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The Environment, Climate Change and Land Reform Committee 

Green recovery 

Submission from Marina Gray 

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? 

My apologies for having extended the 2 A4 requirement, but I hope there is an understanding 
that this issue is complex and important enough to justify the need of more than 2 pages to 
be able to answer the 4 questions. 

The principles appear sound and comprehensive and if enacted fully could form the basis 

of a green recovery for Scotland. 

However, it is essential that the Scottish and UK governments lead the way and do not leave 
this to businesses or individuals. The principle of ‘Lead a shift towards positive long-term 
behaviours’ does not sufficiently convey the urgency of the situation, and that radical change 
is needed in the short term.  

The principle of embedded fairness must include international justice. The way we are 
internationally connected to other countries, including developing countries, with consuming 
their resources and together with historical imperialism, we have a debt of environmental and 
social impact. There must be a commitment to economic, social and environmental justice. 
And for Scotland to take a lead on the world stage. Especially when hosting the COP26, 
arguably the most critical event in history of Earth, as we have missed many opportunities in 
the past to change, now this could be the last one.  

It's crucial to stress the need to build resilience of natural and life support systems, also not 
only in our country, as our economies and health are very much depending on those. 

https://www.nber.org/papers/w27599 

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

It is too easy to revert to ‘business as usual’. Businesses and individuals generally do not 
have sufficient motivation to make positive choices when cheaper and easier alternatives are 
readily available (in terms of business or consumtion). Government must provide strong and 
clear leadership. 

Finance.  

1.The Scottish National Investment Bank, if provided with sufficient resources, could play a 
significant role in funding projects that are tackling net zero carbon targets, however is 
underfunded at just 2 billion. “[…] The investment we must make together is substantial. To 
complete this work we believe Scotland will need to invest at least £120 billion. This 
represents roughly Scotland’s share of the financial bailout the banks received in 2009, and 
that money was found in a single year. The Common Home Plan will take 25 years to 

https://www.theccc.org.uk/publication/letter-building-a-resilient-recovery-from-the-covid-19-crisis-to-roseanna-cunningham-msp/
https://www.nber.org/papers/w27599
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complete and the spending will be spread over that period. And it will serve many, many 
generations to come, so the cost need not be borne by only this generation. So the Common 
Home Plan should be funded through government borrowing and then paid off over 50 years. 
After all, we will only ever need to do this once. The most it would cost us is £5 billion a year, 
but this will create so many jobs and so much new public income it more than pays for itself. 
This is precisely the kind of infrastructure investment we need to improve our economic 
performance and help create real prosperity for everyone in Scotland.” 
commonweal.scot/our-common-home/threats-we-face-how-we-tackle-them 

2.Reassessment of the GDP as a measure for economic growth. “GDP takes no account of 
how nature contributes to economic activity and human wellbeing. A new way to measure 
that missing value of nature: “Gross Ecosystem Product” (GEP). To achieve sustainable 
development, we need to move beyond conventional economic measures like GDP,” “The 
global economy, as conventionally measured by GDP, more than doubled between 1990 and 
2015. However, at the same time our stocks of ‘ecosystem assets’ – such as forests, 
grasslands, wetlands, fertile soils ad biodiversity – have come under increasing pressure.“ 
www.exeter.ac.uk/news/homepage/title_800315_en.html 

3.Local authorities in Scotland don’t have the appropriate funding to undergo the changes 
needed for climate change mitigation. 

Land use: 

1.Carbon sequestration can be optimised by land management. There is evidence voluntary 
agreements are ineffective where other commercial interests are at play, as in the 
management of grouse moors. Legislation and optimal management would be a suitable 
alternative. theguardian.com/uk-news/2019/dec/09/scottish-grouse-moors-climate-report  

www.gwct.org.uk/wildlife/research/upland-biodiversity/heather-burning-its-impacts-on-peat-
formation-and-carbon-storage/  

2.Agriculture is a key industry in Scotland and schemes to support current sustainable 
farming and promote and develop this further are needed. Agricultural policy which will 
change post Brexit also provides an opportunity to change land use, and make decisions 
predicated on their climate impact. Agriculture in Scotland should be sustainable, meaning 
that products should serve local communities in order to discourage reliability of international 
products, which can have a greater environmental impact (deforestation and transport 
footprint) than local farming. Agriculture of exports (lamb, barley for whisky) should not be 
incentive if we are to achieve sustainability. There must be regulations /incentives for promote 
localized economies. 

3.Transport: The carbon releases associated with transport is significant. Public transport 
routes, prices, times in Scotland have high potential for improvement. There are very limited 
services to many communities. For example, commuter towns such as Nairn, Forres and 
Elgin, are flooded with single occupant vehicles, which has called for a new dualling project. 
But is extendedly proven that new roads only bring new transport, which is contradicting the 
green recovery. New reassessment of current road systems and use, and the potential of 
new road projects, must be undertaken, and people should be encouraged to use public 
transport and work from home. Thus traffic should then be alleviated, which would mean no 
new road needed and therefore more future carbon production (with associated new traffic) 
avoided.  

http://www.exeter.ac.uk/news/homepage/title_800315_en.html
http://www.gwct.org.uk/wildlife/research/upland-biodiversity/heather-burning-its-impacts-on-peat-formation-and-carbon-storage/
http://www.gwct.org.uk/wildlife/research/upland-biodiversity/heather-burning-its-impacts-on-peat-formation-and-carbon-storage/
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4.Broadband :The Covid-19 Pandemic has shown that not all workers need to travel to work 
every day. A key factor that restricts working at home, especially in the remote communities. 
This would mean a shift of road use therefore pressure on current infrastructure. 

Home energy – An extension of schemes which maximise fuel efficiency in both current and 
new build housing would be beneficial to individuals in lower fuel bills and would also help to 
tackle the carbon reduction targets, as well as providing jobs, all of which would benefit the 
community as a whole. At present it seems that financial incentives may be insufficient and 
tend to require individual households to act. Projects to drive forward a range of home energy 
efficiency measures (e.g. insulation, heat pumps, solar panels, community battery storage) 
on a larger scale in the community with adequate funding and grants would be needed. 
Efficient and sustainable transport systems and broadband improvements for homeworking 
encouragement, should be aligned with a more efficient house heating, otherwise individual 
impacts of carbon emissions would outweigh during the winter in Scotland those of 
commuting. 

Employment – High levels of unemployment are predicted as a result of the COVID 19 crisis. 
In addition, people working in particular sectors, such as the oil and gas industry, will be 
adversely affected by a green recovery and a transition to a net zero carbon economy.  

Creation of jobs and training in the new technologies and in the environment would help to 
provide valuable new jobs, and attract money and investments well as providing a longer 
term greener sustainable future. energyvoice.com/otherenergy/248360/green-energy-key-to-
restoring-economy-post-pandemic/  

But climate change cannot be tackled in isolation. COP26 would have been an extraordinary 
opportunity to work collaboratively with other countries as part of the pandemic economical 
recovery. Is necessary to form consensus from developed countries to support in funding 
those developing countries. Many governments are starting to mobilize budgets after the 
pandemic to protect their economies, and many of them are not considering this as an 
opportunity to rethink in order to also respond to a growing climate emergency. Cop26 in 
2021 may be too late for some countries ad they may have been pored many millions of 
pounds into unsustainable jobs, industries and activities. This is why, more than ever, 
Scotland has to lead and influence the UK government and other countries. 

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

We need a Green New Deal for Scotland, providing a vision and a practical way forward that 
has broad support in Scottish society and amongst our political leaders, such as the costed 
plan in the report Our Common Home, produced by Common Weal. commonweal.scot/our-
common-home. 

The Scottish National Investment Bank, if provided with sufficient resources, could play a 
significant role in funding projects which are tackling net zero carbon targets. 

Equity must be at the heart of any transition steps, with comprehensive impact assessments 
at every stage to ensure equity. 
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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? 

There is plenty of expertise in climate change, sustainable economists, climate change 
mitigation, we just need to hear the science, the experts in their fields, the same way we 
would put ourselves in hands of a surgeon if we had to undertake a life threatening operation. 
Many experts say we must act now, we must stop sustaining environmentally unstainable 
industries now, this would also be good for our economy 

theguardian.com/environment/2020/jun/18/world-has-six-months-to-avert-climate-crisis-
says-energy-expert 

In order that our recovery is sustainable and does not involve supporting projects that will 
undermine Scotland’s environmental resilience, funding should only be granted to projects 
that will reduce our carbon footprint. For example this should include public procurement 
contracts must be consistent with carbon reduction targets, i.e. joined up policy. This will 
prevent costs being accrued due to one sector having to pick up the costs from other sectors. 

The Climate Coalition plan for a Greener, Fair and Healthy Recovery proposes the adoption 
of a Net-Zero Finance Plan to finance the decarbonisation of transport, power, industry, 
agriculture and buildings. A net-zero rule, ensuring that finance for businesses must be 
conditional on plans and action to align with net- zero targets. It recommends that this rule to 
be independently verified and monitored. This approach should be endorsed. 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58b40fe1be65940cc4889d33/t/5eec99dff809127782
261619/1592564208100/Green+recovery+plan+final+1.pdf 

Some examples of actions: 

• Moving to a sustainable transport system.  

• Making our buildings more sustainable to build and run. 

• Continuing to grow the renewable power sector including wind, solar (be honest with 
energy demand and technological limitations: do we need nuclear?). 

• Supporting nature & sustainable land use, creating a circular economy. 

• Investing in opportunities for people to enjoy and connect with the environment.   

• Introducing an air departure tax to reduce frequent flying. 

• Funding for local authorities to develop their approach, eg through appointing climate 
change officers. 

• International support for sustainability. 

• Carbon taxation  

• Reassessment of current land use (i.e. end of grouse moors, peatland restoration, 
woodland creation) 

• Food waste reduction 

• Accessible by all: environmental and climate change education (the aim wouldn’t be 
to convince people to change their individual behaviours, as change has to come 
structulay, but people need to understand why structural changes are critically needed, 
so citizens can support change) 

General response 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58b40fe1be65940cc4889d33/t/5eec99dff809127782261619/1592564208100/Green+recovery+plan+final+1.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58b40fe1be65940cc4889d33/t/5eec99dff809127782261619/1592564208100/Green+recovery+plan+final+1.pdf
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The response to COVID19 had shown that swift and radical action can be taken for the 
collective good. The global health / social / economic impact of climate breakdown will be 
massively greater than COVID19 unless similarly swift and radical action is taken. 

And yes, it’s all about money: tackling climate change is expensive, and a big expend in this 
may seem im-popular or irrational right now. But costs will increase the longer we wait for 
tacking emissions and overconsumption. And these costs are minimal considering the 
repercussion of not doing enough and timely, which is climate, ecological and society 
irreversible collapse. Once we reach tipping points we are headed to collapse: temperatures 
will rise, soil will be depleted of nutrients, unstable precipitations, lack of resources for our 
societies, any many escalating effects with a still growing global population. This means 
poorer economies, geopolitical instability, chaos. The big investment sacrifice now seem to 
outweigh the consequences of no acting in time.  

nature.com/articles/s41598-020-66275-4 

https://www.oecd.org/fr/environnement/climate-change-consequences-of-inaction.htm 

https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2016/05/unep-report-cost-of-adapting-to-
climate-change-could-hit-500b-per-year-by-2050/ 

Temperature rise should be kept below 1.5C. https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/ 

Please invest in tackling this timely and proportionally to the danger of the threat. Recruit 
enough experts and scientist advice in all sectors of the government and society for an 
unbiased and evidence based leadership. We have our last opportunity to prevent irreversible 
climate and ecological collapse. 

https://www.oecd.org/fr/environnement/climate-change-consequences-of-inaction.htm
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2016/05/unep-report-cost-of-adapting-to-climate-change-could-hit-500b-per-year-by-2050/
https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/blog/2016/05/unep-report-cost-of-adapting-to-climate-change-could-hit-500b-per-year-by-2050/
https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/

