
 

 

  
Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 20th February, 

2014 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 
Penny Mayo (PM)  - Sutton PC 
Ian Dewar (ID)   - CPALC 
Joan Gutteridge (JG)  - Bluntisham PC 
Owen Mc Laughlin (OM) - Earith 
Roy Harknett (RH)  - Mepal PC 
Justo Perez (JP)  - Hilton PC 
 
  
Minutes: Owen McLaughlin (OM) - Earith Villagers Association 
 
1. Appointment of Chairman for the Meeting 
BB & AJ volunteered to jointly chair the meeting. 
 
2. Apologies for Absence 
Terry Stoodley, Gareth Wilson,  
  
3. Minutes & Actions from last Meeting on 03/10/2013 
 
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   
 
Leave pending for the moment 

Ongoing BB/OM 

Produce a summary of the  environmental test results for each village 
 
Only Earith & Sutton had requested a summary. This action should be 
removed.  

Closed OM/AJ 

Get hold of major road repair cost figures.  
 
AJ had got some of these costs. This item should be removed. 

Closed AJ 

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

 
BB had contacted Shyful Choudry at CCC about minutes of the meeting 
and the attendance list. He was informed that there were no minutes 
available although notes were clearly being taken at the time. So there is 
no official record of what was said.  
It was agreed that we should persist with this a bit longer. 

Ongoing BB/OM 

Circulate CC Long Term Transport Strategy to PCs 
 

Complete BB 



 

 

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, 
 

Ongoing OM 

Investigate use of HCV-proof kerbing 
 
JN had got costs for installing the kerbing but the Parish Council would 
have to pay and it was too expensive.  

Complete JN 

Check if Geoff Buck had been fully paid for his work 
 
AJ reported that this had been fully resolved. JP apologised for the delay 
with the payment from Hilton. 

Complete AJ 

Check with Jeff Buck about the cost of conducting particulate count 
testing on the dust samples 

Complete AJ 

Check with Shyful Choudry where HCV advisory signage has been put 
up 
 
BB had verified that this had been done. AJ commented that the signs 
had been erected but some were in the wrong place and hard to see. He 
felt this matter should be pursued further. 

Complete BB 

Ely bypass meeting 
 
BB had attended the exhibition on behalf of the group but felt it had been 
a complete waste of time. 
 

Complete BB 

Circulate updated spreadsheet on A14 Consultation Response. 
 
This had been done and the response submitted.  

Complete AJ 
 
 

 

 
4. A14 Status 
 
The HCV group response had been submitted. The meeting thanked AJ for his work on the 
submission. AJ said that although the tolling proposal had been defeated other things remained 
unclear, such as whether the bridge at Huntingdon was coming down. We need to get this 
clarified. 
PW reported that HDC are still contributing £1m to the upgrade and CCC have kept their 
contribution in the budget. 
ID said that he had been going to the Northstowe meetings. Part of the development is 
dependent on the A14 upgrade being completed. The whole timescale is being pushed back.  
RH suggested that we speak to Steve Barclay the MP for North East Cambridgeshire. We could 
ask him to attend one of our meetings.  
  
 
5. HCV web-site 
 
The St. Ives Road Safety Committee has set up a web-site which can also be used by the HCV 
group and Speedwatch. BB explained the structure of the site and described the HCV material 
which had already been uploaded. This included the HCV mission statement, minutes of 
meetings and member details.  
There was some discussion about whether or not the environmental report should be available 
on the site. The conclusion was that a summarised version should be included.  
BB to look into doing this (BB Action). 
 
The URL is www.huntsroadsafety.org.uk 
 

http://www.huntsroadsafety.org.uk/


 

 
This URL address is not ideal for HCV purposes but the RSC group have paid for the domain 
name and hosting is being provided free of charge by Dave McCandless of Speedwatch. 
However, it may be possible to set up an alias. OM will ask Dave McCandless about this. (OM 
Action). 
 
 
6. Particulate Testing Report 
 
OM presented the findings of the particle sizing test which had been done on a dust sample 
collected in Earith during the environmental survey. Geoff Buck had provided a commentary 
which put the results in a safety context with reference  to the Environment Assessment Level 
defined by the Health & Safety Executive. This sets a limit on PM10 particulate exposure of 
40ug/m3. The PM10 accumulation in the Earith sample was 62ug/m3 which means that it was 
156% of the EAL. 
 
OM also referred to 2 other standards set by the World Health Organisation and the EU Air 
Quality Directive. The standards quote exposure  limits on 2 sizes of particulates, PM10 and 
PM2.5.  There are also limits for annual and 24 hour exposure. We can only compare against 
the 24 hour limits because we only test over a 24 hour period. 
 
The results are shown in this table below. 

 

  WHO EU Directive Earith Figures 

PM10   24hr 50ug/m3 50ug/m3 62ug/m3  (124%) 

PM10   Annual 20ug/m3 40ug/m3     - 

PM2.5  24hr 25ug/m3 - 53ug/m3  (212%) 

PM2.5 Annual 10ug/m3 25ug/m3     - 
  
 

The Earith figures for PM10 particulates exceeded both the WHO and EU safe limits. The result 
was 124% of both values.   Even more seriously they exceeded the WHO PM2.5 limit where the 
result was 212% of the value. The EU directive does not give a figure for 24hour exposure to 
PM2.5. The PM2.5 particles are particularly dangerous and go straight into the lungs and other 
organs. Since these limits were first set they have been revised downwards several times. The 
latest scientific evidence suggests that there are no safe limits at all for PM2.5s.  
 
Recent medical studies which have appeared in the Lancet and other reputable medical 
journals have implicated PM10 and PM2.5 particles in a range of health problems. 
 

Particle Size Increase Effect 

   

PM10 +5ug/m3 13% increase in heart attack risk 

PM10  +5ug/m3 18% increase in lung cancer risk 

PM10 +5ug/m3 7% overall increase in death from natural causes 

PM10 +5ug/m3 Significant drop in birth weights 

PM2.5 +10ug/m3 Loss of mental capacity (3 years brain ageing) 

 

OM said that the EAL comparison had been provided by Geoff Buck but the comparison with 

the WHO and EU figures had not yet been verified by him. This needed to be done before we 

made these findings public. 

There was some discussion about the lack of sampling being done and the government plans to 

actually close down local authority air monitoring stations. There were some particulate 

sampling sites but they were few. BB thought there was one at St. Neots. ID suggested we 



 

 
should submit a FOI request to find out what is being measured and get the results over the 

past 3-5 years. 

Other villages where samples were gathered could also have particulate counts done. The cost 

is £186 per sample, excluding VAT. 

 
7. CCC Housing Development Plans 

 
More than 50,000 new houses are planned in the various developments around the A1123 
corridor.  AJ said that the CCC budget document talks about a ‘growth diamond’. But a lot of the 
area is flood plain. The traffic issues are enormous. 
ID said that the government are pushing this. They want 300,000 new houses between 
Stansted and Alconbury. They are banking on economic growth being generated by Cambridge 
BB said the houses are being planned but not the infrastructure to support them. 
RH asked if there were any reports relating to traffic increases? 
ID said that it was difficult to determine the number of dwellings because there were too many 
builders involved. But you could work it out from the number of licences. On traffic increase, a 
rough guide is for 9 vehicle movements for a 3 bed property per day. 
ML added that some houses are now being built without vehicular requirements being 
considered and with no parking available. 
AJ thought that the group should focus on the construction traffic that all these developments 
would generate. We should also contact CCC and ask what they are doing about their Strategic 
Route strategy. Also, whether they enforcing routing agreements. We should also mention that 
their strategic route signs are useless because of their size and positioning. They are placed so 
that HGV drivers would have to turn round to follow the advice. 
RH said that his query to CCC about fast tractors had not been answered. 
PW mentioned the ongoing problems with straw lorries coming through Haddenham. There 
were too many incidents to report. 

 
8. Ely By-Pass 
 
BB said he had attended the consultation meeting but that it had been a total waste of time. 
They have settled on a solution and are not interested in alternatives. The traffic flow models in 
their Saturn system were also flawed as they only seemed to include cars. But the issue will 
have to go to a public enquiry because of opposition from people such as CPRE.  
 
PW asked about a tunnel solution rather than a bridge. BB said that a tunnel would probably be 
a lot cheaper but the contractors had come up with inflated figures for the tunnel option.  
 
AJ reported that a communication had been received from the chairman of Ely Crossing Action 
which summarised that group’s presentation to the Public Examination of the East 
Cambridgeshire Local Plan.   This concentrated primarily on getting the line of the Route B 
Southern bypass taken out of the Local Plan and reverting to the wording of the previous plan in 
which the stated objective was simply a resolution of the infrastructure problem at the rail 
crossing. This more neutral policy was insisted upon by the previous examination inspector 
because of the expected landscape impact of the bypass.  
It included a section on transport impacts and modelling based upon work carried out and the 
findings of the Mereham inquiry.  The presentation appeared to have been received with interest 
by the Inspector. 
 
AJ thought that the HCV group should be represented when the by-pass issue goes before the 
CCC planning committee. There is no date for this as yet. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
9. AOB 
 
Cost Benefit Analysis Report:3 
 
AJ said that he needed help to complete this report. There is a lot of information he needs to 
collect. For example, if weight limits are imposed HCVs will have to take alternative routes. 
These must be measured. Also, the CCC HCV strategy is still in force and we have to adhere to 
their methodology in order to prove there is a problem. This means doing assessment in all the 
affected villages.  We also need current traffic counts. (There was some discussion about how 
these are done). Vibration and noise are all about the level of disturbance. But we need to know 
how many people are being affected by it. We also need someone to act as a general co-
ordinator. Finally we need personal statements from all the villages from people who are 
adversely affected by HCV traffic. 
 
SS and PM volunteered to do a traffic count in Sutton and also to estimate the number of people 
affected by noise and vibration. 
RH said he would calculate the alternative HCV road distances. 
JP offered to do a traffic count for Hilton. 
BB volunteered to act as the general co-ordinator.  
 
ID asked about the structure of the HCV group and speculated that it might be possible to put 
together a plan and apply for funding. He advised contacting Sue Harris at Colne to discuss 
funding options. (OM Action) 
 
Tractor Speed and Weight Consultation: 
 
RH informed the group of a consultation exercise which proposed increasing the maximum road 
speed tractors and trailers from 20mph to 25mph, and the maximum weight from 24.30 tonnes 
to about 36 tonnes. Increases like this could have serious safety implications. He would send 
some details to OM about weights and driving licence requirements. (RH Action).  
OM said that problems with agricultural vehicles had also come up at the St. Ives Road Safety 
Committee. 
 
PW reported problems with tractors in Haddenham where there was sometimes all night 
disturbance from vehicles moving in convoy carrying maize and slurry. As well as the 
disturbance factor there was also a serious problem of dirt and debris deposited on roads and 
buildings. 
ID said there were rules governing the cleaning of construction vehicles before they left sites. 
Was this also the case for agricultural vehicles? 
AJ said that it was the case but was not being observed in many instances. 
 
Next Meeting: 
 
OM to circulate some possible dates for a meeting to be held shortly after Easter. (OM Action) 
 
 
 
 
 


