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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project
Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

1 Introduction

1.1 Overview of the project

1.1.1 Southern Water Services Limited (hereafter referred to as the ‘Applicant’) is
developing proposals for the Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling
Project (the Project). The Project is a water supply scheme that will ensure the
Applicant can maintain essential water supplies to customers, especially in a
drought, while protecting the rare and sensitive River Test and River Itchen chalk
streams.

1.1.2 The Project would use advanced treatment techniques to turn highly treated
wastewater, that is usually pumped far out to sea, into purified recycled water at a
new water recycling plant in Havant. This purified recycled water would be pumped
via a pipeline to the Havant Thicket Reservoir where it would mix with spring water.
Water from the reservoir would then be pumped along another pipeline to the
Applicant’s Otterbourne Water Supply Works where it would be treated to strict
drinking water standards before being sent into supply.

1.2  Purpose of this Statement of Common Ground

1.2.1 The purpose of this Statement of Common Ground (SoCGQG) is to set out the areas
of agreement and disagreement between the Applicant, and Havant Borough
Council (HBC) in relation to the Development Consent Order (DCO) application for
the Project.

1.2.2 The role of HBC and the other host local authorities in the DCO process is to
provide input on matters relating to local planning policy, land use, and the potential
impacts of the Proposed Development on their administrative areas. This
document aims to support the examination process by setting out the areas of
agreement and those requiring further discussion specifically in relation to matters
within the local authorities’ statutory remit.

1.2.3 This SoCG has been prepared with due regard to guidance issued under
Section 50 of the Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008) concerning pre-application
processes, including the Department for Levelling Up, Housing and Communities
(2024) Planning Act 2008: Pre-application stage for Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Projects (‘Pre-application Guidance 2024’).

1.3  Parties to this statement
1.3.1 This SoCG has been prepared by (1) Southern Water Services Limited as the
Applicant and (2) Havant Borough Council.

1.3.2 Collectively, Southern Water Services Limited and Havant Borough Council are
referred to as ‘the parties’.
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14 Terminology

141 Table 1-1 outlines the terminology in the status column of Table 3-1. It can be taken
that any matters not specifically referred to in Table 3-1 are not of material interest
or relevance to the parties’ representation and therefore have not been considered
in this document.

Table 1-1: Status terminology

Term Explanation

Matter agreed with other party | Indicates that both Southern Water and HBC have
reached a consensus on the specific issue, with no
disagreements.

Provisional agreement pending | Indicates that while consensus has been reached on
application evidence certain issues, confirmation of agreement is
contingent upon HBC reviewing and accepting the
supporting evidence.

Matters subject to further Indicates that the specific issues are still under
discussion discussion, and no final agreement has been
reached yet.

Matter not able to be agreed Indicates that an agreement on the specific issue
has not been reached, and it is unlikely that further
discussions will resolve the disagreement.
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2 Record of post DCO submission engagement

2.1.1 The Applicant has engaged with HBC throughout the development of the DCO
application.

21.2 A comprehensive record of pre-application engagement, including statutory
consultation carried out under section 42 of the PA 2008, is provided in the
Statement of Engagement (Statement of Commonality appended) (Document
reference 5.9, DCO Volume 5) and the Consultation Report (Document reference
5.1, DCO Volume 5).

2.1.3 This SoCG has been prepared for submission with a reporting cut-off date of 30
April 2026. Engagement with HBC has continued beyond this date and will remain
ongoing throughout the Examination. Accordingly, while this submitted version
reflects all engagement up to 30 April 2026, the SoCG will continue to evolve as a
live document, with further updates provided as additional discussions take place
and outstanding matters progress.

214 This version of the SoCG is submitted in draft and unsigned form. The content of
this version has nevertheless been reviewed and agreed for submission by the
relevant officer(s) at HBC. The Applicant confirms that at the reporting cut-off date,
this version accurately reflects the matters discussed and the current position
between the parties. Formal agreement and signing of the SoCG will be
progressed as engagement continues during the Examination.

215 Since the reporting cut-off date, where necessary, bilateral engagement with HBC
on unresolved matters from the pre-application phase, matters arising during
Examination, and areas where further clarification is required has continued.
Where engagement has occurred, any records relevant to these matters will be set
out in future iterations of this section.
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3 Statement of Common Ground

3.1.1 Table 3-1 provides a summary of the key matters discussed between the Applicant
and HBC in relation to the DCO application for the Project. Each matter is
categorised according to its status, as defined in section 1.4. Table 3-1aims to
clearly present the areas of agreement, those still under discussion, and any
unresolved issues.
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Table 3-1: Summary of matters

Summary of HBC issue Latest position in resolving the issue Application document

reference

Status

Principle of development

HBC-2024-0030

Principle of
development

HBC recognises the need to find new sources of
water, in addition to demand management, to
address shortfalls in supply, which will require the
delivery of large-scale strategic options.

The Applicant acknowledges and welcomes
HBC'’s position.

Case for the Project
(Document reference 5.6,
DCO Volume 5).

Matter agreed with
other party

HBC-2024-SC-0001

Principle of
development

HBC raised concerns regarding the use of water
recycling, as this technology is new in the United
Kingdom. Concerns relate to the environmental

The Applicant acknowledges HBC’s position, and
this remains a matter of in principle disagreement.
The principle of water recycling is well established

Case for the Project
(Document reference 5.6,
DCO Volume 5).

Matter not able to be
agreed

and widely used around the world. The benefits of
water recycling are recognised in the National
Policy Statement for Water Resources Report (Document
Infrastructure (NPSWRI) (paragraphs 2.6.15 — reference 5.6, DCO Volume
2.6.16), the Water Resources South East (WRSE) 5).

Final Regional Plan (which proposes the
development of six water recycling schemes
across the south-east region by 2035, including
the Project, and a further two by 2075)
(paragraphs 1.26 — 1.27) and through the
Applicant’'s Water Resources Management Plan
2019 (WRMP19) Annual Reviews and emerging
Water Resources Management Plan 2024
(WRMP24).

The Case for the Project (Document reference
5.6, DCO Volume 5) (submitted as part of the
DCO application), outlines the need for the
Project regarding the provision of crucial water
supply resilience to the Applicant’'s Western area,
protecting nationally and internationally
recognised chalk stream habitats, species and
landscapes from risk of impact, and supporting
their long-term recovery, while enabling housing
and economic delivery across a large geographic
sub-region projected to experience significant
growth.

impact of water recycling and whether this is the
best way to tackle the water supply deficit.

HBC is concerned about the use of recycled water
as a new technology and requests justification and
additional information, including:

e Environmental impact;

Scheme Development

ES Chapter 4 Consideration
of alternatives, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6).

o Efficiency for tackling water supply deficit; and

e Scale, material and energy use of the Water
Recycling Plant (WRP) site.

HBC would like to reiterate the need to fully
consider other options to address the recognised
need, as well as for ongoing community and local
authority engagement in the development of the
proposal. It is noted that the content of an
Environmental Statement (ES), prescribed by
regulations, will include a description of the
reasonable alternatives studied by the developer
and an indication of the main reasons for selecting
the chosen option, including a comparison of the
environmental effects.

Chapter 4 Consideration of alternatives, Volume |
of the ES (Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6) meets the requirements of the EIA Regulations
in relation to alternatives and the Scheme
Development Report (Document reference 5.6,
DCO Volume 5) provides a detailed account of
the evolution of the Project from the Applicant’s
WRMP19.

DCO and planning

HBC-2024-SC-0011 Legacy and The defences at Broadmarsh protect the historic Following further engagement between the Case for the Project Matter agreed with
enhancements coastal landfill behind them, which, without Applicant and HBC, an approach to contributing (Document reference 5.6, other party
intervention, will continue to deteriorate and towards improvements to Broadmarsh Coastal DCO Volume 5).
potentially fail within the next 10 years. If this Park has been agreed.
occurs, the landfill could spill onto the foreshore
Application Document Ref: 5.8 5 from
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Summary of HBC issue

and/or be required to be removed to a licensed
facility, resulting in severe consequences to the
environmentally designated sites within Langstone
Harbour. HBC suggested during early engagement
that the issue of sea defence reinforcement needs
to be addressed as part of the DCO process.

The Broadmarsh coastal defences in Bedhampton
are in poor condition and have reached the end of
their life. Given the proximity of the site, and the
use of the land to accommodate the pipelines
between Budds Farm Wastewater Treatment
Works (WTW) and the WRP site, HBC indicated
that a substantial contribution to improving these
coastal defences should be made through the DCO
given the proximity of the Project. HBC’s design
work to date indicates a total construction cost of
c.£15m.

At the same time, there are opportunities to
improve the access and leisure experience for
residents and visitors. Naturally, the two aims
would need to be carefully balanced.

HBC stated that it would welcome the opportunity
to discuss with the Applicant a package of
enhancements that need to be secured through the
design of the scheme as it progresses and/or
through the DCO provisions/requirements and/or a
S106 agreement. These should include the
investment in the Broadmarsh Coastal Park as
follows:

HBC noted that this suggestion features in the
design considerations for the WRP site, and HBC
will be glad to engage in collaborative discussions
about the opportunities here. It was suggested that
this should include:

a) to improve the area for biodiversity - There are
certainly opportunities for some meaningful
enhancements/ecological gain here. The
grassland and scrub habitats within the three
Council owned areas south of Harts Farm Way
could be managed to enhance biodiversity, and
the central area is a potential site for a
seasonal refuge for wintering bird species.

b) to improve the area for leisure access by
residents. This should be carefully balanced
with the current and potential ecological value
of the site.

c) to protect the land from coastal erosion and
flood risk. A feasibility study, funded by HBC

Latest position in resolving the issue

The Broadmarsh Coastal Park Improvement Fund
will provide funding of £500,000 to be
administered by HBC to deliver positive
interventions at Broadmarsh Coastal Park to the
south of the WRP site (and other potential
measures in the surrounding area).

The HBC development plan policy BD11 (which
relates to the allocation of the WRP site) contains
a number of ‘site opportunities’ including
opportunities to "enhance the habitat of
Broadmarsh Coastal Park and/or the surrounding
area" indicating these improvements are a key
local priority.

The proposed fund would respond to these
priorities. During the bilateral meeting on 16 April
2026, it was agreed that the financial contribution
would be directed towards environmental and
ecological enhancements, rather than sea
defences. Precise details of the allocation of
funding will be determined by HBC, but it is likely
to include elements such as:

e Surface improvements, including Public
Rights of Way (PRoW) along waterways
where appropriate;

e Improved lighting;
e New benches.

Enhanced planting and landscaping. The
Broadmarsh Coastal Park Improvement Fund
would be secured via a planning obligation
specifying measures that this contribution can be
spent on, by when and ensuring that these are
aligned to the relevant Local Nature Recovery
Strategy (LNRS).

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘
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Summary of HBC issue

and Southern Regional Flood and Coastal
Committee Local Levy, has identified a rock
armour defence as the leading technical and
most cost-effective solution.

Latest position in resolving the issue

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

Status

HBC-2024-SC-0027

Legacy and
enhancements

Ecological enhancements to Watercourses:

The freshwater ecology study has highlighted the
poor ecological condition of HBC’s main
watercourses such as the Hermitage and Riders
Lane Streams. HBC would very much welcome
further attention being paid to watercourse
enhancements (co-ordinated with the planned
enhancement works related to the reservoir site)
within the Borough (where all watercourses are in
less-than-good condition): this could include
physical enhancements within channel, or
enhancements to riparian habitats such as wet
woodland or floodplain grassland.

Additionally, HBC would like to see ecological
enhancements to watercourses, particularly around
the Hermitage and Riders Lane streams.

The overarching purpose of the Project is to
deliver ecological watercourse enhancements by
reducing river abstraction. This is set out in the
Case for the Project (Document reference 5.6,
DCO Volume 5).

With regard to the Hermitage and Riders Lane
streams, Chapter 19 Water environment, Volume
| (Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6) of the
Environmental Statement (ES) identifies a
package of geomorphological and habitat
enhancements across Hermitage Stream and its
tributaries (Riders Lane Stream and Park Lane
Stream) to be undertaken by Portsmouth Water in
order to mitigate the effects of the Havant Thicket
Reservoir development. These measures, agreed
with the Environment Agency through the Water
Environment (Water Framework Directive)
(England and Wales) Regulations 2017 (WER)
Regulation 19 derogation process, include
channel re-naturalisation, removal of hard bank
and bed protection, increased sinuosity,
installation of leaky woody barriers, selective tree
management, pond creation, and de-culverting.
The works are intended to improve
geomorphology and habitat quality for fish,
invertebrates and macrophytes, delivering an
improved future baseline. While the measures
address physical modification and hydrological
pressures associated with the reservoir, they are
not expected to resolve existing water quality
issues linked to point source pollution.

With regard to how this Project is contributing to
ecological enhancements to these watercourses,
Design Principles Document (Document
reference 5.11, DCO Volume 5) WRP_2
Hermitage Stream states that opportunities to
improve estuarine and riparian habitats in the tidal
Hermitage Stream will be explored during the
detailed design of the WRP site Sustainable
Drainage Systems (SuDS) outfall and delivered
where practicable. Design Principle WRP_16
Environmental mitigation: Boundary planting
reinforcement - north and east edge also includes
measures to interplant the existing vegetation
along the north of the site boundary and east

Case for the Project
(Document reference 5.6,
DCO Volume 5).

Design Principles
Document (Document
reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).

ES Chapter 19 Water
environment, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6).

Matter agreed with
other party

Application Document Ref: 5.8
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Summary of HBC issue

Latest position in resolving the issue

along Hermitage Stream with resilient species, to
reinforce the existing mature trees.

Application document

reference

~ \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

shared use path along Harts Farm Way and a
controlled crossing. HBC is keen that the loss of
employment at the WRP site should not also result
in the loss of these sustainable travel
improvements and requests that these are included
in the plans.

Sustainable travel links to the north and west
should also be considered.

There is an opportunity to provide cycle and
footway access in the area to the west and south of
the WRP site. This would require a realignment of
the ditch, i.e. the site boundary.

The parameters should not shut down the
opportunity for a realignment of the WRP site
boundary to facilitate better access. Ideally this
would be specifically referenced in the parameters,

did not align with the emerging masterplan for the
WRP site. The proposed site access has
therefore been proposed indicatively in the vicinity
of the existing site access. An indicative access
drawing has been prepared with visibility splays
based on recorded road speeds. This
demonstrates that sufficient visibility could be
achieved at this location.

The Applicant will not provide a footway or
cycleway to the west of the existing site access as
this is neither practicable nor necessary. Physical
constraints, including drainage and established
landscaping, would require disproportionate
intervention and result in the loss of valuable
developable area, undermining the efficient use of
the site. Furthermore, given the very limited
number of staff expected to access the site, the

HBC-2024-SC-0028 Legacy and HBC welcomes the suggestion that a Skills and The potential impacts on employment are ES Chapter 17 Socio- Matter agreed with
enhancements Employment Plan (SEP) is to be developed to assessed in Chapter 17 Socio-economics, economics, tourism and other party
support the DCO application, which will aim to tourism and health, Volume | (Document health, Volume | (Document
maximise the delivery of construction jobs and reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6) of the ES. The reference 6.1, DCO Volume
training opportunities in the chal area. I-_lBC has an Applicant engaged with HBC on the Outline SEP 6).
estapllshed pEr%ce;]ss forhcre;atmg, delivering a”?' (Document reference 7.9, DCO Volume 7). The Outline Skills and
tmgnggsgguitiontlr:gﬂgtrySTg?n?r%egg;eer(s(’:Iu'l'sll3r;g details of the commitments in the Outline SEP Employment Plan
framework for measuring outputs towards providing (Document reference 7.9, DCO Volume 7) would EDC?SU\T elnt ref7erence 7.9,
training and jobs for local people, and would be secured .through the DCO thrqugh subsequent olume 7).
welcome the opportunity to develop this in advance | 10cal authority approval of a detailed SEP.
of the DCO submission. The Case for the Project (Document reference Case for the Project
One of the areas HBC felt was particularly exciting | 9.6, DCO Volume 5) includes a Benefit Package | (Document reference 5.6,
was the prospect of developing a skills and 4: Skl||§ and Emplgyment Fund that is established | DCO Volume 5).
employment plan for the scheme, one that provides | 2longside the Outline SEP (Document reference
genuine opportunities for young people in Havant. 7.9, DCO Volume 7) gnd provides for funding of
HBC would welcome the opportunity to develop the £300,000 .by the Appllcapt to support anew
. . . Construction Training Skills Academy initiative in
plan with the Applicant, together with local schools, Havant. This will be secured via a legal
colleges and other training providers. Based on agreement specifying the measures that this
HBC’s assessment, a contribution of £473,000 contribution can be spent on. This matter,
(index linked) was considered appropriate and including the value of the financial contribution, is
derived from the Social Value Themes, Outcomes | agreed between the parties through email on 16
and Measures (TOM) Framework based upon Key | April 2026.
Performance Indicator (KPI) outputs from National
Skills Academy for Construction (NSAfC).
Developer contributions to a skills hub will have
more impact on the area than a general SEP for
the recycling centre/pipeline.
HBC-2024-SC-0029 Legacy and Consent APP/21/00189 for employment use on the | Whilst the previously consented site access Matters subject to
enhancements site proposed for the WRP site, provided for a design for the employment site was considered, it further discussion

Application Document Ref: 5.8
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Summary of HBC issue

or at least not precluded by the wording of the
parameters, such as "reinforcing of existing site
boundaries".

Latest position in resolving the issue

absence of a western pedestrian/cycle link does
not prejudice sustainable travel objectives, which
can be adequately supported through existing and
proposed access arrangements.

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

Engagement and consultation

HBC-2024-0001 Engagement Section 42 Duty to consult: The Applicant has The Applicant considers that all requirements in Matter agreed with
directly consulted HBC during formal consultation regard to pre-application consultation have been other party
periods on the proposal. The Applicant is also in met. HBC raises no objection about the adequacy
ongoing informal discussions with HBC about the of the engagement process and has set out its
proposed application. This includes joint officer position through the Adequacy of Consultation
groups for all the relevant LPA, topic based form.
meetings regarding the emerging EIA working
groups, as well as bilateral meetings between the
project team and direct email communications.

Section 47 Duty to consult local authority: The
Applicant consulted HBC on its Statement of
Community Consultation (SoCC) in the Spring of
2024. To the best of the HBC’s knowledge, the
consultation on the scheme took place in
accordance with the Statement.
Section 48 Duty to publicise: The Applicant has
provided evidence to the Council of notices placed
in local newspapers, the Times and the London
Gazette.
Design and construction
HBC-2025-0009 Design and HBC agrees with all draft design principles relevant | The Applicant acknowledges HBC’s position. Design Principles Matter agreed with
construction to WRP site other than those identified in the Document (Document other party
following issues. reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).
HBC-2025-0005 Design and HBC proposes that the design principle GDP_5 The Applicant notes the comment and remains Design Principles Matters subject to
construction Sustainable water strategy be amended to committed to ensuring that the appointed Document (Document further discussion
strengthen the commitment: “To help reduce water | Contractor incorporates measures for sustainable | reference 5.11, DCO
consumption, the detailed design for the WRP site | water use into the detailed design. Although there | Volume 5).
and Above Ground Plant (AGP) should seek to is no disagreement with the general thrust of the
maximise measures of sustainable water use.” request, a commitment to ‘maximise’ could be
incompatible with other operational design
requirements. For consistency with the drafting of
other commitments in the Design Principles
Document (Document reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5) and to maintain the level of flexibility
required for the detailed design stage, the
Applicant does not propose to change the
wording as suggested by HBC.

HBC-2025-0012 Design and HBC proposes that the design principle GDP_8 The Applicant again notes the comment and for Design Principles Matters subject to

construction Permeable surfaces be renamed to GDP_8 the reasons set out above in relation to HBC- Document (Document further discussion

Sustainable Drainage & Permeable Surfaces, with
a minor change to strengthen commitment “The
detailed design will seek to maximise the use of

2025-0005 does not propose to incorporate the
suggested change.

reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).

Application Document Ref: 5.8
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Summary of HBC issue

sustainable drainage systems. This will incorporate
permeable surfaces in areas of permanent hard
standing where reasonably practicable, having
regard to the need to manage surface water runoff
and flows and to reduce pollution risk, especially in
operational areas where fuel or other substances
potentially harmful to the water environment may
be stored or handled.”

Latest position in resolving the issue

The Applicant also notes that the suggestion
seeks to introduce and/or reintroduce
commitments that are contained in other control
documents (i.e. they would be duplicative),
namely in the SuDS Strategy at the ES Appendix
19.1 Flood Risk Assessment (FRA), Volume Il
(Document reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6).

Application document

reference

ES Appendix 19.1 Flood
Risk Assessment, Volume Il
(Document reference 6.2,
DCO Volume 6).

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

HBC-2025-0013 Design and HBC proposes that the design principle GDP_16 An off-site location has been identified for the Design Principles Matters subject to
construction Statutory and non-statutory designated ecological mitigation of affected SWBGS sites. The Document (Document further discussion
sites be renamed to GDP_16 Statutory and non- mitigation is set out in HRA Stage 2 and Marine reference 5.11, DCO
statutory designated ecological sites and Solent Conservation Assessment Stage 1, including Volume 5).
Wader and Brent Goose mitigation, with the HRA Stage 1 (Document reference 5.2, DCO
following changes: Volume 5) and ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial and
° M|t|gat|on design will be in agreement with the freshwater biOdiverSity, Volume | (DOCUment HRA Stage 2 and Marine
Solent Wader and Brent Goose Strategy reference 61, DCO Volume 6) and is secured by ConSeNa.tlon Assessment
(SWBGS) Steering Group and detailed in the the Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO | Stage 1, including HRA
Habitats Regu'ations Assessment (HRA), Volume 7) Further detail on the mltlgatlon plan Stage 1 (DOCUment
e Construction will be undertaken with will be pres_ented duri_ng the Egamination phase reference 5.2, DCO Volume
consideration given to the seasonal restrictions and the delivery of this plan will be a requirement | 5).
to avoid sensitive periods for these birds in of the DCO.
accordance with the Outline CEMP. TFB23 of the Outline CEMP (Document refference Outline Construction
71, DCQ Vqu_me 7) secures that construc_tlon _ Environmental Management
works will be timed to avoid the non-breeding bird Plan (Document reference
season. 7.1, DCO Volume 7).
There is therefore no point of disagreement with
HBC, though the Applicant does not consider the
suggested addition to the Design Principles ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial
Document (Document reference 5.11, DCO and freshwater biodiversity,
Volume 5) is necessary, as it would duplicate Volume | (Document
other controls. reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).
HBC-2025-0014 Design and HBC proposes that the design principle GDP_17 The Applicant notes that the suggestions seek to | Outline Construction Matters subject to
construction Badger mitigation be renamed to GDP_17 introduce and/or reintroduce commitments that Environmental Management | further discussion

Protected species mitigation to cover all protected
species as per the wording below:

e The detailed design of badger mitigation will
have regard to the prevailing good practice
guidance relevant to the protected species
concerned including the Badger Trust’'s Best
Practice Guidance for Developers (2023),
Natural England’s Badgers: advice for making
planning decisions (2022), NatureScot’s Best
Practice Guidance — Creation of Artificial Setts
(2018) and Natural England’s Guidance on
‘current use’ in the definition of a badger sett
(2009);

e The design for new habitats for badger

mitigation at applicable Environmental
Mitigation and Enhancement Areas (EMEA).

are contained in other control documents (i.e.
they would be duplicative). TFB4 of the Outline
CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7)
secures that the Contractor will comply with
relevant protected species legislation.

Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Application Document Ref: 5.8
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Summary of HBC issue Latest position in resolving the issue Application document Status
reference
Where relevant this will be compliant with the
requirements of any licence, the Outline CEMP
and Outline Landscape and Ecology
Management Plan (LEMP), or the relevant
approved CEMP and LEMP as the case may
be.
HBC-2025-0015 Design and HBC requests the reinstatement of the former The Applicant notes that the commitments to Outline Carbon Matters subject to
construction GDP_21 Minimising Carbon Emissions to the reduce greenhouse gas emissions to as low as Management Plan further discussion
design principles - The employment of energy reasonably practicable are contained within the (Document reference 7.8,
efficiency measures will be addressed by the Outline Carbon Management Plan (Document DCO Volume 7).
Outline Carbon Management Plan. reference 7.8, DCO Volume 7) which will be
controlled by DCO Requirement — requiring a
detailed Carbon Management Plan (or plans) to
be produced and approved post-DCO consent.
Again, there is therefore no disagreement with the
principle of the commitment but the inclusion of
this as a design principle would duplicate an
existing commitment.
HBC-2025-0016 Design and HBC requests the reinstatement of the former The Applicant notes that this is already covered Design Principles Matters subject to
construction GDP_22 Development and Trees to the design by GDP_11 Retention of existing landscape Document (Document further discussion
principles - Where possible the siting and features, wildlife corridors and vegetation of the reference 5.11, DCO
installation of the pipeline shall seek to retain and Design Principles Document (Document Volume 5).
protect existing trees. reference 5.11, DCO Volume 5).
HBC-2025-0017 Design and HBC requests the reinstatement of the former The Applicant notes that this PRoW is outside the | Case for the Project Matters subject to
construction WRP_7 PRoW enhancements to the design Applicant’s ownership. However, this has been (Document reference 5.6, further discussion
principles - Opportunities will be explored to included in the Case for the Project (Document DCO Volume 5).
upgrade the PRoW along the Hermitage Stream reference 5.6, DCO Volume 5) as part of the
potentially including improved multi-user access Benefit Package 5: Broadmarsh Coastal Park
pomlts from ’th road, ephgnced Ilghtlng, se_zatmg, Improvement Fund. This financial contribution of
cycling provision, wayfinding and interpretive £500,000 would be made available to HBC to
signage, to enhance its amenity value as a key . . -
connection to the coast for the local communities of implement enhancements within, but not limited
Havant. to, Broadmarsh Coastal Park and could be used
to deliver Public Right of Way improvements
along the Hermitage Stream.
HBC-2025-0018 Design and HBC requests the reinstatement of the former The suggestions seek to introduce and/or ES Appendix 19.1 Flood Matters subject to
construction BFWTW_6 Flood Risk, drainage and management | reintroduce commitments that are contained in Risk Assessment, Volume Il | further discussion
to the design principles (reintroducing BFWTW 7, other control documents (i.e. they would be (Document reference 6.2,
8, 9): duplicative). The Applicant confirms that the ES DCO Volume 6).
_— . Appendix 19.1 FRA, Volume Il (Document
y Qﬁlpggzﬂﬂg ng:JereF’Egt?nd Drainage Strategy reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6) includes a SuDS
' Strategy produced for the indicative design of the
- Above ground infrastructure will not be AGP and WRP site.
located within 8m of the bank of a non-tidal
watercourse or flood defence, or within 16m
of the bank of a tidal watercourse, tidal
flood defence or coastal defence;

Application Document Ref: 5.8
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project

Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

Summary of HBC issue

- The drainage strategy will ensure that
surface water drainage is discharged at an
agreed controlled rate.

The drainage strategy will ensure suitable water
quality by routing surface water through a suitable
SuDS treatment system, prior to discharge.

Latest position in resolving the issue

Application document

reference

Status

HBC-2025-0011

Design and
construction

HBC does not agree with the omission of a number
of commitments from the draft Design Principles
Document.

HBC reiterated that it is expected to be the main
reference document, setting the overarching
principles and guiding the Project’s design.

HBC considers that all key matters should continue
to be represented in this document.

HBC proposed that other high-level principles
separate from the draft design principles should be
referenced, indicating where they are addressed in
detail, e.g. Outline Construction Environmental
Management Plan (CEMP).

This approach would help ensure clarity and
transparency about where detailed requirements
are set out, while keeping the main document
focused on the guiding principles.

The Applicant notes HBC's position. The matter
has been the subject of discussion and is a point
of disagreement. The Applicant has set out the
approach to securing commitments through the
DCO which is to avoid duplication i.e. a
commitment is made once in the appropriate
management plan/secured document to avoid
duplication. This is reflected in the ES Appendix
5.5 Commitments Register, Volume || (Document
reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6) which contains an
explanation of the relationship between the
different control documents.

This particular point concerns the mechanisms for
securing commitments (i.e. HBC considers they
should all be in the Design Principles Document
(Document reference 5.11, DCO Volume 5))
rather than the commitments themselves.

Design Principles
Document (Document
reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).

ES Appendix 5.5
Commitments Register,
Volume Il (Document
reference 6.2, DCO Volume
6).

Matter not able to be
agreed

Archaeology, cultural

heritage and heritage settings

HBC-2024-SC-0013

Archaeology and
cultural heritage -
mitigation

HBC indicated that the production of a detailed
heritage impact assessment for the new plant,
would assist to establish any potential impact on
the setting of the Old Bedhampton Conservation
Area and/or the other above ground heritage
assets and how any harm arising can be mitigated
against.

HBC acknowledges that the Applicant has
addressed the potential effects on the Old
Bedhampton Conservation Area and associated
listed buildings in Chapter 7 Archaeology and
cultural heritage, Volume | of the ES (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6). These effects, as
assessed in the ES, were discussed during a
bilateral meeting with HBC on 10 December 2025.
Chapter 7 Archaeology and cultural heritage,
Volume | of the ES has been updated to reflect an
absolute worst-case scenario, assuming the
inclusion of a pipe bridge (Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6). This element is outside the
Applicant’s control, as it is being designed by
Portsmouth Water. For assessment purposes, it is
treated as a direct effect on the Conservation Area,

The parties agree that the assessments and
measures put in place make it possible to address
this issue.

ES Chapter 7 Archaeology
and cultural heritage,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Matter agreed with
other party
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project
Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

Summary of HBC issue Latest position in resolving the issue Application document Status

reference

given the scale of construction works and the
proposed location of the pipe bridge.

This is considered alongside changes to the setting
resulting from works west of Mill Lane and at
Bedhampton Springs.

At present, the assessment identifies a temporary
significant adverse effect during the construction
phase, and a non significant impact during the
operational phase.

Detailed consideration regarding the impact of
archaeological remains along the route through
HBC has been considered by the Hampshire
County Archaeological Service (up to April 2026).

HBC-2026-0006 Archaeology and The Hampshire County Archaeological Service The Applicant acknowledges the Hampshire Outline Written Scheme of Matters subject to
cultural heritage - agrees with the Outline Written Scheme of County Archaeological Service’s position. Investigation (Document further discussion
mitigation Investigation (WSI) (Document reference 7.6, DCO reference 7.6, DCO Volume

Volume 7) principles. The County Archaeological 7).

Service understands and is satisfied that the
topographic survey will be carried out in advance of
any earthworks and is identified in the Outline WSI
(Document reference 7.6, DCO Volume 7) for
inclusion in the relevant survey-specific WSI
(SSWSI(s)) for investigative fieldwork that forms
part of the pre-commencement activities. The
Hampshire County Archaeological Service also
supports the identification of areas for watching
briefs or other archaeological intervention, being
agreed with the Hampshire County Council (HCC)
and Winchester City Council Archaeology Services,
following completion of investigative fieldwork in
any given area. The Hampshire County
Archaeological Service understands and agrees
with the sampling strategy in Appendix A of the
Outline WSI (Document reference 7.6, DCO

Volume 7).
HBC-2026-0007 Archaeology and The Hampshire County Archaeological Service The Applicant has engaged with the Hampshire Outline Landscape and Matters subject to
cultural heritage - requested to discuss the archaeological mitigation | County Archaeological Service to discuss the Ecology Management Plan | further discussion
mitigation strategy. approach to archaeological mitigation at a (Document reference 7.5,
bilateral meeting on 21 October 2025. The DCO Volume 7).
Applicant acknowledges the importance of Design Principles
signposting archaeological provisions across Document (Document
multiple documents, including the Indicative reference 5.11. DCO
Environmental Masterplan appended to the Volume 5) U
Design Approach Document (Document reference '
5.12, DCO Volume 5)), the Outline LEMP Design Approach Document
(Document reference 7.5, DCO Volume 7) and (Document reference 5.12,
Design Principles Document (Document DCO Volume 5).
reference 5.11, DCO Volume 5). This approach Outline Written Scheme of
ensures that all relevant measures are clearly Investigation (Document
referenced and accessible for examination. The
Application Document Ref: 5.8 13 from
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project

Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

Summary of HBC issue

Latest position in resolving the issue

Outline WSI (Document reference 7.6, DCO
Volume 7) is secured through a DCO
requirement. The Outline WSI (Document
reference 7.6, DCO Volume 7) is to all intents and
purposes a mitigation strategy signposting to the
non-investigative mitigation measures requested
by consultees but which are specified and
secured through other means. This signposting is
at Outline WSI (Document reference 7.6, DCO
Volume 7) table 1-1. A version of the Outline WS,
incorporating stakeholders’ comments, is
submitted with the DCO application. However, a
live version will continue to be engaged on
through pre-examination in order to address any
further comments from HBC and seek agreement
on the version to be presented at examination.

Application document

reference
reference 7.6, DCO Volume
7).

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

HBC-2026-0001

Archaeology and
cultural heritage -
baseline

The Hampshire County Archaeological Service has
engaged throughout scheme development and
confirmed that, at scoping stage, the precise
ground impacts of the proposed tunnelling shafts
and emerging Intermediate Pumping Stations (IPS)
zones could not be fully assessed due to limited
design detail. Further comment was therefore
reserved pending detailed design.

The Applicant acknowledges the Hampshire
County Archaeological Service’s position. The
Applicant has since shared locations of shafts,
pipeline routes, AGP and construction
compounds, and the Hampshire County
Archaeological Service comments have informed
scheme development through an iterative
process. The scope of assessment, including
change to setting, has been agreed and is
reported in the ES Chapter 7 Archaeology and
cultural heritage, Volume | (Document reference
6.1, DCO Volume 6). Archaeological and
geoarchaeological surveys, trial trenching and
Ground Investigation (GI) monitoring have been
undertaken in agreement with the Hampshire
County Archaeological Service, informing the
baseline and assessment. An Outline WSI
(Document reference 7.6, DCO Volume 7)
accompanies the DCO application, with further
post-consent survey, evaluation and mitigation to
be secured through bespoke SSWSI approved by
the relevant archaeological advisors.

ES Chapter 7 Archaeology
and cultural heritage,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Outline Written Scheme of
Investigation (Document
reference 7.6, DCO Volume
7).

Matter agreed with
other party

HBC-2026-0002

Archaeology and
cultural heritage -
baseline

The Hampshire County Archaeological Service
agrees with the proposed approach to baseline
data collection and recommends inclusion of
Hampshire Gardens Trust as a consultee, which
has been confirmed by the Applicant. Relevant
Hampshire archaeology strategies, datasets and
guidance have been incorporated into the ES
Chapter 7 Archaeology and cultural heritage,
Volume | (Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6) and Outline WSI (Document reference 7.6, DCO
Volume 7). The scope of further geophysical and
intrusive survey has been discussed and
progressed, and trial trenching and geophysical

The Applicant acknowledges the Hampshire
County Archaeological Service’s position.

ES Chapter 7 Archaeology
and cultural heritage,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Outline Written Scheme of
Investigation (Document
reference 7.6, DCO Volume
7).

Matter agreed with
other party
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project

Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

Summary of HBC issue

survey results have been shared for information. It
is agreed that not all areas of archaeological
potential can be trial trenched; accordingly, the
Outline WSI (Document reference 7.6, DCO
Volume 7) provides for archaeological monitoring
during construction, including procedures for
managing delays should significant remains be
encountered, with advance trial trenching to be
undertaken where necessary to avoid unacceptable
disruption to works.

Latest position in resolving the issue

Application document

reference

Status

this issue. The provision of a sensitive lighting
scheme is covered by GDP_6 in the Design
Principles Document (Document reference 5.11,
DCO Volume 5).

reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).

HBC-2026-0003 Archaeology and The Hampshire County Archaeological Service The Applicant acknowledges the Hampshire Matter agreed with
cultural heritage - endorses the approach to the priority boreholes. County Archaeological Service’s position. other party
baseline The Hampshire County Archaeological Service

supports the programme of Gl works.

HBC-2026-0004 Archaeology and The Hampshire County Archaeological Service The Applicant acknowledges the Hampshire ES Chapter 7 Archaeology | Matter agreed with
cultural heritage - supports the approach to data searches of the County Archaeological Service’s position. and cultural heritage, other party
baseline relevant Historic Environment Records (HER) for Volume | (Document

Portsmouth, Winchester, and Hampshire that forms reference 6.1, DCO Volume
part of the ES Chapter 7 Archaeology and cultural 6).

heritage, Volume | baseline (Document reference

6.1, DCO Volume 6).

HBC-2026-0005 Archaeology and The Hampshire County Archaeological Service The Applicant acknowledges the Hampshire ES Appendix 7.3 Detailed Matter agreed with
cultural heritage - endorsed the Phase 1 geophysics (ES Appendix County Archaeological Service’s position. gradiometer survey report - | other party
assessment 7.3 Detailed gradiometer survey report - Phase 1, Phase 1, Volume Il

Volume Il (Document reference 6.2, DCO Volume (Document reference 6.2,

6)) reporting and Phase 2 Geophysical Survey DCO Volume 6).

Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) (ES

Appendix 7.8 Detailed gradiometer survey report -

Phase 2, Volume Il (Document reference 6.2, DCO ES Appendix 7.8 Detailed

Volume 6)). The Hampshire County Archaeological gradiometer survey report -

Service confirms that it has no comments on ES Phase 2, Volume I

Appendix 7.8 Phase 2 Detailed gradiometer survey (Document reference 6.2,

report - Phase 2, Volume Il (Document reference DCO Volume 6).

6.2, DCO Volume 6) or ES Appendix 7.9 Trial

trenching report, Volume Il (Document reference

6.2, DCO Volume 6). Both documents are ES Appendix 7.9 Trial

welcomed and are considered valuable in informing trenching report, Volume Il

any future archaeological mitigation. (Document reference 6.2,
DCO Volume 6).

Habitats and ecology

HBC-2024-0026 Design and HBC requested a sensitive lighting scheme to The parties agree that the assessments and Design Principles Matter agreed with
construction minimise impacts on protected species. measures put in place make it possible to address | Document (Document other party

Application Document Ref: 5.8
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project

Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

HBC-2024-0025

Habitats regulations
assessment/Marine
Conservation Zone

Summary of HBC issue

HBC is content that the effects of operational noise
levels on qualifying features of Chichester and
Langstone Harbours SPA/Ramsar will be fully
assessed in the ES by the Applicant. During
operation, noise is not predicted to be sufficiently
above existing levels at either the WRP site or
Budds Farm WTW to result in a significant effect.

HBC is content that the pipeline between

Bedhampton Springs and Havant Thicket Reservoir

is no longer within the scope of the DCO
application, meaning that the SINC referred to will
not be impacted by the Project.

HBC is content that the loss of the Solent Waders
and Brent Geese Strategy (SWBGS) site on the
WRP site is being fully assessed in the Habitats
Regulations Assessment by the Applicant.

HBC considers that the range of potential impacts
(during construction, operation and
decommissioning phase) is being considered
appropriately.

Latest position in resolving the issue

The parties agree that the assessments and
measures put in place make it possible to address
this issue. The Applicant will work with Natural
England and HBC to identify a suitable mitigation
site and implement measures to ensure that no
residual impacts remain.

HBC is content, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the HRA Stage 2 and
Marine Conservation Assessment Stage 1,
including HRA Stage 1 (Document reference
5.12, DCO Volume 5).

Application document

reference

HRA Stage 2 and Marine
Conservation Assessment
Stage 1, including HRA
Stage 1 (Document
reference 5.12, DCO
Volume 5)

Status

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

HBC-2024-0023

Terrestrial and
freshwater biodiversity

HBC is keen on the provision of green/brown roof.
Coastal vegetated shingle or species-rich coastal
grassland would be suitable habitat types for a
green roof.

It is acknowledged that the provision of a
green/brown roof at the WRP site is covered by the
Design Principles Document (Document reference
5.11, DCO Volume 5) WRP_17 Environmental
mitigation - Green/brown roof. This principle is
supported by HBC.

The parties agree that the assessments and
measures put in place make it possible to address
this issue. The Applicant confirms that the Design
Principles Document (Document reference 5.11,
DCO Volume 5) WRP_17 Environmental
mitigation - Green/brown roof states that the main
process building (within Zone 1) will have a
green/brown roof to provide open mosaic habitat
mitigation within the facility boundary, enhance
biodiversity, and to reduce impacts on key views
from the south. The specification for the habitat to
be provided on the green/brown roof will be in
accordance with the Outline LEMP (Document
reference 7.7, DCO Volume 7) or the relevant
approved LEMP as the case may be. The extent
of the green/brown roof will be determined at the
detailed design stage, covering as large an area
as reasonably practicable.

Design Principles
Document (Document
reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).

Outline Landscape and
Ecology Management Plan
(Document reference 7.7,
DCO Volume 7).

Matter agreed with
other party

HBC-2024-SC-0003

Terrestrial and
freshwater biodiversity

HBC advised the Applicant that the site of the
proposed WRP site and High Lift Pumping Station
is known to support a large population of the
County Notable Hairy Buttercup as well as other
species such as Pyramidal Orchid and Corky-
fruited Water-dropwort. The Applicant has
undertaken UKHab and NVC surveys for the
Project and at least some of these species have
been identified as present on the site. ES Chapter
8 Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6),

The parties agree that the assessments and
measures put in place make it possible to address
this issue.

HBC agrees to close this issue pending review of
the assessment and mitigation set out in the ES
Chapter 8 Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity,
Volume | (Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6) which will be submitted with the DCO
application.

ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial
and freshwater biodiversity,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project

Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

Summary of HBC issue

presents assessments and mitigation where
required. This approach is agreed with HBC.

Latest position in resolving the issue

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

HBC-2024-SC-0002

Terrestrial and
freshwater biodiversity

HBC acknowledges that assessment is provided
within Chapter 8 Terrestrial and Freshwater

The parties agree that the assessments and
measures put in place make it possible to address

ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial
and freshwater biodiversity,

Provisional agreement
pending application

Biodiversity, Volume | in the ES (Document this issue. Volume | (Document evidence
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6). Mitigation L . reference 6.1, DCO Volume
measures are also set out within the Outline CEMP HBC agrr?es, '3. prmmple, w;t?hthe _ri_ropt_osed t out 6).
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7) approach pending review of the mitigation st ou
T ) in the Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1,
ng ;/ollil_?aet_zzlwhlch will be submitted with the Outline Construction
pplication. Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).
HBC-2023-0044 Terrestrial and It is acknowledged that HBC is not part of the The Applicant acknowledges HBC's position. The | ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial Matter agreed with
freshwater ecology - district level licence (DLL) for great crested newts Applicant confirms that this is reflected within ES | and freshwater biodiversity, | other party

assessment

(GCN).

Chapter 8 Terrestrial and freshwater biodiversity,
Volume | (Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

HBC-2024-0020

Terrestrial and
freshwater ecology -
assessment

The ecological enhancement measures at the WRP
site are covered by the Design Principles
Document. These principles are supported by HBC.

The Applicant acknowledges HBC's position. The
relevant principles are set out in the Design
Principles Document (Document reference 5.11,
DCO Volume 5) as follows:

o WRP_2 Hermitage Stream;

o WRP_15 Environmental mitigation: Boundary
planting reinforcement - south and west edge;

e WRP_16 Environmental mitigation: Boundary
planting reinforcement - north and east;

e WRP_17 Environmental mitigation:
Green/brown roof; and

o WRP_18 Environmental mitigation: Provision
of open mosaic habitat.

HBC supports, in principle, the proposed
approach pending review of the assessment and
mitigation set out in the ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial
and freshwater biodiversity, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6).

Design Principles
Document (Document
reference 5.11, DCO
Volume 5).

ES Chapter 8 Terrestrial
and freshwater biodiversity,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

Carbon and climate change

HBC-2024-SC-0009

Carbon and climate
change - mitigation

HBC raised concerns about the energy intensity of
the operational phase of the Project in light of
climate change considerations. Efforts to refine the
design to minimise energy use and emissions are
encouraged and supported. HBC acknowledges
the need to reduce greenhouse gas emissions so
far as reasonably practicable which will need to be
demonstrated through the DCO application.

The Applicant acknowledges HBC'’s position. The
matter has been the subject of discussion. The
Applicant considers that the effects of the Project
will be not significant when considered against the
UK's climate change obligations. The Applicant,
through the Outline Carbon Management Plan
(Document reference 7.8, DCO Volume 7), is
setting out a series of measures and controls that
will ensure that the Contractor reduces

Outline Carbon
Management Plan
(Document reference 7.8,
DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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Hampshire Water Transfer and Water Recycling Project

Draft Statement of Common Ground with Havant Borough Council

Summary of HBC issue

Latest position in resolving the issue

greenhouse gas emissions as far as reasonably
practicable.

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

Biodiversity and nature conservation

HBC-2024-0021

Biodiversity Net
Gain/Environmental
Net Gain

HBC noted that SuDS features are a great
opportunity for biodiversity enhancements —
measures should be guided by the local landscape
and habitats. The LNRS for Hampshire should
provide guidance on locally relevant measures —
there may be opportunities to combine landscaping
with targeted species conservation measures (e.g.
certain coastal plant species).

HBC requested that the Biodiversity Net Gain
(BNG) requirements should be addressed on-site.
If required, suitable off-site land should be found.
They noted that BNG measures should focus on
local habitat types.

HBC noted there is potential for BNG
enhancements to their own land within Broadmarsh
Country Park including:

e Grassland and scrub management; and
e Formalisation of public access routes.

Proposed habitat reinstatement measures, and any
actions arising from a requirement or desire for net
gain, should be guided by local conditions and
landscape and ideally be co-ordinated with the
upcoming LNRS for Hampshire.

There will be a need to clearly differentiate between
impacts and mitigation/compensation
/enhancement measures arising from this scheme
and the related reservoir scheme: there will be a
degree of integration between the Southern Water
elements within the Borough and the reservoir
scheme.

HBC acknowledges a Biodiversity Gain Plan will
accompany the DCO application, prioritising BNG
delivery within the Order Limits, seeking external
sites only where necessary. Engagement is
ongoing with LPAs and stakeholders to identify
opportunities for BNG, with Broadmarsh Coastal
Park a key focus due to its potential for BNG and
ENG and its inclusion in Focus Area 1 of the
Indicative Environmental Masterplan.

The DCO submission includes an Outline CEMP,
EMEA, and a Design Principles Document, all
cross-referenced with the Outline LEMP.

The Applicant has acknowledged the comment.
The principles behind the design of the SuDS for
the Project are set out in the SuDS Drainage
Strategy, as set out in ES Appendix 19.2 Water
Environment Regulations compliance
assessment, Volume Il (Document reference 6.2,
DCO Volume 6). These principles include how
biodiversity features will be incorporated into the
SuDS.

The Applicant confirmed that the Project and the
LNRS for Hampshire were developed
concurrently, limiting the ability to fully integrate
the final strategy, but precursor biodiversity net
gain opportunity areas were used as a basis for
habitat creation. Any relevant updates from the
draft LNRS shared in the summer were
incorporated into the Biodiversity Gain Plan
(Document reference 7.11, DCO Volume 7),
although many initially identified sites were later
removed from the final LNRS. The Applicant
assured that the LNRS will be considered during
detailed design, and any practicable positive
changes will be made to maximise BNG, with the
potential for further updates as more information
becomes available.

ES Appendix 19.2 Water
Environment Regulations
compliance assessment,
Volume Il (Document
reference 6.2, DCO Volume
6).

Biodiversity Gain Plan
(Document reference 7.11,
DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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Summary of HBC issue Latest position in resolving the issue Application document Status

reference

Contamination and land quality

HBC-2024-SC-0017 Land quality and HBC expects the Construction Drainage Plan to The Applicant agrees that the excavation of waste | Outline Construction Provisional agreement
ground conditions address excavation of previously tipped waste, and | would need to be included in the drainage Environmental Management | pending application
any on-site activities where these are not controlled | management. The Applicant does not envisage Plan (Document reference evidence
by another instrument (e.g. permit), and would the Contractor storing excavated waste for any 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

expect this to be secured as a condition of consent. | length of time but any such storage would need to
consider the risk from leachate generation and

HBC has reviewed the Applicant's position and is in managing incident rainfall to prevent migration of

agreement. contamination whilst waste is temporarily stored
prior to off-site disposal.
HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).
HBC-2024-SC-0018 Land quality and At the opposite end of the range of depth options, The Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, ES Appendix 19.9 Outline Provisional agreement
ground conditions the tunnels would include a greater length installed | DCO Volume 7) includes a requirement in relation | Water Monitoring Plan, pending application
within the Upper Chalk unit that comprises the to voids generally (that is not specific to tunnelling | Volume Il (Document evidence
Principal Aquifer. Associated risks are discussed or SPZ) 'A Voids Treatment Protocol will be reference 6.2, DCO Volume
under several topic areas, but the Council would developed by the Contractor to set out how voids | 6).
highlight the risk of structural voids, mostly encountered during construction within the chalk
addressed in terms of ‘as existing’ (REAC WE4 will be mitigated to avoid pollution or flow impacts

relates). Where the external annulus of the pipeline | on groundwater bodies. This will be agreed with Outline Construction
is permitted to act as a preferential pathway, new the Environment Agency'. The ES Appendix 19.9 | Environmental Management

connections may be formed between existing Outline Water Monitoring Plan, Volume I Plan (Document reference
fissures/conduits within the chalk that could lead to | (Document reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6) 7.1, DCO Volume 7).
new erosion, possibly rapid, and the formation of includes this requirement: 'During the construction

new voids in the long term. Mitigation would likely works a watching brief will be employed to detect
comprise appropriate detailing at the annulus of the | any unknown karst dissolution features when

tunnel bore, within the affected section of pipe — working directly on/within chalk or where
this might potentially be deployable on a watching- | overburden to chalk is anticipated to be less than
brief basis during tunnelling works in connection 10m’.

with groundwater management. This risk should
ideally be considered under REAC WE2 & WE3 for
all tunnelling within the chalk unit in general, rather
than limiting it to within the protection zone

For the tunnels, unlike the open-cut pipeline, the
tunnel’s negligible annulus is continually filled by
grouting as part of the construction process. This
prevents any new pathways being formed.

(SP2)1c.
HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7) and
ES Appendix 19.9 Outline Water Monitoring Plan
(Document reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6).
HBC-2024-SC-0031 Land quality and Whilst it is noted that the Preliminary Environmental | The design for the tunnels and shafts has been Outline Foundation Works Provisional agreement
ground conditions Information (PEI) Report aims to assess the sufficiently progressed to provide some certainty | Risk Assessment pending application
‘engineering worst case’, the worst case option on depths, diameters and construction (Document reference 7.4, evidence
may differ between topics, and it does not methodology. It is proposed that the pipelines DCO Volume 7).
necessarily follow that the indicative design between the Budds Farm WTW and the WRP site Outli .
. ) : . utline Construction
assessed represents the contaminant worst case. will be driven through the underlying chalk Environmental Management
In particular, shaft and pipeline depths are beneath the Harts Farm landfill and will be
uncertain, as are construction techniques to be grouted to prevent a horizontal flowpath being
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Summary of HBC issue

employed for the pipeline construction. This is
particularly relevant to HBC as the pipeline will be
passing either under- or through- a portion of the
Harts Farm Landfill that is currently within the
ownership of HBC. HBC might wholly or
substantially retain liability for the contaminating
deposit on its own land in the event that a
significant new pathway is created between the
leachate generated by the waste body and the
protected marine habitat in a way that is more
direct than currently occurs (where this requires
mitigation).

Latest position in resolving the issue

created. The potential risks from contamination
present within the underlying ground have been
assessed in accordance with current guidance
and reported in an Outline Foundation Works Risk
Assessment (FWRA) which sets out how the
tunnel construction can be managed to mitigate
risks. The detailed design of the tunnel will be
supported by a detailed FWRA prepared by the
contractor. The necessary pollution prevention
measures required to manage risks from
contaminants are secured through the Outline
CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7) and
Outline FWRA (Document reference 7.4, DCO
Volume 7).

Application document

reference

Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

HBC-2024-SC-0032

Land quality and
ground conditions

HBC noted that concerns relating to a release of
drilling mud or fluid finding its way through the
surrounding rock and bursting out onto the sea
floor.

The risk of drilling fluids escaping upwards under
high pressure and blowing out through the bed of
the harbour is a risk the drilling Contractor will be
managing through their method statements and
working procedures. A Drilling Fluid Management
Plan (DFMP) will be developed by the Contractor
and agreed with the EA and Natural England prior
to commencement of relevant construction
activities (i.e. trenchless construction activities
requiring the use of drilling fluids) as set out in the
Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO
Volume 7).

HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

HBC-2024-SC-0033

Land quality and
ground conditions

It is anticipated that any measures necessary for
managing contamination risks for the anticipated
lifetime of the development, or for managing the
construction phase pollution risks, will be secured
via the Construction Method Statements and
CEMP.

An Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO
Volume 7) is submitted with the DCO, including
the necessary measures relevant for the
construction phase of the Project. There will be a
requirement in the Outline CEMP (Document
reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7) for the Contractor
to prepare a detailed CEMP following consent
being granted for the Project, and the detailed
CEMP will be prepared in accordance with the
Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO
Volume 7).

HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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HBC-2024-SC-0034 Land quality and

ground conditions

Summary of HBC issue

In particular, given the environmental receptor for
the contamination risks, HBC would recommend
that the Construction Drainage Plan and the Waste
Management Plan should include a narrative
specifically addressing the dewatering of shaft
excavations advanced through the tidal leachate
table. REAC WE10 acknowledges the risk of such
waters arising, and the need to manage that risk,
but it does not explicitly link this commitment with a
proactive management- recording- or monitoring-
process.

Latest position in resolving the issue

Procedures to manage water quality in any
discharges will be managed through the required
permitting process which the Contractor will be
responsible for in line with the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach, pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Application document
reference

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Status

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

HBC-2024-SC-0035 Land quality and

ground conditions

HBC would also recommend that the Waste
Management Plan present a narrative plan for
characterisation/streaming,
sorting/treatment/processing/recovery and disposal
of excavated landfill waste, providing clarity on
where each activity is expected to be undertaken,
and which falls under the jurisdiction of an
environmental permit.

Waste arising from the existing landfill will be
removed as waste under transfer notes and
consignment notes for hazardous waste if these
are required. No treatment of waste is envisaged
on site and as such a permit for waste treatment
will not be required.

RWMS5 in the Outline CEMP (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7) requires that the Site Waste
Management Plan (SWMP) be produced by the
contractor, which will include details of the
methodology for testing and classifying waste in
accordance with relevant legislation and
guidance. Specific measures will be included in
the SWMP for implementation during construction
to ensure that waste is correctly classified and
that hazardous and non-hazardous waste are not
mixed.

HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

HBC-2025-0006 Land quality and

ground conditions

HBC considers that the proposed WRP site
pipework and associated shafts/tunnelling
introduce additional contaminated land and landfill
gas risks (including an actively gassing site,
potential new pathways towards the reservoir, and
the need to cross the landfill bund) that are not yet
adequately evidenced/mitigated. HBC expects the
DCO submission to align the developing
construction design with the contamination
conceptual model by providing (i) a construction
CSM for key areas (e.g. Budds Farm WTW, WRP
site and relevant pipeline sections) setting out
shaft/tunnel parameters, construction controls for
groundwater/leachate/gas, antibuoyancy and
detailing at annulus/base/penetrations, the
trenchless techniques proposed, and section
profiles against geology/topography and
constraints; and (ii) an updated geoenvironmental

The ES Chapter 11 Land quality and ground
conditions, Volume | (Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6) has assessed the ground
investigation data to determine the potential for
impacts arising from construction of the WRP on
the former landfill including the shafts and
tunnels. The ES Chapter 11 Land quality and
ground conditions, Volume | (Document reference
6.1, DCO Volume 6) sets out measures to
mitigate risks from landfill gas and leachate which
will be implemented during the construction and
operational phases.

The Outline FWRA (Document reference 7.4,
DCO Volume 7) provides details of the shaft and
tunnel construction as developed to this stage
and provides a conceptual site model for these
elements of the project. The Contractor will further
develop the detailed design and prepare

ES Chapter 11 Land quality
and ground conditions,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Outline Foundation Works
Risk Assessment
(Document reference 7.4,
DCO Volume 7).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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assessment/contamination CSM based on the
construction CSM addressing changes to
gas/leachate pathways, measures to maintain
hydraulic separation and prevent gas
buildup/ignition in retained voids, likely waste
removal volumes and implications, and the degree
of infiltration/reduction/betterment at the WRP site.
HBC notes that use of diaphragm wall panels
advancing without open excavation helps address
concerns around trench stability, air exchange and
leachate migration compared with alternatives (e.g.
secant piling).

Latest position in resolving the issue

construction management plans to mitigate any
potential risks arising from the landfill.

HBC agrees, in principle, with the proposed
approach pending review of the environmental
measures secured in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7), details
of the Outline FWRA (Document reference 7.4,
DCO Volume 7) and mitigation measures secured
in the ES Chapter 11 Land quality and ground
conditions, Volume | (Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6).

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

Land use and agriculture

HBC-2025-0010 Land use and

agriculture

The WRP site is currently allocated in the
development plan under Policy BD11 for
employment use, led to a planning consent which is
now elapsed. Emerging plan does not propose
allocation for employment use. In the meantime,
the commitments through the Outline SEP provide
appropriate mitigation. HBC agrees that the
principle of use of the site for the WRP site is
appropriate and the site selection methodology
presented by the Applicant which has led to the
identification of the WRP site was robust.

The Applicant acknowledges HBC’s position.

Scheme Development
Report (Document
reference 5.10, DCO
Volume 5).

Outline Skills and
Employment Plan
(Document reference 7.9,
DCO Volume 7).

Matter agreed with
other party

Noise and vibration

HBC-2025-0003 Noise and vibration -

assessment

Concerning the noise from nighttime access
construction works, HBC notes that the nearest
residential receptor is located more than 450
metres from any proposed nighttime works. Based
on the information provided, and notwithstanding
the site’s history and the settlement potential of
local made soils, it is not anticipated that the
Project will include nighttime piling, installation of
vibro-stone columns, dynamic ground
improvement, or any other activities likely to
generate short-duration impact noise. This
response is made on the assumption that these
activities are not proposed, and that the scope of
consultation is limited to the access works and their
impacts on noise-sensitive human receptors only.
Should these assumptions prove incorrect, this
response should not be taken as confirmation that
the mitigation measures described are sufficient to
justify omission of a detailed noise assessment.
The impact of construction noise on ecological
receptors is outside the scope of this response.
Taking these factors into account, alongside the
self-imposed programme limitations and the
general Outline CEMP provisions for noise
mitigation, HBC is satisfied that the environmental

The Applicant intends to schedule the proposed
works in Havant at night to reduce the impacts of
traffic management and driver delay during the
construction period. The Applicant has concluded
the effects of noise from works (lasting no more
than 10-days in any 15) will not be significant.
This will be addressed in the ES Chapter 15
Noise and vibration, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6).

Noise control measures identified as Best
Practicable Means in the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7) will be
applied, irrespective of the duration of
construction works.

HBC agrees to close this issue pending review of
the environmental measures secured in the
Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO
Volume 7) and mitigation measures secured in
the ES Chapter 15 Noise and vibration, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6).

ES Chapter 15 Noise and
vibration, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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context of this access point is such that complaints
are unlikely to occur. Accordingly, it is agreed that a
detailed noise assessment need not be
undertaken; it is self-evident that, on the basis
described above, the outcome would be ‘not
significant’.

Latest position in resolving the issue

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

Status

HBC-2024-SC-0021 Noise and vibration -

mitigation

HBC has made suggestions on specific wording to
be included or requirements to be included in the
Outline CEMP and these are agreed.

The parties agree that the construction noise and
vibration assessment methodology is appropriate
and that receptors, baseline monitoring locations
and methodologies will be agreed with the
relevant LPA prior to commencement and
secured through the Outline CEMP (Document
reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7). The Applicant
confirms receptors are identified in ES Chapter 15
Noise and vibration, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6) and that baseline
surveys were undertaken following LPA
consultation. Construction working hours and
mitigation will be secured via the Outline CEMP
(Document reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7)/Code
of Construction Practice, applying Best
Practicable Means and BS 5228-1/2, with
standard mitigation, monitoring and a complaints
strategy agreed before works start; works outside
standard hours will be limited, short-term and
subject to prior written LPA approval. While HBC
seeks tighter standard hours and raises concerns
regarding Saturday afternoons and potential
24-hour tunnelling effects, the Applicant maintains
the proposed hours reflect accepted major
infrastructure practice and that assessments
predict no significant residual effects where
mitigation is implemented; nevertheless,
additional location- or activity-specific restrictions
(including on Saturday afternoons), avoidance of
24-hour tunnelling beneath dwellings where
practicable, advance notification, and further
mitigation (e.g. enhanced screening, quieter
plant/methods, phasing to provide respite) will be
adopted where required to avoid LOAEL
exceedances within the Outline CEMP (Document
reference 7.1, DCO Volume 7). References to
withdrawn BS 5228-4 will not be included.

HBC agrees to close this issue pending review of
the environmental measures secured in the
Outline CEMP (Document reference 7.1, DCO
Volume 7) and mitigation measures secured in
the ES Chapter 15 Noise and vibration, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6).

ES Chapter 15 Noise and
vibration, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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Socioeconomics, tourism, recreation, and health

Latest position in resolving the issue

Application document

reference

Status

HBC-2025-0004 Socioeconomic,
tourism, recreation

and health

HBC requested the Applicant to review the
Construction Industry Training Board (CITB)
National Skills Academy for Construction client-
based approach and incorporate relevant KPIs and
local priorities (e.g., focus on NEETSs, entry-level
and green skills, and potential construction
academy collaboration) into the draft Outline SEP.

The potential impacts on employment have been
assessed in Chapter 17, Socio-economics,
tourism and health, Volume | of the ES
(Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6).

The Applicant has acknowledged HBC's comment
in the preparation of the Outline SEP (Document
reference 7.9, DCO Volume 7) to reflect its
request for greater alignment to CITB guidance.

ES Chapter 17 Socio-
economics, tourism and
health, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Outline Skills and
Employment Plan
(Document reference 7.9,
DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

Traffic and transport

HBC-2024-SC-0024 Traffic and transport -

mitigation

The WRP site is located within a key employment
area where existing congestion and reliance on
timely servicing make the road network highly
sensitive. HBC requires robust traffic management,
clear and timely communication with businesses
and residents, and effective coordination with other
planned works to minimise disruption. Access to
the site is proposed from Harts Farm Way, however
the construction and operational access
arrangements have not yet been agreed with the
Local Highway Authority and require further
discussion, drawing on previous consideration of
access in this area. HBC highlights the traffic
sensitivity of Harts Farm Way and the Park
Road/A27 Langstone Junction corridor, supports
construction traffic routing that avoids the town
centre, and raises concern about the scale of HGV
movements associated with excavated material,
including whether rail alternatives have been
considered. Detailed highway matters are deferred
to HCC and National Highways.

The Applicant has developed the Framework
Construction Traffic Management Plan
(Document reference 7.2, DCO Volume 7) and
the Traffic Management Strategy (TMS)
(Document reference 7.3, DCO Volume 7) as part
of the DCO in consultation with the relevant
highway authorities. Detailed TMS documents will
be prepared by the Contractor post-consent. As
agreed with HCC, all construction traffic will
access the WRP site from the south, resulting in
no impact on the West Street level crossing. The
principal highway impact relates to the
construction of the WRP site access, which will be
undertaken at night to reduce disruption, with all
traffic management, HGV restrictions,
coordination with HCC and National Highways,
and community notification secured through the
approved management plans.

HBC agrees to close this issue pending review of
the relevant DCO documents post-submission.

Framework Construction
Traffic Management Plan
(including Framework
Construction Worker Travel
Plan and Framework Rights
of Way Management Plan)
(Document reference 7.2,
DCO Volume 7).

Traffic Management
Strategy (Document
reference 7.3, DCO Volume
7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence

Flood risk and water environment

HBC-2025-SC-0001 Water environment -

Water Framework

HBC is concerned about the potential for water
quality deterioration and ecological harm from the

The Applicant’s updated water quality modelling
demonstrates that operation of the Project would

ES Chapter 19 Water
environment, Volume |

Provisional agreement
pending application

Directive proposed scheme, especially due to the risk of result in no deterioration to water quality or (Document reference 6.1, evidence
eutrophication. HBC insists on robust, evidence- aquatic ecology in Havant Thicket Reservoir or DCO Volume 6).
based assurances ar_ld further treatment measures | downstream wate:r bodies, wlth no S|gn|f|cant ES Appendix 19.7 Nutrient
before any approval is granted, and expects the changes to chemistry, physico-chemistry or
) ; ) ; ol ) Assessment, Volume Il
project to deliver net environmental benefits. salinity, including at Eastney Long Sea Outfall
. . (Document reference 6.2,
(LSO) and the Hermitage Stream. Following
: DCO Volume 6).
further assessment and design updates—
including revised reservoir modelling,
embankment design and a commitment to
phosphorus removal via a High Rejection Rate
Membrane treatment stage at the WRP site —the
assessment predicts no significant adverse
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Latest position in resolving the issue

effects, addresses previous eutrophication
concerns, and improves compliance with the
WER. The technical evidence is fully reported in
ES Chapter 19 Water environment, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6), the
supporting modelling appendices, the WER
compliance assessment, and the submitted ES
Appendix 19.7 Nutrient Assessment, Volume II
(Document reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6).

HBC agrees to close this issue pending review of
the relevant DCO documents post-submission.

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\‘

Status

HBC-2024-SC-0012 Water environment
(including flood risk) -

assessment

HBC is content that the matter of flood risk at the
WRP site and at Budds Farm WTW is being
appropriately considered through submission of a
FRA as part of the DCO Application.

The Applicant acknowledges HBC's position.

ES Appendix 19.1 Flood
Risk Assessment, Volume Il
(Document reference 6.2,
DCO Volume 6).

Matter agreed with
other party

HBC-2024-SC-0006 Water environment
(including flood risk) -

mitigation

Water quality modelling will include worst case
scenarios and consideration of what mitigation
measures are in place to prevent an operational
failure. There is a heightened risk of potential
impacts to the water environment, with a range of
works taking place within and in close proximity to
watercourses, as well as groundwater sources, and
through the operational phase of the scheme. HBC
welcomes measures proposed to avoid and
mitigate construction impacts, and continuing work
to understand and manage the operational effects
on the water environment of HBC’s watercourses,
the Solent and the new Havant Thicket Reservoir.

The Applicant noted that the proposed modelling
has considered the worst case operational
scenarios, the worst-case concentration of
contaminants in the operational flow. In line with
established guidance, as agreed with relevant
stakeholders, the ES Chapter 19 Water
environment, Volume | (Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6) does not assess emergency
scenarios as its scope is to assess likely worst
case effects. Design controls are in place to
reduce the risk of emergency scenarios
materialising. This includes remote monitoring of
recycled water prior to its release into the Havant
Thicket Reservoir. The ES Chapter 14 Major
Accidents and Disasters, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6) provides further
consideration of emergency scenarios, including
system failures.

A detailed assessment has been made of
potential impacts on the water environment in
Chapter 19 Water environment, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6) of the
ES. This includes surface and groundwater
(including offshore/coastal impacts). Results from
water quality modelling at the Eastney LSO and
reservoir are presented in the ES Chapter 19
Water environment, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6). Suitable
mitigation measures are identified in the ES and
outlined in the Outline CEMP.

ES Chapter 19 Water
environment, Volume |
(Document reference 6.1,
DCO Volume 6).

ES Chapter 14 Major
accidents and disasters,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Outline Construction
Environmental Management
Plan (Document reference
7.1, DCO Volume 7).

Provisional agreement
pending application
evidence
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Latest position in resolving the issue

HBC agrees to close this issue pending review of
the relevant DCO documents post-submission.

Application document

reference

“a \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\V

Status

Cumulative and in-combination effects

HBC-2025-0007

Cumulative effects
assessment

HBC agrees that the longlist of developments
considered as of May 2025 was appropriate and
confirms that sufficient engagement has taken
place. HBC also agrees with the shortlist of sites
and schemes taken forward for the Cumulative
Effects Assessment (CEA). The approach of
including a figure in the ES showing only shortlisted
developments, with full details provided in ES
Appendix 20.1, is considered acceptable.

The Applicant acknowledges HBC'’s position. The
Applicant confirms that the ES Figure 20.1
Projects considered as part of the cumulative
effects assessment — shortlist, Volume llI
(Document reference 6.3, DCO Volume 6) is
included in the ES Chapter 20 Cumulative and in-
combination effects, Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume 6).

The Applicant confirms that the full details are
provided in ES Appendix 20.1 List of ‘other
developments’ — longlist and shortlist, Volume I
(Document reference 6.2, DCO Volume 6).

ES Appendix 20.1 List of
‘other developments’ —
longlist and shortlist,
Volume Il (Document
reference 6.2, DCO Volume
6).

ES Figure 20.1 Projects
considered as part of the
cumulative effects
assessment — shortlist,
Volume Il (Document
reference 6.3, DCO Volume
6).

ES Chapter 20 Cumulative
and in-combination effects,
Volume | (Document
reference 6.1, DCO Volume
6).

Matter agreed with
other party
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4 Signatories

4.1.1 This SoCG is agreed between Southern Water Services Limited (the Applicant)
and HBC on the date below.

Signed for HBC

Name

Position
Date
Duly authorised for and on behalf of HBC

Signed for Southern Water Services Limited

Name

Position
Date
Duly authorised for and on behalf of Southern Water Services Limited
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