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1. Purpose of Report 

1.1 To provide Cabinet Member with an annual update on Flood Risk Management 
related activities that have been undertaken since adoption of the Local Flood Risk 
Management Strategy in November 2015. 

1.2 To provide an update on work undertaken since the May 2018 flood event. 

1.3 To consider a policy on the funding of Individual Property Level Resistance and 
Resilience surveys. 

2. Decision(s) recommended 

2.1 Cabinet Member is asked to: 

a) Note the contents of the report 

b) Approve the proposed work plan for the service area to January 2021, as set 
out in Appendix A 

c) Agree to receive a further update on the work of the service area in January 
2021 



 

 
 

d) Note the contents and recommendations of the Initial Assessment undertaken 
through the Environment Agency, as set out in Appendix C 

e) Subject to the outcome of further discussions with Severn Trent Water and the 
Environment Agency, provide approval for Officers to consult with the 
communities of Hockley Heath and Olton respectively on the introduction of 
appropriate schemes and where relevant to develop appropriate business 
cases seeking Local Levy funding  

f) Provide approval for Officers to consult with the communities of Cheswick 
Green, Dickens Heath, Tidbury Green and the River Cole Corridor on the 
findings of the Initial Assessment and where relevant to develop appropriate 
business cases for the leading options seeking Local Levy funding 

g) To approve Officers working in partnership with developers and partners to 
identify opportunities to jointly deliver flood risk management enhancements, 
particularly Options CH7, DH7 and RC1 

h) To approve the policy and endorse the recommended 2020-21 funding of 
£20,000 for Individual Property Level Resistance and Resilience surveys as set 
out in Appendix D 

3. What is the issue? 

Part 1 – Flood Risk Management Annual Update 

What are our roles and responsibilities relating to Flood Risk Management? 

3.1 In 2010 the Flood and Water Management Act received Royal Assent and the Council 
became the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA), a role that has been undertaken ever 
since by a dedicated team within Highway Services.  

3.2 As the LLFA, the Council is required to: 

 prepare and maintain a strategy for local flood risk management within 
the Borough, coordinating views and activity with other local bodies and 
communities through public consultation and scrutiny, and delivery 
planning 

 maintain a register of assets – these are physical features that have a 
significant effect on flooding within the area 

 investigate significant local flooding incidents and publish the results of 
such investigations 

 issue consents for altering, removing or replacing certain structures or 
features on ordinary watercourses 

 play a lead role in emergency planning and recovery after a flood event 

3.3 In April 2015 the team took on an additional role and responsibility as a statutory 
consultee in relation to surface water when considering planning applications. The 
team help to ensure that new development is located away from areas that are 
considered to be at high risk of flooding and to ensure that such new development 
does not cause additional risk to those living downstream or upstream of a site. 



 

 
 

3.4 In addition to fulfilling the role of LLFA, the team within Highway Services are also 
responsible for the repair and renewal of the Borough’s highway drainage system, the 
cleansing of which is undertaken by an in-house team of operatives and who operate 
an out-of-hours standby service. The Highway Services team are also responsible for 
carrying out duties under the Land Drainage Act 1991. 

3.5 The team currently comprises a Principal Engineer who oversees the Drainage, Flood 
Risk Management and Tanker Services team, along with Street Lighting, a Drainage 
and Flood Risk Management Engineer with day to day responsibility for Tanker 
Services and three Assistant Engineers. In order to provide resilience and specialist 
technical support and field work, the team draws on the resources provided by 
external consultants and contractors appointed under the Council’s Highway 
Professional Services Contract and various Environment Agency frameworks. 

What flood events have we experienced since November 2018? 

3.6 Since November 2018, higher than normal rainfall events have been experienced in 
June, July, October and November 2019. 

3.7 Heavy rain on the evening of 12th June caused highway flooding across Shirley, 
Solihull and Chelmsley Wood. Tythe Barn Lane, Haslucks Green Road, Olton Road 
and Streetsbrook Road were flooded across the entire width of the carriageway but no 
properties were internally flooded. Watercourses including the River Blythe, the Mount 
Brook and the River Cole were high but stayed in bank. Tanker Services and Officers 
from the Flood Risk Management Team responded to various requests throughout the 
evening, delivering sandbags, unblocking highway drainage assets and checking on 
residents in vulnerable areas. 

3.8 On 30th July localised flooding was reported in Solihull on Damson Lane and Coppice 
Road and on the Bradford Road in Castle Bromwich. Tanker Services and Officers 
from the Flood Risk Management Team responded to various requests throughout the 
evening, delivering sandbags and unblocking highway drainage assets. 

3.9 Heavy rain was reported in Castle Bromwich on 1st October. Tanker Services and 
Officers from the Flood Risk Management Team attended in the afternoon  and 
evening to clear water off the highway, including the Bradford Road, Chester Road 
and Water Orton Road and from private gardens. 

3.10 On 14th November 2019 significant rainfall fell on already saturated ground. Two 
properties experienced internal property flooding due to the rainfall but in both 
situations assets belonging to third parties were found to be in need of maintenance. 
Various roads were closed across the Borough, mainly at locations where 
watercourses had led to highway flooding. Sandbags were also delivered to a number 
of properties on request. Staff monitored the situation on the ground, providing 
reassurance to the local communities, as well as via the network of cameras and 
gauges that are in place on key assets. 

 

 



 

 
 

What Flood Risk Management activities and projects have we undertaken 

since November 2018? 

Knowing where and when it will flood 

3.11 Improving our knowledge of where and when it will flood has continued to be an 
important focus of the team. The team are currently undertaking the following pieces 
of work: 

 (a)        Surface Water Management Plan, Borough Wide 

3.12 A desktop study has been completed by one of our partner consultants to look at all 
Surface Water flood risk across Solihull. The study has developed a prioritised list of 
locations that can then be considered to determine what measures could be put in 
place to reduce future risk. 

(b)        Surface Water Modelling 

3.13 In November 2019, the team were successful in bidding for £13,250 from DEFRA to 
update local surface water modelling and mapping information at three locations 
across the Borough, including Park Avenue, Solihull, the village of Meriden and 
Stratford Road, Hockley Heath. Each of these locations have previously experienced 
flooding from surface water. 

Reducing the risk of flooding and its impact 
 
(a)        Development Control 

3.14 In its role as the Lead Local Flood Authority, the Flood Risk Management Team is a 
statutory consultee to the development control and planning process. Whilst 
principally concerned with major planning applications and surface water drainage, the 
team work to ensure that flood risk is managed on all development sites so as to 
ensure that it is not increased on-site, or up or downstream. 

3.15 A vast proportion of the Flood Risk Management work that the team undertakes is in 
fulfilling our duties as a statutory consultee to the planning process. Over the past 12 
months the team have responded to over 1,600 consultation requests, helping to 
ensure that new development does not increase flood risk elsewhere and that it is not 
at risk of flooding itself.  

3.16 Due to the large number of the applications received, Officers check the planning 
portal on a daily basis, providing comments on applications as appropriate. Where 
necessary, the team also draw on the expertise of the Council’s partner consultants. 
When being consulted on major developments, Officers will typically meet the 
applicants at pre-application stage to discuss site specific flood risk management 
strategies and to agree the principles upon which detailed design will be undertaken, 
e.g. sustainable drainage systems. On application, such detail will then be checked to 
ensure that development is appropriate and acceptable from a flood risk perspective 
and that any betterment to surrounding area and communities is secured where 
possible.  

 

 



 

 
 

(b)        Ordinary watercourse consenting, maintenance and enforcement 

3.17 The ordinary watercourse network within Solihull, particularly in the rural area, plays 
an important role in the safe disposal of surface water and contributes towards 
reducing flood risk. Throughout the year, Officers carry out various roles and 
responsibilities around consenting, maintenance and enforcement. Work has 
continued this year to record and inspect many of the roadside ditches that exist, 
liaising with the relevant riparian landowners.  

3.18 Maintenance work was undertaken during November along the River Cole in Shirley. 
Channel clearance and vegetation removal was carried out over a two week period for 
the entire length of the River Cole between the Worcestershire and Birmingham 
boundaries, with the cost being met by the Flood Risk Management team. Additional 
minor work to structures along the River Cole has been identified and Officers are 
liaising with the appropriate teams within the Council to ensure this work is 
programmed accordingly. 

Being rescued and cared for during an emergency 

3.19 Being rescued and cared for during a flood is primarily the responsibility of the 
Council’s Emergency Planning and Resilience Team (CSW Resilience). 

3.20 The Flood Risk Management team continue to use the Environment Agency’s 
Extended Floodline Service (EFS). EFS is intended to provide a ‘one stop shop’ for 
flood advice and combines the Environment Agency’s advice on river and coastal 
flooding with local authority information on surface water and drainage flooding.  

Maintaining power and water supplies and protecting essential services 

3.21 Maintaining power and water supplies and protecting essential services is the 
responsibility of the Local Resilience Forum and is dealt with by CSW Resilience 
through its Multi Agency Flood Plan. 

Better advice and help for people to protect their families and homes 

           (a) Community self-help facilities 

3.22 We have continued to provide self-help resources for the residents of Cheswick 
Green, Dickens Heath and Nethercote Gardens in the event of a flood. Following 
events in November 2019 we are looking to add additional facilities in Cheswick 
Green, Dickens Heath and Shirley. 

3.23 Whilst the current provision of sandbags can help communities to provide some initial 
response to flooding, which can often occur with little warning, sandbags can only deal 
with a limited amount of water and do not protect all of the entry points to a property 
that water could enter through. 

(b) Monitoring and warning systems 

3.24 Additional local monitoring and warning systems that can be used by local residents 
and businesses to warn of potential flooding have been installed on the River Cole 
following discussions with the Environment Agency.  

 

 



 

 
 

3.25 In September 2019 access to a free app for local residents and businesses was rolled 
out. The app can be used to view the Council’s network of ten cameras and sensors 
which monitor water levels across Solihull, Shirley, Meriden, Dorridge and Olton. The 
app costs nothing, is advert free and works through Wi-Fi and mobile data. It displays 
cameras based on the user’s location and is available on Android and iPhone. 

 Staying healthy and speeding up recovery 

3.26 Looking after the health and well-being of communities affected by flooding is vital and 
it is crucial that homes are dried out as quickly and effectively as possible so that 
people are able to return home.  

3.27 The Flood Risk Management Team plays its part in directing those affected by 
flooding to appropriate health advice as well as ensuring that systems are in place 
locally for providing help for individuals affected by flooding. 

What will our Flood Risk Management priorities be for the next 12 months? 

3.28 Notwithstanding the need to respond to any new emergency or flood events that may 
occur, the Flood Risk Management Team intend to focus work on the following areas 
over the next 12 months, and as summarised in Appendix A of this report: 

(a) Recruitment, development and retention of staff 

3.29 An Assistant Engineer was successfully appointed to the team in August 2019, with 
the post being filled by a previous student of the Environment Agency’s Foundation 
Degree programme. However it is apparent that the current shape of the Drainage 
and Flood Risk Management Team is stretched to capacity, with little or no resilience 
when flood events occur and with limited time to develop future plans or secure 
outside funding. 

 (b) Development Control 

3.30 As set out previously, the Flood Risk Management Team is a statutory consultee to 
the development control and planning process. Responding to planning enquiries will 
remain a key priority for the team over the next 12 months.  

(c) Supporting Major Projects 

3.31 Work to support HS2 has grown over the past 12 months and is only expected to 
increase, with defined turn around times for responses and approvals to be given. 
Appropriate time will need to be given to check any applications that are made for 
consents on watercourses within the Borough to ensure that works associated with 
HS2 are suitable.  

 (d) Development and Delivery of Flood Risk Management Team Projects 

3.32 To continue to progress proposals and business cases to obtain funding to look at 
how we can reduce the likelihood and impact of flooding for: 

o the community of Meriden 

o the communities affected by flooding in and around Elmdon, Silhill and 
St. Alphege wards in September 2015 

o the communities affected by flooding in May 2018 

 



 

 
 

Part 2 – update on work undertaken since the May 2018 flood event 

Background 

3.33 In January 2019 Cabinet Member received a report detailing the findings of a formal 
investigation into flooding that was experienced on May 27th 2018. The investigation 
was carried out in accordance with Section 19 of the Flood and Water Management 
Act 2010. 

3.34 As set out in the Section 19 report, over 300 reports of flooding to property were 
received, with residents being forced to leave their homes and live in alternative 
accommodation. The local road network was also impacted and impassable in places. 

3.35 11 locations were investigated in more detail to identify the causes and mechanisms 
of the flooding and an action plan was produced. The plan included actions around 
determining what, if anything, would be possible in the future to prevent such flooding 
from occurring again. An updated action plan is given in Appendix B of this report. 

3.36 Over the past year, the Flood Risk Management team has continued work associated 
with the action plan, with a particular focus on Actions 10 and 11 which relate to the 
funding and delivery of measures to reduce the risk of future flooding at each of the 
locations that were affected. 

3.37 For the area of the Stratford Road, Hockley Heath, Officers have continued their 
discussions with Severn Trent Water to better understand what can be done to help 
protect properties at this location. Similar discussions have also been held regarding 
the part of Olton that was affected by flooding in May 2018 and where the 
Environment Agency are carrying out work to look at flows on the Westerley Brook 
and Hatchford Brook. Officers have submitted outline scheme proposals for both 
areas which they hope to progress further during 2020. 

3.38 In addition to the above, a large piece of work associated with Actions 10 and 11 has 
been undertaken by way of the commissioning of an Initial Assessment through the 
Environment Agency. This work has primarily focussed on the areas of Dickens 
Heath, Tidbury Green, Cheswick Green, the area around Pear Tree Crescent and the 
River Cole corridor and a copy of the Initial Assessment is given in Appendix C of this 
report.  

3.39 The Initial Assessment has been undertaken in accordance with the EA’s Flood and 
Coastal Erosion Risk Management Appraisal Guidance process (FCERM-AG) and 
sets out to evaluate the case for change using existing information and through 
making informed assumptions about the benefits which could be potentially delivered. 
This proportionate approach to establishing scheme feasibility enables the case for 
investment to be established before further resources are committed to developing 
potential options to manage the problem. 

Baseline Situation 

3.40 As per Appendix C, the Initial Assessment has sought to define a baseline that 
describes the risk in each area and against which future projects can be assessed. 
This was done using a review of existing information, site observations and through 
making some key assumptions. 



 

 
 

3.41 The baseline definition exercise has been used to develop estimates of the number of 
residential properties that are at risk of flooding under a range of annual probabilities. 
As an Initial Assessment, detailed hydraulic or hydrological modelling has not been 
undertaken to refine the uncertainty in the project baseline at this stage. This 
approach has been adopted in order to evaluate the case for change prior to making 
the decision to invest further resources into data collection (e.g. surveys, hydraulic 
modelling) in accordance with the guiding principles of the FCERM-AG. 

3.42 Average residential property values for each area have been used to develop a 
probabilistic assessment of the Weighted Annual Average Damages (WAAD) that can 
be expected to arise as a result of flooding in any given year. Commercial damages 
have not been considered at this stage as there are so few commercial receptors at 
risk within the respective flood cells. This assessment includes an evaluation of the 
indirect damages resulting from flooding, i.e. costs relating to the provision of 
emergency accommodation, vehicle damage and secondary health effects such as 
anxiety. 

3.43 The project baseline has been used in conjunction with the Environment Agency’s 
Partnership Funding calculator to estimate the upper limit of FDGiA funding that could 
be theoretically obtained for projects that protect properties at flood risk within the 
flood cells. The purpose of this exercise is to gain an initial understanding of the 
potential financial case for investment and whether the FDGiA mechanism is likely to 
be an appropriate funding source for project delivery. 

3.44 Initial indications suggest that schemes across each of the affected areas would be 
eligible for relatively low levels of funding via the FDGiA funding mechanism. This is 
due to the limited number of properties which are in areas at high risk of frequent 
flooding; much of the property flooding is not expected to occur until more extreme 
flood flows. 

Options Appraisal 

3.45 For each of the areas of Dickens Heath, Tidbury Green, Cheswick Green, the area 
around Pear Tree Crescent and the River Cole corridor a long list of options was 
developed following a review of the site specific flood mechanisms, site observations, 
previous correspondence with residents and operational knowledge from Officers. The 
long list categorised the options into Natural Flood Management, Flood Storage, 
Conveyance Improvements, Permanent Raised Defences and Resilience Measures. 

3.46 As per Appendix C of the Initial Assessment, each of the long list options was then 
assessed and scored using Multi-Criteria Analysis (MCA) against Flood Risk, 
Technical, Economic, Environment, Stakeholders and Health and Safety categories. 
From this a short list of options was developed for further analysis and the benefits of 
each option being delivered estimated.  

3.47 For each short listed option a cost estimation exercise was then undertaken to 
calculate construction costs, maintenance costs, design and appraisal fees, survey 
fees and consents and finally staff costs. Using the benefits and costs of each option, 
a benefit cost ratio was calculated for each option along with a partnership funding 
score. Summary sheets for each of the options is given in Appendix D of the Initial 
Assessment. 



 

 
 

3.48 Based on the calculated benefit cost ratio of each short listed option, a leading 
economic option for each area was identified. Table 1 sets out the leading option that 
has been identified for each area and the identified level of Flood Defence Grant in 
Aid that may potentially be available via the Environment Agency from the Department 
for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs. Unfortunately none of the leading options 
could be expected to be entirely funded for delivery via the FDGiA funding mechanism 
and other sources of funding would be required to enable delivery of each scheme. 

3.49 Property Level Resistance and Resilience (PLR) options have emerged as the leading 
economic options for each area, due to the relatively low anticipated capital costs 
associated with the procurement and delivery. Whilst the risk of flooding can never be 
eliminated entirely, PLR helps reduce the risk of flood water entering homes or 
businesses and also the damage that it can cause once inside. 

Flood Cell Option 
No. 

Description Potential 
Available FDGiA 

Potential 
Additional Money 

Required 

Cheswick Green CH3 Property Level 
Resilience 

£23k £5k 

Dickens Heath DH2 Property Level 
Resilience 

£0k £14k 

Tidbury Green TG2 Property Level 
Resilience 

£14k £39k 

River Cole RC11 Property Level 
Resilience 

£3k £54k 

Pear Tree 
Crescent 

PT1 Property Level 
Resilience 

£86k £55k 

Table 1: Identified Leading Options and Potential Funding Sources 

3.50 It is important to note at this stage that the funding amounts are based on the 
assumptions made in the Initial Assessment and will be subject to more detailed work 
as each business case progresses. In addition, it should be noted that each option is 
built up around the number of properties that would attract FDGiA funding as they are 
in the very significant risk category of flooding and not necessarily all of those that 
flooded in May 2018 and which therefore may desire protection.  

3.51 As such, whilst the level of Flood Defence Grant in Aid funding indicated in Table 1 
will probably not change, the additional money required for each option will only 
increase. Where £0k FDGiA is available then this is due to the affected properties not 
qualifying for funding due to their construction being after 2011.  

 

 

 



 

 
 

3.52 There are various options open to the Council to obtain the additional money required 
to deliver the identified PLR schemes. As Lead Local Flood Authority it is possible for 
the Council to bid to the Trent Regional Flood and Coastal Committee for Local Levy 
funding to top up the FDGiA funding to the required amount. However, funding is 
limited and in order to be successful any proposal must demonstrate how it would 
meet certain ‘Trent Outcome Measures’ that are required by the Committee. It is also 
likely that there would also be an expectation that partnership funding be made 
available.  

3.53 Whilst it may be technically feasible to deliver alternative capital interventions across 
each area, the economic analysis indicates that the FDGiA mechanism is unlikely to 
constitute a significant source of project funding due to the low levels of qualifying 
benefits under the current Partnership Funding rules. Significant alternative sources of 
local funding would therefore need to be obtained to promote the delivery of 
alternative, less cost-effective capital interventions. 

Recommendations 

3.54 For the areas of Hockley Heath and Olton, subject to the outcome of further 
discussions with Severn Trent Water and the Environment Agency, it is recommended 
that Officers consult with the affected communities on the introduction of appropriate 
schemes and develop appropriate business cases where relevant. 

3.55 For the areas of Dickens Heath, Tidbury Green, Cheswick Green, the area around 
Pear Tree Crescent and the River Cole corridor, the Initial Assessment recommends 
that the Council consults with the relevant stakeholders on the leading options 
identified.  

3.56 For areas where PLR has been identified then short-form business cases should be 
developed to secure FDGiA funding to contribute towards design and construction. 
The economic analysis has concluded that it would likely be necessary for the Council 
to secure local levy to support the delivery of these options, which would also need to 
be applied for. 

3.57 For areas where flood storage has been identified, the Initial Assessment 
recommends that the Council continues working with developers and other partners to 
identify opportunities to jointly deliver flood risk management enhancements. The 
Initial Assessment identified that the following flood storage options may warrant 
further consideration: 

o CH7 – Flood Storage on the Mount Brook upstream of Cheswick Green 

o DH7 – Enhanced Flood Storage downstream of Griffin Lane 

o RC1 – Flood Storage upstream of Peterbrook Road 

  



 

 
 

Part 3 – Proposed Policy for Individual Property Level Resistance and 
Resilience Surveys 

3.58 As set out earlier, the Initial Assessment work that has been undertaken as a result of 
the flooding in May 2018 recommends the introduction of Property Level Resistance 
and Resilience (PLR) schemes across the areas of Cheswick Green, Dickens Heath, 
Tidbury Green and Pear Tree Crescent. It is also likely that such measures would be 
of benefit to the areas of Hockley Heath and Olton that also experienced flooding in 
May 2018. 

3.59 Whilst there is a clear pathway to delivering area wide Property Level Resistance and 
Resilience schemes following a flood event, it can be difficult for individual property 
owners to attract similar support. Following the flood event of May 2018 and several 
other isolated incidents, Officers received requests for such assistance and as such 
have identified a need for a suitable policy to be developed. A draft policy has been 
produced for consideration and approval, as per Appendix D of this report.  

3.60 To assist individual property owners, the Council is able to access the Environment 
Agency’s National Property Flood Resilience Framework. The framework comprises 
various lots, which include access to detailed property surveys as well as the supply 
and installation of Property Level Resistance and Resilience measures. Access to 
these lots helps with the delivery of any such project, ensuring that the risk to a 
property is understood, as well as that the appropriate items are sourced from 
reputable suppliers and installed correctly. 

4. What options have been considered and what is the evidence telling us about 
them? 

4.1 In May 2018 over 300 reports of flooding to property were received, with residents 
being forced to leave their homes and live in alternative accommodation. The local 
road network was also impacted and impassable in places. 

4.2 11 locations were investigated in more detail to identify the causes and mechanisms 
of the flooding and a report produced in accordance with the Flood and Water 
Management Act 2010. An action from the report was to consider measures that can 
reduce the risk of future flooding at locations that were affected in May 2018.  

4.3 For the areas of Hockley Heath and Olton, the outcome of further discussions with 
Severn Trent Water and the Environment Agency will help to identify the most 
appropriate way forward, but it is likely that PLR measures will prove most beneficial. 

4.4 As set out in Part 2 of this report, an Initial Assessment has been undertaken of the 
areas of Dickens Heath, Tidbury Green, Cheswick Green, the area around Pear Tree 
Crescent and the River Cole corridor. This work has defined a baseline situation, 
against which identified options have been appraised and assessed in accordance 
with Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management guidance.  

 

 

 



 

 
 

4.5 Various options have been short listed but based on the calculated benefit cost ratio, a 
leading economic option for each area has been identified. Unfortunately none of the 
leading options could be expected to be entirely funded for delivery via the FDGiA 
funding mechanism and other sources of funding would be required to enable delivery 
of each scheme, either through securing local levy funding or by way of support from 
the Council or partners. 

5. Reasons for recommending preferred option 

5.1 For the areas of Hockley Heath and Olton, an appropriate scheme will be based on 
the outcome of further discussions with Severn Trent Water and the Environment 
Agency, but it is likely that PLR measures will prove most beneficial. 

5.2 For the areas of Dickens Heath, Tidbury Green, Cheswick Green, the area around 
Pear Tree Crescent and the River Cole corridor, the Initial Asssement has identified 
leading options in accordance with Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management 
guidance. Whilst it may be technically feasible to deliver alternative capital 
interventions across each area, the economic analysis indicates that the FDGiA 
mechanism is unlikely to constitute a significant source of project funding due to the 
low levels of qualifying benefits under the current Partnership Funding rules. 
Significant alternative sources of local funding would therefore need to be obtained to 
promote the delivery of alternative, less cost-effective capital interventions. 

6. Implications and Considerations 

6.1 Delivery of key themes in the Council Plan: 

How will the options/proposals in this report contribute to the delivery of the key 
themes in the Council Plan? 

☐ Improve Health and Wellbeing  

☒ Managed Growth –  

o Delivering the Growth and Sustainable Development Strategy for the Borough 

o Shaping places with Communities 

o Delivering our Green Prospectus 

o Driving our Economic Success 

☐ Build Stronger Communities 

☐ Deliver Value  

6.2 Implications for children and young people, vulnerable groups and particular 
communities: 

6.2.1 None. 



 

 
 

6.3 Consultation and Scrutiny: 

6.3.1 The Stronger Communities and Neighbourhood Services Scrutiny Board received a 
briefing note at the November 2019 meeting on work undertaken by Officers following 
the May 2018 flooding. 

6.4 Financial implications: 

6.4.1 The day to day running of the Flood Risk Management team and the undertaking of its 
statutory duties as set out in Part 1 of this report are primarily funded through Council 
core revenue funding. The 2019/20 budget for Flood Risk Management is £230,070.  

6.4.2 As set out in Section 3.37, outline scheme proposals have been submitted for the 
Stratford Road, Hockley Heath and the part of Olton that was affected by flooding in 
May 2018.  

6.4.3 Table 1 in Section 3.49 of this report sets out the leading option for each area covered 
by the Initial Assessment and the identified level of Flood Defence Grant in Aid that 
may potentially be available via the Environment Agency from the Department for 
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs. Unfortunately none of the leading options could 
be expected to be entirely funded for delivery via the FDGiA funding mechanism and 
other sources of funding would be required to enable delivery of each scheme. For the 
options set out in Table 1, £126,000 of Flood Defence Grant in Aid could potentially be 
attracted, but £167,000 of additional monies would be required alongside this.  

6.4.4 As set out in Sections 3.50 and 3.51, the funding amounts are based on the 
assumptions made in the Initial Assessment and will be subject to more detailed work 
as each business case progresses. Whilst the level of Flood Defence Grant in Aid 
funding indicated in Table 1 will probably not change, the additional money required 
for each option will only increase.  

6.4.5 In terms of making up this shortfall, Officers have identified that it may be possible to 
bid to the Trent Regional Flood and Coastal Committee for Local Levy funding, which 
is used for flood risk management projects that are not considered to be national 
priorities and which do not attract full funding through FDGiA. However, it is highly 
unlikely that enough Local Levy would be given to complete the funding of each of the 
leading options and as such there will be a need for other partnership contributions to 
be made. 

6.4.6 As such, Officers have explored the use of Community Infrastructure Levy (CIL) 
funding to contribute towards the delivery of the short listed options. Monies raised 
through CIL could be used to contribute towards the delivery of the short listed 
options, and this is recognised in the ‘Regulation 123 List’ which includes “projects 
aligned with the Council’s Local Flood Risk Management Strategy” as being suitable 
for funding (or part funding) through CIL. However it should be recognised that CIL 
funding is a limited resource and is subject to demands from other strategic 
infrastructure projects. 

6.4.7 Given the above, it is recommended that Officers continue to explore Local Levy and 
other partnership contribution opportunities as part of the business case development 
for each identified option.  



 

 
 

6.4.8 Finally, as set out in Part 3 of this report, Officers have proposed a policy to assist 
individual property owners through the provision of free Property Level Resistance 
and Resilience Surveys. As per Appendix D, a sum of money to fund surveys will be 
made available annually from the Council’s Flood Risk Management budget and 
agreed by Cabinet Member as part of the Flood Risk Management Annual Update 
report each year, with the number of surveys completed each year being dependant 
on the sum of money agreed as part of the above process. Based on the 2019/20 
Flood Risk Management budget allocation and an estimated cost of less than £1,000 
per survey, a budget of £20,000 is recommended to be set aside from the 2020/21 
revenue budget for this purpose. 

6.5 Legal implications: 

6.5.1 The Flood and Water Management Act 2010 places a duty on Local Authorities to 
prepare and put in place strategies for managing flood risk from groundwater, surface 
water and ordinary watercourses in their areas. 

6.6 Risk implications: 

6.6.1 None. 

6.7 Statutory Equality Duty: 

6.7.1 A Fair Treatment Assessment was undertaken of the service in May 2016. A number 
of actions were identified as a result of the assessment and which are monitored 
through the Managed Growth and Communities Directorate Fair Treatment Action 
List. 

7. List of appendices referred to 

7.1 Appendix A – Proposed Service Area Work Plan to January 2021 

7.2 Appendix B – May 2018 Flood Event Action Plan 

7.3 Appendix C – Initial Assessment 

7.4 Appendix D – Proposed Policy on Individual Property Level Resistance and Resilience 
Surveys 

8. Background papers used to compile this report 

8.1 None. 

9. List of other relevant documents 

9.1 Solihull Local Flood Risk Management Strategy, 2015. 


