
 
 
  

Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 
October 2nd, 2014 at 7.30pm at Bluntisham Village Hall, Bluntisham. 

 
 
 
Present:      
 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Margaret Lumb (ML)  - Bluntisham PC 
Joan Gutteridge (JG)  - Bluntisham PC 
Christine Ward (CW)  - Cottenham PC 
Brian Burpitt (BB)  - Earith Speedwatch 
Owen Mc Laughlin (OM) - Earith 
Roy Harknett (RH)  - Mepal PC 
Frank Morris(FM)  - Cottenham PC 
Margaret Shardlow (MS) - Hilton Action on Traffic 
Andy Bush (AB)  - Hilton Action on Traffic 
Lorna Dupre (LD)  - Sutton PC, ECDC 
 
  
Minutes: Owen McLaughlin (OM) - Earith Villagers Association 
 

1. Appointment of Chairman for the Meeting 
. 
BB  agreed to act as Chairman. 
 

2. Apologies for Absence 
Gareth Wilson, Pauline Wilson, Jeff Nicholls, Ann Sherwood, Terry Stoodley, Justo Perez, Stan 
Smith, Ann Goodridge 
 
  

3. Minutes & Actions from last Meeting on 05/06/2014 
 
Matters arising and ongoing actions: 
 

Historical Actions Status On 
1. Sub-Group 

It was agreed that the HCV would put together a sub-group to take 
another look at the County Council’s figures and calculation methods for 
assessing traffic impact   
 
Still open 

Ongoing BB/OM 

2. Contact Penny Bryant re: Sutton weight restriction application 
 
Still open 

Ongoing OM 

3. HCV Funding  
 
Ian Dewar said there may be funding sources open to the HCV and 
advised that we contact Sue Harris on this matter. 
Still open 

Ongoing OM 

 
A14: All actions relating to the A14 proposal had been completed and the meeting 
complimented AJ on the thoroughness of the HCV response.  
 



 
 
Village Weight Limits: Actions still open on finding volunteers to do the pedestrian surveys in 
Sutton, Haddenham and Wilburton. AJ said he would ask a friend to do the survey  in 
Haddenham. 
 
 ML had attempted to get TRO costs from CCC but was informed that it was not possible to give 
exact figures. However, there has been a review of TRO procedures and there may be no costs 
from next year. 
 
Derek Crosby of Cambridgeshire Police had suggested that the best way to tackle the HCV 
problem in villages might be to challenge them on infringements of their operating licences.  BB 
pointed out that this wouldn’t stop them using the A1123. There was some discussion on 
whether details of operator licences are publicly available. Action: BB to check. 
 
 

4. Ely bypass 
  
AJ had attended the Ely bypass planning meeting. He had been given 5 minutes to speak in 
support of the HCV group submission. The process was very unsatisfactory for a number of 
reasons.  The traffic flow analysis was flawed. In reality only 2 minutes journey time will be 
saved and the A1123 will still be used. The bypass will only move the existing bottleneck at the 
station to A10/A142 roundabouts. 
There were also a number of procedural irregularities including a special dispensation for a 
Turner’s representative to speak to the meeting. One thing he said was that Turner’s do not feel 
obliged comply with the Advisory Freight Map. 
Some councillors had also previously given public views on the proposal despite being 
‘impartial’ members of the planning committee who were supposed to vote on the evidence.   
 
RH asked if it was possible to object. AJ said that he had considered putting in a letter to Mr 
Pickles. The HCV group was not opposed to a bypass solution per se but did object to the 
flawed process that was being followed.  But another course of action might be more beneficial 
to the group. Certain councillors had indicated that they would be in favour of a weight limit at 
Earith Bridge once the bypass was built so perhaps we should take them at their word and put 
in a weight limit submission. This would cover all the villages and not just Earith. We need to go 
through the formal process and make sure that the cost benefit analysis stacks up. This should 
not be difficult since the published repair costs on the Willingham Road are 10 times the norm 
and Haddenham Causeway and the A1050 to Sutton are likely to show similarly increased 
repair costs.  
CW asked if we could definitely point the finger at HCVs for causing the damage.  AJ thought 
that we could and we have the statistics to support it. 
 
OM said that since the submissions would be by the PCs we need to know they are all in favour. 
AB said that a briefing document would help here. LD added that a model resolution would also 
make things easier and we should sound out the police.  FM thought that the police would be 
sympathetic. 
 
RH said that if the weight limit is enforced then firms who break the rules will be fined and it will 
affect their operating licence. AJ thought that it would not stop all illegal HCV movements but it 
would stop many. But we should first check the TRO submission rules. 
Action: OM to look into the rules on applying for TROs. 
 
MS asked about the cost of the Ely bypass. BB said that on current projections the cost would 
be in excess of £44 million. 
 

5. A14 Consultation 
 
 
AB said that there were only 1400 responses to the consultation which was a bit disappointing. 

The Hilton Action Group had received a personalised answer to their submission. 



 
 
BB asked if the Hilton Exhibition was successful. AB said it was and that there was a piece 

about it in the Cambridge Evening News. 

BB thought that the construction phase has been underestimated in terms of congestion. Hilton 

will be the worst affected. MS said that HCVs are the main issue.  

There was some discussion about the A14 route. MS said archaeologists have been digging in 

certain locations and BB said some farmers have already received compulsory purchase orders 

which suggests that the route has already been decided.  

AJ said that noise would be a major issue for Hilton especially in view of the elevated 

carriageway. But CCC must comply with planning directives. RH said that made it important to 

get noise screening included in any final plan. 

AJ speculated as to whether there would be a public enquiry. AB thought not and said it was 

important to register interest in the next phase of the consultation which was not yet open. 

6. Berry Fen Windfarm 
 

BB said that the HCV Group had objected to this planning proposal on traffic grounds. There 

would be significant problems during the construction phase, mainly along the A1123 between 

Earith and Haddenham. In Earith there would be a large rise in the number of HCV movements 

on certain days which would be sufficient to exceed the 10% IEMA guidelines for HGV increase 

and so a full environmental impact assessment will be needed.  

Also, the swept path analysis which had been done for moving the very large turbine 

components had been a desk exercise and it was likely that significant problems would be 

encountered at a number of points along the A1123. The largest loads were 50 metres long and 

damage could be caused to infrastructure. Bluntisham bridge was a likely spot for calamity. 

AJ added that there would also be problems out on the fens where the access roads were of 

single concrete slab construction laid directly onto the fen surface. These had been built during 

the war and many of them were now in a very poor state. Also, many of the services are in the 

road verges which are now above the level of the road bed. There is a real danger of damage 

due to the size and weight of the vehicles. The planning also states that the roads will only be 

put back to the same condition. We need to alert people to this. Some of these fen tracks are 

vital access routes for the Haddenham Drainage Board.  

Action: OM & AJ to contact the Haddenham Drainage  Board on this matter. Information to be 

circulated to the group. 

 

7. Local Transport Plan (LPT3) 
 

RH said that he had attended one of the consultation meetings and it had been a waste of time.  
AJ said that the document contained some interesting points. Firstly, they have recognised that 
they must implement the Environmental Noise Regulations 2006. They are responsible for 
developing Noise Action Plans in relation to the busiest main roads but all those mentioned are 
managed by the Highways Agency such as the A14, M11 and A1. But there are significant noise 
problems on other roads and two examples are gravel surfaces in Haddenham and newly 
installed rumble strips in Earith. 
Another important point to note is that the responsibility for public health has been transferred to 
the county councils who must therefore take action if damaging environmental effects from 
traffic are proven. 
Finally there are proposals within the document for a new road from Wyton to Godmanchester. 
This will impact on a wildlife reserve and the Wildlife Trust are asking for support.  
Action: AJ will speak to the Wildlife Trust asap to see what help we might offer. 
 



 
 
8. Northstowe development 
 
This is scheduled to start in 2015 and the first phase will last until 2018. 
RH said that we need to stipulate the construction routes. The HGV traffic should go along the 
A141 but will they? There should certainly be sanctions in any agreements for diverging from 
agreed routes. 
ML said that the bids would determine the routes. Hanson would be bidding and they will stick to 
their agreements 
 

9. HCV Speed Limit Consultation 
 
OM gave a brief summary of the recent announcements by the DfT relating to the speed of 
HCVs on single carriageway roads. The recommendation had been made that the speed limit 
should be increased from 40 to 50 mph. A second consultation had taken place in August which 
lasted only 6 weeks and sought views on raising the limit on dual-carriageways to 60mph. This 
will presumably also be approved. One of the reasons given for increasing the limits was to 
improve road safety since other road users would be less inclined to overtake dangerously. 
 
FM said that although civil servants write the text the politicians don’t always read them.  
RH said that HGVs should have a kick-down allowing them to overtake. 
AJ thought that more car drivers would be killed or injured rather than fewer due to the 
increased speeds and longer overtaking distances. 
 

10.  AOB 
 
AJ said that he had used some of the environmental statistics gathered by the HCV committee 
as evidence in relation to a planning application for 200 houses at Witchford. He has also seen 
the Environmental Health Officer who had thought that the NO2 levels were not too bad which 
was not borne out by our findings. RH thought that the numbers of children using inhalers in 
schools in the region suggests there is a problem. 
AJ went on to say that the EU will be introducing an absolute limit in relation to particles less 
than 2.5 micros in 2015.  The scientists at Kings College with whom he had been having an 
email correspondence confirmed that there is a major problem with these particulates 
throughout Europe. He also thought he had read that HCVs have a greater effect in relation to 
their numbers. [Post Meeting Note: Latest Government Statistics show that in 2011 the nation’s 
28.5 million cars emitted 150,000 tons of nitrogen oxides, but a further 97,000 tons were given 
off by just 400,000 HCVs.] 
 
FM added that the problem is not just with HCVs and that diesel cars are possibly a bigger 
problem. The recent publicity with regard to very high levels of pollution in London had provoked 
the advice that people should walk nearer to the shops rather than the road. 
 
LD said that the ‘Let Sutton Sleep’ campaign is ingoing. Its aim is to reduce the level of traffic 
noise in the village. 
 
AB mentioned the activities of the Hilton Action Group.  AJ asked if they had engaged an 
environmental consultant and, if not, it might be worth having a chat with Geoff Buck who had a 
lot of experience in this area. Action: AJ would send on the contact details. 
 
BB said that there seemed to be some discussion about re-aligning the A141 due to a new 
business park development and he wondered if this had anything to do with the new route 
mentioned in the LPT3 document. 
 
The next HCV meeting date TBA. 
 


