
Minutes of the HCV Joint Committee meeting held on Wednesday 16th March at 
7.30pm at The Glebe, Sutton. 
 
Present:      
 
Jean Harnwell (JH)  - Sutton Parish Council 
Mr David Deacon (DD) - Sutton Parish Council 
Chris Prescot (CP)  - Haddenham PC 
Bill Halford (BH)  - Hilton PC 
Margaret Lumb (ML)  - Bluntisham PC 
Alan James (AJ)  - Haddenham 
Bob Armitt (BA)  - Earith PC 
Peter Goddard (PG)  - Sutton Parish Council 
 
 
Clerk:        Owen McLaughlin (OM)  - Earith 
 
1. Appointment of Chairman for the meeting 
 
It was agreed that Mr Jean Harnwell should chair the meeting.  
 
2. Introduction of new member 
 
The meeting welcomed  Bob Armitt from Earith PC.   
 
3. Apologies for absence 
 
Apologies had been received from Pauline Wilson, Gareth Wilson, Kathy Searle, Roger 
Rowberry, Matt Bradney and Terry Rogers 
 
4. Minutes & Actions from last meeting 
 
 
Item 1 Task:  Costs of repairing and maintaining fen roads 
Background AJ reported that RR had submitted an FOI request for the actual and 

budgeted cost information and had received a reply to the effect that 
no information is available.  AJ had raised this at the JAG meeting 
with CCC in November and as a consequence RR had re-submitted 
the request to directly Matt McGuire.  Some information had been 
returned by Richard Preston concerning the B1050 accompanied by a 
leaflet.  Existence of a system for recording all repair costs and 
budgets had not been admitted. 
MB stated that such a system did exist and that during his time as 
Cabinet Member for Transport he had used it regularly. 

Progress Ongoing. AJ reported that there was not  much progress.  
Action We need to put in an official complaint. 
  
Item 2 Task: Provide contact details for the main hauliers. 
Background DD reported that there is a local hauliers meeting which is chaired by 

Dickersons and that there are indications of ongoing negotiations to 
strengthen routing agreements for Block Fen. 
A complete list of local hauliers had not been established. 

Progress Ongoing. AJ agreed to co-ordinate this. He would create a 
spreadsheet of the results. 

Action Pass all contact information to AJ 
  
Item 3 Task: Put in place Traffic Regulation Orders 
Background PCs to pursue process for putting in place Traffic Regulation Orders 

(TROs). Sutton have started this process. They sent a letter on Jan 



27’th to Mr Whelan. CCC have not responded. 
Progress DD reported on a meeting with East Cambs. They met with the 

inspector Clive Holgate and he would not support them in their 
application. The principal reason was that if HGVs stopped going 
though Sutton they would  go through Haddenham and Wilburton 
instead.  They also want to wait for the new Freight Map to be 
established before taking any actions. 
 
DD added that if you apply for a TRO you can’t do another one for 2 
years.  
 

Item 4 Task: Write letters to MPs and others 
Background The problem of HCVs should be circulated more widely. 
Progress As reported previously, Sutton had written to Malcolm Moss. AJ had 

written to Jim Paice as requested and was waiting for a response. 
 

  
Item 5 Task: Monitor Cambridgeshire Speed Limit Review 
Background Bedfordshire had been able to do a full county-wide survey in one 

year but Cambridgeshire were planning a four year review 
Progress Unable to get a response to the question as to why the 

Cambridgeshire  Review was taking so long in relation to other 
counties. More recent emails asking for specific information on 
reviews of particular roads have also not been answered. 
 
See agenda item below. 

 
 
4. Responses to Minerals & Waste Plan 
 
OM said that many people had responded to this using the information provided by Sutton.  
 
Several respondents had had  reactions to their submissions so it is reasonable to assume  that 
they are studying the responses.  But it is expected that nothing else will happen until October. 
 
Sutton have written back to ask if the advisory freight route will be retrospectively applied to 
existing contracts otherwise hauliers could claim that the contracts they are on are exempt from 
the new agreement. Sutton have reported that unmarked lorries coming through now as well.  
 
5. Cambs Local Transport  Plan 
 
RTP3 is being extended until 30’th July 2010 so we have a chance to respond.  
 
Action:OM & AJ to look at LTP3. 
 
 
6. Cambs Speed Limit Review 
 
ML emailed Emma Murden to ask for information relating to specific roads but she was not able 
to get any information out of them.  
 
PB had been told unofficially that the limit will be reduced in Bluntisham on the A1123 and there 
will be a new limit between Bluntisham and Earith. 
 
AJ reported that there was no limit on the Twentypence road. He was told that the average 
speed was not excessive. AJ responded to this but they did not reply.  
 



OM also said that he had had some correspondence regarding imposing a limit on the B1050 
between Earith Bridge and Willingham where the surface is very uneven. The response was 
that ‘drivers know the road and in any case there were signs warning of the uneven surface’. 
 
Action: OM to write to them saying we think they are not being fast enough with their survey 
and that serious concern has been expressed. 
 
BA asked how it is being enforced in other areas and what criteria are being used. 
 
Action: BA to enquire in Derbyshire what their criteria were. 
 
JH asked if anyone had noticed police speed checks taking place lately. ML responded that 
Speedwatch had been very active in this area.  
 
DD pointed out what had been done on the 40 foot bank. He also asked if it was possible to 
monitor the speed of HGVs on single carriage roads where the legal  limit is 40MPH. 
 
PB said that he had raised the problem of speeding HGVs at the St. Ives Forum.  He had been 
told that it was a low priority. Other people had also reported the same thing along the A1123.  
 
AJ said that this attitude to speed was a cultural thing and needed to be changed. He also said 
that GPS could be used to control speed.   
 
DD said that we  should get  this ‘low priority’ response minuted  at Forum meetings and use it 
to put them on the spot. 
 
 
7. HCV Cost Benefit Progress Report 
 
AJ reported that RR had been working on this. They had got some material to circulate but they 
needed more letters from residents. 
 
They had also got a quotation from an environmental consultant to take various measurements 
over a period of time. These would include measurements of noise, vibration, nitrous oxide and 
particulates. Geoff Buck has already visited some of the villages and identified locations for 
putting monitoring equipment.  
 
AJ read out the letter from Geoff Buck. This is attached as Appendix A. He said that we need to 
work out the options and cost them properly. He proposed that we construct a spreadsheet of 
options and then see what we can be afforded. 
 
DD said that they had taken some measurements in Wisbech but results were within current 
limits. 
 
PB said that we should approach the PCs for funds and OM added that the Earith Villagers 
Association would also contribute. AJ said that we could also ask the householders if they would 
contribute.  
 
Action: AJ to do the costs spreadsheet. 
 
 
8. Standard of local roads 
 
PB said that in talks with county engineers over the Advisory Freight Route it had become clear 
that the A1123 was not wide enough.  
DD added that he had had a letter from Russell de Ville on this subject.  The B1381 is classified 
as a UAP4 road but has a width of 6.1 metres.  The B1381 is already carrying more than its 
design capacity and 6.1 metres is insufficient to allow two HCV trucks to pass.  This should be 
raised as a Health and Safety issue.  
 



AJ wondered if these standards applied to new roads and not existing roads. 
 
Action: DD to send OM link to the road standards documentation. 
 
9. Direct Action 
 
There was agreement that we needed an overall strategy for direct action. We also needed to 
generate maximum media publicity. 
 
AJ though that we needed to do two things. We needed to stage specific events but we also 
needed ongoing actions as well.  
 
A list of possible actions included; 
 

1. Letter writing to hauliers whose vehicles are speeding or using inappropriate routes 
2. Strategic parking to slow traffic 
3. Sign and poster campaigns 
4. Applying for rate relief for the effects of traffic 
5. Writing in to demand repair of potholes/drains etc 
6. Insurance claims for damage caused by traffic 
7. Apply pressure on companies to amend the routing software in Sat. Navs. 
8. 30 mph stickers on bins. 

 
AJ said that In Wilburton the police have said there is no parking allowed on the path so now 
residents park on the road. This slows the traffic coming down the hill. Strategic Parking is 
important. 
.  
DD said that in Sutton any action had to go through the PC.  
 
Action: Put these proposals to the individual PCs.  
 
Action: Put together lists of people in the villages who are prepared to take part in direct action. 
 
10. AOB 
 
None 
 
11. Date of next meeting 
 
September 7’th 7.30pm 
 
Action: OM to send Rosie an email re: the time and date of the next meeting. 



Appendix A – Letter from Dr Geoff Buck 

 

From: geoff_buck@aspenenvironmental.co.uk [mailto:geoff_buck@aspenenvironmental.co.uk]  
Sent: 14 June 2010 13:01 
To: Alan James 
Subject: Quotation 

Dear Alan, 
  
Sorry to be slow in writing this up quotation. 
  
Re the situations in Haddenham, Cottenham, Sutton & Earith I would propose the following. 
  
We discussed noise measurements being made at all 4 locations, and I suggested that we could 
install a noise meter for a period of a week in each. 
I have a class 1 recording noise meter which could be used for this purpose. 
It would need to have a mains power supply and be installed in a safe location (inside a building, 
or chained to an immovable object outside) It would be placed in a locked waterproof case, with an 
extension microphone protected by a weatherproof windshield (small football sized). 
The extension microphone could then be placed in the noisy areas as we discussed at several 
locations. 
This would give you background noise at each site, as well as an average noise, and peak noise 
when vehicles pass by. 
The instrument has an on board data logger system, which would collect data (average, minimum, 
peak & etc) through every 10 minutes throughout the period, thereby generating a graphic showing 
vehicle (and any other) noise at fixed points. 
We should probably collect a similar set of data in a quiet village location as a comparison. 
  
It was also suggested that we should monitor vibration caused by trucks and effects on buildings. 
This is something of which I have little experience. 
This type of instrument is immediately available to hire, and again comes with a datalogging 
facility. It is attached to a wall or wooden building support. 
I suggest that this type of instrument could be put in place for a day or two at each location, as only 
a few large vehicles  need to pass to measure the vibration caused. 
  
Monitoring of nitrogen oxides in the villages would be easily done using diffusive uptake tubes. 
These are small marker pen size tubes, which are attached to buildings or lamp posts, again 
preferably in a safe area, and simply left for a month. Then they are returned to the lab who 
supplied them for analysis. 
If the lab are given the exposure time, they will supply mean airborne concentration of NO2, 
which is the main issue. Ideally these should be sited at traffic pinch points in the villages, where 
air dispersion is least, and therefore concentration highest. 
I have approached the local authorities in your area for details and results of their sampling 
schemes, and so far have results from one. 
This data can be compared with both the council data and the national air quality targets. 
  
Sampling of particulates was also suggested, and this could also be done, but would prove to be a 
bit more labour intensive. 
We have lots of occupational hygiene type samplers, which are designed to be strapped to 
individuals going about their daily work. Unfortunately the small pumps used with these are only 
guaranteed to work for about 10 hours, so I would have to look at a mains pump, which may prove 
to be quite noisy. 
The system would work on the basis of someone carefully taking a pre weighed filter out of its 
unquely numbered pot and placing it into a sampler, which would then be deployed outside a street 



facing window for 24 hours. At the end of the time the filter would need to be extracted from the 
sampler and returned to its pot. These filters are friable and need to be handled only with tweezers. 
I would need to supply you with a flowmeter and a means of controlling the sample flow. The 
filters would be returned to us (in a batch) for reweighing after usage. 
  
Finally costing: 
  
I can supply the noise meter with all bits for £ 100 a week rental. 
A vibration meter would cost about £ 300 a week to hire 
The NO2 tubes cost £ 15 each if you order a minimum of 6. 
The filters and kit would cost £ 15 each also. 
  
What I would suggest is that I come down to visit you (and/or the others), and show you how to set 
up the noise meter and other kit. 
The noise meter would need you to download the computer files anf forward them to me for 
analysis. 
I suspect something similar would need to be done for a vibration meter. 
Similarly I need to instruct people in the use of the dust and NOx samplers. 
After which NOx samplers would be returned to the lab and results sent to me for analysis, Filters 
would be returned to use for reweigh and results analysis. 
  
For my visit I would charge £ 600 
For interpretation of results and reporting £ 400 a day 
At the end of a month collecting data I would expect to spend 2 - 3 days reporting if you go for all 
the types of testing. 
  
I haven't quoted this as a specific job, because It's up to you and your colleagues how much you 
want to do. Hence the quotation as day rates only. 
  
Finally UKAS accreditation. 
Only the NO2 analysis is accredited. The rest are all traceable and within Aspen's quality system, 
the noise meter is annually serviced calibrated, and would be regularly checked with a calibrator 
throughout the period,  similarly the weighed filters. 
The vibration meter is hired, but would be similar to the noise meter. 
   
This quotation is subject to Aspen Environmental's published terms and conditions of trading 
(copy available on request), it is valid for 60 days from date of issue, and all quoted prices are ex 
VAT. Our payment terms are strictly 30 days. I would also suggest that you take out some 
insurance to protect the instruments which are not cheap. 
  
I hope finally that this all makes sense, if not please do contact me. 
Best wishes & thanks for taking me round your bit of the Fens 
  
Geoff 
  
Dr Geoff Buck, 
Director - Aspen Environmental Ltd 
  
25A Church Street, Uttoxeter, 
Staffordshire, ST14 8AG. 
Tel. 01889 568124 
Fax. 05602 059321  
email:   geoff_buck@aspenenvironmental.co.uk 
Website :   www.aspenenvironmental.co.uk 
 


