
 

 

Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 14th December, 
2017 at 7.45pm at The Glebe, Sutton. 

 
 
 
Present:      
 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Neil Harris (NH)  - Willingham PC 
Owen Mc Laughlin(OM) - Earith, Secretary 
Jeff Nicholls (JN)  - Earith PC 
Lorna Dupre (LD)  - CCC 
Brian Burpitt (BB)  - Earith 
Margaret Shardlow(MS) - Hilton HAT 
Andy Bush (AB)  - Hilton HAT 
Wendy Oldfield(WO)  - Earith 
Dave McCandless(DM) - Community Roadwatch 
Gareth Wilson(GW)  - Haddenham PC 
Christine Ward(CW)  - Cottenham PC 
John Davies(JD)  - St. Ives TC & Huntingdon DC 
 
 
 
1. Welcomes and Apologies 
 
Apologies have been received from Pauline Wilson, Margaret Lumb, Mark Inskip, Penny Mayo 
and Ben Huxley 
 
The meeting welcomed Dave McCandless and John Davies representing Community 
Roadwatch. 
 
BB volunteered to act as Chair for the meeting. 
 
2. Minutes and actions from the last meeting held on October 3rd 2017 
 
The minutes of the last meeting held on October 3rd 2017 were approved. 
 
Matters Arising: 
 
TRO Signage Costs: 
BB said that he had not yet met with Steve Dighton to discuss signage costs but would do so. 
 
A14 Fund: 
GW said that he had not yet had a chance to extract the information needed for the Haddenham 
bid for funding but would do so.  AJ has the signed form from Haddenham PC. 
JN said that Earith PC have already submitted a bid. 
 
3. Community Roadwatch Presentation (CRW) 
 
DM explained that CRW was constituted as a Community Interest Company (CIC). CICs are set 
up to work for the public good and any profits go back into the enterprise.  CRW incorporates 
three free services that can be operated in isolation or together. They are; Speed Check 
Services, Community Lorrywatch and Speed Awareness Sessions. (The company mission 
statement is appended to these minutes).  
 
It had been difficult to establish that CRW are not Speedwatch. CRW aims to be complementary 
to Speedwatch and other schemes but it does not concentrate solely on speeding. The aim is to 
quantify and challenge other things besides speeding that affect safety such as the use of 



 

 
mobile phones while driving or HGVs ignoring TROs or routeing agreements. Finally there are 
issues of noise, pollution and vibration which affect people’s health and are often anti-social in 
nature. There is no geographical limit to CRW’s operations. 
This is all necessary because there is a lack  of enforcement by the police. What resources the 
police still have are concentrated at a few places. For instance 85% of camera van sessions 
take place at KSI sites, so only 15% are available elsewhere.  
 
CRW had many notable achievements such as obtaining £20k to sponsor a full traffic calming 
scheme at Ramsey Forty Foot. This was done without humps or bumps and involved moving 
the 30mph limit to just outside the village.  With HGVs, where liveried vehicles are detected 
speeding or engaging in inappropriate behaviour, CRW send letters to the companies 
concerned. The letters are supported by video evidence. So far in 2017 500 letters have been 
sent and over 400 responses received. The vast majority of replies are positive. Data is collated 
and persistent patterns of behaviour can be detected which may result in legal action.  But the 
object is not solely punitive and co-operation with companies is very desirable. The 
collaboration with Mick George (MG)  has been very productive and MG has assisted in many 
ways including the provision of Speed Indicating Devices (SIDs).  One has been deployed on 
Colne Road where it has proved to be extremely effective in slowing traffic. 80% of drivers will 
respond to SIDs if they are speeding. SIDs cost around £3.5k each. 
 
Data Loggers are also very effective tools for traffic monitoring. A data logger can monitor both 
sides of the road and will monitor both speed and vehicle type. (HGV identification is about 80% 
accurate).  The police have about 18 of these but refuse to make them available to other 
organisations so CRW have bought their own. The Armadillo data logger costs between two and 
three thousand pound. It has a range of 20 metres and comes with Bluetooth connectivity. This 
means it is possible to access the data from a laptop/tablet whilst it is in operation. The battery 
life is about 3 weeks. Data on speed and traffic volumes can be viewed in a number of formats 
such as graphs and histograms. 
 
NH: There are data loggers installed all around Northstowe but it has not been possible  
to get hold of any of the data. Different excuses are given.  
DM: It is still possible to get the pipes across the road to count traffic but these cost about £1k 
per week. 
AJ: Asked if  the Haddenham logger belonged to CRW. 
DM: Confirmed that it did. 
 
AJ briefly explained the aims and objectives of the HCV Group. The group focuses on the 
impact of HCV traffic mostly from a health and safety perspective by gathering data on noise, 
pollution and other detrimental factors such as poor road surfaces.  The group has also tried to 
engage with CCC to get it to acknowledge and act upon its health responsibilities in this area.  
After a promising start to the consideration of weight limits in the A14/A141/A142 diamond 
initiated by Cllr. Criswell, it is now not co-operating with us, despite lobbying by LD, and is 
engaged in PR exercises in relation to the A14 and Ely by-pass construction and diversion 
traffic instead. 
There does seem to be scope for co-operation with CRW as our objectives are complementary 
and we are both gathering useful data. 
 
Questions and Answers: 
BB: The fact that responsibility for highways has moved to the Mayor’s office also complicates 
things. 
MS: Wondered if CRW visited transport managers. 
DM: No, but two transport managers had so far visited them. (One was DHL) 
MS: Asked if there was a problem with owner drivers. 
DM: Yes but we have been persistent. The strategy is sometimes to threaten gently. 
WO: Wondered if CRW was making a real difference. 
DM: Thought that CRW was indeed making a difference. 



 

 
AJ: A lot of the research by the HCV Group relies on vehicle counts. Would it be possible to put 
together a plan to monitor all the routes accessing the ‘diamond zone’ where we would like 
TROs applied. 
 
 
GW: Observed that Haddenham have 2 SIDs in their LHI bid. Other parishes have done the 
same thing. 
DM: Across Cambridgeshire there are 32 SIDs on order for LHI bids. 
 
The chair thanked Mr McCandless and Mr Davies for their interesting presentation. 
 
4. Air Pollution 

 
NO2 Testing Results: 
 
AJ commented on the results of the recent NO2

 testing in the villages. These results are shown 
in Appendix 2 alongside the test results from 2012. Not all the sites from 2012 were retested 
and some new ones were added. However, nine of the sites were the same which is sufficient to 
draw some general conclusions. The first thing to note is that all the measurements are lower 
than they were 5 years ago although traffic levels are higher.  The overall average is about 25% 
lower. There are several possible explanations for this. The time of year and weather conditions 
may be factors.  It is also quite likely due to the fact that newer engines produce less NO2 in line 
with tighter EU standards. But NO2 levels are still high and the detrimental effects of NO2 on 
health have only recently been recognised. Previously it was used as an indicator of ozone risk 
and the presence of other hazardous exhaust pollutants, such as particulates.  We still have a 
case for seeking reductions. The school site at Earith recorded only half the level of NO2 

 as the 
High Street despite being only 100 metres away, but the reading is still above background levels 
for the area.  
 
It is likely that small particulates, PM2.5, because engine filters have difficulty removing them, are 
worse and noise remains a series problem as shown by the levels recorded recently in 
Haddenham. 
 
  
 

Indoor dB Level Outdoor dB Level 

Daytime 
 

54.4 dB 69.8 dB 

Night Time 
 

35.0 dB 61.7 dB 

All dB values shown are LAeq 
 
The results show that these noise levels are so high that planning permission would not have 
been given for development under the old PPG24 guidance and are well in excess of WHO 
guidance for daytime and night-time noise. This is likely to be the case in other villages as well. 
A week’s noise testing at one location costs about £100.  
 
Particulate testing is more difficult. A simple 24 hour particulate sampling can be done quite 
cheaply (about £30) but the result only gives the weight of particulates present. This is a good 
indicator but does not tell you the size of particles present (e.g. PM10 vs PM 2.5) or what type of 
particles they are. To get results that are officially recognised requires continuous testing over a 
period of two years and the equipment costs thousands of pounds. The HCV Group does not 
have the time or resources to conduct testing of this kind. This is a public health issue but 
neither HMG, CCC nor the districts are doing very much.  The only functioning Monitor Station 
in the region is the one at Girton operated by South Cambs. DC.  The particulates monitor on 
the HMG ‘background’ station at Wicken Fen has been out of order for several years.  The 
South Cambs. machine at Bar Hill was removed some time ago. 
WO said she had contacted Huntingdon District Council about this but they just said that CCC 
are responsible.  



 

 
 
Further Testing of NO2  & Noise: 
 
GW:  Haddenham PC pay for 4 NO2

 tubes and East Cambs. have put some up as well.  
AB: Hilton still want to do their own NO2

  testing and need to order some tubes soon.  They want 
to monitor 2 sites for a year. The PC have agreed the funding. There has also been an 
amendment to the A14 planning order. South Cambs want to do noise monitoring before the 
new A14 opens. If noise then exceeds expectations mitigating measures will have to be put in 
place. 
 
NH: Willingham PC have voted £800 for testing. The second highest NO2

 reading was in 
Willingham and it is likely that the reading at the traffic lights would have been even higher if the 
tube had not disappeared. 
 
MS added that losing bus services has contributed to the problems because more people have 
to drive. 
 
BB observed that the HCV Group NO2

   results had not had the ‘fudge factor’ applied by some if 
not all Councils. But he was not sure why these adjustments were made at all. 
AJ said that according to the ECDC EHO the ‘fudge factor’ comes from DEFRA.  
 
 
Client Earth Update: 
 
A judge has ordered a High Court hearing in ClientEarth’s latest case against the UK 
Government over illegal and harmful levels of air pollution in the country. The case will be heard 
in the High Court before 23rd February next year. 

This will be the third such case against the government. After ClientEarth’s victories in the 
previous two, the Court ordered ministers to produce new plans to bring air pollution to within 
legal levels as soon as possible. 

This third case challenges elements of the court-ordered plan produced by ministers after 
ClientEarth’s second case in 2017. 

The grounds in ClientEarth’s case are: 

1. The latest plan backtracks on previous commitments to order 5 cities to introduce clean 

air zones by 2020; 

2. The plan does not require any action in 45 local authorities in England, despite them 

having illegal levels of air pollution. 

3. The plan does not require any action by Wales to bring down air pollution as quickly as 

possible. 

ClientEarth is seeking a court order which will force the government to take additional actions to 
rectify the flaws in the current air quality plan, with a clear timetable for consultation and 
implementation of those measures and estimates of their effect on air quality.  

Leicester City Council and Oxford City Council have written to the government raising doubts 
about the plans. These include claims that the government has seriously underestimated 
pollution levels in their cities and excluded them from access to essential support to fight the 
problem. 

ClientEarth CEO James Thornton said: “The government has identified at least 80 local 
authorities with illegal and harmful levels of air pollution but more than half of them are not being 
required to take action. 

“We have made progress with the government, which before we started our legal case was 
doing nothing, but air pollution has a serious effect on people’s health, the environment and the 
economy and more must be done. 



 

 
“The solutions to this problem are obvious. We need a national network of clean air zones to 
keep the dirtiest vehicles out of the most polluted towns and cities alongside action to help 
people switch to cleaner transport. The government must finally show leadership and commit to 
taking action.” 

 
Unfortunately ClientEarth won’t take on local cases and have recommended a local legal 
practice if the HCV Group want to pursue a case. 
 
 

5. CCC Health Responsibilities and Plans 
 
LD reported that the CCC Health Committee had been persuaded to hold a conference to bring 
together all the agencies involved. Unfortunately in their plan they they had missed out a lot of 
relevant agencies, such as Parish Councils, but they have now reconsidered. A working group 
will be set up in January to organise the summit but there is as yet no date fixed for the event. 
 
 

6. East Cambs Transport Strategy 
 
Nothing further specifically on East Cambs but LD said that the transport strategies are owned 
by CCC and not by the districts.  There is now some tension over the division of responsibilities 
with the Mayor’s office. For the moment the responsibility has been delegated downwards to 
the County because the Mayor’s office is currently incapable of performing this role. But in the 
future the Mayor will be able to precept CCC for transport costs. 
 
MS:  There are currently 5 sites in Hilton designated for development. 
JD:  With the transport problems in the area another river crossing of the Ouse is needed. 
GW:  Cllr. Bill Hunt has announced to Haddenham PC that the M11 will be extended 
northwards. 
 

7. A14  Update 
 
WO said that a lot of A14 construction traffic is diverting through Hilton. Perhaps we should 
invite the A14 project manager to our next meeting. (The meeting agreed this was a good 
suggestion). 
DM asked how A14 construction traffic could be identified. 
AB said that each construction site has a transport manager who knows this information. 
 

 
8. AOB 

 
None 
 
Next meeting:  TBA 

 
 



 

 

Appendix A – Community Roadwatch 
 

  

 
  



 

 
 

Appendix B – Community Roadwatch 
 

 
 
 
  



 

 

 

Appendix C – Nitrogen Dioxide Monitoring 
 
 

Bar 
code 

Location Start 
time 

Start Date  Finish 
time  

Finish 
Date 

Exposure 
time 

Hours 

Result 
micro 
g/m

3
 

Result 
2012 
micro 
g/m

3
 

1023974 The Green, Haddenham 14:43 24/09/2017 11:06 22/10/2017 668.36 28.32 37.42 

1023975 Hobbit House, Hop Row, Haddenham 14:50 24/09/2017 11:16 22/10/2017 668.43 19.11   

1023976 1A Church Lane, Wilburton 15:00 24/09/2017 11:21 22/10/2017 668.35 22.48 28.60 

1023977 Post Office, Wilburton 15:05 24/09/2017 11:25 22/10/2017 668.33 28.65 33.46 

1023978 34 Station Road, Haddenham 15:18 24/09/2017 11:10 22/10/2017 667.87 23.76 31.75 

1023979 Parkes Farm, Aldreth 15:40 24/09/2017 11:37 22/10/2017 667.95 11.55   

1023980 50 High Street, Earith opp Woodlands 16:10 24/09/2017 11:50 22/10/2017 667.67 30.43 32.02 

1023981 75 High Street, Earith 16:15 24/09/2017 11:50 22/10/2017 667.58 29.31   

1023982 The Old Kiln House, High Street, Earith 16:18 24/09/2017 12:10 22/10/2017 668.87 24.41 34.58 

1023983 Earith School, Earith 16:27 24/09/2017 12:02 22/10/2017 667.58 14.21   

1023985 Old Rectory, Twenty Pence Rd, 
Cottenham 

14:45 30/09/2017 14:25 28/10/2017 671.67 24.11 30.09 

1023984 282 High Street, Cottenham 14:55 30/09/2017 14:35 28/10/2017 671.67 21.01 26.66 

1023986 Co-op Store. High Street, Cottenham 15:00 30/09/2017 14:40 28/10/2017 671.67 22.33 30.26 

1023987 Opp 324 High Street, Cottenham 15:10 30/09/2017 14:45 28/10/2017 671.58 22.65   

1023988 76 High Street, Willingham 15:25 30/09/2017 Missing 28/10/2017 0 0   

1023989 Church Street/High Street Junction, 
Willingham 

15:35 30/09/2017 14:58 28/10/2017 671.38 29.63   

1023990 28 The America, Sutton 15:50 30/09/2017 15:11 28/10/2017 671.35 21.73   

1023991 The Brook/High Street Junction, Sutton 16:00 30/09/2017 15:16 28/10/2017 671.27 25.26   

1023992 Ely Road, opp Church Street, Sutton 16:10 30/09/2017 15:24 28/10/2017 671.23 16.72   

1023993 The Brook, outside school, Sutton 16:20 30/09/2017 Missing 28/10/2017 0 0   

 



 

 

Appendix D – Noise Monitoring 
 

During October and November, the HCV Group carried out noise monitoring at a property on the north side of West End between Hardwicke Fields 

site and the village centre.  This work was undertaken using a properly calibrated Rion NL32 noise meter, with a microphone mounted internally and 

then externally to the property for two periods of one week each.  The LAeq graphics from these measurements are reproduced below. 

West End - Indoors Noise Results 29/10/2017 – 05/11/2017 

 

 



 

 

West End - Outdoors Noise Results 05/11/2017 – 12/11/2017 

 

The results show : 

The outdoor mean was 67.8 dB(A), and indoor was 49.8 dB(A). 

The usual textbook difference is given as about 15 dB(A) between a metre from the front of a house and indoors.  This is 18, so about as expected, but 

it probably indicates that the double glazing is also good. 

The outdoor figure for night time (Monday 6th November 23:00 – 7th November 07:00) was recorded as an LAeq of 61.7 dB(A),  

The outdoor figure for daytime (Tuesday 7th November 07:00 - 23:00) was recorded as an LAeq of 69.8 dB(A), 

The indoor figure for night time with windows closed (Monday 30th October 23:00 – 31st October 07:00) was recorded as an LAeq of 35.0 dB(A),  

The indoor figure for daytime with windows closed (Tuesday 31st October 07:00 - 23:00) was recorded as an LAeq of 54.4 dB(A), 



 

 

Prior to the publication of the National Planning Policy Framework, NPPF, the guidance for noise impacts on house building was Planning Policy 

Guidance, PPG 24.  This set Noise Exposure Categories based on whether or not to grant planning permission, and it has been regularly used as an 

indicator of whether or not noise levels at a location are too high and likely to be damaging to health. 

The outdoor figures above indicate that this property should be put in Category C for road noise, (daytime 63 – 72 and night time 57 - 66) which is 

that planning permission for a new build should not normally be granted under pre-NPPF guidance.  

WHO Guidance is that night-time noise outdoors in residential areas should not exceed 40 dB(A) with 30 dB(A) being the indoors ‘no observed effect 

level’ on health. 


