of 
fun tackling complex event 
themes. 

L-R: Sharon Gill; Tony Cornah, Polly Blacker

Anne Wilson

Prof Lenny Koh

Louise Pettinger

Who Said Women Can’t Be Engineers??

“I can’t be an engineer -I’m a girl!”  
as said to Tony Cornah and an en-
gineer at Broomhall Community 
Centre.

info@actionforinvolvement.org.uk
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During researches for our response to 
Sheffield Moors Partnership’s (SMP) 
Consultation it came to our atten-
tion that the UK spends £3+ Billion 

to maintain private and publicly owned 
land. 

Newly formed, SMP includes The National 
Trust (NT), Natural England (NE), Sheffield 
City Council (SCC) and Sheffield Wildlife 
Trust (SWT). Its Draft Consultation Plan 
states its main purpose is ‘to lead, … estab-
lish and deliver the vision of Sheffield Moors 
as the UK’s leading model on how the uplands 
should be managed into the future for people 
and wildlife’.
How is it all Funded

In looking at funding, Dr Mark Fisher of the 
University of Leeds’ Wildland Research Insti-
tute, identifies that over 10 years, SMP, and 
in 2010 the Eastern Moors Partnership (EMP) 
exemplify the State’s off-loading of responsi-
bility for wild nature to the Third Sector. 

During that decade, a link between nature 
conservation’s orthodoxy and agri-environ-
ment funding has been self-fulfilling with the 
Third Sector becoming one of the main bene-
ficiaries of funding and the business model on 
which all UK Third Sector nature conservation 
is undertaken. 

Funding is increasingly based on the trans-
fer of control of large areas of the public 
realm into the unaccountable Third Sector so 
removing the ability of local people to decide 
for themselves.

Research undertaken by two Cambridge 
Professors, Adams & Hodge, into the UK’s 
large-scale conservation was commissioned by 
Natural England. 

Presenting their paper on that research at 
a Biodiversity and Economics for Conserva-
tion network meeting in September 2012 they 
identify:
1. Third Sector large scale conservation role;
2. Government’s unwillingness to intervene 

directly to ensure the Nature Improvement 
Areas’ implementation of White Paper 
“The Natural Choice: securing the value of 
nature. 

3. consider large scale conservation develop-
ment areas directed by a non-accountable, 
Third Sector to represent neo-liberalism’s 
success perhaps a free market environmen-
talism in a doctrine of a “lighter state”. 

[Neo-liberalism is transfer or appropriation of 
state function to non-state actors – see the 
foregoing analysis for specific examples].

Adams & Hodge think it is too simplistic to 
attribute the emergence of large scale con-
servation areas to a spontaneous neo-liberal 
order. 

A major factor has been the availability of 
funding for agri-environment schemes under 
the EU’s Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). 

In reality, our ostensibly independent vol-
untary movement is financed by funds from 
CAP’s old fashioned, substantial largesse. 
Long term implications of non-State action 
affecting conservation governance and policy 
delivery raises fears that neo-liberalism will 
only tackle soft nature conservation targets. 

Sheffield Moors Consultation 

Continued on Page 9
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What’s Blackamoor?

Blackamoor is a part of the Sheffield 
Moors that Alderman Graves was per-
suaded to gift to Sheffield’s commu-
nities in 1934 for our enjoyment and 

charged Sheffield City Council with its man-
agement. 
The Blackamoor Estate falls in to three quite 
distinct parts: 
• large areas of woodland; 
• substantial sheep  enclosure; 
• large central area once comprising a grouse 

shooting estate managed as a grouse moor 
during the last century.  
Although the area hosts a diverse wild-life 

including deer, badgers, hares and much else 
that one would expect to find in a semi-wild 
area of land, grazing flocks of sheep and herds 
of cows are in evidence which SWT advises is 
to improve the moorland habitat for wildlife. 

In our feature on Blackamoor, Neil Fitzmau-
rice supplied a representative selection of pho-
tographs from his collection of 10,000+ images 
to illustrate the effect of current management 
practice on the Estate.

FoBM’s land management concerns, as can 
be seen from the photographs on this page are:
1. Voracious and indiscriminate consumption by 

livestock of saplings, wild flowers, bushes, 
shrubs and vegetation;

2. Barbed wire enclosures for livestock on pub-
licly-owned land; 

3. Defecation residue of livestock in publicly 
used areas;

4. Cutting a hedge acting as a soundbreak be-
tween Hathersage Road and Blackamoor.
Prof Rotherham, who inspected Blackamoor 

during Autumn 2012, confirms his findings point 
to grazing with the wrong intensity at the wrong 
time of year, as evidenced by:
1. Species-rich centuries-old grassland by the 

roadside in very poor condition;
2. Most of the orchids have suffered;
3. The only Sheffield site for Melancholy Thistle 

is in serious decline;
4. Grazing has failed to clear the scrub or the 

bracken;

5. Species-rich grassland under the bracken is 
badly damaged; 

6. Core area of bog with asphodel is in the worst 
condition for decades;

7. Aggressive species such as rush and moor-
grass have spread;

8. Sphagnum carpet is much reduced;

info@actionforinvolvement.org.uk
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Our response to Sheffield Moors Part-
nership (setup to manage public and 
charitably owned land) Draft Con-
sultation was a rare chance to join 

in decisions affecting remote areas open to 
public discussion. Some key issues seem to be:
1. Poorly publicised consultation prevents 

many people contribute to debate;
2. Draft report fails to recognise high demand 

for more natural, less managed wild land 
affecting SSSIs;

3. Natural England has to give full written 
advance consent to drain upslope side of 
mire communities footpaths and protected 
wetland landscapes;

4. Grazed grassland sites pushed key plant 
species to near extinction;

5. Condition assessments, site management 
monitoring and reviews;

6. Sacrificing conservation to make good ac-
cess for high level recreational use for the 
latter may be potentially illegal.

7. Cuts in Agency, LA expertise and training 
may aggravate Blacka Moor and similar 
areas;

8. Harvesting heather damaged or destroyed 
prehistoric Mesolithic camp sites, peatland 
heritage, drover routes and trackways;

9. Heavy grazing at Upper Burbage prevents 
regeneration of trees, ground flora and his-
toric trees in ancient ‘shadow woods’ and 
wooded landscapes.

Full response http://actionforinvolvment.files.
wordpress.com/2012/11/smpdraft-response.pdf

What’s the Consultation About?

Continued on Page11

Mark Fisher goes on to add that the limited 
capacity and vision of this approach will be at 
the expense of valuable marginal conservation 
gains achieved by increased investment in new 
institutions and altered land management. He 
adds that Adams & Hodge take issue with the 
strategy’s failure to resolve whether and how 
conservation gains may be achieved and sus-
tained in the longer term. 

Thus Adams & Hodge deem a need exists for a 
post-neo-liberal approach to nature conserva-
tion and that Government needs to:
1. adopt a more interventionist new post-neo-

liberal approach;
2. implement more formal legal agreements;
3. buy land to secure conservation land man-

agement against serious, uncertain threats.
Ian Rotherham adds that grazing of flower-rich 
sites from May until August, or even Septem-
ber on the Uplands also poses major issues.

Sheffield Moors Consultation
Continued from Page 7
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Who completes surveys? How can we involve 
people in research/opinion polls? How do oth-
er countries survey opinion to elicit trends.
Economy & War:  Global warming & Arma-
geddon –resources war for water, fuel, food, 
clothing with psychological impact. Cost in 
human terms is a major factor in societal 
survival is unknown to our young people. Seis-
mic world change is the only way to change 
unsustainable living standards as more coun-
tries have nuclear capacity creating need for 
nuclear weapons.

Political influences: Use taxation to enforce 
behaviour? Recognise independent informa-
tion with cross party collaboration for society 
to survive. CND/Green Peace Alliance discour-
age nuclear, focus to influence other more 
powerful lobbies. Weight of Political Party 
opinion: industry, academic, public, first past 
the post Inquiry; judge civil service? Tory 
perspective of economic headway is fossil 
intensive, foreign manufacturing and other 
commercial activities. Economic denial of 
emissions increasing. Larger more affluent 
populations use more energy and we are un-
able to build enough reactors. 
Climate change: UK Gov’t committed to re-
duce C02 by 2050; BBC Horizon’s programme 
on Climate Change is off kilter. Flooding il-
lustrates climate change: Venice November 
2012, South Yorkshire, Lake District and else-

where in the 
UK; Brisbane 
under water 
again. Freak 
cool periods 
GDP improved 
by energy used 
means higher 
coal and oil 
consumption. 

Temperature change: UK is only affected if 
the Gulf Stream ceased. As the UK is such a 
cold country we do not understand 7 degrees 
which is death by over-heating, health and 
agricultural; 4o in Australia is 2- 4oC results 
in bush fires –, 1000/mid in 7o; Tipping point 
and agricultural droughts.
Fuel types, direct and indirect costs: 
Capital costs: Energy companies need to 
invest to include the HVD Grid transfer sur-
plus. There is also the risk of richer countries 
exploiting poorer countries or poor areas of 
rich countries such as Australia.

External costs: We’d have to pay higher taxes 
for a cleaner energy policy with hard to calculate 
health & environmental costs due to hidden costs 
such as calculation of subsidies, costs of options, 
economics and environmental issues. Utilities 
could be metered in the same way as water with 
higher charge for higher use.
Nuclear: UK
Renewable/Greenfield: UK options needs 
more investment. UK Government rejected 
tidal and marine energy. With an energy 
bottleneck, prices will drop to be economi-
cally viable in the long term. Wind farms are 
expensive, need offshore maintenance and 
carbon intensive dispersed wind turbine. 

Nuclear: There’s no silver bullet!, Post Fukushima 
Workshop Outcomes, Continued from Page 4

Is public policy and opinion 
formed by powerful lobbyists 
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Continued on Page 12

Tidal energy is cost-effective, reliable, pre-
dictable with risk to marine life. 
Other fuels: Although gas is a secure supply 

of electricity it is not to say it is green. Gas 
fracking, US exports with Russia becoming 
the victim of economic conflict and balance 
of power changes. Thorium breeding reactors 
are cheaper, less wasteful than nuclear and 
needed in the UK; Power Station near coast 
could lead to our Fukushima with 100,000+ 
year legacy. Disputed costs of nuclear de-
commissioning, disposal and construction of 
enough reactors.

Conclusion: Our participants were highly 
informed and considered it was time for all 
of us to take a far more responsible ap-
proach to our use of finite and valuable re-
sources.  With specific reference to nuclear 
fuel we have seen a shift in opinion from 
notables such as George Monbiot. An im-
portant, vibrant area affecting all of us, we 
are delighted that Jun Arima and Theresa 
Hitchcock at DLA Piper LLP has offered to 
support further events on this vital issue.

Whether the majority urban population is 
included in decisions affecting spend of pub-
lic funds via the CAP, a grant to landowners, 
farmers and land managers raises highly com-
plex issues. 

Land Management & Management Plans
Prof Ian Rotherham believes we need to 

recognise such as Blackamoor as eco-cultural 
resources evolved via long-term interactions 
of people, nature and related land manage-
ment issues affected by large areas of public 
or charitably owned land in SMP’s consultation 
(see inset on Page 9). 

In this context Sir Simon Jenkins, Chairman 
of the National Trust asks:
• How is this public money spent on land man-

agement and its appearance?
• Who decides how and what types of wildlife 

use that land?
• How much influence do we have on public 

expenditure, land use and appearance?
Ian Rotherham holds that “key aspects of 

Natural England’s advice on grazing and land 
management have been misinformed leading 
to damage and species extinctions on impor-
tant sites. Publicly owned uplands must have a 
public debate according to FOBM’s Neil 

Continued on Page 12

Charge customers more and 
stop discounting people for 

higher use of utilities

Nuclear: There’s no silver bullet!, Post Fukushima 
Workshop Outcomes, Continued from Page 10
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It is with grateful thanks that we appreciate eve-
ryone who has helped us make a difference espe-
cially DLA Piper for hosting our events, BitC for 
pro bono professional referrals, Darryl Dawson at 
Connexions PR & Marketing, Jason Dickinson for his 
valued accountancy, Design 101 ‘s Andy Mayfield 
and Nick Wilkes for website design and nef Fellow, 
Perry Walker for his guidance and Keith Levy at 
Voluntary Action Sheffield for guidance on organi-
sational issues. Valued support from Sheffield City 
Council, Sheffield Hallam University, Sheffield 
Renewables, Stradia Ltd and The University of 
Sheffield for strong support of our Royal Academy 
of Engineering Ingenious Project. Particular thanks 

to: Dr Hasim Altan, Peter Armstrong, Nigel Barr, 
Terry Croft M.B.E., Denise Eaton, Dr Martin How-
arth, David Johnson, Dr Mel Knight, Prof Lenny 
Koh, Dr Peter Matanle, Prof Ian Rotherham, Angela 
Simonite, Rob Sykes, Dr Andy Young and Prof Will 
Zimmerman. Much thanks also goes to our volun-
teers for help with events, particularly Jenn Dick, 
Chloe Evans, Sam Fleming, Dave Garlovsky, Jane 
Godfrey and Tony Mullin. Our thanks also go to Neil 
Fitzmaurice for expertise on our Sheffield Uplands 
and Moorlands feature. Last and by no means least 
our Management Committee: Dr Gladson Chikwa, 
John Grant, Wendy Stern and Anne Wilson.

Thank You!

Copyright: Action for Involvement, 11th March 2013. Copyright of papers, presentations or other mate-
rial belongs to relevant authors or photographers. All references to be acknowledged. 
Acknowledgements: Researched, written, designed by Wendy Stern. Article: The UK Nuclear Industry’s 
Regulatory developments 2 years after Fukushima’s nuclear disaster. Nicholas Rutherford, DLA Piper LLP. 
Contributions to Sheffield Moorlands & Uplands feature: Neil Fitzmaurice, Dr Mark Fisher, Prof Ian Rother-
ham, Sir Simon Jenkins, Sheffield Wildlife Trust with particular thanks to Mark Fisher and Ian Rotherham 
for insights on issues affecting our Moors which has lent balance which would have been lacking. 
Photographs: Sheffield Moorlands Consultation, Neil Fitzmaurice. Other images: Linda Bussey, Jane God-
frey, Wendy Stern or others

Fitzmaurice who is keen to see inspirational 
landscapes and a diverse wildlife rather than 
the prescriptive, target-based, over-managed 
approaches. 

Such damage is a grave concern where it af-
fects Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). 
When asked, senior officers, opined that the 
prescriptive ‘one size fits all’ approach guid-
ance was in fact unintended. We plan to follow 
this up with Natural England to clarify.
What’s a Management Plan?

As a tool, Ian Rotherham explains such Plans 
are designed to engage people, deliver suc-
cessful management, pick up trends by moni-
toring and review and, of course, be followed 
by suitable remedial actions. 

In reality, management fashions fail to 
deliver outcomes with serious declines in 
quality. Unresolved, it is likely to fuel calls 
for management to cease which would be as 
disastrous as prescription management. Used 
correctly, Ian Rotherham says successful man-
agement can engage people.
Managing Land  

Land management affects publicly and char-
itably owned land at the heart of this consul-
tation. Grouse, wildlife and plant life survive 
in managed habitat. SWT stress “Blackamoor’s 
management is taken seriously. Volunteers are 
encouraged to improve the footpaths and bri-
dleways to benefit local people and wildlife.” .

For information only, studies on grouse 
shooting’s impact of local economies and its 
contribution to GDP can be found on our blog 
- ethics being a personal decision; SWT stress 
they do not permit grouse shooting on any 
reserves. 

In conclusion, Prof Rotherham advises that 
we need to recognise that Blackamoor and 
other similar areas are an eco-cultural re-
source, a landscape evolved through long-term 
interactions between people and nature.

Sheffield Moors Consultation,
Continued from Page 11
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