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THE annual meeting of the Fairgrounds and
Amusement Parks Joint Advisory Committee
(FJAC) took place in December 2009.

The meeting was chaired by the Health and
Safety Executive’s (HSE) Cameron Adam who
began by restating HSE'’s support for ADIPS
before going on to discuss incidents within the
industry during the previous 12 months.
Significantly, he noted there was a continued
downward trend in accidents involving members
of the public and employees on fairgrounds and
amusement parks (see Page 1 article in this
issue of Checkpoint for full details).

There had been 25 prohibition notices and 20
improvement notices served in the period under
review, and one prosecution relating to the
operator of an inflatable bungee run. He also
noted that from April 1, 2009, to the day of the
meeting, 12 prohibition notices and 19
improvement notices had been served. He
referred to two court cases HSE had brought
against two ride inspectors and went on to
discuss cases involving Orbiter and Frog rides.

HSE colleague Melvin Sandell highlighted other

cases relating to roller coaster brakes and BB
guns. He continued by informing the meeting of a
course for new NFIT inspectors that was due to be
held at HSL, before Cameron Adam outlined the
NFIT work plan for 2010.

One of the main areas they will be looking at will
be the quality of inspections and documentation.
Inspectors will be expecting to see relevant
documents and will occasionally want more detail
on mechanical and electrical inspections.

Electrics will be a particular area NFIT will be
looking at, along with working at height, he added.
Melvin Sandell then outlined some of the areas
he would be discussing at the IB conference the

following day.

Cameron Adam then spoke of the requirement
for a review of the Paul Roberts Report - Review of
Fairground Safety (2001), enabling the ADSC/HSE
to evaluate progress against the Report's
recommendations.

Finally, HSE representative Andrew White
provided a presentation on safety related control
systems and the challenges facing the industry in
this area.

ADSC is continually looking
at ways to help improve the
skills and expertise of ADIPS
registered inspectors,

including the use of suitable
training courses.

Recently, existing courses in
hydraulics and pneumatics were
reviewed and accepted as
relevant for those individuals
carrying out this type of inspection
on static and travelling amuse-
ment rides.

The courses have been
combined to provide a bespoke
course for ADIPS Inspectors. The
course will be provided by the
National Fluid Power Centre,
initially from their Worksop site,
and will provide inspectors with
theoretical and practical hands-on
experience, developing their
abilities to work with hydraulic and
pneumatic systems.

The course will eventually be
mandatory for all ADIPS
inspectors who wish to register for
the hydraulics and pneumatics
disciplines for In-Service Annual
Inspection, with course
attendance or demonstration of an
equivalent standard being a

requirement for 2012 registration.

Two course dates have been
arranged for June and September
2010, with more to follow in 2011.
Exact details on course booking
are soon to be communicated by
the ADIPS office.

ADSC continues to explore
suitable training courses for
ADIPS Registered Inspectors and
is currently reviewing suitable
options for general inspection
courses relating to park and
fairground equipment.

THE unique identification of
amusement devices to ensure
they can be distinguished from
other rides and correspond with
ride documentation has been an
on-going focus of discussion for
the ADSC.

It is realised that the launch of
the ADIPS On-Line system offers
significant opportunity for the
integration of such interventions
and, with this in mind, has been
developed accordingly.

ADIPS On-Line will allow for
photographs of amusement
devices to be uploaded and
attached to the database.
Subsequently, when an on-line
user searches for an amusement
device they will see a thumbnail
image of the ride.

A further development, agreed by
the ADSC in March, is that all
amusement devices will be
stamped with an unique ADIPS ID
no. This location will be detailed on
the ADIPS database of
amusement devices, so relevant
personnel can confirm the device
and its registration status. The
guidance for implementation of this
scheme is being developed and
will be communicated in due
course.



ADIPS held its inaugural
conference for registered
inspectors and other
interested parties in
December at the UK’s
Drayton Manor Theme Park.

The event began with a
welcome and introduction from
ADIPS General Manager Luke
Ditchburn who outlined the
purpose of the conference and the
programme for the day, which
began with a presentation from
ADIPS compliance officer Andrew
Potter.

Supporting the work of
Inspection Bodies (IBs), the
ADIPS compliance initiative plays
a key role in raising industry
standards and the session
unveiled the findings of the quality
file review, the requirements for
2010 registration and presented
new guidance available to IBs.

The quality file review had
revealed a need for clarification in
various areas of
inspection procedure
in addition to a
number of
recommendations. It
also highlighted
some of the
problems being
experienced by
smaller IBs and sole
traders in providing
information required
for ADIPS registration and
outlined some specific areas
which needed improvement. The
presentation continued by
reminding inspectors of their
registration requirements,
detailing what these are and how
to achieve a quality system in
order to satisfy compliance.

There followed a second session
entitled HSE Update, with the
Health and Safety Executive’s
(HSE) Cameron Adam, HM
Principal Inspector of Health and
Safety, and Melvin Sandell, HM
Inspector of Health and Safety,
updating delegates on the industry
as HSE sees it. A number of
topics were covered, with Melvin
Sandell explaining why HSE fully
supported the ADIPS scheme and
currently no other ride inspection
scheme in the UK. He noted that
the scheme had been a

recommendation within the
government led Roberts Report
into fairground and amusement
park ride safety and that it had
played a major part in reducing
the number of accidents on parks
and travelling fairs since its
inception.

All the UK trade associations
supported the scheme, which was
where its strength came from, and
it was a condition of membership
of these organisations that
members’ rides were registered
with ADIPS.

He noted that the inspectors
within ADIPS were fundamental to
its success and that they must
continue to work diligently and

competently to ensure this
continued.

He went on to outline the make
up and activities of the HSE's
National Fairground Inspection
Team (NFIT) and its regulatory
work, and provided accident
statistics within the industry since
2001, showing the dramatic
reduction that had taken place. He
discussed several incidents
involving specific ride types before
outlining the areas of inspection
and operation NFIT would be
particularly looking at during
2010/11, as well as what may
happen in the future as far as
legislation was concerned and
what ADIPS should be aiming to
achieve.

Luke Ditchburn then provided a
presentation on the ADIPS
On-Line project, which will see the
development of internet based

services provided by ADIPS to
develop processes and services
for the benefit of all stakeholders.
He explained the current and
proposed infrastructure of the
ADIPS website and its functional-
ity as it relates to inspection
bodies, trade associations, the
ADIPS office, the public website
and the Amusement Device
Safety Council (ADSC), the policy
setting body for the scheme.

In conclusion, he outlined some
of the future developments being
considered as part of the project.

There then followed a
presentation on Annual In-Service
Inspection by Andrew Potter and
ADIPS company secretary
Richard Barnes,
which provided
an overview of
the administra-
tive aspects of
Annual
In-Service
Inspection and
highlighted
P8 particular areas

L and issues.

: * The session also
saw Richard Barnes discuss the
subject of defect natification in
light of the launch in 2010 of an
alternative to the Urgent Defect
Report (UDR) system (see
separate article on Page 4). The
session updated attendees on the
system and how it will enhance
standards of safety within the
industry.

This ended the day’s main
presentations, a feedback and Q.
& A. session bringing the
conference to a close.

“The day was a success and |
believe we managed to relay
many of the key developments,
messages and challenges
impacting on fairground and
amusement park safety,” said
Luke Ditchburn. “What really
matters is that the day was
of value to those
present.”




AS the ADIPS scheme
continues to be reviewed on an
on-going basis, one aspect to
come under the spotlight of late
has been the UDR scheme,
which was felt to be flawed in
that it was a single fix being
used to deal with several very
different issues.

As a result, alterations and
alternatives to the system were
put forward during 2009 and
subsequently ratified at the
September meeting of ADSC.
Two alternatives were introduced,
namely the Notification of Serious
Defect (NSD) and the Notification
of Common Defect (NCD).

The NSD is now to be used by
an IB to notify a controller that the
device that is in use, or likely to be
used, is defective in one or more
ways such that it presents a
danger to passengers or
operation/maintenance staff. It is
entirely up to the IB to decide
upon the necessity to issue this
form, but it should only be used
when the defect is so serious that
an immediate stop of the device is
required.

This form should:

Be given directly to the
controller of the ride.

Only be used by an IB who is
directly involved with that
specific device.

Be copied to ADIPS (see
below).

The IB must send the form to
ADIPS if deemed necessary to
ensure continued stoppage of the
device. This could also have the
effect of causing the DOC to auto-
matically be withdrawn. It is also
suggested that the device should
not be used until an IB has
confirmed in writing to ADIPS that
it is safe to use. This would give
ADIPS the chance to inform or get
information from the originating IB
should they not have remained
involved.

Regarding the NCD, this form
should be used by preferably a
controller or possibly an IB to
notify ADIPS that a defect has
been discovered on a device that

might also be present on other
similar devices, or devices with
similar design elements.

The defect may or may not be
serious, but it is the judgement of
the IB or controller that the
discovery might need to be
disseminated to others. ADIPS
should decide whether it is
appropriate to let the whole
industry know, or just those with a
similar device. In making this
decision it should be remembered
that similar defects might apply to
many devices that bear no
resemblance to the one that
contained the originally found
defect.

NCDs may be forwarded to
NAFLIC for completion of a
Technical Bulletin as necessary.

This form should:

- Be sent to ADIPS (forwarded

to NAFLIC).

Be used by any person who
notices a defect that might be
common to several devices.
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further trade association
representatives.

With reference to the new
inspection group covering “simple
devices,” Group S, the revised
document outlines the criteria
these devices meet and the type
of device those qualifying within
this category are able to inspect.
A further section on Supervision
provides details on who is eligible
to supervise other inspectors and
the type of supervision that may
be involved.

It also outlines the various
groups within the ADIPS scheme
and who qualifies for which, these
being Group 1, Group 2, Group
2T, Group 3, Group 3T, Group S
(simple devices only), Non-
Destructive Testing (NDT) and
Electrical.

A NEW project currently nearing
completion is ADIPS On-Line,
which is due to go “live” in the
forthcoming months.

The aim of the project is to
provide a set of web pages which
can safely and securely access a
relevant subset of the information
in the ADIPS in-house database
depending on user requirements.

The system follows a review of
ADIPS processes and
requirements by Review Groups/
Sub-Committees which has
consistently demonstrated a
requirement for the flexibility and
business orientated benefits
provided by web-based services,
including:

- Ease of access

- Speed

- Security

- Quality Control and Audit

- Opportunity for further

development
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*Please note change of address

The system will be launched in
parallel with the existing database
and will undergo a “pilot” phase
where inspection bodies will be
involved with the physical testing
of the system prior to
implementation.

The final development stages
are scheduled as follows:

- April 14 - install and test by
ADIPS of on-line client
database

- May 4 - ADIPS On-Line
website goes live for pilot
phase (training videos
available), ADIPS On-Line
Client used in parallel to
existing ADIPS Client

- June 1 - ADIPS On-Line Client
and website are live
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