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The Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform Committee 

Green recovery 

Submission from Javier Dominguez, TWEFDA Ltd 

Do the principles of sustainable development (as set out in the annexe), and those 
for a resilient recovery, as proposed by the UK Committee on Climate Change, 
provide a comprehensive framework for guiding an effective green recovery in 
Scotland? 

In principle, yes, they do. The devil is in the detail, though. If I can add one thing, I would 
say that Achieving a Sustainable Economy means shifting support for a non-popular 
industry in order to balance a desirable industry. 

Let’s see an example. 

Obtaining Aluminium: Aluminium can be obtained by extracting it from the mine or by 
recycling aluminium cans. 

Let’s imagine that extracting costs £5/Kg and recycling costs £15/Kg. If society thinks 
extracting is bad and recycling is good, then, something doable will be putting a shifting tax 
to extracting of £5/Kg so that the new cost for extracting goes to £10/Kg. 

This shifting tax could go straight away to foster recycling so that this industry can lower 
costs to £10/Kg. Technically it will cost the same to extract and to recycle meaning that the 
new industry (recycling) can grow. 

What are the key barriers to delivering a green recovery (within your sector and / or 
community)? 

The key barriers in my sector is that most of the money used for innovation purposes, 
currently go to funding bodies (there is an insane number of funding bodies). This is a very 
high expense that, to my understanding can potentially lower the funds that are effectively 
used for innovators and their innovations. 

There is no money to foster IP. Being IP the key enabler for a project in early stage, all the 
comments coming from the innovation funding bodies saying that they are de-risking 
innovation seem not to be true. 

De-risking innovation does not mean investing in fully secured projects. In fact, this is 
something that does not make sense under the principle of de-risking innovation. That 
stage should be mainly covered by private money because when the innovation has 
reached TRL05, the main risks have vanished and the project become a purely economic 
affair. 

My business, in particular, is developing an Energy Device with dual functionalities, 
addressing the 2 biggest challenges the Energy Market is facing right now with one single 
device: 

• Energy Storage: The appliance is capable of storing electricity from the National Grid 
in the form of potential energy, to release it as needed. 

https://www.theccc.org.uk/publication/letter-building-a-resilient-recovery-from-the-covid-19-crisis-to-roseanna-cunningham-msp/
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• Renewable Energy Production (Ocean/Waves): The device's well optimised power 
take-off is full of redundancies in order to maximise uptime and has a high capacity 
of conversion even under relatively calmed oceans. 

It is also looking at  

• How to economically decommission aged offshore oil & gas producing assets after 
their end of economic recovery. 

Once this small introduction has been made, the company was incorporated on January, 
2018 and I am dealing with the project on my own and still did not even prove the concept.  

In order to improve, I need a team. I have had 3 people working with me in the company but 
all of them leave. It is not sustainable living from promises. 

What key policies, actions and immediate priorities are needed to deliver a green 
recovery (within your sector and / or community)? 

My view is that it is easy to ask for more and more funds from public institutions but that 
might not be sustainable in the end. 

Money should come in the form of a low interest loan but in order to de-risk the innovation 
process, the loan should only be paid back by those who succeed in their projects. This 
means the guarantee of the loan should be supported by the Government. 

It is not fair to put the life of an innovator at risk forcing them to ask for a personal loan in 
order to create a project that can potentially have a big impact in general people’s lives but 
equally, it is not fair to put public money (grant) in a project that will personally benefit only 
to certain individuals. 

The solution: The Government gives a loan for the innovator to progress from TRL01 to 
TRL05 after the proposed technology and business plan has been assessed as ‘promising’. 

If the innovation goes well and the company thrives, the loan should be returned with a low 
interest to the Government creating a Circular Financing. 

If that was not the case, the loan should become a grant. This is de-risking the innovation 
process without compromising a lot the sustainability of the country who is supporting the 
innovation process. 

Happy to elaborate in the concept. 

How should the 2021/22 Budget support a green and sustainable recovery and avoid 
locking in carbon; and what funding is needed in the ECCLR portfolio to deliver a 
green and sustainable recovery? 

• Support electric and hydrogen cars. 

• The public transport needs to be highly competitive, if not free. 

• Put economic value in environmental issues (See SCOE concept as an example) 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Iq7iNu0Uzvqf3ao8mR6SmA0F7Y-NpVP5/view?usp=sharing
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• In the Al-Gore’s film: “An Inconvenient Truth”, when the film reaches 01:13:44, it is 
stated: “It is difficult to get a man to understand something when his salary depends 
upon his not understanding it” 

• It’s not all about funding because we need to foster what we want (which requires 
funds) but we also need to ditch what we don’t want. Having a world driven by 
renewables where there is room for a non-sustainable world full of plastic and 
pollution is not enough. Plastic should be considered a dangerous material and 
should only be allowed if a perfect cycle can be made around it. 

General response 

Shift support from grey industries, such as O&G or mine extraction and support green 
industries such as Renewable, Hydrogen, Green Storage and recycling economy, among 
others. In a nutshell, tax what people don’t want and incentivise with those taxes what 
people want. 

This is applicable in every subject. I wrote before about recycling aluminium cans and now 
it is time for planes. 

If the aviation industry is charged with a tax per travel based on the emissions of the flight, 
this tax can be released in the form of incentives to the aviation industry in order to achieve 
green hydrogen flights in the future, for instance. 

 


