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1. Robin East said that the meeting was solely about the DCC Cabinet meeting on 6 December and the paper 

drafted by officials on the traffic management options available for the A35/C13 corridor. 
 

However, before proceeding with the discussions those present were asked if they were still content that 
(a) that the A350CG continue to represent the seven parishes along the route and (b) that the mandate 
should stand as drafted (see header).  All present agreed. 

 
2. The DCC Options 
 

Robin explained there was some confusion with the options from the previous DCC papers presented at 
the stakeholder consultation meetings in Stourpaine on the 9 October and the 13 November and the final 
six options as presented in the official DCC Cabinet paper, namely:  

 
i) Advisory one-way northbound on A350 and southbound on C13 for HGVs (ie current system, not 

enforceable, not yet formally adopted by DCC.)  This needed better signposting and further 
“mitigating measures” (passing points, etc) in Melbury Abbas. 

 
ii) Same as i) above but reverse direction with northbound traffic on the C13. 

 
iii) Permanent and enforceable northbound on A350 and southbound on C13 for HGVs (ie the current 

system but enforced by a legal Traffic Regulation Order (TRO)).  Two drawbacks to legislating for the 
north-south one-way system: (a) it would acknowledge for the first time that the A350/C13 corridor 
was suitable for HGVs; (b) as soon as the north-south one-way system became law, the routes 
would become “official” and appear on everyone’s satnavs.  This could attract even more traffic 
(including HGVs) than at present.  The fact that neither the A350 nor the C13 were suitable for HGVs 
would be forgotten. 

 
iv) Same as iii) above but with reverse direction of the traffic flow.  Same drawback as above 

 
v) Advisory signposts at both ends of the C13 saying “Unsuitable for HGVs”.  This would probably 

significantly increase the HGV traffic on the A350 in both directions and would entail “mitigating 
measures” along the route. 

 
vi) A 7.5 tonne weight limit in Melbury Abbas.  This would have much the same effect as v) above, but 

probably more HGVs would continue to use the C13 and turn off and on at the airfield junction 
(known as Gore Clump).  The people of Ludwell (in Wiltshire) would suffer and it was not 
inconceivable that Wiltshire CC would put their own HGV ban on that route. 



 
2.1 Another offer, discussed in the past but not now available was a temporary Traffic Regulation Order 

(TRO).  This had been withdrawn by DCC for administrative reasons.  One thing was for sure, the present 
advisory arrangement was not working properly, would require much better signage and would require 
more mitigation in Melbury.   

 
2.2 During the discussion, Deborah Croney said that the DCC paper contained a section allocating risk to each 

of these options; options (ii) and (iv) were in the top risk bracket and in her opinion it was highly unlikely 
that the Cabinet would go for either of these. 

 
2.3 Jude Coupe (Compton Abbas) said that 77% of large HGVs were using the A350 and 23% the C13.  

However, the statistics in the DCC paper did not tell the whole story and did not illustrate the dispersion 
of the traffic in the whole corridor.  She added that N. Dorset had the highest accident rate in the county.  
Options (v) & (vi) would inevitably lead to more accidents.  The problem with a TRO was that it would still 
have to allow farmers, waste collectors, removal firms, local deliveries, Travis Perkins et al to ignore the 
routing. 

 
2.4 Deborah Croney stated that she would be insisting on the need for ongoing monitoring and a review after 

18 months if the cabinet voted in favour of option (i). 
 
2.5 There was a discussion about the relative journey times of an HGV using the A350 as opposed to the C13 

and the nature of the roads.  Robin East said that whether one was a “C” road and the other an “A” road 
meant nothing; neither was suitable for HGVs. 

 
2.6 There was also a discussion about the Tri-County Strategic Route and the lack of any N/S route between 

the M4 and Poole.  The Dorset MPs had written to Chris Grayling, Secretary of State for Transport, 
appealing for serious central government attention to it and for it to be ramped up to the next stage.  The 
situation should become clearer by May 2018 but if the report was binned, it would be the end of any 
new route. 

 
2.7 There was no support for the idea of asking DCC to postpone any decision on the options until the fate of 

the Tri-County paper had been decided.  It was felt that any improvement of the A350 and C13 would be 
worth it irrespective of the status of the strategic route. 

 
2.8 The Chairman asked for views on the 6 options.  There followed a discussion about HGVs through 

Melbury Abbas as it certainly was not suitable as the primary freight route. Also, a compulsory N/S TRO, 
options (iii) & (iv), would automatically spread the load of HGVs 50:50: 

 
Virtually all the HGV traffic using the A350 was transiting through rather than benefiting North Dorset. 
• Mention was made of developments all around our corridor: beefing up of the A350 in Wiltshire, 
• dualling of the A303 
• proposed developments in Bournemouth, Poole, Weymouth and Portland, 
• Bilbao to Poole ships, 
• £23.3m being spent on infrastructure in South Dorset, 
• huge increase in just-in-time deliveries since 1996 (when the red route was abandoned), 
• satnav developments also since 1996 drawing more traffic of all sorts our way, 

 



2.9 The Chairman called for a show of hands and all Parishes voted in favour of Option (i).   This was proposed 
as the A350 Community Group’s declared position, seconded and adopted with the following caveats: 
• Improved signage at both ends of A350/C13. 
• That “mitigation measures” are put in place to make it work for Melbury Abbas. 
• To be monitored and reviewed in 12 to 18 months. 
• Must not be an excuse to shelve further work. 

 
3. There was a discussion of NDCC’s plan which posed the question of whether the land earmarked for a 

Shaftesbury by-pass should now be released for building use.  Government examiners were obliged to 
review such land and if there was no sight of such land being used for the purposes for which it was 
intended, there should be a presumption that it should be sold off.  In the case of the Shaftesbury land, it 
was illogical to release it from its present protection when the possibility of a strategic route was closer 
than it had been for years.  To sell the land now would be to kill an important possible route for N 
Dorset’s traffic problems.  The same consideration applied to all the land earmarked between Shaftesbury 
and the South Coast.  All parishes agreed and asked that NDCC, the LEP, Highways England and anyone 
else who would listen be so informed. 
 

4. The meeting was closed with thanks to all who had attended. 
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