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1  What is your name?

Full Name:

Martina Weitsch

2  What is your email address?

Email:

mweitsch1953@gmail.com

3  Do you represent an organisation?

Organisation Name:

4  Are you happy for your response to this consultation to be published?

Yes

Please state why you would like your response to remain confidential.:

5  Are you happy for us to publish the name of your organisation?

Please choose from the following options::

Only publish my name

6  Can we share your responses with other Government departments working on the balance of competences review?

Yes

1  What evidence is there that EU competence in the area of environment and/or climate change has:

i. benefited the UK / your sector? :

It seems to me that there is a major advantage in looking at environmental and climate change issues on a cross border basis; both the environment and climate

do not respect national borders.

The only question would be whether cooperation and coordination needs to be wider than the EU - and of course it is - but it is a good thing in my view if the EU

speaks with one voice in order to be heard against the other large and emerging economies.

ii. disadvantaged the UK / your sector?:

I can't see any disadvantage to the UK; we may feel that the targets we have to meet are too onerous but (1) the UK has a voice in setting them - and uses it and

(2) the targets are still far to conservative to achieve the significant change required; we should be more ambitious rather than less so and there are no rules that

would prevent the UK from achieving higher/better targets than those set by the EU

2  Considering specific examples, how might the national interest be better served if decisions:

Part one:

In practice, decisions are made at international level (i.e. beyond the EU) already; the EU needs to feed into them in a coherent way. Making decisions at national

level is too narrow because the environment and climate affect us beyond borders.

Part two:

In my view, all decisions relating to the environment and climate change must be made at EU or international level; the EU is better able to move things forward in

a shorter timescale and so there is every reason for the EU to lead by example. Many of the developing (and even emerging) economies, have contributed less to

the problem, so the developed economies must also contribute more to the solution; and if the US is less willing to engage here, than that makes it more

important for the EU to act.

3  To what extent do you consider EU environmental standards necessary for the proper functioning of the internal

market?

Please answer the question in the following box:

Clearly, where products and services impact the environment - thinking here both about energy standards and the use of environmentally harmful toxins in

agriculture - the standards must apply equally in all MS; if they did not, MS with lower standards would have unfair advantage.



4  To what extent does EU legislation on the environment and climate change provide the right balance between

protecting the environment and the wider UK economic interest?

Please answer the question in the following box:

There would not be a UK economy (or indeed an EU economy) without a viable environment. So it makes sense to ensure that our interference with the

environment is limited to the extent that it allow the environment to function.

Putting economic considerations before that is both foolish and only possible in the short term.

5  Considering specific examples, how far do you consider EU legislation relating to the environment and climate change

to be:

i. focused on outcomes (results)?:

ii. based on an assessment of risk and scientific evidence?:

6  How could the EU's current competence for the environment be used more effectively?

Response::

7  How far do you think the UK might benefit from the EU taking:

i. more action on the environment/climate change?:

In my view, there needs to be more action; we need binding energy efficiency targets; this would be one key way forward in terms of protecting the environment.

ii. less action on the environment/climate change?:

I think that any less action is simply ignoring the situation we are in.

8  Are there any alternative approaches the UK could take to the way it implements EU Directives on the environment and

climate change?

Response::

There are two ways in which the UK could do things differently:

Promote the EU directives positively in a way that is accessible to the public so that the public can see the benefits that arise from those directives;

Ensure that the UK is best place to outperform the directives and targets (i.e. do better by the environment and lead from the front).

9 a.  What advantages or disadvantages might there be in the EU having a greater or lesser role in negotiating and

entering into agreements internationally or with third countries?

Response::

Copenhagen in 2009 showed very clearly that because the EU is not united in these matters it is sidelined on the international stage; it was embarrassing to

witness the shambles of an agreement brokered without the EU (or any MS) even in the room.

9 b.  How important is it for the UK to be part of "Team EU" at the UNFCCC?

Response::

See above: absolutely critical!

10 a.  What future challenges or opportunities might we face on environmental protection and climate change?

Response::

There are potentially a lot of challenges: extinction of species (see the problems faced by the bee population at the moment); drought, floods, extreme weather

events; failed harvests; the list is too long to fit here.

The list of opportunities is equally long: we can face all the challenges if we are prepared to do thing differently and if we are prepared to approach food security

more locally, more organically and with a clear understanding that someone, somewhere is paying the price for our cheap food; it may yet be the environment as

a whole that we sacrifice.

10 b.  Going forward what do you see as the right balance between action taken at international, EU, UK and industry level

to address these challenges and opportunities?

Response::

The EU needs to speak with one voice as a leader for the environment at international level; the EU needs to set the policy and target framework for its MS; the

UK needs to ensure that these policies and targets are seen positively (i.e. this is safeguarding our future and not 'yet more interference from Brussels'); the UK

must ensure that it doesn't act as a brake in EU negotiations; the industry needs to respond with innovation to ensure that the targets can be met and that we can

live within the resources of our one world (with the UK - and all other countries - only consuming/using it's fair share - which we are currently not doing: we are

using way above our share).



10 c.  What would be the costs and benefits to the UK of addressing these future challenges at an EU level?

Response::

The benefits are a functioning environment into the future.

The costs may be higher food prices, less meat consumption, less dairy consumption, a slightly lower standard of living (in line with 'our fair share'); the cost of

not doing this may be a planet not fit for human habitation.

11  Are there any general points you wish to make which are not captured in any of the other questions?

Response::
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