
 
 
  

Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 5th 
June, 2014 at 7.30pm at Bluntisham Village Hall, Bluntisham. 

 
 
 
Present:      
 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Margaret Lumb (ML)  - Bluntisham PC 
Kathy Searle (KS)  - Bluntisham PC 
Christine Ward (CW)  - Cottenham PC 
Stan Smith (SS)  - Sutton PC 
Brian Burpitt (BB)  - Earith Speedwatch 
Owen Mc Laughlin (OM) - Earith 
Roy Harknett (RH)  - Mepal PC 
Kate Heydon (KH)  - 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 
. 
AJ agreed to act as Chairman and welcomed Kate Heydon and Lorna Dupre who were 
attending for the first time. 
 

2. Apologies for Absence 
Gareth Wilson, Pauline Wilson, Jeff Nicholls, Penny Mayo, Terry Stoodley, Ken Attwood 
 
  

3. Minutes & Actions from last Meeting on 20/02/2014 
 
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   
 
Comment: Leave this action pending for the moment 

Ongoing BB/OM 

2. CCC related actions 
 

a. Get minutes and attendance list of meeting on Feb. 21st, 2013 
b. Follow up actions previously agreed by CCC 
c. Press for a further meeting with CCC officers 

 
Comment: No progress made here and it is now clear that there were no 
minutes taken or an attendance list. This item to be considered closed. 

Ongoing BB/OM 

3. Contact Penny Bryant re: Sutton weight restriction application 
 
Comment: OM had not been able to contact Penny Bryant. He would 
keep trying 
SS said he would forward Ian Dewar’s phone number. 

Ongoing OM 



 
 

4. HCV Web Site 
 
Comment: OM had looked into this and it is clear we need our own URL. 
AJ said that he could host the site if necessary. AB added that we could 
also use a service provided by BT who offer free web site building and 
hosting services to organisations.  
 
Action:  AB to send some details of this service to OM. 

Ongoing OM 

5. HCV Funding  
 
Ian Dewar said there may be funding sources open to the HCV and 
advised that we contact Sue Harris on this matter. 
 
Comment: OM reported that he had not been able to contact Sue Harris 
or Ian Dewar to get further details. 
 
Action: SS said he would forward Ian Dewar’s phone number. 

Ongoing OM 

 

4. A14 Consultation Response 
  
AJ had prepared a draft response to the A14 proposal which had already been circulated to 
members. Any further additions or changes need to be agreed as soon as possible because the 
submission has to be presented in the next few days. 
 
The consensus was that the response was very good and all the major issues had been 
covered.  AB & MS said there was more evidence available which had been collected by Hilton 
Action on Traffic (HAT) and which might add some further substance to the report. It is clear that 
Hilton will get construction traffic and residents will suffer from increased levels of noise and 
pollution. They have a statement about the potential health impacts by Charles Andrew 
(FRCPath) which could be used in the report. There is also an assessment and a mass of data 
compiled by a consultant from 2009 which they have on DvD. This may be generally useful to 
the HCV group and some might be made accessible, with some restrictions, via the HCV web-
site. 
 
Action: AB to send relevant material and links to OM. 
 
It was also felt that more emphasis should be placed on potential problems arising from the A14 
upgrade taking place at the same time as other major infrastructure projects such as 
Northstowe. AH said that work on the A14 may result in construction traffic from other projects 
using inappropriate routes through villages unless stringent and enforceable routing agreements 
were in place. For example, there could be serious problems on the B1050. 
 
AH also highlighted some congestion and safety issues for local villages resulting from the 
proposed changes to A14 access points. In particular, Dry Drayton access to the A14 is the 
least congested option for some villages and consideration should be given to maintaining it. 
 
Action: AH to provide some comments for the report on these issues. 
 
AH said that Cottenham PC had not voted on this proposal and would therefore not be 
responding. 
 
AJ asked the group if it was ok to send in the response subject to the additions and changes 
which had been discussed. This was agreed.  
 
RH suggested the HCV group should also contact all MEPs, MPs, county and district councillors 
who are affected by the proposals. This was also agreed. 
 
The meeting thanked AJ for the work he had done in compiling this very thorough response. 



 
 
5. Particulate Testing Reports – next steps 
 
OM gave a summary of the particulate sizing results for the dust samples collected in 
Haddenham and Wilburton. The test procedure followed had been the same as for the Earith 
sample which had been analysed earlier in the year. Extrapolating the PM10 and PM2.5 
concentrations in the same way as for Earith produced these figures. 
 
 

  EAL 
Limit 

WHO 
Limits 

EU 
Limits 

Earith  Wilburton Haddenham 

       

PM10   24hr - 50ug/m3 50ug/m3 62ug/m3  158ug/m3 90ug/m3 
PM10   Ann 40ug/m3 20ug/m3 40ug/m3     -     
PM2.5  24hr - 25ug/m3 - 53ug/m3  101ug/m3 68ug/m3 
PM2.5 Ann - 10ug/m3 25ug/m3     -     

 

These show very high concentrations of PM10 and PM2.5 at both sites. The Wilburton result for 

PM10 was over 3 times higher than the 24 hour limit of 50ug/m3 set by both the WHO and the 

EU. The results for PM2.5 were even more significant with the Wilburton result 4 times higher 

and Haddenham almost 3 times higher than the 24 hour limit of 25ug/m3 set by the WHO. It 

should be noted that the EU does not set a 24 hour limit for PM2.5 because it believes there is 

no actual safe limit for particles of this size.  

However, although these results are strongly indicative that limits are being breached they are 

not conclusive proof. The HCV group only conducted sampling in single 24 hour periods at the 

various sites. The health standards state that the 24 hour limit must be exceeded on 30 

occasions in a year for a breach to occur. The annual comparisons would require a whole year 

of sampling. Therefore in order for the HCV group to prove that limits are being exceeded would 

require substantially more testing. There was some discussion on whether the HCV group was 

in a position to do this testing themselves. But to collect and analyse a single sample costs 

somewhere around £200 and the HCV group does not have the finance or resources to 

undertake testing on a larger scale. 

AJ said he had been in contact with a group at Kings College in London who might be able to 

assist with advice and even conduct testing on our behalf. They could, at the very least, provide 

an expert second opinion on our methodology and conclusions to date. When they have 

responded we should then call a meeting with the EHOs of all the district councils affected.  

 

6. Village Weight Limits – Cost/Benefit analysis 
 

BB said he had surveyed all the villages and was collating the data. He was also trying to get 

traffic flow figures but this was proving difficult. CCC have no figures but he had contacted the 

police who do have some data. There is nothing at the moment for Sutton or Wilburton. 

AB said that Hilton have some data. 

MS asked who had done the recent county wide survey. BB said he hadn’t been able to find out 

who it was despite calling the number on the contactor’s vehicles. But the results may be 

worthless. They were doing Earith while the A1123 was closed due to flooding. 

AJ wondered if the police data would be sufficient. BB thought it would be. 

SS added that a survey had been done at Sutton Gault. AJ speculated that this might be to do 

with the proposed potato storage depot. 



 
 
BB said he still needed 1 hour counts of the number of pedestrians who walk (or cycle) along a 

prescribed section of road in each village village. CCC were supposed to pick a site and a time 

but have not done so.   

 

Action:  SS said that Speedwatch would do it in Sutton. AJ said he would find someone in 

Haddenham and Wilburton. 

 

Once all the data has been collected, AJ pointed out that the next step would be to put the 

figures into the report and get the PCs to submit it. But can we get them to co-operate? We 

have to submit to the county council and perhaps we can submit one application on behalf of all.  

CW said she had spoken to residents in Cottenham and they are prepared to submit evidence 

of the disruption to lifestyle caused by heavy vehicles. 

KH asked if the objective was to go for Traffic Regulation Orders. 

AJ said that it was and we would be looking at 3 TROs.  When Sutton had tried to do this one of 

the reasons for refusal was that they were only a single PC but the impact of the TRO would 

affect other neighbouring PCs. Hence the need for a collective approach. 

BB wondered about the cost to the PCs for making the application. ML said it might be possible 

to get funds from the Local Highways Initiative.  

 

Action: ML volunteered to find out the TRO costs and send them to OM. 

 

7. Publicity / Web-site 
 

The web-site has already been discussed under item 4 in matters arising. No other decisions 
have been taken regarding publicity about the environmental testing. The consensus at the 
moment is that we need further expert commentary on our results and conclusions before we 
can advertise them more widely. 

. 

8. Bridge Farm Planning Application 
 
OM said that he had submitted a response opposing this application on behalf of the HCV. The 
proposal was for gravel extraction near Earith which could mean as many as 120 extra HCV 
movements a day at George Corner.  
 

9. AOB 
 
Cambridgeshire Transport Plan 2011-2031: 
 
OM raised the issue of the CCC Transport Plan. The Policies and Strategy component of the 
plan had recently been posted on the CCC website. The document claims that the strategy is 
designed to tackle some of the major transport challenges such as reducing accidents and 
environmental impacts, promoting sustainable modes of transport and influencing national 
policy. Since these objectives are very similar to those of the HCV group this document requires 
serious attention.  
 
The CCC Long Term Transport Strategy has also been released for consultation and there are 
a number of exhibitions around the county in the coming weeks. The consultation is open until 
July 11th. 
 
Action: OM to distribute the strategy document to members as well as the venues and dates for 
the consultation exercise. 
 
 
 
Speeding HCVs: 



 
 
 
BB reported that the new police inspector had decided that the police would not be sending any 
more letters to speeding HCV drivers. Speedwatch had been accused of sending inflammatory 
letters to HCV companies in the police’s name. This was not the case. 
AJ suggested that we should write to the police commissioner and the chief constable. 
AB advised that we should contact David McCandless who is already engaged in this 
controversy and liaise with him. 
 
Action: OM to contact Dave McCandless on this matter 
 
Advisory Freight Route Map: 
 
RH wondered if we should name and shame the HCV companies who are not adhering to the 
CCC Advisory Route Map. BB said they were already doing this to a degree in Earith by writing 
to haulage firms who were observed speeding in the village. The policy was to write to the head 
office with photographic evidence of the offence and also include a copy of the Route Map. This 
had been quite effective in the past in getting at least some haulage firms to discipline drivers or 
even change their routes. 
 
Action: BB to circulate the standard letter that they use.  
 
Next Meeting: 
 
The next HCV meeting will be on September 18th. 
 


