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	BIBM Wastewater Engineering group – Draft Minutes

	

	Tuesday, 30 August 2016 in the BIBM premises

	

	
	ARi welcomes all participants to this meeting and apologises Lionel Monfront who had an accident on his way to the meeting. Objective of the meeting is to address issues affecting the pipes market, starting from standardisation going through promotion and competition from alternative solutions.

Special welcome to UK and guest from IT

	1. 
	Approval of the draft agenda
	ARi

	
	Agenda approved

	2. 
	Standardisation Issues (concrete)
	

	
	a. Standardisation of Plastic collars in EN 1916
	LMo

	
	PKu introduces the subject of the integration of pipes with plastic collars in EN 1916. New system from France were developed 2 years ago: initially, a stainless steel collar was used, but it revealed to be too expensive; it was therefore replaced by PVC. The question whether these PVC connections have to be included in the standard EN 1916 is debated and a list of pros and cons is developed.

PROS

· This addition represents an opening to innovation 

· It is a transparent approach to competitive solutions.

CONS

· The message to the outside world is “concrete cannot make the connections, we have to use plastics”. It is therefore an implicit promotion on the use of plastics

· The lack of knowledge about this technical solution, in particular about its durability

· The use of such solution is not common (only a few producers)

· The introduction in the standard would need characterisation of the integration between plastics and concrete

· The increase in size of the standard

Decision of the group:

1. It is advised not to include integrated plastic collars in the standard EN 1916
2. The development of a separate (new or existing) standard dealing with these plastic collars is acceptable

The point is not to prevent its use, just not having it in the standard. 



	
	b. Water cleaning of concrete pipes
	LMo

	
	The standard EN 1916 will have to introduce the water cleaning of pipes, following a general request to all standards dealing with pipes. What about the value and the way to introduce it in the standard?
In the present situation, the user and the manufacturer have the freedom to declare the performance.

First an assessment of the present situation in the different countries is made:

Clay (BE): 120 bars for moving, 280 bars for stationary

Concrete (DE): 120 bars for moving, 340 bars for stationary

Concrete (AT): no provisions in use, only for testing

UK: jetting resistance has to be included in national standard in order to fight against plastic: but what is really the resistance for concrete that can be marketed?
Clay is using it as marketing argument (up to 500 bars). Plastic is stuck to 120 bars.

The conclusion of the discussions is:

· Testing – proposal to introduce a reference to a test method (TR 14920) and better specify the application for concrete pipes. 
· Cleaning in practice presents too much differences. A general sentence should be included “When required, the manufacturer shall declare the conditions for cleaning the units”
Additional research could be envisaged with the objective of:
· Defining a clear test method, same for every material;

· Identifying the characteristic value for concrete;

· Defining whether we can use it for promotion purposes.



	
	c. Concrete pipes jetting resistance
	LVi

	
	Already developed above

	
	d. Gully tops
	ARi

	
	ARi presents the official complaint from UK authorities about the levels defined in the standards. The topic is assessed as secondary and the decision not to have any official position is taken.

	3. 
	Market issues
	

	
	a. Plastic sector competition

i. Service life of pipeline products
	GHu

	
	Whole service life, including life span, is the key challenge for marketing of pipes systems in the future. 
Many information is available on the traditional marketing arguments for concrete. However, there is the need for addressing the “new advantages” of our material, that should be perceived as an additional value to contractors and users of sewage systems. Examples of such advantages are: water permeability (in case of heavy rain), resource efficiency, possibility of recycling, whole life cycle costing, sustainability ….

Attention is drawn on the upcoming meeting of CEN/TC 350/WG 3 where the product PCRs (Product Category Rules) are checked, in particular the one on plastic pipes.

ARi to check that the right comments are brought forward in this group; the document contains some items which are specifically preferable for plastic piping systems and which could lead to incorrect advantageous EPD’s for these systems. For example:

1.
the definition on the service life (100 yrs, where 50 yrs is normal in the product standard) and a definition that when a comparison is made, this should be done on the same 100 yrs service life; 

2.
an assumption that 95 % of the pipes are left in the ground after service life.


	
	a. Plastic sector competition

ii. Plastic Manholes
	GHu

	
	A new standard EN 13598 manholes and inspection chambers in traffic areas is available. This would allow for big plastic manholes to be installed in traffic areas.
The group recognises the lack of knowledge about plastic solutions and no action is possible for the time being.


	
	b. Prevention of biogenic sulphuric acid corrosion at the transition of pressure pipes into the gravitary system
	LVi

	
	LVi introduces the topic: today, there are 40 known cases of sulphuric acid corrosion in BE, showing an average of 1mm corrosion per year. Where the aggressive corrosion is detected (pressure wastewater) concrete is less and less used. Only for rain water concrete is still the material of choice.

The issue is common to other countries. 
In many cases, the general feeling is that it is only a matter of design or use.
In SE, additions are used in concrete that “kill” the sulphugenic bacteria. 

Another possible solution is the aeration of pumping stations (but this causes smells). Concrete solutions resistant to sulphuric acid should be price competitive with the others (plastic), but it is very difficult.



	
	c. 10 minutes presentation by each participant on the 

i. Market situation

ii. Association activities

iii. Challenges and opportunities

iv. Main technical issues
	All

	
	BE: concrete pipes are under pressure in the market as never before. A new strategy common to the industry shall be put forward in order to reverse the trend.

AT: several projects have been proposed, but money is an issue (market stable at low level)

FI: see presentation

UK: very active in common marketing. A campaign on standardised bedding sizes is presently run. A “specification manager” (going out meeting specificators) was hired to convince on the field to use concrete solutions. Working on jetting pressure technical guide.

DE: Not many new pipelines are built for the time being. The turnover was stable during the last years. Advocacy to policy makers is better dealt with in the South. In the North, more focus in getting planners and engineers around the table.

SE: 60% share of manholes; 50% in rainwater; 40% in wastewater (as from 300 mm). Market is very good for separators. A brochure available on webpage. 



	4. 
	Invitation from ICCX (Ossa)
	ARi

	
	Following the invitation to have a speaker of the precast concrete industry in Ossa, none of the participants is willing to join.


	5. 
	Any Other Business
	ARi

	
	FI: is there any experience in air/water testing of installed pipes systems?

BE: sulphur-binded manholes coming up in Belgium: a threat or a possibility for concrete manufacturers?


	6. 
	Next meeting?
	ARi

	
	The group agreed to try and define a strategy for the concrete pipes industry, mainly based on the new advantages. ARi to prepare a draft and circulate for comments.
The next meeting should be organised the day before the next TC 165/WG 9 (spring 2017).



For information, not discussed during the meeting: test methods for “metallic fibre concrete” are presently under CEN “systematic review” in CEN/TC 229 (see below the dates). 
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