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 consult with a range of community, business, and organisational 
representatives; and 

 prepare and publicise a report summarising consultation responses received 

and whether or not it plans to proceed. The Bill sets out the required content of 
a scheme. 

 
3.5 In terms of timescale: a local authority may not bring a LVL scheme into force until at 

least 18 months after the date on which the local authority decides to introduce a 
scheme (i.e.18 months after the date on which it publicises a report stating that it 
intends to proceed with the proposal to introduce a LVL scheme). Due to the required 

governance stages for the Bill, the Scottish Government has indicated that the earliest 
a levy could be applied is in 2026. 

 
3.6 The levy, net of any administration costs, must be used by a local authority for the 



5.2  Financial – none directly arising from this report that said the levy could raise a 
substantial annual income for the council that will require to be appropriately managed 
and delivered. 

 
5.3 Legal – all appropriate legal implications will be taken into consideration. 

 
5.4 HR – none. 

 

5.5 Fairer Scotland Duty - the Fairer Scotland Duty, Part 1 of the Equality Act 2010, came 
into force in April 2018. The duty places a legal responsibility on particular public 

bodies in Scotland, such as Argyll and Bute Council, to pay due regard to (actively 
consider) how they can reduce inequalities of outcome, caused by socio-economic 
disadvantage, when making strategic decisions and how this has been implemented.  

 
5.5.1 Equalities - all interventions will comply with all Equal Opportunities/Fairer Scotland 

Duty policies and obligations. 
 
5.5.2
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APPENDIX 1: PROPOSED OFFICER RESPONSE TO THE VISITOR LEVY (SCOTLAND) 
BILL 
 

The proposed Argyll and Bute Council officer response to the consultation questions are as 
follows: 

 



Q3) Do you agree with the Bill’s definitions of a “chargeable transaction” and of 
“overnight accommodation”? If not, what definitions do you think would be better?  

 

Yes, as a ‘chargeable transaction’ is defined as a purchase of the right to reside in or at 
overnight accommodation for a period of one of more nights. However, further thought 

needs to be given to 'types of accommodation' as it currently excludes motorhomes when 
not staying in paid sites as well as cruise visitors who berth and/or discharge passengers in 
Argyll and Bute ports. 

 
Q4) What are your views on the Bill’s proposal to allow councils to set the levy as a 

percentage of the chargeable transaction? Are there any other arrangements that you 
think might be better? If so, please give examples and a short description of the 
reasons why. 

 
The council considers that the Bill should be amended to offer the choice to council’s to 

either introduce the levy as a percentage of the cost of accommodation, or by a fixed cost 
levy, possibly banded, to reflect the variation in accommodation types and cost of rooms. 
 

It should be noted that the auditing of a percentage levy could be problematic as there are 
many different rates hotels charge, e.g. some rates include dinner that would need to be 

excluded, thus the levy payment could be more open to fraudulent activity.  
 
Q5) What are your views on the absence of an upper limit to the percentage rate 

(which would be for councils to decide) and that it could be different for different 
purposes or different areas within the local authority area, but not for different types 

of accommodation?  
 

The rate applied, with no upper limit, should reflect the ability and appetite for visitors to pay 

the levy and not be counterproductive to the sector by deterring visitors. The council will set 
a rate after extensive consultation with key stakeholders. 

 
Q6) The Bill would allow councils to apply local exemptions and rebates to some 
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costs should hopefully not be significant. 
 
Overall, whilst there is high level information as the likely type of costs which may be 

attributable to local authorities, there are a number of factors which require to be 
ascertained before a holistic view can be taken as to the direct financial implications, both 

for businesses but also for local authorities. The costs identified have a large variation and 
in general is difficult to measure against in terms of individual implications for each authority. 


