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Overview  

The draft Drought Plan was submitted to Defra at the end of March 2021, and following 

permission, the draft plan was published on 9th June 2021 for public consultation. The 

consultation period ran for a period of 5 weeks, ending on 14th July 2021.  

 

The main technical plan was made available on our website: Drought plan 

(wessexwater.co.uk), with material redacted for the purposes of national security available 

on request.  

 

1.1    Formal consultation responses  

Overall, we received 7 representations from the following organisations: 

 

• Environment Agency 

• Natural England 

• Consumer Council for Water (CCW) 

• Canal and River Trust 

• Bristol Water 

• New Forest National Park Authority 

• Historic England 

 

1.2    Structure of this document 

In this document we have responded to all representations received. For each consultation 

response, representations are presented in boxed sections and responses made to the 

queries and comments raised are indicated by a specific response reference. Where 

changes will be made to our Drought Plan as a result of the representations, these are 

either: 

• Set out in this document in blue normal font alongside the referenced response, or; 

• Where these changes are more considerable or in multiple pages, the section reference 

of where the text has been edited to reflect the comment that has been made.  

 

The final section of this document – Other Plan Changes - provides details of other updates 

and changes to the plan that will be made for final plan publication, to reflect for example 

new reports, or events that have occurred since draft publication – e.g. alignment with the 

Water Resources Management Plan process.  

 

A revised technical report has not been published alongside this statement of response and 

will be produced for final plan publication. 

 

 

 

https://www.wessexwater.co.uk/environment/water-resources/drought-plan
https://www.wessexwater.co.uk/environment/water-resources/drought-plan
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Environment Agency 

2.1    Summary 

 
 

Response 1 

We welcome the Environment Agency’s constructive responses to Wessex Water’s draft 

plan. Specific points raised in this representation summary have been addressed in more 

detail in the following sections and responses, in response to the Recommendations, 

Improvements and Evidence Report. 
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2.2    Compliance with relevant legislation 

 
 

Response 2 

 

A revised environmental monitoring and mitigation plan has been developed, incorporating 

input from the Environment Agency during meetings held in summer 2021. Please see 

Response 6 and additional responses in the Evidence Report for further details.    

 

Response 3 

An earlier version of the Environment Agency’s representation included a direction failure for 

direction (i), which following discussion with the agency has now been removed from the 

representation. 

 

 

2.3    Recommendations 

Response 4 

 
 

Table 1 shows a work programme for updating the environmental assessment reports for 

drought permit application readiness. Alongside the publication of this Statement of 

Response, and reflecting meetings with the Environment Agency during the summer of 

2021, we have shared with the EA an updated monitoring and mitigation plan.  
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The extent of work required to update the EARs depends on ongoing discussions 

concerning the overall viability of some of the more extreme drought options (notably those 

in the River Tone, Yeo and Piddle catchments; see Response 9). We will continue liaison 

with the Environment Agency and Natural England over the Autumn 2021 to refine these 

options, which based on drought plan testing, are more extreme options only triggered in 

more extreme droughts. We will update the final drought plan accordingly. Relevant updates 

to the associated environmental assessment reports will be updated in 2022. 

 

For final plan publication, and as requested by the EA, we will make the necessary updates 

to the EARs in support of the drought permit options we are most likely to apply for, which 

are those drought permit options in the River Stour catchment and the Tadnoll brook.  

 

Table 1 Work programme for updating Drought Permit Options and Environmental 

Assessment Reports  

Date Action 

September-2021 
Updated Monitoring and Mitigation plan for comment from EA ahead 

of final drought plan publication. 

Autumn-2021 
Liaise with EA and Natural England on viability of drought permit 

options in River Tone, Yeo and Piddle catchments. 

Early-2022 Refine drought permit option ordering and sub-options for final plan  

Early-2022 

Update EARs, for most likely drought permit options to be included in 

the final published plan (river Stour and Tadnoll brook drought permit 

options) alongside updated HRA and SEA assessment. 

Autumn/Winter-2022 
Update EARs for all drought permit options retained in the drought 

plan. 

 

 

Response 5 

 
 

Further responses to individual points made regarding the environmental assessments and 

associated monitoring and mitigation can be found in the Evidence Report section of this 

report.  

 



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 7 

 

Response 6 

 
 

An updated monitoring and mitigation plan has been resubmitted to the EA alongside this 

Statement of Response. The updates address the specific comments provided by the EA in 

the Evidence Report, to enable potential environmental impacts to be adequately identified 

and assessed.  

 

Wessex Water liaises with the Environment Agency regularly to agree responsibilities for 

monitoring. This is discussed in more detail in Response 16. 

 

Response 7 

 

 
 

Please see the relevant responses in Section 1.5 Evidence Report. 

 

Response 8 

 
 

The issues raised were discussed with the Environment Agency following consultation to 

understand the specific issues raised, and with relevant companies. The relevant responses 

and modifications to the plan can be found in: 

 

Bristol Water – Response 28 
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Veolia Water -  Response 29 

 

South West Water - Response 30 

 

 

2.4    Improvements 

 

Response 9 

 
 

In development of the draft drought plan, we developed drought permit options concurrently 

with the development of our drought triggers and testing. For these options where we have 

not indicated an ordering of implementation of the sub-options (River Tone and Yeo drought 

permit options and Briantspuddle drought options) this is because in drought testing these 

drought permit options were not triggered in the extreme drought events that we tested our 

drought plan against (e.g. the 1 in 500 drought event). This indicates that these options are 

not necessarily “regular drought options” but may be reconsidered as “extreme drought 

options”.  

 

Consistent with the development of drought standards for planning for the Water Resources 

Management Plans where we now are required to plan to a 1 in 500 level of service, we do 

not think it is proportional to then test the drought plan against even more extreme events 

than the 1 in 500 drought through worked examples to demonstrate and test the ordering of 

implementation in these extreme circumstances. However, we would seek to implement the 

least environmentally damaging of these options first, and will include the following 

statement in the final plan for the Briantspuddle drought permit options: 

 

Of these sub-options, we would seek to implement the least environmentally damaging 

option first – e.g. the smallest volume increase in abstraction to meet demand. 

 

The issue highlighted here in terms of ordering, however, and whether these options should 

be re-classified as extreme drought options, is to some extent superseded by other 

representations from both the Environment Agency and Natural England about the overall 

suitability of the sub-options, and whether they are viable in the first place from an 

environmental point of view. Given the EA have requested in the statement of response a 
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timeline for when the EARs are to be updated to inform this assessment, more specific 

decisions on option ordering needs to follow from the updated assessment reports. This is 

specially the case for those drought permit options in the River Tone and Yeo catchments, 

and their potential impact on the Somerset Levels and Moors. We will continue to engage 

with the Environment Agency and Natural England and refine these more extreme drought 

permit options for inclusion in the final plan. 

 

Response 10 

 
 

The SEA has been undertaken to identify, describe and evaluate the likely significant effects 

of WWSL’s Drought Plan to help identify appropriate measures to avoid, reduce or manage 

adverse effects.  The Environmental Report containing the findings of the SEA has been 

prepared to meet the reporting requirements of Schedule 2 of the SEA Regulations1 and 

contains a completed Quality Assurance Checklist (Appendix A). 

 

Section 5.12 ‘Mitigation and Enhancement’ outlines the opportunities to reduce some of the 

potential negative effects identified with details of mitigation measures that need to be 

considered during the planning phases of each of the individual drought measures, if and 

when they are taken forward for implementation.  WWSL will review this section and include, 

where relevant, proportionate and appropriate enhancement and/or no regrets mitigation 

measures, aligned with any revisions to the information presented in the EARs. 

 

Section 3.3 of the Environmental Report presents the current environmental baseline 

conditions, along with their likely evolution, for the geology, land-use and soils topic.  This, 

along with the other parts of Chapter 3 addresses the requirements to Schedule 2 (2) of the 

SEA Regulation.  In consequence, it would not be appropriate to reference how the SEA has 

influenced the development of draft plan in this section.  WWSL will review paragraphs 1.3.9 

to 1.3.12 of the Environmental Report which present information on Option Development 

describing the process of feasibility and funnelling, to ensure it appropriate reflects the 

influence of environmental considerations within decision making.  Reference is made to the 

removal of options in the Hampshire Avon catchment on the basis of environmental 

constraints.   

 

 
1 The Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004 
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Figures 1.1. and 1.2 provide details of WWSL operational area and the specific location and 

catchments of the proposed drought plan measures.  The SEA is of WWSL Drought Plan 

and in consequence, both figures are considered appropriate to identify the area under 

assessment. 

 

Response 11 

 
 

Implementing actions during a drought is an inherently complex decision-making process. 

These decisions need to be informed by a sound plan, and for those stakeholders making 

decisions at the time, these decisions need to be informed by sufficient detail and 

justification to provide some assurance that the right decisions are being made. Preparing a 

useful operational drought plan therefore requires a careful balance between providing too 

much information to cloud the decision-making process and providing enough to support it. 

Our draft plan provides the right balance for the company.  

 

It would also be potentially misleading to customers to simplify a plan too much and give the 

impression that decision-making during a drought was essentially as simple as following a 

pre-set decision-tree. Information provided to customers and stakeholders in justification of 

the actions is an important as providing information on the actions themselves, given that 

these decisions will be difficult and require a balance between impacts on customers and the 

environment. The detail of the plan is also important to clearly set out that the decision-

making process is not an automated one but requires the assimilation of information at the 

time of the event derived through observation and forecasting.   

 

Nevertheless, this extra information, whilst sufficient and useful for the company, is 

potentially inaccessible for customers, as also highlighted by the consultation response from 

the Consumer Council for Water (see Response 63). We have been in touch with the 

Consumer Council for Water and alongside the final plan publication, we will publish on our 

website a non-technical summary to provide a higher-level, accessible summary of the plan 

for customers and stakeholders. 
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2.5    Evidence Report 

Response 12 

 
 

Please refer to Response 9 and Response 41. 

 



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 12 

 

Response 13 

 
 

The company is reviewing the need for Briantspuddle to be included as an option in the 

Drought Plan, and will take the Environment Agency’s comments in to account in that 

decision (see Response 4). In the event that Briantspuddle is to be retained as an option, 

Wessex Water will confirm the details of the option and associated mitigation with the 

Environment Agency. These will involve taking steps to avoid the river drying out as a result 

of Wessex Water’s drought option, including reducing the augmentation by a smaller 

amount, and monitoring flows downstream for a Hands-Off Flow. 

 

In updating the River Yeo and River Tone EARs, the extent of hydrological impact will be 

reviewed in relation both to effects on the Somerset Levels and Moors SAC, and the rivers 

themselves. This will include assessing the hydrological impacts against natural flows, as 

requested in the Environment Agency’s Issue 1.10. The predicted ecological effects will be 

considered in the ordering of drought options and the decision whether it is necessary to 

retain all options in the Drought Plan.  
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Response 14 

 
 

The Environmental Assessment Reports consider the range of ecological receptors present 

in all rivers, including salmonids and white clawed crayfish. 

- The potential for impacts on salmonid spawning associated with the Alton Pancras 

option is recognised in the Piddle EAR, and clearly presented for example in the first 

bullet point of p6. In revising the EAR, the wording throughout the report will be 

revisited to ensure that this aspect of the assessment is given adequate weight. 

- In relation to white clawed crayfish, the EA has since clarified that they do not expect 

them to be present downstream of Alton Pancras. 

- The Tadnoll Brook EAR identifies negligible hydrological impact on the Tadnoll Brook 

or River Frome, and therefore negligible impact on any ecological features. This 

conclusion is not anticipated to change. 

- The Stour EAR identifies low levels of hydrological impact, and therefore negligible 

impact on any ecological features. The hydrological assessment on the Stour will be 

revisited in light of recent updates to the Wessex Basin model, and if appropriate 

revisions will be made to the EAR.  

 

In revising all EARs, the assessment of impacts will be revisited to ensure that any potential 

impacts are clearly identified. The EMP includes monitoring of fish and macroinvertebrates in 

all catchments, hence enabling these concerns to be considered in future both through 

development of the baseline, and monitoring during implementation of a drought option. 
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Response 15 

 
 

Depending on the decisions taken about the inclusion of the Briantspuddle option in the 

Drought Plan (Response 4), the water quality assessment associated with the option will be 

revisited. This will consider the potential duration of impact as well as magnitude. 

 

In relation to phasing back of flow at Briantspuddle, it is likely that flows in the catchment 

would be recovering by the time use of the option ceases. If that were the case, then flushing 

effects from the wider catchment would outweigh any effects associated with the 

reinstatement of the augmentation itself. However, if the Briantspuddle option is retained, 

then this type of mitigation could be included in the Piddle EAR and the EMP on a 

precautionary basis to cover all eventualities.  

 

As suggested by the Environment Agency’s comment, monitoring downstream of Pen Mill 

WRC on the Yeo will be important for identifying improvements in water quality following the 

planned works. This is already identified in the Yeo EAR and the EMP. Additional water 

quality monitoring at Mudford, to be carried out by WWSL, has been incorporated in to the 
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EMP to ensure that changes in water quality are adequately monitored through the reach of 

concern. 

 

Response 16 

 
 

As stated in Response 6, Wessex Water liaises with the Environment Agency regularly to 

agree responsibilities for monitoring. The EMP identifies WWSL as undertaking: 

- All ecological monitoring in the EMP, unless agreed otherwise with the Environment 

Agency 

- Some of the water quality monitoring in the EMP. Other locations are included at 

which the Environment Agency routinely monitors. Wessex Water will liaise regularly 

with the Environment Agency to identify any changes to that monitoring, and agree 

new responsibilities if appropriate 

- Some specific water level/flow monitoring. However, it is assumed that the majority of 

this will be continued by the Environment Agency at their long-term gauging stations.  

 

Minor updates have been made to the EMP to reflect these divisions of responsibility at 

specific locations, and to require regular review of those responsibilities. The funding of the 

monitoring and mitigation plan will form part of our PR24 planning processes.  
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Response 17 

 
 

We recognise the rationale and agree that it is worthwhile trialling summer sampling for a 

period, to determine what additional evidence it provides over and above two-season 

sampling. This has been incorporated in to the EMP at selected locations. After a trial period, 

the number of locations with three-season sampling may be increased or decreased, as 

appropriate. 

 

Response 18 

 
 

Water quality monitoring is already proposed in the EMP in all catchments: 

- Field parameters will be recorded in-situ for temperature, pH, dissolved oxygen and 

electrical conductivity.  

- Samples will be collected for laboratory analysis for ammonia, nitrate as N, nitrite as 

N, total phosphate, orthophosphate and BOD. 

These will enable identification of eutrophic conditions developing. 

 

Macrophyte surveys have been added to the EMP at relevant locations, to ensure adequate 

monitoring for eutrophication impacts. 

 



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 17 

 

Response 19 

 
 

A meeting was held with Chris Greenwell, Environment Agency, on Monday 13th September 

2021, to discuss this comment. The following changes have been, or will be made, to the 

EMP and EARs: 

 

- Mitigation has been incorporated into the EMP. This provides all monitoring and 

mitigation requirements, and their linkages, in a single document.  

- Assuming retention of the Litton Cheney option in the Drought Plan, a site visit will be 

carried out to the Bride catchment to inform the assessment of impacts and 

appropriate monitoring and mitigation. 

- The range of measures presented in the EARs as part of the draft Drought Plan was 

discussed and agreed to be adequate for all options except for Briantspuddle. The 

applicability of each type of mitigation has been set out for each catchment in the 

EMP. 

- If Briantspuddle is retained as an option in the Drought Plan, then the detail of the 

option and appropriate mitigation will be further discussed with the Environment 

Agency. This is likely to involve using the option at a lower rate, and monitoring flows 

downstream. 

 

Response 20 

 
 

Mitigation requirements, which were previously only presented in the EARs, have been 

incorporated into the EMP. Additional information has been added to some mitigation 

measures, with clarification about how their need would be identified.  



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 18 

 

The need for surveillance of sensitive reaches during implementation of drought options is 

included in the monitoring requirements in the EMP. This could potentially include drawing 

on third party evidence. 

 

Response 21 

 
 

The EARs assess the impact of the drought option against a baseline drought (including any 

baseline artificial influences), so it is appropriate to focus on the change from baseline for the 

hydrological assessment. However, we agree that a comparison to natural adds context 

about the stress that the ecology may already be under in the baseline. In order to provide 

this context, comparisons to natural will be added to the EARs where appropriate.  

 

A technical note will be appended to the Tone and Yeo EARs describing the rainfall-runoff 

modelling and approach to calibration.  
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Response 22 

 

 
 

The historic rates of discharge from Ham WRC will be reviewed as part of the updates to the 

Tone EAR, and considered in comparison to approaches taken elsewhere (for example in 

the regional groundwater models). The findings will be discussed with the Environment 

Agency to agree and appropriate rate and subsequent assessment of options. Page 115 of 

the Draft Drought Plan (see here) refers to demand options. We will discuss this further 

directly with the EA.   

 

Response 23 

 
 

The formatting of the figures in the EARs will be revisited to ensure they are clear. 

 

Accretion diagrams were included in the EARs where they were considered to be most 

relevant. This will be revisited and additional accretion diagrams may be included if they are 

deemed to be necessary. We do not consider that this will influence the outcome of the 

assessment, since impacts are already assessed and presented for multiple points along 

each river. 

https://www.wessexwater.co.uk/environment/water-resources/drought-plan
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Response 24 

 
 

As set out in Response 16, Wessex Water will liaise periodically with the Environment 

Agency to agree responsibilities for ecological surveys, including fish. 

 

Response 25 

 
 

Additional assessment of the baseline will be included in the EARs to address this point. We 

do not anticipate that it will change any conclusions, but recognise the value of providing 

additional baseline characterisation. 

 

Response 26 
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See response 9. 

 

Response 27 

 

 
 

Following the 2018 Drought Plan we have worked with the C&RT to improve the accuracy of 

the flow gauge. This included Wessex Water funding an upgrade to the C&RT gauging 

station sensor in March 2019. This was followed by a range of calibration gauging’s over the 

following 12 months. The calibration gauging compares favourably with readings from the 

gauging station. Wessex Water will produce a technical note on the improvements to the 

flow gauge data and the subsequent validation checks to ensure a common understanding 

of the data improvements undertaken and to address any further concerns.   
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Response 28 

 
 

In developing our drought plan we worked extensively with Bristol Water to align and test our 

drought plans in a consistent manner during both historic droughts and extreme droughts, 

specifically in relation to the volumes of the transfer that would be available under the range 

of plausible extreme droughts that may occur – e.g. up to the 1 in 500 droughts that now 

form the basis of Water Resources Management Plans. 

 

In reference to the potential reduction of the Bristol Bulk transfer to zero, we have included 

the following text in the plan: 

 



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 23 

 

Bristol Water have also indicated in their plan the possibility of the bulk transfer to Wessex 

water reducing to zero. In developing our plan, we liaised with Bristol Water to understand 

the drought scenarios under which a reduction in the transfer may occur; under none of the 

drought events we have simulated, including 1 in 500 extreme droughts, has the transfer 

been reduced to zero, which would be extremely unlikely in the event of drought.  

 

We have discussed the status of the small transfers in a drought with Bristol Water. Given 

the small volumes of these transfers relative to overall water into supply in the Bristol Water 

Resource Zone (~0.1% of Distribution Input) there is no drought operational benefit of 

reducing the transfers in a drought and so there is no expectation that these will be reduced 

in the event of drought. The following text will be inserted into the final plan to clarify this: 

 

No expectation that these transfers will be reduced in the event of a drought. 

 

The operation of The Malmsbury Transfer is built into our deployable output calculations and 

during our drought design event we assume the export is operational.  We have an 

agreement with Bristol Water which details the requirements to provide the export to Bristol 

Water and the implications of short-term operational outages of the export. Given the source 

which supplies The Malmsbury Transfer is not a yield constrained source we do not foresee 

any issues in providing the export to Bristol Water during a drought event.  The Drought Plan 

will be updated accordingly to highlight this. 

 

Response 29 

 
 

Whilst good progress has been made on revising the bulk supply agreement this has still not 

been finalised at the time of writing, and final negotiations are continuing.  Both 

organisations have agreed a continuation of the existing agreement until a new agreement 

comes into force, thereby protecting supplies. 

 

Veolia Water Projects (VWP) have indicated in their draft Drought Plan the terms of the 

current agreement including their historic right to reduce the transfer amount by specified 
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amounts in either a hypothetical event that demand should exceed supply, or if their 

abstraction licence should be reduced.  VWP are aligned with Wessex Water in their 

Communication section of their draft Drought Plan which includes sharing of data and 

drought management information, and regular communication on approaches and the need 

for restrictions.  

 

VMP’s draft Plan is aligned with ours in highlighting the high resilience of supplies during a 

drought as evidenced by maintaining supplies in recent drought periods to have affected our 

area of supply. 

 

It should be recognised that the Environment Agency is about to make a number of 

abstraction licence reductions in this part of our supply network as part of reviewing existing 

consents, and in order to meet the new requirement of licensing existing MOD sources in the 

surrounding area that were previously Crown exempt.  Wessex Water understands that it is 

possible that Veolia’s groundwater sources that are used for the bulk supply could be 

impacted by this process in addition to our own sources, with licence reductions a distinct 

possibility.  Therefore, as part of Wessex Water’s long term Water Resources Management 

Plan process, alternative supplies to making up any shortfalls will be investigated. 

 

Response 30 

 
 

We have two imports from South West Water, which have been included in the plan. We had 

already included information regarding the Lyme Regis transfer, and have now included 

information on the other very small transfer from South West Water in Wellington. We also 

have a connection between the companies at Whiteparish, however this is not used for any 

bulk transfer, and has only been used for outage resilience. We previously had a transfer 

from South West Water-Bournemouth WRZ in Stubhampton, however this import has now 

been terminated by South West Water. Alongside the following text insertion into the plan, 

Table 2.6 of the plan has been updated to include information on the Wellington transfer: 
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In the west of our region, we have two small imports from South West Water (SWW).  

Liaison between the two companies has verified that we would not expect these transfers to 

be restricted during a drought. 

 

Regarding the bi-directional transfer, we have included the following paragraph in Section 

2.2.7 of the plan: 

 

As demonstrated in the drought event testing (Error! Reference source not found.), the 

implementation of the transfer during drought is triggered to help conserve reservoir storage 

and prior to the application for drought permit options on the river Stour to help conserve 

reservoir storage. As explained above, based on SWW-Bournemouth’s drought supply 

constraints, we expect this potential transfer to be available during the winter months. We 

have timed the drought bands and engagement with SWW so that should the option not be 

available, we can consider bringing forward the application of our drought permit options to 

provide the resilience benefit to reservoir storage.  

 

Response 31 

 
 

Please see response 9. 
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Response 32 

 
 

Please see Response 10.  
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Natural England 

3.1    Summary 

Response 33 

 
 

Thank you for taking the time to review and respond to Wessex Water’s draft Drought plan. 

More detailed responses to the summary points made can be found below and cross 

referenced in the EA responses. 
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3.2    General responses 

Response 34 

 
 

The response is noted. 

 

Response 35 

 
 

We look forward to liaising with you as per of the Water Resources Management Plan 

process, which we are currently developing towards draft plan submission to Defra in August 

2022 (as to be confirmed by the forthcoming Defra direction statement). 
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Response 36 

 

 
 

The proposed actions under Level 1b measures in the drought plan are actions that are 

undertaken within current licence conditions and are therefore business as usual activities. 

These have been included in the plan to provide a complete picture to stakeholders and 

customers of the continuum of actions that may be taken as a period of dry weather 

progresses. Managing the variation in water availability in response to changing weather 
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patterns is a business as usual process, and we do not consider the Level 1b measures as 

taking place during a drought; rather, they are business as usual activities that would be 

implemented prior to entering into a drought and undertaking drought management 

measures beyond what we are currently licenced to implement – e.g. drought permit options 

and water use restrictions. Based on the reasoning presented in Natural England’s 

representation, we do not therefore consider them subject to the HRA and SEA process. 

 

As highlighted by the comments made by Natural England above (under Response 35), we 

will continue to work with Natural England and the Environment Agency on the sustainability 

of our existing licences as part of the Water Resources Management Plan process. 

 

Response 38 

 
 

As per Response 4, further discussions will take place in Autumn 2022 to agree on the 

drought supply option sub-options to be included in the final plan, particularly in relation to 

the more extreme drought options. 

 

Response 39 

 
 

Refer to Response 10. 

 

The EMP sets out monitoring that would be carried out in the baseline, including during an 

emerging drought prior to drought option implementation. Site walkovers are recommended 

for catchments where potential environmental impacts were identified in the EARs. These 

should be carried out during a low flow period to allow areas of potential risk to be identified 

(e.g. potential areas where fish could become stranded). This will allow areas to be selected 

for visual monitoring/surveillance during a drought, supporting early identification of potential 

impacts and locations requiring mitigation.   
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Response 40 

 
 

The response is noted. We note that NE has not included reference to the Somerset Levels 

and Moors SPA in its response (either here, indicating ‘no impact on integrity’, or in 

association with its comments on the Somerset Levels and Moors Ramsar site).  As NE’s 

comments on the Ramsar site all relate to the invertebrate interest rather than bird interest, 

we assume that it concurs with the conclusion of the HRA in relation to the SPA (i.e. ‘no 

impact on integrity’ as per above). 

 

Response 41 

 
 

We note NE’s comments, particularly that the ‘unfavourable declining’ condition is 

associated with hyper-eutrophication (which is primarily a land use issue that cannot be 

influenced to any meaningful extent by WW’s DP, and which is recognised to decrease 

during drought periods as nutrient inputs from run-off decrease); and the importance of 

water-levels (although the HRA does deal with the issue of water levels quite explicitly, since 

there is little evidence that the invertebrate interest is reliant on specific water levels, 

particularly given the ecological niche that ditch and pond species occupy).  It is recognised 

that turnover of water within the Levels is likely to be important to water quality during dry 

periods (particularly in relation to DO) although it should also be noted that the impact of the 

DP options on flows into the Levels will be fairly marginal over the drought baseline, 

particularly in relation to the effects of the water level management practices.   
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Quantifying the “possible impacts on water quality, particularly DO, ammonia, phosphorus 

and nitrogen” would therefore be a substantial undertaking that may not be practically 

achievable to any reasonable degree of accuracy due to fundamental opacity over the 

baseline and functioning of parts of the Levels, and the large number of variables that would 

change in any given year, including local actions undertaken by individual landowners and 

other stakeholders.   

 

As per Response 4, further discussions will take place with Natural England and the 

Environment Agency to determine the appropriate options for the Tone and Yeo catchments. 

 

Response 42 

 
 

See Response 36 

 

Response 43 

 
 

The response is noted. We will consider this potential option further as part of our ongoing 

work in the Water Resources Management Plan. 



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 33 

 

Response 44 

 
 

See Response 36. 

 

Response 45 
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See Response 36 

 

Response 46 

 
 

See Response 36 

 

Response 47 

 
 

The SEA Framework includes the following guide question ‘Will the draft Drought Plan 

measure increase environmental resilience to the effects of climate change?’ which permits 

where appropriate, consideration of resilience as part of the SEA of the Drought Plan and 

which is then reflected in the assessment commentary.   

 

Response 48 

 
 

Potential mitigation measures are included, where relevant, within each of the option 

assessments presented in Appendix F of the Environmental Report.  Section 5.12 includes 

species specific and generic mitigation measures.  These are summarised further in the 

NTS.  Monitoring is included as it is essential to trigger scheme specific mitigation, given 

some are condition on differing flow and quality conditions. 

 

Response 49 
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The Non-Technical Summary has been completed to meet the specific reporting 
requirements of Schedule 2(10) of the SEA Regulations.  It identifies, describes and 
evaluates the likely significant effects “on the environment, including on issues such as: 
biodiversity; population; human health; fauna; flora; soil; water; air; climatic factors; material 
assets; cultural heritage, including architectural and archaeological heritage; landscape; and 
the inter-relationship between the issues referred to”.   

Where relevant this includes reference to the effects on SSSIs, for example, as summarised 
in main report: 

[paragraph 5.5.8, concerning the effects of options within the River Tone]] 

“…all three variants of the Briantspuddle option could potentially have impacts on flows and 
river levels at Wareham Common SSSI and discharges into Pool Harbour SPA/Ramsar 
(including component sites Pool Harbour SSSI and Wareham Meadows SSSI), however, 
any effects on the SSSI sites are anticipated to be minor, and, as concluded in the HRA and 
EAR of the Piddle options, none of the Briantspuddle variants would result in any adverse 
effects on integrity of any European sites as a result of option implementation.”  

[Table 5.20 ‘Potential for Options to Act in Combination within Catchments’ which 
summarises the effects on The Tone as follows: 

“…there is some risk to the to Curry and Hays Moor SSSI, which is a component of the 
Somerset Levels and Moors SPA if all options are used together, and in combination exceed 
a total of 4.5 Ml/d in relation to the precautionary threshold of 10% impact on baseline flows 
that was agreed with Natural England in 2017 (WWSL, 2017).”   

Page F28 of the detailed option assessment (Briantspuddle (Variant A)): 

“…of these sites, only Wareham Common SSSI and Pool Harbour SPA/Ramsar (including 
component sites Pool Harbour SSSI and Wareham Meadows SSI) are likely to be potentially 
sensitive to changes as a result of options in the Piddle catchment. However, the EAR 
concludes that, in summary:   

• The changes in flow and associated changes in river level could potentially influence 
water levels in adjacent areas of floodplain wetland, such as within Wareham Common 
SSSI and Wareham Meadows SSSI. However, no information is available to confirm the 
extent to which the habitats in those sites interact with the river at low flows. While the 
impact from flows is likely to be minor, as interactions are likely to be limited by the 
baseline drought conditions, the evidence is limited. 

• The harbour is sensitive to changes in water quality, particularly nutrient pollution. The 
effect of a drought will be to reduce nitrogen loading to rivers, due to reductions in nitrate 
mobilisation from agriculture. The drought option could further reduce the load, although 
to a very minor extent. As such, the drought option would have a negligible impact on 
water quality of Poole Harbour, this conclusion is also reflected in the HRA.” [ 

 

Response 50 
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See Response 36 

Response 51 

 
 

The European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 (EUWA) replaced EU Directives with a new 

constitutional framework that combines domestic and 'retained EU law'.  Regulation 5 of The 

Environmental Assessments and Miscellaneous Planning (Amendment) (EU Exit) 

Regulations 2018 makes the relevant amendments (including to Regulation 5 (1) of the 

Environmental Assessment of Plans and Programmes Regulations 2004).  No change is 

proposed. 

 

Response 52 

 
 

Natural England were invited to comment on the scope and level of detail of the information 

that must be included in the Environmental Report as a consultee to the scoping stage which 

was held from the 27th July 2020 to the 4th September 2020.  Three responses to the 

consultation were received which resulted in amendments to the baseline information and 

assessment framework that has been used to assess the Drought Plan (a schedule of 

consultation responses to the Scoping Report was contained in Appendix B to the 

Environmental Report).  Natural England did not request inclusion of the European site 

conservation objectives at scoping stage and in consequence, the information was not 

included within the Environmental Report.  Information concerning European sites was 

presented in the HRA Report also published to accompany the consultation on the draft 

Drought Plan.  No change is proposed. 

 

Response 53 
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Natural England were invited to comment on the scope and level of detail of the information 

that must be included in the Environmental Report as a consultee to the scoping stage which 

was held from the 27th July 2020 to the 4th September 2020.  Three responses to the 

consultation were received which resulted in amendments to the baseline information and 

assessment framework that has been used to assess the Drought Plan (a schedule of 

consultation responses to the Scoping Report was contained in Appendix B to the 

Environmental Report).  Natural England did not request inclusion of SSSI information or 

information on the impacts of drying out on either peat and/or silty soils and in consequence, 

the information was not included within the Environmental Report.  No change is proposed. 

 

Response 54 

 
 

Natural England were invited to comment on the scope and level of detail of the information 

that must be included in the Environmental Report as a consultee to the scoping stage which 

was held from the 27th July 2020 to the 4th September 2020.  Three responses to the 

consultation were received which resulted in amendments to the baseline information and 

assessment framework that has been used to assess the Drought Plan (a schedule of 

consultation responses to the Scoping Report was contained in Appendix B to the 

Environmental Report).  Natural England did not request any amendments to the Key 

Sustainability Issues and in consequence, the information was not included within the 

Environmental Report.  No change is proposed. 

 

The separate HRA Report identifies WWSL responsibilities as a competent authority under 

the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (the ‘Habitats Regulations’).  

The conclusions of the HRA have helped to inform the proposed assessment process, 

particularly in respect of the potential effects of the draft Drought Plan options on 

biodiversity. 

 

Response 55 
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Natural England were invited to comment on the scope and level of detail of the information 

that must be included in the Environmental Report as a consultee to the scoping stage which 

was held from the 27th July 2020 to the 4th September 2020.  Three responses to the 

consultation were received which resulted in amendments to the baseline information and 

assessment framework that has been used to assess the Drought Plan (a schedule of 

consultation responses to the Scoping Report was contained in Appendix B to the 

Environmental Report).  Natural England did not request inclusion of information on the 

impacts of drying out on either peat and/or silty soils and in consequence, the information 

was not included within the Environmental Report.  No change is proposed. 

 

Response 56 

 
 

The representation is noted. 

 

Response 57 

 
 

See Response 36. 

 

Response 58 

 
 

WWSL will update references to WRMP24 taking into account WCWRG findings where 

relevant in any revisions to the SEA. 

 

Response 59 
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See Response 47. 

 

Response 60 

 
 

The representation is noted. 

 

Response 61 

 
 

Where any changes are made to the baseline information contained in Section 3 ‘Baseline 

Analysis’, where relevant, these will be reflected in revised issues presented under Section 

3.11. 

 

Response 62 

 
 

See Response 36 

 



Drought Plan 2021: Statement of Response  Wessex Water 

 

September 2021 40 

 

Consumer Council for Water (CCW) 

Response 63  

 
 

We thank the Consumer Council for Water for the recommendation. We have been in touch 

with CCW and as per Response 11, we will produce and publish on our website a non-

technical summary to provide a higher-level, accessible summary of the plan for customers 

and stakeholders. 

 

Response 64 

 
 

We thank the Consumer Council for Water for the comment. Please see Response 8 for 

where the EA’s comments in relation to working with other companies in relation to our bulk 

supply agreements. 

  

Response 65 

 

 
 

The response is noted. Please see Response 11. 
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Response 66 

 
 

The response is noted. 

 

Response 67 

 
 

We are currently developing our next draft Water Resources Management Plan for 

submission to regulators for public consultation in August 2022. As part of this plan we are 

appraising demand-side options to address the changing environmental challenges facing 

the company, in particular in relation to climate change.  It’s also the case that while our 5-

yearly demand management engagement strategy is set by our WRMP and the investment 

plan secured though our business plan we aim to deliver a strategy that is agile.  Indeed, we 

have adapted our current programme in light of the pandemic to maintain as far as possible 

and within budgets available an effective engagement programme.   

 

 

Response 68 

 
 

The comment is noted 

 

Response 69 

 
 

These 8 instances have been corrected throughout the document. 
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Canal and River Trust 

 
 

Response 70 

 

 
 

The outcomes of the work will be incorporated into the draft final drought plan, as 

appropriate, and we will inform the CRT of the publication of this draft final plan. 

 

Response 71 

 
 

The comment is noted 

 

Response 72 

 
 

The previous drought permit option stated that only excess water spilling over Hamp Weir 

would be taken as the drought permit option. The option has been modified, as spill is 

unlikely to occur in drought conditions (e.g. at the high flows stated).  

 

The sweetener flow is noted. The calculations of flow impacts associated with this option will 

be checked on revising the EARs. This will include adding a sweetener flow to the baseline 

flow assumptions, assuming a rate can be provided/agreed. 
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Response 73 

 
 

The operation of the canal during a drought has been discussed with the during the 

development of the draft Drought Plan, from which our understanding is that CRT does not 

have a Drought Plan for the Bridgwater & Taunton Canal. As a result, we have had to make 

a number of assumptions. This includes the assumption that the canal would not operate 

during a 1 in 200 year drought, which is the minimum for which our drought options should 

be required. We would be pleased to discuss this assumption with CRT, as well as further 

discussing the actions that would continue to be taken during a severe drought, even if the 

canal would not be in use. These may allow us to refine our assessment in the revised 

EARs. 

 

The cultural heritage assessment in the Tone EAR will be revisited and additional 

information added about the canal as required. The assessment assumes that all water 

required for abstraction to Durleigh will be actively supplied to the canal from the Tone, 

rather than altering the water balance of the canal itself, and therefore no impacts on the 

canal are anticipated. 

 

Response 74 

 
 

The minor correction has been made to the relevant documents. 

 

Response 75 

 
 

The comment is noted. We expect to work closely with the CRT during a drought in relation 

to canal abstraction, as noted in the communications plan of the drought plan. 
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Response 76 

 
 

The comments is noted, with thanks. 
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New Forest National Park Authority 

Response 77 

 
 

We agree on the importance of these licence abstractions for designated sites. 

 

 
 

Response 78 

The website on which we advertised the main plan document, including the text highlighted 

(Drought plan (wessexwater.co.uk)), states: “…Should you wish to see these documents in 

order to comment on our plan, please contact us to make arrangements at 

droughtplanconsultation@wessexwater.co.uk with "draft drought plan" in the email subject 

field.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.wessexwater.co.uk/environment/water-resources/drought-plan
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Response 79 

 
 

The comment is noted. 
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Bristol Water 

Response 80 

 
 

The comment is noted. 

 

Response 81 

 
 

The comment is noted. 

 

Response 82 

 
 

The comment is noted. 
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Historic England 

Response 83 

 
 

The Representation is noted. 

 

Response 84 

 
 

An Environmental Report was completed, containing the findings of the SEA, undertaken to 

meet the requirements of Schedule 2 of the SEA regulations.  This included the 

identification, description and assessment of the historic environment/cultural heritage 

effects. 

 

The Environmental Report was available (on request) as part of the consultation. 
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Other Plan Changes 

9.1    Drought Vulnerability Framework 

In the initial Draft Plan we stated that we would develop the drought vulnerability framework 

assessment and include this in the draft final plan. This work is currently ongoing as part of 

the Water Resources Management Plan process. Rather than include a provisional version 

of the assessment, and given changes in extreme drought analysis using our stochastic 

dataset analysis for the next WRMP, we will include an updated drought vulnerability 

framework assessment in the final plan. This will help ensure plan consistency between the 

drought plan and the next Water Resources Management Plan. The following text has been 

changed in the drought plan: 

 

We have begun this work and will be undertaking further work as part of our preparations for 

the initial regional plan submission during the Autumn of 2021, and will incorporate an 

updated drought vulnerability framework assessment, using these tools, in our published 

Final Plan.   

 

9.2    Exceptional Shortage of Rainfall 

Since the submission of the draft Drought Plan we have consulted with our EA 

representatives who provided feedback on the Exceptional Shortage of Rainfall. We will 

continue working with the EA to identify and refine the aerial rainfall assessment areas 

required to support drought application. 

 


