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Q1
 Have the water supply and waste water treatment, flood risk, and
          transport implications of the growth proposals been adequately
          considered (policy LF5)?

1
SEEDA recognises that in many parts of the South East region as a whole there are concerns about water supply and waste water treatment. In this respect the Regional Economic Strategy (RES) highlights the importance of quality of life as a competitive advantage and that to undermine it is to damage a key source of the regional success and this relates to our response to regional matter 1C. The challenge is to achieve sustainable prosperity within environmental limits. For example the RES has a target to reduce per capita water consumption by 20% from 169 litres per day in 2003-4 to 135 lpd by 206, and achieve a 30% increase over the 003 baseline in GVA generated by tonne of materials entering the waste stream by 2016.

2
New development offers opportunities to achieve significant savings in water use and improvements in water efficiency including grey water systems. All developments which SEEDA is directly involved in or associated with will incorporate water saving and water efficient technology including trials of new technologies. This needs to be adopted regionally and identified in relevant local development frameworks as well as the indentification of robust targets to ensure that behaviour change is developed. These can be used alongside delivery of new infrastructure to support development necessary to achieve economic growth.

3
In terms of transport SEEDA supports the proposals in the Implementation Plan.

Q2 
Are the proposals in the Implementation Plan (including for social
          and green infrastructure) clear, justified and well related to the spatial
          strategy? What are the priorities?

4
As stated above, SEEDA supports the Implementation Plan proposals. In terms of the RES, the priorities within it are as follows:

· Investing in transport to support the key Brighton – Gatwick – Croydon economic corridor:  This corridor runs through Redhill, and connects the London Fringe to the capital, Gatwick Airport, and the South Coast. A range of road improvements, station improvements and public transport improvements in the Implementation Plan will contribute to this objective.

· Investing in cross London Rail connections (Thameslink): The Thameslink 2000 project will support the South East plan through rail and road improvements to bring higher capacity and more frequent services to a wider range of destinations in London and the South East from Surrey.

· Investing in integrated regional hubs: Whilst the RES specifically mentions Heathrow as a hub of international significance (which many of the Implementation Plan proposals support), the improved public transport provision for Guildford, Woking and Redhill support the RES’s Growth Points plan.
· Education-led regeneration: This concept is one of the eight transformational actions in the RES. The Implementation allocates £154.6m of additional provision of education in the region, at primary, secondary and further levels. This should help the skill level of the region to keep pace with those demanded by the major investors.
Q3
 Would it be appropriate to include a requirement for a tariff-based
          approach to be applied to all new development in the sub-region 
          (Policy LF5)?

5
SEEDA recognise that there is a variety of delivery tools available to planning authorities to deliver and provide infrastructure in order to support and facilitate growth and development in the region. It is felt that the tariff is too new a concept for SEEDA to be in a position to recommend or otherwise. Also, more investigation may well be needed as to whether the tariff is an effective approach for the smaller development sites that are likely to come forward in the London Fringe sub-region – those areas currently adopting a tariff-based approach, such as Milton Keynes are using it for the larger potential development areas.
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