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information comes to light as a result of further investigations. We continue to 
develop our thinking and our approach to the issues raised in the document in 
preparation for Gate 2. 

Query 1 

     Please clarify how your projected solution cost estimates have changed between 
the total solution costs presented at PR19 (of approx. £130m for a 115 Ml/d 
solution) and the current Gate 1 submission, where possible providing a 
breakdown and comparison of the cost estimates. Please explain clearly any 
changes, added/eliminated cost items or activities, or developments that 
contributed to the difference. 

Query Response 

Minworth SRO is a raw water source for two transfer SROs, STT and GUC.   For 
completeness we have provided a response for both options.  The tables below 
detail the changes between our original PR19 submission and our Gate 1 
submission.  
 

 Table 1 details the solution cost estimate changes for Minworth STT 115 
Ml/d solution. This shows an increase from  

 Table 2 details the solution cost estimate changes for Minworth GUC 100 
Ml/d solution. This shows a decrease from 

 
The reasons for the changes are listed in tables 1 and 2, and are primarily driven 
either by technical considerations resulting in changes to treatment processes 
and pipeline routes, or changes to risk allowances driven by the application of the 
ACWG Cost Consistency Methodology. 

 
In both cases, the solution cost estimates were used to derive the indicative fixed 
and variable water trading charges submitted for inclusion in the WRSE Regional 
Investment Model for WRMP24.  
 

 










