
 
Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Thursday  20thJune, 2012 at 
7.30pm at The Glebe, Sutton. 
 
Present:      
 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Margaret Lumb (ML)  - Bluntisham PC 
Brian Burpitt (BB)  - Earith Speedwatch 
Jeff Nicholls (JN)  - Earith PC 
Ken Attwood(KA)  - Hilton  
Sue Berenger (SB)  - Cottenham PC 
Roy Harknett (RH)  - Mepal PC 
Gareth Wilson (GW)  - Haddenham PC 
 
 
Minutes: Owen McLaughlin (OM) - Earith Villagers Association 
 
1. Appointment of Chairman for the Meeting 
 
Brian Burpitt was invited to chair the meeting. 
 
2. Apologies for Absence 
 
Ann Sherwood, Margaret Shardlow, Christine Ward, Chris Prescott, Pauline Wilson 
 
3. Minutes & Actions from last Meeting on 01/05/2012 
 
Action: Funding Sources  
ML had investigated funding sources. AmeyCespa were prepared to give grants for specific 
purposes such as building refurbishment but would not fund groups such as ours.  
Some further ideas were suggested such as the Road Haulage Association  
 
The following actions remain uncompleted: 
 
Action: 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.   
AJ will arrange a new date. 
 
Action: Aggregate Levy 
MB said that he had written to Jim Paice on this subject.  He would go back and look at this 
correspondence. 
 
These will be followed up before the next meeting. 

 
4. Environmental Testing & Results 

 
BB reported that all the testing had been completed with the exception of one particulates test in 
Hilton. The problem had been getting a sufficiently long period of dry weather to do it. At least 
24 hours of completely dry weather is required.  
 
AJ added that some extra tests had been done beyond those originally specified, partly due to 
equipment being available because of bank holidays and partly due to additional funding Sutton 
and Cottenham PCs. These included an additional site in Sutton for noise and vibration, Porch 
House in Haddenham for noise and vibration over bank holiday and further noise measurement 
in Cottenham. BB had also gathered vibration data over a 24 hour period at his house in Earith 
High Street while at the same time filming the traffic. These latter results showed a very clear 
correlation between the passage and speed of HGVs and the peaks in vibration movement. AJ 



said that the vibration data will be the hardest to interpret. This is partly because there is so 
much of it and also the results can be significantly affected by geology and building structure. 
Two adjacent buildings can be affected in very different ways just because of the way they are 
built. New houses tend to be affected more than older ones. 
 
Early indications were that particulates were not excessive but higher than expected. Highest 
readings were recorded outside GW’s house in Haddenham. 
 
A recent report by the World Health Organisation had concluded that particulates from diesel 
emissions were definitely carcinogenic which puts a different light on what should be considered 
‘excessive’.  Another report by the Massachusetts Institute of Technology had also concluded 
that there were in the region of 7500 early deaths in UK every year due to transport emissions. 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-17704116  
The European Commission have launched proceedings against the UK government over their 
failure to adhere to EU air quality standards. AJ said that the evidence of the carcinogenic 
effects of diesel fumes had been around for years but was only now being publicised. We can 
use all of this new evidence in our report. RH wondered why the government was not being 
more active in tackling this problem.  Nationally, authorities are obliged to develop action plans 
and some authorities are doing this. 
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-south-yorkshire-18261619 
 
With regard to noise, the results told a fairly consistent story. All villages suffer excessive peak 
noise levels from traffic exceeding 80 dBA which is the warning limit in industry. In all locations 
over a 24 hour period, with sampling time set to 15 minute intervals, initial examination of the 
results indicated peak noise levels did not drop below 80 dBA even during the night. This has a 
very serious impact on people. Speed is a major contributory factor here. One often quoted rule 
of thumb is that for every additional 10mph of speed the noise level generated by road vehicles 
doubles. So speed reduction is essential to reducing noise. 
 
GW reported that Haddenham had been successful in its funding bid to extend the 30mph zone 
on the A1123 in both directions and that a 40mph limit on the A142 had been implemented. 
Data on speeding is therefore important.  Speedwatch are key players here. BB added that 
another good source of data is the Cambridgeshire Police website. OM said that Earith High 
Street had been covered with noise-reducing tarmac some years ago. It had been very effective 
but only for a short period of time. ML said that it was also very expensive compared to normal 
tarmac. 
 
Meanwhile the WHO has become more active in campaigning to understand and reduce the 
health effects of noise. 
http://www.euro.who.int/en/what-we-do/health-topics/environment-and-health/noise/facts-and-
figures/health-effects-of-noise 
 
5.  HCV Strategy 
 
There were some issues arising from the testing. It was important to get the results and then put 
these together with the other data to make the case for weight limits. The parish councils will 
need to make the actual TRO applications. The support of the police is also crucial. Sutton had 
tried to do it on their own which had been a mistake. A collective approach was the only chance 
of achieving some level of success. 
 
The timing is also important. Although it is necessary to maintain momentum it is probably better 
to take a more considered view rather than doing things as quickly as possible. Presentations to 
the PCs and individuals involved in monitoring is the next step. But the results will not be ready 
for a few weeks and because some PCs don’t meet at all in August this all points to the 
presentations taking place in September.  
ML wondered if the Districts and County should be included as a courtesy.  AJ said we are 
already working with East Cambs environmental services and have agreed to share data with 
them. 
 



BB said that a very important part of the overall case is gathering personal testimonies on the 
effects of HCVs on people’s lives and properties. He had prepared a leaflet entitled ‘Traffic 
Tales’ for distribution which encouraged people to report their experiences. This was handed 
out for comment. 
KA thought that people would not respond because they thought that reports of disturbance or 
damage could adversely affect the value of their homes. 
There followed a discussion on whether personal statements could be made anonymous in 
some way so that actual addresses were not reported. 
KA thought that this could be counter-productive if it was ever necessary to produce the 
statements as evidence. All anonymous accounts would be rejected. 
AJ said that the originals could be produced if necessary and BB added that individual impact 
statements were very important for the strength of the case. 
SB thought that there could be good material from Cottenham because lots of emails had 
already been received.  
Action: She would ask the Parish Clerk to send out the leaflet. 
SB went on to say that a lot of complaints had been about the lack of safe parking spaces for 
lorries. RH added that only the UK in Europe does not provide free HGV parking in service 
areas. That is one of the reasons why so many of them park in unsuitable locations and take 
routes involving smaller roads. 
 
BB went on to explain that they regularly write to the CEOs or freight managers of non-local 
companies whose HGV vehicles pass through Earith. They have developed a questionnaire 
which is printed on the other side of the leaflet. As well as alerting companies to the Advisory 
Freight Map produced by CCC, there are a number of questions which try to elicit  information 
on why particular routes are being chosen. An email address has been set up for responses.  
 
KA said he thought that the government have approved tolling for a revamped A14. ML said she 
believed the idea had been mooted but no decision had been made. GW said that only new 
roads could be subject to tolls according to the government. AJ thought that £20 million would 
be spent soon on improvements to the A14 and that any major spend beyond this would include 
a Huntingdon bypass which, as new road, could be tolled.  
 
The meeting agreed that the presentation to PCs would be held in September. It was important 
to find a date which did not conflict with parish council meetings so that all parishes could be 
represented.   
AJ asked ML if Bluntisham Village Hall could be used. ML said this should be ok.  
  
Action: AJ would also compose a letter to be sent out. BB offered to customise the letters for 
each village. 
 
There will be another HCV meeting before the end of July where these details can be finalised. 
 
6. Ely Crossing Proposals 
 
AJ explained the reasoning behind the push to build the Ely bypass.  There are plans for a 
further 47,000 houses in Cambridgeshire of which 25,000 are expected to be built around 
Cambridge itself.  
During the Mereham Public Inquiry the Highways Agency had declared that the peak hour flow 
rates onto the A14 at several A14 junctions and specifically the Milton A10 junction are already 
at the design capacity of the improved A14 and no further development should take place which 
increased traffic flows onto the A14 at those junctions.  Indeed, the Highways Agency 
demanded a choke point to reduce flow rates towards Milton at Waterbeach as a planning 
condition. Therefore an alternative route  to the A14 needs to be found if growth plans are to 
proceed The A142 would be a good candidate to take HCV traffic if the Ely crossing problem 
could be resolved because it will provide shorter routes between Newmarket/Huntingdon and 
Newmarket/Peterborough.  
The results of the current detailed options study for the Ely crossing will be considered by the 
CCC Scrutiny Committee during July but it will probably end in a public enquiry. 
Despite assurances to the contrary, a bypass would almost certainly result in more HGV traffic 
through Sutton and Earith as this route provides the most direct route to the A14 at St Ives or 



Huntingdon. However, HGV traffic through Haddenham and Wilburton might decrease if traffic 
prefers the new crossing to travelling through Wicken, Stretham and Wilburton.  
 
AJ showed a presentation which described the options which had been put forward.  
 
Underpass Option:  There are a number of alternative ways of doing this. But this was by far the 
cheapest option and would cost only £17m as opposed to £30m for the bridge option. It would 
also still act as something of a choke-point and would continue to discourage through HCV 
traffic from using this route. 
 
Option B: This option was the most destructive from an aesthetic perspective as a high level 
bridge would be built across the flood-plain south of Ely ruining the view of the cathedral from 
the south and south east. It could also have a serious environmental impact through increased 
noise and air pollution.  
 
AJ added that there were also separate plans to construct two new sections of railway track at 
the same location as part of the Nuneaton-Felixstowe capacity upgrade and other changes to 
improve railway traffic flow and allow higher speeds across the crossing. This begged the 
question as to whether each knew of the others plans as they seemed to be mutually exclusive. 
 
Option D: This option also involved a bridge although it was lower than option B because it did 
not cross the river. But it was still visually intrusive. 
 
This will be discussed at a Scrutiny Committee meeting sometime in July and it would be useful 
if people from the HCV group could attend. 
 
Action: OM to circulate the presentation along with the minutes. 
 
7. Minerals & Wastes Plan 
 
Nothing to report 

 
 

8. AOB 
 
Cottenham: 
SB reported on a problem in Cottenham with an application for a new industrial estate. Access 
is via an un-adopted residential road and 38 ton vehicles have started to use it. GW asked if it 
had been to Planning yet. SB said that an application will be submitted. GW advised that they 
must make sure that Planning respond to it. 
BB raised the question of ownership. If the residents own the road then they can stop it by 
erecting a barrier. Their house deeds might contain some reference to ownership so it’s worth 
checking.  KA said that if they own the road they can physically block it and can’t be charged 
with obstruction.  
 
 
9. Next Meeting 

 
 

Next Meeting:    Thursday July 26th. 


