
SUBMISSION FROM EDINBURGH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
 
Preliminary 
Edinburgh Chamber of Commerce (ECC) is Scotland’s largest Chamber of Commerce, and the 
biggest business representative organisation in the capital with over two thousand member 
companies. 
 
In 2009 it was voted Best UK Chamber of Commerce, and has added to that title with the 2010 
awards for Meeting the Skills Agenda, and Excellence in International Trade. 
 
The Chamber has an active Renewable Energy Policy Group including many of the key players in 
Scotland’s green energy future.  ECC hosted the Scottish Government’s highly successful Low 
Carbon Initiative Conference at the Edinburgh International Conference Centre this year, at the First 
Minister’s request. 
 
General 
The Chamber welcomes the Scottish Government’s commitment to a Low Carbon Strategy and in 
particular to the development of renewable energy as a key industry for Scotland’s home and 
international benefit.  It appreciates the high level of cross-party support for the government’s 
initiatives, and is keenly aware of and promoting the need for private sector partnership in delivery of 
public policy targets. 
 
Responses  
Responses are given to the questions in order as outlined by the Committee. 
 
Are there any proposals or policies that are not included which should be? 
ECC would like to see clearer policies on: 
 

 The importance of forestry and soils in the carbon capture cycle.  Whilst standing timber 
volumes are gradually increasing, this is a key area for encouragement.  This is of particular 
relevance of biomass cuts in as a major source of renewable heat energy supply, which we 
believe is inevitable. 
 

 How NRIF will facilitate funding ports improvements.  This is a critical factor to enabling 
Scottish capture of the largest proportion possible from income in the coming offshore energy 
installations, initially wind, but subsequently wave and tidal power.  Failure to act swiftly will 
lose significant market share to operators based outwith Scotland.  We are aware that this 
policy is in development, but urge expedition of a solution. 
 

 We would like to see a better understanding of the crucial role that the Crown Estates plays in 
providing an arms’ length management of the seabed licensing.  It’s position being governed 
by independent commissioners and its track record in stewardship and good management 
suggest that a positive understanding of the Crown Estates role is crucial to sound future 
management of offshore, and in some cases, onshore renewables generation. 
 

 ECC is not convinced that our present plans for grid expansion are adequate, and is also 
concerned that the planning process may not react quickly enough to the needs for grid 
expansion.  
 

 The reduction for demand requires a much more rigorous policy of managing the existing 
building stock.  With radical reductions in construction rates new build to higher building 
standards can only very slowly reduce heat loss in the existing built environment, therefore a 
much more detailed programme is needed for retrofit of energy reduction measures in the 
existing building stock.  Whilst measures such as smart metering and insulation programmes 
are welcome, we feel more emphasis needs placing here at this time. 
 

 Clearly current emphasis is on electricity generation, and within that offshore wind.  This is a 
natural response to the demand for quick results, as these aspects of change are achievable 
within the foreseeable short term.  ECC feels that the commitments in terms of renewable 
heat, (accepting that information on the Renewable Heat Initiative awaits Westminster 



definition) and vehicle propulsion systems need greater acceleration within the programme.  
These remain our greatest challenges in the low carbon economy and therefore greater 
attention as a policy and investment (especially in research and development) are a present 
need.  The case for High Speed Rail and its carbon implications is massively understated and 
given no clear commitments that would lead to construction. 
 

 Greater emphasis on the skills agenda would strengthen the proposals. 
 
Does the draft report include proposals or policies that you would like to see removed or 
changed? 
In so far as some of the aspects above are asking for amplifications of emphasis these constitute 
changes to some existing proposals. 
 
In general there is much detail which still needs to be worked up. 
 
What are the barriers to delivery of the plans and proposals in the report and does the report 
give enough clarity as to how these will be overcome? 
 
Delays in planning. 
If targets are to be met by deadline dates, then Beauly-Denny was an object lesson in the need to 
expedite the planning process.  We believe the report is unduly optimistic in understating this issue. 
 
Infrastructure investment. 
It remains to be seen to what extent the Scotland Bill will alleviate the situation, but we do not see at 
the present time certainty in the delivery of necessary grid improvements (bearing in mind that 
exportability of electricity generated also requires grid expansion in England, and the extreme 
demands of undersea cabling cross Channel/North Sea.   
 
There are many worthy targets in the report of which the delivery mechanisms are not fully explained 
(probably because they are not currently known) e.g. provision of a network of charging stations for 
electric vehicles. 
 
Project investment. 
Given the Round 3 Forth Array alone may requires investment levels as nigh as £19bn adequate 
levels of investment finance are not a given in the present challenging climate.  ECC welcomes the 
Scottish Government’s existing support for promoting inward investment, but recognises this is a 
steep hill to climb. 
 
Geomorphic Challenges. 
Particularly with reference to seabed installations.  Difficulties will really only become apparent as 
installations progress.  ECC welcome initiatives to update hydrographic surveys, but is conscious that 
the seabed is a very challenging and constantly changing working environment. 
 
Skills shortages. 
At both the level of skilled tradespeople (electricians, plumbers, fitters, welders etc) and of qualified 
engineers we have concerns that there are insufficient numbers of Scottish workers currently 
available, and that those coming out of training and education are below the numbers required. 
 
Does the RPP instil confidence that Scotland can hit its ambitious emissions reduction 
targets? 
We believe the targets are in theory achievable. The proof of the pudding will be in the eating, as they 
say.  We would suggest that attention to the above points increases the likelihood of success. 
 
What are your views on the costings elements of the draft report? 
The majority of figures in the report are to do with energy expenditure and emissions targets.  One 
area for improvement in the report would be to give more detail of monetary costings, and clear 
indications of what is funded and what remains to be funded. 
 
Within the timescale given and its resources ECC is not in a position to comment on actual figures 
given, although they seem broadly in line with expectations.  As with all major infrastructure projects 



caution is urged in the viewing of forecasts as reality.  Contingency costs need to be proportionate to 
risk. 


