
 

REDFA response to UU Water Resources Management Plan (Nov 2016) 

REDFA is the River Eden consultative for Rod fisheries and Riparian Owners in the catchment and 
has a direct interest in representing its members and affiliates at many key stages of the Water 
Resourcing Plans  -  Management of river flows – Abstraction Licensing – Environmental & 
Conservation considerations – Water quality & waterbody status – Climate change and severe 
drought/flood planning. 

We have expressed our interest in attending and contributing to the proposed technical 
stakeholder group discussions in forming and communicating this Plan. 

For this reason and in view of the proposed timetable for full public consultation of the Draft Plan in 
2018 REDFA has confined its responses to the key guiding principles set out in the pre-consultation 
Briefing note. Further detail as to the broad issues we raise would be amplified during further 
discussions. 

3.  Government Policy 

We recognise the legal framework within which UU is required to fulfil its statutory obligations to 
meet drinking water quality standards and maintain adequate supplies of water. 

REDFA has concerns as to how Government direction that “water companies should choose 
demand side options as part of the preferred programme wherever it is reasonably likely that the 
benefits will outweigh the costs” is actually interpreted at a catchment level when there are 
competing interests – namely supply V environmental concerns and regions that do not adopt 
responsible strategic planning on infrastructure services 

 

4.  Taking a long term, strategic approach to protecting and enhancing water resilient supplies 

In full agreement that a longer term view is built into planning processes 

 

4.1  Developing the best-value plan 

We acknowledge the need for UU to balance supply – demand and that the lowest cost to the 
customer in the short term is not always the preferred best value plan over the longer term. 

And that in the longer term planning horizons 25 -60 years new metrics (measures have to be 
developed to cater for future uncertainties. 

REDFA is interested to see how environmental considerations are defined and valued in measuring 
best-value, particularly where catchments and waterbodies have special designations. 

 

 

 



 

4.2  Resilience  

Presents us with major challenges ahead. 

Our observations of changing climatic conditions leading to more severe flood events and  
extended dry/drought periods leads us to conclude that past modelling of 1 in 100 year  (1% chance 
in any given year )is  suspect. We note that the next plan will assess more severe droughts and 
consider 1 in 200 or even 1 in 500 year scenarios. 

In our view these modelled impacts are built around historic events and what we are now 
experiencing is severe events at greater frequency. Couple this to added pressures of out of region 
exports/transfers and we question whether supplies might be compromised with some regularity. 

UU need to satisfy themselves and consultees that the regularity and pattern of severe 
flood/drought events over the last 20-30 years together with forecast transfers provide assurance 
that the contingencies and modelling is sufficiently robust. 

 

 5. Consider every option to meet future public water supply needs 

REDFA is interested to see the full range of options that are being identified and made some initial 
suggestions at the Kendal workshop – some of these were already under consideration. 

We would like to see how the plan is able to  “assess all options on an equal basis, no matter 
whether these are our options or third party options, new sources, transfers or reductions in 
demand” 

In respect of NW being a potential donor area, we have major concerns over how this will impact 
on already vulnerable waterbodies and fish stocks. 

Rod fisheries will look to see what safeguards are in place with such proposals and where the cost 
and benefit is applied i.e. how water trading revenues are going to be redistributed ? 

 

6.  Protect and enhance our environment, acting collaboratively 

We note and welcome the statement that in developing the Plan, the environment will be a 
priority. As a pre-requisite of this we are keen to see how UU will include environmental     
(and social) costs when considering options. 

Also how the EA is defining its guiding principles over measuring environmental impact/cost. 

 

 

 

 



 

The Eden catchment and its waterbodies are failing significantly in meeting WFD status and 
improvement targets. What mitigation and measures are required to bring these up to reaching 
favourable condition in terms of UU obligations ? 

REDFA will look to see how the precautionary principles are applied to safeguard the environment  
where export and transfers are considered  –  should this include setting transfers limits ? 

From our experience fisheries are losing natural water supplies and flows without any reciprocal 
benefit.  

The comments of many fisheries and conservation correspondents received by REDFA is that the 
River Eden has suffered over the last 50 years from damaging agriculture practises, extensive 
drainage programmes, diffuse pollution and abstraction licensing that fails to sustain historic flows. 

As a result the Eden has assumed the character of a spate river with the potential for extreme  
flood events.  These features have a detrimental impact on the fishery and are a contributory 
reason for failing waterbody classifications of fish and the whole catchment failure to meet 
Conservation Limits for SAC protected salmon. 

REDFA would welcome communication of changes to Hands Off and Compensation flows to 
important migratory reaches where abstraction takes place. 

 

7.  Promote efficient water use and reduce leakage   

The Plan identifies a welcome and reducing demand in the Northwest over the last 20 years as 
being largely attributable to “large reductions in the volume of water leaking from pipes and the 
reductions in use by customers, in part helped by our promotion of water efficiency” 

REDFA would like to see the trend and scale of unseen abstractions which may be masking these 
improvements i.e. how significant are the volumes of abstractions that business are now making 
from ground and surface water sources ? And how do these impact on maintained river flows ? 

REDFA would welcome a clearer picture of these unseen abstraction volumes as part of a 
functioning Catchment Abstraction Management Strategy and that options for reviewing and 
limiting licenses should be a part of this.    

 

ma, redfa 30.11.16 

Secretary, REDFA  River Eden & District Fisheries Association 

 

 


