Draft National Climate Change Plan Consultation Responses
 
Section 1: Delivering a Just Transition
The following questions concern the Delivering a Just Transition section of the Plan, more specifically: communities, skills, workforce, employers and adapting to climate change.
Question 1
What are your views on our approach to delivering a just transition for people and communities?
Draft Response: The Council welcomes the work of the Scottish Government and the Just Transition Commission. The Scottish Government’s current funding model for delivery of key climate action workstreams however does not support a holistic and therefore fair delivery approach. Where funding is strictly ring-fenced to specific projects or issues creates challenges for delivering on multiple or cross-cutting aims, including delivering a Just Transition. An alternative funding model based on ‘place’ with active travel, public transport, adaptation and placemaking equally valued would allow councils to ensure a Just Transition. This would also support the most effective use of public funds as projects that deliver on a range of outcomes could be built as one project, also minimising disruption for communities. More direct funding to local authorities, with less need for competitive bidding would allow local authorities to allocate funding to best meet the collective needs of local communities. 
Certain educational institutions have had their funding reduced, such as further education colleges, which creates a very challenging situation for achieving a Just Transition in terms of providing retraining opportunities. An indicator on the growth/reduction of the education sector could highlight whether there is sufficient retraining capacity available at a national level. 
Regarding the plan’s transport proposals from a Just Transition perspective, when setting the final vehicle mileage reduction target, the Scottish Government should consider the fact that owning a car is currently not affordable for many in Scotland. A future transport system that replaces the need to own a petrol or diesel car with an electric car is therefore not necessarily just. Proposed work on integrated national and regional public transport ticketing may support a just transition for people if integration also provides financial savings for passengers. 
Along with integrated ticketing, the experience of interchanging between different public transport modes needs to be considered as part of a just transition, with better alignment of routes, timetables and physical locations of interchanges. Making sure interchange is safe and convenient will be key, and this must be informed by principles to support the safety for women and girls. The Just Transition Indicator for public transport is affordability not availability, which is equally key in certain communities. An additional indicator on availability would give a more accurate picture of moving to a fairer society. 
Relatedly, the Scottish Government highlights their international work to support a Just Transition. The mining of the required minerals to deliver the transition to electric vehicles currently has known detrimental impacts on global communities. Consideration should therefore be given from a just transition perspective to supporting modal shift from vehicles to minimise the quantity of minerals required to support the transition. 
The draft plan includes supporting a high-level of switching from petrol and diesel vehicles to electric vehicles. In an urban setting, many of those who do use cars do not have access to off-street parking and charging opportunities for an electric vehicle – in Edinburgh this is approximately 36% (90,000) of households. The Council therefore welcomes and has responded to the Scottish Government’s recent consultation on the need for national guidance for cross-pavement EV charging infrastructure and awaits the finalisation of such guidance. 
Should Edinburgh in-time agree a local policy which enables cross-pavement charging, there will still be many households and users who will need to rely on using public charging infrastructure. This has therefore been the aim of the Council’s strategy to-date, to target charging provision to high-density areas of the city without off-street parking. Those who use public charging infrastructure pay 20% VAT to charge, while those with access to private charging only pay 5% VAT. Rebalancing these two different rates of VAT is essential to ensure a fair and socially just transition to electric vehicles. As part of the Climate Change Plan 2026-2040 the Scottish Government should engage with the UK Government to address this disparity. 
The draft plan mentions changing our economy but doesn’t mention Community Wealth Building, which is a key approach to changing the economy in a fair way. Stronger links could be made between these two policy areas. For example, a community wealth building approach to net zero investment could look like harnessing local wealth through pension fund investments in net zero infrastructure and enabling citizens to invest in the transition through the likes of community municipal investments. It would be beneficial if the plan set out how community wealth building can be harnessed to ensure that the benefits of the transition are retained within local organisations in Scotland. Cumulatively such schemes will have an important impact on addressing climate change as such grass-root approaches will help foster local ownership and place-based innovation in tackling this global challenge. 
Question 2
We recognise that workers face particular impacts from the Plan and we have outlined our approach to supporting the transition of the workforce, including skills for jobs. What skills, training and qualification provisions will be most important in a net zero future and what more could be done to support them?
Draft response:  Businesses and individuals require more certainty that if they retrain, there will be a job available for them. The plan highlights that setting a net zero target for decarbonising buildings by 2045 will provide industry with the certainty needed to invest in retraining their employees. Setting this target alone does not feel like a strong enough mechanism to create the confidence for individuals and businesses to invest in retraining. The expected Heat Decarbonisation Strategy and Delivery Plan needs to provide more detail and clearer timeframes for action. 
Skills investment also needs to reflect the characteristics of the area; Edinburgh has higher than the national average proportion of homes that were built pre-1919, which are more technically complex to retrofit. In terms of investment in skills, through the South East of Scotland City Region Deal partnership a feasibility study was undertaken for a regional net zero accelerator hub. This included undertaking detailed skills mapping to identify future workforce requirements and drawing out where there are notable skills gaps. To address these gaps, a set of curriculum development recommendations were produced, through input from the regional education partners. Architectural designs for expanding training facilities were also developed. The Regional Energy Masterplan developed a report on ‘Building Scotland’s Low-Carbon Workforce’, which, along with the regional NZIDP Skills Gap feasibility Study evaluated Scotland/the Edinburgh City Region’s current skills landscape and training requirements to achieve climate targets for heat decarbonisation and retrofitting. Investment that aligns with the asks and recommendations from these workstreams is key for delivering a net zero future for the South East of Scotland. 
 
Question 3
The Plan will bring opportunities and challenges for businesses and employers. How can we best support employers across the private, public and third sectors to make the changes needed and seize the benefits of net zero?
Draft Response: 
Public Sector: 
The primary funding mechanisms available for public sector to decarbonise and retrofit buildings are currently misaligned, siloed and limited to single-year allocations for the delivery of specific projects. This significantly restricts the scale and timeline at which we can deliver decarbonisation projects including those linked to broader placemaking goals, and the ability to take a programmatic approach to decarbonisation and retrofit.
We are keen to develop and deliver larger scale decarbonisation projects across our estate and the wider city. We hope that the final Climate Change Plan will give an indication of how existing mechanisms such as loans and grants can be expanded to support greater ambition within local authorities. Funding schemes should also include budget for adaptation measures to be incorporated into the retrofitting of buildings and places so decarbonisation and adaptation can be done at the same time. This would save money and resources and ensure the long-term viability of these buildings for the future. 
Working with businesses: 
We work with a number of businesses throughout Edinburgh who share the goal of addressing climate change as part of Edinburgh's Climate Compact. The Climate Compact is an excellent example of collaboration and cooperation between businesses of different sizes and from different sectors. This approach should be supported and replicated more widely. More can be done by the Scottish Government to bring together businesses, share initiatives and plans and maximise collaboration between businesses by sector or region. Collaboration and strategic planning will help businesses to realise economies of scale and drive down the costs of decarbonisation.
Many businesses we work with are eager to take climate action and could go further and faster with the right support and incentives. Small and medium sized businesses are particularly vulnerable to lack of both financial and human resource with respect to being able to implement and embed decarbonisation projects or practices. Existing incentives are often very short-term in nature, availability, only open for very short windows and are not necessarily repeated. Some of the longer-term schemes (such as the Business Energy Scotland loan for improvements) are still loans and need to be paid back, which is still a big commitment for Small to Medium-sized Enterprises in the current economic climate.
Clearly signposted and coherent policy without undue delays would assist them in forward planning to give them the confidence to seize first mover advantage and/or invest in new technologies and systems. Again, adaptation measures for businesses should be included in these support mechanisms, incentivise schemes, signposting and policies.
Question 4
Our approach recognises that some of the Plan’s impacts will have greater implications for particular regions of Scotland. What are your views on our approach to supporting places where the transition presents particular regional impacts? 
Draft response:  The plan focuses significantly on reskilling in areas of the country where there will be a decline in the fossil fuel industry. This is clearly important, however, there is a significant skills gap at present to deliver the heat in buildings transition. The majority of Scotland's population and therefore homes and buildings are not necessarily in the same geographic areas as those losing fossil fuel industries (with the exception of Grangemouth). There therefore needs to be parallel investment in green skills for the heat transition in buildings where the demand will be greatest. The current pilot mentioned in the plan is focused on bringing this training to rural areas. Based on population, there will be more demand in the central belt so resources are needed to support the transition in these areas as well to deliver the transition “at pace and scale”. 
From a Just Transition perspective, all impacted sectors should be considered for retraining. This means alongside oil and gas workers, those whose businesses focus on selling or servicing Internal Combustion Engine (ICE) vehicles also need to be reskilled to electric vehicles. Regarding transport modal shift, there should also be consideration of the need for upskilling/retraining to support entry into transitioning to more sustainable transport fields. 
Section 2: Sectoral contributions, Policies and Proposals
The following questions concern the Sectoral contributions, policies and proposal sections of the Plan. 
Buildings (Residential and Public)
Question 5
How can we decarbonise homes and buildings in a way that is fair and leaves no one behind?
Draft response: Electricity prices are by far the greatest barrier to decarbonising heating. As highlighted in the plan, working with the UK Government to rebalance the cost of gas and electricity is crucial to ensure homes can be decarbonised in a fair manner that over time reduces bills for homeowners and tenants. 
The cost of retrofitting social homes is met by the Housing Revenue Account Capital Budget, which is made up of income from tenants’ rent. This cost will be significant over the next 20 years and is becoming more difficult to sustain. This will ultimately mean increasing social rents. Innovative means of funding social housing retrofit work that minimises passing these costs on to tenants, who are often the least able to pay in society, needs to be explored. 
There are a lack of finance mechanisms available for private owners of properties in housing blocks that also contain social housing properties. This is needed to assist in reducing the Council’s risk of bad debt when front funding works and to encourage private owner agreement to works.
This lack of finance is particularly relevant for women, as it has been highlighted in the plan that lone parent households, which are more likely to be headed by women, spend a high proportion of their income on fuel, food and housing and have informal caring responsibilities. As yet the draft plan does not include in-depth proposals for addressing this impact and it is hoped more detailed consideration will be given to this as part of the final plan. 
Question 6
How can clean heating systems (such as heat pumps) be made more affordable for everyone?  
Draft response: 
Through the Scottish Government’s grant programme and a more widespread and effective green mortgage market offering, the capital challenges associated with moving to clean heating systems can be overcome. 
If electricity prices can be reduced to competitive levels, this will have a major impact on making the heat transition more affordable and economically viable for everyone. 
Grid flexibility services (e.g. the zero bills promotion offered by Octopus Energy) via measures such as virtual power plants, batteries, and thermal storage have the potential to greatly reduce energy bill costs for consumers. Consideration would need to be given as to the most appropriate means of taking forward these opportunities and the role for each stakeholder. While local authorities can potentially play a key role here, resources would need to be made available to enable these opportunities to be developed and then delivered upon.
Transport
Question 7
Which of the following would be most effective in enabling you to transition your vehicle(s) to zero emissions alternatives? Please rank your choices from highest to lowest priority, where 1 is the highest priority. Please only give one ranking to each option:
If you’re responding for an organisation: you may want to consider car fleets as well as HGV fleets.
Draft response:  
The Council’s view is that all of these should be equally prioritised to maximise impact. 
If they have to be prioritised: 
	1
	Cost of new zero emissions vehicles needs to come down 

	2
	Noticeably cheaper running costs (including electricity, maintenance and insurance) 

	3
	Reliable infrastructure for vehicles (such as fuel or charging networks)

	4
	Convenient access to public charging infrastructure 

	5
	Access to funding support /low cost finance 

	6
	Ensuring an adequate number of trained mechanics available to perform essential maintenance and repairs 

	7
	Cost of used zero emissions vehicles needs to come down



Other: 
There are several areas which increase the challenge of fleet transition: 
· Insurance premiums are higher for newer technologies such as electric vehicles, this results in significantly higher running costs which impacts the ability for local authorities to transition all, or large proportions, of their fleet. This is particularly of note with regard to HGVs which are still not maturely established within the market.
· The UK Government has announced a new mileage-based charge on EVs, to be introduced in April 2028. It has been confirmed there will be an exemption in place for commercial organisations however it is not yet clear if this exemption includes local authorities or not. More broadly, this is now an additional charge which will have to be accounted for when taking the decision to transition a fleet. This measure could de-incentivise the shift to electric vehicles especially where large mileage is expected (e.g. managing a waste service) or costs cannot be estimated as annual mileage is unknown.

Question 8
How can the Scottish Government support communities to participate in planning of local sustainable infrastructure (such as, walking, wheeling and cycling routes)?
Draft response: 
Funding to support local authorities to undertake community engagement as part of the local development plans would be beneficial. One of the main challenges for developing Local Place Plans is the cost of engagement and having the necessary expertise to carry the engagement out. Help with that would help communities participate in shaping future developments and their associated infrastructure. 
Multi-year delivery funding for local sustainable infrastructure also would support engagement, reducing delays and disillusionment by local community as projects are repeatedly paused due to the changing funding landscape. 
With further resources, input to consultations from places where communities regularly travel, such as schools, could be maximised. This would be beneficial for including the voices of Children and Young People on the infrastructure that will shape their futures. Support for Local Authorities on producing accessible material such as Easy Read versions of consultation documents would also be helpful. This requires specialist input, which is not always available in house, nor is there always sufficient budget available as part of project funding. 
Finally, there needs to be reform of Statutory Orders processes – in particular, removing the requirements around Public Hearings for Traffic Regulation Orders and Scottish Ministers consent for Redetermination (Scotland) Orders. These are critical bottle necks to project progress at present and must be addressed. The current processes are contradictory to the principle of subsidiarity and undermine local decision making.

Question 9
What action by the Scottish Government would be most helpful in supporting you to live a more climate-friendly lifestyle?
Draft response: 
Accessing funding and information on decarbonising private homes remains overly complicated and opaque. This complexity means homeowners are abandoning the process before completion. Work to make this simpler, more transparent and accessible would increase uptake of these measures. This could be done by creating, or supporting trusted messengers to create, ‘one stop shops’ for this information linking directly to local suppliers, advice, funding and testimonials. Beyond Home Energy Scotland and Business Energy Scotland, more can be done to support landlords and renters and encourage and incentivise climate-friendly actions.  
Through the government’s grant programme and a more widespread and effective green mortgage market offering, the capital challenges associated with moving to clean heating systems can be overcome for many people. Developing legislation to support property-linked finance will also help reduce one of the barriers for property owners to take on the commitment to retrofit and decarbonise their properties. If electricity prices can be reduced to competitive levels, this will have a major impact on making the heat transition more affordable for everyone.
Climate change discussions and actions have become increasing polarised and politicised. The Scottish Government has a role in reinvigorating the climate emergency as a priority through communications. Myth busting, positive stories and testimonials, practical advice and engaging and regular communications campaigns and the use of trusted advocates, especially around public health and health-related outcomes connected to climate action would all be useful types of communication. This would help to create excitement around a low carbon Scotland for residents and visitors and encourage them to adopt climate-friendly lifestyles. There is more to be done to engage young people – through schools and community groups – especially to platform the voices of young people to encourage others to take action. Communications should move away from generic national campaigns using static graphics and boilerplate messaging which do not drive engagement and move instead towards a more place-based approach, supporting local authorities, community groups and regions to create and share content relevant to their locality.
We support the existing free bus travel programme for under-22s and, in line with a just transition, favour retaining the temporary funding for free asylum seeker bus travel funding. Extending these free travel programmes to cover light rail (tram in Edinburgh) would also be welcomed.  
We look forward to the publication of the intervention plan on household food waste reduction behaviour change. This would be most useful if it focused on real world interventions, resources, and advice rather than on the underlying behaviour change knowledge and data. Furthermore, more communications would be useful around raising awareness of what can and cannot be recycled and where e.g. textile and battery recycling.
We also welcome the continued push for the deposit return scheme for single use drinks containers as this would greatly incentivise a shift in behaviour change towards increased and improved recycling. 
Waste
Question 10
Are there any additional proposals to support waste sector emission reduction that should be considered across the following 5 areas:
· Strengthen the circular economy
· Reduce and reuse
· Modernise recycling
· Decarbonise disposal
· Other emission sources (including waste water and anaerobic digestion)
Draft response: 
Fast fashion has been recognised as having significant environmental impacts as well as wider negative impacts on human rights, fair pay and safe working conditions. Although reference is made to fast fashion as a generator of waste in both the climate change plan, the draft circular economy strategy and the Circular Economy waste route map, we would welcome further information on the proposed measures for engagement with both businesses and citizens on how this particular waste stream is expected to be reduced. We would welcome clarification on the expectations of both employers and retailers with regard to textile recycling and redistribution (e.g. to those in poverty) and uniform reuse. 
We welcome the Scottish Government’s increased focus on tackling the textiles waste stream as part of reducing overall waste in Scotland, as this material stream offers a significant opportunity to tackle Scotland’s overall volume of waste and the associated carbon impacts.
However, we have some concerns as to whether the Scottish Government’s proposed approach of increasing kerbside collections of materials will most effectively deliver the outcomes that we collectively hope for: lower amounts of textile waste that is to be disposed of and reduced associated emissions. There are significant existing challenges around the quality of textile materials that are currently collected for recycling/reuse, particularly those collected as part of kerbside recycling schemes. There’s also currently a shortage of available end markets for this type of material in the country. This means the sector relies heavily on exporting material, which can result in materials ultimately ending up in locations where there isn’t sufficient capacity to effectively break down and re-purpose this type of waste. This risks not truly reducing this waste stream and its associated emissions, so much as simply displacing it. 
 The Salvation Army has recently suspended its collection of textiles (for reuse and recycling) from Household Waste Recycling Centres (HWRCs) across the UK. The Salvation Army cited several issues leading to this decision, including the low value of the textiles, as well geopolitical challenges. As these issues affect the entire textiles recycling sector, we expect that similar challenges are likely to continue into 2026 and beyond. Placing more onus on local authorities to provide greater kerbside textile collection options will not resolve these wider issues that limit the recyclability of this type of waste. Instead, it may simply increase the financial and logistical burden on those responsible for collections. Another unintended consequence could be households using kerbside textile recycling services, instead of supporting their local charity shops, which is a key form of income generation for these organisations. Any kerbside collection scheme should seek to support the charity sector, focusing on enabling the reuse of textiles as the first option. Innovation funding is also needed in the textile reprocessing sector to address residual textile waste.
We would like to see an increased focus on altering how materials are designed, prioritising longevity, reuse and repair, rather than for short lifespans and disposal. Delivering a robust textile extended producer responsibility scheme to shift the responsibility to the waste producers is a key step to achieving this. 
Energy Supply
Question 11
What are your views on Scotland generating more electricity from renewable sources? 
Draft response: Generating more electricity in Scotland is important for meeting future demand as Scotland increasingly relies on electricity for fuel. Any appropriate opportunities to use generation to reduce the cost of electricity for households and businesses should be taken. There are opportunities for microgeneration and localised generation to support both resilience in the system and potentially offer cost savings and these should be supported. As part of this there needs to be a solar routemap for Scotland, as has been produced for England. 
Business and Industrial Processes
Question 12
What support do industries need to reduce their carbon emissions while remaining competitive?
Draft response: LEAVE BLANK
Explanation for Committee: As the Council is not an industrial organisation, we propose to leave this question blank.
Agriculture and Land Use, Land Use Change and Forestry (LULUCF)
Question 13
[bookmark: _Hlk219219523]How can the Scottish Government encourage sustainable land use, that is also productive for local communities?
Draft response: 
Changes to landuse practices in favour of more sustainable and biodiverse practices need to be supported, such that they are financially viable for landowners. Similarly, the processes of securing funding for workstreams and approaches that best support the climate and nature emergencies need to be simple if landowners are to successfully transition their practices. Support may be required to allow for upskilling and alternative machinery where needed.
Any grants for forestry/woodland creation should also stipulate that planting and where applicable, harvesting, are done in such a way that new forest trails are created and made accessible to local communities as part of creation of new woodland sites. Grants for forestry could better support biodiversity if incorporating “the right tree at the right place” planting approach and is sufficiently incentivized for landowners to consider this option, when compared to the income to be made from more traditional commercial timber crops which have lower biodiversity value. 
Agricultural subsidies should encourage nature friendly farming practices and assist landowners to identify biodiversity planting/habitat creation opportunities on farmland, with further backing given to promote agroforestry to nurture productive, biodiverse landscapes which sequester carbon. This approach would help grow the number of habitat restoration initiatives, support rural and agricultural communities that strive to balance creating a profitable business with responsible caretaking of the land, and increase availability to high quality working, living landscapes for local communities to access responsibly for recreational purposes.
Question 14
What do you think about our proposals for planting trees and restoring natural habitats like peatlands?
Draft response:  We support the proposals for woodland creation and tree planting. Edinburgh has committed to becoming a One Million Tree City by 2030, with a net total of 131,014 trees planted to date. 
The targets and narrative in the draft plan do not differentiate between native and non-native (commercial crop) woodland creation. The plan should clarify the difference in the outcomes sought for native versus non-native woodlands. The outcomes sought for native woodland should align with those for Peatland.  This recognises that native woodland, which is in good condition, supports long term biodiversity and climate benefits and is one of the key mechanisms to address the twinned nature and climate crises.  The outcomes for native woodlands should explicitly be to protect, manage and restore existing woodland, in addition to creating new woodlands. In addition, there is no breakdown for the types of woodland to be established, nor their species composition requirements. Consideration to the type and location / context of the woodland should also be given due weight, as this would influence the outcome and impact of the benefits (air quality, water management).  
For non-native commercial forestry, the desired outcomes and benefits are different and should be stated as such. The benefits from commercial forestry need to be delivered in a shorter timescale, reflecting commercial harvest cycles. 
The target for woodland creation should be split into native and non-native woodland creation – or at least reported this way. The total forestry cover should also be used as a metric, as this will also capture woodland lost and give a better measure of net gains/losses.  If only new woodland areas are reported, this is an incomplete metric. Establishment rates post planting should also be tracked. 
The value of urban tree planting should be included as this also contribute to mitigation, adaptation, and just transition in urban areas. 
Dedicated funding should be allocated for the development of local authority Forestry and Woodland Strategies and for delivery of the actions in these Strategy.  Likewise, funding should also be allocated for tree planting including street trees and for maintenance of these trees, including watering regimes.
We are aware that statutory nature targets will be defined via secondary legislation if the Natural Environment (Scotland) Bill is passed. Depending on the level of reporting and/or need of a Local Nature Recovery Plan, additional resource from Scottish Government would need to be considered. 	
Question 15
How can the Scottish Government support farming to become more climate-friendly while continuing to support food production and improve biodiversity?
Draft Response: 
The carbon budgets show very little projected emissions reductions from agriculture. In this regard it feels like the plan lacks ambition, while other sectors are being asked to make significant changes and investments to drive forward Scotland’s decarbonisation. As a largely urban local authority whose citywide emissions are predominantly made up of emissions from transport and buildings, both of which are expected to significantly progress decarbonise by 2040, it is questionable as to whether this approach is fair. 
Section 3: Impact Assessments
The following questions concern the Business and Regulatory Impact Assessment (BRIA), Child rights and wellbeing impact assessment (CRWIA), Island Communities Impact Assessment (ICIA), Equality Impact Assessment (EQIA), Fairer Scotland Duty Assessment (FSD). The purpose of these impact assessments is to understand the effects of government policy on specific groups, including children and young people, island communities, business and equalities groups.
Question 16
Which groups or communities do you think will be most affected by the transition to net zero, and in what ways?
Draft Response:
From an urban perspective, low-income groups of people plus those with protected characteristics are most likely to be affected. This is due to on-going costs of living and moving to low carbon technologies that are not guaranteed to be lower cost than current practices. Also, the transition process may cause substantial disturbance while new infrastructure is installed, whether in streets or within homes. Individuals on low-incomes and some people with protected characteristics will be less able to temporarily relocate while the work is happening.
More broadly, a Just Transition needs to be considered for all workers, not just those working in Scotland’s oil & gas sector. This needs to include:
· those whose businesses or livelihoods are based around selling or maintaining Internal Combustion Engine (ICE) vehicles, 
· plumbers who sell, install and service gas boilers
 All sectors of workers affected should be supported to retrain as needed.
Question 17
How do you think the Climate Change Plan aligns with existing local, regional, or national priorities that you are aware of or involved in?
Draft Response:
Place-based delivery is a local and national priority. The climate change plan acknowledges that measures to reduce emissions need to be considered and delivered alongside measures for adapting to Scotland’s changing climate and restoring nature. These are also local priorities for Edinburgh. The reality for delivering in a joined up, place-based manner is however strongly influenced by the availability of central funding streams, which are strongly siloed. The Plan could do more to align and join up investment with joined up policy. 
One of the plan’s key asks of local authorities is also to work and deliver heat networks regionally. This may be appropriate in certain locations, however the advice of our Danish heat network mentors is to start small and the cost of transporting heat over long distances is not viable. Local priorities therefore may different in this regard to the draft plan’s proposed approach. 
Question 18
If you identified there could be negative impacts of the Climate Change Plan, are there any ways you think we could reduce that negative impact and if so, what would you recommend?
Draft Response: The climate change plan is not clear on whether the energy efficiency standards for different types of homes will align and if so, how the funding and timeframes for making changes to different types of homes will align. There is currently a lack of sufficiently large finance mechanisms available for private owners of properties in housing blocks that also contain social housing properties. This is needed to prevent these private homeowners for entering into significant debt that they cannot afford. As well as supporting these individuals, funding to address this challenge would assist in reducing the Council’s risk of bad debt when front funding works and to encourage private owner agreement to works in the first place.
Question 19
Please share any other quantitative data, or sources of this, to assist in developing the impact assessments:
Draft Response: LEAVE BLANK
Committee explanation: No additional data identified 
Question 20
Are there any previous examples or case studies we should consider when assessing potential impacts? 
Draft Response: The climate and nature team are working with service colleagues to gather any case studies that may be appropriate to be shared as part of the Council’s final response. 
Question 21
Can you think of any further positive or negative impacts, that are not covered in the impact assessments, that may result from the Climate Change Plan?
Draft Response: The plan’s impact assessments indicate that women are more likely to be affected for various reasons than men, so while this has been highlighted the Plan could benefit from detailing further action that could help alleviate this issue. 
The plan’s impact assessments also indicated that older people, some likely to have fixed incomes, will need to decarbonise their homes and are less likely to have the energy to support this action compared to younger people in the population. Again, a national response to support older people, especially in rural areas, could be helpful. 

Section 4: Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)
The following questions concern the SEA. There is a legal requirement to consult on the SEA Environmental Report (Environmental Assessment (Scotland) Act 2005). The purpose of the SEA is to assess the likely environmental effects of government policy, considers how negative impacts can be avoided or minimised and ways that positive effects can be enhanced.
Question 22
What are your views on the accuracy and scope of the environmental baseline set out in the environmental report? Are you aware of further information that could be used to inform the assessment findings?
Draft Response: Overall, we agree that the accuracy and scope of the environmental baseline is sufficient. While recognising that the report is written at a very high level, the SEA should also consider regional environmental baselines, given the highly varied nature of Scotland.  For Section 3.2 Air Quality, the role and potential for green infrastructure to improve localised air quality should also be reflected in the document.
Question 23
What in your view are the most significant environmental effects which should be taken into account as the Draft Climate Change Plan is finalised?
Draft Response: Any environmental effects from addressing either reaching net zero or nature recovery will be required to be balanced and not at the cost of the other. Water scarcity is a key risk that the document does not yet adequately address. The Climate Change Plan highlights that from an emissions perspective, the new build standard will address emissions from new buildings. However, as a very different type of building that standard does not necessarily address the impact of data centres, for which there is increasing demand in Scotland. Data centres also have a significant water use footprint. The Climate Change Plan and the SEA does not reflect the impact of this type of growth in Scotland. 
Question 24
What are your views on the predicted environmental effects as set out in the environmental report (SEA)? Please share any other useful sources.
Draft Response: The Council broadly agrees with the predicted environmental effects drawn out in the SEA. We would like to underline the tension and balance between achieving net zero and nature recovery. This is more pronounced in Edinburgh due to competing land needs during a climate, nature and housing emergency. 
Question 25
What are your views on the proposals for mitigation, enhancement and monitoring of the environmental effects set out in the environmental report?
Draft Response: As above with previous response, we would recommend considering the regional context for appropriate mitigation, enhancement and monitoring of environmental effects.
 
Section 5: Monitoring emissions reductions
The following questions concern the reporting of annual emissions reductions.
Question 26
What are your views on the proposed approach to reporting annual emissions output and how this could support public understanding of Scotland’s progress towards achieving our Carbon Budgets?
Draft Response:
A 3-year lag on emissions data is not very helpful for aiding public understanding of how Scotland is progressing towards its climate target. If the necessary emissions data is released in June, how long does the analysis take? Would it be possible to delay the Climate Change Annual Report by a month or two so the data reported doesn’t have such a large lag?
Having additional indicators that focus on tracking rate of action is helpful to improve understanding on the rate at which action is occurring in Scotland. However, this doesn’t entirely remove confusion that will likely follow at national data being 3 years in arrears, especially when more granular or local datasets will be reported with much less of a lag. 
Question 27
How useful do you think reporting emissions statistics at a more detailed level (including at the sub-sectoral level), would be in helping people understand key sources of emissions, and our progress in reducing them?
Draft Response: 
While emissions data is not necessarily the most relatable dataset for everyone, presenting sub-sectoral level data is helpful for those who are working within sectors to understand changes and progress. Publishing this data is helpful to provide a more granular picture of where the reductions are occurring. This should help to partially inform where action is having a positive impact and where further policy intervention and resource support may be required. 
Question 28
How might the use of timely indicators, as proposed, help people to understand what needs to be delivered to achieve our Carbon budgets, and to understand whether progress is on track?
Draft Response:
The proposed inclusion of supporting indicators would be very helpful as these indicators are more relatable than tonnes of CO2e. It would be helpful if there were milestones set for the indicators as well, so it’s easier to see if the expected trajectory required to meet the carbon budget is on track or not. Given the proposed 3-yr lag in emissions reporting, the development and implementation of these alternatives should be implemented swiftly. What will the timeframe for these being published be? Will these also be consulted on? 
It would also be useful to understand how these indicators will align with any indicators that are to be/have been developed for key delivery plans per sector, such as the heat decarbonisation strategy and implementation plan. It would be helpful to streamline the indicator and Key Performance Indicator landscape, rather than have slightly different metrics for measuring the same sector or decarbonisation action area as part of different plans. 
If new questions are to be added to the Scottish Climate Survey, will this result in existing questions being removed? Data from this survey is also used at a Local Authority level as part of our Climate Strategy monitoring, so it would be helpful to understand any proposed changes in more detail. 
Section 6: Monitoring Just Transition
The following questions concern the following 14 proposed indicators for monitoring and evaluation of the Climate Change Plan.
1. Participation in decision making
1. Community energy
1. Community benefits
1. Changes to places
1. Fuel Poverty
1. Transport affordability
1. Socio-economic impact on oil and gas communities
1. Impact on household finances in oil and gas communities
1. Access to training for offshore oil and gas workers
1. Green jobs
1. Impact of energy prices on small businesses
1. Air pollution
1. Woodland creation
1. Peatland restoration 
Question 29
Please detail any specific changes that would improve any of the 14 proposed indicators, including any data sources not currently included within this framework that could provide a useful indicator of progress towards a just transition in Scotland on an annual basis.
Draft Response: The plan should make clear if these indicators will form a subset of the wider Just Transition monitoring framework that is under development. This would be helpful, as having two entirely different sets of Just Transition Indicators is likely to be confusing.
While it is acknowledged that this plan focuses on reducing emissions and the Scottish National Adaptation Plan (SNAP3) addresses adapting to climate change, it’s noted that the indicators for SNAP3 do not include any kind of Just Transition Indicator. It’s therefore recommended that a Just Transition Indicator is also included within the SNAP3. For example, within the current indicators the quality of the greenspace available to residents is not tracked, potentially giving a false impression of accessibility (and safety) of the greenspace to the local population. The proportion of greenspace that has been awarded Green Flag status could be used as a metric to help to assess this.
In relation to the woodland creation indicator, it might be helpful to add an indicator on average city tree equity in Scotland, to reflect the fact that access and availability of greenspace and nature for urban residents looks different to more rural contexts. The Woodland Trust’s Tree Equity score could be a useful source of data.
An Urban green areas metric should be included in future as a key indicator for nature recovery, carbon and adaptation in urban areas.  The Tree Equity Score or similar tools, can measure tree canopy cover as a proxy.  However, a more meaningful metric would be measuring all vegetation/soils versus sealed surfaces using an approach such as the Urban Green Factor metric.
The target for woodland creation should be split into native and non-native woodland creation – or at least reported this way. The total forestry cover should also be used as a metric, as this will also capture woodland lost and give a better measure of net gains/losses.  If only new woodland areas are reported, and not woodlands lost, this is an incomplete metric. 
Question 30
What are the most appropriate indicators for judging whether we are achieving meaningful public participation in decisions related to the climate? This includes both the quality of the participatory process itself, and the impact of that participation on the decision-making process.
Draft Response: Tracking the following data at a national level could contribute to understanding public participation:
· The response rate (as a proportion of the population) to national consultations on climate change
· The demographic make-up of these responses
· The number of ‘you said, we did’ follow-up responses produced for national climate consultations with substantive changes noted
 
Question 31
What indicator would provide the best measure of the impact of net zero development in local communities across Scotland? For example, the impact of the installation of renewable energy infrastructure or other land use changes (e.g. through peatland restoration or tree planting).
Draft Response:  Given the varied nature of Scotland and what net zero development may look like in different parts of the country, it may be more appropriate to consider a set of urban metrics and a set of rural metrics. That said, some possible metrics could be:
· Total value of community benefits financial contributions from delivery of Net Zero infrastructure 
· Transport Availability: is net zero development supporting local communities to have more sustainable options?
· Average price of public EV charging per KW hr for different charger types, to help gauge whether the development of EV infrastructure is making travel more affordable for communities
Question 32
Ensuring positive outcomes for workers who have transitioned from jobs within high-carbon industries is central to delivering a just transition. What specific data or indicators could we use to monitor the extent to which workers in high-carbon industries are securing alternative employment? 
Draft Response: Jobs lost in high-carbon industries could be measured along with the number of jobs advertised in low carbon industries.  
Question 33
What specific data or indicators could we use to meaningfully monitor the impact of the transition to net zero on the environment and biodiversity across Scotland on an annual basis?
 Draft Response: Urban green areas metric should be included as a key indicator for nature recovery, carbon and adaptation in urban areas.  The Tree Equity Score or similar tools, can measure canopy cover as a proxy.  However, a more meaningful metric would be measuring vegetation/soils versus sealed surfaces, using an approach like the Urban Green Factor.  As a local authority we have and continue to engage with Scottish Government and Nature Scot on the development of the Scottish Biodiversity Metric and see this as another indicator to monitor impacts on nature and biodiversity. 
Financial data on capital spend for projects that enable the transition to net zero, but also benefit nature / biodiversity would also be useful in terms of returns on investment and payback periods.
 
