	
	AGENDA ITEM 4

	
	EDE/26/10

	
	

	Committee:


	Economic Development and Environment Policy & Scrutiny Committee



	Date:


	18 November 2010

	SCRUTINY REVIEW ON THE RELATIONSHIP WITH STATUTORY UNDERTAKERS IN THE WAY WORKS ARE UNDERTAKEN ON THE HIGHWAY
(Minute 52/October 2010)


	Enquiries to:


	Christine Sharland, Governance Officer

01245 430450
christine.sharland@essex.gov.uk


In October 2010 (Minute 52) the Committee began the process of taking evidence as part of its review on the relationship with Statutory Undertakers in the way that works are undertaken on the highway.  The objectives of the review are:

· To understand the relationship between the Highways Authority and statutory undertakers with regard to highways work and their respective roles, responsibilities and legislative powers.

· To assess the level of consultation, co-ordination and co-operation that exists and monitoring when statutory undertakers are carrying out works in the highway.

· To investigate the level of compliance of the statutory undertakers with current legislation and the arrangements, which are in place in Essex.

· To identify improvements that could be made to the co-ordination and carrying out of works by statutory undertakers and the Council and to reduce inconvenience to the public, minimise disruption and maximise the benefit of works.

In October Members received report EDE/23/10 and an overview from Liz Saville, the County Council’s ITS and Congestion Manager, on the way that work may be undertaken in the highway by the utility companies and action that is being taken to improve the Council’s management of its New Roads and Street Works Service.
At this meeting the Committee will focus upon taking evidence from representatives from the Utility Companies, who have been invited to present their perspective on carrying out works in the highway, and to share their views upon the way that their relationship with the County Council is evolving in Essex in the light of any new approaches being developed.
The following questions have been referred to the Utility Companies to facilitate the Committee in taking forward the review:
1. What are the reasons for the Utility Companies undertaking works in the public highway?  How can such works be minimised now and in the future?
2. Are the individual Utility Companies aware of planned works being undertaken by the Highways Authority and other companies in the highway?  What facilities do the Utility Companies use to access information on proposed works in the highway?  How useful are those facilities?
3. How do the Utility Companies share information and consult upon their own proposed works?  Do they rely upon the Highways Authority to communicate to the public at large, or do they undertake additional communication to complement the statutory requirement processes?
4. Why do the Utility Companies adopt different approaches to notifying the public about their works and their effect upon the highway? Eg some put notices through local letterboxes advising of works, while others don’t.
5. Why does it appear that the Utility Companies do not co-ordinate their work in such as a way as to minimise disruption to the public eg by co-ordinating work so that a trench is dug once, works are programmed to co-incide , and then the highway is reinstated thus negating the need for a new trench to be dug etc for a different company to carry out its works.
6. Are there different approaches to works being undertaken in urban and rural locations?
7. Who undertakes highway work on behalf of the Utility Companies eg do they have their own highways teams or do they sub-contract?  (Would sub contractors work for more than one company?)
8. Why does it take a long time for highways furniture to be connected eg electricity to lamp posts?
9. Are there any issues that the Utility Companies want to draw to the Committee’s attention as a part of this review?
10. How do the Utility Companies interpret ‘emergency works’ in terms of seeking a road closure?
At a future meeting of the Committee representatives from some road user groups such as the Emergency Services and bus companies will be invited to share their perspectives on works being undertaken in the highway, such as the information available and management of works.
Action required by the Committee: 

The Committee is requested to consider the evidence presented to the meeting, and to identify any particular questions that Members may wish to pose to witnesses as part of this review.
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