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15 July 2026 

Dear Chancellor, 

I am writing following the Government’s response to the eVED consultation to urge you to pause and re-think 
this policy before it is taken any further. 

In its current form, eVED does not work for drivers – those who are ultimately being asked to pay this new tax. 
It is being introduced at the wrong time: at a critical point in the switch to electric, where real challenges such 
as access to affordable charging for nearly 40% of households have still not been dealt with and are presenting 
a considerable barrier to EV demand. This new charge risks making EV ownership feel even more expensive, 
complicated and uncertain to those who are already struggling or are sceptical about making the switch. 
Drivers are not being required to buy electric cars; they must have the confidence to choose them. Pressing 
ahead with an untested and burdensome tax risks weakening that confidence just as the Government needs 
consumer demand to grow. 

EVA England submitted evidence from more than 2,400 drivers to the consultation. Their concerns were clear: 
70% were worried about paying upfront on the basis of estimated mileage with no proper refund regime being 
proposed, while 77% did not want third parties such as leasing companies paying on their behalf because of 
the risk of extra costs and administration. More than half said the proposed policy affected whether they would 
recommend an EV.  

The response does not give us confidence that these fundamental concerns have been heard. Removing 
additional mileage checks for vehicles under three years old is welcome, but it does not resolve the central 
problems: drivers could still be required to pay based on a guess, be left out of pocket when circumstances 
change, and navigate a system whose refund and reconciliation arrangements remain unclear. 

Some elements of the design of the scheme may have been adjusted, but the policy remains too complex for 
drivers, who will ultimately pay for and bear the burden of this scheme. It is unfair to those with the least 
financial flexibility and is damagingly timed. Government should pause and re-think the scheme, delaying it 
until the real challenges to uptake have been tackled, and so that it is simple, proportionate and demonstrably 
workable for drivers before it proceeds. 

Yours sincerely, 

Vicky Edmonds 

 

 

Chief Executive Officer, EVA England 


