HIGHWAY AUTHORITIES AND UTILITIES COMMITTEE (UK)

MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE HIGHWAY AUTHORITIES AND UTILITIES COMMITTEE HELD ON 16 JULY 2003 AT THE NJUG OFFICES, MILLBANK CENTRE, 30 MILLBANK, LONDON SW1P 4RD


PRESENT

Peter Goode (In the Chair)
Nottingham City Council

Harry Pendleton (Joint Chair)
Cable & Wireless

Chris Walker
East Sussex CC / CSS

Allan Carter
Highways Agency

Bob Hetherington
LB Bromley

David Baker
TfL

Peter Whitehouse
Sandwell MBC

Barrie Davies
Pembrokeshire CC / WATO

Bill Murphy
Scottish RAUC

Mike Talbot
DfT

Tim Barrow
DfT

Ian Jones
DfT

Stephen Chandler
Welsh Assembly Government

Frank Stewart
Thus

Les Guest
Transco

Mark Ostheimer
ntl

Peter Crouch
Water UK

Findlay Taylor
Scottish RAUC

David Start 
Electricity Association

Jack Shaw
DRD(NI) / NIRAUC

Brian Bell
Network Rail

Ron Weaver
Telewest Broadband

Irene Elsom
NJUG

Zanele Mtshali
NJUG

Graham Eaton
LGA

1. 
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE
Chris Tunstall (Joint Chair)
Durham CC

Andy Bellwood
Network Rail

Dave Turnbull
BT

Iain Gardener
Scottish Executive

Neal Walshe
Telewest Broadband

Lester Sondon
Water UK

Bob Millican
NIRAUC

2. 
NOTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 23 APRIL 2003
The notes of the last meeting were agreed.

3. 
MATTERS ARISING

3.1
Inspections Code of Practice

The Joint Chairs have written to Devon CC to express their disappointment at its stance on the Inspections Code of Practice. Devon CC have responded stating that they are unable to fully adopt the Code since they state that they must protect the interests of the Authority and public and not permit codes to diminish statutory powers.


3.2
ISB IT Project
Tim Barrow reported that AMTEC have still to provide their final report.

ACTION: DfT


3.3
Trenchless Technology Best Practice Guide
Ian Jones reported that the Steering Group have met and agreed that they aim for producing the guide by April 2004. 


4.
DfT TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT BILL
The DfT are progressing the proposed new Bill. A meeting of the Steering Group was held recently, followed by Tim Barrow issuing a list of the 'major' measures under consideration for inclusion (Traffic Managers, Permits, Powers to direct (s56), Offences, Making codes statutory, Applying codes to highway works, Full or half width reinstatements, Ducts, S58, Clarifying works for road purposes, S82 (2) clarification for sewerage authorities, S74 skips and scaffolding.) The list is to be considered by both the highway-side and utility-side and other stakeholders in providing information for the necessary Regulatory Impact Assessment. There are other 'minor' measures under consideration and Tim Barrow will issue a list of these also.

ACTION: Tim Barrow

It was recognised that the new Bill will only apply to England and Wales in terms of the primary legislation. Wales and Scotland will need to consider how the changes are dealt with.

The joint Chairs expressed concern there is an appearance that HAUC(UK) views, comments and concerns are not being taken into account. Tim Barrow gave assurances that any comments, etc are being taken into account.

As yet the timing of the introduction of the new Bill is not clear with Parliament due to go into recess this week, returning for a short period in September and fully returning in October.

5.
WORKING PARTY / SITUATION REPORTS

5.1
Co-ordination Working Group
The joint Chairs presented a report proposing that the Code be adopted and signed off by HAUC(UK). The working group have met in Coventry to consider the responses to the consultation and prepared a report and draft code for consideration and signing off by HAUC(UK). Members expressed their appreciation of the work undertaken by the working group in meeting the timescale. The highway-side wished for the reference to street lighting connections in the definition of works for road purposes and the Utility-side wanted the reference to s74 and administrative overruns to be removed. Both of these points are due to ongoing legal cases. The Utility-side expressed concern that insufficient time had been available to fully consider the proposals from Coventry. Some issues had been noted that requires clarification. Because of this they could not endorse the Code at this stage. The working group is due to meet on 24 July 2003 to further consider the DfT proposals to change the criteria for traffic sensitivity. In order to minimise any delay to the Code it was agreed that any issues, limited to those changes highlighted in the latest version, are to be to sent to Graham Eaton for forwarding to the joint Chairs of the working group for consideration at that meeting and then reporting back to the joint Chairs of HAUC(UK). Following agreement the Code will be signed off.

ACTION: Members, Graham Eaton and Working Group

Brian Bell was concerned about the timescale for making changes to Appendix F. This is to be referred for clarification to the working group. He was also concerned about the introduction of the Appendix in Wales and Scotland. Steve Chandler stated that the Appendix had been adopted as best practice in Wales. Findlay Taylor stated that he would be willing to pursue adoption in Scotland. 

ACTION: Working Group, Findlay Taylor 

5.2
Specification Working Group

The report from the joint Chairs was noted and the recommendation to further review the Code in 2004 was agreed. 

ACTION: Joint Chairs

It was reported that a draft version of the handbook was being consulted on within the working group. Findlay Taylor requested that the Scottish Executive logo be incorporated. Tim Barrow to investigate. 

ACTION: Tim Barrow

5.3 Diversionary Works Working Group
The joint Chairs presented a report proposing that the Code be adopted and signed off by HAUC(UK).  The highway-side expressed their concerns over the issue of C4 estimates and stating that they could not agree to the compromise proposed. Because of the legal action being taken by BT the Code would need to be delayed until the outcome was known. The Utility-side expressed their disappointment. Unfortunately the issue is the major issue contained within the revised Code and cannot be simply removed to allow the Code to progress. There was concern expressed by all that such action would act to de-motivate the working group. Since the Business Plan allowed for Stage 2 to follow on it was thought by the Highway-side that the work should continue where possible, however the Utility-side stated that they did not agree. It was agreed that the highway-side report on C4 estimates should be passed to NJUG for their consideration as to whether it represents any new arguments not already considered. The joint Chairs to further report back to HAUC(UK).

ACTION: Working Group   


5.4
Training and Accreditation Working Group
The joint Chairs presented a report proposing that Assessment Centres should have a CD-ROM based method for selecting questions for candidates (option 2). The proposal was accepted and should be progressed.

ACTION: Working Group


5.5
Safety Working Group
The Code is due for review, Mike Talbot reported that as far as he is aware there are no major issues but there is a proposal within the new Bill for both Utilities and Highway Authorities to work to the same requirements. Also the Highways Agency are proposing a review of Chapter 8. There was concern that the review might not fully encompass all classifications of roads. Allan Carter stated that there is also a 'Sector 12' working group looking at signing. Again there were concerns that this should be a matter that was dealt with via a single route bringing together all aspects and that all interested parties are involved including HAUC(UK). Mike Talbot and Allan Carter to investigate and report.

ACTION: Mike Talbot and Allan Carter


5.6
Records Working Group
Nothing to report.

5.7
Inspections and Inspection Fees Review Working Groups

The Inspections Code is due for review by the joint Chairs of the working group in November 2003 reporting to HAUC(UK) in January 2004.

Frank Stewart reported that the work of the group was continuing and it hoped to report to the next meeting (October 2003) with a recommended sample inspection fee.

5.8 Conference Organising Committee
The 2004 Conference Committee has commenced work. A venue for the conference was proving difficult. It had been hoped to have the conference in Cardiff. 

5.9
Section 74 and Section 74A Halcrow Monitoring Project
S74 - Tim Barrow reported that Halcrow had presented their report and it will be circulated shortly.

S74A – The report is outstanding but it is hoped will be available shortly.

6. 
HAUC BUSINESS PLAN
The updated Business Plan was agreed but it was recognised that it would need further changes to reflect the decisions made at this meeting on the various Codes and that it could be substantially changed when the workload implications associated with the new Bill are known.

ACTION: G Eaton

7.
RAUC CORING REPORT


Bill Murphy presented the RAUC coring report. Findlay Taylor stated that RAUC accepted the findings of this exercise and that the various undertakers have done a lot of work in ensuring that compliance is achieved and so the next report should show an improvement. Mike Talbot said that the department was encouraged by the joint approach to improving matters. Highway-side members expressed the view that it was not just a Scottish problem. Chris Walker agreed to co-ordinate the collection of available results of Highway Authority coring and, where available, jointly agreed information.

ACTION: Chris Walker

8.
ANY OTHER BUSINESS

None.

9.
DATE OF NEXT MEETING
The next meeting would be held on 15 October 2003 at the NJUG offices, Millbank Centre, 30 Millbank, London SW1P 4RD.
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