LONDON STREET WORKS HIGHWAY GROUP

QUARTERLY MEETING - 7TH APRIL 2004

	Present:
	Steve Barriff
	-
	Corporation of London

	
	Barry Lucas
	-
	London Borough of Islington

	
	Peter Dixon
	-
	London Borough of Croydon

	
	Jim Blewett
	-
	TfL

	
	Roger Khanna
	-
	London Borough of Hammersmith & Fulham

	
	Bob Hetherington
	-
	London Borough of Bromley

	
	Vaitiolingam Shanmingatingam
	-
	London Borough of Ealing

	
	
	
	

	Apologies:
	Graham Morse
	-
	London Borough of Redbridge

	
	Jo Hollier
	-
	Bexley Council

	
	Bob Bayley
	-
	TfL


	1.
	Notes of Meeting held on 1st October 2003 and Matters Arising


	ACTION

	
	These were agreed with the majority of action points covered on items within the current agenda.


	

	
	
	
	

	2.
	Future Management of LSWHG


	

	
	The Chairs of all of the Area Groups reported that there was some reluctance from each of the groups to change.

Although there was a possibility that the changes discussed at the January meeting would be forced upon the groups a compromise position whereby a new ‘Central Group’ be established with meetings held at least twice a year.

The minutes of this group’s meetings would form an agenda item for the Central Maintenance Group.
	Chair/Secretary



	
	
	

	3.
	Traffic Management Bill
	

	
	BH reported that amendments made at committee stage were included in the Third Reading of the Bill and that it was now approaching the committee stage in the Lords. Enactment in September 2004 is still a strong possibility.
	

	
	Regulations for Parts 2, 3 and 4 of the Act would be required as the Act is an Enabling Act only.

A guidance note for Network Management is likely to be published in September.

Guidance for the London SRN is likely to be published at the same time. ALG, GLA, LoTAG and GOL are to formulate the agreement as to what will constitute the LSRN.
	


	
	Network Management
	

	
	Key performance indicators for Network Management are likely to be CPA based.

Monthly meetings will be held for the Network Management Group. (Mark Prior and Peter Brown will represent TfL and Joe Weiss will represent the London Boroughs).

Publication of Guidance Notes is scheduled for September, but there will be limited consultation on both sides. 
	

	
	
	

	
	Working Parties.

· Permits.

The introduction of a permit system will require that the Co-ordination Code of Practice be rewritten.

There will be an increase in the exchange of information by utilities and authorities.

It is likely that a best practice note will be published on ‘How to Co-ordinate’.

Weekly meetings are being held to discuss this subject.

· Directions. 

Situation similar to that of permits but meetings are held less frequently.

· Fixed Penalty Notices.

Situation similar to that of permits but meetings are held less frequently.

More is likely to be known after the July meeting of the HAUC legislative group.
	

	
	
	

	4.
	LondonWorks
	

	
	JB reports that the MISS system continues to be rolled out and that the take up has been very good with only 7 boroughs remaining to have the system installed.

Barnet are not likely to take the system because of some local problems.

BH said that TfL had requested that event co-ordination be centralised but this had been refused.

Level 3 gazetteers were all complete but the maintenance of the additional street data fields had yet to be agreed.
	

	
	
	

	5.
	London HAUC issues
	

	
	Minutes of January meeting just received and a few inaccuracies have been noted.

Bromley have had 3 Interphone kiosks removed (item 14(c)). JB agreed to circulate application forms for the removal of kiosks from Interphone.


	

	6.
	Area Matters
	

	
	NorthEast.

· BTL referred to a letter sent by Newham describing problems arising from works being carried out by a number of contractors at a single location. The meeting agreed that he was wrong to negotiate with contractors and suggested that he have meetings with the utilities concerned.

· BTL informed the meeting of a letter sent by Andrew Boyle Associates regarding a ‘Road Works On-line Project’.

West

· Asked whether there were plans to give advice on section 81 notifications. It was confirmed that nothing was likely to happen on this subject until the next revision of the Reinstatements CoP.

South

· Requested confirmation that the £21 inspection fee naturally resulted in a £42 defect inspection fee. Confirmed.

· Asked whether there was a clear definition of what constituted ‘works for road purposes’. Nothing hard and fast appears to exist.


	

	7.
	Any Other Business
	

	
	· Request from the National Street Works Group for all boroughs to keep the prosecution index up.

· All boroughs should have received a letter from Network Rail regarding ODB.

· A draft procedure for over-running works is being considered in the light of the Leicester case.

· Clash of meeting dates of South and West groups.
	

	
	
	
	

	8.
	
	Date of next Meeting

7th July 2004. Commencing at 10.30 a.m. at TfL offices, Eccleston Place.
	


