Portsmouth Water (7019)

Sussex Coast Sub-Regional Strategy EiP

8Aii.4 Have the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport implications of the growth proposals been adequately considered (and is there a case for a more co-ordinated sub-regional approach to infrastructure) (Policies SCT6, SCT9, para 11.1)?
· Portsmouth Water supports policies NRM1 and NRM2 of the Draft South East Plan. Joint work between the water companies in the South East with the Environment Agency resulted in the twin-track approach to managing future water supplies which was presented in the Plan.
· Portsmouth Water believes that the Regional Spatial Strategy should protect the identified reservoir sites until the Water Companies have produced their Statements of Need and the planning process is complete. The Draft South East Plan prevents possible reservoir sites from being considered for housing development at this stage.

· Portsmouth Water has not 'agreed' with any of the further work, carried out by the Environment Agency, which has been subsequently submitted to the Examination in Public. We do not believe that the water efficiency assumptions contained in this further work are realistic or achievable. They are not properly justified and undermine the need to study all of the available water resource options.

· Water Companies are investigating the likely savings from a range of demand management measures and these are published in our Water Efficiency Reports and through other organisations such as 'Waterwise'. These measures are one side of the 'twin-track approach' and will be reflected in the Statutory Water Resources Plans which are due to be produced in 2009.
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8Aii.5 Are the proposals in the Implementation Plan5 (including for social and green infrastructure) clear, justified and well related to the spatial strategy? What are the priorities?
· The Implementation Plan has recently been updated and Portsmouth Water is now unable to support it.

· The original plan required the Government to revise building regulations, the Environment Agency to provide robust advice to Local Authorities and the Water Companies to produce Water Resources Plans. These plans were to be based on growth levels identified in the SEP and were to demonstrate the need and location of any water resources schemes.

· The revised plan (Annex 1 October 2006) now includes several proposals made by the Environment Agency to the Government's 'Water Saving Group'
· Compulsory Water Metering

· A Water Efficiency Commitment

· A Water Savings Trust

Portsmouth Water do not accept that these proposals are cost-effective. The Statutory Water Resources Plans to be prepared by the Companies in 2009 should be used to set out the options for the supply/demand balance and these will enable the public to evaluate the alternatives during public consultation.

· Ofwat have now published the results of their consultation on their new sustainability duty. It would appear that they have accepted that they need to do more long-term planning and that the 2009 Periodic Review will take account of this expectation.

· Ofwat funded a number of investigations into the need for new water resource schemes in the 2004 Periodic Review. Portsmouth Water assumes that these schemes will continue to be funded provided that the need and the economic case for the projects is demonstrated.
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South Hampshire Sub-Regional Strategy EiP

8Biii.1 Have the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and transport implications of the growth proposals been adequately considered (Policies SH10 and SH14)?
· Portsmouth Water supports policies NRM1 and NRM2 of the Draft South East Plan. Joint work between the water companies in the South East with the Environment Agency resulted in the twin-track approach to managing future water supplies which was presented in the Plan.

· Portsmouth Water believes that the Regional Spatial Strategy should protect the identified reservoir sites until the Water Companies have produced their Statements of Need and the planning process is complete. The Draft South East Plan prevents possible reservoir sites from being considered for housing development at this stage.

· Portsmouth Water has not 'agreed' with any of the further work, carried out by the Environment Agency, which has been subsequently submitted to the Examination in Public. We do not believe that the water efficiency assumptions contained in this further work are realistic or achievable. They are not properly justified and undermine the need to study all of the available water resource options.

· Water Companies are investigating the likely savings from a range of demand management measures and these are published in our Water Efficiency Reports and through other organisations such as 'Waterwise'. These measures are one side of the 'twin-track approach' and will be reflected in the Statutory Water Resources Plans which are due to be produced in 2009.

· Uncertainty over the outcome of the Habitats Directive Review of Consents with regard to the River Itchen Special Area of Conservation and the effectiveness of the Environment Agency's River Itchen Support Boreholes on the River Itchen, means that alternative winter storage may be required to maintain river flows for water supply abstraction. Major reductions which we believe have been concluded by the Environment Agency (although not yet published) would have serious impacts for both Portsmouth Water and Southern Water Services in meeting the development expectations in this Sub-Region.

Portsmouth Water has asked the Environment Agency to consider another possible reservoir site at Colden Common. This site was originally proposed in the 1960s and still appears to be capable of development. 
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8Biii.2 Are the proposals in the Implementation Plan7 (including for social and green infrastructure) clear, justified and well related to the spatial strategy? What are the priorities?
· The Implementation Plan has recently been updated and Portsmouth Water is now unable to support it.

· The original plan required the Government to revise building regulations, the Environment Agency to provide robust advice to Local Authorities and the Water Companies to produce Water Resources Plans. These plans were to be based on growth levels identified in the SEP and were to demonstrate the need and location of any water resources schemes.

· The revised plan (Annex 1 October 2006) now includes several proposals made by the Environment Agency to the Government's 'Water Saving Group'

· Compulsory Water Metering

· A Water Efficiency Commitment

· A Water Savings Trust

Portsmouth Water do not accept that these proposals are cost-effective. The Statutory Water Resources Plans to be prepared by the Companies in 2009 should be used to set out the options for the supply/demand balance and these will enable the public to evaluate the alternatives during public consultation.

· Ofwat have now published the results of their consultation on their new sustainability duty. It would appear that they have accepted that they need to do more long-term planning and that the 2009 Periodic Review will take account of this expectation.

· Ofwat funded a number of investigations into the need for new water resource schemes in the 2004 Periodic Review. Portsmouth Water assumes that these schemes will continue to be funded provided that the need and the economic case for the projects is demonstrated.
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