
 
 

Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 3rd October, 
2017 at 7.30pm at The Glebe, Sutton. 

 
 
 
Present:      
 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Neil Harris (NH)  - Willingham PC 
Owen Mc Laughlin (OM) - Earith 
Jeff Nicholls (JN)  - Earith PC 
Lorna Dupre (LD)  - CCC 
Mark Inskip   - Sutton PC 
Penny Mayo   - Sutton PC 
 
 
1. Welcomes and Apologies 
 
Apologies have been received from Gareth and Pauline Wilson, Christine Ward, Margaret 
Lumb, Margaret Shardlow, Andy Bush, Brian Burpitt, Wendy Oldfield. 
 
2. Minutes and actions from the last meeting held on July 20th 2017 

 
Matters Arising: 
 
Road accident Statistics: 
OM said that the annual road accident statistics for 2016 had finally been published by the DfT 
at the end of September. However, on the website there was also a note to the effect that future 
results may also be delayed. The reason given was that the London Met had a new reporting 
system which was significantly more time consuming than the old one so their data is likely to 
be late. 
 
Mick George Haul Road: 
OM said he had not received a response to his email regarding the proposed Haul Road. 
[Post-meeting update: Joe Gossage has responded to say that the planning application has not 
yet been submitted. But he will let us know when it is]. 
 
A14 Point of Contact: 
Margaret Lumb has forwarded the details of the person to contact with any A14 queries.  

 
Jade Pettit 
Stakeholder Manager  
A14 Integrated Delivery Team 
Bedford Heights, Brickhill Drive, Bedford, MK41 7PH 
 
Mobile: (+44) 07825942147 
Email:  jade.pettit@thea14.com 

 
3. Air Pollution 

 

• NO2 testing  
 
OM reported that 20 NO2 tubes had been installed in Willingham, Wilburton, Earith, Cottenham, 
Haddenham and Sutton over 2 weekends. These will be left in situ for a month and then sent off 
for analysis. A full list of the locations is in the Appendix. 
Follow up testing may take place depending on the results. Andy Bush had been in touch to say 
that Hilton PC had approved funding for 3 sites for a year. They have also decided on the test 



 
 
locations. He had also asked if permission needed to be obtained from Balfour Beatty or CCC 
before the tubes could be put on lampposts.  
AJ said we did not ask permission before when we tested in 2012 and we had not asked 
permission this time either. 
NH thought that you needed to get local authority permission.  
The tubes are rather innocuous and it was thought unlikely there would be any problem if they 
were only left up for 4 weeks. However, if they are left up for a year it might be best to seek 
some kind of approval.  
 
AJ said that his company had received the invoice for the 20 tubes already installed. This might 
make it difficult to invoice parish councils due to VAT issues.  

 

• Pollution monitoring equipment  
 
AJ said that there is some kit available. Gradko have a device for monitoring PM10 & PM2.5, 
the  DC1700, which costs £480. He had also seen a new French device that can be mounted on 
a bicycle and gives air quality readings.  
Jeff Buck also has equipment which can be hired at a reasonable cost. The noise monitor we 
used in 2012 can still be hired at the same price. It would be good to do some more noise 
testing as noise is in some ways a better indicator of the problem. A document on the health 
effects of noise will be circulated with these minutes. 

 

• CCC – local air quality projects 
 

LD reported that there are only small projects going on in Cambs and nothing being done by the 
Districts who have not come forward with any suggestions of their own. Also the seminar on 
Public Health which was cancelled because of the general election has been cancelled again on 
2 subsequent occasions. The county council had received a report on air quality from Iain 
Greene in September. However, he had only received status reports from Cambridge City and 
South Cambs and nothing from the other Districts. CCC were disappointed by the lack of a clear 
strategy to tackle serious air pollution and had requested a follow up report within 2 months.  
(But perhaps part of the problem is that Iain Greene doesn’t believe there is a problem).  
 
AJ reported that he and Andy Bush had met with Daniel Clarke of CCC on September 1st. They 
had briefed Mr Clarke on the activities and the objectives of the HCV group and in turn he had 
described his plans for an affordable, real time Air Quality Management system. It was 
interesting to hear the progress that they have made and are making to establish an AQ 
database, a network of sensors and automation of the data collection for Cambridge City.   
AJ said the HCV Group would be interested in being involved, particularly if cost effective 
permanent monitoring could be established in other county town and village locations and along 
the main roads. They had also made some observations/suggestions about the technology and 
how extensions to the project might be funded. 
 
However, it was clear they were most interested in the technology and had no clear objectives 
themselves but the dialogue is continuing. Daniel Clarke had been invited to this meeting. 

 

• Air pollution class action 
 
AJ said that Highways England have predicted a 50% growth in traffic up to 2040. But NO2 
levels are already above legal limits in many places and particulates pose another serious threat 
because they have no safe limit. The Cambridgeshire Transport and Health JSNA report 
published in 2015 highlights the extent of the problem and clearly attributes 5% of 
Cambridgeshire mortality to air pollution. That equates to 257 deaths per annum. The district 
councils are supposed to be doing air quality monitoring but they are doing very little which is 
why groups like the HCV group and Greenpeace are doing their own testing.  
 



 
 
There was some discussion as to whether parish councils would finance further testing. It was 
clear that PCs have financial issues and can only spend money on something that has a visible 
return. PM advised on getting proper quotes before anyone is approached about funding. 

 
4. CCC – Health Responsibilities 

 
OM said that although the districts have responsibility for testing it is the county council that has 
responsibility for health. The Department of Health has created a Public Health Outcomes 
Framework (PHOF) which defines a set of health indicators that can be used by local authorities 
to measure performance in dealing with health issues. Some of these relate directly to the 
health threats we are trying to measure. The indicators most relevant to HCV are; 
 
1.10 Killed and seriously injured casualties on England’s roads 
1.14 The percentage of population affected by noise 
3.01 The fraction of mortality attributable to particulate pollution 
 
Every council has to produce an annual PHOF report showing how it is performing vis-à-vis 
other councils. Cambridgeshire’s report was published in May 2017 and indicators are identified 
as red, yellow or green to show whether they are worse, similar or better than the average or 
target. The results for all local authorities in England can be found here. 
 
https://fingertips.phe.org.uk/profile/public-health-outcomes-framework/data 
 
Out of the indicators shown above only 1.10 was flagged as red, perhaps leading the reader to 
conclude that the others were either average or better than the national average. The situation 
is rather more complex. With regard to noise there is no compulsion on the local authority to 
submit data on noise complaints to the Chartered Institute for Environmental Health (CIEH) who 
are tasked with compiling the national statistics. If no submission is received an estimate is 
made based on past submissions and comparison with similar authorities. The figure given for 
Cambridgeshire (5.1 complaints per 1,000 population) is clearly better than the national figure of 
7.1 but the notes show  “the value is modelled or a synthetic estimate”. In other words it’s 
largely a guess.  As part of the PHOF framework, people are allowed to make specific 
complaints about day and night time noise from traffic and this would be an effective indicator if 
CCC would collect and forward the data. 
 
LD: She will ask CCC why they are not forwarding noise data to CIEH. 
 
The estimation of mortality from particulates (indicator 3.01)  is also a modelled process and not 
reliant on any local measurements at all.  
 
With regard to these 2 indicators the results are effectively useless but allow the local authority 
to discharge its obligations without doing anything at all. 
 

 
5. East Cambs Transport Strategy 

• TRO zone clarification 
 

LD: Steve Criswell always said that the zone is too big and should be divided into sub-zones. 
AJ: Other zones in the country must have the same problem. We need expert advisors but then 
it would cost more.  
 
It was noted that Witchford have a zone to stop tip traffic. We could ask them. 
 

• TRO signage costs 
 
AJ said that this had not been done but there was an action on BB to do it. 

 

• Local Transport Plan responsibilities 



 
 
 
LD: The mayor has published an interim transport strategy which merely relies on existing 
plans. But it is not clear which plans will be subsumed into it. 
Action: LD to circulate an email on this. 
720 new houses have been proposed for Witchford. The A10 will be breached. 
 
 

6. A14 Update 

• Diversionary Routes & their Management 
 
NH said that he hadn’t noticed any diverted traffic through Willingham. 
AJ thought that the A1123 was being used by drivers trying to avoid the A14 40 mph speed 
limit. 
 
Action: Email Jade Pettit to ask what diversionary signs are in place on the A14. 
 

• Village Protection Measures 
 
NH said that he had arranged a meeting with Joe Gossage to explore ways of finding a solution 
for Willingham with regard to Mick George traffic. 
 

• Grant bid 
 
OM reported that there is an A14 Community Fund which is giving grants of up to £10,000 to 
projects related to the A14 development and its effects. There are specific acceptance criteria 
but it seems that the HCV group could apply, as could parish councils in the area.  
 
Action: OM to circulate details on the scheme and how to apply. 

 
7. Ely By-pass Update 

 
This will take longer than planned and will cost more than the estimate.  Projected completion 
date is now August 2018 and the cost has risen to £36m from £30. 
AJ: They have discovered that solid ground is much deeper than they thought, somewhere 
between 8 and 16 metres. 
 

8.   Further Environmental Testing 
 

If  the NO2 results are bad  we should go on to do a full year’s testing. We should also look at 
noise again. DEFRA have published health costs relating to noise. We could do particulate 
testing but because of problems associated with testing duration and methodology the results 
would be challenged. Vibration testing is expensive and, at the moment, there is no legislation 
that can be referenced. So NO2   and noise seem like the best bet. 
 
One useful thing that PCs could do to improve noise and vibration problems is to identify 
manhole covers that are not level. 
 
Action: Send costs to PCs in relation to noise testing.  

 
9. AOB 

 
None 
 
Next meeting:  TBA 

 
 



 
 

NO2 Testing Sites 
 

Earith Date Installed 

87 High Street 24/09/17 

50 High Street 24/09/17 

George Corner 24/09/17 

Earith School 24/09/17 

  

Cottenham  

Old Rectory 20 Pence Road 30/09/17 

High St, next to the Co-op 30/09/17 

282 High Street / War Memorial 30/09/17 

Opposite Cottenham Village College 30/09/17 

  

Haddenham  

34 Station Road 24/09/17 

The Green 24/09/17 

Hop Row 24/09/17 

Haddenham/Aldreth (Reference Site) 24/09/17 

  

Wilburton  

65 High Street 24/09/17 

Post Office, High Street 24/09/17 

  

Sutton  

Outside the School 30/09/17 

The Brook/High Street Junction 30/09/17 

The America 30/09/17 

Ely Road 30/09/17 

  

Willingham  

Traffic Lights at Crossroads 30/09/17 

Junction near Co-op 30/09/17 

 

 
  


