FINAL WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS
BRAMPTON A14 CAMPAIGN GROUP (BCG) 15JUN15
BCG position on HA/HE A14 scheme
1. BCG objections to the Highways Agency (HA) A14 scheme are detailed in our
submission to the Public Inquiry in 2010 (Annex A). As the current Highways
England (HE) scheme is almost identical to the 2010 scheme our key points
remain valid. The 2010 scheme was cancelled in October 2010, primarily on cost
grounds.
Policy context 2015
EU Transport Policy – Trans-European Transport Networks (TEN-T)
2. The new EU Infrastructure policy triples EU financing to 26 € billion for
transport in the period 2014 – 2020, at the same time it refocuses transport
financing on a tightly defined core network which will form the backbone for
transportation in Europe's Single Market . The focus of future transport
infrastructure development is on rail and waterborne transport, ports facilities
and multi-modal platforms (Annex B).
National Networks National Policy Statement (NNNPS)
Para 2.23 of the NNNPS states:
The Government’s wider policy is to bring forward improvements and
enhancements to the existing Strategic Road Network to address the
needs set out earlier. Enhancements to the existing national road
network will include:
address congestion and improve performance and resilience at
junctions, which are a major source of congestion;
motorways") to increase capacity and improve performance;
carriageway strategic trunk roads and additional lanes on existing
dual carriageways to increase capacity and to improve performance
and resilience.
3. The BCG scheme proposals comply with this policy but BCG consider that the
need for extra capacity in the A14 corridor should be considered holistically
across all modes of transport infrastructure , including rail and ports (‘Motorways
of the Sea’). Improved technology and softer transport options such as
improved public transport, cycling and walking would also reduce congestion on
the road network and help to meet national carbon reduction targets.
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4.

Our alternative scheme to reduce congestion on the A14 is based on:
 upgrading existing roads to Motorway/Expressway standards (A14; A428A421);
 providing additional local roads/tracks for agricultural traffic and access to
farms;
 modal shift of freight traffic from road to rail;
 increasing capacity on passenger and freight railway routes (eg
Felixstowe-Nuneaton – effectively a Huntingdon Eastern Bypass );
 improved technology (Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS); Active Traffic
Management (ATM);
 demand management measures including peak hours traffic control; more
Park & Ride sites on the A14 corridor; incentivising improved public
transport (rail and road); express commuter coaches; ‘DfT ‘smarter
choices’ such as workplace travel plans, car share, safe cycle routes and
improved facilities for cyclists at rail stations/other destinations.

Para 3.3 of the NNNPS also states:
“In delivering new schemes, the Government expects applicants to avoid and
mitigate environmental and social impacts in line with the principles set out in
the NPPF and the Government’s planning guidance.”
5. The HE current A14 scheme has clearly failed to avoid adverse social and
environmental impacts on affected communities. The disproportionate adverse
environmental impact on Brampton in particular that would be caused by the
Huntingdon Southern Bypass means that the HE scheme fails to meet the
criteria set out in the NPPF. Mitigation measures for noise pollution have not
been discussed with local communities and we understand that there are no
effective mitigation measures for air pollution on this scale.
6. The parish of Brampton is an environmental jewel in Cambridgeshire’s
agricultural heartland. Brampton Wood (ancient woodland and SSSI) lies in the
west of the parish and Portholme Meadow (European Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) and SSSI) is in the east on the Great Ouse boundary. The
Great Ouse valley from Portholme to Earith is currently a candidate for
designation as an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB).
7. Additionally Brampton village conservation area has many listed buildings,
including a grade1* parish church, and 17th century thatched cottages. Pepys
House, boyhood home of diarist Samuel Pepys while attending Huntingdon
Grammar School, still stands at the entrance to the village on the BramptonHuntingdon Road where there is an ancient waymarker which is listed as an
ancient monument and has the same protection status as Stonehenge.
8. Noise and air pollution from the HE scheme, which also includes sand and
gravel quarries and a cement works near Brampton primary school, would
devastate our quality of life and the local environment. It would also pose a real
risk to public health. Road traffic air pollution from the A1/A14 ten-lane
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Brampton Interchange within 200 metres of family homes in the west of the
village (with forecast traffic levels similar to the busiest parts of the M25) would
damage the lung development of our children (Gauderman report) and residents
with asthma and other respiratory conditions would also be at risk.
Biodiversity & Ecological Conservation – Brampton Biodiversity Project
9. Dr Pat Doody is an Ecologist who lives in Brampton and is co-ordinating the
important Brampton Biodiversity Project which covers the whole parish of
Brampton, from Brampton Wood (SSSI) in the west to Portholme Meadow (SSSI
& SAC) in the east. He has responded separately on this topic (Annex C).
Climate Change Adaptation – Environmental Audit Committee EAC)
10. My written submission to the EAC consultation on Climate Change
Adaptation dated Feb 2015 is at Annex D. This includes details of the current HE
scheme and our outline alternative scheme as at October 2013. It also provides
supporting evidence about the hugely adverse environmental impacts of the HE
scheme at Brampton. Annex D also shows support from the EU Transport
Commissioner for our proposals and financial support for elements of our 2010
scheme, including improvements to the Felixstowe – Nuneaton rail freight route,
installation of improved technology on the whole length of the A14 (except the
HA A14 scheme area) and Motorways of the Sea (investment in the Thames
Gateway port facility). All these measures help to reduce A14 congestion.
Alternative scheme - BCG response to written question Q.1.12.16
11. This question states: “ Q1.12.16: To what level of detail has the proposal
for an alternative route, reached? Please provide evidence of appropriate detail.”
Our response to this was sent separately on 14 Jun 2015 (Annex E).
DfT Green Retrofit Scheme
12. The ExA Panel may also wish to be aware that proposals for our alternative
scheme now also include mitigation measures for noise pollution caused by
traffic on the current A1 (four lanes). This would be possible under the new DfT
‘green retrofit’ scheme outlined in the HE Road Investment Strategy 2015-16 to
2020-21(23Dec2014). This has been introduced to improve roads where
mitigation measures were not provided in the past, such as the A1 at Brampton.
13. Similarly, as the A1 would remain at four lanes in our alternative scheme, we
are proposing a simple NMU crossing at the original location of the footpath near
West End (see map at Annex F) to restore the right of way between Brampton
and Brampton Wood, an ancient woodland and SSSI, owned and managed by
the Wildlife Trust, which is hugely popular with local residents and wildlife
enthusiasts from the wider area. This footpath was severed when the A1 was
relocated from Huntingdon to its present location. Again, restoration seems to be
possible under the DfT ‘green retrofit scheme’ which includes historical
community severance from community assets.
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Environmental & Other Issues raised by BCG
14. We reserve the right to comment further on the environmental and other
issues outlined in our initial representation to PINS. As well as the value for
money of the Huntingdon Southern Bypass, key issues could include:










demolition of the A14 rail viaduct:
public health risks of air pollution;
flooding risks to communities and to the transport networks;
cumulative impacts of noise, dust, vibration and air pollution from
quarrying and thousands of lorry movements transporting 2 million tons of
sand and gravel from borrow pits on both sides of the Brampton
Interchange; plus
noise, dust and fumes from a proposed cement works on the Brampton
construction site;
loss of high-quality agricultural land;
demolition of Grafham Road cottages;
property blight.

We wish to await responses from HE, Local Authorities and others, to the first
written questions issued by the ExA, which also referred to most of these
matters. We would then expect to contribute further to the iterative process of
the Public Examination.
Eileen Collier (Cllr) (10031084)
Brampton A14 Campaign Group (BCG)
15 Jun 2015
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A14 SCHEME – BCG response to Draft Orders and Environmental Statement
Summary:
Brampton A14 Campaign Group (BCG) represents a wide section of Brampton residents
concerned about the Highways Agency‟s A14 scheme in general and its impact on Brampton
in particular.
We strongly object to the proposed Highways Agency (HA) A14 scheme on several
grounds, viz:
(A)The scheme does not conform to current national or international transport and
sustainable development policies, nor to Climate Change policy (& law) on carbon emissions
(Climate Change Act 2008).
(B) The Highways Agency has not assessed alternative schemes, including proposals
submitted by Brampton Parish Council in response to the 2007 consultation, which included
the BCG alternative (multi-modal) scheme.
(C) The Highways Agency A14 scheme is hugely disproportionate in its impact on affected
rural communities and on Brampton in particular. Paradoxically, although the A14 is
recognised by the HA as a European TEN-T freight route, the proposed scheme is
essentially local in scope and „vision‟.
(D) Environmental Impact – Air, Noise & Light pollution (research ongoing – BCG reserves
the right to include more information/other topics at a later stage.)
(E) The Highways Agency A14 scheme is based on flawed and out-dated methodology
(NATA) and unreliable traffic modelling assumptions (for example see POPE), is not fit for
purpose and does not represent good value for money.
The foregoing points are expanded below:

(A) The Highways Agency (HA) A14 scheme does not conform to current
national or international transport and sustainable development policies, nor
to Climate Change policy (& law) on carbon emissions.
1. The scheme was conceived by the Cambridge to Huntingdon Multi-Modal Study
(CHUMMS) in 2001 and does not conform to the latest EU Common Transport Policy,
current UK transport sustainable development policies or UK Climate Change policy (& law)
on carbon emissions reduction (Climate Change Act 2008). The Department for Transport
now has its own (transport sector excluding aviation) target which, since the formal
statement on carbon budgeting in July 2009, it is obliged to meet. The modelling available to
date shows that this will be exceeded in the very wide area affected by the scheme, after
allowing for all other local and national policies. To ignore this major failure in the appraisal
is effectively to challenge Government policy. Either the full cost of buying permits for the
excess CO2 should be charged to the scheme, or the scheme should have been remitted to
be redesigned so that, overall, emissions fell in line with the target.
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2. Although the A14 is recognised by the HA as a European TEN-T freight route, and HA
documents state that the scheme is co-financed by the European Union, the Policy & Plans
section of the Environmental Statement does not include European Transport policy in its
assessments. Nor does it conform to current DfT policy/views on EU proposals – see the
DfT response to the recent European Commission consultation ”A sustainable future for
transport. Towards an integrated, technology-led and user-friendly system”. Brampton
Campaign Group (BCG) also responded to this public consultation and outlined our
alternative scheme. This is entirely in line with EU policy, as confirmed by them in a letter
from the office of the EC Transport Commissioner (21Oct09). The UK also received EU
TEN-T funding for two key elements of our alternative scheme: (1) works on the
Felixstowe-Nuneaton rail freight route and (2) installation of Active Traffic Management
systems on the A14 from Felixstowe to the M1 (except the A14 scheme area). Each
received the full level of funding available (20%) – see Annex B.
3. As far as UK Transport policy is concerned, our alternative scheme appears better
aligned with „Transport Plan 2010: The 10-Year Transport Plan 2001‟ (quoted in the
Environmental Statement) than does the HA scheme (also conceived in 2001 but as part of
the CHUMMS package). Our alternative scheme is based on sound environmental
principles and supports the UK Government‟s position on Climate Change - unlike the HA
scheme which will increase and „lock in‟ road transport carbon emissions.

(B) The Highways Agency has not assessed alternative schemes, including
proposals submitted by Brampton Parish Council in response to the 2007
consultation (which include the BCG alternative (multi-modal) scheme above).
4. It should be noted first that it is the responsibility of the scheme promoter to test realistic
alternatives in order to assess value for money. This is enshrined in both the Treasury
Green Book and in Transport Guidance (on the web as webtag). Without any proper HA
work on alternatives, we (BCG) have undertaken our own. The BCG alternative scheme
was refined and updated during the period 2007-2009 and re-submitted at various times to
the HA, to Ministers and to the Transport Select Committee as well as to the EC Transport
Commissioner. The current update is outlined at Annex A. We have seen no evidence that
this proposed scheme – which now has the backing of the European Transport
Commissioner – has been assessed by the Highways Agency. It is a potentially viable and
less costly alternative to the currently proposed HA scheme – particularly when combined
with technological improvements such as Active Traffic Management and demand control
measures such as road-pricing. We consider all such options should be assessed.
5. We consider that the DfT should also take a wider strategic view and explore the potential
benefits of innovative developments being considered by the EU, including Intelligent
Transport Systems (ITS) and the „Motorways of the Sea‟ concept, whereby freight at deepsea ports such as Felixstowe could be transferred to coastal or inland waterways for onward
transmission to smaller regional ports and final destination, thus reducing road freight traffic
and associated road congestion. We consider that the best way forward would be for the
HA to engage with local people about real alternatives and how to assess their impact.
Without such a process in place, current appraisal guidance has not been met. The scheme
should go through this process before any Inquiry is considered.
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(C)The Highways Agency A14 scheme is hugely disproportionate in its impact
on affected rural communities and on Brampton in particular. Paradoxically,
although the A14 is a strategic international freight route, the HA scheme
appears local in focus.
6. Brampton is the village worst-affected by the proposed A14 scheme as it is already
located close to two major trunk roads – the A1 to the west and the existing A14 to the
north. Brampton is not only affected by the A14 proposals but also by the ‘Huntingdon
vision’ (a local CHUMMS scheme which is also part of the Highways Agency„s A14
scheme). This would mean that the viaduct over the railway at Huntingdon would be
demolished and the existing A14 would be de-trunked for use by local traffic only. In
addition, the A1 would be widened from 4 lanes to 6 lanes at Brampton.
7. The HA scheme would result in 10 lanes of traffic (new A14 + widened A1) to the west of
Brampton close to family homes (almost 115,000 vehicles daily). The multi-level 10-lane
„Brampton Interchange‟ would lie to the south-west of the village, with the elevated 6-lane
‟new A14‟ heading east across the flood plain of the river Great Ouse and on to the new
„Fen Drayton Interchange‟ where it would meet the existing A14. In addition to demolition of
the viaduct and widening of the A1, a complex series of local link roads would be built in
Huntingdon; and the Brampton road to the east of Brampton would be widened to cope with
the increase in traffic expected by the HA. The rural village of Brampton – boyhood home of
Samuel Pepys and where Pepys House still stands at the entrance to the village on the
Huntingdon-Brampton road - would effectively become a traffic island surrounded by busy
roads and related traffic pollution.
8. Even though a high proportion of this A14 traffic would be heavy freight lorries from the
south and east coast ports travelling on a European TEN-T freight route, the scope and
„vision‟ of the Highways Agency A14 scheme appears essentially limited in focus and local in
ambition, in that it seems to be focused on plans to redevelop Huntingdon town centre rather
than improving an international strategic freight route. In addition, local development plans
also include re-locating Huntingdon Regional College from the centre of Huntingdon to a site
adjacent to Cambridgeshire Police Headquarters and Hinchingbrooke School. All the
establishments would share the already busy access road to/from Brampton Road with the
nearby Hinchingbrooke Hospital and a large housing estate. Huntingdon Railway Station is
located further along Brampton Road.
9. This area already suffers from rush-hour traffic congestion which backs up along the
Huntingdon-Brampton road into Brampton. In Brampton, Thrapston Road (link to the
existing A14) becomes congested, as do Church Road and Buckden Road (links to the A1).
Additionally, there are 5 farms within Brampton and several others nearby. Local farmers
are concerned about the impact on movements of agricultural vehicles if the viaduct comes
down.
10. Currently some 25% - 30% of A14 traffic is freight (at least double the national average).
Demolition of the viaduct and de-trunking the existing A14 for use as a local road would also
result in a much higher volume of freight traffic being channelled onto the „new A14‟ close to
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the west end of Brampton with the consequent impact on the environment and potential
threat to public health from the resulting air & noise pollution.
11. We consider that the Huntingdon viaduct should be repaired/rebuilt and retained along
with the existing A14 trunk road. We have recently learned that structural engineers have
advised Buckden Parish Council that this work can be done to a high standard in situ. This
would reduce costs and minimise disruption to road traffic and East Coast mainline rail traffic
when the work is done. This already happens for routine maintenance/repair work on the
viaduct.
12. If the viaduct and existing A14 trunk road were retained, there would be no need to
widen the A1, construct link roads in Huntingdon or widen the Huntingdon-Brampton road.
This would offset the costs of repairing and retaining the viaduct. In addition, retention of the
viaduct and existing A14 trunk road would enable continued use of the existing A14 as a
diversion route when required.

(D) Environmental Impact – Air, Noise & Light pollution; Loss of productive
arable farmland. [Please note that our research on environmental issues is
continuing and we reserve the right to include further information on these
and other topics at a later stage including, for example, Mitigation measures,
Air Quality Management, Health issues, Flood risk, Ecology & Archaeology.]
Air pollution
13. There are especial concerns about air pollution from nitrogen dioxide and particulates –
the UK has not met EU targets for these emissions and is seeking a time extension for both.
We hear that the requested extension for particulates has been rejected and that the issue of
nitrogen dioxide emissions is due to be decided soon.
14. Family homes in the west of Brampton would be less than 300 metres from 10 lanes of
traffic. A report from the US indicates impairment of children‟s lung development if they live
within 500 metres of a freeway (Gauderman report) – the lead author of this report has
confirmed that Brampton would fall well within the criteria for this study if the HA scheme
goes ahead.

Noise pollution
15. Noise pollution from such high volumes of freight traffic is likely to result in loss of rural
tranquility and diminished quality of life for local residents. This runs counter to DCLG policy
on Quality of Place and Quality of Life („World Class Places‟ strategy-Aug09). Noise from
high levels of heavy freight traffic would impact adversely on the rural landscape and the
tranquility of the Ouse Valley Way. This is a popular route for local residents who walk from
Portholme Meadow (SSSI/SAC in the parish of Brampton) to Brampton/Buckden & beyond
alongside the river Great Ouse.
16. Noise is not only a nuisance but reports show that it also presents a health risk for
cardiac patients and those suffering from stress. Two inhabited cottages lie alongside the
existing A1 next to the Grafham road and will be situated between the widened A1 and the
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„new A14‟ if the scheme goes ahead. In such circumstances these cottages will presumably
be unfit for human habitation due to air & noise pollution from the high volume of road traffic.
Light pollution
17. Although the new road will not be lit, there will be light pollution at night from traffic on
the elevated sections and all Interchanges will be fully lit. The Brampton Interchange is
where the 6 lanes of the elevated „new A14‟ are planned to meet the 4 lanes of the existing
A1, plus the minor Buckden-Brampton road, which leads to Huntingdon, and the minor
Brampton-Grafham road (and road bridge ) where the two cottages (see above) are located.

Land-take
18. DEFRA is currently publishing a Food Strategy for the UK in view of the risks associated
with Climate Change. This scheme results in the loss of productive arable farmland.
(E) The HA A14 scheme is based on flawed and out-dated methodology (NATA) and
unreliable traffic modelling assumptions. It is not fit for purpose and does not
represent good value for money.
19. The New Approach to Transport Appraisal (NATA) – which is known to have certain in
built bias towards road schemes - has been revised by the DfT as „NATA Refresh‟.
However, many more revisions are due in April next year, and a change on carbon
emissions due in summer 2009 has been delayed. We consider that the most recent
Government policies are not fully reflected in the appraisal process used for this scheme.
We can find one (repositioning indirect tax revenue) and this alone reduced the Benefit to
Cost Ratio (BCR) by a third. We wish to see an appraisal in line with current Government
policy (for example Delivering a Sustainable Transport Strategy – see below). It is already
the case in NATA that properly prepared, alternative schemes should also be considered
and fairly treated in the appraisal process.
20. This is particularly important at a time when Government Departments are faced with
financial constraints on their spending programmes. This is the costliest non-motorway road
project in the country and the biggest carbon emitter. It contravenes current Government
Climate Change policy and will not even meet the stated HA objective of reducing
congestion on the A14 due to the phenomenon known as „induced travel demand‟ which
occurs when new roads are built (see also para 24 below). If this costly (£1.3 billion)
scheme goes ahead, other more environmentally sustainable schemes - such as walking,
cycling and public transport initiatives and additional investment in technology-led solutions
to road congestion – may no longer be affordable.
21. The Government‟s five goals for transport as set out in the DfT‟s policy statement
Delivering a Sustainable Transport System, November 2008 (DaSTS) are:
i.
to support national economic competitiveness and growth, by delivering
reliable and efficient transport networks;
ii.
to reduce transport‟s emissions of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse
gases with the desired outcome of tackling climate change;
iii.
to contribute to better safety, health and longer life expectancy;
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iv.
to promote equality of opportunity for all citizens;
v.
to improve the quality of life for transport and non-transport users and to
promote a healthy environment.
22. The HA scheme appears to focus on meeting the first goal while doing little to achieve
the remaining four. Even meeting the first objective is questionable given the flawed scheme
assessment methodology (NATA), and unreliable traffic modelling assumptions evidenced
by the Highways Agency‟s own Post Opening Project Evaluation (POPE) reports which
indicate a history of unreliable assessment of traffic volumes for modelling purposes. Other
reports suggest that the „Induced Travel Demand‟ associated with new roads (GTZ report)
results in increased, rather than reduced, traffic congestion. Public transport, walking and
cycling are poorly represented in traditional highways based models. We would wish to
examine the modelling closely in this regard, but at first sight it appears over-developed in
relation to road users, and under-developed in relation to sustainable modes.
23. A CD produced for the Highways Agency exhibitions of the scheme shows a computermodelled „driving experience‟. This appears to be designed to encourage drivers onto the
new road (contrary to Climate Change policy). From a front-seat point of view, the driver
travels smoothly on almost empty roads with very little HGV traffic and no traffic noise at all –
only soft music accompanies his/her mythical journey – while mile after mile of grey road
stretches ahead covering the fertile farmland of Cambridgeshire. Perhaps this CD falls
within the „Induced Travel Demand‟ category? Perhaps someone should tell the Highways
Agency about the Government‟s „Act on CO2‟ campaign?

Conclusions
24.. We object strongly to the Highways Agency‟s proposal to spend such a vast sum of
public money (£1.3billion) on this flawed and out-dated 22-mile road scheme, which does
not conform to current Government or EU Transport, Sustainable Development or Climate
Change policy and which is likely to be based on unreliable traffic modelling assumptions
(POPE reports).
25. We consider that a strategic, international and multi-modal view of the need for the
scheme should be taken by DfT and that it should not be driven by a wish to improve a small
town centre (the Huntingdon ‟vision‟) at disproportionate environmental cost to neighbouring
communities and Climate Change carbon emissions targets.
26. Broadly, we consider that greater public investment in the modal shift of freight traffic
from road to rail is the key to reducing congestion on the A14 (and meeting Climate Change
objectives), together with a package of technology-led measures to improve road (and rail)
traffic management, including Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS), and strong traffic demand
management policies such as “Smarter Choices”, parking or road-pricing to control demand.
These tend to be mutually supportive, while making road vehicle use easier undermines
them and locks in unsustainable travel behaviour.
27. We consider that the Highways Agency/DfT must re-assess the A14 scheme in the light
of current UK and EU Transport and Environment policies and updated methodology (NATA
ongoing reforms and Refresh) and fully explore all alternative options including the EU
„Motorways of Sea‟ concept. It is essential that the full range of demand management
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measures are reflected in the model so that they are treated fairly. Please see our
alternative scheme proposals outlined at Annex A below.
28. From the foregoing paragraphs it can be seen that, should a decision be made to
proceed further with this scheme, a Public Inquiry is absolutely essential. We reserve
the right to be represented or represent ourselves. In view of the scale of the issues
raised, we also request a transcript of proceedings to enable us, and all other
participants, to keep up to speed with the issues.

Eileen Collier (Cllr)
Brampton A14 Campaign Group
5 Jan 2010
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ANNEX A
Key points of Brampton Campaign Group alternative (multi-modal) scheme:
Scrap plans to build the new road – ie the elevated off-line section of the scheme from
Fen Drayton – Ellington. [Note: HA admit that building new roads does not solve congestion
problems and that A14 traffic could increase due to induced travel demand; see also GTZ
report - „De-mystifying Induced Travel Demand‟.]
Upgrade existing roads (including existing A14) and rail freight routes (in line with UK
& EU transport policy) .
Existing roads:
Repair/rebuild Huntingdon railway viaduct and retain existing A14 .
Structural engineers have recently advised Buckden Parish Council that it is possible to
repair the viaduct in situ to a high standard. Costs would be off-set by no need to widen A1
or build complex local road system in and around Huntingdon. The existing A14 (EU TEN-T
freight route) should be retained as a trunk road and used as a diversion route when
incidents/accidents occur on other roads.
Complete upgrade of the existing A428-A421 link from A14/M11 to A1 & M1
 A421 from A1 to M1 under construction
 A428 from A14/M11 to Caxton Gibbet completed.
 A428 from Caxton Gibbet to A1 – upgrade not yet funded.
 Diversion route when incidents/accidents occur on the A14.
Guided bus:
Cambridge to St Ives guided then to Huntingdon via road (aim is to reduce A14 car traffic)
 Under construction – currently over budget and delayed to April 2010.
 Complementary measures to attract car users (as envisaged in the original
CHUMMS proposal)
Existing rail freight routes
Felixstowe-Nuneaton and Crewe-Holyhead (EU TEN-T freight route)
 Existing route needing further funding for capacity enhancements
 EU funding (20%) received 21Oct09 for Felixstowe-Nuneaton upgrade – now fully
funded and route works in progress
 Much greater UK/EU investment in UK strategic freight network needed to increase
capacity to level required to increase modal share of rail (compare UK road funding)
Improve A14 traffic management (including road safety measures)
Demand management components
 „Smarter Choices„ package (including work, shopping and leisure)
 Parking space controls (such as limits in new development and redevelopment, area
licensing schemes)
 Pricing (including parking and/or user charging)
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Traffic management solutions to reducing A14 congestion:






Active Traffic Management (ATM)
Note: ATM approved by DfT for whole length of A14 from Felixstowe to the M1
(except the HA scheme area from Fen Ditton to Huntingdon). Work in progress
2009. Additional funding requested from EU – 20% funding received 21Oct09
Other elements include:
Hard Shoulder Running; Road pricing; Electronic communications
Lane management - confine HGVs to left-hand lane (slow overtaking causes much of
the A14 congestion by blocking both lanes of traffic for considerable lengths of time).
Would also help to improve road safety (drivers of LHD vehicles often pull out to
overtake but can‟t see traffic in the fast lane).

Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS) – EU ITS Action Plan
The EU ITS Action Plan proposes specific measures in 6 areas:
 Optimal use of road & traffic data
 Traffic & freight management
 Road safety & security
 Integrating ITS applications in the vehicle
 Data protection and liability
 European ITS co-ordination
 Includes Satnav technology – See RAC/Trafficmaster reports on technical
solutions to reducing road congestion
 See also EU transport policy - recent consultation „A sustainable future for
transport. Towards an integrated, technology-led and user-friendly system.”
 Note: EU White Paper due early 2010.
Road safety measures* proposed in alternative scheme:


Check/test non-UK freight lorries at embarkation/disembarkation ports



Validate papers of non-UK drivers



Police adherence to statutory hours/breaks for all HGV drivers



Provide safe and secure parking facilities to minimise HGV parking in A14 villages

*Note: Road safety measures listed above now being implemented/addressed by DfT
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UNITED KINGDOM:
United Kingdom has 1 Core Network Corridor crossing its country:
The North Sea-Mediterranean Corridor stretches from Belfast and the Irish ports of Cork and Dublin,
as well as from the northern UK ports Glasgow and Edinburgh through Belgium, with a branch from
Amsterdam and Rotterdam, via Luxembourg to Strasbourg and Basel and via Lyon to the southern
French ports of Fos/Marseille. It covers rail, road, airports, ports, RRT's and the Dutch-Belgian inland
waterway system as well as the Rhône river. The key project is the Seine-Escaut inland waterway.
The corridors and key projects which contribute to completing them are set out on the following
page.

What are the key benefits?
The multimodal TEN-T Core Network with the Core Network Corridors will strongly contribute to
European cohesion and strengthen the internal market. A more competitive economy will produce
higher employment. Enhanced multimodality on a better rail, inland waterways and maritime
infrastructure within the multimodal TEN-T, as well as innovative technologies in the field of
transport, will induce modal shift, reduce congestion on road, cut emissions of greenhouse and
polluting gases and boost transport safety and security.

The new infrastructure policy in Europe
Transport is vital to the European economy, without good connections Europe will not grow or
prosper. The new European infrastructure policy will put in place a powerful European transport
network across 28 Member States, connected to neighbouring countries and the rest of the world, to
promote growth and competitiveness. It will connect East with West and replace today's transport
patchwork with a network which is genuinely European.
The new policy triples EU financing to 26 € billion for transport in the period 2014 – 2020, at the
same time it refocuses transport financing on a tightly defined core network. The core network will
form the backbone for transportation in Europe's Single Market. By 2030, it will remove bottlenecks,
upgrade infrastructure and streamline cross border transport operations for passengers and
businesses throughout the EU. Its implementation will be pushed ahead by the setting up of 9 major
transport corridors that will bring together Member States and stakeholders and will allow to
concentrate tight resources and to achieve results.
The new TEN-T core network will be supported by a comprehensive network of routes, feeding into
the core network at regional and national level. The aim is to ensure that progressively, throughout
the entire EU, the TEN-T will contribute to enhancing internal market, strengthening territorial,
economic and social cohesion and reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Taken as a whole, the new transport network will deliver:
safer and less congested travel
smoother and quicker journeys
as well as less impact on the climate.

Projects that could receive financing from the "Connecting Europe Facility" (CEF):
Taking into account the long-distance benefits of improvements in a corridor, the following tables
comprise, apart from projects in the country concerned, also measures in corridor sections beyond
its borders.

North Sea – Mediterranean
Cork - Dublin - Belfast

Rail

Studies and works; Dublin Interconnector (DART);

Port,
Belfast

multimodal

upgrading

connections
Glasgow - Edinburgh

Rail

Manchester – Liverpool

Rail

Birmingham – Reading –
Southampton
Dublin, Cork, Southampton

Upgrading
Upgrading and electrification, including Northern
Hub

Rail

Upgrading of the freight line

Ports, Rail
Rail, port,

Felixstowe – Midlands

multimodal
platforms

Studies and works on port capacity, MoS and
interconnections
rail upgrading, interconnections port and
multimodal platforms

Other
Milford Haven – Swansea – Cardiff

Other Core
Network

Rail connection Shannon Foynes - Limerick

Other Core

junction

Network

High Speed 2

Cardiff - Bristol - London

Other Core
Network
Other Core
Network

Rail

Upgrading

Rail

studies
Studies & works for a high

Rail

speed line London –
Midlands

Rail

Upgrading, including
Crossrail

Trans European Transport Network
Connecting UNITED KINGDOM

UNITED KINGDOM:
United Kingdom has 1 Core Network Corridor crossing its country:
The North Sea-Mediterranean Corridor stretches from Belfast and the Irish ports
of Cork and Dublin, as well as from the northern UK ports Glasgow and Edinburgh
through Belgium, with a branch from Amsterdam and Rotterdam, via Luxembourg to
Strasbourg and Basel and via Lyon to the southern French ports of Fos/Marseille. It
covers rail, road, airports, ports, RRT’s and the Dutch-Belgian inland waterway system
as well as the Rhône river. The key project is the Seine-Escaut inland waterway.

Glasgow
Edinburgh
Belfast

Dublin

The corridors and key projects which contribute to completing them are set out on the
following page.

Manchester
Liverpool

Brem

Birmingham

Amsterdam
Utrecht Os
Rotterdam

Cork

Felixstowe
London

What are the key benefits?
The multimodal TEN-T Core Network with the Core Network Corridors will strongly
contribute to European cohesion and strengthen the internal market. A more
competitive economy will produce higher employment. Enhanced multimodality on a
better rail, inland waterways and maritime infrastructure within the multimodal TEN-T,
as well as innovative technologies in the field of transport, will induce modal shift,
reduce congestion on road, cut emissions of greenhouse and polluting gases and boost
transport safety and security.
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Le Havre

Antwerp

D

Gent
Lille

C
Brussels

F

Liege
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Paris
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The new infrastructure policy in Europe
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Transport is vital to the European economy, without good connections Europe will not grow or prosper. The new European infrastructure policy
Vitoria countries and the rest of the
will put in place a powerful European transport network across 28 Member States, connected to neighbouring
world, to promote growth and competitiveness. It will connect East with West and Valladolid
replace today’s transport patchwork with a networkPerpignan
which is
genuinely European.
Porto
Zaragoza

Marseille

Aveiro
The new policy triples EU financing to 26 € billion for
transport in the period 2014 – 2020, at the same time it refocuses transport financing
Barcelona
on a tightly defined core network. The core network will form the backbone for transportation in Europe’s Single Market. By 2030, it will
Tarragona
Madrid
remove bottlenecks, upgrade infrastructure and streamline cross border transport operations
for passengers and businesses throughout the
Lisbon
EU. Its implementation will be pushed ahead by the setting up of 9 major transport corridors that will bring together Member States and
stakeholders and will allow to concentrate tight resources and to achieve results.
Valencia

The new TEN-T core network will be supported by a comprehensive
network of routes, feeding into the core network at regional and national
Sines
Seville
level. The aim is to ensure that progressively, throughout the entire EU, the TEN-T will contribute to enhancing internal market, strengthening
Murcia
territorial, economic and social cohesion and reducing greenhouse gas emissions.
Antequera/Bobadilla
Taken as a whole, the new transport network will deliver:
safer and less congested travel

-

smoother and quicker journeys

-

as well as less impact on the climate.

Cartagena
Algeciras
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Projects that could receive financing from the “Connecting Europe Facility” (CEF):
Taking into account the long-distance benefits of improvements in a corridor, the following tables comprise, apart from projects in
the country concerned, also measures in corridor sections beyond its borders.

North Sea – Mediterranean
Cork - Dublin - Belfast

Rail

Studies and works; Dublin Interconnector (DART);

Belfast

Port, multimodal
connections

upgrading

Glasgow - Edinburgh

Rail

Upgrading

Manchester – Liverpool

Rail

Upgrading and electrification, including Northern Hub

Birmingham – Reading –
Southampton

Rail

Upgrading of the freight line

Dublin, Cork, Southampton

Ports, Rail

Studies and works on port capacity, MoS and
interconnections

Felixstowe – Midlands

Rail, port, multimodal
platforms

rail upgrading, interconnections port and multimodal
platforms

Milford Haven – Swansea – Cardiff

Other Core Network

Rail

Upgrading

Rail connection Shannon Foynes Limerick junction

Other Core Network

Rail

studies

High Speed 2

Other Core Network

Rail

Studies & works for a high
speed line London – Midlands

Cardiff - Bristol - London

Other Core Network

Rail

Upgrading, including Crossrail

For more information:
http://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/revision-t_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/transport/infrastructure/tentec/tentec-portal/site/index_en.htm
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