
Emergency Communications Committee meeting held at the National Hamfest, Newark on 

30 September 2016 

 

Present:  Peter Thomson GM1XEA 

 Max White M0VNG 

 Vince Greatwood M0VHG   

 Philip Hosey MI0MSO 

 By invitation: 

  Cathy Clark G1GQJ (RAYNET-UK Chairman) 

 Len Paget GM0ONX (ECC reporting Board member) 

 

Apologies:  Mike Granatt M0RYK 

 

1. Committee changes: 

1.1. Philip Hosey was welcomed as representative for Northern Ireland 

1.2. Vince Greatwood was welcomed as representative for the North of England. 

1.3. Peter Thomson will retain the Scotland element, and liaison with RSGB membership 

services.  

1.4. We are still down one member for the Midlands - the position will remain unfilled.  

 

2. RSGB leadership meeting 17 Sept:  

Max had attended on behalf of ECC, and reviewed the day, in respect of RSGB forward 

strategy and thinking. 

 

3. Board updates:  

3.1. Len reviewed where the Board stood as regards re-unification and the agreement to 

be signed between ECC/RSGB and CoM.   

3.2. On the agreement itself, Peter noted version 11 was now in evidence, with some 

grammatical changes, not structural, and this was approved by both sides as the 

working document to be signed off. The trademark agreement is in a separate 

document to be agreed.  

3.3. An agreement had also been drawn up as regards the trademark usage, in that the 

fees had been paid for the next 10 years on our behalf by the RSGB. The exclusive 

arrangement of RAYNET-UK using the name and logo would be until this point. 

The policy of the use of the trademarks will not be RSGB responsibility, but for the 

new organisation to use as appropriate, and will be formally applied after the AGM 

in Cambridge in October. 

3.4. Peter would be speaking with Kevin Buzzle, the new HQ membership secretary, 

over the weekend to brief him on the background to groups and keeping the lists up 

to date. 

 

4. CoM Network updates:  



4.1. Cathy appraised us of their recent meeting, which raised no issues on the 

reunification front.  

4.2. The Technical survey interim report was back from Greg G0DUB, which makes 

interesting reading, and this will be opened up to RSGB groups for their thoughts and 

participation 

4.3. Raynet AGM - the speaker will be Roy Harold, the CFO of Norfolk. Nick G3RWF, 

RSGB President, will attend to sign the agreement, and it was hoped all members of 

ECC would be able to attend.  

4.4. As regards operational dates, the agreement signing would be Oct 29 2017; Jan 1 

2017 would be the commencement of the new operation and CoM under RAYNET-

UK, with new logo and ID badges to be rolled out from that date. We needed 

suggestions as to the designs of both. 

4.5. Over the AGM lunchtime, the training team will roll out their material. November 

26/27, there is a Train the Trainers weekend in Bath as a pilot event. There is hope 

this will also be put onto a Moodle course, as the best way of putting it out on the 

open. The intentions are to take the course around the UK with help from 'Emergency 

Aid' and use their locations for free. 

 

5. In reviewing the JWG, it was felt this should remain in place until June 2017 as a 

minimum; it works well as a scrutiny entity.  

 

6. Cathy reviewed the Ambition 16 meeting, at Olympia, at which she and Trevor Groves 

G4KUJ had attended, and presented to some of the chairs of the TSG's - 

Telecommunication Sub Groups, of the LRFs (Local Resilience Forums) run under the 

emergency planning scheme within the UK. It had become apparent that some TSGs 

knew of us and had used the services, and on others, RAYNET was not part of the group 

itself. Cabinet Office were taking a dim view of this, and asked LRFs to be named and 

shamed, as to those who were not getting RAYNET involved. Groups who find 

themselves excluded from LRF TSG's should report this to Cathy, who will route this to 

Cabinet office via Trevor. 

 

7. ECC Regional updates:  

7.1. Scotland - some personnel changes in Dumfries & Galloway, and also some groups 

had disbanded, or were on the point of, as regards viability, due to lack of numbers. 

Usually there is a cadre of five groups who regularly assist on a mutual aid basis, and 

the region was a good example of helping together, with good coordination 

throughout, no matter what the affiliation. Most groups welcome re-unification, and 

no issues had been raised. 

7.2. North - Vince had recently come into post, so had not much to report on the North, of 

which most groups were Network linked anyway. He had reviewed the Health & 

Safety webpages with his 'work hat' on, and there was a need for the paperwork to be 

updated. In discussing events and risk assessments, Len felt generic documents 

should be put on file for groups to use, and adapt - all should be reviewed and 

developed for both operations. Some work had been done on this by Steve Hartley, 



RSGB Chairman, in his work role, but these H&S statements were for Clubs, not 

RAYNET groups nor events - this is where the grey area existed, as we had flagged 

up in meetings past.  Vince to liaise with Steve Hartley on this. 

7.3. Northern Ireland - Philip reported that one group had affiliated to RSGB.  Two 

overarching groups exist, RAYNET NI and RAYNET Ireland. Some thought the 

circulated documents on the joining up were too complicated, and requested 

additional information. Other items put forward were - we have to pay to be 

volunteers...and comments on things changing - however, the overall belief was that 

both would clear out 'dead wood' and result in a leaner and fitter RAYNET presence. 

In discussing the situation on RAYNET Ireland, and the fallout of their leader with 

the RSGB and declining to re-join so that the members were now without any form 

of PL insurance.  There were some 200 members within RAYNET NI, but we were 

not sure how many were double hatted with RAYNET Ireland, and how many were 

stand alone and affected by this situation - it is believed some 100 members of 

RAYNET Ireland have no PL cover when out on events. Some were starting to come 

over to RAYNET NI from this group.   

7.4. Midlands: no report 

7.5. South East: no report 

7.6. South West & Wales - Max attends the usual regional meetings in Wells and 

Taunton, which are under the auspices of the SWRA, a joint operation to get groups 

working together.  There was good liaison was with Gill Whitehead G3YLJ, new 

ZC7, but he had not heard anything from Dave Thomas, MW0RUH, in ZC8, as to 

meetings. Some comments had come back from various groups as regards the 

unification documents. 

 

8. RSGB/Ofcom updates pertaining to RAYNET matters:   

8.1. Graham Murchie had discussed on our behalf, items encompassing groups with more 

than one callsign - they still seemed unable to understand why this is required.  

8.2. Len asked for any items we needed discussing on Ofcom lines, to be copied to him. 

We seem to get mixed messages, in what we were told in the past is not what we are 

told now. The change in personnel is a huge problem, with no one in the office 

understanding our somewhat unique role within the amateur fraternity - for example, 

being allowed to run TTU permits. This was useful with the 2012 Olympics, when 

we could demonstrate the use of frequencies they wished to remove on 70cms. 

Network still submit a report each year on TTU operations, but there seems to be no 

agreement on such items on either side! Cathy said the only proof is a copy of a letter 

from 1981 and one in the 1990s from Ofcom! 

 

9. Insurance matters:  

9.1. Max reviewed the situation as regards the comparison, and robustness of both the 

Network and RSGB schemes, in having looked at what the cover entailed, but with 

the spectre of the underwriters just renewing the plans year in, year out, with no real 

understanding of what was required. On the Network side, there a statement of needs 

to put to an underwriter, to assess the risk and gauge the premium accordingly. The 

RSGB scheme seemed to have nothing in this respect.  Len said the broker who deals 



with HQ was leaving her firm, and this might be a good time to review all.   As 

regards the club PL cover, there is not that much material difference in the plan, but 

there is in the risk; it is what the envelope of cover is, that is the problem, and this 

needs to be assessed before a claim is ever submitted. 

9.2. RAYNET PAI cover through RSGB will be dropped post re-unification as not 

required, and indeed on a RAYNET-UK basis, it either needs improving on benefits 

provided, or dropping completely, as it has never been inflation proofed over the 

years, as to the income provided. 

9.3. The situation on permanent installed aerials on buildings, mainly LA offices, by 

groups was also reviewed, as it appears this is not covered by the PL scheme. There 

may a way forward using the repeater insurance. We are awaiting the T&C of the 

repeater scheme to see if RAYNET groups can tack onto this for such installations. 

10. Local Resilience Forum document: 

10.1. LRF circulated document from Cabinet office; Cathy reviewed this, as it had created 

a lot of annoyance from groups and the voluntary sector, but no one really knew of 

it, within CO itself - they were intimating the voluntary sector do not talk with each 

other, which is completely against the grain - when we all know the real problem is 

the Cat 1 agencies not speaking to the voluntary sector. Any comments to be fed 

back to Trevor, who will find out more at a meeting 11 Oct, and circulate any news. 

Discussion was made whether such CO papers also applied to devolved 

governmental regions, or just England. 

 

11. Steve Thomas joined the meeting 1325 and the meeting was reviewed for his benefit.  

11.1. Steve noted on the PAI and insurance discussions, and pointed out the excess was 

£500 on the club cover, which would be somewhat indicative for any splinter groups 

looking to provide their own, and refuse to join RAYNET-UK. Max surmised the 

situation on the PAI and PL cover, that the Network costs were in the region of 

£6000 per annum, and they were risk dependant, not member number dependant. 

Steve was in agreement that RAYNET-UK would 'be legal' on Jan 1 next year.  

 

12. AOB:  

12.1. Murray Niman invited comments to Spectrum Forum, and to also put these onto the 

reflector. Leadership Team to be appraised of progress. The new CoM, or governing 

body of RAYNET-UK, however it is to be styled, to look at new technology post-

unification, as regards how this can be offered and rolled out to user services. 

 

13. Next meetings - The next formal meeting would be at Norbreck Rally in Blackpool on 

April 9 next year, with JWG to be arranged beforehand if required. 

 

 Meeting closed 1345. 

 


