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4. Revenue Scotland seeks to operate to Adam Smith’s principle of certainty for the
taxpayer about their tax liability. Compared to the current guidance, how easy will it
be to be sure of the tax due on each load of soil disposed of to landfill under:

(a) Option 1 (Current guidance plus WM2)

Potentially problematic referencing as the general understanding of WM2 (WM3) is
limited already, however would be simpler than the current status Swhich is a rather
wooly definition of contaminated), particularly if ‘qualifying’ materials in general were
attributed to the relevant EWC/LoW codes

(b) Option 2 (Current guidance plus WM2 plus Inert WAC)

Slightly contradicts current understanding that materials which are inactive for tax
reasons aren’t necessarily inert and vice versa.

5. Compared to the current guidance, how would the volume and type of material
being disposed of to landfill change under:

(a) Option 1 (Current guidance + WM2)

Little change

(b) Option 2 (Current guidance + WM2 + Inert WAC)

Would potentially bring more waste soils into the Standard Rate bracket, but reduce
disposal overall as waste producers would seek alternatives to landfill



6. How would each option impact on you administratively and in terms of your day to
day operations? Do you see any advantages or disadvantages from either of the
options? If so, please explain these.

(a) Option 1 (Current guidance plus WM2)

Unlikely to have any significant impact on our activities, however the less technically
able of our clients and contacts may come to us more frequently for advice

(b) Option 2 (Current guidance + WM2 + Inert WAC)

Likely to generate an increased number of opportunities for consultants in terms of
sustainable soil remediation, but will also encourage the use of soil treatment centres —
both as an alternative to landfill

7. Do you have any other comments you would like to make about our guidance on this
particular area?

Yes |E No |:|

If you ticked ‘yes’, please provide your comments or suggestions:

Please reference EWC/LoW codes in the guidance, as this is the terminology the
industry understands — current guidance and list of qualifying materials is too open to
(miss)interpretation






