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WELSH HAUC MEETING  

 Minutes of meeting held on the 18th June 2014 

Venue –  Mid Wales Fire & Rescue HQ – Llandrindod Wells  

www.whauc.com 

 

Present 

 

 

 

 

 

  
ID -   Ian David (Co-Chair) Bridgend CBC 
PW - Patsy Ward (Co-Chair) Dŵr Cymru Welsh Water 
MY - Michael Young (Joint Secretary) South Wales Trunk Road Agent/WG 
GB - Graham Bond (Joint Secretary) Wales & West Utilities 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
SH -  Steve Hodges Caerphilly  
SD – Steve Daly Conwy 
MT - Michelle Thomas Cardiff  
CC -  Cliff Cleaton Carmarthenshire  
MJ(G) - Mike Jones Gwynedd  
WL - Wayne Lee Merthyr  
MJ(M) - Mike Jones Monmouthshire  
GT - Gary Thomas Neath Port Talbot  
AD - Alison Davies Rhondda Cynon Taf  
BB -  Ben Beachell Welsh Government 
DP -  Dave Patrick BT – Openreach 
TE -  Tristan Edwards Carillion 
MB -Margaret Burgess Network Rail 
MO- Mark Ostheimer Virgin Media 
RE - Ross Edwards Virgin Media 
MH – Matthew Hellen Scottish Power 
MG – Matthew Gabriel Morgan Sindall 
AP – Anita Price Severn Trent Water 
  
Apologies Received  
  
Adrian Hughes Mid & West Wales Fire 
Andrea Capel SWTRA 
Alan Jones Isle of Anglesey 
Alan Rainford Virgin Media 
Phil Parry Ceredigion & Powys 
Marc Owen  Pembrokeshire  
Dean Howard Swansea 
Andrew Villars Torfaen CBC 
Ken Evans Vale of Glamorgan 
David Hesketh Wrexham 
Graham Austin BT – Openreach 
Phil Jones Dee Valley Water 
Rhodri Jones CECA Wales 
Richard Broome Fisher German 
Richard Gent Fisher German 
Baz Lokat GeoPlace 
Jonathan Edgoose Mitras Composites 
Lee Connah Scottish Power 
Amee Naish Wales and West Utilities 
Samantha Brothwell Western Power Distribution 
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Steve Rudall Western Power Distribution 
Phil Chatfield Welsh Government 
Phil Llewellyn Western Power Distribution 
  
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

No Response  

  

Andy Swift BT – Openreach 

Janelle Hotter Newport 

Chris Nesbitt Cable & Wireless/Vodafone 

Jonathan Willicombe Swansea 

Lloyd Jones Caerphilly 

Paul Fairclough Wrexham 

Michael McCalla Network Rail 

Paul Gray Blaenau Gwent 

Sam Tulley Flintshire 

Darren Green Wrexham 

Ynyr Roberts Openreach 

Tina Davenport Denbighshire  

David Capon JAG Manager 

Essel Hagen Network Rail 

Gemma Bishop Dwr Cymru Welsh Water 

Alastair Byers Network Rail 

Hilary Ryan Scottish Power 

Richard Broome Fisher German 

Matthew Hellen Scottish Power 

Paul Llewellyn WPD 

Phil Murphy Carillion 

Robert Gravelle Gravelle’s Mobility 

Stacey Williams Morgan Sindall 

Phil Chatfield Welsh Government 
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1.0 Welcome and Introductions Action 

2.0 Apologies -  23 received, 22 in attendance, as attendee list: Link to document  

2.1 PW explained the meeting format had been changed and discussion items would be brought 

forward and matters arising pushed back. Feedback on the change to the meeting running 

order would be appreciated. 

 

3.0 EToN6  

3.1 

 

 

 

PW - Open discussion regarding utilisation, functionality, take up and how users are getting 

on with the system. A matrix was circulated sometime ago to establish who was or would be 

using the various functions of EToN6. MY commented that it would be good to circulate the 

matrix again.  

ID commented that take up was high and was being installed, however it is not widely known 

or understood who was using what in terms of system functionality. MO said that 

attachments were the area where difficulties arose and take up of this functionality was low. 

There are some anomalies where the technical specification wasn’t quite correct which the 

EDG are trying to resolve. GB commented that with attachments users are not sharing a file 

but a URL link to the document or picture stored on an external server outside an 

organisations firewall. PW had security concerns.  

MJ(G) commented that there was some confusion on what could and couldn’t be used, 

processes had changed and there was no consistency and questioned whether a working 

group was needed to look at the processes, S81, S72, TTL forms etc, fax, e-mail. ID felt that it 

now might be appropriate to organise a work shop to look at these issues and feedback to 

EDG from a practitioner level. CC Commented It would be interesting to learn how the EDG 

perceive these functions working.  

PW thought WHAUC group has worked hard over the years to ensure the quality of the data 

on S81 and S72 was acceptable and good and that quality had perhaps been compromised by 

EToN6.  

PW asked how a workshop would be structured, needs to cover all of Wales and involve all 

types of software providers products, possibly at a central Wales location. PW willing to 

arrange a group to look at EToN6 but wanted something that everyone was willing to buy 

into.  RE asked what the end product would be from this group. PW initially it will be about 

sharing knowledge and experiences. After that initial workshop we could then assign tasks 

for individuals to look at specific items which could feed some useful information to the EDG. 

PW asked for assistance in facilitating the workshop, MY offered the use of NMWTRA Auto 

Palace offices in Llandrindod and AC to assist in any capacity. PW to send out some dates.  

GB felt we need to drive the conclusions from this forward to the national group.  

  

 

MY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PW 

4.0 SROH V3 Wales  

http://www.whauc.com/site/WHAUC%20June%202014/Attend%20June%202014%20Post%20Meeting.pdf
http://www.whauc.com/site/WHAUC%20June%202014/Attend%20June%202014%20Post%20Meeting.pdf
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4.1 

 

 

 

 

 

The review group consisting of MY, PG, AR, GB and KE are due to meet again shortly to 

progress the Code and carry out the agreed minor amendments in preparation for 

presentation to WG before going out to consultation. Some issues will have to be revisited 

where agreement was not reached. MO asked if the differences between the Welsh and 

English versions would be highlighted. MY noted and advised that this would be done. 

ID advised that KE had agreed to replace MA on the national SROH working group, though KE 

does have issues with travelling. MO commented that HAUC (UK) would be looking at the 

issue of travel for working group meeting. ID also thanked MA for his hard work and 

dedication over many years and expertise will be missed.   

 

5.0 HAUC Structure for Wales  

5.1 

 

 

 

 

PW advised that a draft WHAUC business plan is being worked on and will compliment the 

Strategy document which is currently being updated. MY advised that the Strategy was 

originally published in 2012 and things had moved on since then and the document needed 

to be updated. BB commented that the NJUG meetings with the Minister was driving things 

forward and was a positive step. PW added that the meetings were not one-sided and were 

representing the interests of WHAUC group as a whole. 

PW raised that the Powys Ceredigion HAUC meetings were on hold and there was a need to 

reengage in the process. Once a meeting structure is agreed there would be a need to 

involve Severn Trent to attend meetings where ever they are to be held. SD advised that 

Powys had been invited to attend the North Wales forum and PP was keen on the idea. PW 

asked SD to include Severn Trent, Morgan Sindall Openreach and Carillion telent on future 

invites to a mid Wales forum within North Wales HAUC.  

PW asked if Cardiff could send a representative to join the South East Wales HAUC meeting. 

MT agreed to get involved but will continue with its own HAUC meeting for the time being.  

PW advised that a group from SE HAUC were looking at co-ordination schedules and 

processes to establish if any improvements can be made. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SD 

6.0 Updates/Reports WG & Regions – MY to update  

6.1 Strategy: Streetworks Strategy is currently being redrafted and updated as it’s almost 2 years 

old now, before we resubmit to the Minister. 

 

6.2 Section 74: Subject to Ministerial priorities, the Welsh Government will consult with the 

industry and review the proposed increases in line with England when resources allow. 

 

6.3 Safety Code: BB to update shortly.  

6.4 SROH V3 Wales: Covered earlier.  

6.5 HAUC (UK): A HAUC (UK) Strategy board established made up of the devolved 

administrations, with a separate HAUC England meeting arranged for operational issues to be 

discussed. The first Strategy meeting due to be held next month. MO added that they would 

be looking at working groups and which would remain as HAUC (UK) and which would be 

regional. 
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6.6 DfT Update: None at present  

6.7 Traffic Wales/Elgin: Covered in depth at last meeting. 

The offer to all Welsh local authorities of free installation of the Elgin software was made 

earlier this year and a number of authorities have taken up the offer and these installations 

have commenced. Some authorities have highlighted issues and we appreciate the feedback 

we’re receiving. Later in the year we hope to establish a user group to look at how we can 

refine the system and address any issues. It’s still very much work in progress and I have 

invited Elgin to our next WHAUC meeting to give us a presentation and discuss progress and 

developments. WHAUC 29th October. 

GB highlighted that WWU were now using Elgin and would like to be involved in any drive to 

improve and utilise the system. MY agreed and when a working group is established then the 

offer to other users such as Network Rail and WWU to attend would be extended. 

MJ(G) highlighted that they were utilising Elgin as an internal noticing package and creating 

works notices via this system. 

 

6.8 Regional Reports  

6.8.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MY gave update reports from regional HAUC meetings which are available via the links 

below: 

Cardiff - No report at present 

North Wales: Link to document  

South East: Link to document  

South West: Link to document  

PW highlighted the issues being experienced by illegal stand pipe use and how it 

compromised water quality as a result new lids that can be accessed only by DCWW, 

authorised users and the fire service have been procured. Backlog in payments for hires of 

these standpipes. SD enquired if there was a policy, PW confirmed there was, ID asked if the 

policy could be shared, PW would make enquiries.  

MY highlighted the recent Ofcom announcement that Openreach must connect customers 

and repair faults within two days Link to document .   Discussion ensued on the involvement 

of regulators and whether it was practicable to engage with them to align their aspirations 

with NRSWA regulations.    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

PW 

7.0 Health & Safety  

7.1 

 

7.2 

BB gave update on the Safety Code errata issued by DfT recently which formalised this as a 

list of amendments Link to document    and a new copy of the Code is due out imminently. 

Within the Welsh Government’s trunk road agents they are working on a document to create 

a generic method statement for maintenance operations and activities such as gully 

emptying, grass cutting etc. to comply with the Code and once completed will share with 

 

http://www.whauc.com/site/WHAUC%20June%202014/North%20Wales%20Regional%20Report%20for%20WHAUC%20March%2026th.pdf
http://www.whauc.com/site/WHAUC%20June%202014/2014_06_13%20SE%20WHAUC%20report%20from%20Fri%202nd%20May%202014.pdf
http://www.whauc.com/site/WHAUC%20June%202014/South%20West%20Regional%20Report%20for%20WHAUC.pdf
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/technology-27484554
http://www.whauc.com/site/Safety%20CoP/Safety_SW_Code_ERRATA.pdf
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highway authorities. MJ(M) enquired why there were so many errors and why these were 

not correct prior to initial publication. MO advised that with personnel changes Geraint Killa 

from DfT delved into the Code in great detail and found a number of historical errors and 

corrected them following the initial release.  

8.0 NSG Update  

8.1 Submission of Data to the NSG – key statistics:  
174 Local Highway Authority data submissions (England 152) (Wales 22) 
SWTRA last submitted ASD data in June 2013 – Software issues 
NWTRA last submitted ASD data in Oct 2013 – to receive copy notices 
45 Utilities in past 3 months.  

 

8.2 Contractors registered with the NSG  
18 contractors had requested access in past two years, but only 12 were currently registered, 

and 9 currently downloading data. An action from HAUC England meeting was for NJUG to 

review the list to see whether any companies were no longer operating or if they were still 

operational but were not using EToN6.  

 

8.3 SWA Code requests - The NSG had received a number of requests from independent 
network providers, and 6 had been granted in past 6 months.  
A discussion ensued on the number of independent network providers and how local 

authorities could keep abreast of new assets installed by them, and ongoing ownership. 

 

8.4 Quality Levels - ASD (Associated Street Data) workshops had been happening with both 

Highways Departments and Local Street Gazetteer custodians, resulting in significant success 

and improved quality and quantity of data. Further workshops were open to any authority or 

regional group on request. Workshops have taken place in North and South Wales. 

 

8.5 New DTF (Data Transfer Format) and DEC (Data Entry Conventions) - New DEC had been 

released - the first changes in 5 years. There were now lots of opportunities to capture data, 

and provide clarification of any issues that had been observed in the past. GeoPlace had 

spoken to most software providers who had provided constructive feedback, but were 

generally in favour of the majority of changes. DTF was now out for general consultation, 

with the intention of getting full implementation of new DTF by 1st April 2015.  

 

8.6 ITN-NSG (Integrated Transport Network / National Street Gazetteer) Project - Work was 

ongoing to integrate the two data sets. Often both were used by Local Authorities and 

undertakers but they didn’t match up. Illustrative data for two areas June/July 2014 (initially 

Nottingham and West Sussex) is being produced and GeoPlace would like to work with two 

utility companies who cover that area. GeoPlace were hoping to release an initial joined-up 

product in 2015. Conwy has volunteered to take part in the illustrative data exercise for 

Wales – more information will be available over the next 6 weeks. 

 

8.7 Public Rights of Way - NSG was looking at integrating noticing of works on Public Rights of  
Way. ID highlighted the need for more engagement with PRoW officers and it was not the 

case that this piece of work needed to be completed now, discussions at the workshops was 

to ascertain how much of a piece of work this is and how great the problem is. MJ(G) pointed 

out that council housing link footpaths had been added to gazetteers and instead of being 

associated with the street they have been give their own unique numbers so there are two 
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USRNs and in theory multiple notices may be needed. Can NSG give advice and clarification 

on this? MJ(M) questioned whether PRoW were in fact ‘streets’ under NRSWA, ID advised 

that they were regarded as ‘streets’ under the NRSWA. 

ID/BL 

8.8 HAUC(UK) Performance Scorecard - GeoPlace were continuing to work hard with the Joint 

Chairs of the HAUC(UK) Performance Group on the HAUC(UK) Performance Scorecards.  

 

9.0 Best Practice & Innovation  

9.1 PW the theme of this year’s conference is best practice and innovation and will be in 

Brighton on 30th Sept. MY and possibly BB will be speaking and MY was currently working 

with some ideas and was developing a presentation on what perhaps Streetworks may look 

like in 2050. MY would welcome any ideas or contributions. 

 

10.0 Working/T&F Groups  

10.1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ID advised that the only active group was that from SE Wales HAUC looking at co-ordination 

schedules. ID suggested that the group might wish to incorporate the S58 process into this 

piece of work and assess the HAUC (UK) guidance along side this. RE asked if the group were 

looking at English regional co-ord models. MY advised that it was still very much early days, 

but the Elgin system was being used in some English regions for co-ord and this was being 

explored for Wales. PW asked if RE was aware of any good practice examples could he feed 

this back to the group. MO raised concern that some English authorities have penalised 

utilities for not proving data in a plain English format for their public facing website. MY 

agreed that this was unacceptable and would not be a practice condoned in Wales and 

utilities should continue to submit their data as EToN determines. 

MJ(G) pointed that due to political pressures they did not always know what highway works 

will be done and when, and wouldn’t wish to make that information publically available. 

DP asked whether highway authorities were issuing the S83 & S84 before issuing a S58 notice 

as Openreach need to assess their asset prior to the restriction being applied. ID advised that 

there were internal processes where these could originate from different sources within an 

HA such as maintenance, design etc. but should receive the EToN S58. DP said that they were 

experiencing issues where OR apparatus was being adjusted under an LN320 but failing 

within two years. ID felt the discussion was drifting into a specific utility issue here and 

confusing two issues. MJ(G) thought they could undertake resurfacing works under S83 and if 

OR covers are affected the HA needs to contact OR with a schedule of covers that need 

adjustment. If that surface is then protected via a S58 the HA needs to serve that 3 months in 

advance of the S83 notice. DP thought the working group need to look at this.      

 

 LUNCH 12:30 Sponsored by DCWW 

 

 

 

11.0 Network Rail GWR Electrification  
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11.1 

 

 

 

MB advised the electrification project of the GWR was funded to Cardiff and the funding of 

the valleys lines is still being debated between Cardiff and Westminster. Only funded the 

design stage on the structures. Some bridge works have commenced in the south east and 

projects are programmed for Cardiff shortly.  

SH asked if the works would be undertaken by a single contractor or multiple contractors? 

MB confirmed that a lot of different contractors would be involved in delivering the project. 

There had been early engagement with SU’s on apparatus diversions. 

PW asked whether MB could provide the next meeting with a programme or schedule of 

works/structures. 

ID recommended that MB liaise closely with Newport Streetworks team in JL’s absence and 

involve the emergency services.   

 

 

 

 

 

MB 

12.0 Guidance Notes  

12.1 The ‘Site Compounds & Containers’ and ‘Winter Working’ best practice notes have been 

largely agreed however MY is still awaiting emergency out of hours contact details from ALL 

for inclusion in he winter document. The documents should be formally released and signed 

off before the next meeting. 

 

ALL 

12.2 

 

Return Path Comments 

ID advised that this document was released at the last meeting and asked if anyone had any 

feedback or comments. Link to document   

PW had thought this a useful easy to read document and would be using it for training in 

DCWW and a good reference tool. Comments now are definitely more purposeful. 

MY thought it now needed some formatting and could then be formally signed off and 

released.  

 

13.0 Defect Handling Adoption of HAUC (UK) Advise Note Link to document   

13.1 ID thought there was some confusion over the identity of the document as it is branded as a 

HAUC (UK) AN yet HAUC England is stated on cover page. MO confirmed this was the last 

HAUC (UK) document to be produced, apologised for the confusion. ID questioned what was 

meant by ‘continued revision’, MO advised that the objective was to achieve in the long term 

for a combined England and Wales Inspections Code. All advice notes are open to revision at 

any time, this AN to clarify 4.22 in the English Code which was being misinterpreted and 

taking into account the arbitration case and this is the best compromise and achieve some 

action on the return visit cycle, as inactivity is not acceptable. ID felt the joint inspection 

process was being undermined by this note and could drive the wrong behaviour and was 

not his understanding of what will go into the final document. MO advised that with JSM’s 

authorities wanted but SU’s did not as a lot of defects were minor and could be agreed over 

the phone so trying to achieve a compromise and needed to be included somehow. ID 

highlighted that things do operate differently in Wales and we are working to a different 

version of the Code than England. Our version states that the HA will set the JSM date and 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.whauc.com/site/South%20West%20Mins/Return%20Path%20Comments%20Evaluation%20Working%20Group%20Findings%20Draft%20160114.pdf
http://www.whauc.com/site/HAUC%20UK/HAUC%20(UK)%20Advice%20Note%20Defect%20Inspections%2014%2004%202014.pdf
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time and it occurs far more frequently in Wales. MO thought that with the advent of EToN6 

then photographs of defects could be attached the S72. ID said that as a result of the 

arbitration the three opportunities to rectify a defect before the HA intervened and rectified 

it, as defects can not continued to be reissued and this document seems to change that and 

recommends an escalation process which would be the case for every defect issued. ID felt 

Wales was better served by our existing Inspections Code as this document doesn’t address 

our needs. 

Some discussion ensued over whether we should automatically adopt HAUC (UK) AN’s as 

Wales is part of the UK group or whether a separate WHAUC consultation was necessary. ID 

felt WHAUC should set out its processes and how we handle UK documents. MO advised that 

HAUC (UK) constitution states that members of other nations are invited to participate in the 

consolation process or join working groups. ID considered that the way the defect process is 

handled in Wales has not come been represented strongly enough in this document. ID 

accepted however that it was difficult to reflect in this, so logically needs another 

consultation. PW though that some kind of tick box on the front cover of documents was 

needed to identify who had or hadn’t adopted it. 

BB felt that the reorganisation of HAUC presented an opportunity to achieve such 

clarification and that is the main driver behind HAUC England i.e. to identify the origin of 

AN’s and guidance. This is common practice in Welsh Govt, where they take DfT standards 

and Welshify them. Codes of practice were more HAUC UK based, but guidance, best practice 

and advice notes could originate from HAUC England with WHAUC Welshifying them. 

ID, in conclusion the process needs clarification on how we handle these documents in Wales 

which can be incorporated with the business plan review. ID felt that the ‘Defect Handling’ 

document needed a separate consultation for Wales. MY commented that when the 

document was circulated to WHAUC members very few comments or responses were 

received. 

AD enquired whether she could receive a breakdown of outstanding defects in RCT. PW 

agreed to forward a list of outstanding DCWW defects for RCT and AD would forward a list to 

SU’s. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

AD/PW 

14.0 Coring  

14.1 ID wanted to pick up on a point from the previous meeting where concern was raised about 

some coring machines and lack of clarity on the intent behind them, but not yet followed up. 

The instances of coring are increasing on both sides and there was a need for awareness of 

this activity occurring and there appears to be some practices that are different from what 

could be reasonably expected and dialogue is key. GB thought that a coring programme 

should ultimately be about improving the quality of reinstatements but felt in Wales that 

currently was not the case. Should be more about working together to drive up standards, 

particularly on materials. PW suggested an audit of hot material suppliers to ensure 

compliance with SROH and DCWW was doing this and was willing to share that information. 

PW highlighted that in her recent meeting with the Minister that there was not a level 

playing field and no parity in terms of specification SU’s were expected to work to and those 

of HA’s. Last month in RCT DCWW achieved a 100% pass rate on coring. It is really time to 
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stop talking about this issue and deliver some action collectively. RE felt the DVD produced 

by the South West England region was beneficial Link to document and was more accessible 

and understandable than SROH to reinstatement operatives.  

SH asked PW what DCWW were coring for? PW confirmed it was to ensure compliance on 

depth and air voids. Any disputes on materials would be looked into further.   

15.0 Minutes of Last Meeting - 12th March 2014   

15.1 No corrections or amendments identified and agreed as a true record. Link to document  

16.0 Matters Arising  

(4.3) GB, Pedestrian walkways needs to be followed through as some confusion on what is and isn’t acceptable, PW to action. 

ID advised that this was something that needed to be picked up in the business plan as well 

as a particular priority. 

 

(8.1.1) The above is a brief summary of the changes in the corrected version of the new safety code and is subject to confirmation by the 

DfT. Once BB has confirmation he’ll circulate a complete list. 

Completed. 

 

(16.1) MB gave a short presentation on GWR & Valleys Line electrification progress and will forward a copy of the presentation to the 

secretariat for circulation. 

Will need to be forwarded for inclusion on website. 

 

MB 

(20.5) DH highlighted issues with slow set material being used by WWU washing out, plugging holes in reinstatement trenches with no 

notice and advised that it is ‘mobile works’. AC advised that this was raised at the last SW HAUC. GB commented that no 

excavation was taking place but acknowledged that the HA should be advised of activity. 

SB advised that this is addressed in EToN6, this activity was not necessarily a registerable. DH said visiting site was the only way 

to know it’s been done. DH was sending S72 defects for this. 

GB to get back to DH with a process. 

GB advised that he had been discussing this with DH over the last few days and the issues 

were - had the defect rectified, and the other was did these works constitute notice. The 

solution was available via EToN6 ID asked if it could be noted to close off at the next meeting. 

 

 

 

 

GB 

5.1 NJUG CEO Presentation 

ID wished to pick up on a few points made by Bob Gallienne who touched upon key areas of 

our business such as; co-ordination, improve cultural behaviour, new technology and 

minimising road occupation. Understanding the bigger picture by introducing other bodies 

into the arena such as the RAC/AA, RHA (Road Hauliers Association) may need to be pick up 

as part of the HAUC business plan.    

  

 

10.1 Presentation – Stirling Lloyd 

Prompted some debate, the technique of micro-trenching will only be used with the 

expressed permission of the HA.    

 

http://www.whauc.com/site/Reinstatement%20DVD.htm
http://www.whauc.com/site/WHAUC%20Mar%2014/WHAUC_Minutes_Mar14_FINAL_rev3.pdf
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12.1 Section 56 Directions for Timings Events 

Conclusion was the best approach was co-operation and engagement and encourage event 

organisers to communicate at an early stage.   

 

15.1 EToN 6 

As per our earlier discussions, a common sense approach is best.  

 

17.0 AOB  

17.1 NATO Summit - 4th & 5th September 

MY stressed the importance of this event and the eyes of the world were on Wales and this 

was probably the biggest event South Wales has ever seen in terms of security and potential 

disruption. The affected areas are thought to be the VoG, Cardiff, Newport and possibly parts 

of Monmouthshire, RCT and Bridgend. Schools in some of these areas may be closed for the 

event to reduce the amount of traffic on the roads and minimise disruption. SWTRA, 

Newport and Cardiff will be putting in place works embargos. 

MY requested SU’s forward an emergency contact number and named person that can be 

contacted in the event of an emergency being identified. Openreach has already supplied 

their details. 

GB commented that whilst his organisation were fully aware of the event, they were unsure 

of what the impact would be on their business. 

PW thought this presented a ‘significant risk’ to utilities businesses. MY pointed out that it 

wasn’t individual highway authorities imposing these restrictions it is being driven by the 

police and central government.  

ID stressed that we shouldn’t be dealing in speculation and concentrate on the facts which is 

difficult as the authorities (police/govt) may not be forthcoming with advance information 

for security reasons. The conclusion to the discussions around this is for utilities with 

concerns  should to go to their emergency planning teams in their organisations for advice 

and guidance. If you have received any information then you need to be clear about that 

information and its interpretation. 

 

 

 

 

 

All SU’s 

17.2 SH raised the issue of security and secrecy around VIP visits which made planning difficult.   

 

 

17.3 MT highlighted that a further embargo would be in place around the Cardiff City Stadium on 

12th August for UEFA Cup final. 

 

 

17.4 ID wished to formally thank Mo Abraham for his work and contributions to Streetworks in 

Wales over many years and Welsh HAUC wished him well in his retirement. Thanks were 

expressed to John Lewis who has now left as Streetworks manager of RCT and taking up a 

Street Lighting manager’s post with Bridgend.    
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18.0 Date and Venue of next meeting:  

18th November 2014 – Venue - Mid Wales Fire & Rescue HQ – Llandrindod Wells 

Wednesday, 29th October 2014 – Venue - Mid Wales Fire & Rescue HQ – Llandrindod Wells 

All previous minutes, presentations and other general information can be found on the 

Welsh HAUC website www.whauc.com 

 

   
 

http://www.whauc.com/

