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PRESS INFORMATION 03/6635/2

scotland’S plastic bag BUSINESSEs 

 REACT ANGRILY AT PLANS FOR A BAG TAX BASED ON “JUNK SCIENCE” 

APPLIED AT THE SAME RATE, SCOTS WILL PAY £5 FOR A CIGARETTE

 AND £12 FOR A NEWSPAPER!

Fourteen Scottish businesses are fighting a proposal by Mike Pringle MSP for a plastic bag tax in Scotland. They are angry at the “junk science” which is being used to support claims that a bag tax would help the environment.

A meeting held at Glasgow Airport attracted business leaders from Glasgow, Edinburgh, Aberdeen, Inverness and many other parts of the country. They heard evidence that a tax on retail plastic bags at the proposed rate of 2000% would create greater environmental impacts, deprive consumers of their most popular re-useable household container, lead to an increase in retail theft and pose a longer term threat to public health by depriving consumers of bin liners and dog fouling bags. 

And claims that a similar bag tax introduced in the Republic of Ireland had been successful were systematically demolished in a presentation from Peter Woodall representing the CBC which has already succeeded in convincing politicians at Westminster that such a scheme could not be justified.

“The people of Scotland should know that this idea constitutes nothing more than a cynical stealth tax designed to secure the votes of those who genuinely care about the environment but know little about life cycle environmental impacts,” Woodall told the audience. “It was attempted across the UK in 2002 and it failed because of the primacy of science. Now the pockets of the people of Scotland are being targeted in the good name of the environment. A bag tax would effectively remove the highly convenient, secure and hygienic method of carrying groceries home and disposing of kitchen waste whilst leaving everyone to purchase replacement bin liners.”

More..
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The meeting heard how neither science nor common sense supported calls for a bag tax. Key points are:

1.
LITTER: It is claimed that plastic carrier bags are a large part of litter. The actual element of litter that is retail bags is estimated to be less than 0.3%. Taxing plastic bags to reduce litter would clearly therefore have no effect. 

Litter of all types is caused by anti-social behaviour and includes empty drink cans, bottles, cigarette cartons, crisp bags and chewing gum.

2.
LANDFILL: It is claimed that plastic retail bags are a large part of landfill. Analysis shows however that plastic of all kinds comprises less than 7% of all landfill and that plastic bags including all bin bags and refuse sacks (used for the safe and hygienic containment of putrescible waste) comprises up to 2% of landfill by volume. Therefore, reducing plastic retail bags via taxation would have no effect on landfill.

3.
REDUCE / RE-USE/ RECYCLE
REDUCE: According to this hierarchy of good environmental practice. Plastic carrier bags are the best environmental choice we can make. They dramatically reduce the amount of energy, resources and pollution needed in production, storage and transportation compared with so-called environmentally friendly alternatives such as paper according to research (Winnipeg University et al). An equivalent paper bag is also ten times the volume and six times the weight of its plastic counterpart leading to the risk of ten times the number of lorries, using ten times the fuel, creating ten times the carcinogenic emissions than would have occurred before a plastic bag tax.

More…
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4.
RE-USE. On the issue of re-use, no other so-called disposable product has such a high re-use level. DEFRA research shows that 80% of all households re-use their plastic shopping bags at least once. This represents an over-achievement by 60% of the targets set to be achieved by 2015 under EU targets.  The most popular re-use applications include bin bags and dog dropping bags so, not surprisingly, after a tax was introduced in Eire, the sale of bin bags and refuse sacks soared by between 250%-500%. These bags are often of heavier gauge and weight than carrier bags thus there is increasing statistical evidence that the overall use of plastic bags in Eire since the bag tax has not changed.  In recent years, legislation has been introduced to make it compulsory to clean up after dog fouling. The Dog Fouling Scotland Act became law on 21 October 2003. This critical public health legislation was necessary because dog excreta contains high concentrations of  faecal coliform bacteria, parasitic worms including Toxocara canis, Echinococcus granulosis, and many hookworm infestations. It is estimated that in Scotland the dog owning population, an estimated 19% of households, re-use 700 million plastic carrier bags in order to comply with this dog fouling legislation and therefore to protect children using playing fields and other public areas from serious health risk. 

5.
RECYCLING. Because of their high levels of secondary use in the home as a hygienic waste bag, it would not be in the interests of public health and safety to promote the recycling of such bags. The plastic films industry has, however, encouraged the retail sector to install bag bins for clean unwanted bags for recycling where practicable. The plastics industry has a good record in recycling – currently 300,000 tonnes of plastic packaging is collected and recycled by the industry every year. This is more than twice the weight of plastic carrier bags we use. This recycling activity for the UK is based in Scotland. 

6.
POLLUTION, GREEHOUSE GASES, TOXIC EMISSIONS. It is repeatedly claimed that plastics are a pollutant and a contributor to greenhouse gases and toxic emissions. This is not true. Plastic bags are manufactured under strictly controlled EU regulation and represent no danger in manufacture, use or disposal. Polyethylene is chemically inert and helps to stabilise landfill for ultimate land reclamation. Unlike materials such as degradable bags, paper etc, plastic will not degrade to produce ozone damaging emissions. The EU Landfill Directive actually requires major reductions in degradables going to landfill. A plastic bag tax would have the reverse effect. (A recent Government study showed that 14% of all dioxins, deadly carcinogenic gases, are produced by bonfires primarily on 5 November. This should be a far greater environmental priority than taxing plastic carriers).                                              More…

03/6635…continued…

7.
TAXATION PRINCIPLES. A plastic carrier bag is already taxed two or three times in its life.  It is taxed as packaging under the EU Packaging and Packaging Waste Directive. It is also taxed when it enters landfill. And, if imported as most supermarket carriers are, it is subject to 6.5% import tax. On top of this, the proposed Scottish Plastic Bag Tax would be levied at the rate of 2000% (based on the cost price of a single carrier which is 0.005p). By this yardstick the far greater elements of litter (soft drink and alcohol cans and bottles, cigarette packets etc) if treated equitably would also be taxed at 2000% bringing the estimate cost of a can or bottle of Coke to £11; a bag of crisps to £9; a carton of milk to £8; a daily broadsheet newspaper to £12 and a single cigarette to £5.

8.
COSTS, INCOME GENERATION AND THEFT. According to the Irish grocery association RGDATA, even the smallest retailer in Eire has suffered the cost of stolen wire baskets and trolleys – each outlet losing 5,600 Euros pa in this way since a bag tax was introduced. Other reports suggest increases in theft from the shelves (made easier by customers bringing their own bags into the shop) and from “walk-throughs” – the act of simply walking out of the shop with a trolley full of un-bagged goods. Published figures suggest a conservative estimate of the cost from theft of this kind of 10 million Euros each year to the retail trade. Yet estimates of the income generated for good environmental use is around the same figure. These estimates take no account of administrative, reporting and policing costs suffered by retailers, the local authorities and Government – for which no statistics have been released.

The highly-charged meeting in Glasgow was told that Mike Pringle MSP had issued a consultation document with a deadline for response of 14 May. This document did not, however, ask for views on whether the principle of applying a tax could be supported in science – only seeking views on how such a tax might be implemented.

Neil Young, Managing Director of Glasgow-based Simpac said” Not only is the whole proposal fundamentally flawed, the idea that this is proper consultation is nonsense. Mike Pringle repeats popular myth and misinformation with no verifiable facts, no verifiable statistics and speculative and inaccurate conclusions. The people of Scotland should reject this 2000% cynical tax just as those represented by Westminster did last year.”

More…
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Ron Keenon of Travelstock Packaging in Aberdeen said, “This constitutes no more than yet another stealth tax. It is unjustified, obscene and even goes as far as contradicting Government figures on re-use.  We need to ask ourselves how often we see people littering soft drink bottles, empty cigarette packets, crisp bags and fast food cartons. Then ask the same about supermarket carrier bags. Look at the time and the expense our politicians, particularly here in Aberdeen City Council, are wasting on this junk science.”

Jim Pringle of Mackinnon and Hay in Penicuik said, “It is proposed that local government collect this tax, meaning further unnecessary bureaucracy for hard-pressed retailers. It will also mean bag inspectors, collectors and auditors being employed by our councils to police a tax which cannot be justified. It is just aimed at winning votes. There are just days left to make our voices heard and save jobs and the credibility of Scotland’s genuine environmentalists.”

Jim Pugh, Chief Executive of the Packaging and Industrial Films Association said, “We are all concerned about improving the quality of the environment and the health of every man, woman and child. In a world of finite resources, we are also concerned to maximise the sustainability of all our actions. It would be irresponsible of us to allow false perceptions and ill-informed actions to pass unchallenged.”

Suggestions that Mike Pringle SMP is following official Liberal Democrat policy were quashed at the meeting when Mr Woodall read a letter received from Susan Doughty MP which said,  “I … can assure you that the Parliamentary party of the Liberal Democrats is not in favour of the carrier bag tax. For a while we thought it to be an attractive policy but learning from experience in Ireland we have moved forward to understand the downside of what seemed to be a good idea.”

The Scottish Retail Consortium have also recently denounced the idea of a bag tax.

More…
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Most carrier bags are re-used as bin liners.

Photo available with a higher resolution from client-services@pr-principles.co.uk
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For further information please visit www.carrierbagtax.com where there is the opportunity to download leaflets and take part in a national survey.

For further media information please contact:

Peter Woodall, PR Principles Ltd, Tel: 0115 958 0403 Fax: 0115 948 3098
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