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Environmental Performance Assessment Scheme (EPAS) Consultation
We asked, you said, we did
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This Annex provides a record of all the consultation responses received. Its purpose is to ensure transparency, support informed decision-making, and offer stakeholders visibility into the feedback that has shaped the development of the proposal.

For clarity and consistency, some response categories have been combined e.g. “Agree” and “Strongly Agree”. Where this is the case, it is described in the first column of the tables.  Percentages have been rounded to whole numbers. 

[bookmark: _Toc212116155]Question 1
How far do you agree or disagree with the three proposed environmental performance ratings of good, below expectations and unacceptable? 

A total of 70 responses were received for this question, 63 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 1: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 1.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Strongly agree or agree 
	37
	53%

	Neither agree nor disagree 
	7
	10%

	Disagree or strongly disagree
	26
	37%

	Total
	70
	





[bookmark: _Toc212116156]Question 2 
Do you have any concerns with what we propose to categorise as ‘major non-compliant’?

A total of 70 responses were received for this question, 36 respondents provided reasons for their views.

Table 2: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 2.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Yes, I have some concern
	32
	46%

	No, I have no concerns
	30
	43%

	I need more information
	8
	11%

	Total
	70
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How important do you think it is to include the length of time taken to resolve compliance issues within the environmental performance assessment? 
A total of 69 responses were received for this question, 66 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 3: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 3.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Very important or quite important
	62
	90%

	Neither important nor unimportant
	5
	7%

	Not important or not very important
	2
	3%

	Total
	69
	


 


[bookmark: _Toc212116158]Question 4 
In your view, how many days should an operator have to resolve an issue categorised as 'Non-compliant' and still retain a 'Good' performance rating? 

A total of 69 responses were received for this question, 58 respondents provided reasons for their views. 
Table 4: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 4.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	No time at all
	10
	14%

	Less than 30 days
	9
	13%

	30 days is about right
	24
	35%

	More than 30 days
	16
	23%

	Don’t know
	10
	14%

	Total
	69
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How many days should an operator have to resolve an issue categorised as 'Non-compliant' before their environmental performance is rated as 'Unacceptable'? 
A total of 65 responses were received for this question, 58 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 5: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 5.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Less than 180 days
	18
	28%

	180 days is about right
	30
	46%

	More than 180 days
	6
	 9%

	Don’t know
	11
	 17%

	Total
	65
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How many days should an operator have to resolve an issue categorised as 'major non-compliant' before their environmental performance is rated as 'Unacceptable'?  
 
A total of 65 responses were received for this question, 59 respondents provided reasons for their views.
 
Table 6: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 6.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Less than 30 days
	17
	26%

	30 days is about right
	25
	38%

	More than 30 days
	12
	 18%

	Don’t know
	11
	 17%

	Total
	65
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 Do you understand what a Category 1 or 2 environmental event is?   

A total of 69 responses were received for this question, 28 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 7: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 7.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Yes, I fully understand  
	46
	67%

	Mostly, but further information would be beneficial  
	20
	 29%

	No, I do not understand 
	3
	4%

	Total
	69
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How far do you agree or disagree that causing a Category 1 or 2 environmental event should always be considered 'Unacceptable' environmental performance?
A total of 69 responses were received for this question, 49 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 8: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 8.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Strongly agree or agree
	35
	51%

	Agree, except for in exceptional circumstances
	24
	35%

	Neither agree nor disagree  
	4
	 6%

	Disagree or strongly disagree 
	6
	 9%

	Total
	69
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How well do you understand how we are proposing to assess environmental performance? 

A total of 67 responses were received for this question, 41 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 9: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 9.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Very well or quite well
	58
	87%

	Not well or not at all
	9
	 13%

	Total
	67
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How far do you agree or disagree that real time relevancy is important to enable everyone to take decisions based on an operators’ environmental performance rating?   

A total of 67 responses were received for this question, 44 respondents provided reasons for their views.
 
Table 10: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 10.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Strongly agree or agree
	52
	78%

	Neither agree or disagree
	9
	13%

	Disagree 
	2
	 3%

	Don’t know 
	4
	 6%

	Total
	67
	





[bookmark: _Toc212116165]Question 11
How far do you agree or disagree that the duration of 90 days is an appropriate timescale for an environmental performance rating to enable real time relevancy?   

A total of 67 responses were received for this question, 37 respondents provided reasons for their views.

Table 11: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 11. 
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Strongly agree or agree 
	33
	49%

	Neither agree nor disagree 
	15
	22%

	Disagree or strongly disagree
	15
	 22%

	Don’t know  
	4
	 6%

	Total
	67
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How fair is a 365-day lookback period for assessing repeat compliance issues?    

A total of 67 responses were received for this question, 40 respondents provided reasons for their views.
 
Table 12: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 12.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Very fair or fair
	52
	78%

	Neither fair nor unfair 
	6
	9%

	Unfair or very unfair
	7
	 10%

	Don't know
	2
	 3%

	Total
	67
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How fair do you think the proposed Environmental Performance Assessment Scheme is?   

A total of 65 responses were received for this question, 40 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 13: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 13.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Very fair or fair
	36
	55%

	Neither fair nor unfair 
	13
	20%

	Unfair or very unfair
	14
	 22%

	Don't know
	2
	 3%

	Total
	65
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How far do you agree or disagree that publishing a priority site list would drive improvements in performance?   
A total of 67 responses were received for this question, 46 respondents provided reasons for their views.
Table 14: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 14.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Strongly agree or agree 
	42
	63%

	Neither agree nor disagree 
	4
	6%

	Disagree or strongly disagree
	16
	 24%

	Don't know
	5
	 6%

	Total
	67
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How long should an operator have to establish a compliance recovery plan before a site rated as 'Unacceptable' is listed as a 'priority site'?    
A total of 66 responses were received for this question, 39 respondents provided reasons for their views.
Table 15: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 15.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	No time at all
	9
	14%

	Less than 90 days
	13
	20%

	90 days is about right
	31
	 47%

	More than 90 days
	4
	 6%

	Don’t know
	9
	14%

	Total
	66
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How far do you agree or disagree our proposed appeals process is fair? 

A total of 67 responses were received for this question, 33 respondents provided reasons for their views.

Table 16: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 16.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Strongly agree or agree 
	40
	60%

	Neither agree nor disagree 
	9
	13%

	Disagree or strongly disagree
	16
	 24%

	Don't know
	2
	 3%

	Total
	67
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What would you like to be able to do on an online platform to interact with us?  Please tick all that apply.    

A total of 63 responses were received for this question, 33 respondents provided reasons for their views.

Table 17: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 17.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Able to receive notifications when performance ratings change
	56
	89%

	Able to view past performance ratings 
	56
	89%

	Able to download current performance ratings
	56
	 89%

	Able to view sites by location
	55
	87%

	Able to download compliance information
	52
	83%

	Able to view sites by sector
	52
	83%

	Able to view sites by operator
	51
	81%

	Able to upload compliance information
	47
	75% 

	Able to view sites by authorisation type
	47
	75%

	Able to submit appeals
	40
	63%


 


[bookmark: _Toc212116172]Question 18
Do you think the overall impact of EPAS for Scotland’s environment will be:   
· Extremely positive 
· Mostly Positive  
· Minimal or neutral impact 
· Don’t know 
· Mostly negative  
· Extremely negative 

A total of 66 responses were received for this question, 40 respondents provided reasons for their views.
 
Table 18: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 18.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Extremely positive or mostly positive
	38
	58%

	Minimal or neutral impact 
	13
	20%

	Mostly negative or extremely negative
	6
	9%

	Don't know
	9
	14%

	Total
	66
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What impact do you think EPAS will have on your business or organisation?    

A total of 54 responses were received for this question, 35 respondents provided reasons for their views. 

Table 19: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 19.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Extremely positive or mostly positive
	20
	37%

	Minimal or neutral impact 
	15
	28%

	Mostly negative or extremely negative  
	13
	 24%

	Don't know
	6
	 11%

	Total
	54
	


 


[bookmark: _Toc212116174]Question 20
How important do you think it is that EPAS should recognise voluntary actions that go beyond compliance? 
 
A total of 66 responses were received for this question. 

Table 20: Responses by number of respondents and percentage for question 20.
	Response
	Number of respondents
	Percentage

	Very important or important
	49
	74%

	Neither important nor unimportant 
	5
	8%

	Unimportant or very unimportant
	3
	 5%

	Not appropriate
	4
	 6%

	Don't Know
	5
	8%

	Total
	66
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What factors should we consider if we were to introduce a performance rating that acknowledges these proactive efforts?     

A total of 51 responses were received for this question.

Overall respondents supported the introduction of a performance rating that recognises voluntary actions beyond compliance. Key themes of comments left by respondents are:
· Most respondents said that actions which go beyond their compliance obligations to enhance or protect the environment should be recognised or incentivised.
· Others said there should be a clear distinction from compliance.
· Some suggested voluntary action could be included in the EPAS ratings via an additional category. 
· Recognising voluntary actions should be fair so proactive efforts to improve environmental performance in some areas do not mask non-compliance in others. 
· Any assessment criteria should be consistent and proportionate.
· Recognising accreditations to other environmental standards should be considered.
· Positive engagement and benefit to local communities could be recognised
· Recognising voluntary actions is an opportunity show case best practice to drive sector-wide improvement.
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Do you have any other important suggestions, opportunities or concerns around EPAS that you would like to highlight?    

A total of 55 responses were received for this question.

Respondents largely support the development of EPAS and its aim to share the environmental performance of those we regulate. The following suggestions, concerns and opportunities for improvement were shared:

· The application of EPAS should be consistent across businesses and sectors.
· SEPA should resource an appropriate level of compliance checks as part of consistent implementation.
· There was concern EPAS could represent an additional resource burden to businesses.
· Requests for the scheme to distinguish between administrative issues and actions that cause actual environmental harm.
· EPAS must account for the operational realities of complex sectors.
· Clear communication and guidance are needed ahead of EPAS implementation.




If you would like this document in an accessible format, such as large print, audio recording or braille, please contact SEPA by emailing equalities@sepa.org.uk.
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