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SUBMISSION FROM AILSA YOUNG 
I am astonished to find that the question of charging for carrier bags is being 
brought before Parliament, now for the third time in as many years. 
Firstly The Environmental Levy on Plastic bags ( Scotland) Bill was rejected 
after 2 years and much of my money being spent on it, resulting in thankfully 
the Committee investigating it rejecting it as it would have produced more 
waste had it proceeded. 
Secondly the proposer again reintroduced his Bill last year only to have a flea 
put in his ear by Parliamentary colleagues who denounced him as being 
“arrogant” as he attempted again to introduce the same Bill which had been 
rejected. 
Now, for the third time it rears its head, not in quite the same fomat, but under 
section 59 of the subject proposed Bill. 
The lead Committee in this Bill is the Transport, Infrastructure and Climate 
Change (TICC) committee who are charged with examining and reporting 
upon it. 
Transport — This section 59 will produce the equivalent in Scotland of a 
minimum of 560,000 EXTRA pallet journeys annually thundering around the 
country. How many extra lorries will be used for this? 
Infrastructure— Implementation of Section 59 will produce more damage to 
roads, more urban and countryside congestion, more carcinogenic exhaust 
fumes, waste thousands of extra tonnes of fuel, produce more road kill and 
stress as a direct result. 
Climate Change — Increase in heat generated by extra transport, increase in 
carbon dioxide from landfill from the extra waste generated from bulkier and 
heavier alternative products, increase in methane emissions from landfill when 
the products eventually degrade. 
What part of “this measure in this Bill will produce and has been proven to 
produce more waste, more carbon dioxide emissions and more methane 
emissions” don’t you understand? All of these consequences will inevitably 
lead to increasing Climate Change and accordingly this section 59 should be 
removed from this Bill without any further waste of taxpayers money being 
spent on what has already been rejected by Parliament. 
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