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The Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform Committee 

Green recovery 

Submission from Argyll and Bute Council  

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? 

The principals are quite high level and provide plenty of scope for what a green recovery in 
Scotland might look like. 

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

There are numerous barriers which limit the opportunities for delivering a green recovery 
across Argyll and Bute. These include: 

• Grid remains a constraint where new electricity generating proposals are being 
considered. A fit for purpose grid and/or accepted and cost effective alternative ways, 
such as local energy networks, of using and storing excess energy is required. Local 
energy networks currently offer the opportunity for significant benefit at a local level 
(local generation, supply and usage), and particularly on our islands and more remote 
peninsular where the grid is often more constrained, however it also requires buy in 
from the utilities as well as significant support in regard to funding and resources in 
order to make it happen. 

• Communities are keen to engage in climate change/energy generation activities but 
require continued support financial and knowledge to enable them to progress their 
ambitions. The benefits of locally led projects has been showcased throughout the 
response to Covid-19 and they could continue to play an important part in a green 
recovery. 

• Appropriate infrastructure is essential to support new developments and those 
businesses which can support green recovery, previously issues with the A83 Rest 
and Be Thankful have been perceived as barriers for growth and development and 
these issues require to be addressed.  

• If offshore wind is to be developed off the coast of Argyll and Bute, appropriate local 
onshore operations and maintenance infrastructure will be required if benefits are to 
be felt in the local economy. 

• We have existing businesses with premises which could be more made more energy 
efficient and therefore reduce carbon emissions however many of these businesses 
do not have the resources available to implement improvements (especially with the 
loss of income associated with Covid-19). A scheme which would enable installation 
of energy efficiency measures/renewables (similar to Home Energy Efficiency 
Programme Scotland) for non-domestic premises could help to deliver a green 
recovery and reduce running costs for fragile businesses. 

• Both our housing stock and business premises are often in older buildings, many of 
which have listed status or are in conservation areas, this can be a further challenge 
when aiming to reduce their carbon footprint. 

• There are opportunities for hydrogen production within Argyll and Bute but at present 
we do not have the infrastructure to fully exploit these opportunities. We remain 
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mindful that this maybe a particular opportunity in relation to the MACC Business Park 
on Kintyre and around renewable energy generation.  

• The Council’s budgets are stretched trying to maintain the status quo (especially with 
the impacts of Covid-19) and it can be difficult to identify the resources (staff and 
financial) to deliver strategic change projects. In some instances we can also lack the 
specialist knowledge required to progress projects and as such are required to employ 
external consultants. Financial assistance and frameworks for procurement could be 
helpful in allowing projects to proceed and obtaining the necessary specialist input.  

• Within the Council there is a support for installing green technologies on our own 
estate however it is not always possible to implement as the cost of installing measures 
can have too long a payback period. Further financial assistance available for energy 
saving, energy generation, installing more efficient energy systems, low emission 
vehicles etc. would help to address this.  

• As a rural area with 23 permanently inhabited islands and a number of remote 
peninsulas the cost of installing technology which can support the green recovery can 
be inflated significantly and in some cases prohibitive. Whilst it is acknowledged that 
technologies vary in cost, it is often weighted in favour of more urban and central 
locations. 

• Whilst we have looked to install innovative solutions to reduce our carbon emissions 
this has also come with risks and the technologies installed do not always deliver on 
the bold predictions and usually cost more at outset. Continued support is required to 
cover the costs of this sort of project during installation and operation if pilot projects 
such as this are to contribute to the green recovery. 

• Requirements such as the ban on Biodegradable Municipal Waste being disposed of 
via landfill are particularly challenging for a low density, rural area. To transport waste 
to an Energy from Waste (EfW) site would have significant cost implications as well as 
environmental. Building and operating local EfW plants would not be economically and 
practically viable as it requires large consistent quantities and quality of waste 
feedstock.  

• In some parts of Argyll there is a lack of local labour both generally and skilled labour 
which could act as a constraint for a green recovery, increase costs and reduce 
benefits to the local community as well as resulting in less sustainable travel patterns. 
This is amplified on the islands where the cost of works may also include the need to 
travel by ferry or air. Initiatives to promote local training may help may help address 
this. The Covid 19 Pandemic has clearly shown the fragility of our economies and an 
over–reliance on certain business sectors, a shift to more skilled jobs would be 
beneficial for the community as a whole. There is an urgent need to diversify the 
economic base of our communities with a focus on creating and supporting jobs linked 
to our natural environment.   

• A lack of good quality, affordable housing for local workers in some areas can impact 
upon the sustainability of our communities generally and the availability of labour 
locally.  

• The Coronavirus lockdown has emphasised the need for reliable and fit for purpose 
digital connectivity to all of our communities. With high quality digital connectivity 
communities can continue to function effectively and home working can maintain 
productivity whilst reducing the need to travel across the area. Currently 14% of Argyll 
and Bute premises do not have a usable or reliable broadband service and hence are 
eligible for the new Universal Service Obligation (USO). The cost of digital access will 
also be an issue going forward. We are aware of one individual who tried this route 
only to be told that he would need to top up the USO with a six figure sum. This 
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highlights the need for greater public funding to close the urban/rural digital divide. 
Provision of easy and local access to equipment/skilled trainers to assist those who 
need it will also be required. 

• The current process of bidding against other local authorities for active travel projects 
as well as the requirement for match funding to be sourced and the annual nature of 
awards reduces the ability to deliver these projects, is inefficient and prevents long-
term project planning.  

• Within many rural areas there is a lack of access to the national rail network, and 
where this is possible, the frequencies on rural rail lines do not support regular use of 
commuting or to access facilities.  Rural rail service journey times are often not 
competitive with journey times by cars due to the upgrading of the road network over 
the past 40 years which has not been mirrored by line speed improvements to the rail 
network. This is compounded by the fragmentation of the bus network caused by the 
1985 deregulation, with services provided by a range of operators and, in many 
locations, at frequencies and journey times which are not competitive with the private 
car.  

• Constrained space and priority between modes of transport can be particularly 
pertinent in historic town centres.  This limited space requires to be shared between 
all uses, including transport. If there is a desire to increase active travel or other modes 
there is a need to make some potentially difficult decisions over the use of this space, 
as to create space for one mode there will be a need to reduce the space available to 
other modes/uses.   

• Future growth of vehicular traffic using current projections does not support the 
greening of transport or the green recovery.  While there is a growing Political 
emphasis away from private vehicles, this needs to be supported by funding, policy 
and investment decisions building on the transport hierarchy in the new National 
Transport Strategy.  It is also worth noting that ownership of a private car remains 
aspirational, particularly for lower income groups (as most other income groups 
already own or have specifically chosen not to own a car).   

• There is a concern that some areas are at risk of falling behind and a shift of both jobs 
and infrastructure investment towards the areas that are most fragile will clearly be 
needed as an early intervention to enable them to contribute to a green recovery. 

• There is not always clarity and leadership of ‘green message’. It is such a wide ranging 
topic and not always join up. 

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

• Supporting communities to be sustainable and resilient particularly in terms of 
maintaining a population and the skills, businesses and services needed within the 
community to support itself on a day-to-day basis. 

• Continued and enhanced support for regeneration of our local town centres is 
important to help provide places for people to live, shop, work and leisure opportunities 
locally, thus reducing the need to travel, and should be linked to providing 
opportunities for active travel and green networks. 

• Local businesses have played a key part in supporting local communities during 
lockdown and can support a green recovery particularly when offering local products 
on a local high street. Farm to fork businesses also have an important part to play. 
They may however require further support to survive as they the move forwards. We 
note that Scottish Town’s Partnership are promoting Scotland Loves Local and this is 
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a good starting point. Public procurement regulations supportive of greater re-
localisation of spend may assist further. 

• Engage with the Scottish Government and its agencies, for a greater level of public 
sector decentralisation to fragile rural, remote rural and island communities. 

• Local community organisations have been at the forefront of delivering support during 
the Coronavirus lockdown and policies and actions which support and strengthen 
these organisations as they move forward would be welcomed. 

• Transport, active travel (within and between towns) and creating spaces for people will 
be a priority for rural areas. 

• The development of the hydrogen economy linked to renewable energy generation 
needs to be accelerated to power public transport, private cars, homes and the 
transportation of timber for example.  

• Support for improvements to buildings to reduce carbon emissions both domestic and 
non-domestic with consideration given as to how funding can address the sometimes 
significantly higher costs of installing in remote, rural areas. 

• If commercial renewables developments are part of the green recovery how can they 
be used to support the communities that they operate in? The community benefit funds 
have been beneficial for communities but there is still a perception that most of the 
benefits are not felt in the communities where the impacts are. 

• Continued support for expansion of hydro pump storage at Cruachan and offshore 
wind off Islay. These will require routes to market to be made available through 
Contracts for Difference, or appropriate alternatives, so that there is certainty that 
energy generated can be sold. Local infrastructure to support the developments will 
also be key if they are to contribute fully to the local economy. 

• Can any of the Climate Challenge projects provide models for generating and using 
energy locally which could be used by other communities, lots of work has been done 
but what can other projects learn and borrow from these pilots? 

• Continue to implement Reaching 100 broadband programme and improving mobile 
phone connectivity to all communities so that the digital infrastructure is available to 
support homeworking. 

• Connectivity to the islands and some peninsulas is provided by ferries (CALMAC, 
commercial or Council operated) or air services (commercial, Scottish Government 
PSO or Council PSO).  Work by Strathclyde University has identified that the 
greenhouse emissions from air services is significantly lower than from ferries on a 
per-passenger basis until ferries reach passenger levels of around 60% of 
capacity.  As this level of passenger carry is reached on very few sailings, this supports 
a greater focus on the increased provision of air services versus increased ferry 
sailings on an emissions basis alone.  The integration of all PSO air services in 
Scotland, i.e. Scottish Government PSO and the four Local Authority PSOs could 
provide both financial and emissions savings. 

• Drone delivery has been trialled from Oban Airport and has the opportunity to 
contribute towards reducing travel requirements in certain circumstances. 

• Training to local people to enable them to participate in delivering a green recovery. 

• Continued support for affordable housing, with homeworking space incorporated, 
particularly in the most fragile locations where energy efficient, good quality housing 
can support a more sustainable community. 

• Better resourcing to enable local waste infrastructure.  

• Support for projects which seek to mitigate against climate change impacts. 
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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? 

• Funding for households, businesses and other organisations (including councils) to 
implement energy saving and generating measures including the continuation and 
expansion of HEEPs funding for the existing housing stock. 

• Support for local regeneration and town centre improvements to help to build 
sustainable local places. 

• Funding for the delivery of sustainable, affordable local housing. 

• Funding and training to deliver the skills for a green recovery to local people. 

• Continued support for improving digital connectivity in all communities. 

• As the main on-the-ground delivery agencies for active travel, a larger percentage of 
the funding should be provided direct to Councils, ring fenced for the 
provision/promotion of active travel.  This could most simply be achieved by using the 
existing Cycling Walking Safer Routes funding route.  Active travel funding allocation 
should be based on geographical area as well as population (e.g. allocate 40% of the 
funding based on geographical area and 60% of the funding based on population). As 
the cost of active travel infrastructure is directly related to the distance this would 
partially compensate for the increased distances required to be covered in council 
areas with larger geographical but smaller population measures. 

General response 

We welcome a focus on a green recovery and feel that Argyll and Bute has an important part 
to play in helping to deliver this. 


