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Joint Scrutiny Panel of  
Somerset Rivers Authority (SRA) 

 
Minutes of a meeting of the Joint Scrutiny Panel of SRA held on Tuesday  
08 August 2017 at 2pm in the Luttrell Room, County Hall, Taunton. 

Present 

Cllr Eve Berry  
Cllr Philip Ham  
Cllr Alan Wedderkopp 
Cllr Sue Steele 
Cllr Gerard Tucker 
Cllr Simon Coles (Vice Chairman) 

Julian Taylor (in the Chair) 
Cllr Libby Lisgo 
Cllr Rosemary Woods 
Cllr Kathy Pearce 
Cllr Brian Smedley 
David Tratt 

Other Members present: Cllr David Hall, Cllr John Hunt 

10 Apologies for Absence: Cllr Roy Mackenzie, Cllr Brenda Maitland-Walker 

11 Declarations of Interest – agenda item 2 
Julian Taylor declared a personal interest in Item 8b as he was involved in the 
flooding of Moorgate. 

12 Minutes of the last meeting – agenda item 3 

 It was clarified that the minutes of the last meeting on 01 February 2017 should 
refer to the River Sowy instead of River Stowey. 
 
With this amendment, the Panel accepted the minutes of the previous meeting. 

13 Public question time – agenda item 4 

 There were no public questions. 

14 SRA Joint Scrutiny Panel – Draft Terms of Reference – agenda item 5 

 The  Governance Manager, Scrutiny summarised the draft Terms of Reference and 
highlighted the sections relating to Voting, Member Conduct, Call In and Review of 
Terms of Reference. 
 
It was clarified that the Call In paragraph would be amended to show that, as the 
SRA Board is not a decision making body, formal decisions pertaining to the SRA 
would be taken by Somerset County Council (SCC).  Therefore, any call in for 
these decisions would need to be taken through the Scrutiny for Policies and Place 
Committee Chair and Vice-Chair in accordance with SCC’s decision-making 
process. 
 
It was identified that there was a training need for Panel members to better 
understand the call in process.  This was discussed in greater detail under item 9.  
It was clarified that the Panel can make recommendations to the SRA Board. 
 



 

   2 

It was clarified that there was no conflict of interest for Cllrs Ham and Wedderkopp, 
who are both Members of the Scrutiny for Policies and Place Committee. 
 
It was agreed that the Terms of Reference would be amended and then circulated 
electronically to Panel members to agree before the next meeting.  It was agreed to 
circulate a copy of SCC’s Code of Conduct to Panel members. 

15 SRA – Draft 2016/17 End of Year report - agenda item 6 

 The Senior Manager, SRA summarised the draft report to the Panel.  It was 
explained that the report covers what work was completed by the SRA and how its 
funds were spent as well as a statement of accounts.  The purpose of the report is 
to explain to the public what the precept for the SRA is spent on.  It is intended to 
be a user-friendly, transparent and public-facing document.  The report has now 
been finalised and will be circulated to the Panel.    
 
The Panel commented that the report was clear and easy to read. 
 
A Panel member queried whether a register was in place to monitor when riparian 
work would need to be repeated.   It was agreed to confirm to panel members if 
the Riparian Enabling & Enforcement Officer is yet in post and pass on the 
panel’s suggestion of a register for riparian work.   
 
A Panel member commented that there is a need to ensure that flood prevention 
plans are fulfilled when approving application from housing developers.  It was 
clarified that these are approved by District Council planning committees.  Internal 
Drainage Boards are not statutory consultees but the Environment Agency is.  A 
member commented that District Councils are under tremendous pressure to 
accept planning applications. 
 
A Panel member queried whether any changes had been made to the area of 
Parrett drainage.  There was no known change but the member was advised to 
contact the Parrett Internal Drainage Board for confirmation.   
 
The Panel discussed the financial summary in Table B and it was clarified that the 
figures are affected by a time lag between delivery partners receiving their 
contractor invoices and then raising a claim to the SRA, particularly if this occurs 
close to the financial year end.   
 
It was confirmed that the report will be published on the website and distributed to 
SCC members, District Council members, Parish clerks, Internal Drainage Boards 
and Somerset MP’s as well as other Stakeholder groups such as FLAG, RSPB, 
CLA, NFU and Somerset Wildlife Trust.   
 
The Panel noted the report.   

16 Summary of Decisions from 21 July SRA Board Meeting & Public Question 
asked at the meeting  -  agenda item 7 

 The Senior Manager, SRA introduced the Summary of Decisions and highlighted 
the following areas. 
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In reference to item 2, it was clarified that the SRA Management Group has been 
charged with reviewing the options of renewal of the Chair and Vice-Chair as there 
is no constitutional provision for this currently.  They are also reviewing the SRA 
having an independent chair in future.   
 
In reference to item 6aii, it was clarified that any deviation from the approved 
programme of work has to come back to the SRA Board for consideration.  The 
Cripps and Hixham overrun is an example of this and demonstrates sound financial 
planning and a financial saving overall. 
 
A Panel member queried the priorities of the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier consultation.  
It was commented that fixed bridges hampered navigability and that it was 
important to consider opportunities for tourism.  It was agreed to confirm to Panel 
members whether the preferred option for the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier scheme 
will also examine ways to improve navigability and develop the water front 
areas in addition to flood defences.  The Panel requested a copy of this 
response be sent to Bridgwater Town Council. 
 
A Panel member queried dredging in the Bridgwater area and expressed concern 
over this becoming a ‘pinch point’.  The member was reassured that pinch points 
should have been identified scientifically as part of the Dredging Strategy drawn up 
by the Internal Drainage Board, in partnership with the  Environment Agency.  
However, it was agreed to confirm to panel members why Bridgwater is not 
considered to be a ‘pinch point’ in the Dredging Strategy.  
 
A panel member raised the importance of water attenuation in the Taunton area to 
enable the management of water through the system.  It was accepted that it is 
important to consider upper and middle catchments and not just the bottom but that 
there were many ways of doing this.  These schemes have a part to play to slow 
the flow of water but do not have the significant impact that some of the larger 
projects have.  Work to identify the crucial points where the water needs to be 
slowed is being carried out by the Farming Wildlife Advisory Group. 
 
The Panel noted the report and agreed with the importance of attenuation in 
Taunton and the Bridgwater Tidal Barrier.   

17 SRA Precepting Body and Future Funding updates - agenda item 8 

 The Senior Manager, SRA summarised the report highlighting the route to 
legislation for the SRA.  It was explained that there is limited parliamentary time 
due to the EU referendum and that the only way to achieve the legislation 
required is to build support within Somerset through its MP’s.  Therefore, the 
interim measure of securing funding for the SRA depends on continuing to 
secure the support of District Councils to pass on funding raised through 
precepting.   
 
A Panel member commented that whilst the legislative programme may now be 
full in the run up to Brexit, the previous legislative programme was light and yet 
legislation for the SRA still did not happen.  This suggests that there is no 
political will to pass legislation that will realistically only affect Somerset.  
Financial arrangements remain concerning and, therefore, we need to consider 
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whether the SRA has the resilience to continue. 
 
It was explained that despite an initial reluctance from Whitehall, the SRA did 
succeed in getting the support of DEFRA and eventually the Government in 
January 2016 but the EU referendum result then affected this.  It may be down 
to a lack of political will or it may be bad timing.  Fundamentally the issue is 
about raising on-going funds and there are only a few avenues for this.   
 
A Panel member commented that so long as residents were content to pay the 
pre-cept there may not be a funding problem.  Another Panel member 
commented that the views of residents in areas where there is no perceivable 
flooding problem may differ, which is why transparency about what the SRA 
does is so important.   
 
It was commented that there is a need to look a different models of providing 
flood defence, for example, the Lincolnshire model which does not use a 
separate precepting authority.   
 
The Senior Manager, SRA also shared the response to a Public Question 
asked by Rhona Light at the previous SRA Board meeting regarding the risk 
assessment of river dredging. 
 
The Panel noted the report and agreed that the Chair and Vice-Chair would 
write to Somerset MP’s to canvass for support.    

18 SRA Panel Development – SRA Tour and Member Training – agenda item 9 

 In response to a previously identified training need, the Senior Manager, SRA 
proposed to organise a training session for Panel members.  The training will 
cover: the role and function of the SRA; the decision-making and call-in process; 
the Lincolnshire model and a tour in the afternoon.   
 
Two dates were proposed for the training and it was agreed to hold it on 15th 
September.  It was also agreed to invite new SCC members to take part.  Further 
details about the training will be circulated in due course.    

19 Any Other Business of Urgency  - agenda item 10 

 There was no other urgent business 

 
 
 

(The meeting closed at 3.45pm) 
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