SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

At a Meeting of the Swavesey Internal Drainage Board
Held at The Memorial Hall, Swavesey on Tuesday 8" February 2022

PRESENT

K Wilderspin (Chairman)

J E Dodson Esq (Vice Chairman)
J S Burgess Esq

Mrs S Dodson

Mrs A C Hemington

Miss H Parish

N K Stroude Esq

Miss Lorna McShane (representing the Clerk to the Board) was in attendance.
lain Smith (member of the Regional Flood and Coastal Committee) was also in attendance.

Apoloqgy for Absence

An apology for absence was received from Clir W Handley Esq.

B.1073 Declarations of Interest

Miss McShane reminded Members of the importance of declaring an interest in any matter included
in today’s agenda that involved or was likely to affect any individual on the Board.

The Chairman declared an interest in the Superintendent’s Fee and payments.
J Burgess Esq declared an interest in relation to discussions concerning the proposed Northstowe

Development and other developments draining to Uttons Drove STW Northstowe and effluent
discharge to the Swavesey Drain.

B.1074 Confirmation of Minutes

RESOLVED

That the Minutes of the Meetings of the Board held on the 9" February 2021 and 25" June 2021 are
recorded correctly and that they be confirmed and signed.

B.1075 Completion of the Annual Accounts and Annual Return of the Board — 2020/2021

a) The Board considered and approved the comments of the Auditors on the Annual Return for
the year ended on the 31% March 2021, viz:-



Swavesey Internal Drainage Board

Notice of conclusion of the audit

Annual Governance & Accountability Return for the year ended 31st March 2021

Sections-20{2) and 25 of the Local Audit and Accountability Act 2014

Accounts and Audit Regulations 2015 (S 2015 /234)

1 The Audit of accounts forthe  Swavesey Internal Drainage Board
for the year ended 31st March 2021 has been completed and the accounts have
been published.

2 The Annual Govemnance & Accountability Retum Is avallable for inspection by
any local government elector of the area of Swavesey Intemal Drainage Board
on application to:

The Clerk

Swavesey Intemmal Drainage Board
85 Whittlesey Road

March

Cambridgeshire

PE15 0DAH

between the hoursof 9.00am and 4.00pm on Mondays to Fridays
{excluding public halidays), when any local elector may make coples
of the Annual Return.

3 Copies will be provided to any local elector an
of the Annual Retum

of £2.40 for each copy

Announcement made by: D C Thomas - Clerk to the

Date of Announcement: 17th September 2021




Annual Internal Audit Report 2020/21

v
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During the financial year ended 31 March 2021, this authority’s intemal auditor acting independently and on the basis
of an assessment of risk, carried out a selective assessment of compliance with the relevant procedures and controls
in operation and obtained appropriate evidence from the authority.

The intemal audit for 2020/21 has been carried out in accordance with this authority’s needs and planned coverage.
On the basis of the findings in the areas examined, the internal audit conclusions are summarised in this table. Set
Mbelowmthoobjeeﬁvesoflmemaleomwalongsideamh'ﬂemdaudﬂcmdmiauonwhemer. in all
significant respects, the control objectives were being achieved throughout the financial year to a standard adequate
to meet the needs of this authority.

Internal control objective

LMmMmouMmMMwbunmmemﬂwﬁmddyom

a.mwmmmmmﬁmmmmwmwwmﬂm.m
expenditure was approved and VAT was appropriately accounted for.

c.mhmmwmsummmummhmammmmw
of arrangements to manage these.

D.TheMormmﬁmmmmﬁﬁommweqwbbudgehqpmpmagdm
the budget was regularly monitored; and reserves were appropriate.

E.Expocbdkmewamlymoow.bandmmdpdm.wwmdedmdpmm
banked; and VAT was appropriately accounted for.

F. Pettyeuhpayﬂmuhmmupulywbdbymm,dpoﬂyummwuaw
and VAT appropriately accounted for.

G.Sdarbsbunﬂoymmdalwanmbmunwsmpddinmdammmmmw
approvals, and PAYE and NI requirements were property applied.

H.Aswandmmmmnmeomuwmmmmmmm.

I Periodic bank account reconciliations were properly camied out during the year.

J. mwmmmwmmmmmmummmua(mm 2
mdpaymenhorlmorneandexpendlua).aqoﬁbﬂncaﬂ:book.swpoﬁadbyanadeqmml
mmmm:wmwmmmrwummm.

K. If the authority certified itself as exempt from a limited assurance review in 2019/20, it met the
exemption criteria and correctly declared itself exempt. (If the authority had a limited assurance
review of its 2019/20 AGAR tick “not covered”)

L. Ifthe authority has an annual tumover not exceeding £25,000, it publishes information on a website/ ||
mbpagouptodaha(theﬂmofﬂnintenulaudtlnmdanoemmﬂammnnweodefor
smaller authorities.

M.Theaulhodly.duﬁngﬁnpmﬁowyear&MMO)wmdymvH.dbr”wpeﬁodbrMommof
public rights as required by the Accounts and Audit Regulations {evidenced by the notice published
on the website and/or authority approved minutes confirming the dates set). 0

N. The authority has complied with the publication requirements for 2018/20 AGAR /

(see AGAR Page 1 Guidance Notes). - r

O. (For local councils oniy)
Trust funds (including charitable) — The council met its responsibilities as a trustee. g Wbt Ty

Fou'myotherriskmﬁuﬂﬂedbyﬂtbauﬂnﬁlyﬂ&quate&rﬁohedﬁodﬂﬂawohemskmon separate sheets if needed),
Date(s) intemal audit undertaken Name of person who carried out the internal audit

28/obf202\  29/66f200)  3elsblzont - Whibn 4 Aacknes

30{0b (2021
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Section 1 - Annual Governance Statement 2020/21
We acknowledge as the members of:

SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

our responsibility for ensuring that there is a sound system of intemal control, including arrangements for
the preparation of the Accounting Statements. We confirm, to the best of our knowledge-and belief, with
respect to the Accounting Statements for the year ended 31 March 2021, that:

ZMMMQMWNMM mmmumw
mmmmbmummw { bmmmwmmh
and coruption and reviewed its effectiveness. &is charge.,

;Wommmmbmm mmmm:mmohwmndbwnu
that there are no matters of actual or potential camplied with Proper Practices In doing so.
mmm,mmmm v

business or manage Rs finences.
tmwlnpwwmun.br mummumwnm»
the exercise of electors’ rights In accordance with the v Inspect and esk questions about this authority’s accounts.
mumammmmm Teqt 8t
5. We canted out an assassment of the risks facing this q considsred and documentad the fnanciel and other risks &
M“MWM&:MQM 7 : MMMMMM
tiskas, including the infroduction of Internal controls andior | J Qe %
external insurance cover where required, 13k
cmmmmnmmmw g ) arranged for a competent person, independent of the financial
sffective system of intemel audit of the accounting o s controls and procedurps, (o give an objective view on whether
records and control systems, S - Intornal controls mest the needs of this smalfer sutharity.
7. We look appropriate action on all matters raised "{' | responded to mattars brought fo ks sttention by Internal and
In reparts from Intemnal and sxtemal audit. S | extemaf sudit
&MMMWMWW o] F Mmmtmmmnm

mmmmmmmwum
end I rolevent.

has met all of Rs respansibitties where, 886 8 body

corporate, R Is & sole menaging trusise of a local
M rust or lrusts,

?mmmmammm-mmnmmmmwmmdmmn
mmwmmmemmmmm.nmmmu published with the Annual Govemance Statement.

mbdeGovomm&m«nmwua Signedbyﬂncmhnmnmchrkofmemeeungm
meeting of the authority on: approval was given:

L5/0b /a0 W

and recorded as minute reference:

.10%§ Clerk Lowa M)

WWW.MIDDLELEVEL.GOV.UK
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Section 2 - Accounting Statements 2020/21 for

SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

¥ iina

Taubdunucandmaw»bemavnyau

1. Balances brought

forward 93,524 as recorded in the financial records. Value must agres fo
Box 7 of previous year.

2. (+) Precapt or Rates and Total amount of precept (or for [DBs rates and levies)
Levies 19,389 19,389| received or recaivabie in the year. Exclude any grants

3. (+) Total other receipts Total incomne or receipts as recorded In the cashbook fess

10,456 4,392| the precept or ratesfevies recelved (line 2). Include any
) grants received.
4. (-) Staff costs Total expenditure or payments mads lo and on behalf
0 0 of all employees. Includs gross safaries and wages,
: employers NI contributions, employers pension
! contributions, gratultfes and severance payments,

6. (-) Loan Interest/capital : | Total expenditure or payments of capital and interest
repayments 0 0 fmade during the ysar on the authority's borrowings (if any).

6. (<) All other payments 3 Total expenditure or payments as recorded in the cash-

26,350 28,290 book less staff costs (line 4) and loan interest/capitel
R o g repayments (iine 5).

7. (=) Balances carried o8 . na| 70te! balances and reserves al the end of the year. Must
forward 98.524 _ 89.015|oqw(1+m)-(«5+a;.

8. Total value of cash and s o . The sum of all current and deposit bank sccounts, cash
short term investments 195,131 91,660 roidings and short term investments heid as at 31 March

et | IS ____ | To agree with bank reconciiiation,

9. Total fixed assets plus £, et |5 S The value of all the property the authority owns — &t js meds
long term investments - 513,000/ up of all its fixed assets and long term investments as et
and assets ol i F ~ | 31 March.

10. Total borrowings 9,773 S B - The outstanding capital balance as at 31 March of afl loans
11. (For Local Councils Only) Disciosure note The Council, as a body corporate, acts as sofe trustes for
re Trust funds (Including charitable) and is responsible for managing Trust funds or assets.

N.B. The figures in the accounting statements above do
not include eny Trust transactions.
leemfymmmymmsmmmmommo | confirm that these Accounting Statements were

Statements In this Annual Govemance and Acoountability approved by this authority on this date:

Rammhavebeanpvemdonﬁwrarwdptwdpaymems f/b‘/’\\

or income and expenditure basis following the guidance in &

Governance and Accountability for Smaller Authorities — a

Mmm'eumb%wmmmmﬂny i

the financial of this sulhartty. asrocordedhmlnutonefu‘;nole. 3"

Signed by Responsible F)fiz br before being A0

presented to the authori

Signed by Chairman of the meeting where the Accounting

T
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Section 3 — External Auditor Report and Certificate 2020/21
In respect of SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD - DB0108

1 Respective responsibilities of the body and the auditor
This authority is responsible for ensuring that its financial management is adequate and effective-and that it has a
sound system of internal control. The authority prepares an Annual Governance and Accountability Return in
accordance with Proper Practices which: A e I

"*  summarises the accounting records for the year ended 31 March 2021; and e -

» confirms and provides assurance on those matters that are relevant to our duties and responsibilities as
external auditors. i 5

Our responsibility is to review Sections 1 and 2 of the Annual Governance and Accountability Return in accordance
with guidance issued by the National Audit Office (NAO) on behalf of the Comptroller and Auditor General (see note
below). Our work does not constitute an audit carried out in accordance with Interational Standards on Auditing (UK
& Ireland) and does not provide the same level of assurance that such an audit would do.

2 External auditor report 2020/21
Eh@bﬂbofourmlow of Sections 1 and 2 of the Annual Govemanca and Accountability Reum (AGAR), in our opinion the information in

s 1and 2 of the AGAR is in accordance with Proper Pracices and no ofher matters ave come to our attention giving cause for concem
legislation and regulatory requirements have not been met.

P«mm not affecting our opinlon which we draw to the attention of the authority:
NE

3 External auditor certificate 2020/21

We certify that we have completed our review of Sections 1 and 2 of the Annual Governance and Accountability
Return, and discharged our responsibliities under the Local Audit and Accountability Act 2014, for the year ended 31
March 2021.
Auditor Name

Annual Govemance and Accountability Retumn 2020/21 Part 3 Page6of6
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(i) That in accordance with the Accounts and Audit Regulations the minutes record that approval
of the accounts was given on 24" June 2021.

(i) That the Chairman was authorised to sign the Annual Governance Statement, on behalf of the
Board, for the financial year ending 31% March 2021.

iii) The Board considered and approved the Audit Report of the Internal Auditor for the year
ended on the 31% March 2021, viz:



Whitin

Chartered Accountants

g2

The Old School House, Dartferd Road
March, Cambridgeshire, PE15 8AE

t: 01354 652304

e: march@whitingsllp.co.uk

w: whitingsllp.co.uk

MMNH/BB/MMOS3
08 October 2021

Messrs. D Thomas and R Hill
Middle Level Offices
25 Whittlesey Road
March

Cambs.

PE15 0AH

Dear Messrs. D Thomas, R. Hill, and 5 Ablett,

MLC administered Internal Drainage Boards - Internal Audit 2020-2021

Having completed the internal audit work for the various Internal Drainage Boards administered by
the Middle Level Commissioners officers for the year ended 31 March 2021, we are pleased to provide

you with the following recommendations to be considered for implementation. We have included
some general points and some points which are related to specific boards.

General points

FARTHERS

Fark i Hirgden CA

Jasrirs O Catar FCA
Christosher O Radgean FOCA

Whitings LLP is a limit
Skiylinar Wy, Bury 5t E¢

BURY 5T EDMUNDS

1

lity partnerhip reg
wan s, Sulfelk, P32 70
Whakes by the Institute of Chartened Accountants

Annual Return — Guidance notes

We note that there has been a subtle change within the guidance notes on completing Part 3
of the Annual Governance and Accountability Return (AGAR) 2020/21 from what was shown
in 2019/20. Previously the guidance stated that “the authority should receive and note the
annual internal audit report if possible before approving the annual governance statement
and the accounts” this has been replaced by “the authority should receive and note the annual
internal audit report before approving the annual governance statement and the accounts”.
As such whilst we are satisfied that all of the administered boards have previously and remain
compliant in this matter, due to this not being something that the boards must comply with,
we would strongly urge a review of the wording within any future AGAR's to ensure that,
should this requirement come into force, you are able to adjust your plan of works in plenty
of time. We would also request that should this take affect you contact us at your earliest
canvenience, so that we may tailor our own work programmes accordingly.

ASSOCIATES PRACTICE MANAGER
Ardrew P Wineark FOA Andrew k Band FOA Armanda E Mewman FCA Richard & Mlezack ATT Seait B Bishop FOA Janet 5 Frostck
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2.

Asset Valuations and Insurances

We note that there are a number of boards which have had revaluations within the year on
their pumping station assets and that these are now valued in excess of what has been
included within the insurance valuations and the accounts/annual return. We appreciate that
the accounts/annual return value must remain at cost/deemed cost however we would
suggest that as soon as the results of these valuations come to light you seek to change the
insurance valuation accordingly, we understand that in many cases these amendments are
carried out at the point of annual renewal.

In some individual cases it is noted that residential properties have been revalued during the
audited year, but the underlying insurance values have not been increased. We recommend
that, as with pumping station assets, the insurance valuation is increased to reflect the current
market value and thereby ensure that such assets are adequately insured.

Finally, it is noted that, whilst a |large proportion of boards have taken the option to revalue
for insurance purposes their pumping station and residential assets during the year, there are
some boards that have not followed suit. We have seen elsewhere that such revaluations have
sometimes resulted in significant uplifts in value, and as such we would suggest that any
remaining boards that have yet to carry out such an exercise do so at the earliest convenience.

We would recommend that in the absence of specific information to the contrary suggesting
need for earlier review, that a revaluation exercise be performed for insurance purposes at
least every 5 years on all major Board assets,

Client Comment:

All Boards are asked concerning valuations for insurances and it is a Board decision. Depending
when the meeting is held and when the valuation is completed depends when the instruction
can be given. However, once approved we look to update policies at that time. Where
applicable, we are also looking into the viability of having certain values index linked but note
that these will still need monitoring on a routine basis.



3. Employee Benefits - Vehicle Usage, and VAT recovery
In 2020 a high-level tax case was brought by HM Revenue & Customs against Coca-Cola
European Partners Great Britain Limited relating to vehicles provided to employees of Coca-
Cola and whether these ‘dual purpose’ vehicle should be classed as a van or a car for benefit-
in-kind (BIK) and other taxation purposes. Typical example of such a vehicle being a double-
cab pickup as operated by some boards.

This case was ruled in favour of HMRC where the use of three of its vehicles (2 Volkswagen
Kombis and a Vauxhall Vivaro) should be treated as cars, rather than vans for tax purposes.
The Vauxhall had been maodified in a number of ways and an additional row of seats and
windows were added along with a bulkhead to ensure goods being transported could not
enter the passenger area. Both the YW Kombi vehicles were fitted with rear seats and
additional racking was required by the driver for business use, for the Kombi version 2 this
required a rear seat to be removed for racking. The Court of Appeal ruled that the vehicles
were not sufficient to differentiate between them and therefore they should all be treated on
a similar basis for BIK purposes, each vehicle was multi-purpose and capable of transporting
goods or passengers, but neither type of vehicle was ‘primarily’ suited to the carrying of goods
as required by current taxation legislation 5.115(2).

At this point in time (drafting late June 2021) no updates to the tax rules have been issued by
HMRC in the light of the ruling and therefore we are unable to determine whether the current
vehicles owned by each board and allocated to an employee will be classed as a van or car.
And until HMRC include any such updates and guidance we are unable to determine whether
the vehicles held by each board will be liable for a van or car BIK on employees where the
vehicle is not operated as a depot-based Pool vehicle. This case also has potentially

wider implications relating to recovery or not of VAT on the vehicle when purchased and in
commercial settings capital allowances.

Client Comment:

We are aware of this position and have also been checking with HMRC but as yet they have
not issued guidance that can be passed onto Boards. There are significant tax implications,
both for employer and employee and will continue to monitor the position.



4,

Provisions

We are pleased to note that, in the main; provisions for amounts owing to and owed from
applicable boards, are being monitored and written back should the underlying potential
asset/liability be extinguished. There are still odd cases where provisions are "brought forward
and carried forward” that relate in excess of the standard life of debt, being & years. On review
in some cases whilst the underlying rationale of these balances are reasonable, we would
question whether payments could still be enforced if chased, aside from in relation to
development contributions. As such we would encourage continued review of provisions as a
whole, with special consideration being made to aged provisions that have existed for a
number of years.

We would recommend that any such old debts or provisions (part from development
contribution provisions), say over 3 years old, be presented at the Board meeting annually
and approved.

Client comment:

As part of the year end accounts procedures, provisions are looked at and decisions made on
an individual basis as to retain or to write back.

Risk Management Policy and procedures

We noted in the 2019 most boards undertook a substantial risk management assessment
process in 2014 leading to formal acceptance in April 2015 which is now subject to a brief
review each year which is duly recorded formally in the board minutes. After recommendation
in the prior year's management letter, we are pleased to note that this processed has been
carried out again for 2020 - 21.

The COVID-19 pandemic is, hopefully, the greatest challenge many of us will face in our
lifetime. In the face of adversity there is also opportunity to embrace this emerging “new
normal” and such an event should allow us to take a step back and look at the policies and
procedures that underpin the organisation. With this in mind we would urge greater breadth
of coverage of policies and procedures to include consideration and action points in relation
to areas such as climate change, global pandemics, and disaster action & recovery — at the
time of writing we are not aware of such bigger policy being in existence.

It may also be helpful to revisit and enhance appreciation by way of visual colour coding of
the RAG rating numbers to better differentiate between the varying levels of risk and
consequence. We would expect to see low risk items being colour coded green, middling items
colour coded yellow and high-risk items in red.
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Capital assets - continued
Client comment:

Comment has been noted. While Boards own pumping facilities and their footprint they do not
fgenerally) own the watercourses, designating the arterial system for maintenance. This s
probably a matter that could be discussed on an “industry wide” level, maybe through ADA by
its policy and finance committee to ensure, if recognised, would provide a uniform approach
across the country.

Budget figures

We note that Budget figures are prepared annually in advance, but we note these are not
updated in the late Autumn even when notable variances may have occurred for various
factors. Whilst not necessary to do so for all boards, we suggest that Chairmen of individual
Boards are given opportunity to request updated Budgets after the half year point for the
remainder of the year and distribute to Board members if they feel it appropriate due to
circumstances to date or anticipated during the year.

Client comment:

As part of the finance requlations, we are required to carry out a budget monitoring exercise
during the course of the year. For those Boards that have a relevant meeting, this is reviewed
by the Board at their autumn/winter meeting. For all other Boards the monitoring exercise is
completed as at the end of the calendar year, at this point the majority of the drain
maintenance works have been completed, as would be any planned maintenance works at
pumping stations. The expenditure to-date is then forecast to the end of the financial year and
compared to the budget and initially sent to the chairman for review. Depending on the
outcome of the monitaring exercise depends on whether it is considered appropriate to hold
an emergency meeting. However, it is likely that if there were an extroordinary event the Board
would be aware “in real time” and appropriate action taken at that point. It is not policy to
update budgets depending on levels of expenditure but to use these as comparative to analyse
variances of actual expenditure against.



Specific Points
Sutton and Mepal IDB
See item 2 above — residential property value

Hundred of Wisbech IDB
See item & above

Conington & Holme IDB
See item 9 above

Client comment (Conington & Holme [DB):

The “overspend” against budget related to additional drain maintenance works that were
required and a breakdown at the pumping station which occurred after the monitoring
exercise had been completed. These events were managed at the time and appropriate action
taken when setting the following years rate.

Waldersey IDB and Hundred of Wisbech IDB = Joint Pumping Arrangement

As in previous years it is noted that there is a discrepancy between debtor held in Waldersey
IDB and the creditor held in Hundred of Wisbech |DB; due to the substantial rainfall pattern in
late 2020-21 this amount was more significant than normal

Waldersey IDB — Debtor 38,459.99
Hundred of Wisbech IDB - Creditor 47,997.84
Difference 9,537.85

This difference arises due to the accounts of Hundred of Wisbech IDB being completed before
Waldersey IDB, therefore a provision having to be included within the former's books before
more accurate figures become avzilable. The difference is adjusted in the following year's
Accounts for Hundred of Wisbech but in the short term could be considered slightly
misleading.

We note that there have been discussions to potentially amalgamate the two boards, this
would eradicate the anomaly. However, in the absence of this, we wonder whether there is
scope to bring the meetings and account preparation periods in line to address this issue.



Waldersey IDB and Hundred of Wisbech IDB - Joint Pumping Arrangement - continued

Client comment (Waldersey IDB and Hundred of Wisbech IDB — Joint Pumping Arrangement):

These costs relate to the contribution for the costs of the shared pumping facility and at the
time of production of the year end accounting statements discussions were taking place
concerning potential changes to the contribution as o result of changes in land use. A new
proposal had been put forward which was broadly approved by the Hundred of Wisbech Board,
whose meeting is held first. In completing their accounting statements they requested that,
due to the impact of the winter rainfall event the new proposal be used in calculating the
contribution. When the Waldersey Board held it's meeting no changes had been approved at
therefore the existing contribution calculation was used in their accounting statements. With
regards to the Hundred of Wishech creditor, these “old balances” will be written back during
this financial year. There are no current plans to change meeting dates so there will remain a
creditor/debtor position in both sets of accounts although now settled, this should be cleared,
generally a year in arrears.



Other Matters

As you will already be aware our firm underwent a change of business name from Whiting & Partners
to Whitings LLP, with effect from 1 October 2021. As the world and our practice move forward, even
in these challenging times towards a “new normal”, we have also decided to rebrand and change our
look to promote this.

As provided for under the clauses of our existing Terms of Business ongoing engagements under our
standard Whiting & Partners Terms and Conditions remain unchanged and have rolled over seamlessly
into Whitings LLP; these are available on our new and improved website www.whitingsllp.co.uk

We are immensely proud of the work we continue to do with you at Whiting and we would like to take
this opportunity to thank your staff involved in our audit for their assistance and cooperation in
achieving substantial completion by the stated target deadlines, especially in light of the operational
challenges posed to us all by the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.

Yours sincerely,

I\I‘J ) :. i LL\}

Whitings LLP



B.1076 Main River Issues

Further to minute B.1040, the Chairman reported that not much progress had been made with issues
relating to the main river, particularly the river bank because of the difficulties presented by Covid
restrictions and these now need to be followed up.

lain Smith said he was very happy to follow up and discuss these matters with the Environment
Agency on behalf of the Board and agreed to contact Philippa Hume about these issues.

The Chairman reported that Church Bridge does not close. A temporary repair had been carried out

and lain Smith also agreed to follow this up with the Environment Agency.

B.1077 Proposed Northstowe Development and other developments draining to Uttons Drove STW
Northstowe and Effluent Discharge to Swavesey Drain

Further to minute B.1042, the Chairman reported that Phase 3A had now been granted planning
permission, even though a number of objections had been received about the development. The
Chairman stated that he thought that at first the Environment Agency were supporting the Board. |
Smith reported that he was talking to the Flood Risk Manager at the Environment Agency about
their Flood Risk Assessment and was providing historical background information to them.

The original boundary of the Board had been drawn up to protect the village of Swavesey, not just
agricultural land.

I Smith said he had invited the Environment Agency to come and look at the system and they have
agreed to do this. I Smith agreed to stay involved until this matter was resolved. He had asked
Philippa Hume for dates for a meeting and the Board indicated that they would be willing to attend
any meeting with her in Swavesey. Swavesey IDB could not take any more flows, into its system.
The Board asked that the Environment Agency be instructed to write to South Cambridgeshire
District Council to advise that they were not happy with the drainage issues in Phase 3B and to ask
what conditions the Council as Planning Authority intend to impose in relation to drainage.
RESOLVED

That David Thomas, Clerk to the Board, contact Philippa Hume to arrange a meeting with
Swavesey IDB members.

(NB) - The Vice Chairman declared an interest as a landowner potentially affected by the scheme.

B.1078 Outstanding Drainage Rates

Further to minute B.1043, Miss McShane reported that this was an old debt which related to rates
for 2012 in the sum of £1,770.25. A Court Order had been obtained for the debt, but when bailiffs
attended on a number of occasions, there had been no good on which to levy distress.

The premises were no longer subject to agricultural rates so there were no further arrears accruing.

RESOLVED

That in view of the fact that the Board had a Court Order in place, they did not wish to write off the
outstanding rate arrears.



B.1079 Defra Consultation on the Rating System

Further to minute B.1044, Miss McShane reported that the Environment Act had now received
Royal Assent. The Act contained powers specific to IDBs to amend the Land Drainage Act 1991
addressing the issue of missing or incomplete data or valuations which prevent existing IDBs from
expanding and new Boards being established.

Defra were currently working on secondary legislation and these Statutory Instruments would be
consulted on and Defra would be engaging with IDBs through ADA.

B.1080 Clerk's Report

Miss McShane advised;

i) COVID-19 Actions

That due to the risk of COVID-19 mutations appropriate measures are being put in place, revised
and reviewed as per government advice and using activity-based risk assessments.

i)  Middle Level Commissioners and Administered Boards Chairs Meeting

That a seventh Chair’s Meeting was held on the 2" November 2021.

The meeting covered a wide variety of matters likely to affect IDBs. A summary of the key points
and resolutions follows;

a) The MLC Chair introduced the meeting and took the opportunity to warn those present that
government were pushing for land in this area to be set aside to mitigate the impacts of climate
change. In this respect there was concern that the data underpinning this move was out-of-date and
inadequate and that there was a risk that no proper account would be taken of the storage effects of
the land as it is currently managed compared to how it might react if managed as wetland.

b) To better fit in with the farming calendar the annual safety audits carried out by Cope are to be
moved to January and February. In response to a question from the floor, Chairs were advised that it
is ultimately the Board and not the MLC’s responsibility to manage safety at Board owned assets,
although the MLC will assist where they can.

c) Chairs considered that it was considered important that IDBs and the MLC have a policy on
climate change. It was felt likely that this will become increasingly important as pressure mounts
for action to be taken. In this respect the Clerk advised that the MLC intended to carry out a
baseline assessment of its carbon footprint which would then be used to underpin plans for
reductions in CO? release and for mitigation. This model would be made available to those IDBs
which wished to follow a similar path. Once what could be reasonably achieved has been defined a
policy to steer implementation would be produced. Obviously, the aim will be to achieve net zero or
as close to it as can be realistically and practically be achieved.

d) The Chief Executive outlined the work of WRE, including the regional reconciliation of water
supply just carried out, the proposals for two new reservoirs (one in Lincolnshire and one in
Cambridgeshire) and the future plans for water security providing a 1 in 500 year level of drought
tolerance for potable water supply. On this latter point he advised that he had been pushing hard for
the needs of agriculture to be taken into account, noting that wet farming and environmental targets



for farming would require extra water in this region. Also, he considered that separating agricultural
need from environmental need was an error and failed to recognise the close tie between the two.

e) It was reported that it seemed increasingly likely that despite lobbying MPs and Defra it will be
the case from the 1% April 2022 that IDB’s will lose access to red diesel for anything other than
powering generators and for heating. This will increase costs and will present problems with the use
of contractors who also work for agriculture which will have an exemption, hence can continue to
use red diesel in plant.

f) On member training it was agreed that the MLC would set up a Zoom type seminar running
several of the ADA video training sessions back-to-back. All members of all MLC administered
IDBs would be invited and attendance will be recorded. This was seen as the most efficient way of
delivering the training that Defra expects members to have undertaken.

g) For the next round of IDB meetings, the MLC website secure pages will be used for Board
meeting documents. Members will be sent links to the appropriate webpage with a password. The
documents can then be downloaded whenever it is convenient to do so. MEMBERS WILL BE
ENCOURAGED TO FOLLOW THIS ROUTE RATHER THAN REQUIRE PAPER
COPIES OF DOCUMENTS. In exceptional circumstances — for example for those members
without email addresses - a paper copy of the relevant documents can still be printed off, bound and
sent out. The use of the Microsoft Teams software is also to be explored for future years.

h) GDPR was discussed and it was resolved that for internal matters, or where working with partner
organisations all email addresses will be visible to allow members to see who has knowledge of the
matter under discussion. All external communications will normally be blind copied unless there is
a need to show the address or the address is already known (for example when a member is passing
on a query, he or she has received themselves). It was also agreed that the website could continue to
show names and primary contact numbers as long as addresses were not identified.

i) Association of Drainage Authorities

a)  Annual Conference

That the 84" Annual Conference of the Association was held on Wednesday the 10" November
2021,

The Conference was once again held virtually and was split into two parts; the Conference in the
morning and AGM in the afternoon. It is expected that, whilst in future years it is hoped to return to
a face-to-face format, the clear separation between conference and AGM is likely to be retained.

Speakers this year included Rebecca Row MP (Parliamentary Under Secretary of State — Defra),
Dieter Helm (economist) and Lord De Ramsey (then President of ADA).

Topics covered included the challenges of climate change and the need to step up to the plate in
delivering on the aim to achieve a net zero target as soon as possible, the importance of partnership
working and the importance of agriculture in feeding the nation. The latter included the need to
better educate the population, who clearly desire to move forward on delivering climate change and
ecological objectives, but do not fully appreciate the role of agriculture, its real impacts or even
properly understood where and how food is sourced. One example given that challenged a common
assumption that agriculture was bad for the environment was that recent monitoring of CO2 release
had shown that a well irrigated peat field of onions released less CO2 than adjacent dry grassland.

In his speech Lord De Ramsey announced that he was stepping down as President and that his place
would be taken by Henry Cator. He was warmly thanked by ADA for his many years of service and



was presented with a painting by an artist which it is known he admires. Henry spoke about how
pleased he had been to be invited to take over the role and that he looked forward to working with
ADA to meet the future challenges of the industry.

The AGM that followed gave an update on the work of ADA, noting the likelihood that, despite
vigorous lobbying, the expectation was that from 1st April 2022 IDBs would no longer be able to
use red diesel for anything other than heating or to run generators. This will impact on costs and
will provide challenges to the continued use of agricultural contractors. The passing of the
Environment Bill was touched upon which will release barriers to the formation of new IDBs and
will also provide opportunities for IDBs to explore extending their boundaries if it was clearly
beneficial to do so. Innes Thomason spoke on the work of ADA and the consultations ADA had
responded to, including proposals to extend beaver introduction and a water abstraction licencing
charging review amongst other things. Finally, it was reported that the ADA Board had agreed to a
1% rise in subscriptions for the 2022/23 year and noted that with inflationary pressures a higher
increase should be expected next year.

b)  Annual Conference

That the Annual Conference of the Association of Drainage Authorities will be held in London on
Wednesday the 9" November 2022.

RESOLVED

That the Clerk be authorised to obtain a ticket for the Annual Conference of the Association for any
Member who wishes to attend.

c)  Meeting of the River Great Ouse Branch

That the Annual Conference of the River Great Ouse branch of the Association will be held on
Tuesday the 1%t March 2022.

d)  Updating IDB Byelaws

Further to minute B.996, ADA have advised that there was an error in the Model Byelaws relating
to penalty note referred to s37 of the Criminal Justice Act 1982, which was actually repealed on the
1.12.2020 by the Sentencing Act 2020. Consequently, Defra has amended the Penalty Notice
attached to the byelaws to include the correct reference. This Penalty Notice is not part of the
Byelaws and hence is a simple correction. There is no requirement either to readvertise or seek
DEFRA approval and the version now uploaded to the website is the corrected one.

iv)  Environment Act

In November 2021 DEFRA announced that the Environment Act became law. The stated aim of
this Act is to improve air and water quality, tackle waste, increase recycling, halt the decline of
species, and improve the natural environment. However, the Act also includes powers (specific to
IDBs) which amend the Land Drainage Act 1991, addressing the technical issue of missing or
incomplete data, which is preventing existing internal drainage boards from expanding and new
ones from being established. DEFRA have stated that they will be working on the associated
secondary legislation over the coming year and will be engaging with IDBs through ADA on this.

v)  Smart Level System/District Wide Telemetry Bid

Further to minute B.1045(vii) the Clerk reported that when looking at the cost of telemetry there
will be a number of factors that will impact upon cost. We have asked Xylem to put together a table



that should cover the upper and lower bounds of all IDB pumping stations (see below). Prior to
placing an order, a site survey will be undertaken, average cost for this is expected to be in the
region of £200. Xylem will then assess what if any control panel modifications will be required to
allow telemetry. The other defining factor will be whether there is to be an additional requirement
for remote control of the station pumps and set points. The table covers this range.

The costing bands are:

Low £2000 - £5,000 | Minor panel modifications are required, signals are present but
need work to the panel to present or make these available to
telemetry.

Medium [ £5,001 - | Signals are not present to enable telemetry and panel

£24,999 modifications are quite intensive to bring the panel to a point
where a telemetry unit can be installed.

High £25,000 + Signals are not present and the panel requires major

modifications to give the required signals. Should this option
be required it is anticipated that consideration first should be
given to replacement of the control panel which would bring
more value and longevity. Signals for telemetry could be more
easily accommodated in a new panel.

Note: All above figures are gross and if the Board resolves to go ahead as part of the Grant
funded scheme currently on offer will be discounted 50%.

Note: The telemetry access will be cloud based, increasing the flexibility in access at the
appropriate level for staff and District Officers.
RESOLVED

The Board has its own telemetry system and did not wish to take advantage of the proposed District
wide telemetry system.

vi)  National Drainage Show & Floodex 2022

That the National Drainage Show & Floodex 2022 will be held at ExCel, London on the 23™ and
24" November 2022.

vii) Water Resources East (WRE)

Further to minute B.1006(vii), the Clerk reported that the requested contribution from this Board for
2022/2023 financial year is, once again, £125. Contributions from drainage boards within the East
of England secure a direct stake in WRE and help to ensure their needs and opinions are taken into
account.

RESOLVED

As discussed at last year’s meeting, the Board did not feel that water resources were an issue for the
Board and did not wish to make pay the requested annual contribution of £125.

B.1081 Consulting Engineers’ Report, including Planning and Consenting Matters

The Board considered the Report of the Consulting Engineers, viz:
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Swavesey |.D.B.

Consulting Engineers Report — February 2022

Environment Agency/Swavesey IDB/Middle Level Commissioners’ PSCA (Public

Sector Co-operation Agreement) Works Delivery - 2021 Season

Following the successful completion of works in previous seasons, Swavesey IDB and the Middle
Level Commissioners were jointly tasked by the Environment Agency (EA) with delivery of a similar
maintenance arrangement again last season. In addition to the routine elements of flail mowing,
herbicide application, weed raking and pest control/monitoring, the EA also tasked the Board and
Commissioners to attend to remedial repair works on two lengths of bank where subsidence had
occurred along the Swavesey Drain, and to undertake machine cleansing and associated spoil
disposal from the Turn Bridge Drain in the village.

Swavesey Drain Bank repair works
were undertaken within EA
conservation protocols, which
included licenced water vole
displacement which was closely
supervised for the duration of the
works by an on-site ecologist
employed directly by the EA. The
client’s specification of works for the
remedial element included the
installation of pre-planted coir roll at
the two bank slip lengths. Planted
coir roll was procured and securely
staked at the toe of the reprofiled
bank, providing both future bank
erosion control and water vole habitat
enhancement, in conjunction with the
toe board and timber piling that was
installed to complete the project.

EA controlled Turn Bridge Drain
Post machine cleansing



The Swavesey PSCA works
delivery generally went to plan,
however an inspection in late
November revealed that
following successful herbicide
applications to the aquatic weed
canopy during the last
consecutive three seasons, there
was scant evidence of active
emergent aquatic weed growth in
the majority of the watercourses
that warranted employing a
contractor’'s machine for weed
raking, and hence with the EA’s
prior consent, weed raking was
omitted from last season’s

programme.

EA controlled Swavesey Drain in good condition

A local Contractor was employed under the agreement to provide the pest monitoring and control
of burrowing species within the grassed flood embankments, and also to install a metal ‘field gate’

along Swavesey Drain, again at the prior request of the EA

All works undertaken within the PSCA at Swavesey are on a fully rechargeable basis to the
EA.

It is anticipated an end of season 2021 debrief/pre-season 2022 meeting with the EA will be held at
some point in the near future. Assuming the EA is happy with the works delivery last season it is
hoped a similar programme of works will be proposed for the coming year, under the existing joint

agreement.



Weed Control and Drain Maintenance

The maintenance works carried out last year generally accorded with the recommendations

approved by the Board at its last Annual Meeting.

Roundup herbicide treatments were applied where required (during the early summer, with a follow
up application during the autumn months) within the Board’s district drains to control stands of
emergent aquatic weed and vegetation growth within the dry and semi-dry drain beds. Please
refer to the site plan on the following page for treatment locations. A sum has been included within
the estimated costs to undertake herbicide applications throughout the district again this year.

The Board’s flail mowing requirements were undertaken by Lattenbury Services Ltd. At the
Chairman’s/District Superintendent’s request, Lattenbury will be approached to undertake the flail
mowing of Board’s drains again this year. A sum has been included within the estimated costs to

cover this work.

Following a typical English summer, many of the Board’s drain beds dried out and as emergent
weed within the channel had already been treated with a Roundup application, the watercourses
were deemed to have retained their general good condition and no apparent machine cleansing
was required at this time. To this end, and with the Chairman’s/District Superintendent’s approval,
a late spring/early summer joint inspection of the Board’s drains will be undertaken again this year.
The inspection should highlight herbicide application requirements, and give an opportunity to

forward plan any other works required to maintain the Board’s drains to a satisfactory standard.

Provisional sums based on previous year’s machine cleansing expenditure and culvert cleansing/

piling works, have been allocated within this report.

The estimated cost of this year’s anticipated drain maintenance and weed control programme is as

follows (see following plan for locations):

£

1) Roundup applications to control

emergent aquatic vegetation in

District drains Item Sum 1500.00
2) Provisional Item

Allow sum for machine cleansing

work to Board’s drains as required ltem Sum 2500.00
3) Provisional Item

Allow sum for emergency works

including bank piling or culvert

headwall repair works ltem Sum 1000.00
4) Allow sum for flail mowing of

District drains and hedge cutting Item Sum 3400.00

Carried forward 8400.00
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5)

of report to the Board, arrangement
and supervision of herbicide

applications and maintenance works.

Brought forward

Fees for preparation and submission

Item

TOTAL

Sum

8400.00

650.00

£9,050.00

Orders for the application of herbicides by the Middle Level Commissioners are accepted on

condition that they will not be held responsible for the efficacy of any treatment.

Pumping Station

Other than the matters reported below, only routine maintenance has been carried out since the

last meeting and the pumping plant is mechanically and electrically in a satisfactory condition.

During the reporting period a Pulsar internal memory card failed, this was replaced by Pulsar. The

Pump 1 start delay timer also failed and was replaced.

Pumping Hours

Hours | 5/1/21- | 15/1/20- | 17/1/19- | 9/1/18- | 12/1/17- | 11/1/16- | 21/1/15- | 6/1/14— | 28/1/13-
Run 6/1/22 5/1/21 14/1/20 | 16/1/19 | 9/1/18 12/1/17 | 11/1/16 21/1/15 | 6/1/14
Pump 170 334 273 173 92 101 2 227 3
1 (7371) (7201) (6867) (6594)
Pump 469 254 18 191 80 71 173 801 295
2 (8209) (7740) (7486) (7468)

Asset Appraisals

At the February 2020 meeting it was requested that the engineer provide a review of the pumping

station to the February 2022 meeting for insurance purposes. A report was prepared by Richard

Lloyd prior to his departure and follows below:

£

High Causeway Pumping Station




Station Details

Commissioned 1985

Pumps 2 no. W H Allen 400mm Submersible mixed flow
Duty 340 l/s @ 4.3m Total Gauge Head

Drive Motor BCP integral submersible 32kW @ 960 rpm
Gearbox N/A

Control Equipment Wippendell Star-Delta

Automatic Level Control Ultrasonic by Pulsar

Weedscreen Cleaner Automatic Brackett Bosker HD500

Discharge Pipework Ductile Iron with syphon breakers & flap valves
Telemetry Pulsar Ultimate

Fencing 1.8m high galvanised palisade

General Comments

The Station services the land to the east and north of Swavesey and is now 36 years old, records
show only pump 1 has been taken out (2004) for minor repairs. The normal life span of a
submersible pump is around 25 years however with low running hours (as is the case) and a less
aggressive than normal media being pumped a 40 year life is possible.

Control Building

The control building is made of brick with a concrete
roof and is cantilevered off the structure of the wet well
and so an air gap is clearly visible under the slab of

the control building.

Control Equipment

The Station is equipped with a generator socket
should the Station lose mains power for any
prolonged period.




The control panel is the original installed in 1985
and is of a very compact design with components
tightly packed, repairs are still achievable but made
more difficult by the lack of space to adapt and fit
new modern replacement components. A new

control panel is likely to be required in 5-10 years.

In May 2019 the old level probes were disconnected
(probes and heads remain in the wet well) and the
level control was changed to an ultrasonic unit
supplied by Pulsar Process Ltd, this unit is a web-
based device allowing the level of the drain and
status of the pumps to be viewed remotely via a
stand-alone web site which can be accessed using

the static IP address associated.




i

The wet well is a little small for the two
pumps and when working together there is a
lot of hydraulic noise resulting from poor flow
presentation. However, this does not seem
to have greatly affected the pumps. As
previously advised the pumps are now 36
years old and at this age it is seldom value
for money to try and overhaul units due to
the general corrosion of the castings.
Therefore, the Board should consider buying

a spare pump in the next few years to allow rapid replacement in the event of a pump failure, as

these units are typically on a 36-week delivery window. The wet well and intake appear to be in a

good condition and should last another 30 years

Weed Screen and Cleaner

The screenings are dumped on a boarded
platform which currently appears in a satisfactory
condition however it will need reboarding at some

time in the near future.

The screen and cleaner are in good condition.
Manufactured by Bosker (Now Ovivo) these
machines are well built and apart from the
cleaner needing a new trolley wheel in Summer
2020, little other than fair wear and tear has
been an issue to date. However, the unit is

likely to require a general overhaul in 5-10 years




Siphon Breakers

The siphon breakers are housed in concrete pits and have not been serviced for many years and

although leaking slightly they appear to be working satisfactorily. It is recommended that the Board

has them serviced in the near future to be sure of their long-term serviceability.

Inlets and outlets

It was not possible to access the adjacent field to take pictures of the inlets and outlets however

both seemed in satisfactory condition from a distance and should last another 20 years minimum.



Pumping Station Valuations

The following is an estimate of the maximum expected cost of rebuilding or replacing the pumping station on the
same or an adjacent site following a catastrophic failure, eg a fire, a collapse or an explosion.

Site Name

Site Data

No. Pumps
Station Capacity

Station built

Description of Station

Valuation

Civils Works
M&E
Other
Total

Breakdown of valuation

Swavesey IDB-High Causeway P.St.

2
680 I/s (each 340l/s)
1985

2 no. Allen Gwynnes 400mm Submersible mixed flow pumps with
Wippendell Direct-on-line control panel. Automatic Weedscreen cleaner-
Brackett Bosker HD500 brick Control building with flat roof.2.1m high
galvanised palisade fencing.

£290,000.00
£254,250.00
£43,510.00

Civils Works

Pump sump/
pipework/valves
Hard standing

Fencing

Outfall

Control building
Other

M&E

Pumps

Control Equipment
Power Supply
Motors
Weedscreen raker

Other

Approvals
Liaison and
consultation
Design
Supervision

£587,760.00

£208,800.00

£0.00
£5,800.00
£46,400.00
£23,200.00
£5,800.00

£135,600.00
£28,250.00
£0.00

£90,400.00

£11,450.00
£3,435.00

£17,175.00
£11,450.00



Pumping Station 20 Year Expenditure Forecast

Pumping Station Swavesey
Internal Drainage Board Swavesey
Year 6 - Year 11- | Year 16 -
Yearl | Year2 | Year3 | Year4 | Year5 10 15 20
2026- 2031- 2036 -
Function Category Description 2021/22 | 2022/23 | 2023/24 | 2024/25 | 2025/26 2031 2036 2041
Total Refurbishment/Replacement
Pumping and Control Equipment 2K 40K 20K
Weedscreen Cleaning Equipment 30K
Control Building
Compound and Surroundings 5K

Need

2k Siphon breaker valves service

40K New pump

20k New control panel

30k Weed screen cleaner overhaul

5K re-board weed screen dump area

Note - Costs are based on value of works at 2020 prices.

- These are estimated capital replacement figures and do not include routine maintenance access.
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Flood Risk Management (FRM) for the Fens [previously reported as the Future

Fenland Project]

The Middle Level Commissioners’ Planning Engineer has represented both the Middle Level
Commissioners (MLC) and their associated Boards on the Technical Group since the last Board

meeting.

Tactical Plans for the Fens

In response to the following question raised at the March East IDB meeting in June 2021:

“Clerk to provide further information to members regarding the cost to the Board, of whether
the Board has any input into the project and whether the Board is able to remove themselves
from the arrangement if costs escalate.”

the Environment Agency’s Fenland Partnerships Advisor, FCRM, Vicky Eade, advised as follows:

“As you know, there has not been any cost to the Board in developing the plans, aside from
officer time to provide data and information. The agreement to the plans is on the basis that any
work in the Fens area will be to maintain the current Standard of Service (SoS) for the area, until
the Flood Risk Management for the Fens project has set out the preferred direction and options
for managing the flood risk infrastructure in the Fens. If the Board were to remove themselves
from the Tactical Plans, then they would not be able to demonstrate they have taken a Strategic
Approach in assessing options to managing risks, as set out in the Partnership Funding Guidance
2020, to avoid the double counting FCERM Grant in Aid (GiA). Which would then mean maximum
amount of eligible grant available for any scheme in their Board area, would be capped at 45%.

Input to the Tactical Plans has been represented by David Thomas and Graham Moore at the
Fens Technical Group.

| have noted that March East IDB do not have any capital works planned for the Tactical Plan
period, so in terms of cost increases | assume you mean contribution to Phase 2 of the FRM for
the Fens project. When we have developed that phase, any contributions to the project would
be made with a legal agreement, which would specify how cost increases would be dealt with.”

An allocation has been made available to the Board to maintain its system over the next 15 years.

The details of this funding allocation are currently being clarified.

The Tactical Plans referred to in this document cover what has been termed the ‘Great Ouse
Fens’, which covers the catchment of the River Great Ouse in Cambridgeshire, Norfolk and
Suffolk. Its boundary to the west is formed of the right bank of the River Nene and includes all of

the Middle Level catchment area and its constituent IDBs.

‘Flood Risk Management for the Fens’ is a project that has been set up to plan the best way of
managing future flood risk in the whole Great Ouse Fens area. It is to be a Strategic Outline

Programme which will set out the preferred option for managing flood risk in the Fens, taking in to
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account climate change and sea level rise (Strategic Outline Programmes sit above/before

Strategic Outline Cases and are large scale programmes, so the Fens catchment scale fits this.)

The project will recommend actions that will be the best/most appropriate way of managing flood
risk in the Fens over the next 50-100 years. The Flood Risk Management for the Fens project will
take approximately 10-15 years to complete and in the mean time we need to know the
maintenance and capital work needed in the area to continue to manage flood risk over the next
two 6 year capital Grant in Aid settlement cycles, the period 2021 to 2027 and 2027 to 2033.

The background to the above is that the East Anglia Flood & Coastal Risk Management team has
been working with national colleagues to come up with a better way of presenting the whole picture
of future investment to allow us to have a conversation with government about the short, medium
and long term plans for the area. We agreed that we would produce Tactical Plans for each of the
sub-catchments (Middle Level, South Level, West and East of Ouse and King’s Lynn areas) to look
at ALL FCRM assets for all sources of flooding that would better present the short-term programme
of works required and the agreed amount of benefits (Outcome Measures) that can be claimed for
each project. This advice has led to the piece of work around benefit apportionment to address the
issues with double counting of outcome measures by individual projects. In January 2019 all IDB
Chairs in the Fens area were sent a letter, explaining the Fens project and how it fitted with the
Strategic Approach for Flood & Coastal Risk Management Projects. This strategic approach fits

with the Tactical Plans.

The Tactical Plans therefore clearly set out what maintenance and capital works are required in
each sub catchment over the next 12 years (feeding into the East Anglian Area pipeline of work),
and what benefits this work delivers. The plans also highlight the apportioned Outcome Measures
and the likely FDGIA funding each scheme can attract based on maintaining the Standard of
Service, along with the Partnership Funding (PF) scores to show where PF contributions are
needed. The Plans also take into account benefits that have been claimed already in the previous
six year capital investment programme (2015-2021).

The expectation is that work in the Fens area will only be to continue delivering the current
Standard of Service for the area, until the Flood Risk Management for the Fens project has set out
the preferred direction for the area as a whole. This can, though, include capital interventions to
assets to return them to design standards, where assets are currently below target conditions and
Standard of Service levels. The expectation is that those with assets in the area will be able to
provide a plan of work for the next 12 years, and this will lead to us having a joined up, strategic
approach for the short to medium term providing certainty to all RMAs with their investment
planning and highlighting the amount of FDGIA funding individual schemes are eligible for. It will

however remain the case that for each scheme a business case will need to be developed and

F:\AdminWord\Swavesey\mins\8\2\22



8" February 2022 627

approved before any grant is released and of course over the six year period national priorities for
funding FRM schemes could impact the amount of grant available, in any given year, for schemes

that come forward that do not currently have an allocation of funding.

As part of the Tactical Plans works, the base line economic benefits have been calculated for each
of the Board’s assets. This represents the potential maximum Grant-in-Aid that would be
supportable, should a scheme or a series of schemes need to come forward to keep the asset
operational over the 15 year period, whilst analysis of the long term catchment needs is identified.
These sums effectively represent a cap on grant and are not allocated monies. They have been
developed to help support scheme economics should an application for allocation be successful
and in the development of the business cases. For this Board these sums by asset are;

Asset Max eligible FDGIA
£

High Fen Causeway 108,343

Swavesey Main Drains 108,343

Please also refer to the entry in the “Planning Updates & Consultations” document.

Planning Applications

In addition to matters concerning previous applications, the following 21 new development related

matters have been received and, where appropriate, dealt with since the last meeting:

MLC Type of
Ref. [ Council Ref. Applicant Development Location
Swavesey Village Recreation

385 | S/21/00268/FUL College (Artificial Grass Pitch) Gibraltar Lane, Swavesey*

386 | S/21/00858/FUL Mr D Mawby Residence Wallmans Lane, Swavesey

387 | S/21/00955/FUL Sarah Denley Residence Taylors Lane, Swavesey
Residence

388 | S/21/01825/HFUL Mrs E Moore (Extension) Ramper Road, Swavesey
Residence

389 | S/21/01421/FUL Dr C Baker (Replacement) Gibraltar Lane, Swavesey

390 | S/21/02175/FUL Mr B Baker Agricultural Rose and Crown Road, Swavesey
Residence

391 | S/21/02267/FUL Mr & Mrs A Loades | (Garage/workshop) Middle Watch, Swavesey

392 | S/4057/18/CONDA | Mr & Mrs Ratcliffe Residence Hale Road, Swavesey
Residence

393 | S$/21/02827/HFUL Mr & Mrs C Bogg (Garage) Middle Watch, Swavesey
Residence

394 | S/21/02801/HFUL Mr R Stoner (Garage) Boxworth End, Swavesey
Residence

395 | S/21/02631/HFUL Mrs L Potter (Annexe/barn) Station Road, Swavesey
Residence

396 | S/21/03592/FUL Mr & Mrs Innes (Replacement) Gibraltar Lane, Swavesey

CCC/21/030/FUL +
397 | S/21/3678ICTY Dawson Plant Hire Waste Management Middle Fen Drove, Swavesey
398 | S/20/02499/CONDA | Mr B Baker Residence Rose and Crown Road, Swavesey
Swavesey Fire Residential
399 | S/20/01807/CONDB | Relief CIO (2 plots) Station Road, Swavesey
400 S/21/04335/FUL Kate Durrant Residence Middle Watch, Swavesey
WWO010003 EIA Anglian Water Waste Snout Corner/Honey Hill/Poplar
401 | Scoping Services Ltd (WRC Relocation) Hall Farm, Fen Ditton
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402

S/21/04224/HFUL

Mr R Stoner

Residence
(Extensions)

Boxworth End, Swavesey

403

S/21/04735/HFUL

Mr & Mrs K Smith

Residence
(Double garage and
workshop)

Boxworth End, Swavesey

404

S/21/04670/HFUL

Dr C Baker

Residence
(Extension and pool)

Gibraltar Lane, Swavesey

405

S/21/04730/FUL

Mr & Mrs S Blyde

Residence

Boxworth End, Swavesey

Planning applications ending 'COND’, ‘DISC’ or ‘DC’ relate to the discharge of relevant planning conditions
Planning applications ending ‘EIA’ relate to Environmental Impact Assessment

Developments that propose direct discharge to the Board’s system are indicated with an asterisk.

The remainder propose, where applicable and where known, surface water disposal to

soakaways/infiltration systems or sustainable drainage systems.

Mr Bogg chose to use the Infiltration Device Self-Certification Service for surface water disposal

from a new garage at 26 Middle Watch, Swavesey (MLC Ref No 393) and, in doing so, agreed that

if the device was to fail in the future, the land owner would be liable for any remedial works to

rectify the situation.

No further correspondence has been received from the applicants or the applicants’ agents

concerning the following developments and no further action has been taken in respect of the

Board’s interests.

Repair and alterations to the listed building including demolition and replacement of
rear extensions together with the construction of two new dwellings and associated
access at 37 Market Street, Swavesey — Cardinalis Development Ltd (MLC Ref Nos
199 & 311)

Residential development comprising 18 market and 12 affordable units plus open
space, children's play area and landscaping at 18 Boxworth End, Swavesey — Mr & Mrs
R Mallidine (MLC Ref No 271) and Matthew Homes (MLC Ref No 346)

Erection of 56 dwellings including new access at field north of Home Close and west of
Moat Way, on land north of Fen Drayton Road, Swavesey - Laragh Homes Ltd (MLC
Ref No 314)

Residential development on land to the rear of 130 Middlewatch, Swavesey -
Swavesey Ventures Ltd (MLC Ref Nos 294 & 310) and Bushmead Homes (MLC Ref
Nos 358 & 359)

Swavesey

Proposed development to the rear of Cygnus Business Park (Mill Farm), Middlewatch,
Swavesey - Nationwise Ltd (MLC Ref No 123); Starburst Ltd (MLC Ref Nos 182 &
243); Starburst Property Ltd (MLC Ref No 305) and Devonshires Solicitors (MLC Ref
No 367)

Further to the last Board Meeting Report, correspondence was received during May

from Alcock Lees Partnership Limited, the applicant’s consultant, advising that it had
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i

“..been asked to open discussions..” concerning this site which “.. requires your

agreement in connection with getting approval to a planning condition.”

In response, Alcock Lees Partnership Limited was informed that the “..Board are
pleased that after a period of time this matter is now being dealt with...“ and further
advised that “...with the exception of the simplest of matters we are instructed that any
further discussion would need to be the subject of one of our paid application

procedures.”

No further correspondence was received until just before Christmas when a completed
post-application consultation form was received. At the time of writing this document
was being processed.

Use of land for waste management including a new waste handling building at Dawson
Plant Hire, Middle Fen Drove, Swavesey — Dawson Plant Hire (MLC Ref Nos 141 &
397)

The Board was consulted by the County Council, in its role as the Waste Planning
Authority (WPA), on a planning application that was submitted for the erection of a

waste handling building on the site which has been operational since the mid-1980s.

However, as the site is outside of the Board’s catchment a response was not

considered appropriate.

Developments at Swavesey Village College, Gibraltar Lane, Swavesey - Cambridge
Meridian Educational Trust (MLC Ref Nos 199, 200 & 201); Governors of Swavesey
Village College (MLC Ref Nos 251 & 253) and Swavesey Village College (MLC Ref No
385)

Further to previous Board Meeting Reports, a planning application was submitted to the
District Council for a 3G Artificial Grass Pitch (AGP) with perimeter fencing,
floodlighting, macadam hardstanding areas, storage container, soil bunds and car
parking provision. The development removes an existing informal car parking area that
holds 34 cars and will be redeveloped with an additional, more formal, parking area for
34 bays to the south of the site by the AGP location.

Whilst a detailed assessment of the submission documents has not been undertaken, a
brief review identified some typographical errors and reference to a Thames Water

manhole on Long Lane. The Drainage Strategy, Ref No SIS003 dated 15" December
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2020, prepared by Surfacing Standards Ltd, the applicant’s agent, advises that excess
surface water from the pitch, experienced during a critical storm event, will be attenuated
in the granular sub-base before discharging via a hydraulic control, a Hydrobrake or

similar, into the adjacent Award Drain.

. ) .
\ \:@\ .
Vidd i\

N,

Extract from SIS Pitches Drawing No SIS 003 03 Rev 00 showing the proposed site layout

The storage volume has been designed in accordance with current design standards to
meet a 1% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP), a 1 in 100 year storm, event together
with a 40% climate change allowance. With the discharge restricted to 5l/s 429m? of
storage is required with a 70m?® of additional storage available within the installed

drainage system.

It is noted that the car parking area will be of “traditional” construction (250mm of
aggregate sub-base, 90mm macadam base layer, and an impermeable 60mm macadam
surface) rather than a permeable pavement. The Strategy advises that the car parking
area will feature an ACO storm water drainage channel through the centre with gradients
and slopes centrally directing surface water to the collection grate and into a 26m?3

cellular attenuation storage tank prior to a controlled outlet into the existing drainage
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system. It should be noted that such channels require regular cleansing and can be

prone to vehicular damage.

Indication of drainage
layout and runs with
outfall connection to
eastern watercourse.

Extract from Surfacing Standards Ltd’s Drainage Strategy identifying the
drainage layout and point of discharge

The design of the attenuation devices does assume that the storage device is empty, it
is not identified whether the sub-base is “tanked” and thus the storage volume available
may be dependent upon the water table and no reference is made within the documents
to half drain times. Therefore, the design storage may not be available during an event.
These issues have become of more concern following the high rainfall and flooding

incident experienced during December 2020.

A maintenance plan is included within the Drainage Strategy but its content is not as
detailed as the Board would normally require.

When responding to the planning application, the District Council’s Sustainable Drainage

Engineer advised that the development proposed is acceptable subject to the imposition
of the suggested condition.
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Planning permission was granted by the District Council in December subject to the
imposition of planning conditions, including a more detailed condition relating to
surface water disposal than that suggested by the District Council’s Sustainable

Drainage Engineer.

The Decision Notice includes an informative advising that approval from the District
Council will be required prior to the proposed connection to an awarded watercourse

but no reference is made to the Board’s interests or requirements.

Following the submission to the Board of details associated with this development,
Surfacing Standards Ltd was advised in March that “... there is a history of flooding
within the village and immediate area with local water level and flood risk management
systems at capacity during high rainfall events. As a result, there must be no increase
in the rate of flow or volume entering these systems.” and that “This development has
been referred to the Board who advise that the proposed attenuated discharge of 5 I/s
will be unacceptable, and must be attenuated to greenfield rates or lower. We would
therefore be grateful if you could provide some updated figures showing a discharge of

greenfield rates or lower, to enable the proposals to be considered further.”
No further correspondence has been received.

Members will recall that for the Mallidine/Matthew Homes (SCDC Ref Nos
S/0875/15/0L & S/2900/18/RM; MLC Ref Nos 271 & 346) and Swavesey Ventures
Ltd/Bushmead Homes (SCDC Ref Nos S/1605/16/0OL, S/0053/17/0OL, S/1890/19/DC
& S/1896/19/RM; MLC Ref Nos 360/PL/294, 310, 358 & 359) developments, which
both propose to discharge into the same Award Drain it was stipulated that surface
water discharge will be attenuated to 2.5l/s and 2.3l/s respectively. In addition, both
the Swavesey Ventures Ltd/Bushmead Homes and the Bloor Homes (Eastern)
developments (see below) are also having to control their discharges into the

Swavesey Drain system through a telemetry link to Webb's Hole Sluice.

In order to quide further discussion, it would be beneficial to receive the Board’s

opinion and further instruction in respect of this development.
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Residential development with associated access, infrastructure and open spaces at
land south of Fen Drayton Road, Swavesey — Bloor Homes (Eastern) (MLC Ref Nos
284, 349, 350, 351, 357, 360, 361, 366 & 379), Pegasus Group (MLC Ref No 285) and
Bloor Homes (Eastern) & Mr A Johnson (MLC Ref Nos 291, 315 & 344)

Members will recall that the Board has previously advised the District Council that in
respect of the discharge of condition 5 (Sluice) (SCDC Ref Nos S/0875/15/0L &
S/2900/18/RM; MLC Ref Nos 271 & 346):

“It is essential that this condition is not discharged until:

(a) The telemetry has been installed at Webb’s Hole and been operational for
an appropriate period and

(b) Until a suitable maintenance provider, agreement and schedule has been
supplied and approved by all relevant RMAs including the Board.”

Concern was also expressed at that time about the future maintenance of the telemetry

system and, in particular, the resolution of any issues during or after an extreme event.

Further to the last Board Meeting Report, no further correspondence has been received
from the parties involved and, as a result, no further action has been taken on the
Board’s behalf.

However, a brief review of the documents on the District Council’s planning application
webpage identifies that in September Bloor Homes wrote to the District Council’'s Case
Officer advising that the original application for the discharge of condition 5 (Sluice) of
planning permission S/2315/18/RM offered details of the sluice valves and telemetry
arrangement to be constructed at the outfall of the development with a telemetry
responder sited on the doors of the Environment Agency’s (EA) structure at Church
End (Station Road floodgates) but following correspondence with the Parish Council it
was proposed that the responder be moved to Webbs Hole Sluice thus bypassing the
Board’s drainage system. As a result, the responder was removed from the doors at
Church End.

Formal discussions commenced in August 2020 and it was agreed that the EA would

procure and install the telemetry equipment but to date this has not occurred.
The Case Officer responded as follows:

“The Council has no objection to the proposed valve and telemetry solution that has
been submitted under discharge of conditions application S/2315/18/CONDA as
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shown on the submitted Telemetry Control System Overview plan (drawing number
E3532/525/A). No technical objections have been received to the scheme and the
Council would look to support the proposed arrangements and agree the details.

However, the Council requires certainty that the agreed arrangements will be
installed / made operational before formally agreeing the condition. The Council
acknowledges that this is reliant on a legal agreement between Bloor and the
Environment Agency, an agreement that has been pending for several months.
Upon receipt of confirmation of an agreement between Bloor and the Environment
Agency the Council would seek to agree the condition as it would consider the
requirements of the condition to have been met, aside from a breach in the prior to
occupation trigger.

If an agreement cannot be confirmed between Bloor and the Environment Agency by
08 October 2021 then the Council would seek to issue a breach of conditions

notice.”
DOWNSTREAM PENSTOCK
id 080
Proximity Switch PENSTOCK
---------------- - E— [l
RADIO LINK GPRS LINK
CLOUD
]
a “ :
AEER a—
DEB@
SEER
.
SOLAR PANEL MAINS WEB BROWSER

Extract from Wormald Burrows Partnership Ltd Drawing No E3532/525/A

Therefore, in order to resolve this matter and guide further discussion it would

be beneficial to receive the Board’s opinion and further instruction in respect of

this development.

Erection of two single storey dwellings built as almshouses on land rear of 28-34
Station Road, Swavesey — Swavesey Fire Relief CIO (MLC Ref No 399)

In September 2020 a planning application was submitted to the District Council for the
erection of two single storey dwellings on land to the rear of 28-34 Station Road.

As can be seen from the extract from the EA’s Flood Map for Planning, included within
MTC Engineering (Cambridge) Limited’s [MTC] Flood Risk Assessment, Ref 2379 —
FRA Rev A dated Nov 2019, the site is within Flood Zone 3 and members will be aware
that Government and local policy is to steer new highly and more vulnerable
development to areas with the lowest probability of flooding with development only

being permissible in areas at a higher risk of flooding in exceptional circumstances
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where it can be demonstrated that there are no reasonably available sites in areas of
lower risk, and that the development provides wider sustainability benefits that
outweigh the risk of flooding. Such development should incorporate
mitigation/management measures to minimise risk to life and property should flooding

occur.

Environment
W Agency

Flood map for planning
Your reference

2379

Location (easting/northing)
536243/269073

Scale
1:2500

Created
7 Oct 2019 11:54

@ Selected point

Church End I Fiood zone 3

DA Flood zone 3: areas
benefitting from flood
defences

Flood zone 2
EI Flood zone 1
=== Flood defence

=== Main river

Flood storage area

C— )
0 20 40 60m

Page 2 of 2

© Environment Agency copyright and / or database rights 2018. All rights reserved. © Crown Copyright and database right 2018. Ordnance Survey licence number 100024198.

Extract from the Environment Agency’s Flood Map for Planning showing the Station Road area

Being single storey the bedrooms are on the ground floor and the submitted Design,
Heritage and Access Statement advises that whilst there are no age restrictions the
occupants could be older and/or have mobility problems. The positioning of bedrooms
on the ground floor within a floodplain, is against current National Guidance but does

not readily appear to have been considered in the relevant documents.

It was proposed that surface water disposal will be to infiltration devices. The FRA
advises that the bedrock geology underlying the site is the West Walton Formation
and Ampthill Clay Formation and thus is unlikely to have any significant groundwater
present, with a superficial geology of River Terrace Deposits of sand and gravel
present in the vicinity of the site which could result in a “perched” water table. The
Assessment also advises that any water present in the superficial geology “..would
however tend to drain directly to the Turnbridge Drain to the east or if any spring line
developed this would be in the lower lying grass paddock to the northeast of the site”
but does not appear to advise that during a flood event the water table would rise thus
limiting any infiltration.
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In response to the planning application, the District Council’'s Sustainable Drainage
Engineer noted the use of infiltration devices and advised that the development
proposed is acceptable subject to the imposition of several planning conditions but

commented that:

“..no further information appears to have been provided; the SuDS Infiltration Feasibility Plan
in the 2010 South Cambridgeshire DC LEVEL 1 SFRA indicates the site is in an area with low
potential for infiltration; and nearby BGS water well records (TL36/26-28) indicate the
possibility of groundwater within 2.5m of the ground surface.”

Planning permission was granted by the District Council in November subject to the
imposition of planning conditions including one relating to surface water. It is presumed
that the adverse impacts do not significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits of

the development.

Whilst not an issue for the Board it should be noted that the moving of vulnerable
people to places of safety was an issue, elsewhere in the County, during the flooding
incident experienced in December 2020.

A discharge of planning conditions including Condition 15 (Surface and Foul
Water) was submitted to the District Council in September. The submission documents
advised that the dwellings will be served by Polystorm cellular tanks as shown on the
following extracts. The Ground Investigation Report prepared by A F Howland
Associates Ltd advised that the sub-soil is predominantly slightly gravelly sandy clay.
Two permeability tests were undertaken in two exploratory holes and the results were
reasonably good. However, it should be noted that the tests were undertaken in July

and the ground conditions were not a “worst case” situation.
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Extract from MTC Engineering (Cambridge) Limited Drawing No 2379-02 Rev -.
An application for the Infiltration Device Checking Service was submitted in September;
this does not currently meet the Board’s minimum requirement and similar concerns to

those raised when discussing the Artificial Grass Pitch (AGP) at the Village College

also apply here.

The District Council discharged Condition 15 in full just before Christmas.

In order to quide further discussion, it would be beneficial to receive the Board’s

opinion and further instruction in respect of this development.
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Bar Hill
Potential large-scale development at Slate Hall Farm, Barhill to the north east of the
Al4 between Hattons Road (B1050), Longstanton and Dry Drayton Road, Oakington —
Lolworth Developments (MLC Ref No 384)

Discussions between the promoter’s consultant, MJM Consulting Engineers Ltd, and
Stantec UK Limited, the consultant acting on the Board’s behalf concerning this
proposed large-scale development at Slate Hill Farm, between Northstowe and the
Al4, continue.

Northstowe

Phase 2 - Southern Access Road (West) [SARW]

Following the request for an update during July, the County Council's Flood Risk

Business Manager, responded as follows:

“Further to your email below and subsequent emails | have received from Arcadis, highways
etc. | wanted to summarise our position.

It is our understanding from the Stantec report (505291 — 13 January 2021) that the primary
concerns relate to:

1. Half drain times and whether the requirement for 50% drain down time within 24 hours
can be relaxed.

2. Sensitivity tests being undertaken for Hatton Ponds if the higher discharge rates (8
I/s/ha) is chosen

3. Sensitivity testing of the SARW ponds in the event of Webbs Hole sluice being closed

The drainage design has subsequently been updated to address the Stantec concerns as
outlined below:

North draining ponds

e The discharge rate from each pond draining northwards will be limited to an average of
2.31/s (i.e. 3.7 I/s/ha)

e The minimum freeboard provided above the 1 in 200 year event (+30% climate change)
is 263 mm

e 5 out of the 9 ponds have a half-drain time of less than 24 hours which meets the typical
requirements of the LLFA & highway authority. The half drain time of the remaining 4
ponds exceeds 24 hours however all have been assessed to ensure they could contain a
subsequent 1 in 10 year event (+30% climate change). All ponds met this criteria.

South draining ponds
e Ponds that drain southwards have a maximum discharge of 5 I/s (4.3 |/s/ha)
e 2 of the 3 ponds have a half-drain time of less than 24 hours which meets the typical
requirements of the LLFA & highways authority. The half drain time of the remaining
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pond exceeds 24 hours however it has been assessed to ensure it could contain a
subsequent 1 in 10 year event (+30% climate change). It met this criteria.

The highway authority’s consultant has reviewed the revised design and determined that it is
fit for purpose. They have requested sensitivity tests of the Hattons Ponds (for all storm
events) if the higher discharge rate are chosen and we would support them in this. They have
also suggested consultation with the EA in respect of discharging at 15 I/s into the Beck Brook
and consideration of lining the attenuation ponds located in areas with a high water table.

On the basis of the above, we see have no objection to the proposed drainage for the SARW as
outlined in the bullet points above.”

From this response it appears that the LLFA is prepared to accept the increased rates

of discharge from the SARW, over those previously agreed with the parties involved.

It is suggested that it may be appropriate for this matter to be clarified further, perhaps

using Stantec UK Limited, to undertake any discussion.

In view of the above, the Board may want to consider how it would like to resolve

this on-going matter, particularly whether it would require further enquiries to be

made, advise on any requirements it may have and provide instruction on how it

would wish to proceed.

Submission of details required by Condition 22 (Development and flood risk) of outline
permission S/2011/14/0OL - John Sisk & Son (Holdings) Ltd (MLC Ref No 360/4/Phase
2/PL/10)

It is understood that the Mare Fen Improvement Works, as detailed in Condition 22,

have been completed.

Submission of details required by condition 18 (Site Wide Drainage) of outline
permission S/2011/14/0OL - Homes England (MLC Ref No 360/4/Phase 2/PL/11)

During June, a consultation invitation was received from the District Council in respect
of this discharge of condition submission. The matter was discussed with the Chairman

of the Board and the following response was sent to the Case Officer:

“Having reviewed the content of Condition 18, particularly Hyder Consulting (UK) Ltd’s Drg. No.
C025- UA006156-01, the extent of the boundary and features indicated infer that the subject
of this condition is a matter for adjacent IDB’s and RMA.

However, the Board have been in discussion with the County Council, in its roles as both the

Highway Authority and the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA), concerning amending the rates
of discharge agreed as part of the planning procedure, in respect of the Southern Access Road
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West (SARW), which would increase the rate of discharge entering Swavesey Drain and
increase the risk of flooding within the adjacent area.

The Board employed an external consultant, Stantec UK, to review and prepare a report on
this matter. This was issued to both Arcadis and the LLFA in January and a response remains
outstanding from both parties.

It is understood that this matter is dealt with under Condition 68, which is noted is a Pre-
Commencement Condition, but it is understood that work is at an advanced stage. The Board
hope to resolve this issue as a matter of urgency and will be pleased if you could confirm its
understanding of the situation and what action your Council is taking to resolve this situation.”

A response has not yet been received.
The District Council’s Sustainable Drainage Engineer advises that

“The condition can be discharged in full” but following issues were raised by other RMA's:

a) Old West IDB
The Board is concerned with the proposed disposal of surface water into the Beck Brook
and Cottenham Lode particularly in respect of the latter and the ability to receive and
transfer flows due to reduced river maintenance.

During rainfall events the water level in the Lode rises and during December 2020
overtopped into the Boards District.

The rigorous control of surface water has been requested to ensure that the Lode is not
overwhelmed

b) Cambridgeshire County Council (CCC)

In its role as the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) County advised that it was unable to
recommend the discharge of the condition because details of the future ownership,
management and maintenance had not been submitted.

c) Environment Agency (EA)

No information had been provided on the “trigger” levels used to cease pumping surface
water into Beck Brook or how effective these levels are at reducing the frequency and
severity of the overtopping events.”

In response, Arcadis Consulting (UK) Ltd, advised as follows:

“”

i. Phase 2 under a Section 104 agreement and thus undertake maintenance in accordance
with its statutory requirements.

e This Strategic Drainage Infrastructure includes the:

e Positive drainage systems including piped networks

e Swales and greenways, including those within the highways

e Water Park/Attenuation Ponds

o The Water Park Surface water pumping station and associated telemetry equipment
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ii. The response also advises that the detailed design of the telemetry equipment (including
mechanical and engineering details) is being finalised and will be in place prior to the
formal discharge from the Water Park into Beck Brook.

iii. The telemetry system will allow the pumps to cease pumping for up to 48 hours should
water levels within Beck Brook become elevated.

At the time of writing a decision on the discharge of this condition is awaited.
Phase 3a

Planning application SCDC Ref. No. 20/02171/OUT - Homes England (MLC Ref No
360/4/Phase 3A/10)

& Phase 3b

Planning application SCDC Ref. No. 20/02142/0UT - Homes England (MLC Ref No
360/4/Phase 3/05)

During February, a consultation invitation was received from the District Council

advising that:

“The applicants have reviewed the comments and submissions made to the Council as part of
the consultation and has provided a response to these comments with a series of briefing
notes for residents, technical supporting information with additional documents and updated
information in relation to a number of areas including ecology, drainage, transport, noise, air
quality as well as updating the parameter plans.”

The additional submission documents were reviewed but, unfortunately, do not provide
adequate responses to the matters previously raised by the Board and the District
Council was advised that the Board continues to object to this planning application until

the issues raised previously are dealt with to its satisfaction.

Concerns have also been raised about Anglian Water’'s change of the point of disposal
of foul water flows from the Cambourne West development from Papworth WRC to
Uttons Drove WRC; these concerns have been discussed with both the Case Officer
and the EA’s then Flood & Coastal Risk Manager for the Great Ouse catchment

including North West Norfolk coast.
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Cambridge Wastewater Treatment Plant Relocation

During October an e-mail addressed to both the Board and Haddenham Level
Drainage Commissioners, in accordance with the Planning Act 2008 (as amended)
and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations
2017 (the EIA Regulations) — Regulations 10 and 11, was received from The Planning
Inspectorate on behalf of the Secretary of State in respect of an application submitted
by Anglian Water Services Ltd (the Applicant) for an Order granting Development

Consent for the relocation of Cambridge Wastewater Treatment Plant.

From the plans attached to the email it appears that the potential location sites are in
the vicinity of Snout Corner/Honey Hill, to the north east of Fen Ditton, the current site
and the Poplar Hall Farm area and also involved a discharge pipeline from Waterbeach
WRC.

It was not considered that the proposal would detrimentally impact, either directly or
indirectly, the Board’s water level and flood risk systems or the aquatic environment
within the District but given the status of the application, and that both Haddenham
Level Drainage Commissioners and Swavesey Internal Drainage Board are specifically
mentioned in the correspondence, it was considered appropriate that the opportunity

was given for the Board to respond and comment.

Following a discussion with the Board’s Chairman the Planning Inspectorate was

advised of the position.

General Advice

Assistance has been given, on the Board’s behalf, in respect of the following:

(a) Due to change of ownership of fields to the east of Swavesey village, it is proposed to
remove an existing culvert from the Board’s watercourse between Points 12 and 13. The

work will be undertaken when an excavator becomes available.

Consulting Engineer

1 February 2022

Swavesey (360)\Reports\January/February 22
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Environment Agency/Swavesey IDB/Middle Level Commissioners’ Public Sector Co-operation
Agreement (PSCA) Works 2020 Season

The Chairman reported on the successful completion of works under the PSCA between Swavesey
IDB, the Middle Level Commissioners and the Environment Agency for maintenance works. As
well as flail mowing, herbicide application, weed raking and pest control had been carried out and
the Environment Agency had tasked the Board and Commissioners to carry out remedial repair
works on 2 lengths of bank where subsidence had occurred along the Swavesey Drain and to
undertake machine cleansing and associated spoil disposal from Turn Bridge Drain to the village.

These works were carried out for the Environment Agency on a rechargeable basis with all costs
borne by the Environment Agency. The Board were concerned that the Chairman had been closely
involved in the PSCA works but that his time had not been claimed for under the PSCA and could
the Consulting Engineer consider if this would be factored into the recharge for future works.
RESOLVED

That the Engineer investigate if any claim could be made for the Chairman’s time under the PSCA.

Weed Control and Drain Maintenance

The Chairman reported that the weed control and drain maintenance works carried out last year
accorded with the recommendations approved by the Board at its last annual meeting.

The works were carried out by Lattenbury Services Limited and they will be approached to
undertake the flail mowing of the Board’s drains this year, and a sum has been included in the
estimates to undertake these works.

The Chairman reported that Lattenburys’ operative was currently ill, and if there were any
difficulties with Lattenburys carrying out the works, he would approach Middle Level
Commissioners to carry out the works instead.

The Board noted that the pumping hours had increased.

Asset Appraisal

At the last meeting, the Mechanical Engineer was requested to provide a review of the Pumping
Station. The Engineer had reported that the Pumping Station is now 36 years old. The normal life
span of a submersible pump is roughly 25 years, however, with low running hours a 40-year life is
possible.

The Engineer advised that the Board should consider buying a spare pump in the next few years to
allow rapid replacement in the event of a pump failure, as these units typically have a 36-week
delivery window.

The Report set out the 20-year Expenditure Forecast which made provision for a new pump in
2022/2023.

If grant aid was needed, the plan to replace the pump needed early consideration and a scheme
needs to be drawn up for presentation to the Environment Agency.
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RESOLVED

The Chairman would discuss pump replacement with David Thomas, and report back to the Board.
If necessary, a Special Meeting of the Board could be arranged.

Development at Swavesey Village College, Gibralter Lane, Swavesey — Cambridge Meridian
Educational Trust (MLC Ref Nos 199, 200 and 201)

NB The Chairman and J Dodson declared an interest in this item as members of the Swavesey
Parish Council.

The Board advised the Engineer that no further action was required as the development had now got
planning permission and nothing further could be done in relation to this development.

Residential Development with associated access, infrastructure and open spaces at land south of Fen
Drayton Road, Swavesey — Bloor Homes (Eastern) (MLC Ref Nos 284, 349, 350, 351, 357, 360,
361, 366 and 379

The Engineers reminded the Board that in order to discharge Condition 5, it was necessary for a
telemetry system to be installed at Webb’s Hole and a suitable maintenance provider, agreement
and schedule be approved by all relevant RMA’s including the Board.

Formal discussions commenced on 17" August 2020 and it was agreed that the Environment
Agency would procure and install the telemetry equipment, but to date this had not occurred.

The advice from the Case Officer of South Cambridgeshire District Council was that if this
agreement was not implemented the Council would consider serving a Breach of Condition Notice.

RESOLVED
That the Engineer writes to South Cambridgeshire District Council to ask if the Council has taken
any formal enforcement action in relation to this matter, including the service of a Breach of

Condition Notice.

Erection of two single storey dwellings built as almshouses on land at rear of 28-34 Station Road,
Swavesey — Swavesey Fire Relief CIO (MLC Ref No 399)

NB J Dodson declared an interest in this item.
RESOLVED
That no further action was required by the Engineer on this development.

Northstowe — Phase 2 — Southern Access Road (West) [SARW]

The Chairman advised that it appeared that the LLFA were prepared to accept the increased rates of
discharge from the SARW over those previously agreed with the other parties involved.

RESOLVED

That the invoice for the works carried out by Stantec and the Consulting Engineer be forwarded to
Arcadis Consulting (UK) Ltd for payment.
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Phase 3b — Planning Application SCDC Ref No 20/02142/0OUT — Homes England (MLC Ref No
360/4/Phase 3/05)

The Chairman reported that the Board’s objection on Phase 3b was still pending and he would
discuss it with the Environment Agency.

The Board noted that the information provided by the Engineer in the Planning Updates and
Consultations.

The Right to Connect

The Chairman reported that during the passage of the Environment Act through the House of Lords,
an amendment was sought which aimed to minimise the impact of new housing development on
levels of local flood risk and to reduce to a minimum the volume of rainwater entering combined
sewerage systems by removing the current right to connect; not all Boards were in favour of this
proposal and he sought the views of the Board.

RESOLVED

The Board resolved to support the removal of the Right to Connect.

B.1082 Capital Improvement Programme

Members considered the Board's future capital improvement programme and noted that the
pumping station pump was earmarked for the year 2022/2023 and 2025/2026, viz:-
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Swavesey Internal Drainage Board
Capital Improvement Programme (2022/2023) PREVI | 2022/2 | 2023 | 202 | 2025 | 2026 | 2027 | 2028/ | 2029 | 203 | 2031/ | FUT ALL
ous 3 124 | 4/25 | /26 127 128 29 /30 | 0/31 32 URE | YEARS
YEARS YEA
RS
PreYr | Year1l | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Year | Post Total
0 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Year | Expendi
10 ture
Long Pumping station replacement 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 750. 750.0
Causeway 0
P/S
Pumping station pumping and control 0 40 0.0 0.0 | 20.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 60.0
equipment replacement
Pumping station automatic weedscreen 0 0 0.0 0.0 | 30.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.0
cleaning equipment
Pumping station Control building 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
refurbishment/replacement
Pumping station compound/surrounds 0 0 0.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0
improvements
Drainage Channels
Refurbishment of inlets/outfalls 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0 40 0 5 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 750 845

Jan-22 Updated to engineers asset appraisal
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NB The pump replacement was also discussed as part of the Consulting Engineers’ Report
RESOLVED

That the Capital Programme be approved in principle and kept under review.

B.1083 District Superintendent's Report

The District Superintendent reported that he had nothing further to add to his report as set out in the
District Superintendent’s Report.

RESOLVED
That the Report and the actions referred to therein be approved and that the District Superintendent

be thanked for his services over the preceding year.

B.1084 Conservation Officer’s Newsletter and BAP Report

Miss McShane referred to the Conservation Officer’s Newsletter, dated December 2021, previously
circulated to Members, viz:
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Swavesey Internal Drainage Board

Biodiversity Action Plan Report 2021-22

Environment Act (2021) and note on 2021-22 BAP report

The new Environment Act recognises the key roles IDBs play in nature conservation (Photo: PB)

The Environment Act (2021) passed into UK law in November 2021 with the aim of protecting and enhancing
our environment for future generations. The Act includes bold aims to ‘halt the decline in species by 2030’,
improve air quality, natural habitats and how look at how resources may be better used. For Internal
Drainage Boards ADA describes the Act as bringing ‘impacts and opportunities’ which recognise the
important role IDBs have to play in some of these targets. Areas of particular interest to IDBs are:

- Biodiversity Assessment and Reporting

- Species Conservation Strategies and Protected Sites Strategies

- An Office for Environmental Protection (OEP) to uphold environmental law
Following the note in the 2020-21 report, work is underway to update IDB Biodiversity Action Plans in line
with the newly available ADA guidelines; Boards will be notified when this is ready. As part of this process
voluntary submissions for an IDB ‘Biometrics survey' were issued by ADA in autumn 2021 and were
submitted on behalf of the Board by the Conservation Officer. This survey aims to gather data relevant to key
targets of the Biodiversity Action Plan with a view to putting IDBs ‘on the front foot’ with regards future

Biodiversity reporting and assessment, like that laid out in the Environment Act above.

The Conservation Officer is happy to field any questions on the subject and will continue to work with Boards
on existing and future plans.

F:\AdminWord\Swavesey\mins\8\2\22



8" February 2022 649

Swavesey IDB Report Summary

Crassula

Observed again between nodes 7-4 in summer 2021, the drain subsequently received two herbicide
treatments. Follow-up light desilting removed decaying matter from the drain in winter 2021.

Barn Owls

Sightings welcomed by the Conservation Officer. Board Chairman reports that the barn owl box has been
relocated to a residence on the edge of the village. CO has offered support in monitoring.

Water Voles
A survey in spring 2021 again showed water voles to present in the district with the key drains from nodes 1-
4. Separate works by the Environment Agency on Swavesey Drain in September 2021 also showed the

presence of water voles.

As always, Boards are reminded to contact the Conservation Officer before any bank reprofiling or other
works that may impact water voles take place. If unsure. please contact the Conservation Officer regardless.

Training

No training opportunities possible in 2021 due to Covid-19 guidelines. New sessions are planned in 2022
covering two important areas of our work; it is hoped that IDBs will be able to use the opportunities to refresh
their knowledge on the subjects and/or enhance the skills of contractors/staff who may not have received
such training before.

Tuesday 22nd March 2022: Non-native species workshop. Venue: Oliver Cromwell Hotel, March, 10-
1pm.

The culmination of our Floating Pennywort awareness project, this training morning will provide an up-to-date
summary of invasive species, both flora and fauna, to look out for in the Middle Level. Guest speaker(s)
TBC.

May/June date TBC: Water voles - ecology, legislation and mitigation: a guide for IDBs. Venue: Middle
Level Offices, March (followed by visit to local drain)

This training will be led by Julia Massey CEnv MCIEEM a Principal Ecologist with many years of experience
working with water voles in the fens. It will cover the key elements of the species’ ecology and how it relates
to the work of IDBs.

Peter Beckenham, Conservation Officer for Middle Level Commissioners

Peter.beckenham@middlelevel.gov.uk

07765 597775

Photos (L-R):

Newly planted area in the
district (private
landowner); EA
provisioned coir roll
installation on Swavesey
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Drain, supported by MLC.
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Swavesey IDB Map 2021-22
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Swavesey Internal Drainage Board Biodiversity Action Plan Report 2020-21
Drainage Ditch Action Plan
Target Action . .
Reforefice Target RofereRes IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Establish and maintain a ]
. A map-based is
management plan_ for Conservation Plan finalised and attached. It will be
1.1 routine IDB operations 2015 followed each
. . Officer amended as further
incorporating key year nf o hered
biodiversity features Information is gathered.
. Look for opportunities to L
Man_age (_!ltches for provide natural erosion . If re-p_rofilmg s Not aware of re-profiling
1 biodiversity as well 1.2 : h Conservation Onqoi carried out, iod out during th
as for drainage . progectlon such as Officer ngoing opportunities carrie ou!“ uring the
marginal plant ledges identified period.
when re-profiling ditches
; . Length of ditch
13 | protectionasinizf | Consenaton | ool withledge None
’ L o Officer natural vegetation ’
opportunities available
revetment
Identify ditches of . . . .
conservation interest Ensure appropriate Conservation ) Specified in Ditches of interest
2 and manage 2.2 management of ditches Officer, Plantlife, | Ongoing management plan identified on
appropriately for priority species Wildlife Trust Management Plan map.
Support the Refer private landowners Number of
Conservation Officer to the Conservation Conservation contacts recelved
3 in working with 31 Officer for advice on Officer, Natural Onaoin and passed to None.
landowners to : creating field margin England, Wildlife gong Congewaﬁm
benefit wildlife in the buffer zones and wildlife- Trust, FWAG Officer
district friendly ditch management
Report any sightings of
non-native invasive Conservation
Control invasive species immediately to the Officer, Reports to Lrassula appocred
4 species 4.1 Conservation Officer and Environment Ongoing Conservation g Tre afg d ge . '
pe control as appropriate Agency, Plantlife, Officer recommen d‘: tions
(see Appendix F for Wildlife Trust ’
species list)
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Reedbed Action Plan
Target Target Action IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Reference Reference
Identify, assess and w"::g?ugrsh Review of No areas of
map any areas of Pass details of any known areas to reedbed reedbed
1 1.1 . England, 2013 .
reedbed over 0.5ha Conservation Officer EnvIronment areas carried | over 0.5ha
in size M out identified.
Agency
(a) Number of
Manage the District adopted drains, where Wildlife Trust requests
2 Support appropriate 292 possible, to assist private landowners who Enviro nment' Onaoin received No requests
reedbed creation ) wish to create areas of reedbed on their Agenc going (b) Number of | received.
own land gency landowners
assisted
Where reeds are present, commence
Take conservation mowing or cleansing work outside the bird
i h il — th
g s Ao A
account when 9 g . Conservation during bird COto
. of the potential for late-nesting reed I . . :
3 planning and 3.2 warblers beiaa prosent urith labe Auaust and Officer, Wildlife | Ongoing nesting advise as
carrying out ditch Deing prese g Trust, RSPB season needed.
and river a_vold mowing in that location. !n_
. exceptional circumstances where this is not
maintenance . A
possible, seek advice from the
Conservation Officer.
Grazing Marsh Action Plan
Target Target Action IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Reference 9 Reference P
Identify, assess and Wildlife Trust, RSPB, Review of Existing Grazing
1 map areas of 11 Pass details of any known WWT, Natural 2012 potential grazing marsh (Mare
existing floodplain ' areas to Conservation Officer England, marsh area Fen) is already
grazing marsh Environment Agency carried out on WT records.
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—_ {a) Number of
Sugport Iaqdowners Mapage District aqopted Conservation Officer, requests No requesis
in creating or drains where possible to Natural Enaland received wers received
2 restoring grazing 2.1 assist private landowners and ganc. Ongaing )
marsh / wet organisations undertaking RSPB, WWT, Wildlife {b) Number of during the
rassland habitat creation Trust landowners period.
9 assisted
Open Water Action Plan
Target Target Action IDE Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Reference Reference
Consider pond creation as Local authorities, m%ﬁ?gg?ﬁ; of
11 mitigation when a ditch Amphibian & _Repule Ongoing opportunities (b) One — Lairstall
has to be filled in or Conservation, Number of ponds Pond.
culverted Wildlife Trust P
created
Prpmole the Support creation of flood Environment . No flood sruragq
1 creation of ponds, 12 storage areas and Agency, Natural Ongoing Mumber of projects | areas or reservoir
lakes and reservoirs ' reservoirs England, Wildlife involved with projecls arose
in appropriate areas Trust, RSPB during the period
(a) Number of
Assist private landowners | Amphibian & Reptile information Mo information
13 with advice, information or Conservation, Ongoing requests requests were
contacts as necessary Wildlife Trust {b) Number received
responded to
Create a pool at an
Look for . oo .
opportunities to :E‘pe':'::_at;gllit:h E:;SEE One pool No new
2 create open water 21 Draingge Cr?annel Conservation Officer 2010 successfully opportunities for
m;r?ahlti? \;?;EES Biodiversity Manual, created this method arose.
ging technigue CL3))

F:\AdminWord\Swavesey\mins\8\2\22




8" February 2022 655
Water Vole Action Plan
Target Target Action IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Reference Reference
Assume water voles are present
when carrying out works (discuss Measures Water vole Best
Manage ditches 11 special circumstances with the Conservation Onaoin incorporated in Practice methods
according to the ’ Conservation Officer) and follow Officer going management were used where
1 law and to best the ADA water vole mitigation plans appropriate.
practice for water guide
vole 1.2 Publicise good practice for rat ocﬁ?é‘:fr:\:::ﬁi?e Onaoin Good practice Advice previously
’ control near drainage ditches Tr‘uSt going publicised issued.
. (a) Opportunities
2.1 ;:?ki:g :ﬁgg%n;:erseforzgﬁ na Conservation Onaoin identified No opportunities
. ’ 9 bank P 9 Officer 90ing (b) Measures identified.
Enhance drainage anks taken
2 ditch habitat to - - .
benefit water vole Consider using coir roll to Consarvation cf)i)s;%l;?: d Nooff}ﬁ;oé):i:fﬁzzes
2 Slab:::f :)naar;lzsea::ia;)i;\‘lde Officer Ongoing (b) Measures arose during the
9 9 taken period.
Set up a survey programme to | Conservation Surveys carried | Water vole surveys
3.1 monitor water vole populations Officer, Wikdife 2010 out made in spring 2021
3 Monitor water vole pop Trust Pring )
populations Provide data on water vole to the | Conservation Data sent via
3.2 relevant Biological Records Officer, Ongoing Environmental Data sent to CPERC.
Centres CPERC, NBIS Officer annually
Carry out mink control as part of (a) Number of No evidence of mink
4 Control mink as 4.2 the Middle Level programme and | Conservation Onaoin trapping days presence but details
necessary ’ report all sightings to the Officer going (b) Number of of new ‘Remoti' mink
Conservation Officer mink caught rafts sent to board.
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Otter Action Plan
Target Target Action IDB Actions Parthers Date Indicators Report
Reference Reference
Identify and maintain existing Sites identified
1 Improve otter 11 key bushes and tress near Conservation 2012 and and listed in No sign but
habitat ’ watercourses likely fo be Officer ongoing management likely present
impaortant for otters plans
Ensure any dead otters are
. reported to the Conservation . Otters reported to
Monitor otter Environment ' : No dead otters
2 populations 23 Dlﬁger and transferred to the Agency Ongoing Conserlvallon were reported.
Environment Agency for post Officer, if found
mortem
Reduce otter deaths R.c.;ﬁ:: nalln:é?t?: - t?LSUisnpeg‘ed Environment Incidents No reports or
3 related lo eel and 31 fish?n to thegIIEnviFrlgnrﬁsnl Agency, Angling Ongaoin reported, if indications of
crayfish trapping l AgencygFisheries Officers and Clubs & oo di:coveréd Hlegel trapping
and road traffic ! syndicates noted.
the Conservation Officer
Bats Action Plan
R;ergil e Target R;z::lr:. ce IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Put up at least one bat .
11 box at an appropriate | Bat Conservation 2015 Number of bat A ?ﬁ; bB?;;:ﬁ:.;T;ﬂigm
site, e.g. apumping Trust boxes sited Station in February 2013.
station
Several suitable willows are
. already pollarded beside
Improve Paollard suitable trees . Number of trees -
1 habitat for bats 1.2 to provide bat roosts Ongoing pollarded Bola'rdl drains and are
indicated on the
Management Plan map.
Identify potential sites Conservation —
for a bat hibernaculum, Officer, Bat As (a) Potential sites Potential sites for
13 e.g. in disused Conservation opportunities leaked for (b hibernaculum are limited.
builﬁ?ﬁgs or tunnels Trust arise Site created ‘
9
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(a) Number of
. boxes monitored .
, Bat Conservation 2015 The bat box was monitored
2.1 Monitor bat boxes {b) Number of ;
. CO”?,:J Trust onwards boxes used by for signs of use
2 information on bats
bat
populations Pass bat box Conservation Data via .
2.2 information to CPBRC | Officer, CPBRC, mfﬁ;fds Conservation A””‘f;gj ":.‘e’g"bfﬂggfsm be
and NBIS NBIS Officer annually pied By 9als.
Kingfisher Action Plan
Target Action
Target Referenc IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Reference e
Provide at least one . Number of
1.1 potential nest hole in Ccrg;ir:;tmn Ongoing | nest sites No sign but likely present
q Improve the quality of sheet pilings provided
kingfisher habitat Leave kingfisher fishing Conservation Number of There are many natural perch
1.2 perches where possible Officer Ongoing | perch sites sites for kingfishers available.
{e.q9. occasional branch) left
MNote sightings of potential
Collect records of > ; .
kingfisher breeding braadln_g klngﬂs_hsr and Consarvation . Dalta sent No breeding sites have been
2 between March and 21 pass information to Officer, Ongoing via CO identified
Jul CPBRC and NBIS via the | CPBRC, NBIS annually :
y Conservation Officer
Barn Owl Action Plan
Target Action
Reference Target Reference IDB Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Improve the Put up at least one
) S~ . One. A barm owf box was
1 quality of 11 bam owl past box | Wildlife Conservatmn 2015 Number of r\est installed at Lairstall Drove in
barn owl in a suitable Partnership boxes provided 2013, Box moved in 2021
habitat location . Box moved in .
10
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Several mature pollarded
Pollard suitable willows are already present
1.2 trees to provide Conservation Officer | Ongoing Numsﬁ;rzgéees beside Board drains and are
natural nest sites P indicated on the Management
Plan map.
ey
boxes for use by Wildlife Conservation . .
Collect 21 licensed barn owl Partnership 2015 licensed ringers (a) NA. See above.
. (b) Mumber of nest
records of ringers.
2 boxes used
barn owl C lion O
presence Pass bam owl box W(-’.E??Wg lon uger. Data sent via
2.2 information to Pé:m_:;sh?nsgggé%n 2015 Conservation NA..
CPBRC and NBIS Ng:IIS ' Officer annually
Procedural Action Plan
Target Target Action IDBE Actions Partners Date Indicators Report
Reference Reference
. (a) Number of | No events held due
. Conservgllop courses held to Cowvid-19. See
Establish programme of 1- Officer, Wildlife
(b} Number of summary for
. . 1.1 day courses for IDB staff Trust, Natural 2013 . -
Provide training on DB Board members training days in
y and members England, other .
BAP and conservation specialists [ staff attending 2022
1 management of P courses
drainage channels for all The contractor's
relevant staff by 2013 12 Establish suitable training Conservation 2013 aﬂs:;;?frt:iﬁing mﬁg:';feg;% ir;;?r
for contractors' staff Officer, Contractors course attended a training
workshop.
Consult with the (a) Number of
Take biodiversity into Conservation Officer and capital schemes | No capital schemes
2 account when planning 2.1 choose the best possible Conservation Onaoin undertaken were undertaken
and undertaking capital ' mitigation solutions for Officer going (b) Number of | by the Board during
works biodiversity, e.g. fish- schemes the period.
friendly pumps commented on
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Members considered and approved the most recent BAP report.

B.1085 District Superintendent

a) Record of hours worked

Miss McShane reported that K Wilderspin had worked 85 hours as District Superintendent between
February 2021 and January 2022.

b) Fee
The Board gave consideration to the District Superintendent’s fee for 2022/2023.
RESOLVED

i)  That the Board agree that the sum of £1,784 be allowed for the services of the District
Superintendent for 2022/2023.

i)  That the Board’s thanks to the District Superintendent for his work over the last 12 months be
recorded in the minutes.

c)  Telephone Expenses

The Board gave consideration to the appropriate reimbursement of telephone expenses
incurred on the Board’s behalf.

RESOLVED

That the Board agree that the sum of up to £80 be allowed for telephone expenses incurred on
behalf of the Board by K Wilderspin.

d) Casual Labour
The Board gave consideration to the use of casual labour that may be required during the year.
RESOLVED

That the Chairman and Vice Chairman be authorised to engage such casual labour as they consider
appropriate up to a limit of £500.

(NB) — Mr Wilderspin declared an interest in all items save d) and left the room when these items
were discussed.

B.1086 State-aided Schemes

Consideration was given to the desirability of undertaking further State-aided Schemes in the
District and whether any future proposals should be included in the capital forecasts provided to the
Environment Agency.
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RESOLVED

That the Chairman speak to David Thomas about State-aid for a replacement pump.

B.1087 Environment Agency — Precepts

Miss McShane reported that at the Environment Agency Flood Defence Committee meeting, the
Committee voted to adopt an indicative 2% increase in the precepts on Internal Drainage Boards for
the next 6 years commencing from 2022/2023, with the ability to revisit annually should
exceptional circumstances indicate this is required. The Committee votes for an 0% increase (for
exceptional circumstances) above the indicative 2% increase for the year ending 31% March 2023 —
total of a 2% increase on the level of precept on Internal Drainage Boards for the year ending 31%
March 2023.

Miss McShane reported that the precept paid to the Environment Agency for 2020/21 was £1,796.

B.1088 Claims for Highland Water Contributions — Section 57 Land Drainage Act 1991

Miss McShane reported that the sum of £1,512.17 (£5,403.96 less £3,891.79 paid on account)
(inclusive of supervision) had been received from the Environment Agency based on the Board’s
actual expenditure on maintenance work for the financial year 2020/2021 together with the sum of
£3,596.98 in respect of 80% of the Board’s estimated expenditure for the financial year 2021/2022.

B.1089 Association of Drainage Authorities Subscriptions

Miss McShane reported that ADA had increased subscriptions by 1% for 2022, from £565 to £571.
RESOLVED

That the increased subscription for 2022 be paid.

B.1090 Health and Safety

Further to minute B.1055, Ms Parrish referred to the report received from Cope Safety Management
following their visit to the District on 24" November 2021 and reported that the signage had been
erected and that there were no outstanding actions, viz:-
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& Cope

SAFETY MAMNAGEMENT

Site Safety Inspection Record

Swavesey IDB Completa

Site Safety Inspection

Name of organisation: Swavesey IDB
Date of site visit 24 Nov 2027 12:00 GMT
Address of inspected premises Swavesey Pumping Station
Over Road
Swavesey
CB24 4QZ
Mame of Advisor Martin Clark
Time of arrival at site: 24 Nov 2021 12:00 GMT
Audit Name Swavesey DB
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Audit

Inspection Record

An opening meeting was held with

Hannah Parrish

Have there been any accidents since our last visit? “

None recorded.

Have there been any new starters since our last visit? No

None recorded,
1

The previous site safety inspection report (20.06.21) was discussed and it was pleasing to note that the record of weed
screen cleaning equipment testing as required by Lifting Operations and Lifting Equipment Regulations (LOLER) has
been located and a copy retained by the board.

It was also pleasing to note that vegetation has been cut back and the signage improved as recommended and that the
site was secure including the access gate from the road.

CTLEIR
£,

e

Phaoto 1

2

No significant operational issues were reported since the previous site visit and it was understood that risk assessments
and safe systems of work have been communicated by Middle level Commissioner's. It is recommended that these
documents are viewed periodically to ensure they remain relevant to the operations being undertaken.

Photographic Risk Assessment

Signature of person informed

Signature of person informed 1

Signature of person informed

Signed on behalf of Hannah Parrish by advisor
24 Nov 20271 17:23 GMT
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Advisor's signature

Martin Clark
24 Nov 2021 17:22 GMT

Departure time 24 Mov 2027 13:03 GMT

Photographic Risk Assessments closed out during the visit.
Mil

Number of outstanding Photographic Risk Assessments [i]
From 0 to 99
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Appendix

Photo 1
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Swavesey IDB

SUMMARY OF PHOTOGRAPHIC RISK ASSESSMENTS

No outstanding PRAs

S8124 1121
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B.1091 Completion of the Annual Accounts and Annual Return of the Board 2020/2021

a) The Board considered and approved the comments of the Auditors on the Annual Return for the

year ended on 31% March 2021, viz;

Swavesey Internal Drainage Board
Notice of conclusion of the audit

wwammmmmmmwmtmm

Sections 20(2) and 26 of the Local Aucit and Accountabllity Act 2014

Accounts and Audit Regulations 2015 (S1 2015 /234)

! The Audit of accounts for the  Swavesey Internal Drainage Board
for the year anded 318t March 2021 has been compietad and the accounts have
been publshed,

2 MM-IWCMMbMMWW
any local government elector of the area of  Swavesey Intemal Drainage Board
on appication 0

The Clerk
Swavesey Intemal Drainage Board
85 Whitllesey Road

March

PE15 0AH
between the hours of  9.00em and 4.00pm on Mondays to Fridays

(exciuding public helidays), when any local slecior may make coples
of the Annusl Retum.

3 Copiss will be provided 1o any local elector on of £2.40 for each copy
of the Anrual Retum 5
made by D C Thomas - Clerk 1o the Board
Date of Announcemant: 17t Saptember 2021
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Section 1 - Annual Governance Statement 2020/21
We acknowlodge as the members of:

thmnhhm.“m
management during e year, wd for the eparstion of
P ACCOUTENG Sistermacts

znm-mwdum
M‘.m*bmﬁum :
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-.mm“ww
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A 5.
By’ mummdm“umu
mwdmmnmm

§. Wo cared out an essesarrant of B ks fecing B || consioend wnd docamentse e inencial anc cover risks §
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WWW.MIDDLELEVEL GOV,UK

Annual Govemance and Accountebilfy Return 2020721 Pt 3 Page 4 of 6
MMMWMManMM' -
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Section 2 - Accounting Statements 2020/21 for
SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

1. Balences brought
forward

ummmdmwd'nn
&5 recarded M the Sranciel recovde. Vale mst agres fo
Box 7 of previows year,

2. (+) Precapt or Rutes and : Total amoynt of precept (or for \DBs rates and levies)
Levios m recalved or receivabie in e yeor. Exclude any grants
3. (*) Totai cther receipts ) Toda! income or recepls 53 recorsed in e cashbook s
1m ; e precept or atasievies recoved (Bne 7). inckude any
4 () Stafl costs . . Tote) sxpendis or paysmnts meck (o wxd on Sehal
OL ) dd-mh“'wmum
L " | ampioyons N cortrations, amployans pansion
) contrbutions, gratullivs oxd sevarance payrencs
§. (-) Loan interesticapial s Tetal axpavciture or paymesds of caplis) and intevest
repaymerts p 0] made during e yoar an the authonty's borowings (¥ any)

& () Al other paymenis

_| Totsl sxpenciure or payments a8 recorded b e cash-
Book lase staff costs (e 4) anx! ke interast/ceptel
_| repayments (ine §)

| Tolal balarces and reserves of the and of the yoar. Must

7. (+) Balances caried -
foraard I ogual (19243) - (445+0),

& Total valus of cesh and A 2 _| Tho sum of all owrent and deposll benk scocunts, cash
short torm rvesments - 91,880) roltings snd short ferm investments hek as a¢ 31 Merch -

oy " To agree with bank recanciietion,

9. Totnl Sod assots phus _ | ™o veive of al tve property the aulhorlly owns - £ 8 made
g tarm investments Wt of ol iy Rrodt sssels and long lemp invastwents as of
arvd asosh 37 Merch.

10. Tota borowings P The outstanding capitsl bakence as of 31 March of af loans

1. (For Local Councils Only) Disciosure note
re Trust unds finclading chisctabin)

The Councd, a3 & body corporate, 8cty a8 80k irusiee for
and 9 responaiis for maneging TNust Ands or sssets.
N.B. The figures in e scocurting stxtoewnds above do
not Inciucke any Trust renasctions,
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Section 3 — External Auditor Report and Certificate 202021
In respoct of SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD — DBO108

1 wﬁmmﬁim of the body and the auditor
ressponsibln for ensuring that its finandial menagement Is adequate and effective and hat it has a
sound sysiem of intemal conirol mmmmmmmwm
accordance with Proper Fractices which: "
*+  summarises he Sccounting records for the year endad 31 March 2021; and
L mﬂﬁﬁhﬁmﬂlﬁ-mﬂmﬁnﬂﬂhmﬂﬂu“mﬂ:h

Dwr respongbdly is o review Sections 1 and 2 of the Annual Governance and Accountabllity Retum in accordance
wilh guidance ssusd by the National Audit Offico (NAD) on bahalf of the Comptroller and Auditor General [s=& male
below). Our work does not constitule an Budt camied out in accordance with International Standards an Auditfng (LK
& Iredand) and does not provide Me same level of assurance that such an sudt would do.

2 External auditor report 2020/21

Hhﬂlﬂ'u“ Sactions | and 2 of he Fimtrm [ B0F), i ol cpinion e infoema fon in
-hm-mh-p- m- T b ceme aten b giving Sayse iy conoem
sugu |38y MLl el have nol been mel. H . AR St

tu—mm £a:1 COINION Wi & dFe o e endon of ha sulosy

3 External auditor certificate 2020/21
W cartify that we have completed our review of Soctions 1 and 2 of the Annual Govennancos and Accountsbility
Hﬂnﬂdﬂmmmﬂa“lh“ﬁﬂ.ﬂﬁmﬂhﬂn far the year ended 31

Extwnal Aydiion Mams
e N Py R

Anrwial Bovemance and Accountadlity Fetam 202001 Fart 3 Page B8
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b)The Board considered and approved the Audit Report of the Internal Auditor for the year
ended on 31 March 2021, viz;

7 @ @
Whitings
Chartered Accountants LLP

The Old School House, Dartford Road
March, Cambridgeshire, PE15 8AE

t: 01354 652304
e: march@whitingsllp.co.uk
w: whitingsllp.co.uk

MNH/BB/MMO053
08 October 2021

Messrs. D Thomas and R Hill
Middle Level Offices

85 Whittlesey Road

March

Cambs.

PE15 OAH

Dear Messrs. D Thomas, R. Hill, and S Ablett,
MLC administered Internal Drainage Boards - Internal Audit 2020-2021

Having completed the internal audit work for the various Internal Drainage Boards administered by
the Middle Level Commissioners officers for the year ended 31 March 2021, we are pleased to provide
you with the following recommendations to be considered for implementation. We have included
some general points and some points which are related to specific boards.

General points

1. Annual Return — Guidance notes

We note that there has been a subtle change within the guidance notes on completing Part 3
of the Annual Governance and Accountability Return (AGAR) 2020/21 from what was shown
in 2019/20. Previously the guidance stated that “the authority should receive and note the
annual internal audit report if possible before approving the annual governance statement
and the accounts” this has been replaced by “the authority should receive and note the annual
internal audit report before approving the annual governance statement and the accounts”.
As such whilst we are satisfied that all of the administered boards have previously and remain
compliant in this matter, due to this not being something that the boards must comply with,
we would strongly urge a review of the wording within any future AGAR'’s to ensure that,
should this requirement come into force, you are able to adjust your plan of works in plenty
of time. We would also request that should this take affect you contact us at your earliest
convenience, so that we may tailor our own work programmes accordingly.

PARTNERS ASSOCIATES PRACTICE MANAGER
Mark N Haydon CA Andrew P Winearts FCA Andrew R Band FCA Amanda E Newman FCA Richard A Alecock ATT Scott R Bishop FCA Janet S Frostick
James D Cater FCA 1an G C Piper FCA Trina ) Nunn FCA Paul M Jefferson ACA Stephen D Malkin ACA Nicholas Edgley CTA
mmnmm Barbara Nicholas CTA Keith | Daty FCCA Jonathan P Moore ACCA Ben Beech ACA Hannah R Wisbey ACA
iy annwuummocummmmmmmwmmmum-emmmdmmurm:qm-wdnukcmmmm
Siyﬁuw:y&:ys!t&w&nﬁ*lmmmewmmv‘nﬂ(hhu&mhﬂh-wdmwtwmww»mymhwm of non-contentious probate in England and
Waes by the Institute of Chartared Accountants In England and Wales.
BURYSTEDMUNDS | ELY | KING'SLYNN | MARCH | MILDENHALL | PETERBOROUGH | RAMSEY | STIVES | STNEOTS | WISBECH
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2. Asset Valuations and Insurances

We note that there are a number of boards which have had revaluations within the year on
their pumping station assets and that these are now valued in excess of what has been
included within the insurance valuations and the accounts/annual return. We appreciate that
the accounts/annual return value must remain at cost/deemed cost however we would
suggest that as soon as the results of these valuations come to light you seek to change the
insurance valuation accordingly, we understand that in many cases these amendments are
carried out at the point of annual renewal.

In some individual cases it is noted that residential properties have been revalued during the
audited year, but the underlying insurance values have not been increased. We recommend
that, as with pumping station assets, the insurance valuation is increased to reflect the current
market value and thereby ensure that such assets are adequately insured.

Finally, it is noted that, whilst a large proportion of boards have taken the option to revalue
for insurance purposes their pumping station and residential assets during the year, there are
some boards that have not followed suit. We have seen elsewhere that such revaluations have
sometimes resulted in significant uplifts in value, and as such we would suggest that any
remaining boards that have yet to carry out such an exercise do so at the earliest convenience.

We would recommend that in the absence of specific information to the contrary suggesting
need for earlier review, that a revaluation exercise be performed for insurance purposes at
least every 5 years on all major Board assets.

Client Comment:

All Boards are asked concerning valuations for insurances and it is a Board decision. Depending
when the meeting is held and when the valuation is completed depends when the instruction
can be given. However, once approved we look to update policies at that time. Where
applicable, we are also looking into the viability of having certain values index linked but note
that these will still need monitoring on a routine basis.
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3. Employee Benefits - Vehicle Usage, and VAT recovery
In 2020 a high-level tax case was brought by HM Revenue & Customs against Coca-Cola
European Partners Great Britain Limited relating to vehicles provided to employees of Coca-
Cola and whether these ‘dual purpose’ vehicle should be classed as a van or a car for benefit-
in-kind (BIK) and other taxation purposes. Typical example of such a vehicle being a double-
cab pickup as operated by some boards.

This case was ruled in favour of HMRC where the use of three of its vehicles (2 Volkswagen
Kombis and a Vauxhall Vivaro) should be treated as cars, rather than vans for tax purposes.
The Vauxhall had been modified in a number of ways and an additional row of seats and
windows were added along with a bulkhead to ensure goods being transported could not
enter the passenger area. Both the VW Kombi vehicles were fitted with rear seats and
additional racking was required by the driver for business use, for the Kombi version 2 this
required a rear seat to be removed for racking. The Court of Appeal ruled that the vehicles
were not sufficient to differentiate between them and therefore they should all be treated on
a similar basis for BIK purposes, each vehicle was multi-purpose and capable of transporting
goods or passengers, but neither type of vehicle was ‘primarily’ suited to the carrying of goods
as required by current taxation legislation 5.115(2).

At this point in time (drafting late June 2021) no updates to the tax rules have been issued by
HMRC in the light of the ruling and therefore we are unable to determine whether the current
vehicles owned by each board and allocated to an employee will be classed as a van or car.
And until HMRC include any such updates and guidance we are unable to determine whether
the vehicles held by each board will be liable for a van or car BIK on employees where the
vehicle is not operated as a depot-based Pool vehicle. This case also has potentially

wider implications relating to recovery or not of VAT on the vehicle when purchased and in
commercial settings capital allowances.

Client Comment:

We are aware of this position and have also been checking with HMRC but as yet they have
not issued guidance that can be passed onto Boards. There are significant tax implications,
both for employer and employee and will continue to monitor the position.
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4. Provisions

We are pleased to note that, in the main; provisions for amounts owing to and owed from
applicable boards, are being monitored and written back should the underlying potential
asset/liability be extinguished. There are still odd cases where provisions are “brought forward
and carried forward” that relate in excess of the standard life of debt, being 6 years. On review
in some cases whilst the underlying rationale of these balances are reasonable, we would
question whether payments could still be enforced if chased, aside from in relation to
development contributions. As such we would encourage continued review of provisions as a
whole, with special consideration being made to aged provisions that have existed for a
number of years.

We would recommend that any such old debts or provisions {part from development
contribution provisions), say over 3 years old, be presented at the Board meeting annually
and approved.

Client comment:

As part of the year end accounts procedures, provisions are looked at and decisions made on
an individual basis as to retain or to write back.

5. Risk Management Policy and procedures
We noted in the 2019 most boards undertook a substantial risk management assessment
process in 2014 leading to formal acceptance in April 2015 which is now subject to a brief
review each year which is duly recorded formally in the board minutes. After recommendation
in the prior year's management letter, we are pleased to note that this processed has been
carried out again for 2020 - 21.
The COVID-19 pandemic is, hopefully, the greatest challenge many of us will face in our
lifetime. In the face of adversity there is also opportunity to embrace this emerging “new
normal” and such an event should allow us to take a step back and look at the policies and
procedures that underpin the organisation. With this in mind we would urge greater breadth
of coverage of policies and procedures to include consideration and action points in relation
to areas such as climate change, global pandemics, and disaster action & recovery — at the
time of writing we are not aware of such bigger policy being in existence.
It may also be helpful to revisit and enhance appreciation by way of visual colour coding of
the RAG rating numbers to better differentiate between the varying levels of risk and
consequence. We would expect to see low risk items being colour coded green, middling items
colour coded yellow and high-risk items in red.
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Risk Management Policy and procedures - continued

Client comment:

Risk management is an evolving matter and we will continue to look at emerging risks and
having effective policies concerning these and although no formal policies are in place at this
time the matters you have mentioned have been under consideration. With regards to the
existing policy, consideration will be given to updating the matrix when either next revised or
reviewed.

6. Website Publication
We note that there has been, for a number of years, significant information available to the
public. We note that for some boards the latest information does not appear to have been
updated, for example in one case the 2019/20 payments list was still published when the
2020/21 payments list should have been displayed. We would recommend that all items are
updated promptly on the website once the meeting has been carried out.

Client comment:

Every effort is made to update the relevant pages of all authorities in an efficient and timely
manner and in accordance with the regulations. It should be noted that the JPAG requirements
for display appear to differ from those of audit requirements so while not necessarily aligning
both requirements could be met. (This matter is being looked into for further guidance).

7. Capital works

Currently the definition of capital works is limited to new items e.g., a new culvert but works
involving a repair or maintenance will be wholly written out in the year even though there
may be a not insignificant element of improvement involved.

8. Capital assets

Following on from item 7 above it follows those assets may be unrecognised in the Accounts
of the Boards and not appear in their Assets register. In view of greater Government and
public interest and concern for environmental and climate change factors, should the ‘value’
of the basic drainage system be recognised beyond the pumping stations and equipment? This
may be important in future years in order to factoring a fair proportion of potential future
national Government funding.
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Capital assets - continued
Client comment:

Comment has been noted. While Boards own pumping facilities and their footprint they do not
(generally) own the watercourses, designating the arterial system for maintenance. This is
probably a matter that could be discussed on an “industry wide” level, maybe through ADA by
its policy and finance committee to ensure, if recognised, would provide a uniform approach
across the country.

9. Budget figures

We note that Budget figures are prepared annually in advance, but we note these are not
updated in the late Autumn even when notable variances may have occurred for various
factors. Whilst not necessary to do so for all boards, we suggest that Chairmen of individual
Boards are given opportunity to request updated Budgets after the half year point for the
remainder of the year and distribute to Board members if they feel it appropriate due to
circumstances to date or anticipated during the year.

Client comment:

As part of the finance regulations, we are required to carry out a budget monitoring exercise
during the course of the year. For those Boards that have a relevant meeting, this is reviewed
by the Board at their autumn/winter meeting. For all other Boards the monitoring exercise is
completed as at the end of the calendar year, at this point the majority of the drain
maintenance works have been completed, as would be any planned maintenance works at
pumping stations. The expenditure to-date is then forecast to the end of the financial year and
compared to the budget and initially sent to the chairman for review. Depending on the
outcome of the monitoring exercise depends on whether it is considered appropriate to hold
an emergency meeting. However, it is likely that if there were an extraordinary event the Board
would be aware “in real time” and appropriate action taken at that point. It is not policy to
update budgets depending on levels of expenditure but to use these as comparative to analyse
variances of actual expenditure against.
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Specific Points

Sutton and Mepal IDB
See item 2 above - residential property value

Hundred of Wisbech IDB
See item 6 above

Conington & Holme IDB
See item 9 above

Client comment (Conington & Holme IDB):

The “overspend” against budget related to additional drain maintenance works that were
required and a breakdown at the pumping station which occurred after the monitoring
exercise had been completed. These events were managed at the time and appropriate action
taken when setting the following years rate.

Waldersey IDB and Hundred of Wisbech IDB - Joint Pumping Arrangement

As in previous years it is noted that there is a discrepancy between debtor held in Waldersey
IDB and the creditor held in Hundred of Wisbech |DB; due to the substantial rainfall patternin
late 2020-21 this amount was more significant than normal

Waldersey IDB — Debtor 38,459.99
Hundred of Wisbech IDB - Creditor 47,997.84
Difference 9,537.85

This difference arises due to the accounts of Hundred of Wisbech I1DB being completed before
Waldersey IDB, therefore a provision having to be included within the former’s books before
more accurate figures become available. The difference is adjusted in the following year’s
Accounts for Hundred of Wisbech but in the short term could be considered slightly
misleading.

We note that there have been discussions to potentially amalgamate the two boards, this

would eradicate the anomaly. However, in the absence of this, we wonder whether there is
scope to bring the meetings and account preparation periods in line to address this issue.
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Waldersey IDB and Hundred of Wisbech IDB - Joint Pumping Arrangement - continued

Client comment (Waldersey IDB and Hundred of Wisbech IDB — Joint Pumping Arrangement):

These costs relate to the contribution for the costs of the shared pumping facility and at the
time of production of the year end accounting statements discussions were taking place
concerning potential changes to the contribution as a result of changes in land use. A new
proposal had been put forward which was broadly approved by the Hundred of Wisbech Board,
whose meeting is held first. In completing their accounting statements they requested that,
due to the impact of the winter rainfall event the new proposal be used in calculating the
contribution. When the Waldersey Board held it’s meeting no changes had been approved at
therefore the existing contribution calculation was used in their accounting statements. With
regards to the Hundred of Wisbech creditor, these “old balances” will be written back during
this financial year. There are no current plans to change meeting dates so there will remain a
creditor/debtor position in both sets of accounts although now settled, this should be cleared,
generally a year in arrears.
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Other Matters

As you will already be aware our firm underwent a change of business name from Whiting & Partners
to Whitings LLP, with effect from 1 October 2021. As the world and our practice move forward, even
in these challenging times towards a “new normal”, we have also decided to rebrand and change our
look to promote this.

As provided for under the clauses of our existing Terms of Business ongoing engagements under our
standard Whiting & Partners Terms and Conditions remain unchanged and have rolled over seamlessly
into Whitings LLP; these are available on our new and improved website www.whitingsllp.co.uk

We are immensely proud of the work we continue to do with you at Whiting and we would like to take
this opportunity to thank your staff involved in our audit for their assistance and cooperation in
achieving substantial completion by the stated target deadlines, especially in light of the operational
challenges posed to us all by the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.

Yours sincerely,

\\ias LLE

Whitings LLP
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RESOLVED

i) That in accordance with the Accounts and Audit Regulations the minutes record that approval of
the accounts was given on 24" June 2021.

ii) That the Chairman was authorised to sign the Annual Governance Statement, on behalf of the
Board, for the financial year ending 31%' March 2021.

B.1092 Annual Accounts of the Board — 2021/2022

Miss McShane reported that in accordance with the Accounts and Audit Regulations, Internal
Drainage Boards' accounts, bank reconciliation and completion of Section 2 of the Annual Return
are required to be approved by resolution on or before the 30" June of that year.

B.1093 Defra IDB1 Returns

Miss McShane referred to the completed IDB1 form for 2020/2021 which the Board noted and
approved, viz:-
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&4

Internal Drainage Boards in England _ Department
for Environment

Annual Report for the year ended Food & Rural Affairs

31 March 2021

The Law — the following annual report is provided in accordance with Paragraph 4 of Schedule 2 to the Land
Drainage Act 1991,

No later than 30 September 2021 a copy must be provided to:
« Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, Flood Management Division, Floor 3, Seacole, 2
Marsham Street, London SW1P 4DF via floodreports @defra.gsi.gov.uk

= National Flood and Coastal Risk Manager (Strategic Delivery), The Environment Agency, Horizon House,
Deanery Road, Bristol, BS1 5AH via rachael.hill@environmeni-agency.

* The Chief Executives of:

- all local authorities that pay special levies to the Board;
- all County Councils or London Boroughs within which the Board is situated.

Please complete the form electronically. If you are unable to complete the form electronically, please complete
in BLOCK LETTERS using black ink.

Please round all cash figures down to nearest whole £.

SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

Section A - Financial information

Preliminary information on special levies issued by the Board for 2021- 22

Information requested below is essential in calculating future formula spending shars. It is not covered
elsewhere on this form or by the external auditor's certificate.

2

3

4

5.

6

7

8

Total 6,208 |
DEF-IDB1 (Rov.0621) Fage 10710
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Section A - Financial information (continued)
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Income and Expenditure Account for the year ending 31 March 2021

All Internal Drainage Boards must ensure that the Income and Expenditure information provided

below is consistent with the Board's annual accounting statements which have been prepared in accordance
with proper practices found in Governance and Accountability for Smaller Autherities in England —

A Practitioners’ Guide to proper practices lo be applied in the preparation of statutory annuef accounts and
governance statements March 2017

INCOME
1. Drainage Rates 13,081
2. Special Levies 6,208
3. Higher Land Water Contributions from the 4.331
Environment Agency .
4. Contributions received from develepers/other 23
beneficiaries
5. Government Grants (includes capital grants from EA 0
and levy contributions)
6. PSCAs from EA and other RMAs 0
7. Loans 0
8. Rechargeable Warks 0
9. Interest and Investment Income 38
10. Rents and Acknowledgements a
11. Other Income 0
Total income 23,781
EXPENDITURE
12. New Works and Improvement Works 0
13. Total precept to the Environment Agency 1,796
14. Watercourse maintenance 13,342
15. Pumping Stations, Sluices and Water level control 5956
structures '
16. Administration 5,997
17. PSCAs 0
18. Rechargeable Works 0
19. Finance Charges 0
20. SSSis 0
21. IDB Biodiversity and conservation (other than item 20 670
expenditure )
22, Other Expenditure 528
Total expenditure 28,290
DEF-IDB1 (Rev.05/21) Page 2 of 10
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=
 EXCEPTIONAL ITEMS
23. Profits/(losses) arising from the disposal of fixed
assets 0
Net Operating Surplus/(Deficit) for the year {4,509)
24. Developers Funds income not applied in year 34,529
25. Grant income not applied in year 0 |
DEF-IDB1 (Rev.05/21) Page 3 of 10
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Notes:

11. Include all other Income, such as absorption account surpluses (for example plant and labour absorption
accounts).

12. State the gross cost of undamkin'g minor capital works that have not been capitalised and the annual
depreciation charges of all major schemes that have been capitalised. You should also include a fair
proportion of the support costs directly associated with delivery of the schemes.

13. State the total precept demanded for the year as properly issued by the Environment Agency, in
accordance with section 141 of the Water Resources Act 1991, Providing that the precept has been
properly issued as before stated it should always be included here, even when the Board has appealed
against the amount of contribution, in accordance with section 140 of the Water Resources Act 1991,
Where the Board knows with certainty the outcome of any such appeal, it should also include the
appropriate accrual/prepayment.

14. State all costs associated with the maintenance of watercourses, meaning work associated with open
channels, pipelines, culverts, bridges, etc. Plant, vehicle and labour charges should include a fair
proportion of the overheads such as depot/workshop costs, employment on-costs, insurances and
depreciation, etc. You should also include a fair proportion of the support costs directly associated with
delivery of the maintenance programme.

15. State all costs associated with maintaining and operating the pumping stations, sluices and water level
control structures. Plant, vehicle and labour charges should include a fair proportion of the overheads such
as depot/workshop costs, employment on-costs, insurances and depreciation, ete. You should also include
a fair proportion of the support costs directly associated with maintaining and operating the pumping
stations, sluices and water level control structures.

16. Include the cost of non-technical staff only, office accommodation, annual depreciation of office equipment
that has been capitalised, minor office equipment that has not been capitalised, postages, telecoms’,
stationery, printing, advertising, auditing of accounts, general insurances and all other costs associated
with supporting the organisation. Please note that this does not include support costs, which are directly
associated with the delivery of front line services.

17. State all costs associated with the PSCA

18. State all costs associated with undertaking work for third parties. Plant, vehicle and labour charges should
include a fair proportion of the overheads such as depot/workshop costs, employment on-costs, insurances
and depreciation, etc. You should also include a fair proportion of the support costs directly associated with
undertaking the rechargeable work.

18. Include the cost of servicing any borrowing, in terms of bank/loan/hire purchase Interest payable.

20. State all costs associated with undertaking works — capital or maintenance — specifically for helping to
achieve favourable condition on Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs). In most cases, these costs will
be incurred in implementing actions set out in SSSI Water Level Management Plans or SSSI River
Restoration Plans.

21. State all costs associated with undertaking works — capital or maintenance — that are likely intended to help
conserve biodiversity (other than works on SSSis). These costs are likely to be incurred in implementing
actions set out in an IDB’s Biodiversity Action Plan or other conservation actions on non-designated sites.

22. Include all other expenditure, such as a provision for bad/doubtful debts, write-offs, and absorption account
deficits (for example plant and labour absorption accounts),

23. For the disposal of assets, state the difference between any proceeds from the sale/disposal of the asset
and the cost of the asset less accumulated depreciation.
24, Total balance of developer fund year end.

25. Unspent grant at year end.

DEF-IDB1 (Rev.05/21) Page 4 of 10
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Section B -IDB Reporting

Policy Delivery Statement

Boards are required to produce a publicly available policy statement setting out their plans for delivering the
Government’s policy aims and objectives. It is recommended that these statements be published on Boards’
websites where they have them and reviewed every three years.

Is an up to date statement in place and copy (or weblink)

provided to Defra, 8nd EA?...........cieeiicicriene et e eeeseenes s e enenene. YES E] No [ ]
Biodiversity
Please indicate whether your Board has a Biodiversity Action Plan .........c.cccecvvvvee ovonnoo.. Yes E No D

If “yes" is the Biediversity Action Plan available on your
WEDSIIET. ..o e ee e YES @ No E]

What year was your Biodiversity Action Plan last updated?)............... e 2021

Have you reported progress on BAP implementation on your web ste?................coooooevo... Yes D No[_]
When was biodiversity last discussed at a Board meeting (date)?.......c.cocvveviveveiinn, ‘09!02!2021 |
Do you have & bioSECUNIY PrOCESST............cocereeceeriee s ssesseeeeaseeeeeeeeseeeeesee st seeeesetseseses e oo Yes E No D

SS58I water level management plans
Please indicate whether your Board is responsible for any SSSI water level management

plans?.......ccocve e, reas s e Eie mre s voppmyant suens e PP Yes[ ] No iZ]

If s0, which ones:

Area of S8S| with IDB water level management plans.................ccoeeo ... |
Area of SSSI where IDB water level management activities are confributing to recovering or favourable

condition?
 L— J

DEF-IDB1 (Rev.05/21) Page 5 of 10
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Area of SSSI| where IDB water level management actions are required to achieve recovering or favourable
condition?

Access to environmental expertise

Does your IDB have access to environmental expertise? If so please tick all those options below through
which environmental expertise is regularly provided to your IDB:

Appropriately skilled Board Members (e.g. Board member from an Environmental Body/Authority)
Co-opted members

Directly employed staff

Contracted persons or consultants

Environmental Partners/NGOs

Other (please describe)

OO

Asset Management
What system/database does your Board use to manage the assets it is responsible for?

ADIS ]
Paper Records X
Other Electronic System E

Has your Board continued to undertake visual inspections and update
asset databases on an annual basis? Yes @ No D

What is the cumulative total of identified watercourse (in km) that the Board periodically maintains?
7

How many pumping stations does the Board operate?
\ 1

What is the cumulative design capacity of the Board's pumping station(s) (enter zero if no stations are
operated)?
(0.63 cumecs

Health and Safety

Does the Board have a current Health and Safety policy in place? Yas ﬁ Mo |:|
Does the Board have a responsible officer for Health and Safety? Yes @ No |:|
Have there been any reportable incidents in the past year? Yes D Mo E]

If so, please summarise in the box below:

DEF-IDB1 (Rev.05/21) Page 6 of 10
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I _

Guidance and Best Practice

Has your IDB adopted a formal Scheme of Delegation? Yes[<] No[]
Has your IDB provided training for board members in the last year in the any of the following areas?

L]

Govemance

Finance

Envircnment

Health, safety and welfare
Communications and engagement
Other (please describe)

OO

N-:_':t_r:aiﬁing has been provided for board members during the year ended 31% March 2021.

Is your Board's website information current for this financial year? {Board membership,

audited accounts, programmes of works, WLMPS, etC).....ccccoerieeiieeee e s Yes @ No D
Has your IDB adopted computerised accounting and rating systems?............cccocvvvvcercenenns Yes E No |:|
Has your board published all minutes of meetings on the website?............c.cceinvicin i Yes E No D
Does the Board publish information on its website on its approach to maintenance works and provide contact

details to allow for and encourage public engagement? Yes E No |:|

When planning maintenance and capital works are environmental impacts taken into account and wherever
possible best practice applied? Yes D No[ ]

Has your Board adopted the following governance documents?

SEANAING OFABIS .......ceoevs oo eeeeereeeeeeeeeeeesesseeeee s eeeeeeeeseseeeeeees B ves[ No[]
Have the Standing Orders been approved by MInISters ..........ccoceeeieeeeeeeeeeceececieeeiees e Yes E No D
BYEIAWS ...t b et s n s en e ee s e Yes |E No |:|
If you have Byelaws, have you adopted the latest model byelaws published in

2012t 1 10211211110 e 252520 et e Yes[X] Ne []
Have the Byelaws been approved by Ministers................oooviiice e e B eremn Yes <] No |___|
Code of Conduct for Board MEMDETS.................wvveeeesveeessseeesseessceesssssssssessssereneeeeeree o Y€8 <] No |:|
DEF-IDB1 {Rev.05/21) Page 7 of 10
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Financial Regulations...................cc i i YES No D
Register of Member's Interests. .. ... eee 00 YOS No D
Anti-fraud and comUPHIoN PONCY..........ooiiiiiiiii i e e et r e e e it ae e Yes No D

Board membership and attendance

How many Board members (in total - elected and appointed) do you have on your IDB? 9

Seats available to appointed members under the Land Drainage Act 1991, 2

Mumber of elected members on the board at year end. 7

Number of appointed members on the board at year end. 2

Mean average number of elected members in attendance at each board meeting over the 7

last financial year.

Mean average number of appointed members in attendance at each board meeting over 1

the last financial year.

Have you held elections within the last three years?........c..ocococeeei e Yes [Z] No |____| N/A [:l
Did elections comply with the requirements specified by the Secretary of State under Regulation 28 of the
Land Drainage (Election of Drainage Boards) Regulations 19387........................ Yes No[ | na []

Complaints procedure
Is the procedure for a member of the public to make a complaint about the IDB accessible from the front page
OF TS WEDSIIET. ... oo eeeeeeeeeeeecsss e eeeeseee e eeesmseeeese et seee e eses et e e oo e e ee s Yes 4 No IP:I

Number of complaints received in the financial year?

Number of complaints outstanding in the financial year?

Number of complaints referred to the Local Government Ombudsman?

o|lo | a|lo

Number of complaints upheld by the Local Government Ombudsman?

Public Engagement

Set out what your Board has done in this financial year to engage with the public (tick relevant box(es) below):

[l

Press releases

Newsletters

Web site

Meetings

Shows/events (including open days/inspections)
Consultations

MNotices

(O

Percentage (in value) of drainage rates outstanding at year end?
0%

DEF-IDE1 (Rev.05/21) Page 8 of 10
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Section B: NOTES

Guidance and Best Practice

Has your Board published all minutes of meetings on the web site? In answering this question, this should
apply to all the main Board meetings held in the year and any appropriate meetings the Board has held with
external stakeholders.

Board membership and attendance

When referring to elected members of the Board, this relates to the number of landowners/drainage rate
payers that are elected to the Board.

When referring to appointed members of the Board, this relates to the number of members appointed by the
local autharities to represent the local council taxpayers.

When referring to mean average number of elected and appointed members in attendance at meetings at
each board meeting — this should be expressed as a number of attendees and not as a percentage
attendance.

With regard to elections, under Schedule 1 of the Land Drainage Act 1991, elected members should hold
office for three years, at which point a further election is held. When elections are held, they should comply
with the requirements under Regulation 28 of the Land Drainage (Election of Drainage Boards) Regulations
1938 - to advertise and notify local stakeholders accordingly.

DEF-IDB1 (Rev.056/21) Page 9 of 10

F:\AdminWord\Swavesey\mins\8\2\22



8" February 2022 689

Section C - Declaration

SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

| confirm that the information provided in sections A-C or with this form is correct.

Signature I g’ é KJM

Date ESZTEY |
Name in BLOCK LETTERS | MISS SAMANTHA ABLETT |
Designation | ASSISTANT TREASURER I
Email address | Sam.ablett@middislevel.gov.uk ]
DEF-IDB1 {Rev.05/21) Page 10 of 10
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B.1094 Review of Internal Controls

The Board considered and expressed satisfaction with the current system of Internal Controls.

B.1095 Risk Management Assessment

a) The Board considered and expressed satisfaction with their current Risk Management Policy

b)The Board considered and approved the insured value of their buildings, viz:-

SWAVESEY |IDB
INSURED VALUE OF FIXED ASSETS

PUMPING STATIONS

As At

31st March
2022

High Causeway Pumping Station 513,000.00

513,000.00

Engineer to revalue PS and put to the Board in 2022

B.1096 Transparency Code for Smaller Authorities

Miss McShane reported that as resolved at its' last meeting, the Board will continue with a limited
assurance review and not take advantage of the audit exemption available for smaller public bodies
with income and expenditure less than £25,000.

RESOLVED

To continue with a limited assurance review as has been carried out in previous years.

B.1097 Exercise of Public Rights

Miss McShane referred to the publishing of the Notice of Public Rights and publication of
unaudited Annual Return, Statement of Accounts, Annual Governance Statement and the Notice of
Conclusion of the Audit and right to inspect the Annual Return.

B.1098 Payments

The Board considered and approved payments amounting to £8,673.95 which had been made
during the financial year 2020/2021 (1% February — 31% March 2020) and £15,562.23 made during
the financial year 2020/2021 (1% April 2021 — 31% December 2021), viz:-
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Swavesey Internal Drainage Board

Payments made 2020/2021 (1st February 2021 - 31st March 2021)

Stantec - Professional fees in respect of Northstowe Phase 2 southern access road,

Middle Level Commissioners - Repair hydraulic hoses (Account from NL Hydraulics)

Middle Level Commissioners - Supply filter cartridge (Account from Ovivo)

Association of Drainage Authorities - Subscription 2021

Rates refund - Mrs C D Warboys

Middle Level Commissioners - Pumping station maintenance

Middle Level Commissioners - Fees (Production of Board Report, planning and development applications)
K & P J Wilderspin - Supenisors fee (2020/2021)

Middle Level Commissioners - Health and Safety re-charges for 2020-2021

Middle Level Commissioners - Pumping station maintenance

691

3,360.00
517.33
39.05
678.00
70.67
226.80
1,019.10
2,236.80
240.00
286.20

8,673.95

Payments made 2021/2022 (1st April 2021 - 31st January 2022)

Middle Level Commissioners - Telemetry charges

Middle Level Commissioners - Fees (Weed control and drain maintenance 2020/2021, production of board
report, planning and development applications)

Middle Level Commissioners - Administration charge, postages, telephone charges, stationery

and Health and Safety contract

Middle Level Commissioners - Replacement of faulty relay in pump control panel

Environment Agency - Precept

Middle Level Commissioners - Preparation of highland water claims

Middle Level Commissioners - Pumping station maintenance

Middle Level Commissioners - Fees (Preparation of asset suney, correspondence with Chairman concerning
flooded properties over Christmas, planning and development applications)

Middle Level Commissioners - Renewal of insurances

Middle Level Commissioners - Administration charge, postages and telephone charges

Middle Level Commissioners - Pumping station maintenance

PKF Littlejohn LLP - Audit fee (2020/2021 accounts)

Information Commissioner - Data Protection Registration renewal

Environment Agency - Precept

Anglia Farmers Ltd - Electricity supply to High Causeway pumping station

97.68

2,460.30

3,162.98
196.44
898.20
363.32
291.00

1,192.21
561.01
2,133.28
291.00
240.00
40.00
898.19
2,736.62

15,562.23

(NB - Amounts shown include Value Added Tax)

A query was raised about the omission of a payment of £4,000 to Lattenbury Services. Miss

McShane agreed to investigate this omission and report bac to the Chairman.

(NB) — The Chairman declared an interest in the payment made to K & P J Wilderspin.

B.1099 Expenditure estimates and special levy and drainage rate requirements 2022/2023

The Board considered estimates of expenditure and proposals for special levy and drainage rates in
respect of the financial year 2022/2023 and were informed by Miss McShane that under the Land
Drainage Act 1991 the proportions of their net expenditure to be met by drainage rates on

agricultural hereditaments and by special levy on local billing authorities would be, viz:-
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SWAVESEY INTERNAL DRAINAGE BOARD

BUDGET 2022/2023
Estimated Probable Actual | B |
2021/2022 2021/2022 2022/2023
£ £ £

Insurances 600 550 600
Repairs and renewals 2,000 2,000 2,000
Fuel 2,250 2,250 2350"
Drainworks (including Environmental
measures) 12,000 10,000 ® 12,000 ©
Planning applications 1,800 1,800 1,800
Administration charge, Health and
Safety contract, Audit fee,
printing, stationery, advertising etc 6,600 6,500 6,600
Environment Agency - Precept 1,796 1,796 1,832
Improvement works 0 0 0

27,048 24,896 27,182
LESS Deposit Accounts interest, 3,780 L 5,154 E 3,017 F
Highland Water contributions etc

23,266 19,742 23,266 °
Estimated General Fund
Opening Balance 43,706 43,706 43,353

Rale

Rates Raised 19,389 19,389 23,266 £0.840
Net Expenditure 23,266 19,742 23,266
Use of balances 0 0
Closing Balance 30,829 43,353 43,353

F:\AdminWord\Swavesey\mins\8\2\22

Remarks
A - Previous 5 year average plus 50%
for estimated increases

B - Includes:
Flail mowing

C - Includes engineers items

D - Includes estimated highland water
contributions based on probable out-turn

E - Includes receipt of :
Full highland water contributions

F - Includes:
- average highland water contributions
based on probable out-turn

G - Does not include provision for writing off
rate arrears
Does not include for capital improvement
funding

Works for EA carried out under MLC PSCA
and re-charged by MLC.

4117

9,050

5154
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Swavesey Internal Drainage Board

Rate and levy requirements

Under Section 37 of the Land Drainage Act 1991, the appropriate proportions in which the net
expenditure of the Board must be borne for 2022/2023 is:-

AREA 1
a)  Proportion to be borne by the Agricultural Sector — 62.42%
b)  Proportion to be borne by Special levy issued to South Cambridgeshire District Council —
37.58%.
The product of a rate of £1 in the £ on Agricultural land and buildings is £10,953.
AREA 2
a)  Proportion to be borne by the Agricultural Sector — 70.25%
b)  Proportion to be borne by Special levy issued to South Cambridgeshire District Council —
29.75%
The product of a rate of £1 in the £ on Agricultural land and buildings is £5,676.

AREA 3

All of the net expenditure must be borne by the Agricultural Sector.

The product of a rate of £1 in the £ on Agricultural land and buildings is £2,072.

The product of a rate of £1 in the £ on Agricultural land and buildings is £18,701.
A rate of £1 together with corresponding Special levy will raise £27,698.

EXPENDITURE

Estimated revenue cash balance in hand on 31% March 2022 £43,000.

The estimated net expenditure for the Boards Revenue and Capital Programmes in 2022/2023
is £23,266, is equivalent to:-

a) arate in the £ on Agricultural land and buildings of 84.00p and
b) a Special levy on South Cambridgeshire District Council of £7,557.

The full rate raised in 2021/2022 was 70.00p in the £ and a Special levy of £6,298 was issued
to South Cambridgeshire District Council to raise £19,389 against estimated expenditure of £23,266.

D C THOMAS
Clerk to the Board

January 2022
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Drainage rates Special levy
AREA 1 62.42% 37.58%
AREA 2 70.25% 29.75%
AREA 3 100% -

RESOLVED

i)  That the estimates be approved.
i)  That a total sum of £21,327 be raised by drainage rates and special levy.

iii)  That the amounts comprised in the sum referred to in ii) above to be raised by drainage
rates and to be met by special levy are £14,400 and £6,927 respectively.

Iv)  That drainage rates in the £ be laid and assessed on Agricultural hereditaments in the
District as follows;

AREA 1 - 77.0p
AREA 2 - 33.0p
AREA 3 - 11.0p

v)  That a Special levy of £6,927 be made and issued to South Cambridgeshire District
Council for the purpose of meeting such expenditure.

vi) That the seal of the Board be affixed to the record of drainage rates and special levies
and to the special levy referred to in resolution (v).

vii) That the Clerk be authorised to recover all unpaid rates and levy by such statutory
powers as may be available.

B.1100 Date of Next Meeting

RESOLVED

That the next Meeting of the Board be held on Tuesday the 7™ February 2023.

Chairman
7" February 2023
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