
W78 - IT IN CONSTRUCTION

W78 elected to meet in Stockholm just prior to the Congress and its annual meeting which was attended
by 37 people, took place on 4th June 1998 as part of a three day Workshop.

Work Programme

The main focus of discussions was the Work Programme and Coordinator Martin Betts has been good
enough to provide an informative summary of what transpired.

Use of Internet :
The work of the Commission in this area focuses on the production of the Electronic Journal
ITCon.
Virtual Building Model :
Disappointing progress was being made with this element of the work programme largely
through difficulties in finding funds from within national research programmes and projects.
It was agreed that this issue remained important for collective efforts to have comparable
building product data on which to base W78's work. A number of members of the
Commission agreed to continue to explore how their work might provide a solution to this
need. Any member of the Commission who felt able to contribute complete product and
process data about a building project for use by W78 was invited to approach the
Coordinator as soon as possible.
National IT Strategies :
Progress with this project had been made through the EU funded SCENIC project under a
Task Force led by Leopold Boi from CETE in France. Copies of the SCENIC report which
compared national IT strategies in France, Belgium, Sweden, Finland and the UK were
made available at the meeting (and can be obtained electronically from the Coordinator).
Members were invited to add their own data to this existing report as soon as possible. The
opportunity to produce a CIB publication from this work had already been explored with the
Secretary General and will be pursued further once additional data has been collected. This
project is under the leadership of the Coordinator. A deadline for receipt of further
contributions of 1st November 1998 has been set.
A new proposal was made for an activity to develop further a theme which arose at the
Congress. This was to initiate a series of surveys into the state of use and exploitation of IT
in different countries. This would build upon work to date in collecting data from: UK,
Australia, Hong Kong and South Africa using the Construct It Strategic Health Check; from
Denmark, Finland, Sweden and UK. Using the IT Barometer; and using other survey
instruments in Ireland. The ongoing work for this project is to be led by Rob Howard of
Denmark. Rob is forming an e-mail discussion group on this topic to which he will shortly
circulate the results of his initial analysis of the commonality between existing instruments
and proposals for how they can be integrated in the future. Other members of W78 were
invited to contact the Coordinator or Rob Howard at the earliest opportunity. The future of
this element of the work programme would be that upon agreement of a common instrument,
other countries would be invited to use it and present their results at the 1999 Meeting. All
countries would then be invited to repeat the use of the common instrument for reporting at
the 2000 Meeting.

Future Meetings

1999 : A detailed proposal was made for this to be held in Vancouver. This will be a joint event with the
8th International Conference on the Durability of Building Materials.



2000 : A proposal was made for this event to be hosted by the Icelandic Building Research Centre.

Others offers for hosting future W78 meetings had been received from Georgia Tech in Atlanta, the
University of Aarhus in Denmark and from the Construct IT Center in Hong Kong. These would be
considered as possible future venues for a W78 meeting after the year 2000.

Links to Other Activities

The opportunity for the Commission to have closer links with the Global Industry Alliance for
Interoperability (IAI) was discussed and the hope was expressed that the IAI will be able to hold a
technical meeting in association with W78. This matter will be discussed further by Dana Vanier and
Arto Kivaniemi.

Before finally closing the meeting, warm thanks were given to Bo-Christer Björk and Adina Jagbeck for
having hosted it.

W87 - POST-CONSTRUCTION LIABILITY AND INSURANCE

The 14th Plenary Meeting of W87 was held in Uppsala, Sweden from 6th to 8th June 1998 and the fact
that it proved to be a highly successful meeting owed much to the outstandingly generous contributions
made by AB Bostadsgaranti and AON / Bain Clarkson Sweden AB.

What's new

The customary session on What's New in Members' Countries excited great interest.

One speaker in this session was Mr. Lovegrove who having outlined the Australian Constitution with as
he put it 'eight different countries' (more disparate, he thought, than in any other nation) focussed on
New South Wales. Here conflicting concerns had arisen following the implementation of new post-
construction liability and insurance regimes.

His presentation was complemented by Mr. C. Bovill who mentioned the National Competition Policy. A
Federal Body was currently examining inter alia private certification of building work according to
Victoria's Model Building Act.

For Denmark, Mr. R. Cikusa discussed the difference between privately and publicly owned or
subsidised buildings.

Among the aspects contained in the Report from France, Professor G. Brochére reminded the meeting of
the tradition of a decennial liability for construction projects that went even further back than the now
nearly two centuries old so-called Napoleonic or Revolutionary Civil Code. He also pointed to the
difficulties encountered by today's construction insurers in France, as outlined at last year's W87
meeting.

For Japan, Ms. M. Yamauchi outlined the new building law in Japan which was still under
consideration. To co-ordinate its many and different aspects was a complicated endeavour which would
require further time.

The Coordinator, Professor A. Lavers, described very recent and potentially significant cases which
showed that English Law was moving back towards the earlier doctrine under which it was perfectly
possible for a tenant or future purchaser to recover against producers in respect of repair costs and
possibly even consequential economic loss.

From the point of view of the construction industry law reform movement his opinion was that only




