European Commission is currently evaluating longer heavier lorries 

Freight on Rail welcomes the Government’s decision to reject trials of 60-tonne 25.5 metre lorries on UK roads and urges the Government to lobby against LHVs at the European level. The European Commission is currently evaluating whether to recommend longer heavier lorries, (25 metres 60 tonne weight) be allowed either across all member states, or with individual member states deciding. Either way, if LHVs get the go-ahead by the European Parliament, it could mean in the medium term that LHVs would come to the UK because of pressure from the road haulage industry.

Road and rail modes can complement each other but trunk movements of large quantities of freight can be more sustainably and more safely carried by rail rather than in ever larger lorries.
Freight on Rail does not accept the fundamental argument that underpined the case the proponents make for longer heavier lorries (LHVs); that LHVs would result in less lorries, less emissions and therefore less exposure to accidents. Research commissioned by Freight on Rail shows that previous increases in lorry dimensions have resulted in more lorries driving around less full, causing more road congestion and more pollution, which is the reverse of what was claimed would happen. 

LHVs will mean more lorries and more pollution as previous increases in lorry dimensions have lead to an increase in Heavy Goods Vehicles (HGVs) driving around less full, which is the absolute reverse of what was claimed would happen. Since the last increase in maximum weights, average vehicle occupancy has been going down and over a quarter of lorries are driving around empty.  In 2005 27.4% of lorries were driving around empty whereas it was 26.4% in 2001.(see MTRU updated report Feb 2008 Heavier lorries and their impacts on economy and environment on Freight on Rail website www.freightonrail.org.uk/pressreleases
The claimed environmental benefits of LHVs rely on very high levels of load utilisation – in excess of that routinely achieved within the haulage sector.  Therefore at lower levels of utilisation the environmental performance of LHVs would be worse. German trials showed that utilisation of above 77% for LHVs was needed for fuel costs to breakeven. In 2006 in the UK HGVs over 33 tonnes were only 73% full. Source Umwelt Bundes Amt August  07  and UK CSRGT 2006 

Rebound effect

In the absence of lorry user charging to internalise all the costs of road freight transport to society,   LHVs would mean more lorry-miles not fewer because demand will be stimulated as LHVs could reduce road haulage costs by up to 20% according to the freight industry. Distribution centres are likely to be rationalised, saving on real estate costs, with lorry tonne kilometres increasing in line with current trends with LHVs in effect becoming travelling warehouses. 
Road haulage industry has a poor record in complying with existing road regulations

Many HGVs are not following existing road regulations ranging from exceeding speed, weight and driving hours limits thus putting the public at extra risk. For example on major non built up single carriage roads a staggering 76 per cent of articulated HGVs exceeded their 40 mph limit by 6mph on average, with 28 per cent exceeding the limit by more than 10 mph in 2005.Source Vehicle speeds GB 2006. This clearly has safety implications for other road users and puts them at risk.
The number of UK registered HGVs being check weighed has decreased by 64% since 2003 although weight and drivers’ hours transgressions have more than doubled in same period

LHVs have dangers of their own due to their size and lack of manoeuvrability
DfT research showed that because of their size and weight, when HGVs are involved in accidents the level of injury tends to be higher. The same research found that HGVs were twice as likely to be involved in fatal accidents as cars.Focus on Freight December 2006 chart 5.2b Deaths/KSIs in accidents involving HGVs per million km travelled

There are concerns about braking distances and visibility, especially for left hand drive vehicles where side swipes from left hand drive lorries cause serious accidents on average every other day on UK roads according to the ITV programme Killer Lorries 31st March 2008. Manoeuvrability, especially on motorway roundabouts and reversing and overtaking especially in emergency situations can be problematic for HGVs and would be even more difficult for LHVs. Even bendy buses, which are 18 metres long, cause more than twice as many injuries as any other bus. Source Evening Standard June 7th 2007 

Stability of LHVs

We question the stability of these double trailer vehicles. The take up of draw bar vehicles in the UK has not been significant because of stability issues on motorways. In 2006, 532 HGVs overturned which is almost one and half HGVs per day. In the same period only 10 buses/coaches  overturned. In 2006, 144 HGVs jack-knifed, of which articulated ones accounted for 125.

Longer heavier lorries will have minimal impact on road congestion whereas an average freight train which is designed for heavy and bulky cargoes, can remove 50 HGVs from our roads. Source Network Rail 2007.
LHVs would undermine rail freight which has a much better environmental record than road
LHVs would undermine container and bulk rail freight; Freightliner found that up to 66% of container traffic could be forced back onto the roads. Detailed examination of rail’s bulk freight flows by EWS in May 2007 found that up to 40% of aggregates currently carried by rail could switch to road and almost 20% of metals traffic.

Trying to restrict LHVs to dual-carriageways and motorways simply will not work

The promoters are claiming that these vehicles will be restricted to motorways, dual carriageways and major roads, but there is no mechanism available to keep them to this and the type of road has not been fully clarified. The reality is that these vehicles will need local access to distribution hubs which would not be on motorways/dual carriageways, but on roads which are totally unsuitable for vehicles of this scale. We are concerned – as happened with a previous concession of 44 tonne vehicles to railheads only – that the restriction proposed will not be enforced or enforceable.

Unlike other European countries, the UK allows all vehicles to operate on any road and at any time unless specifically prohibited from doing so. As a result, we will get these very large vehicles travelling down local roads that are wholly unsuitable for the purpose, with consequent intrusion, noise and road damage and safety implications. Where would drivers stop to take statutory breaks and would existing break areas be big enough for LHVs?  

HGVs are up to 160,000 times more damaging to road surfaces than the average car; some of the heaviest road repair costs are therefore almost exclusively attributable to the heaviest vehicles.  A 60 tonne lorry would be 4.7 times more damaging than a 44 tonne lorry on a suspension bridge. Professor R A Smith Imperial College

The damage to underground structures (including gas and water mains, electricity and telecommunications) caused by existing HGVs has yet to be quantified. 
Existing sized lorries are large enough
Efficiencies can be achieved with existing sized lorries as over 25 per cent of lorries are driving around empty, on average.

External costs of road transport

The latest research issued by Campaign for Better Transport on 1st May 2008 states that lorries are only paying between one to two thirds of the costs they inflict on society in terms of congestion, road damage, environmental pollution and impact on other road users in the UK. The research stated that if the real costs of HGVs were revealed the more sustainable ways of moving freight would find it easier to compete. 

The research, Heavy Lorries: do they pay for the damage they cause? was produced by MTRU and peer-reviewed by Dr Tony Whiteing, Institute for Transport Studies, University of Leeds.

 

http://www.bettertransport.org.uk/media/press_releases/april_2008/lorries
http://www.bettertransport.org.uk/system/files/heavy_lorries_MTRU_research.pdf
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