
 
 
  
Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 12th February, 

2015 at 7.30pm at Bluntisham Village Hall, Bluntisham. 
 
Present:      
 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Margaret Lumb (ML)  - Bluntisham PC 
Jeff Nicholls (JN)  - Earith PC 
Christine Ward (CW)  - Cottenham PC 
Stan Smith (SS)  - Sutton PC 
Brian Burpitt (BB)  - Earith Speedwatch 
Pauline Wilson (PW)  - Haddenham PC & ECDC 
Gareth Wilson (GW)  - Haddenham PC &ECDC 
Penny Mayo (PM)  - Sutton PC 
Lorna Dupre (LD)  - East Cambs DC 
Joan Gutteridge (JG)  - Bluntisham PC 
Owen Mc Laughlin (OM) - Earith 
Andy Bush (AB)  - Hilton HAT 
G. Cook (GC)   - Wicken 
 
  
Minutes: Owen McLaughlin (OM) - Earith Villagers Association 
 
1. Appointment of Chairman for the Meeting 
BB kindly volunteered to chair the meeting. 
 
2. Apologies for Absence 
Terry Stoodley, Chris Prescott, Ann Sherwood, Ken Attwood, Justo Perez 
  
3. Minutes & Actions from last Meeting on 02/10/2014 
 
Ongoing actions: 
 

Historical Actions Status On 
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 

Contact Penny Bryant re: Sutton weight restriction application 
 
OM had circulated the Huntingdonshire Environment and Transport Area 
Joint Committee minutes from April 2000 on this subject but had not yet 
contacted Penny Bryant 
 
Still open 

Ongoing OM 

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 

 
It was pointed out that the second item above should refer to Somersham and not Sutton.  
The meeting agreed that items 1 & 2 should be considered as closed since nothing useful would be 
gained from pursuing them at this stage. 

 



 
 
4. DEFRA – Air Quality Consultation 
 
OM said that he had responded to the consultation which was announced just before Xmas. 
This was the second consultation following the original exercise in September 2103. It’s worth 
noting that both consultations had taken place during holiday periods probably in the hope of 
reducing the number of responses.  
This second consultation was a form-filling exercise restricted to comments on a few basic 
recommendations.  In short, these are intended to reduce the mandatory reporting ‘burden’ on 
LAs with respect to air quality and to rely more on national statistics. There is however more 
emphasis on PM2.5 and a requirement to reduce levels but no requirement to monitor it locally. 
The argument being that because there is no safe level then there is no point in measuring it 
and all effort must be put into reduction . However, LAs may still monitor if they wish to do so. 
 
Our response referred to our own results for PM2.5 and made the point that it was difficult to 
know whether reduction methods were working without actually knowing what the level is at any 
time. 
 
It was noted that East Cambs are still monitoring NO2.  
 
 
5. Dimmock Cote Planning Application 
 
A new planning application has been received from Dimmock Cote quarry at Wicken.  The new 
application is to extend the quarry activity but also to use the site for landfill. This has promoted 
both Wicken and Stretham PCs to object mainly on traffic grounds. Stretham have estimated 
that a successful application could result in 36,000 extra HGV movements in a year associated 
with this site. 70% of the extra HCV traffic will come from the West and 30% from the East. 
 
GW wondered why this was being proposed when we already have an agreed Minerals & 
Waste plan. 
ML said that there was no information on the types of waste to be dumped. 
BB wondered if the waste was hazardous.  
 
Action: OM to respond on behalf of  the HCV committee. 
 
 
6. Latta’s Farm Planning Application 
 
There is a planning meeting to consider the Latta’s Farm application at Shire Hall on Friday the 
27th of February.  This application was first submitted in 2010 when it was rejected for a number 
of reasons including HCV traffic impact. The quarrying operation would result in about 100 extra 
lorry movements per day at George Corner in Earith.  
The HCV group had objected to the original proposal in 2010 and also to the revised submission 
in 2014. The deadline for registering to speak at the planning meeting is February 19th. 
 
JN said that someone may be going to represent Earith PC, possibly Terry Rogers. 
 
 
7. Cost-Benefit Analysis Report 
 
AJ gave some background history explaining why the report was needed. 
 
SS pointed out that there are elections in May and so this may be time critical. 
AJ said that was an interesting observation. There had been a sudden flurry of CCC councillor 
activity.  He thought that now was a good time to put them on the spot when they are suddenly 
very concerned with the A1123 and volume of traffic. 
 
LD said that Cambridge County councillors are not up for election in May. 



 
 
 
AJ said that a couple of documents have been published by the government which really help 
our case.  For one thing they assign monetary values to the damaging effects of noise and air 
pollution etc, and we can utilise these. Local authorities now also have health responsibilities 
and we can make use of that as well.  
 
The report will include Dr Geoff Buck’s documents, all the test data, photos, all BB’s data on the 
villages, plus individual testimonies.  
 
Section 2.2.2 mentions TRO implementation cost. Does anyone have any data for these 
activities? Any information would be useful.  
 
Roy Harknett  from Mepal drove all the routes to get the actual mileage data.  Where alternative 
routes have been suggested there is no increase of more than 5 miles and some are actually 
shorter than the village routes. 
 
CW asked if  people are using the longer routes through villages? 
AJ said that they were. For example more Felixstowe traffic is coming through Haddenham. 
 
AJ said that a big piece missing is the HCV costs for hauliers.  The running costs, time costs 
etc. Does anyone have any contacts in the industry that we could ask? 
 
Actions: ML said that she would check with Hanson. OM said he would take a look at the DfT 
website. 
 
SS asked if we wanted per mile costs and if these had to be calculated for different vehicle 
types etc. GW added that costs per mile must also vary depending on speed and route type. 
 
BB thought that someone must have calculated all these things already. 
GW agrred.  Turners, for example, have said the A1123 is too expensive for them to use. 
 
AJ thought that comment was interesting because at the Ely meeting Turners said they couldn’t 
commit to not using A1123. 
 
AJ also couldn’t find any figures for the effects of vibration. To get a cost for vibration he had 
used a figure based on only night time disturbance based on 50% of the noise effect for the 
same period.  
 
The cost estimate from inhaling PM2.5 particulates was based on estimates of mortality from 
Public Health England for the regions of East Cambs, Fenland, Huntingdon and South Cambs 
and from our own sampling in the villages. The figure shown in section 5.5 is a conservative 
estimate of what could be saved by reducing the level of pollution. But London University 
researchers say that you have to be careful about PM2.5 because of the background level, some 
of  which may be generated elsewhere. 
 
CW added that much of the PM2.5 comes from diesel, so cars are a source as well and this 
needs to be considered. 
 
There are no figures given for damage to listed buildings etc. We should just put in a figure for 
this.  
The calculations for road repairs are really complex, but we do have a figure from Richard 
Preston for repairs to the Willingham Road which is 16 times greater than the norm for a road of 
this kind.  It is accepted that HCVs cause the great majority of road damage, so if they were 
excluded from sections of fen road then the savings could be considerable. 
 
AJ said the report is complete enough for people to comment and he will pass it round. If there’s 
any way we can add and clarify we should do it. We have to make some assumptions. 
 



 
 
GW said that when CCC  had a lorry officer one of his main tasks  was to know how many 
haulage companies were actually based in Cambridgeshire. This kind of knowledge has been 
lost. 
 
BB had done a lot of video surveys and based on this he estimated that 40 to 60% of HCVs are 
through traffic. We don’t want to stop the local companies. Local companies don’t seem to 
speed as much either. 
 
AB added that Speedwatch also have good and up-to-date data. 
 
OM said it may be possible to come up with a formula for accident costs attributable to HCVs. 
 
AJ said that CCC and the police could be doing more on enforcement. The technology exists 
now. 
 
BB agreed.  One of the companies they had written  to with a photo of a speeding HCV wrote 
back and said the vehicle was doing 37mph in a 30mph zone according to the tacho. So they 
have the data. 
 
AJ said he would like to get the document completed by the end of the month. Then the next 
step is to present it to PCs who have to make the TRO application. There may be some 
resistance. 
 
JG asked why the villages won’t co-operate? Surely we can pressurise the laggards into 
agreeing. 
 
GW thought that cost was a deterrent. The cost of applying for a TRO is relatively low unless 
someone disputes it, and this will be disputed. 
 
CW believed that Cottenham may need some persuasion. They had been advised informally by 
David Lyons (CCC) that there would be implications for road maintenance if a TRO was put in 
place. 
 
SS said it should be presented as a benefit to the villages.  
 
PW said it was surprising sometimes how selfish people can be. But other people not affected 
don’t care. What about giving presentations? 
 
AJ said that we could certainly do these. We’ve done them before. 
 
LD thought there were two issues. Building a case per se, and building a case for each PC to 
participate. We also have a timing issue because of the election. We have 3 meetings in Sutton 
before the election. Who else has elections coming up? (Apparently Bluntisham, Haddenham, 
Sutton, and possibly Earith). 
 
AJ said there was a two stage approach and the first step is to go to the police and get their 
view. If the police are opposed then it won’t happen. We could ask the PC members to see if the 
HCV group can approach the police.  
 
GW thought that was the wrong approach. We should just do it. Don’t get the PCs involved at 
this stage. The meeting agreed.  
 
Action: Approach the police. ML to do this via her existing contacts. OM to send list of villages 
concerned. 
 
 
CW said it would certainly strengthen the case with Cottenham if the police approved. 
 



 
 
GW said that when he had calculated TRO costs for something it was about £6k to start with. If 
it is opposed it will be much more. He wondered what it cost Hilton to get its night-time ban? 
 
Action: ML to approach Brian Robins re: data for the villages. 
 
The meeting agreed the following plan and timescale. 
 

- Complete the report by end of month.  
- Wait until after the elections for the next HCV meeting.  
- Consult the police in the meantime. 

 
8. Cambridgeshire Progress on HCV Strategy 
 
Cambridgeshire do not appear to have done very much since 2011/2 when they developed their 
HCV Management Strategy. It is not clear if this strategy was ever formally adopted. 
 
BB reported on traffic data from police radar monitoring. He also described the village statistics 
that he’d collected on environmental sensitivity based on the strategy criteria. The exercise had 
been conducted strictly according to the county guidelines.  
 
9. Ely Bypass update 
 
Although Ely has got the money the £12m - £14m funding for the bypass, they have lost £2.5m 
as a result of Tesco not moving. 
 

 
10. A14 Update 
 
The HCV group should register their interest for the consultation.  
 
 
11. AOB 
 
HCV Signage: AJ said the signage for the Advisory Route is very bad. There is only one 
sensible sign outside Sutton and this seems to be working.  The rest are completely inadequate. 
The one at Bar Hill is after the exit and requires errant HCVs to turn round. 
Should we write to our county councillors to see if they could put proper signs up? 
 
Containers: ML commented that there are a lot of container lorries coming through the villages. 
She added that there is even less in the Highways budget this year.  
 
Traffic Counts:  AB said that Hilton had just had a traffic survey.  They recorded 1700 HCV in a  
single 7 day period . Lots of radar monitoring devices are being put on lampposts. 
ML had asked for one for Bluntisham. 
BB said that Brian Robins has 18 of these kits available.  Information will be put on the Cambs 
police website. 
 
 
 
Date for Next Meeting: May 21st. 
 
 
 
 
 


