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MINUTES of the meeting of the SCRUTINY MANAGEMENT BOARD held on          21 April 2010 at 10.30 am in the Rose Room, Endeavour House, Ipswich

Present: 
Councillor John Field (in the Chair), Colin Hart, Beccy Hopfensperger and David Yorke-Edwards. 
Also present: Councillor Gary Green 
Officers present: Chris Ellis, Senior Committee Administrator (Clerk), Sandra Gage, Scrutiny Officer Matt Hullis, Specialist Leader – Environment Strategy and Sue Morgan, Scrutiny Team Manager. 
24. Apologies for Absence and Substitutions
Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Mark Bee, James Finch and Anne Whybrow. 
25. 
Declarations of Interest and Dispensations 
Councillor Colin Hart declared a personal interest in Agenda item 4, Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel, by virtue of the fact that he was a Councillor at Suffolk Coastal District Council.

Councillor John Field declared a personal interest in Agenda item 4, Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel, by virtue of the fact that he was a Councillor at Mid Suffolk District Council.  
26. 
Minutes of the Previous Meeting 
The minutes of the meeting held on 8 February 2010 were confirmed as an accurate record by the Board and signed by the Chairman.

27. 
Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel 
The Board received a report at Agenda item 4 which provided it with information about the work of the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel set up by the Board in July 2009. 

The Chairman of the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel introduced the paper to the Board. 

The Scrutiny Officer went on to advise the Board that the Panel had met five times and members had attended an Emergency Training Seminar. The Panel had attended a site visit to the Tayfen Meadows housing estate, Bury St Edmunds and Thurston Road, Beyton to view a development which included an Urban Sustainable Drainage System and an area liable to flooding. During the course of its meetings the Panel had received visits from the Environment Agency, Anglian Water, the Internal Drainage Boards and the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Partnership. The Panel intended to invite these representatives along to its meetings on a rolling programme to enable it to keep track of their progress and recent developments in these specialist areas. 

Overall the Panel was satisfied with the work undertaken in Suffolk through the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Partnership. The introduction of some recommendations within the Pitt Review had been waiting for the Flood and Water Management Bill to receive Royal Assent. Whist this Bill is now an Act, there is still a need for Government guidance to be published before progress can be made in some areas of flood risk management in Suffolk.  
Recommendation:  The Board:
a. expressed its thanks for the work undertaken by officers from Suffolk County Council and Ipswich Borough Council for their work associated with the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel; 

b. expressed concern that the Government was due to impose a statutory requirement on local authorities which required additional resource and cost outlays without any credible offer or guarantee of Government funding; 
c. agreed that the recommendation for the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel to hold quarterly meetings, be supported but asked that the Panel consider the need for each meeting carefully recognising the need to eliminate unnecessary expenditure;  
d. recommended that Council officers attend town and parish council meetings, where practicable; 

e. requested that the wording of recommendation b, in paragraph 9 of  the report, be amended to read “that a county/planning authority mechanism of requesting, checking and approving Sustainable Urban Drainage Systems in new developments is developed to meet expected legislation requirements”; and 

f. supported the recommendations as identified in Paragraph 9 of the report and the inclusion of the recommendations in the first Annual report of the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel. 
Reason for the Recommendation: The Board:
a. recognised the commitment and work that officers had undertaken on behalf of the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel; 

b. recognised that the Council could have difficulty in funding the requirements of Flood and Water Management Bill unless it received additional financial support from the Government; 
c. accepted that quarterly meetings would enable all local councils to scrutinise the progress of the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Partnership and key organisations in meeting the requirements of the Pitt Review Recommendations, and Flood and Water Management legislation as appropriate; 
d. acknowledged that Town and Parish Councillors would have a good working knowledge of their own areas and that this could be fed back into  future planning. The Board accepted that there would be resource issues for members of staff if they were asked to visit all Town and Parish Council meetings; 
e. expressed concern about the use of the word priority in recommendation b: and

f. considered that the report was comprehensive and was satisfied that the recommendations of the panel were drawn from appropriate evaluation of the evidence considered by members of the Panel. 
Alternative options: There were none considered. 
Declarations of Interest: Details of interests declared are recorded under Minute No. 25 to these minutes.  
Dispensations: There were none reported. 
28. 
Forward Work Programme 
The Board received a copy of its Forward Work Programme together with a copy of the Cabinet Forward Plan. 
Recommendation: The Board: 
a. requested that the Board be kept up to date with any proposals to make changes to the set up of the Council’s scrutiny function; and 
b. that the Environment, Waste Management and Economic Development Scrutiny Committee receive an information bulletin in 12 months time about the progress made by the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel; and 

c. agreed that the items on the impact of University Campus Suffolk be removed from its Forward Work Programme. 
Reason for the Recommendation:  The Board:
a. acknowledged that the Council’s scrutiny function would be subject to change in the future and felt it appropriate that it be kept informed about those changes; 

b. the Board felt that the Environment, Waste Management and Economic Development Scrutiny Committee would be an appropriate forum for the Suffolk Flood Risk Management Joint Scrutiny Panel to report back to on a 12 monthly basis; and 

c. the Board was aware that this had been an unscheduled item for a while and felt that it was no longer appropriate for it to be included on its Forward Work Programme at this time. 
Alternative options: There were none considered. 

Declarations of Interest: There were none declared. 

Dispensations: There were none reported. 

29. 
Urgent Business 
There was none considered. 
The meeting closed at 11.47 pm.
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