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Notes of the UKOPA Pipeline Integrity Working Group Meeting
held at the Wilton Centre, Wilton on 24th June 2015

	PIWG/15/034

[bookmark: _GoBack]
Present:

Graeme Pailor				Sabic (Chair)
Neil Jackson				Independent Consultant (Secretary)
Jane Haswell				PIE
Robert Owen				National Grid
Steve Potts				National Grid
Ben Morgan				Wales & West Utilities
Barry Dalus				Northern Gas Networks
Nancy Leek				Penspen
John Ferrari				Essar
Roger Elllis				Essar
Fridolin Jenny				Swissgas
Jon Anstee de Mas			Exxon Mobil
Timothy Rudd				Valero
Geoff Leach				Independent Consultant*
David McCollum			National Grid**

*   part time 
** part time by telephone link

Apologies

Richard Price				BPA
Graham Canty			Gas Networks Ireland
Arnaldo Latas				BP
Richard Sellen				Perenco
Stephen Humphrey			Oil and Pipelines Agency

Minutes of Last Meeting & Matters Arising 
Minutes of Last Meeting

Accepted – Neil Jackson agreed to add Fridolin Jenny as an apology. 
Matters Arising


1. All members of the group to review Geoff Leach’s draft seismic report and provide comments by the 30th April.   Complete, this item was also discussed under item 3.

2. All members of that had contacts with pipeline companies in Northern Europe with similar seismic risk profile to the UK to make enquiries w.r.t to these companies’ current approaches to assessing seismic risk.  GP reported that he had sent an e-mail to a Dutch contact but had received no responses.  NL reported that she was currently trying to obtain a copy of a paper that described the approach in Germany.  This issue was also discussed under item 3.  Complete
	
3. NJ to invite David McCollum from National Grid to the next meeting so that the group could understand how the UKOPA seismic work could be aligned with the work currently being undertaken by National Grid in this area.  	Complete

4. JH would send out a questionnaire related to construction stresses asking UKOPA members to identify the strain data that was currently available and the data that could be made available from the relevant inspection companies, and at what cost.  Ongoing 	

5. All members of the group were asked to review and comment on the draft Penspen Dent Report 13131-RPT-002 by the 30th April.  	Some comments had been received.  Complete

6. NJ agreed to separate the PIWG budget items and the FARWG budget items onto separate spreadsheets.  Complete

7. UKOPA should to explore the option of UKOPA representing the UK Pipeline Industry on Groups such as PRCI and EPRG.   GP to make some initial enquiries on behalf of the Group.  Complete, discussed under item 2.
	
8. Members of the group were asked to review the draft Operations and Maintenance document with a view to identifying whether they believed it represented current good practice and to identify any concerns and areas where the document could be improved.  Some comments had been received, also discussed under item 5.  Complete

9. RO to ask Macaw to confirm that they are also looking at the features further away from the sleeves in addition to in the vicinity of the sleeve in order to be able to see whether the features near the sleeve are representative of the whole of the pipeline.  Complete, Macaw had confirmed that this was the case.

10. RO to submit the UKOPA expenditure request for the next phase of the sleeve work for approval.  Complete, RO reported that he was still waiting for the Purchase Order. 		
 	
11. JH to report back to the group on the proposed project management arrangements and costs for PMC Ambergate to assess the weld sample data provided by UKOPA.  Complete and discussed under item 9.

12. NJ to produce a short scope of work for further technical studies that could be funded by UKOPA to assess the potential impact of solar farms.   Complete and discussed under item 7.


PRCI Membership

As agreed at the previous meeting GP had contacted PRCI in order to ascertain the cost of UKOPA membership and detail of membership categories.  PRCI had confirmed that UKOPA could become a member and that new members are obligated to an initial three-year membership, the current fee being US $138,785.  Membership would entitle UKOPA members to immediate access to all of the current PRCI technical reports.  

The advantages of UKOPA being a member of PRCI were discussed by the group.  It was agreed that there were an number of options for UKOPA including: Full membership; just buying papers when required; going for a lesser class of membership which would have more restricted access to technical papers; becoming part of the the PRCI, EPRG, Australian Gas Association technical forum.

NJ agreed to draft a paper for the Board that discussed the pros and cons of each of these options.

Action NJ

Discussion on Way Forward With Seismic Work and National Grid Approach

David McCollum joined the meeting by telephone for this agenda item.

GP explained that objective was to ensure that the Seismic work being progressed by UKOPA aligned the work that was being undertaken by National Grid.  Geoff Leach said that David McCollum had been provided with a copy of the report that summarised the work that Geoff presented to the Group in March.  Geoff had also met with David to discuss this work.   David McCollum explained that the National Grid work was currently focusing on requirements for the design of new pipelines, it would then go on to assess what might need to be done to existing pipeline retrospectively and how to recover from a Seismic event.  

Geoff stated that the establishing the earthquake return frequency was a critical part of any assessment process.  Eurocode 8 was suggesting a 475 year return frequency, the UK National Annex identified a 2,500 year frequency.  David McCullom stated that National Grid were also using a 10,000 year frequency where the consequences of failure were considered to be very high, either in terms of safety consequences or loss of gas supplies.

It was agreed that a small PIWG subgroup meeting would be arranged to develop some screening rules that could be applied by UKOPA members in order for them to identify whether there were any parts of their pipeline networks that needed further consideration.  

NJ agreed to arrange this meeting and to invite Geoff Leach, David McCollum and JH and any other members of the group that wanted to participate.  Action NJ.

JH agreed to submit an expenditure request to cover the additional work required from Geoff to support this further work.  Action JH

Geoff Leach agreed to provide RO with a summary of questions for EPRG members in order for UKOPA to understand what was currently being done in Northern Europe.  Action GL, RO. 

Good Practice Guides

NJ gave an overview of the status of the UKOPA Good Practice Guides that were relevant to the group.  It was agreed that work could start on developing a good practice guide that covered managing the risk of ground movement.  This would be based on work previously undertaken by National Grid and the British Geological Survey and the work that had been undertaken to support the update of TD/2 and PD 8010 Part 3.  

NJ agreed to include a review of requirements for developing a ground movement good practice guide as part of the seismic risk meeting that he was arranging (see item 4 above).  Action NJ

The group noted that Barry Dalus was leading a UKOPA Technical Review Group that would provide a key part of the governance process for the sign off of UKOPA good practice guides.  Barry agreed to maintain a master list of good practice documents in development going forward.

JH agreed to send NJ a copy of the document that had been developed by Rod McConnell on collecting and reporting fault data for formatting into a good practice guide. Action JH

It was also noted that Peter Davis was chairing a group that was developing a document that would cover the management of illegal tappings.

PIWG Strategy

GP gave an overview of the draft document that he had developed.  The document was intended to provide a common framework for members through which they could develop and plan future work. The group supported the document and noted potential overlaps with the MAPDs that were developed for Major Accident Hazard Pipelines and the existing UKOPA Inspection and Maintenance document.

NJ and GP agreed to meet up to review the strategy document and the Operation and Maintenance document and to present a proposal to the group for the September meeting.

Action NJ and GP  



Work Programme

The current work programme and associated budgets was reviewed by the group.  It was noted that stage 2 of the dent management work was now complete and that FEA validation was included in the good practice document that was under development.  

Phase 1 of Seismic work was now complete.  Phase 2 would be developed following the proposed sub group meeting, see item 3 above.  

Currently waiting for a purchase order before Phase 1B of the sleeve work could commence. 

GP identified some additional work items that supported the areas of interest that had come out of the UKOPA strategy review in February.  These would be included in an updated version of the work programme tracking sheet.  	Action NJ

TR identified that EEMUA 231 and 232 provided some good guidance on the management of above ground assets. 

NL agreed to provide a copy of a table that had been included in Pipeline International that summarised how to manage unpigable pipelines.   Action NL


Solar Farms


NJ gave an overview of a proposal that had been provided by John Dyson of Corrosion Consultancy Services Ltd. for assessing the potential electrical impacts of Wind and Solar Farms on buried pipelines.  The group supported the proposed work and agreed that John should be asked to provide a quote for undertaking an initial 2 to 3 days work to better understand the potential issues, this will enable the total package of work to be better scoped out.  NJ agreed to work with John to develop an expenditure request for Board approval.   Action NJ


NJ also agreed to request a copy of Dr P Lydon’s CV. Dr P Lydon had been nominated by John to undertake an independent review of this work.  Action NJ
Update on Dent Work


JH reported that there had been no significant progress since the update provided in March when Chris Lyons gave a presentation to the group on the spreadsheet based dent assessment tool.  Jane identified that the data that had been put into the model represented 20 cases from 7 operators and related to 1,600 km of pipeline.  JH identified that the project could either wait for more data from pipeline operators or produce a report based on the data that had been received to date.  It was agreed that JH should produce a report based on the data that had been received to date, but then add to it if more data became available.  JH agreed to produce a draft report for review prior to the next meeting in September.  Action JH

  Weld Quality Project

JH updated the meeting that at least 26 weld samples had now been offered by UKOPA operating companies for testing at Ambergate from pipelines constructed in the 1970s and earlier.  A proposal to test these samples, report findings and undertake a technical review had been reviewed by the UKOPA Board at their meeting in May.  The Board were concerned about the £50k cost of the project as it represented a significant proportion of UKOPA’s annual spend.   

Following some discussion the group supported the proposed project but believed that the benefits of the work needed to be better explained to the Board.  JH and GP agreed to resubmit the proposal to the Board with a clearer explanation of the benefits of the work for UKOPA members.  Action JH and GP 


Update on Pipeline Sleeve Work

RO reported that there had not been any significant progress with this work as he was still waiting for a Purchase Order, he understood that this was about to be issued.

Valve Life Management

BM gave an overview of a project that had been proposed by DNV-GL that would investigate valve integrity issues with a view to determining an optimal inspection regime and hence ensuring that maintenance costs were also optimised.  It was understood that the proposal had been circulated around the gas pipeline operators.  BM agreed to provide a copy of the document for circulation around UKOPA members.  Action BM

Date of next meetings
The next meeting would be on Wednesday the 30th September at Tebay.



	Summary of Actions

	No
	Action
	By

	Carried over from previous meeting

	1
	Send out a questionnaire related to construction stresses asking UKOPA members to identify the strain data was currently available and the data that could be made available from the relevant inspection companies, and at what cost.  

	JH

	Actions from this meeting

	2
	Draft a paper for the Board that discussed the pros and cons of each of the potential options for becoming a member of PRCI.

	NJ

	3
	Arrange a meeting and to develop some seismic screening rules and invite Geoff Leach, David McCollum and JH and any other members of the group that wanted to participate.
  
	NJ

	4
	Submit an expenditure request to cover the additional work required from Geoff to support the meeting in 3 above. 

	JH

	5
	Geoff Leach to provide a summary of seismic questions for EPRG members for RO in order for UKOPA to understand what was currently being done in Northern Europe. 
	GL and RO

	6
	Include a review of requirements for developing a ground movement good practice guide as part of the seismic risk meeting (see item 3 above). 

	NJ

	7
	Send NJ a copy of the document that had been developed by Rod McConnell on collecting and reporting fault data for formatting into a good practice guide. 

	JH

	8
	NJ and GP agreed to meet up to review the PIWG Strategy document and the Operation and Maintenance document and to present a proposal to the group for the September meeting.

	NJ and GP

	9
	Update the work programme tracking sheet to include the additional items identified by GP to reflect the February UKOPA strategy review.  

	NJ

	10

	Provide a copy of the table that had been included in Pipeline International that summarised how to manage unpigable pipelines.   

	NL

	11
	Develop an expenditure request for the initial stage of the John Dyson Solar Farm and Wind Farm work for Board approval.   

	NJ

	12
	Request a copy of Dr P Lydon’s (who had been identified to undertake an independent review of John Dyson’s work) CV.
 
	NJ

	13
	Produce the draft Dent report for review prior to the next meeting in September.  

	JH

	14
	Resubmit the weld quality proposal to the Board for approval with a clearer explanation of the benefits of the work to UKOPA members.  

	JH and GP

	15
	Provide a copy of the DNV GL Valve Life Management proposal for circulation around UKOPA members.  

	BM




NW Jackson, Meeting Secretary 26th June 2015
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