
Review Committee – 8 February 2011 

Minutes of the meeting of the Review Committee held on 8 February 2011 when 
there were present:-

Chairman: Cllr Mrs J R Lumley 

Vice-Chairman: Cllr M Maddocks 


Cllr Mrs P Aves Cllr Mrs G A Lucas-Gill 

VISITING MEMBER 

Cllr C G Seagers 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

Apologies for absence were received from Cllrs Mrs H L A Glynn and Cllr T Livings. 

OFFICERS PRESENT 

P Mckenzie - Emergency Planning and Business Continuity Officer 
P Gowers - Overview and Scrutiny Officer 
M Power - Committee Administrator 

32 MINUTES 

The Minutes of the meeting on 11 January 2011 were agreed as a correct 
record and signed by the Chairman. 

33 FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT IN ESSEX 

The Committee received a presentation from Nicholas Humfrey, Flood 
Partnership Manager at Essex County Council on the work the County 
Council is undertaking as lead Local Flood Authority for Essex and how it 
relates to the Rochford District. 

Mr Humfrey outlined the scope of the new Flood and Water Management Act, 
which was passed in April 2010 and which had received cross-party support.  
Secondary legislation, which would provide more of the detail of the 
legislation, would follow in due course. 

Incidents of sustained heavy rainfall are increasing across the country and the 
new regulations focus on surface water flooding.  Risk of flooding is 
heightened in Essex due to the significant river network and coastline and, 
under the Act, the Environment Agency is tasked with the creation of a 
national strategy for flood and coastal erosion risk management. 

Lead Local Flood Authorities have been established under the flood and 
Water Management Act. Essex County Council, as the lead local flood 
authority for Essex, co-ordinates all the organisations that have a role in flood 
management under the Essex Partnership for Flood Management.  The Pitt 
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Review had recommended large-scale mapping to establish flood risk areas.  
A preliminary flood risk assessment has been undertaken by the Partnership, 
which collates all official records of flooding in the county to help map areas of 
concern. This assessment has informed the strategy for flood risk 
management in Essex, which is being drafted and will go to public and 
stakeholder consultation later this year. 

Essex County Council, in its role as the Lead Local Flood Authority, has the 
responsibility for investigating significant flood incidents and notifying relevant 
authorities, overseeing works to manage flood risk from surface runoff and 
groundwater and for maintaining a register of all features which have a 
significant effect on flood risk in their area.  It also has powers to oversee 
works to manage flood risk from surface runoff and groundwater. It is 
expected that Essex County Council will become the Sustainable Drainage 
Systems (SuDS) approval body in charge of adoption and approval of all new 
SuDS from 1 April 2012. 

Local flood defence schemes can apply to the Environment Agency for a 
percentage of the cost of a scheme, which the Agency will assess to see if it 
meets the assessment criteria. The rest of the funding will need to be raised 
locally. Areas classed as deprived will be eligible for additional funding. 

In response to questions, Members were advised that:-

•	 The Act does not make risk management authorities responsible for 
specific floods or for protecting households from flood damage. Although 
protection of individual households is the responsibility of that household, 
effort should be made to ensure householders are aware of risks and how 
these risks can be minimised. Groups can apply to the Lead Local Flood 
Authority for funding towards flood defence schemes they would like 
implemented locally but would be expected to part-fund the scheme 
themselves. 

•	 Essex County Council has a budget of £215,000 for 2011/12 and 
£595,000 for 2012/13. It is estimated that the majority of the budget for 
2012/13 will need to go towards meeting its statutory duties in respect of 
SuDS. Only a small proportion of the budget is likely to be available for 
local projects across the county.  Capital funding will still come largely 
from the Environment Agency and local funding. 

Resolved 

(1) That the review on surface rainwater drainage systems (the ownership 
and maintenance of ditches in the District), which was agreed in June 
2008, be closed, in light of the recent legislation and Essex County 
Council’s role as lead flood authority for Essex. 
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(2) That Essex County Council be invited to attend the Committee again at 
the beginning of 2012 with an update on the work as Lead Local Flood 
Authority for Essex. 

34 	 REVIEW OF THE MEMBER ROLE ON OUTSIDE BODIES/BENEFIT TO 
THE COUNCIL/OUTSIDE BODY 

The Committee considered the final report of the project team on the Outside 
Bodies review. 

Recommended to the Executive 

(1) 	 That Members who are appointed have an interest in the aims of the 
outside body and can add value to the organisation. 

(2) 	 That any requests for new councillor appointments be assessed to 
ensure that they comply with one or more of the following criteria:- 

•	 The aims of the organisation align to the objectives of the Authority. 

•	 A Service Level Agreement exists between the Council and the 
organisation. 

•	 The outside body receives funding from the authority. 

•	 The outside body leases an asset from the Council. 
(3) 	 That the membership of Outside Bodies be changed on the basis set 

out below:-

Body	 Change 
Activerochford 	 In view of the involvement of an RDC officer 
(Currently 1 seat) 	 as secretary for this organisation it was felt 

that there was no need for a Councillor to 
attend the meetings as well. Should be an 
officer appointment. 

Adult Community Should retain membership. 

Learning South Essex 

Stakeholder Forum 

(Officer appointment) 
Bradwell Local Appointment no longer necessary as nuclear 
Community Liaison decommissioning has been completed. 
Council 
(Currently 1 seat) 
Campaign to Protect Should end membership as District is 
Rural Essex represented by Parish/Town Councillors. 
(Currently 1 seat) 
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Castle Point and 
Rochford Domestic 
Violence Panel 
(Currently 1 seat) 
Castle Point and 
Rochford Police 
Community Consultative 
Group 
(Currently 1 seat) 
Cory Environmental 
Trust in Rochford 
(Currently 1 seat) 
Essex Rail Seminar 
(Currently 1 seat) 

Hockley Community 
Centre Association 
(Currently 2 seats) 
Local Government 
Association Rural 
Commission 
(Currently 1 seat) 
Local Government 
Association Urban 
Commission 
(Currently 1 seat) 
London Southend 
Airport Consultative 
Committee 
(Currently 3 seats) 

NACRO N.C.E. Ltd 
(Officer appointment) 

Rayleigh Grange 
Community Association 
Governing Body 
(Currently 2 seats) 

Due to the complexities of the work 
undertaken, and the fact that an officer 
already attends the meetings, it was felt that 
this should be an officer appointment. 

Should be an officer appointment. 

Should retain membership. 

Should end membership; meeting can be 
advertised to Members so District can be 
represented. Also, it would be worthwhile for 
the Council to receive Minutes of their 
meetings for information purposes. 
Should retain membership. 

Should retain membership. 

Should retain membership. 

Should retain membership. The team felt 
that the relevant Portfolio Holders (Business, 
Planning and Environment) should be the 
appointments. It was not felt that substitutes 
were appropriate for this body. 

Should retain membership. 

Should retain membership. 
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Rayleigh Mount Local Should retain membership. 

Committee 

(Currently 1 seat) 
Relate South Essex Should retain membership. 
(Currently 1 seat) 
Rochford Hundred Should retain membership. 

Association of Local 

Councils 

(Currently 1 seat) 
Rochford and Rayleigh Should retain membership. 

Citizens Advice Bureau 

Management Committee 

(Currently 1 seat) 
South Essex Should be a Portfolio Holder appointment 
Environmental only. 
Protection Advisory 
Group (SEEPAG) 
(Currently 3 seats) 

Springboard Home Should retain membership. 

Improvement Service 

Support Group 

(Officer appointment) 
Traffic Penalty Tribunal Only if necessary: it should be an officer 
(Currently 1 seat) appointment. 

Warehouse Centre, Should end membership as this is now a well 
Active Christian Trust established organisation within the area. 
(Currently 1 seat) 

35 THE FORWARD PLAN 

The Committee considered the Forward Plan. 

22/10 Cherry Orchard Country Park: Review of Capital Scheme 

It was requested that the Head of Environmental Services attend the Review 
Committee meeting scheduled for 8 March 2011 to provide an update of the 
capital programme. 

The Committee suggested that where the Forward Plan document shows 
there is internal consultation on a decision, it is specified which Manager or 
group of Managers within the organisation it refers to. 
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The meeting closed at 8.50 pm. 

 Chairman ................................................ 


 Date ........................................................ 


If you would like these minutes in large print, Braille or another 
language please contact 01702 546366. 
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