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Mertn Bates e e
Project Diractor
Infrastructure Delivery www.abports.co.uk
Welsh Government
Cardiff Park 2
Cardiff
CF10 3NQ

23" March 2016

Dear Martin

M4 Corridor around Newport
Assoclated British Ports — Port of Newport
Proposed Alternative Northern Route

Further to the above, | write firstly to acknowledge receipt of your letters of bath 2" and 11"
March. | have, additionally, passed your letter of 2" March to our consultant team for their
consideration and will respond more formally in due course,

in the meantims, your client has of course now published the first formal tranche of
documentation for its proposals — to which we will also be responding formally in due course.

As you know, | had hoped that we would be able to meet to discuss a number of issues before
the Orders were actually published bearing in mind ABP’s continued objection to the M4CaN
proposals. | am disappointed that despite attempting to arrange a meeting with you since late
last year, this has not been possible.

| have no doubt that opportunities to meet will arise in due course, but one of the Issues that |
have wanted to discuss with you for some time — an Issue upon which | did touch a little while
ago - Is that in light of the unacceptabillty of a six lane motorway constructed at & height of some
25 metres cutting through the middle of the Port and the serlously detrimental impact that this will
have on both the Port and its operations and the local community and economy, ABP does
intend at the forthcoming public inquiry to promote an alternative route that will, to an extent, limit
at least some of those detrimental impacts. Indeed, it may well be that we may wish to promote
more than one alternative route — although that is still a matter subject to further internal
consideration and assessment.

Whilst | note that Welsh Government has asked for Information regarding alternative routes when
submitting representations/objections to the recently published Highway Orders — and despite
the intransigent stance that you seem to be adopting towards ABP and the significant concerns It
has in relation to the proposed M4 route — | nevertheless belleve that in the interests of
transparency, it might be helpful If | provide you with detalls of our proposed alternative Narthern
Route, In order to give you formal notice in advance of the publication of the Orders for
compulsory acquisition,

Asaoolated British Porta constituted under the Transport Act 1881, Referenoa No 20000166
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Attached to this letter are plans detailing the line and elevations of the alternative route —
although | should add the caveat that, at this stage, you should certainly treat these as illustrative

in that we are, as you would expect, still assessing the route In terms of engineering and
environmental impact.

For your assistance, | have also enclosed a brief written description of the alternative route
insofar as it departs from Welsh Government's preferred Black Route.

We will be developing this aspect of our objections during the course of the next few months and
I will endeavour to keep you fully informed as to our proposals.

Yours sincerely

Moo

Matthew Kennerley
Regional Director, South Wales

enc

10995/48/040316142046.docx
VN 1040316 14-20-49
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Martin Bates

Project Director

Infrastructure Delivery - Transport
Department for Economy and Infrastructure

Winckworth
Sherwood

Solicitors and
Parliamentary Agents

Minerva House
% Montagus Close

Welsh Government sé?nggg

Cathays Park DX: 156810 London Bridge 6

Cardiff Switchboard 020 7593 5000

witchboar!

CF10 3NQ Diract Line 020 7583 6018

www.wslaw.co.uk
30 September 2016
Our Ref: BG/10995/48
Dear Mr Bates

Proposed M4 Relief Road
Port of Newport

| write on behalf of my client, Associated British Ports.

| know that we have been engaging with you and your team at varlous workshops over the last
few months and we look forward to discussing statements of common ground with you so as to
assist the Inquiry process. Given that ABP has not been required to provide a Statement of
Case, however, my client thought that it might be helpful if we provided, at this juncture, a brief
summary of the case that we intend to present at the inquiry. | have copied this to Joanna
Vincent for onward submission to the Inspectors in case they too may be so assisted.

In summary, therefore, ABP's case as presently being assembled will be as follows:

1.

ABP objects to the Welsh Government scheme as currently promoted, namely a low
motorway bridge crossing through the middle of the Port of Newport. My client does note
that that the principle of scheme is being challenged by other objectors and Welsh
Government, as the promoter of the scheme, will no doubt need to satisfy the Inspectors and
the decision-maker in respect of the underlying need and the appropriate response to that
need.

The compulsory purchase, without replacement by Welsh Government, of land owned by
ABP which is used and required for the purposes of the carrying on of the statutory
undertaking of the Pert of Newport would result in serious detriment to that undertaking. The
land cannot be replaced by other land belonging to or available for acquisition by the Port
without serious detriment (section 16 of the Acquisition of Land Act 1881). In these
circumstances, the Welsh Government scheme cannot proceed.

In addition, the Welsh Government scheme, as proposed, would interfere with the
reasonable requirements of navigation over the waters affected by it, namely, the waters
within the Port. This is a consideration which is specifically required to be taken into account
by the decision-maker under section 107(1) of the Highways Act 1980. ABP s also
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concerned that, on the basis of current information, the Welsh Government scheme will
impede the performance of ABP’s statutory function.

4. In addition, ABP does not consider that a compelling case in the public interest has been
demonstrated for the proposed Welsh Government scheme having proper regard to the
implications for the Port.

5. Inany event ABP does not consider that a compelling case for the inclusion within the Welsh
Government scheme of the Docks Link Road and associated junctions has been
demonstrated, at least on the evidence presently available. It follows that in the absence of a
compelling case, that part of the Welsh Government scheme should not prdceed. (To that
extent the Scheme with the deletion of the Docks Link Road and associated junctions may
fall to be classified as an alternative).

8. In so far as such underlying need is demonstrated and that a relief road, constructed to
motorway standard is actually required, ABP has identified two alternative routes (ANR1 and
ANR2) which it believes would better meet the objectives of the WG scheme. As previously
explained to you, ABP has been refining its proposed alternatives following its initial
indication to you of a possible alternative alignment in March. These two routes supersede
that earlier indication. Although still impacting detrimentally upon the Port and its operations,
we believe that the adoption of either route in preference to Welsh Government's currently
proposed scheme may avoid the section 16 test of “serious detriment’. These routes each
provide the opportunity for a scheme which would meet the promoters stated highway
objectives assuming the demonstration of need.

7. Significantly, both of these alternatives would also allow the reasonable requirements of
navigation to be met. The Inspectors should note, however, that ANR 1 and 2 have thus far
been developed on the assumption that the height of the bridge as it crosses the Usk will
replicate that of the Welsh Government scheme. ABP, however, does not consider that such
an assumption is necessarily proven and it may be that a lower height would be more
appropriate.

| have attached to this letter a line drawing of our two proposed alternative routes (ANR1 and
ANR2) - the difference being that ANR1 does not include a junction. We look forward to
continuing our dialogue on consideration of alternatives. We intend to provide a further more
detailed illustration of these routes before the 18" October. | also attach a plan which, for
convenience, identifies the Welsh Government Scheme without the Docks Way Junction as
referred to in paragraph 5 above.

| would emphasise that the above is very much a summary of the case that my client currently
intends to make to the inquiry but | hope, at this juncture, that it is of assistance.

DT 020 7593 5016
bgreenwood@wslaw.co.uk

300016150208.00CX
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Cynulliad Cenedlaethol Cymru
The National Assembly for Wales

Y Gyfarwyddiaeth Drafnidiaeth
Transport Directorate

Parc Cathays /Cathays Park
Caerdydd/Cardiff
CF10 3NQ

The Port Director _
Asgsociated British Ports Eich cyt/ Your Ref

Discovery House _
Scott Harbour Ein cyf/ Our Ref BZ 910175-315-1

Cardliff Bay Dyddiad / Date <+ November 2001
CF10 4P

Dear Sir

M4 RELIEF ROAD — MAGOR TO CASTLETON
NEWPORT DOCKS

| refer to Mr Shouler's letter of 30 October 2001 informing you of the proposal to issue a
Direction under Article 4(1) of the Town and Country Planning (General Permitted
Development) Order 1995.

This Direction has now been signed and | enclose a copy herewith, together with the
associated plan.

If any development is proposed within the area specified you will need to apply to the local
Planning Authority for planning permission.

| should be grateful if you would acknowledge receipt of this letter.

Yours faithfully

A O

M D BURNELL
Roads Administration Division 3

o % Ffon / Tel: 029 2082 5111

{ )r Llinell Union / Direct Line: 029 2082 6498
SN Ffacs / Fax: 029 2082 6050
I1UDDSODDWT MEWN POSL GTN: 1208
TNVESTOR TN PLOPLE ' E-bost / E-mail: Helen.Burr@Wales.gsi.gov.uk
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NATIONAL ASSEMBLY FOR WALES

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (GENERAL PERMITTED
DEVELOPMENT) ORDER 1995

DIRECTION MADE UNDER ARTICLE 4(1)

- WHEREAS the National Assembly for Wales is satisfied that it is expedient
that development of the description set out in the Scheduie below should not
be carried out on the land shown on the attached plan unless permission is
granted on an application made under Part lll of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990,

NOW THEREFORE the said National Assembly for Wales in pursuance of
the power conferred on it by article 4(1) of the Town and Country Planning
(General Permitted Development) Order 1995 hereby directs that the
permission granted by Article 3 of the said Order shall not apply to
development on the said land of the description set out below:.

SCHEDULE

Development on operational land by statutory undertakers or their lessees in
respect of dock, pier, harbour, water transport or canal or inland navigation
undertakings required for the purposes of shipping or in connection with the
embarking, disembarking, loading, discharging or transport of passengers,
livestock or goods at a dock, pier or harbour, being development comprised
within Class B of Part 17 of Schedule 2 to the said Order and not being !
development comprised within any other Class,

Signed on behalf of the Minister for Environment

S Shpes. |

Date 3/ ot 2001 . A Pringipal Engineer
National Assembly for Wales
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b

Llywodraeth Cynulliad Cymru

Mr Philip Willlams
Associated British Ports _ Welsh Assembly Government

Aldwych House
London
WC28B 4HN

Etch ¢yf . Your ref:
Eln-cyl . Qur ref BZ 810175-315-2
Dyddiad . Date 23 November 2010

Dear Sir,

NEW M4 MAGOR TO CASTLETON
ARTIGLE 4(1) DIRECTION NEWPORT DOCKS

| refer to Mr Russell Bennstt's letter of 18 November 2010 informing you that it has
been decided to withdraw the Article 4 (1) Direction that was issued under the Town
and Country Planning (General Parmitted Development Order) 1995 for the route of
the new M4 through Newport Docks. -

As required by the Welsh Assembly Government, this letter formerly withdraws the
Article 4 (1) Direction dated 31 October 2001 and the accompanying plan entitied
*Preferred Route: Newport Docks Area”,w hich was Issued under covar of my letter of
5 November 2001.

I have written in similar terms to the Porl Diractor, ABP, Cardiff Bay, the Newport
Harbour Commissioners and Newport City Council.

| should be grateful if you would acknowledge receipt of this letter.

Yaurs faithfully M

M D BURNELL
Transport Planning and Governance

Mike Burnall

Llnell Unfon . Direct Ling: 029 2082 64B4 . Parc Cathays  Cathays Park

Ffacs . Fax: 029 2082 6090 Crerdydd Cardiff
mmmnmmn E-bost . E-mail Mike,burnell®@wales. gsi.gov.uk CF10 INQ CF10 INQ

011




APPENDIX 5



S2119W 0001 0
L 1 1
L

I 1 I “ I i W

i
198} 000€E

N
[auuey)

Aer
BOUBAUI - gouenug isam

Aner
20urIU] 1Sk]

31S ’ _
Juswdojerag

211S 1uawdojarsq
/33eJo1g uadp

*5

%,
%\
@ i\ ),

? %

-‘

*/
jeuiwis | .
Jng

PausjLi ealy g =
wswdojaraq 4 f

i
1
Lh 98e10ig (
N . uad P DR
suiqany T [ , a8ei018 S
pum ® _ _ A
&' Fi ’
A =07 V2
\ nH! R |
i E . A )
/, n
s O 7
..O.. __ n\
A
i
\
A
sdoysyiopa A
alBIua), /
Raly \
juswdolsAsg g
b \
..oo.mu ¥ !
* ealy q‘ﬁ A \
5 uawdojanaq %, - ——
o W % :
% \ % .
5 0/«.» \> : W
5 Lo
% Y
|eulway % R
S oy % o \ \
/ \ gZ uonoun{
‘ W = YN OL
5\ Y
L9,
) \
*- 5 : A : eep%..... _
0222 (sa1ejo8y) BOIR HO %
18A0JGE JB)SBYY JNOQUEH Of 108lqns poidalae aq Aew sjgssen 126187,
9L 0Ll «0¢cclL YLION
ol L'0g 0¥t’e yinos

; 1104 AJnaasg
: - WA /Emwncm 80URLUT UIBW
(SaJiaw) sjassan 0 suoiuaWIp SoURId320. WNWIXe mc@.h

012



APPENDIX 6



. From the Minister of State
Robert Goodwlll MP

Department 35 Horeolory Rosd.
for Transport EW1B 40R
Matthew Kennerley E?h’:ngliorgbafg.gagggmll@dn.gﬂ.gw.uk

Director, ABP South Wales
Port Office

Alexandra Dock

Newport

NP20 2UW L g,

hank you for your letter of 3 May that highlights the publication of the draft
Port of Newport Master Plan.

Web sile: www.gov.uk/dit
Our Ref: MC/1684038

| am pleased that the port has chosen to undertake this process. We
continue to advocate Master Planning as an important mechanism In setting
out the plans and needs of a port, and as an essential tool in communication
of these to key stakeholders.

Given the economic importance of a major port at a regional and national
level, but also the potential impacts of port activity on those who live and
work nearby, those stakeholders range from the local population through to
major organisations. This document should assist in keeping those
stakeholders apprised of your plans and provide opportunities for open
dialogue between all interested parties. !

In terms of the document itself, your team should be congratulated on the
production of a clear and Informative document, and | look forward to seeing
the final version, post-consultation.

Lastly, the Department Is considering updating the existing guidance on port
Master Planning in due course. This is not to change the policy, which we
believe remains relevant, but to refresh the sections that are now out of date
due to changes in local government, for example. However, as the port to
have most recently undertaken the Master Plan process we would welcome
fedtiback on your experience.

ROBERT GOODWILL

CCi: Hu tkom ax dC
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Ask lot/ Eolypnwen
oor Ret/£ip €3/

Tel/ Fion

Direct Dial/ RAY
y)¢
E-Nall/E-Bost

Beverly Owen
Regeneration, Investment and Housing

Your Ret/ Keh €3 \
01633 656656 Adfywio, Buddsoddi a Thai \\*

01633 233600
99463 Newport (Gwent) 3
e
Newport
Civic Centre/Canolfan Ddinesig CITY COUNCIL
FAO Chris Green Soutn WalesiDe ymry  GYNGOR DINAS
Associated British Ports np2o4ur  Casnewydd
Port House
Alexandra Dock
Newport
NP20 2UW

1 August 2016
Dear Chris,

Further to our letter to our Chief Executive Will Godfrey, We would like to thank you for
supplying Newport City Council with details of The Port of Newport Masterplan 2015-2035.

Will has asked me to respond on behalf of our Planning Policy and Economic Development
and Tourism Departments.

The Newport Local Development Plan (LDP) (2011-2016) recognises the importance of
Newport Docks and protects the site for B1, B2 and B8 uses, but allows development where
it can be demonstrated that the development is complementary to and does not hinder the
operational use of the Port. We are pleased that the LDP has been recognised in the
consultation Master Plan and agree with the wording set out in Chapter 7 (Planning). We
support the consultation Master Plan and the Port’s aspirations. Just for completeness there
is one other policy from the LDP which is specifically relevant to the Docks; M4 Protection of
Wharves and Rail. This policy seeks to maintain the sustainable transportation of aggregate
through existing wharves and rail some of which are located within the Docks. Reference to
this policy is considered appropriate within the LDP section of the document.

The Economic Development Department continues to fully support investment in The Port of
Newport. The Port is of strategic importance to the growing economy of Newport and we
welcome and support the significant structural and financial investment which is being
planned for the period 2015-2035. The Port employs a significant number of employees
directly and indirectly to both companies in Newport and the surrounding South East Wales
area (currently approximately 3,000 local jobs). We would welcome discussion around how
the Masterplan for the Port of Newport might align with and add mutual vaiue to the
Council's own Economic Growth Strategy 2015-2025.

In particular, noting the high-quality jobs growth potential of the Port of Newport, discussion
around how the Port might work alongside the City Council and local further and higher
education providers to ensure the skills required to support this future growth can be
sourced amongst the local community. This is not fully explored in the section on socio-
economic context, but could be a key area of economic influence for the Port of Newport.

The Council welcomes the Port's current excellent progress and future aspirations in terms
of developing sustainable, low-carbon energy sources. Again, this offers a major
opportunity to create further high-growth jobs in the area and could be an area of
partnership with the City Council and educational institutions. Whilst it is recognised that
proposed major infrastructure projects do create uncertainty around the Port’s future,
developing a strong local workforce able to meet the challenges of construction,
engineering, energy generation and logistics in a marine setting, when coupled with the
capacity and growth potential of the Port of Newport, would offer the opportunity to turn
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challenges such as the proposed tidal lagoon project into a significant benefit for both the
City and its Port alike.

From a tourism perspective, the visitor economy is growing fast in Newport and the Port's
role in this might be considered. The Port is currently proposed as a cruise terminus for
2017 and it has already evidenced it's used for increased capacity for major events. With
the development of the Wales International Conference Centre, this option might be
increasingly important.

We wish the Port every success with its future plans and we look forward to continuing to

work closely with ABP to achieve future growth and prosperity for both the Port and its
surrounding economy.

Yours sincerely

Beverly Owen
Interim Strategic Director - Place
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From: Newport Mailbox

Sent: 29/07/2016 09:58

To: Chris Green

Subject: FW: Port of Newport Master Plan 2015 - 2035 Consultation

From: John Green [mailto:JohnGreen@apostleshipofthesea.org.uk]
Sent: 28 July 2016 12:46

To: Newport Mailbox

Subject: FW: Port of Newport Master Plan 2015 - 2035 Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam
With regard to ' The Port of Newport and the community’, please find the following comment
from seafarers' charity, Apostleship of the Sea

"The apostleship of the sea has visited ships in Newport to support the welfare of seafarers for
many years. AoS provides the bulk of such welfare provision in the ports of Great Britain.
We have been pleased to do this in Newport at no cost to ABP and would like to make the
following observations for this consultation

1.The footfall and usage of traditional seafarers centres across GB has dramatically fallen in
recent years, with centres in Southampton and Milford Haven recently closing. Looking
forward it is therefore crucial to provide seafarers with free wifi access in the port area,
especially when there isn't time for them to leave their ships

2. Ship visiting by Apostleship of the Sea ship visitors is vital to gatewaying seafarers to local
amenities, providing a personal welcome and support onboard in times of difficulty. The
value of this work of the Apostleship of the Sea and its contribution to a happy and safe
working environment should be acknowledged in the plan so that its continuation for yeats to
come may be guaranteed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if [ can provide further information in this regard.
Yours sincerely,

John Green

John Green

Director of Development

Apostleship of the Sea

Registered charity in England and Wales number 1069833. Registered charity in Scotland
number SC043085. Registered company number 3320318.

39 Eccleston Square, London, SW1V 1BX

Mobile: 07505 653801
Mainline: 0207 9011931
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For more information about our work or to donate go to:
www .apostleshipofthesea.org.uk -

Follow our pictures: www. flickr.com/apostleshipofthesea
Facebook: http://www.facebook.com/A0S.GB
Twitter: @Apostleshipsea

Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by
the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any
disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by
Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more useful
place for your human generated data. Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. Te find out more
Click Here.
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Llywodraeth Cymru
Welsh Government

Linda Willson

Head, Maritime Commerce and Infrastructure Division
Department for Transport

Great Minster House

33 Horseferry Road

LONDON

SW1P 4DR

e-mail:Linda.Willson@dft.gsi.gov.uk

15 August 2016
Dear Linda,

| am writing in respect of ABP’s recent consultation on its draft master plan for
the Port of Newport 2015-2035.

The Welsh Government recognises that ports have an integral role in
supporting economic growth and jobs in Wales. We therefore share the
Department of Transport’s view of the benefits of producing master plans
which set out ports' longer term strategies and aspirations.

From recent correspondence between our Cabinet Secretary for Economy
and Infrastructure and the former Secretary of State, you will be aware that a
Public Local Inquiry (PLI) into our published proposals for the M4 Corridor
around Newport (M4 CaN) is to start on 1 November 2016; we welcome the
assistance the Department of Transport is providing in seeking the joint
appointment of independent Inspectors to consider the potential impact of the
proposals on the ongoing port operations.

We would therefore recommend that ABP is encouraged to consider delaying
the finalisation of the master plan until the outcome of the M4 CaN PLlI is
known, when ABP will be better placed to consider any implications for the
longer term future of the port.

| am copying this letter to Matthew Kennerley, Director, South Wales ABP.

Yours sincerely,

N
(2 .CHM,

Rhodri Griffiths
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Deputy Director, Transport Policy, Planning & Partnership
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Ove Arup & Partners

Cambrian Buildings

Mount Stuart Square

Cardifl CF1 6QP
44700/18.0/MJE/MG. 23 Telephone 0222 473727
3 Rpril 1952 Telex 295341 OVARPT G

Facsimile 0222 472277

ASSCCIATED BRITISH PORTS
-6 APR 1992

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION
PORT OF NEWPORT

Chief Executive

Associated British Ports / = -
Port Manager — \: -~
Alexander Dock e s e T i
Newport

- Gwent - v = = —_—— ——— "“' s
Dear Sirs

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON

We have recently been appointed by the Welsh Office to examine possible
routes for an M4 relief road between Magor and Castleton, in Gwent.

We would like to arrange a meeting with you as soon as possible so that
you can advise us of any relevant matters that you wish us to take into
consideration during the route selection process.

It would also be helpful if you could nominate a representative to
assist us with more general data gathering that we intend to commence in
the very near future.

Yours faithfully

s s

R P HENSBY )

4
.
4
[
Direciors Congultamt + Registerad in €ngland
PAhm CEAmivpas PG Ayies CHIBatimand CT Barher BY Basler Sir Jach 2unz 1312453 o1

JSABatry MG Brown B R Campball AKC Chan RJ Cowap DD Croft

RF Emvmarson M JFacer AJ Fitzpatrick A J Fosler A F Fraser M | Glover
D1 Gardon 4 H Hampaon J D Harvey RB Maryott G T Henderson R Hough
AQHugnes FGE Irmin DT Johnaton AJ Hebla-White K ELaw PMLee
MR Lewls FJLoader J A Lord LJLovell D JLowes | GLyall MW Manning
AR MMarceitaau JN Martin O Michael JC Milgs |G Mudd 5 A Murray

J Nigsen J Fitkington PR Rica C J 8 Roberls M D P Sargent KL Seago

KW Shaw M Shears R Shieids B Simpson M J Simpson W A Soultwood
AStevens M A Stroud EHF Taylor M J Taylor N € Thompson J A Tharnton
G Treherng O A Whilllaton

Ragional Directors
GEGoad RP Meneby SJ Luke

Aszoclsies
BColes J D'Agnini | Fennar T Gardon A B Irvine M A Larcombe P A Nedln
RQ'Brien WG Pickln G Saga | Satham

13 Ruzroy Sireel London W1P 6B0
Becratary
M ) Somars FCA FCCA

An Ove Arup Parinarshlp Company
Consuting Engineers
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NOTE FCR PAPERS 15th April, 1992

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON

I met Mr. Mike Edmonds of Ove Arup & Partners today in the
company of the Port Engineer and the Dockmaster.

Mr. Edmonds explained the scope of their study which would
include the possibilities of a Northern or Southern route and
stated that his visit was very much a preliminary one.

The height clearance for a bridge crossing the Usk
downstream of the Port was discussed and the figure of 70 metres
given in previous telephone conversations was confirmed as a
realistic provisional figure.

Mr. Edmonds requested a brief explanation of development
proposals for the Port and in summary he was advised that, for
example, Newport could be developed for Panamax vessels depending
upon demand and cost factors.

I confirmed that the Port Engineer and Dockmaster would be

his points of contact for engineering and marine matters
respectively.
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Ove Arup & Partners

44700/18.0/MJE/MG,. 18
3 June 1992

ASSOCIATED BRITISH PORTS
-4 JUN 1992

GENERAL ADMINISTRATION
PORT OF NEWPORT

{

Port Manager

Asgociated British Ports
Alexandra Dock

Newport

Gwent

NP9 2UW

For the attention of Mr R C F Williams

Dear Sirs

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON

INITIAL CONSULTATION

el

Cambrian Buildings
Mount Stuarl Square
Cardift CF1 6QP
Telephone 0222 473727
Telex 285341 OVARPT G
Facsimile 0222 472277

AR

With regard to your letter dated 22nd May 1992, I am pleased to issue
the agreed minutes of our meeting duly amended; for your information.

Yours faithfully

MA. Gn.aow@

M J EDMONDS

Enc.

Diractors

PAbm CEAmbnosa PG Ayras CH1Balmond C T Barker BT Baxter
J$ABerry MG Brown @R Campbell AKC Chan R)Cowsp 0D Croft
RF Emmarson M) Facer A Fitzpalrick A J Foster A F Frasar MJ Glover
DL Gordon J M Hamgean J D Marvey R B Maryott G T Henderson R Hough
ADHughea FGE Irwin DT Johnston A J Keble-While KE Law PM Lee
MR Lewis £)Loader JALord LJLovel D J Lowes |G Lyall MW Manning
ARM Marcotteau JN Martin D Michsal J CMites 10 Mudd S A Murmay
JNitsen ) Pilkington PR Rice CJ B Roberts MO PSargent KL Seago

M Shears R Shialds 8 Simpson M JSimpson W A Southwood A Stevens
MAStroud EH F Taylor M J Taylor N C Thompson J A Thomtan
GTrahatne DA Whittivton

Conyuttant
Sir Jach Tunz

fegional Directors
QEGood R PHansby CQ Joteh SJLuka

Associates

B Coles | Ferinar T Gordon R B Irvine M A Larcomba PA Nedin R 0'Brien

¥ G Pickin G Sage | Statham

Ragittared in England

1312453 01

13 Fitzroy Street London W1P 660
Secretary

M J Somers FCA FCCA

An Qva Arup Pastnarship Company
Cordutling Engineers
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Page 1 of 2

Ove Arup & Partners

Job No:
Date of Meeting:
Location:

Job Name:

44700/18/ROB/MG. 127

15th April 1992 - Commenced 3:00 pm

Port Managers Office, Newport Docks

M4 Relief Road - Magor to Castleton
CONSULTATION

. Present:

. Apologies:

q R.C.F. Williadgj o Port Manager

B.J. Spanner - Port Engineer
Captain I.H. Taylor Dock Master
Mike Edmonds . OAP

Circulation:

Date of Circulation:
Prepared By:

Date of Next Meeting:

Mr williams - A.B.P.
Mr T Parker - Welsh Office
RPH, RO'B, Duncan Wilkinson

April 1992

M J Edmonds
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Page 2 of 2

Ove Arup & Partners

Action

1

.0 Mike Edmonds tabled a plan of the study area and confirmed the

basis of the commission, together with the programmed
timescale involved. The meeting was convened to further
discussions on factors influencing the choice of routes with
issues of interest to ABP.

Comments made by ABP were as follows:-

1) No previous discussions had been held with any other
authority about the relief road.

2) A major influence, of any river crossing on the port,
would be the clearance provided to the deck soffit of
any bridge. Current capacity of the dock allows ships
upto 40,000 tonne but plans currently being considered
to widen the entrance lock together with a dredging
programme would allows ships upto 70,000 tonnes (Panamac
Capacity). Current clearance provisions to the power
cables across the river are 64m above High Water level.
Given the current developments in Naval Architecture, a
provisional clearance of 70m was felt, by ABP, to be
necessary. This would allow a bridge to not restrict
the development potential of the docks.

For discussions on size and categories of ships OAP were
directed to IMO and Lloyds of London.

.0 Future development of the south dock is planned in parallel

with the widening of the south lock. The entrance to the
north dock limits development in the size of ships that can
pass through the lock but larger vessels could be accommodated
by widening the junction cut into the north dock and deepening
the dock, both of which were considered to be relatively
simple engineering options.

.0 A crossing of the Usk by Tunnel would have little effect on

the docks as dredging requirements are not expected to exceed
1.0m below existing channel.

.0 Current road access to the Dock is via Junction 28, connecting

to the motorway system. The construction of the Uskbarrage
will allow eastward road access into and out of the dock.
These current and proposed routes including the major
improvement work at the Brynglas Tunnels would give sufficient
access to the motorway network,

.0 Captain Taylors experience of the Usk estuary indicated that

climatic influences on a bridge (both Fog and Wind) may be
significant.

.0 ABP were happy to assist OAP in their data collection. Mr

Spanner and Captain Taylor were identified as contacts for
future data collection.

OAP
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C.C.

Ove Arup & Partners

44700.13.1/MIJE/JIMJ. 125
15 September 1992

Mr B Spanner

Port Engineer

Associated British Ports
Alexandra Dock

Newport

Gwent

NP9 2UW

WGty IR

Cambrian Buildings
Mount Stuart Square
Cardift CF1 6QP
Telephone (0222 473727
Telax 295341 OVARPT G
Facsimile 0222 472277

18 SEP 1992
GEFERAL ADMINS.

OF KNI

PR |'

For the attention of Mr Spanner

Dear Mr Spanner

M4 REL

F_ROAD, MAGOR TOQ CASTLETON

NAVIGATION CLEARANCES

ASSOCIATED BRITISH PCRTS

pome ey
RPN RV

Following our meeting of 21st August I enclose a brief note of our

discussion for your records,

Yours sincerely

N,

MF_-'_-'.-

M J EDMONDS

Enc,

ME wWICCtAMS

m——,

A o8

//'

Directort

CE Ammrote PGAyres CHIBaimond C T Barker 8T Banter JSA Berry
R M Boslock MG Brown B RCampbeil AR CChan R J Cowsp DO Cron
RT {mmeron M ) Facer A Filzpstngs A ) Foater AF Fiaser ) Qlover
DL Giedon | 1 Haadon ] H Mampion ) D Msrvey R B Haryolt

(i T Mendurson | M Hill R Mough AQ Hughes FGE Innn D ¥ fornyion
AELaw PV ing FJLOSIEr JALOIA L) Lovad D fLews 1GLyall

MW Manring & R o Marcetteau J N Marun D Michael ) C Milaa | G Mudd
S A Muray JNissen TROBien J Piington PR Rice CJ 6 Moberts
A0 P Saraent %L Seago M Shanld R Shields B Simpion M 3 Simeaon
W A Soulhwood A Stevens C1 Stewant M A Siroud D H tatts EHF Tapior
M1 Tayle NG Thompson ) A Thomton G Trensrne DA Whiikrion

CM Wisa

PORT ENGINEER NEWPORT

RECEIVED

17 SEP 1992

P.E.

APt

pr— .

EA (i) |

éﬁjn/a

EA ()

C.C.

=

cqgj < Am. }}1

Consuttants
Panm M A Lewrns S Jack Lun:

Aysocuie Directord
G L Good B P Hensoy C G H Joteh S Jiuks

Asanciaies

Ragrternsa m England
1212453
13 Fikeroy Strewt Lorsien W1P 680

Secrewsry
M ) Somen FCA FCCA

An Ove Arup Partrarship Company
PA ¢ g £

1D Brosdbent B Coles (Fenner | Gorgon RBirvine MAL
Nedin & O'Brien ‘W G Prekin G Sage | Ststnam B C Whaley
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Page 1 of 3

Ove Arup & Partners

Job No:
Date of Meeting:
Location:

Job Name:

7215/10/MJE/INT .80

21st August 1992

Associated British Ports Newport Office

M4 Relief Road Magor to Castleton

Present: Mr B Spanner - ABP Port Engineer
Captain I Taylor - ABP Dockmaster
Mr M Edmonds - Ove Arup and Partners
Apologies:
Circulation: Dick Hensby - OAP
puncan Wilkinson - OAP
Tony Parker - Welsh Office

Date of Circulation:
Prepared By:

Duterof Next Meeting:

3rd September 1992

Mike Edmonds
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Page 2 of 3

Ove Arup & Partners

Action

1.0

2.0

The purpose of the meeting was to discuss further the vertical
clearance requirements into the port. These had been ’
initially discussed during the Consultation of !5th April
1992,

Mike Edmonds explained that Ove Arup and Partners had carried
out research on air draft requirements for a variety of ships
and selected bridges worldwide with their corresponding air
draft clearance.

The research shows that the maximum bridge clearance within
the UK is 54.8m at the Erskine Bridge, Clyde and worldwide is
the proposed Tsing Ma Bridge currently under construction in
Hong Kong of 6im.

Ove Arups current view that a working clearance of
approximately S0m would provide a‘'clearance compatible with
shipping envisaged at Newport Dock.

Ben Spanner and Iain Taylor explained the development hopes
for Newport Dock. The current south lock is planned to be
widened to 140 feet. This will allow ships very much larger
that present to be accommodated.

While the reconstruction of the south lock has not been given
ABP Board approval, a feasibility report has been undertaken
which shows commitment to the development.

It was felt by ABP Newport that of all the South Wales ports
Newport had the most potential given its location, its current
access to the M4 and points east.

As a follow on to the development of the south lock, ABP want
te widen the entrance to the north dock and develop that to
the same parameters as the south dock (ie. vertical

-clearance}.

ABP hopes are that the development of the south lock can be
brought into the overall ports development strategy for the
next 5 year plan.

The ports current view on vertical clearance is that the 64m
working clearance provided by the overhead 275kv power lines
should not be reduced. No restriction to navigation that
would disadvantage the ports potential in relation to other UK
ports would be welcomed.

Iain Taylor agreed to check with current users of the docks on
clearance requirements for car carrying ships.

-

END OF MEETING
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MINUTES OF MEETING

- -
e

Page 3 of 3

Ove Arup & Partners

Action

In a subsequent phone call (Ben Spanner/Mike Edmonds) ABP confirmed
that they would not want to reduce their requirements on vertical
clearances to below 61m.
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Y s@aﬁéﬁ?@.‘#e?&"/ BS Welsh Office

Adran Y Cyfarwyddwr Priffyrdd Highways Directorate
Rhan 1 ! Phase 1
Adeiladau’r Liywodraeth Government Buildings
Ty Glas Road Ty Glas Road
Uanishen Llanishen
Caerdydd CF4 5PL " T Cardiff CF4 6PL
Dylid cyfelrio pob gohebisath elephone gzt All correspondance to be eddressed
7 Cyfu:wydd\pm Pfl'ﬁyrdd gan G;ﬂeaﬁ:ﬂ?;eﬁ 3 to the Director of Highways quoting
ddyfynnu ein cyleimod Fax: GP3-0222-747901 :GP3-0222-781456 Ext 5148 aur reference
r 1
Mr Stephen Pritchard
The Regional Property Manager
Associated British Ports et
Pierhead Building T £ RRITISHOAERE: | B 910175-115-19
Bute Docks -A:,&,Uuii\l L bt
_ Cardiff  CF1 5TH 14.,0CT 1982 Date: Octobér 1992

o

IN CONFIDENCE corRAl ADVIHISTRATHOMN ?Fﬁilliams./' -
; GES;E(;QTLOF NEV \quRI ~Port|Manager, Newport Docks

Mr T Travers, Chairman
Newport Harbour Commissioners

Dear Sir

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON
NAVIGATION CLEARANCES

In conducting consultations as part of the route selection process for the above
project, Messrs Ove Arup and Pertners, our Consulting Engineers, have held
discussions with the Port Manager at Newport Docks, Mr R C F Williams.

Whilst a preferred route for the roadecheme has yet to be identified. it is
necessary at this stage to establish critical parameters such as navigational
clearances across the River Usk and the Docks in order that true comparison can
be mede of various competing options.

Mr Williams has indicated that your company requires a 70 metres air draft
clearance for navigation beneath any structure crossing either the approaches to
or aover any part of the north or south dock at Newport.

We consider that this requirement is excessive particularly bearing in mind the
implications it would have for the road project. To meet this requirement the
cost of the structure would be very significant increasing by about £25 million
for every 10 metres clearance required. In addition the environmental impact
would be severe. Visually the atructure, which would have twice the air draft
of the Second Severn Crossing, would dominate Newport and the surrounding area.
This could seriously affect the feasibility of the project.

We are conacious of the fact that there is no statutory requirement for
navigation clearance on the River Usk or the docks. However, we would wigh to
take account of any genuine need demonstrated by your company.

I will be grateful therefore if you would reconsider the matter in the light of
the foregoing. For the purposes of our preliminary assessment we are proceeding
on the basis of an air draft clearance of 37 metres.

I request that you confirm either way whether this is acceptable'to you.
Yours faithfully
T W wAd

K J THOMAS ,
Director of Highways:
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CONFID
Our Ref: PM.1608/JEH 19 November 1992

K J Thomas Esq

Director of Highways

Welsh Office Highways Directorate
Phase 1. )

Government Buildings

Ty-Glas Road

‘Llanishen

CARDIFF CF4 5PL

Deaf Mr Thoﬁas,
IE 6 D - N
NAVIGATION CL

With reference to your letter of October 1992, sent to Mr
Pritchard our Regional Property Manager, I have been given a copy
and in view of the importance to the Port of Newport, wish to
reply direct. .

As you say we have had discussions with Ove Arup and

- Partners who were acting on your behalf in the initial appraisal

of the road options for the M4 Relief Road. A number of meetings
have been held and you will be aware that initially we indicated
that an air draft of 70 metres above MHWS would be required but
that after the latest meeting we revised this to 61 metres which
is the height for the proposed Tsing Mar bridge in Hong Kong.
Clearly considerable further exploratory work would have to be
done on .the exact air draft clearance necessary at Newport but
at this stage I consider that 61 metres is a reasonable figure.

I apprec1ate your comments on the cost and environmental
implications of every 10 metres of clearance required and this
will obviously be an important factor in your choice of route.
I note that for the purpose of your preliminary assessment you
are proceedlng on the basis of a clearance of 37 metres, which
I presume is related to the cost and environmental implications.

‘There is however no indication that it is based on the current

and potential navigation requirements at Newport.

030




) For your further 1nformat10n I~read in a recent publicatlon
from the Port of Yokohama that the Tsurumi Fairway Bridge -i& now
under construction and that "sinde vessels of more than- 30,000
- tonnes navigate- the Tsurumi Fairway, the main passageway is 440
metres wide and requlres a height of at least 49 metres". -You
.will .-be aware ‘'that: Newport ' currently handles vessels of

' approximately. 40,000 tonnes and that we -are actlvely ‘evaluating .
plans for improvements to our lock entrance and even a new lock

which would. at the very ‘least enable us to accommodate the
" largest . Panamax vessels'. in use with "a possibility "of
* accommodating part laden vessels to.the 100, 000 tonnes size. I
. am therefore concerned at your prelimlnary clearance of" 37 metres
and have to say that’ thls is unacceptable to me. ..

I note from the flfth paragraph of your 1etter that you are

" conscious of the fact that there is no statutory réguirement for °
navigation clearance on the River Usk and the Docks. The matter

is a little more complicated and there are implications for
constructions in navigable' parts -of the River 'Usk under local

:harbour acts; I am also-aware that under the various .acts which

may be wused for authorlslng construction of bridges over
navigable waters, there .is usually a requirement ‘for the Minister

to take into consideration the reasonable- requiraments of -

‘;nav1gation for waters =Te] affected.-

1 do not wish to appear negatlve in our approach but we have-

-to protect’ the present and future Port of Newport ‘and . the
industry and employment. which goes with it and in these difficult
trading times with strong competition, it is important that
* nothing is done to destroy our potential or our competitiveness.
- I understand that you wish for a genuine need to be demonstrated

and this we are ‘attempting to do but I presume that’ in the same

way .you have to show that a figure of 37 metres, is a genulne one

and catérs for the need of the port'and the a35001ated economic
'1nfrastructure. ; .

I am sure that the prov1s1on of the M4 Relief Road will be .
of great value to this area and to South Wales, as will the |
- second Severn Crossing “in the 1onger ternm. The short term -
1mplicatlons are however very worrylng and already painful and,
negative :in the .one case. .I hope that we can deal with the '
* implications of the M4 .Relief Road in a way which will do no -

- further damage to: the confidence of _existing and potentla}
~customers in the Port of Newport. - -

. aE Yours,51ncerely,
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Our Ref: PM.1608/JEH 13 April 1993

Your Ref: ZB 910175-126-1

Highways Directorate
Welsh Office

Phase 1

Government Buildings
Ty-Glas Road
Llanishen

CARDIFF CF4 5PL

For the attention of Mr M J A Parker

Dear Sirs,

REL ~ MAGO
NEWPORT DOCKS

I refer to your letter dated 1 April and the meeting at this
office on 31 March. I have endeavoured to give below the
information requested at the meeting and listed in your letter:-

a) South Dock

i. MS "Hyundai" number 109 - Car Carrier
Beam 28 metres,
total height of vessel - 51.2 metres less assumed light
ballast of 5.2 metres = air draft in ballast of 46 metres.

A safety margin of at least 10% has been assumed and
therefore 51 metres bridge clearance over highest
astronomical spring tides is required.
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ii. Gearbulk Vessels

MV "Hawk Arrow”™ - 42,000 tonnes bulk carrier

Beam 29 metres,

total height of vessel - 51.6 metres less assumed light
ballast of 6 metres = air draft in ballast of 45.6 metres.

A safety margin of 10% produces a clearance requirement of
50 metres.

b)  Neorth Dock

M _Class Vessels

MV "Music"
Beam 16.3 metres; air draft in ballast of 40 metres.

allowing for a safety margin of 10%, a bridge clearance of
44 metres would be required.

Information supplied by Burness Coslett and Partners, Marine
Consultants, gives the following air draft in ballast/light
conditions:-

Bulk Carriers 35-40 metres
Car Carriers 40~50 metres
Cruise Liners ¢5-55 metres

Allowing for a safety clearance of 10% a minimum clearance
of 61 metres would be required to cater for the larger vessels
tabled above.

Panamax vessels represent the next size up from those
vessels which currently use Newport Docks and have a maximum beam
of approximately 32.3 metres giving a normal ships size of
approximately 70,000 tonnes.

Further information is being obtained on the maximum draft

for these larger vessels and this will be supplied as soon as
possible.

" 4. Horizontal and Verxtical Clearances
a) Horizontal Clearamnces
i. The dredged width of the navigation channel from the

dock entrance to the 1limit of the Newport Harbour
Commissioners’ area of jurisdiction is currently 130

2
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‘

metres. The width of channel used for navigating
vessels of varying sizes is clearly wider than this
and when vessels are under tow with up to three tugs
the expert opinion from the sea pilots is that a safe
horizontal clearance of 440 metres would be required.

For your information the Tsurumi Fairway Bridge being
constructed in Tokyo Bay will have a main passageway
of 450 metres to cater for vessels in the 30,000
tonnes range.

ii. South Dock Lock

To allow for clearance of the existing lock and the
proposed new lock and the safe passage of vessels
clearance of 250 metres would be required at either of
the following locations:-

(a) If situated over the outer gates

This clearance would enable bridge foundations to
be constructed without endangering the culverts
and impounding station on the east side of the
existing lock or the wall anchorages of the
proposed new lock.

(b)

If i

The clearance is necessary to span the existing
and proposed lock entrances from the east side of
the east pier to the west side of the lead-in
jetties for the proposed new lock.

iii. Junction Cut at North Dock

The existing -junction cut is 20 metres wide and 50 metres
long. To avoid disturbance of the existing masonry walls of both
the cut and the dock it is considered that a minimum clearance
of 200 metres is necessary.

b) Vertical Navigation Clearances

Given the existing use of the port and the present detailed
exploration of the feasibility of either improving the existing
lock to take vessels of 32 metres or the construction of a new
larger lock, it is our considered view that a navigation
clearance of at least 61 metres would be required over any part
of the entrance channel or the South Lock or any part of the
South Dock.

With regard to the North Dock, vertical navigation clearance
of 44 metres would be required to cater for the largest vessel
which can currently use this facility.

034—



I am enclosing a copy of our tide tables for 1993 which,
apart from giving tidal predictions for that year, also includes
notes on how these relate to Admiralty charts and the
relationship of these predictions to OD (Newlyn). If you require
any further information on this aspect please let me know.

Associated British Ports was formerly the British Transport
Docks Board. The Board was established by the Transport Act 1962
and reconstituted under the name of Associated British Ports on
the 31 December 1982 by the Transport Act 1981 and the Associated
British Ports (appointed day and designation of holding company)
Order in 1982. By Section 9 of the Act of 1981 it is the duty
of ABP, amongst other things, to provide port facilities at its
harbour to such extent that it may think expedient and have due
regard to efficiency, economy and safety of operation as respects
the services and facilities which it provides.

With particular reference to Newport, the Docks at Newport
were transferred to and vested in the British Transport Docks
Board by the Transport Act 1962. The entrance channel to the
docks is under the jurisdiction of the Newport Harbour
Comnissioners who were constituted wunder the Newport
(Monmouthshire) Rarbour Act 1836. The Commissioners are a body
representative of persons having an interest in the river and the
maintenance of navigation therein and ABP at Newport is
represented by three of its officers who serve as Commissioners.
The dredging of the approach channel is undertaken by ABP by
authority of a Joint Committee established under the Alexandra
(Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Act 1916.

ABP at Newport is in addition a competent Harbour Authority
for pilotage for the docks under the Pilotage Act 1987 and in
accordance with Section 11 paragraph 2 of this Act, at the
request of the Harbour Commissioners and on their behalf,
exercises the function of providing pilotage services to vessels
navigating to and from wharves in the river.

6. Confidentiality

We require any information supplied in due course in
connection with paragraph 7 below to remain confidential.

connection.

Yours faithfully,
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M1P.JL

Y Swyddfa Gymreig Weish Office
Adran Y Cyfarwyddwr Priffyrdd Highways Directorate
Rhan 1 ' Phase 1
Adesiladau’r Llywodrasth Government Buildings
Ty Gias Road T¥ Glas Road
Llanishen Lianishen
Caardydd CF4 5PL Cardiff CF4 5PL
Dyild cyfeirio pob gohebiasth Te|epho1!1:l£242928‘3§’16458 ext Alf correspondence to bs addressed
i’r Cyfarwyddwr Pritfyrdd gan : GTN Code 1283 to the Director of Highways quoting
ddyfynnu ein cyteirnod .Fex: GP3-0222-747901 :GP3-0222-761458 Ext 5149 our reference
r  Associated British Ports T Your Ref: PM.1608/JEH
Newport i
Alexandra Dock Qur Ref: ZB 910175-126-1
Newport
Gwent
NP9 2UW Date: '2L> May 1993

L FOR THE ATTENTION OF MR R C F WILLIAMS; PORT MANAGER

IN CONFIDENCE ASSOCIATED BRITISH PORTS

Dear Mr Williams

GENERAL ADMIFISTRATION
et PORT OF NEWPORT

Thank you for your letter dated 6 May regarding the note of the meeting held in
your office on 31 March 1993.

The amendments suggested by you have been incorporated in a finalised version
which I enclose.

With regard to your letter the 11 May I understood from the meeting on 31 March
that you would be assessing the replacement facility required if the road'were
to pass through the North Dock at low level (Reference Item 3.3(g) of the
notes). My feeling is that it will be more fruitful for you to send me the
result of that assessment so that I can take the necessary advice before we meet
to discuss the matter. I trust this is acceptable to you.

Public Consultation is still programmed for June and July. You will of course
receive particulars at the commencement of that process. I would repeat my
invitation for senior management of your company to have a private viewing of
the exhibition outside public hours if you wish.

If- you wish, to take up this offer please contact me,

Yours sincerely

J~A PARKER
RCON2
for Director of Highways
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M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON

NOTE OF MEETING HELD BETWEEN WELSH OFFICE AND ASSOCIATED BRITISH PORTS (ABP) AT

THE DOCKS MANAGERS OFFICE, NEWPORT DOCKS ON 31 MARCH 1993
Present:-
Welsh Office

Mr K J Thomas - Director of Highways

Mr B H Hawker - Superintending Engineer, Roads Construction Division

Miss § A Canning - Legal Group
Mr M J A Parker - Project Manager

ABP

Mr F D R Yell - Director of Engineering (attending on behalf of the

Mr R C F Williams - Port Manager
Mr B Spanner - Port Engineer
Captain Taylor - Docks Master

1, MY Relief Road Welsh Office Proposal

1.1 Welsh Office outlined the need for the scheme. The
increasing congestion on the MY around Newport is causing
problems for strategic traffic. Brynglas Tunnels Relief
Scheme will provide temporary relief at this location.

However, by the turn of the century, the great proportion of
the length under congsideration would be congested. The Welsh
Office view the implementation of effective measures to
relieve the motorway by around that time as being vital to
ensure the economic well-being of the South Wales coastel belt,
including Newport Docks.

1.2 Various options including routes to the north of Newport as
well as on-line widening of the motorway were being considered.
The meeting was called to discuss the navigation requirements of
the Port on the 4 routes south of Newport that were presently
under consideration.

1.3 All mwajor interests are belng consulted prior to Welsh
Office consulting publicly in the summer (June/July). The aim is
to identify and protect against development, @ single preferred
route by early 1994, Welsh Office outlined the procedures after
that to enable construction to start around the turn of the
decade or earlier. It was agreed that until public consultation,
all discussions were in confidence.

Managing
Director)

ACTION
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ACTION

1.4 Welsh Office gave a description of the U route options shown
by solid lines on figure 02 'Usk Crossing Options: Constraints'
attached). It was streased that it 1s necessary to assess all
route options and ultimately defend the promoted route on
finencial, economic, engineering and environmental terms. All 4
routes were tightly constrained by physical features or major
developed interests in the vicinity of the Usk. The flowing
alignment demanded by motorway design standards made negotiation
of these constraints particularly difficult. All routes were
deemed feasible in engineering terms but the height of clearances
provided for navigation purposes has a crucial effect in cost and
environmental terms. Raising the road 10 metres in height at the
Usk would add £25m to the cost of the road and would be
potentially extremely visually intrugive. Welsh Office were
bound, therefore, to ensure that the crossing of the Usk was
constructed to the lowest possible level compatible®with
reasonable navigational requirements. In the case of the any
conflict between these 2 sets of interests, it may be necessary
for a decision to be made as to what, on balance, constitutes

the national interest.

2. ABP's Position

2.1 ABP view Newport Docks as having a leading if not, the
leading role, in the South Wales Ports. The sea lock 1s 100 feet
wide and 1,000 feet long. Vessels up to the 40,000 tons can use
the Port. Typically, about a yeaer ago, approximately 7 vessels
of this size used the Port in a month. Presently things were a
little quiet due to the recession.

2.2 The largest air draught of these vessels in ballagt entering
the South Dock was some 46 metres. The equivalent figure for
vessels entering the North Dock was 40 metres. ABP considered it
appropriate to provide navigation clearance of these figures plus
10% viz 51 metres above Highest Astronomical Tide (HAT) and 44
metres above maximum impounded dock water level respectively.

2.3 The Port has development plans to increase the lock size to
accommodate Panamac type vessels which potentially have an air
draught in ballast up to 55 metres, making the navigation
clearance 61 metres above HAT. The ABP representatives observed
that in the longer term vessels of new configuration could have
unpredictable air draft and any high level crossing may restrict
our ability to handle such vessels.

2.4 Horizontal clearances were 100 feet at the sea lock, 60 feet
at the 'junction cut' between the North and South Docks. ABP felt
that 150-300 metres would be required on the river approach to the
sea lock.

2.5 ABP were sensitive to any public statements which may imply
additional constraints on the size of vessels able to use the Port.
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3. Discussion

3.1 Welsh Office observed that it was normal to see if existing
use of facllities can be maintained in such instances. If this
was not possible, or if genuine and firmly committed development
proposals were inhibited, this could be taken into account by the
District Valuer when assessing injurious affection to the value
of the interest.

3.2 ABP indicated that they would be willing to consider
accommodating the loss of part or whole of the North Dock, but
this would need to be accompanied by replacement facilities,
Welsh Office agreed to investigate and indicate without prejudice
on a plan an approximate line to which the northernmost route
could pe shifted nort@ to minimise Epis effect. [
ABP agreed then to consider the best means of providing e
replacement in the South Dock for what would be lost.

3.3 ABP agreed to provide by the 13 April a statement containing
the following:

a) All relevant physical characteristics of the largest
vessels which have used the North and South Docks in
recent times.

b) The same characteristics of the largest vessel which
is capable of using the present sea lock.

c¢) Similar information should the development proposals to
enlarge the sea lock to take panamac vessels come to
fruition,

d) ABP's view of horizontal and vertical clearances required
for the North and South Docks and tidal approaches for
existing and proposed use,

e) An account of the statutory obligations and functions of

company.

f) Identification of any information ABP require to remain
confidential for commercial reasons.

g) An assessment of the replacement facility required if the
road crossed the North Dock at a low 1ege1 with a broad-
based estimate of cost if possible.

It was sgreed that item g) may not be possible by the 13 April.

3.4 Welsh Office research had indicated that there was no
navigation clearance specified in any of the statutes covering
nevigable waters in the ares. ABP were requasted to. advise
Welsh Office if they knew of any.

ACTION

We}gh foiqe
ABP

ABP
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ACTION

It was suggested that the way to establish the required
clearances was to make an application to the Department of
Transport under section 34 of the Coast Protection Act 1949,
and this should be put in hand immediately to enable the
prospect of resolution before public consultation in the
summer.

4. The Way Forward

4.1 Welsh Office indicated that they will be meking & decision
on the routes to go forward for public consultation in the next
few weeks. Public consultation would then start in June with
exhibitions in July. ABP would be welcome to attend any of the
exhibitions.

§.2 "Welsh Office felt that they would need to examine the
clearances requested by ABP to see how they affected the
feasibility of routes as they appeared to be excessive when
compared to the results of other enquiries made by their
Consultants. It was likely that Welsh Office would be making a
submission to the Department of Transport Marine Division under Wo
the 1949 Act to attempt to resaolve the difference. If the matter

cannot be resolved before going public, then it may be necessary

to establish a form of words which preserves interests pro tem.

However the Welsh Office objective would be to seek the public's

view on a full range of options with respect to clearances if the

matter was not resolved.

4.3 Both parties agreed that the meeting had been a useful
exchange of views and were grateful to be able to discuss the
salient facts,. '

The meeting closed.

= N RS e~ e sdam s & o ' . .
h - = — L . s — — . — % erian SEm <t o
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Ove Arup & Partners Cambrian Buildings
Mount Stuart Square
Cardifi CF1 6QP

44700/MJIE-MG. 127 Telephone 0222 473727

8 April 1993 Telex 295341 OVARPT G

Facsimile 0222 472277

" ASSLIATED BRITISH PORTS
i 20 APR 1993
|

. AL ADMINISTRATION
- .RT OF NEWPORT
Mr R C F Williams

Port Manager
Associated British Ports
Alexandra Dock

Newport
Gwent
NP9 2UW

Dear Mr Williams

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON

ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS FOR ROUTE 1

As requested by Mr M J A Parker, Project Manager for the scheme at the
welsh Office, I enclose 2 copies of our sketch SK €34. The drawing is
issued without prejudice and is indicative only. It highlights the
potential flexibility at this stage of the study but may change with the
develcopment of the scheme.

Yours sincerely

7/«'/@&@14

Dol 2 >
M J EDMONDS ¢ - oo ‘,_{ [p(-f
L ale~s S
Enc. \~o\ {)“& =~

ce: Mr M J A Parker, Welsh Office

Direclors Associnle Directors Reglttered in England
CEAmbrots PG Ayres CHiBaimond CT Barker 8T Baster 35 A Berry GEGood AP Henshy CGH Joleh SJLuka 1312453 at

AM Bostock M G Brown B R Campbell AKCChan R Cowap D D Croit 13 Fitzroy Street London W1PEBQ
AFEmmarsan M JFacer A JFitzpatrick A J Foster AF Fraser M J Qlover Associates Sezretary

OLGardon 4 J Haddon J H Hampson 1D Herney A B Manpott 30 Broadbert B Coles | Fenner T Gordon R B Indne M A Lamombe M J Somers FCA FCCA

4T Handaruon TM Hilt R Hough A O Hughes FG E Inn D T Sohnalon PA Nadin RO'Brian WG Pickin G Sage | Statham 8 C Whaley

KELaw PM Lew FJLloader JA Lord LJ Lovall OJ Lowes |G Lyall An Dva Arup Partnarshin Company
MWW Manning A R M Marcetteau JN Marlin D Michset J C Miles VG Mudd Cangwlling Enginsers

SAMWTey J Nissen TP O'Brien J Pilkingion PR Rice C )8 Roberts
NDPSargent KL $eagn M Sheacs R Shields B Simpion M J Simpson
WA Soulhwood A Stevens C)Stewarl M A Stroud DH Talis EH F Taylor
W) Yayler N C Thomeson J A Thomtor G Traharne O A Wivtilelon

M Wise
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M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON
CROSSING THE RIVER USK AND NEWPORT DOCKS

UESTIONNATRE
NAME OF COMPANY ASSOCIATED BRITISH PORTS

PART A: BACKGROUND INFORMATION

1. What is your business?

........................................

...............................

2. How long have you been operating in the area?
Since 1875.
3. How many people do you employ locally?

101 directly.

..................

------------

4, Please confirm the extent of your property on the attached plan.

I enclose a port plan showing the extent of ABP's property.
5. Do you have a freehold or leasehold interest?

Freehold.

............
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Please explain if you have a navigation interest. Details of cusrent usage would be most
helpful. (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary)

ABP has a direct navigation interest for ships entering the South and

North Docks and the river berth. These have been discussed in detail-

with you and the Welsh Office. We require a navigation clearance of

.....

61 metres for alignment X and 44 metres for alignment Y and Z.

PART B: OPTION CHOICE

7.

Do any of the route options pass through your property?

Yes | v No

If yes, which option

X|v Yiv Z |V

Landbased interest: assuming the road passes over the property on a bridge, what is the

minimum approximate height of the bridge which would avoid direct interference with your
current use of the land,

Up 0 § metres 5 - 10 metres 10 - 15 metres 15 - 20 metres
20 - 25 metres 25 - 30 metres 30 - 35 merres Over 35m | v
Please specify

Please see 6 above

Do you have any development proposals which would alter this figure - if 5o, what and what
affect would it have? (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary)

Development proposals include a 10% increase in the width of the

locks and these are covered by the clearances stated in-item 6.

........................
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

Navigation interest: Assuming the road passes on a bridge over the navigable waterway you
use, what is the minimum approximate height of the bridge which would not interfere with
your current use of the waterway,

Up to 5 metres

20 - 25 metres

5 - 10 metres

25 - 30 metres

10 - 15 metres

30 - 35 metres

15 - 20 metres

Over 35m
Please specify

Please see 6 above.

Do you have any development proposals which would alter this figure - if so, what and what

effect would it have? (Please continue on a separate sheet if necessary)

Please see O above.

............

.....................

v

.......

.....

“““““

Would restricting the storage or handling of certain materials (eg explosives, inflammables)

beneath the bridge restrict your current use of land?

Yes

v

No

Routes Y and Z would adversely affect the port's explosive licence.

Please identify on the plan any particular areas where the positioning of a pier support for the

bridge would have a major effect on your property or business and explain why. (Please
continue on a separate sheet if necessary)

Any piers on our dock estate would have a major effect on our business

---------------

Do you have a preference for any of the options? If yes, which option

x[v]

v[]

z[ ]

------

pier supports would have a severe and potentially disastrous effect.
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15.

16,

®

Are you likely 10 be affected by the proposed Newport Barrage actoss the River Usk?

Yes No | v

1t yes, please explain why. (Please continue on separate sheet if necessary)

Do you have any other comments you would like to make? (Please conlinue On a separate
sheet if necessary)

Thank you for completing the Questionnaire and any supporting information or comments.
Please return the Questionnaire, local plan and any supporting information (by 7 November

1994) to Ove Arup & Partners, Cambrion Buildings, Mount Stuart Square, Cardiff CF1 6QP
for the attentlon of the Project Manager, Mr Dick Hensby.
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Newport Shipping Profile Ove Arup & Par&cm

1. INTRODUCTION

At the request of Ove Arup & Partners, this report provides a sumary of the
consideration given to height clearance requirements of shipping using Newport, as an input
to the planning of a bridge aczoss the River Usk. For this purpose the height requirements
of shipping currently using Newport have been assessed. : .

Three possible bridge crossing locations have been identified, each of which may be
subject to differing height requirernents for shipping. These crossing locations are
reproduced at Figure 1, as locations "X, "¥" and"Z".

Dimensions of various ship types have been obrained and analysed, from which

. conclusions are drawn regarding bridge heights at each location when crossing the Docks

- and the River Usk.

Tatroduction -1- ELP Associates
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Newport Shipping Profile Ove Arup & Partners

2. APPROACH ADOPTED

21  Methodology

The initial consideration has been given to identifying traffic curremtly using
Newport, both for the docks and the berths on the River Usk. From this, preliminary
conclusions are drawn regarding the bridge heights necessary to permit the continued use of
the present facilities by the present traffic.

2.2  DataSources

Various data sources have been utllised for different aspects of the study. The initial
source used has been the Department of Transport Port Statistics (Reference 1) to
. ascertain the numbers and types of shipping using Newport, on an anmual basis.

For the purposes of identifying individual ships which have visited Newport recently,
the daily records of Lloyds List have been examined for the Jast three calendar months.
Local enquiries have also been made with regard to traffic using the berths in the River Usk.

Ship dimensions have been obtajned from a variety of sources, with the initial source
being Lloyds Register of Shipping. This Register however does not provide the values of
the ships’ air drafts (the distance from the waterline to the highest point of the ship). Air
drafts have therefore been obtained from other registers and from outline drawings of ships
' from which the air draft could be measured

' For the traffic presently using Newport, air drafts for many of the ships were readily
obtained from a publication dedicated to small river and sea traders (Reference 2). Forthe
remainder of the vessels and for the later considerations of a wider ship population, 2ir

. drafts of bulk carriers have been obtained from the Bulk Carrier Register (Reference 3),
and the remainder of the vessel types considered have been obtained mainly from scaled
drawings. Two particular sources have proved of value. The first of these are the annual
publications of the Royal Institution of Naval Architects, showing General Arrangement
plans of newbuildings (Reference 4). The second is a publication of General Arrangement

[ plans of standard ship designs for a variety of ship types (Reference 5). Some other air

: draft values have been obained from techmical journals and from direct enquiries to
shipping companies.

Approach Adopted -2- ELP Associates
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3. EXISTING TRAFFIC

3.1 All Newport

The Department of Transport Port Statistics (Reference 1) show almost 1000 ship
arrivals at Newport in 1991, of which over 500 are in the size range 1 - 4999 dwt. classified as
"Other dry cargo vessels” About 250 are classified as "Container Vessels" in the same size
range. The remaining traffic consists of Rao-Ro vessels, some of which are in the size range
5000 - 19,999 dwt. and believed to be the dedicated vehicle carriers. There is also an
indication from these statistics that there were about 60 - 70 calls of moderate sized dry bulk

carriers.

In order to more readily identify the individual ships using Newport, the daily natices
of arrivals and sailings given in Lloyds List were examined. The period taken was for the
most recent three months, namely 9th May to 12th August 1994, (The "additional" days
allow for a late reporting of arrivals/departures). 1 &

From this sample, a total of 153 ships, with several ships calling more than once, is
listed. Assuming a constant level of shipping activity throughout the year, this suggests 612
ship arrivals per annum, which is less than given in the Department of Transport Port
Statistics for 1991.

Both the Department of Transport Statistics and the daily Lloyds List entries are
believed to include dock and river traffic together. :

The list of 153 ships with their dimensions, including air drafts, is given at Table A.1.
As can be seen, many air draft dimensions are shown as estimations, made on the basis of
the known air drafts of ships of similar grt. and dimensions, given either in the listing or in
the dimensions of a similar class of vessel, as indicated in the Annex. Where there is
uncertainty, the highest air draft is assumed. '

Of the 153 listed ships, 135 (88% of the population) are classified by Lloyds Register
as general cargo ships, i.e. a much higher proportion than given in the Department of
Transport statistics. A great many of these are small coasters and motor barges, designed
with a low air draft for navigation of contincntal waterways.

(]
Shown at Figute 2 is a scatter graph of all the air draft values given at Table A.1
against the grt. The main grouping of air drafts is in the range 5 - 15 metres.

The distribution of air drafts has been examined in relation to limitations on ship size
that apply within Newport Docks. The publication of Associated British Ports "ABP Ports
93" gives the following ship size limitations for Newport Docks:

Existing Traffic -4- ELP Associates
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Maximum Size of Vessel
Length (m) Beam (m) Draft (m)  Approx. dwt.

South Dock 244 30.1 10.5 40,000
North Dack 122 17.0 7.6 8,000

Of these dimensions, beam will impose the greatest limitation. A ship with a beam
of 30.1 metres will almost invariably be shorter than 244 metres, as will a ship of 17 metres
beam be shorter than 122 metres. The air drafts have therefore been plotted against the
ship beam dimensions, as shown at Figure 3. :

Superimposed on Figure 3 is the limiting beam dimension of 17.0 metres, applicable
to passage through to the North Dock. It is of interest to note the clear separation in this
sample of the air drafts that apply to those vessels capable of passing into the North Dock -
and those that could not, due to a greater beam, From this assessment the highest air draft
that could have entered the North Dock (with a maximum beam dimension of 17 metres),
from the three month sample, was 25.0 metres. It is also of interest to note that none of the
sample of ships that are toa wide for the North Dock has an air draft of less than 32 metres.

A similar exercise has been undertaken showing ship length against air draft, as given
as Figure 4, with the lengtfilimitation of 122 metres applicable to North Dock
superimposed. This does show that five vessels that are within the length limitation for
North Dock have air drafts in excess of 30 metres, with the highest at 40 metres. These
vessels however all have a beam in excess of 17.0 metres and thus could not enter North
Dock. Three of these vessels are reefer ships, one is a vehicle carrier and one a large
general cargo ship. The greatest air draft from the sample of 153 ships can be seen to be
41.0 metres, although these are estimated air drafts for the two ships, based upon known air
drafts of similar size and type of vessels.

The concentration in the sample of very low air drafts is due to the large population
of small coaster shipping. The distribution of air drafts of the vessels able to enter North
Dock, i.e. with a beam of 17.0 metres or less, is shown at Figure 5. This shows the great
majority of air drafts, almost 90% of the population sample, to be less than 15.0 metres. It
may be that if this type of shipping could be concentrated in the northern part of North
Dock, then the bridge height for Route "Z" could be as little as 13 metres, as intimated from
Figure 3. "

In summary therefore, from the sample of ship arrivals at Newport, the greatest air

~draft noted was 41.0 metres and the greatest for passage into the North Dock was 25.0°

metres. If the bridge crossing was to be placed to accommodate these air drafts, then the
height requirements at each of the three crossing locations might be:

Route "X" - 41 metres
Route "Y" - 25 metres
Route "Z" - 13 metres
Existing Traffic -5- ELP Associates
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3.2 The River Usk

The River Usk is a tidal river, with the ships taking the bottom during the Low Water
period. Apart from a lack of water depth, the tight bends in the river also limit the size of
ship which can be accepted.

Height restrictions over the Usk are imposed by electricity cables at a height of 64
metres immediately to the south of the South Dock entrance: ata height of 53 metres
immediately upstream of Dallismores Wharf and at 54 metres just downstream of the
Transporter Bridge. The first of these cables also restricts traffic for Newport Docks. The
Transporter Bridge has a height limitation of 54 metres and the George Street Bridge,
further upstream, has a limiting height of 13 metres, although it is believed that no
commercial shipping passes beyond the George Street Bridge. S

Investigations of River Usk traffic indicate that there were approximately 586 cargo
vessel calls and 430 sand dredger calls for 1993, The breakdown of these calls by berth is
shown at Table, 1, giving alsa the maximum dimensions of vessels believed to be acceptable
at each of the seven berths. It can be seen at Figure 1 that shipping for Blaina, Great
Western and Lysaght Wharfs would have to pass all bridge routes. Traffic for Dallimores
Whart would have to pass bridge routes “X" and y" while traffic for the Eastern Dry Dock
and Bellport would only phss bridge route "X". Alpha Steel Wharf traffic would be
unaffected by any of the bridge routes.

On all the river berths, lack of water depth is the common limiting criterion, although
substantial vessels are presently accommodated. Table A.2 shows the dimensions of the
small sample of River Usk traffic obtained, indicating also the relatively low air drafts, apart
from  ships that might call at Alpha Steel Wharf.

The bridge clearance heights stated in Section 3.1 to allow for the believed existing
Newport Docks traffic would thus be adequate for the river traffic, based purely on the
limited sample obtained for the River Usk traffic.

Existing Traffic -6- ELP Associates
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5. OPERATIONAL ASPECTS

The term "Air Draft" has yet to be defined in this document. The definition adopted
is that used in the Clarksons Register, i.c. the distance from the highest point of the ship to
the waterline, with the ship in the light condition. The light condition is one with the ship
empty of cargo, fuel or stores. Duringa ship’s life this condition occurs only when the ship
is built or, occasionally, when prepared for drydocking. It is not a normal operational
condition. The air drafts used throughout this study therefore are likely to be in excess of
any operational condition, perhaps by as much as 1 - 4 metres, depending upon the ship size.

The highest point of the ship is usually a radio or radar mast, the height of which can
be altered during the ship’s life. It is also the case that radio masts can readily be lowered in
many cases. A ship in a light or ballast condition is invariably trimmed by the stern and, .
. with the highest point of the ship usually astern of a midship position, the effective air draft
is further reduced.

[n summary, the air draft value varies according to the ship’s condition of loading and
can vary through its life depending upon radar and radar mast fittings. The values given in
this document are however taken to be an overestimate of the likely actual dimension, for
the population samples taken. There may well be isolated examples of other ships of
similar overall sizes witif@reater air drafts.

The bridge height, over the River Usk, should be calculated from the same datum as
that used for the cable and Transporter Bridge heights shown in the Admiralty Chart.
Heights over the Docks should be calculated from the highest Jevel to which the Docks are
filled. A further aspect is the provision of a safe additional height clearance to allow for any
possible margin of error in the assessment of air draft for any given ship. Let this margin be
taken as 1.0 metres, which will need to be added to the bridge height dimension

. requirements.

]. Operational Aspects -13- ELP Associates
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Annex

Listing of Ship Dimensions

Table A1l - Ship Arrivals at Newport
TableA2 - River Usk Traffic

@oop

062



Table A.1

1°9 L'y 1T 88 666 obo-ua9 s'Lz |9°% 11| o¢
pa3ewr3sy av [0°6 €°9 vT ¥8 66ST 06D U39 6 zZz [9°T1 W weres| 6
662 (Z) eusozIols| 8T
peajeut3ysy ¥ |0°8€ |[6°0T [LZ Z81 99T6T ToInd G0z |a°82 TATd| L2
pa3euT3sE GY |0°2€ [E°8 6T 8TT 996G I9399 s've WoTTTM TISPaIJ suTlad| 9¢
£°ze |0°6 6T ovT L906 ToyTnd . 93YsSTIOqO| ST
ps3euwTasy Qv |S°L vee LT 901 v6LZ obo-ue atTas| we
L°9 g ¢ Z1 ¥L £2ST obo‘ua9 Iouey MOTHI¥| €T
pe3euwTasT 4y |0°TZ |€°€ ot z9 L66 obo-ue g €z |S°9C 23TyM eoTuRqg| 2T
¥°9 6"V 2T YL Z08 obo *uan wnuawy] T2
pe3euTlsy av [L°F 6'C ot bL 66¢ obo - ue) BT300S SWE| 0¢
pajewT3sT QY [0°2Z |0°S £T LS 08GT obo *usn euweTes] 67T
S°TT |S°Y €T €8 £60€ obo " ueo) s 2z |5°Se utaey| 8T
pa3euTasy Ay (0°S S ¢ ot G9 LES IIeD Wo) g*0¢ zauoy| LI
ps3ewIlsy Qv [L°¥ 6°2 )3 SL 86¢C obo *u29 G°8T |S°12 eTIbuvy Sy 9T
S"oT (%% 1T €8 T8LT obo-us9 ®aoxebiel| GT
(pe3ewt3sd av) :
JoTIeUS 0% |[0°T¥ [|G°2T |8C 912 TS¥8¢ Iayng G ST , sealod| ¥l
78 €Y vT 86 0€LZ obo ued G'£T |G°8T staedTy| €T
L*9 8'¢ 1 yL €281 obo-ue9 Gzl |s°9T Keg moTx¥| 2T
pIjeuY3sd Qv |L° ¥ 9°¢ 0T L9 LBOT obo-u9p|G6° 0T moquTey eOoTURd| TT
pajeut3}sy Q¥ |0°6 £°¢ 71 88 G6ST 050 * uad) aoJezeN AT{Tises| 0T
(pe3euT3Sd AVv)
J9TTeWS IO+ [0°6 LY 2T 18 6971 0bo-ua wta| 6
0°egT |0°¥% €T G6 18614 | ODO-UaD AOTRH ATITSEBA| 8
(peyeuT3ysy av) .

I9TTeUsS A0x obo *usy) G°TIT I|G°¥T: =T ebrany L
obouan 6v0¢ ATSAOWIOS 9
050~ uay) oTaseN| &

pPolRUT3ISE QY obo-uad S 01 vUSCIIO]S b
obo-uss UTpeTy €
omo.:mw JIopny Z
ﬁmpﬂéﬁumm 9& sunbeT S| T

063



9797 (z) sunbeT sWb| 19
pPe3RUILSHT- QY [O°FE [9°'9 TZ. . |PET 62EL I9338Y " Septl Jo oourid| 09
8°8 Py £T 68 0G66T obD 'usH 2°2T PIIBUI| 6S
Pa3RWIISY OV |§°0T [2°% £T I8 8E8T obo*usy pangsxeayad| 8s
L9 8¢ (41 YL €2ST obo ruas 9°TT UsIeW MoTMI¥| LS
e e 1T 9L 1821 obd *usn 9°0T [9°ST BISTWV| 95
] 9°6 9°vI (z) Aeg MOTHIW| GG
pejeuIlsy AV |€°S L€ ex Yi ZOTT obo *usy 9°6 Teyoey| ¥S
po3eWUIISHT OV (0°IY 8L 9z 6€T 98T8 [ZIed°yap 9°8 9 €T utCinzZ| ¢g
(z) ebtany| z§
pajeurlsy Qv [0°SC [0°F TT 89 667 0bd * U9 'IeD| 1S
pojeWTIlsST Q¥ [0°ZE (T°8 6T 8TT 9965 19399y 9°L S TT sluelIp ueA we[[IM sutddl 0%
g'9  |s'v |IT £8 O0TLT .| obo-ua) 9°9 oXUTeH| 6V
(po3euT3ysy av)
JaTTeus Iox |0°SE [E°8 2z (X419 86EL | 0DO°UIH 9°¢ 3°01T SnTI3aeN| sv
. POJBWIIST Q¥ |0°L 4 (44 8L 6£8T obd-usn 9°Y I99USTUI| LV
S'0T |L'% TT Z6 6TTC 0bd U9 M Uznyg| 9y
_ O TAI3YD| ot
po3euIysy Q¥ |0°02 [9°'% LT L8 GGEZ 7 Laesy 9°s uoT3jeIBUS) MON| V¥
, (z) urpery| ¢¥
pe3euUTIST Q¥ (0°2Z [0°9 €T 58 L6ST b0 - usy) eas uUetaeqi| cv
po3eurysy av¥ |0°ET |9°9 9T 80T 68Y€ obo-uan 9°¢ 9°6 TI03] IV
_ (z) =zsuold o
pojeutasy a¥ |0°2€ [6°L 02 9yt £86L obo*usg SOTIY| 6¢F
5'6 6°€ 0T 69 666 0bo*Uusn 1X3IeW euuy| gt
pajeutysy OY [S°6 S g 0T 0L 8L6" 45 | ObO"UID ToTIY| L€
S°q £€°¢ 1T SL 86¢T obo *uen S°TE (978 - ) D pIeyotd of¢
0T |2'% €T 18 LG8T 0bd *uaH S'IE |9°9 = euwes| g¢
po3RUIIST Q¥ [0°2E |£'9 6T . |0TT. |£9€9 a9399Y sees Jo eouyad| ve
£°S £°¢ 0T S8 Z9v obo * uay G°0¢ ZoUTT-sud| ¢
: 0°TT |8°9 vT 88 L982 obd *uan 9TeA MOTYIY| 2t
{pe3euT3sT qQ¥)
J9iTeus JIox asyiing epTAl TE

(3sT1 s,pRoT1 uy §on’£ v6°8°2r-76°5"6 3xodmen BUT3TSTA SdTys

064



065

- e O 0 EE - O O - .-

2 el L€ €T PTT 99+%Z obo*uay 9°0¢ L ¥ 60 ATySaowios| €6
0°L 1 2 4 1T 08 00ST obo*usn eAslId| €6
(2) 1 oaew] T6
9°82 ebuy| 06
() waTTTM TI9paxyd Surid| 68
pojewtIasy ¥ |[0°L [2°F  [TT TL pyGoT | obo-usd Aoqqy moT{IY| 88
S°0T |2°% €T. 18 LS8BT 0bo-ua9 9°LZ |L°T puetsud| L8
pelewTisy Qv |(0°6 ¥°S ZT 6L 2661 obo-ua9 9792 [9°0¢ eutr33ed| 98
9°vz |9°8¢ () t303| <8
pozeuTlsy Qv [0°6 T°'S €1 €L 66GT 0b0 - uay 9° %2 93XJYsTUuI| ¥8
S*0T |v°V 2T Z8 T8LT obo-uay uewIel| €8
9°¢Z [9°LC (z) D paeyoTy| <28
£°9 S°¥ TT 88 666 obd uey 9°¢e oosua330d| T8
. , 9°zZZ |9°6¢C ~ (2) Touo®y| o8
9°6¢ |8'0T |8C 88T sv66T Io3Tnd otdog, ut3yeaas| 6L
pajeutysy av (LY 8°¢€ 1T LL vLVT 0bo *uas 31batg| 8L
9°¢Z (z) satTay| LL
(pejeutasy av)
IDTLeWsS 0¥ |0°LE [6°8 TZ 22" Y0L6 obo * uad) Topuod| 9L
_ {€) Aed MOTIY| oL
9°0Z |9°€Z (z) stxeury| 7vL
pelewiasy av [v°9 6°€ 6 09 8s8 obD *uad) pToaY| €L
po3eWT3sy av |0°2Z [¥°S v ¥8 £6ST obo*ued ust| 2L
pojewTasy av |0"ce [€°L |61 8Tl 9965 I13399Y ITUTSED sutid| TL
pojeuTysi AV |G°8 6V 1T 16 098T obo us) 9°02 exeuss| oL
$°9 6°¢ |IT 88 £¥ST 4 obo U9y 9°81 UOOK UoTun 69
S*'S £'¢ |11 SL Tocr | obo-us9 9°LT |[9°2¢ .~ T oXew| 89
pajeuwt3isd Qv |S°TT [2°9 ¥ 501 0LEE T93URy) 9°9T [9°0C WNJTa L9
LG £°¢ ZT 6L 661 obo-usH 9°GT (9°81 suy e3s] 99
pejemIlsy Q¥ |0°cE [6°L  |6T 8€T |¢L9L | obo-us uolbuTIIngl <9
pojeutlsd Qv [0°€T [6°9 9T 60T 868€ obo - us) 9°%T [9°LT
S°9 vy ZT G9 0b0 ‘U3
L°€ 6°¢€ (4 9L 0bd°ua9
Yzeadl 9ol Wxod . You N9l RdAT) 9Red CeRedp eRRdiy
Ty oUNNS|SPoa oW SoRo . sHox DTS DA apadupiy

(3571 s,pXoTT UY Eponm.ﬁ v6°8-ZT-¥6°6"6 3TodmMeN Bur3TsTA SdTUs

)




(pe3ewr3sd (V)
sIeo 0tcs |0°0F |€°S 8T - |9TT L6ST ECRRRTETY L°6T |L"€T Xzsyrauon| zzT
(¢) ebtany| ITI
L9 3 0T 6L 866 obo *usd L"8T |L°2C ToTTRASERN| 02T
£°g G*¢ 1T Z8 66¥ obo " u=d L°8T peqputs| 61T
(z) sepTy 3o =0VUTAg| 8TT
pajewIlsd AV |0°6 €°g |vT ¥8 86GT obo *us9 oT1to9| LIT
S°S v € 1T gL L6ZT obo *ua) L*LT H 2uoxsp| 9TT
peoaewr3sy A¥ |0"ET  [2°9 ¥T 20T €2LZ obo-uan L°9T . a1odweliaen| GIT
lets S°¢ TT Z8 667 obo*ua9 L°GT |L Tz wesas| vI11
'8 |2°% T 00T 666 obo - us9 , suzed| €11
pejeut3sd Qv |0°8E |E£°0T [sE LLT LLBOT IsxIng|L ¥vT sogseurpy| ZTT
L*S Pec Tt St 1621 obd *ua9 seweyy ©ss| TTT
G°9 v'e  |2T VL GeGT . | obo-uan L°¥T |L°8T 3o0d Qoxod| 01T
(z) ofuexo uea WHBTTIM SUTIJ| 60T
(poaeuT3sIE AVY)
IOT[eWS I0x |0°2Z [6°S €T TL 6651 obo*uso STT2UOTH| 80T
pojeuUTIST AV |L°V 6°¢C )3 SL 66¢C obo us9|L-cT L°91 eTxeaed SKI| LOT
80T [0°S VT £8 8661 obo - uss o3ntd| 90T
T°9 L'V 1T 88 666 0bo "usy L°9 L°TT @3T2q| So0T
pPa3euT3SE Qv |L° ¥ €°€ 0T SS 662 0bo "uey L°9 oxno eued| v0T
i (2) aopuo)| €01
pezeurisd AV |0°8E (T°TT  |¥C 96T  |£9L8T Io3Ing oxbelTH| ZoT
poewIlsSH Qv (0722 [6°% €T €8 6661 obo ~uad L°S baoqswad| TOT
(paqeurasd av) ,
JoT[ews I0% [0°2Z |€°S rT 98 £c0& | obo-u®d LY @338paa| 00T
L€ + -, (2) sess Jo =2DUTId| 66
(z) utfInz| 86
(pe3eutysd a¥)
JoTTeWS JI0x [G°0T |[E°F ZT 18 €€9T 0bo " u39 L°C O eutzery
0°L 6°C 2T 79 766 0bo*uay L't L8 eToRd
LI (z) erTbuv S
g butuusy

-

066



8°2T (2) weseg| €61

81T |[8°ST {z) bxogqswsd| 2ST

S°G €°¢ 1T SL 6621 obo *Usy 8°TT |[8°¢€T T Aey| 16T

po3ewT3sd Qv |0°CE [2°L Y4 323 ¥5e8 ToxInd 80T FSAUIOWY| 0GT
RE 8°6 (T) oosue3jod| 6%1

0°TT [s°9% €T S8 TOTT obo *uay 88 821 uoa¥Y eas| svT

. () ToUo®y| Lvl

S'0T |[s°¥ €T 8L LOOZT obo -us9H 8°8 staepueag| 9%T

pe3ewy3sy AV [0°6 G vT z6 66S 060 -U=n xooey TT9d| SvT
8°L (¢) sesas 3o 9outad| v¥I

. 8°9 (z) ayley ¢yt

pPa3ewTIsSy av (079 T°7 TT 99 vZ6 obo-u®) 8°G 8 1T JebeAop OTITSD| ZvT
g8°2 80T QWopUSA| T¥I

S'0T |L°F 1T 26 6TTZ 0bo *usy) 8°¢ 8°8 Jpeasbaed| 09T

(z) bangsaelsad| 6T

8°1 8°¢S (€) WaTTTM JTISpPSII SUTAJ| 8€T

pojewt3sd Q¥ |G°0T |8°€ 2T Z8 2991 obo -ued L 1€ dIiomquy Jees| LEI
9°2Z¢ |0°6 G2 SST TOZVT oy Ing L0 [8°% uojuTH PIOT| 9€T

: L°LZ |8°T (z) xTuUTSED SUTId| SET
pojeutysy dv (0°9€ (L4 8T T2t 2265 o0bo *usy Japeal JTng| vel
9°9 23 1T ¥9 Zs8 0b0 ‘Usd L'9Z |L°0€ pIazIng| €€1

pojewul3sy AV [0°LE |6°8 0z VT 0898 obo “usd)| eouerd| Z€1
pojewIlsy Qv [0°6 Z°S ¥1 ¥8 86GT obo-ue9|L-GT puioueq| 1€T
peojeuyysy av¥ {0°22 [8°S vT 16 I185% | obo-uad L°92 BUSTOH eIneI| OCT
pojeutasd dv¥ |0°22 9.ST obo *us5 iy suad| 621
pa3euT3sSy Qv [0°9 % Tt 08 ve6cT obo *uss L°SZ |L°62 TIM 3sed| 8zT
S°S 2°¢ TY 9L TI82T obo * ua9| L2 snuayy| L2T

0°9 T°% 1T Z8 86L obo°us) L°12 |L°LZ eaIpuy SL39TIRR 9T

pojeuIlsy av (0°6 6% €T L8 666 obd°uss L°TZ |L*'SZ Aequeuuns| 71
(z) TAIsW euuy| ¥zt

omo U9 dooysusxyy| €21

pIIRW ST

24

0 .w.ﬁavaz“

(- — M

——— T— =

== =" === B=3" -

(3sT1 s,pX0TT Ut Epo?mv ¥6°8°2T~-96°G6°6 3IT0dMaN BUTITSTA sdrys

—

067



068

B

| | | | [ _ _ ! _ “p3jonb ussq

"SeY 3SobIeT oYl pur ‘SWRU STU3 JO SAIUS TRIDADS SMOUS JIS3STHSY S,PAOTT JBUY SS3ROTPUT JID[TeWS I0¥

SZION

S 2 ) HAXE PRI 9aRdl - 9aRa T fﬁwﬁ&,__;m@m@
A S 2 i SRR ST il wm:,,f%
(3571 S,pXoTT UY E»S,mv ¥6°8°CT-v6°S*6 IxodmaN bur3tsta sdrtys
i



N - _
<g __ - _. .
o 8
S8
- 8 . :
um .
v m .
g
= _
b4 J. '
& 8 : s 5
“qMpP 0000f 'X0add® Fo T/A xe3Tnd
JO BUOTEUAUTD TEXTdAL [9€ §'0T  |S¢ SL1 0008T /obp *usp (3aeyy) ree3s eydry) 1T
S 6 t'e vt z6 669 0b0 U9 aeoed 1196 0T
w 6 vy €T 69 TG2T Iehpead aodTd ysTep 6
4 g's 6°V TT 16 098T obo " uan uIeues/eussg| g
N . S'0T Z'v €T - 18 8COT obo ‘UeD)| “Banqeae3ad| 13
2 6 Ty €1 68 667 obo *uep 399I0FTUTH| 9
y 9 £y 11 99 L66 obo ‘ueg| PIRTITED S
P 6 g'¢ Z1 ZL LZ0T Jebpexd| uwo3,05/T0387ad JO AJTD) v
6 €°'g A £6 €19 obo ' uad| Jebuey 1Ted| £
o e3BUTYSE Y B
e JT/A 1Te8 87Ul jou °sBod (£°9T - |6°S 6T STT TT19 DU eIUOD) I9eUotd 11ed (4
- qoTIIeD pues/Isbpsad |6 T'Yy £1 89 60eT Iebpeq Pe@/33eq 00aY| 1T
= %mmﬁﬁ%;ﬁ%ﬁ; L s e B T T R R R R T
i B %ﬁ%&ﬁ% @.n_..,.._“.m.._..m.?E_,w.‘ AR i R AR 5 e A .ﬁﬁﬁ@ wﬁmé.m G %E%Eﬁ%%
3 T R RS R R R AR R B e s i e R RS e T

.
Y

AsN ug.wﬁ uwo syaxeg e Buyrres ArreordAy sdyys

069



APPENDIX 20



Our Ref: PM.1608/JEH
Your Ref: ZB910175-126-1 pt3
8 November 1994

Mr M J A Parker
Highways Directorate
Welsh Office

Phase 1

Government Buildings
Ty-Glas Road
Llanishen

CARDIFF  CF4 5PL

Dear Mr Parker

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON

Thank you for your letter of 20 October enclosing a copy of a report dated 2
September 1994 from Eagle Lyon Pope Associates to Ove Arup and Partners.

| note the requests you have made in paragraphs 2 and 3 and with particular regard
to the final sentence of paragraph 3 | refer you to my letter of 13 April 1893 when |
set out the information which you had requested; | enclose a copy for ease of
reference. You will see that our position differs significantly from that of the
Consultants which you have employed not least because of the narrow sample they
have taken for the 3 months from 9 May to 12 August 1994. This is an exceptionally
short period over which to gather data for ports and shipping. You will see from my
letter of 13 April 1993 that | have given examples of vessels using the South Dock
with an air draught of 46 metres and a vessel which came to the port and could have
used the North Dock with an air draught of 40 metres. In arriving at air draft
clearances for a permanent bridge structure we have assumed a safety clearance of
10% but | note that your Consultants have assumed a margin of 1 metre.

It is also the case that the Consultants' report is based on actual traffic during the
period in question and no consideration has been given to any development factors.
In assessing its overall requirements ABP considers that the capacity of the port to
accept Panamax vessels in the future following any lock widening development,
should be protected, hence our figure of 81 metres for alignment X where it crosses
the locks.
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8 November 1994

M J A Parker Esg

| note that the Consuiltants have differentiated between alignments Y and Z and
suggest that height requirements should be 25 and 13 metres respectively. | can see
no logic in differentiating between the two. | would also point out that both
alignments Y and Z would have an effect upon ABP's river berth situated just North
of the Dack Office. This berth has a potential for handling vessels larger than those
which can be accommeodated in the North Dock as the berth has no beam restriction.

| note that ELP acknowledge that the data is limited and would benefit from co-
operation with and augmentation by ABP, but | regret that | am unable to provide any
corroboration and any augmentation would represent a major re-writing of the report.
In short, | am unable to agree that the data is a fair reflection of the present situation
and our position remains that contained in my letter of 13 April 1993. Essentially, this
reflects the fact that currently we have a port with unrestricted air draft. In order to
retain this freedom of commercial opportunity for the future, we need the air draft
clearances indicated.

Yours sincerely

R C F Williams
PORT MANAGER

enc

cc  Director of Engineering, Head Office
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PRESS RELEASE

WELSH OFFICE

w95234/027

12 July, 1985

WILLLIAM HAGUE ANNQUNCES PREFERRED

ROUTE FOR M4 RELIEF ROAD

The Preferred Route for the M4 Relief Road at Newport
was announced today (Wednesday, 12 July) by the Secretary of
State for Wales, William Hague.

Mr Hague has adopted the central of three proposed
roﬁtes to cross the Newport Docks, with some minor
modifications to the Usk and Ebbw river crossings. It was
thought that the bridge on the suggested southern route was
too tali and too intrusive.

It was decided lagt July that the route should be south
of the town and the Llanwern Steelworks but, in a second
consultation exercise, the public's views were sought on
options to link with the existing motorway at Magor and
Castleton. There was also a further examination of the
options for the docks.

Mr Hague has confirmed the preference for the northern
routes at Magor and Castleton, and has included
modifications preferred by local authorities and British
Steel. These allow for future development at Duffryn and

expected business expansion at Llanwern.

Tel: (01222) 82564 2/3/4/5/6/7

Swyddfa’'r Wasg, Press Office,
Adeilad y Goron, Crown Building,
Parc Cathays, Cathays Park, @
Coerdydd. CF1 3NQ. ' Carditf. CF1 3NQ. P

o ' 072"
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The 24;km (15 miles) Preferred Route will now be
protected for planning purposes. - any proposal to develop
land iﬁ its vicini%ﬁ must be reférred to the Secretary of
State.

Mr Hague said: "The Second Severn Crossing is due to
open next yeér and we have to plan now to ensure that the M4
corridor across South Wales does not become so badly
congested tha; the economy of the region is jecopardised.

"I am determined, too, that éﬁe scheme will be
developed with appropriate sensitivity towards neighbouring
communities anq other environmentally important areas that
might be affectedi"

In accordance with the European Commission directives,
the Secretary of State for Wales will be publishing in due
course an Eqvironmental Statement. .

Subjectjto'the completion of statutory procedures, and
the availability of f;nance, work on the Relief Road is
"expected to begin. at fhe turn of the century. At today's

T gy L

prices, the 'cost would be about £330m.

NOTE

The Welsh Office held a public consultation exercise in
1993 about the proposal for a relief road, offering three
route options. More than 6,000 responses were received.

In July last year, the Welsh Cffice announced that
there was a sound case for the road, and that it should run
south ¢of Newport and the Llanwern Steelworks. The .
announcement also said that a second public consultation
exercise would be held about a choice of options for the
links at Magor and Castleton. This produced more than 1,000
responses. .

. ' ' ' 073
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Further survey and design work will now be carried out,
and in due course the Secretary of State will seek statutory
powers to construct the road. At that time, representations
and objections can be made by the public or interested
organisations and, 1f necessary, the Secretary of State can
hold a public inguiry, the findings of which he will
consider before making his final decision.

Copies of the Statement outlining the reasons for the
choice of Preferred Route are available from the Welsh
Office Highways Directorate, Phase 1, Government Buildings,
Ty Glas Road, Llanishen, Cardliff, CF4 5PL.

The Preferred Route:

At Castleton, the route connects into the M4 and A48(M)
west of Junction 29, near New Park Farm, taking a line
through Berryhill Farm and the northern corner of the Parc
Golf Centre.

It runs south-east towards Duffryn, then south of the
main railway line, and continues generally eastwards to
cross the Ebbw and Usk rivers and Newport Docks.

From the docks the route goes south of Whitson
sub-station and, at a point south-east of Llanwern
Steelworks, it swings north-eastwards past Llandevenny and
under the M4 just east of Junction 23 at Magor.

A cutting takes it east through Knollbury to connect
with the Rogiet Interchange now being built as part of the
approach road to the Second Severn Crossing.
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AR“ )l P Ove Arup & Partners Minutes of Meeting
Consulting Engineers Page 1 of 4

Job title M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON Job number
- —44700/50~
Meeting rame & number Consultation Meeting : Associated British Ports File ielerence
28.0
Location ABP Oftices, Newporl Dale of meeting

23 August 1995

Putpose of meeting Consultation Mceting

Present Mr Dick Williams, Port Manager Mr Ben Spanner, Port Engineer
Ms Morag Drummond, Management Trainee
Graham Good, Ove Arup & Pariners
Mike Edmonds, Ove Arup & Partners

Apologies

Circulation Thosc present
Welsh Office

Prepared by Graham Good

Dale of circulation 4 Scptember 1995

Date of next meeling To be arranged

F:\&4700\0G__0120 . HIN - Qve Arup Pantnership F5.3
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3 Ove Arup & Partners

Minutes of Meeting

Page 2 of 4

Job title
M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO

Job number Date of meeling
44700/50 23 August 1995

CASTLETON

Action

1.0

20

3.0

OAP explzined that they had been asked by the Welsh Office to undertake the
planning of the site investigation for the Relicl Road following the Prefcrred
Route announcement by the Secretary of State on 12 July 1995.

The investigation was likely 10 start early next year and technical data collection
was now undcrway, The purpose of the meeting was:-

a) To make sure that all the main interests likely to be affecied by the
investigation were consulted with a view 10 understanding likely
impacts and constraints.

b) Make the design team aware of any special procedures thal may be
rclevant.

c) Raise issues that wifl impact on the preliminary design and will need 1©
be the subject of future ongoing discussion.

d) Establish lines of communication.

OAP explained that the meeting notes would be issued to the Welsh Office and
that issues raised would be available 1o the tcam undertaking the detailed design.

OAP cxplaincd the Preferred Route is a centre line with a band of interest 67m
cither side. The road will be built fully within that 134m band, which is now a
protected arca.

Impact of Preferred Route

ABP explained they have an immediate problem. The linc has been moved from
that on which ABP were consulicd; they were nol consulted on what is now the
Prefcerred Route. They have plans 10 extend and build sheds around MBM
Forcst Products (o the NE of South Dock. One proposal is 1o cxtend the
Glocom Shed, where foundations are alrcady contracted; another schemc is a
new fertiliser shed for a new import business. ABP are going out to tender for
construction before the end of August; borchuoles arc being (aken next week.

The linc of the preferred route runs down the arca proposcd for the extension.

ABP said they have General Development Orders powers 10 construct post
related operational buildings, and so do nol need planning consent. Mr
Williams has discussed the issuc with Tony Parkcr of Welsh Office, who asked
ABP 10 write 10 WO explaining the issue; such a letter will be sent in the next
few-days. ==

_ABP

F:\G4LTOD\GG__0120.HIN

QOve Arup Parinership F5.3
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Ove Arup & Partners

Minutes of Meeting

Page 3 of 4

Job tille

Job number Date of meeling

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO 44700/50 23 August 1995
CASTLETON

t

Aclion

4.0

5.0

6.0

7.0

=

8.0

If the buildings have 10 be placed elsewhere, they will take up other valuable
Jand that could otherwise be used for other purpases. ABP explained that these
are not new proposals of ABP, but that it is the movement of the motorway line
40/50m south from the previous consultation routc which causes the problem.
ABP will require (he issuc 10 be settled within, say, one month in respect of
their immediate development plans.

ABP quericd the future usc of land under a Relief Road Viaduct, The company
considers that Port usage is not compatible with the Welsh Office acquiring land
within the Port, cven though ABP understands that it could be licenced back to
the Port.

ABP also queried the Route around the north end ol South Dock, as ocean-
going ships berth there; this raiscs an ait draft requirement. There may also be
an issuc of ships smoke blowing over the motorway. ABP have also let a
contract a week ago for the exicnsion of the Banana Shed on the east side of
South Dock - the 67m motorway band of intercst cuts across the corner of the
existing shed and proposed cxiension. ABP said their scheme must proceed; the
Preferred Route plan sent by WO in July docs not touch these sheds and the
67m band of interest is not referred o in the Statement of Reasons. The
meeting was the first ABP had heard of this matter.

On the western approach 10 the rivers, the Route centre line passes through
ABP workshops and storage sheds. These can be replaced. The position of
viaduct piers is relevant as ABP may wish 10 widen the cut between South and
North Docks to enable larger ships 10 pass. The air draft (hrough the cut and
for the adjacent sand based operation in North Dock will need to be adequate.

Regarding air draft, the ABP requirement is still 44m; this relates to potential
ship access requirements into North Dock. OAP pointed out thal Bailey have
previously suggested 30m will be adequate, and Dowds said 40m. ABP also have
an interest in a river berth just north of the Relief Road Bridge, which they also
need to consider. ABP have a new harbour mobile crane which is 53m high
when travelling - this needs 1o get all round the docks. 1t cost £1.3m and was

bought in 1995. Their requircment is thus for 53m clearance above dock level to r

allow total mobility around thc docks.

£:\44700\GG__0120.MIN

Ove Arup Partnership F8.3
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Ove Arup & Partners

Minutes of Meeting

Page 4 of 4

Job lilie

Job number Dale of meeling

M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO 44700/50 23 August 1995
CASTLETON

Action

9.0

10.0

11.0

ABP also pointed out they have a licence o handlc cxplosives - these are
currently stored on the north side of South Dock. This will be an issue that
needs discussing during the delaijled discussions leading 1o the design of the
Reclicf Road.

Geotechnica) Information

ABP arc, in principle, happy (o sharc any geotechnical information that cxists
regarding the docks, subject to this not requiring too much of their siaff time.
OAP should contact Mr Spanncr, the Port Engineer. ABP can probably easily
make available previous ground investigations. OAP asked if there are any
historical records, information on water levels in the Docks, ctc. ABP will
review this.

Impact During Construction

ABP are anxious about possible interference with the operation of the port
during construction of the Relicl Road. OAP explained this would (orm part of
futurc discussions, and the needs of the port would clearly be recognised when
selting construction procedures. All such issucs will emerge as the design
develops.

QAP

T:\44700\GG__0120 . MIN

Ove Arup Partnership F5.3
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Ourref  53600/DWS/CAT/File 4.6 Ove Arup & Partners Consulting Engineers
4 Pierhead Stresl, Capital Waterside, Cardiff CF10 4QP

25 October 2000 20CAT, T +44 (0)20 2047 3727
PORT OF WWW,8Up.COM
7 0CT 2000 Direct
T +44 (0292026
% ,;’E”PO“}@ F +44 (0125 2047 2277
SH pO E dansavile@arupcom — oH@/‘C e i

Associated British Ports m}\ b -~ / {]

Alexandra Docks <

NEWPORT s

NP9 2UW AACETS o3 < QQQ}L i
Rsg

oS e = ARUP

"Q‘(‘ Q;-W——e‘:’&- S T e R e ey s, T i
M4 RELIEF ROAD MAGOR TO CASTLETON - STAGE 2

NAVIGATION CLEARANCES

As you know, we are, on behalf of the Nationat Assembly for Wales engaged in the gathering of
information to complete the preliminary design of the above scheme.

You were kind enough to meet with us on two occasions in September and October 1997 to discuss the
matter of navigation clearances to allow the continuing navigation of the River Usk and providing us with
a listing of vessel names which called at the river berths,

Some time has elapsed since then, and we have now been asked to npdate the information collected. I am

\
2
-

writing therefore to ask if you would, again, be good enough to provide us with a listing of vessel calls
made in the'past 12' months to the river berths at:

Dowds

Burt Boulton QTQ Lagen
Baileys

Others, eg! aggregates

e o o o

It would also be helpful if we could take the opportunity to establish whether you are aware of-any future
development plans for these or other river wharves ;

We apologise i in advance for the intrusion of your time, but would of course be willing to visit you to
discuss-the watter further and to provide a mcmber of staff te collect the mformatlon if this would be of
assistance.

With our thanks to you in advance for your co-operatxon
SO en (:c Dan Sl U ondh
Y urbs?':’x{tthfuily- U Otered dotes e a w\nn.l:\.wb
- C\QJ\@ he dowon't regasd
“thun CLo (.u‘&vuc ol LAl
Deputy Project Mi Come ol To ™o A o
eputy Project Manager. ;... ‘...t wili i1 ]
VoA Bhadd g™ 7L v s e he W L%w d O\U-Q*-& e o Vo

Disk ref WADOCS\WO184LETTER DWS ABP.DOC

Aberdeen Birmingham Bristol Cambridge Cardift Coventy Dundea Edinburgh Glasgow lsie of Man Ova Arup & Partnars Lid

Leads London Manchester Newtaste Notdngham Sheffiaeld Sution Winchestsr Wrexham Ragistered in England Number 1312453
Affea Australla China EastAsta Europe Hong Kong Japan USA 13 Fraroy Street Landon WP 68Q
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Our ref: PM.2119/JEH
27th November 2000

Mr D W Saville

Ove Arup & Partners
4 Pierhead Street

CARDIFF

CF10 4QP

Dear Mr Saville

M4 RELIEF ROAD MAGOR TO CASTLETON - STAGE 2
NAVIGATION CLEARANCES

1 refer to your letter of 25t October and our subsequent meeting here with

members of the National Assembly staff and Eagle Lyon Pope. The
information supplied at that meeting was very helpful by way of update.

As requested, I enclose details of the vessels using the north dock over the
relevant period and I have also included a list of vessels which although
worked in the South Dock were for FinnForest BBH (formerly Burt Boulton
& Haywood). These are relevant because future development plans for the
port include transferring discharge from the South Dock to an area in the
North Dock adjacent to their premises. This information read in
conjunction with previous statistics provided demonstrates the need for
clearance at the heights we have previously put forward.

In addition to the FinnForest BBH proposal there has been investment in
areas around the North Dock which makes unimpeded access all the more
essential. ABP has invested in additional shed space for W E Dowds
(Shipping) Ltd to provide storage to feed the investment made by Island
Steel UK Ltd in their steel slitting plant. This latter investment in itself is
not yet complete as they are seeking planning permission to double the size
of their plant, obviously doubling capacity.
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Jewson Internal Supply have invested in a new mill and warehouse
facilities on the west side of the North Dock which will guarantee an
increase in volumes of timber to be imported through the facility.
Flexibility in selecting suitable vessels is therefore essential.

Severn Sands have further developed their site to include a concrete
batching plant and security of supply of sea dredged aggregate to their
berth is essential to their business.

You are already aware from previous correspondence during the last
decade that ABP is the statutory port authority for Newport Docks and as
such has a duty to protect access to the docks and wharves under their
ownership. The implications from this are that we must retain the
flexibility we have to carry out our operations efficiently. These include
not only protection of access for our shipping but also for the free
movement of plant and equipment around the docks.

In previous correspondence we have mentioned our mobile harbour crane
which has to move round from the south side of the south dock to the
north side. Whereas this used to happen only occasionally, it now has to
be moved quite frequently as the crane is used to carry out work on the
coal terminal and steel terminal on the south side, then on the west side of
the North Dock for Jewson and moving around to the north side of the
South dock to the bulk terminals. Even at the clearance levels previously
suggested by ABP, this flexibility will be lost and operational capacity will
need to be replaced.

I hope that the foregoing updates you on the present situation and
prospects for the port, which are very positive.

Y incerely

Robert Smith
PORT MANAGER
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" . VESSELS BERTHED IN NORTH DOCK 12 MONTH PERIOD FROM 1ST OCT 88  17/11/00

DANIEL 04.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
BRANDARIS 06.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
TIRADOR 06.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
BRIGITTA 12.10.99 DOWDS ISTEEL
IALMENUM 18.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
EMILY 18.10.98 JEWSON TIMBER
LOVOSICE 18.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
HANDORF 19.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
BRIGITTA 21.10.99 DOWDS STEEL
FOSSELAND 25,10.99 DOWDS STEEL
THARSIS 03.11.99 DOWDS STEEL
LAURINNE NEELTJE 04.11.99 DOWDS  [STEEL N
ORION 07.11.99 DOWDS STEEL
EMILY |20.11.98 JEWSON TIMBER
CITO 22.11.99 DOWDS STEEL
OSTERHUSEN 22.11.98 DOWDS STEEL
: . TIRADOR 23.11.99 DOWDS STEEL
ELEONORE 01.12.99 DOWDS STEEL
HOO VENTURE . 01.12.89 DOWDS STEEL
SANDAL 01.12.98 DOWDS STEEL
PATRIA 05.12.99 JEWSON TIMBER
JASON 08.12.99 DOWDS STEEL
R.M.S.WALSUM 08.12.99 DOWDS STEEL
SEISBULK 14.12.99 JEWSON TIMBER
LLANO 21.12.99 DOWDS STEEL
HARNS 25.12.99 DRY DOCK |REPAIRS
SILVERTHORN 30.12.99 DOWDS STEEL
EMPIRE 02.01.00 DOWDS STEEL
AHRENSHOOP 05.01.00 JEWSON  [TIMBER
BALTICA HAV 06.01.00 DOWDS STEEL
CELTIC VOYAGER 07.01.00 DOWDS STEEL
CANUM 10.01.00 DOWDS STEEL
FREYA 13.01.00 DOWDS |STEEL
. MARY C 14.01.00 DRY DOCK |REPAIRS
NIMFA |1 18.01.00 DOWDS STEEL
PRASIDENT 22.01.00 DOWDS STEEL
IBERIAN COAST 01.02.00 DOWDS STEEL
AURIGA 01.02.00 DOWDS STEEL
SEA RHINE 06.02.00 DOWDS STEEL
HRENSHOOP 07.02.00 JEWSON TIMBER
ARANTO 08.02,00 DOWDS STEEL
LOVOSICE 10.02.00 DOWDS STEEL
ALMENUM 21.02.00 DOWDS STEEL
WESTERHUSEN 25.02.00 DOWDRS STEEL
LAURINNE NELTJE 28.02.00 DOWDS STEEL
GATJE 03.03.00 DOWDS STEEL
NORTHERN LAKE 06.03.00 DOWDS STEEL
Page 1
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W : VESSELS BERTHED IN NORTH DOCK 12 MONTH PERICD FROM 18T OCT 89 17/11/00

OLIVIA 08.03.00
AHRENSHOOP  |09.03.00 JEWSON  [TIMBER
PETERSBERG 15.03.00 DOWDS STEEL
MARE .___[20.03.00 DOWDS STEEL
ALBIS 27.03.00 DOWDS STEEL
EASTFERN 28.03.00 DOWDS STEEL
AHRENSHOOP 13.04.00 JEWSON __ [TIMBER
DINA JAKOBA 16.04.00 DOWDS STEEL
HELGA 17.04.00 DOWDS STEEL
LEESWIG 17.04.00 DOWDS STEEL
MAGDALENA 19.04.00 DOWDS STEEL
R.M.S.ARAMON 24.04.00 DOWDS STEEL
SAVA HILL 25.04.00 DOWDS STEEL
TAFELBERG [30.04.00 DRY DOCK _ [REPAIRS
WIDOR 01.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
IAHRENSHOOP 02.05.00 JEWSON __ [TIMBER
@ [EERIANCOAST 06.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
RHINEFELS 10.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
SAMAN TRADER 14.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
NORDERSELD 16.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
ALDERBOON 16.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
WOLTHUSEN 18.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
SEA MERSEY 18.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
SIERKSDORF 27.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
SEA KESTREL 28.05.00 DOWDS STEEL
SEA SHANNON 03.06.00 DOWDS STEEL ]
COASTAL BREEZE 12,06.00 DOWDS STEEL
NJORD 15.06.00 DOWDS STEEL
HERA 25.06.00 JEWSON _[TIMBER
HOMBERG 03.07.00 DOWDS STEEL
LADOGA 103 10.07.00 powDS STEEL
HANSE 12.07.00 JEWSON __ |TIMBER
[MOLDAVIA 12.07.00 DOWDS STEEL
. WIEBKE D 18.07.00 DOWDS STEEL
FREYA 18.07.00 DOWDS STEEL
SAVA STAR 19,07.00 DOWDS STEEL
TARANTO 19.07.00 DOWDS STEEL
LYDIA B 02.08.00 DOWDS STEEL
PARSIVAL 07.08.00 DOWDS STEEL
AHRENSHOOP 09.08.00 JEWSON __ ITIMBER
CELTIC ENDEAVOUR 14.08.00 DOWDS STEEL
IBERIAN COAST 21.08.00 DOWDS STEEL
A.B.DUBLIN 06.09.00 DOWDS STEEL
M.F.MALTA 07.09.00 DOWDS STEEL
AHRENSHOOP 08.09.00 JEWSON __ [TIMBER
SIROCCO 11.09.00 DOWDS TIMBER
HELGA 17.09.00 DOWDS STEEL

Page 2
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& g VESSELS BERTHED IN NORTH DOCK 12 MONTH PERIOD FROM 1ST OCT 89 17/11/00

R.M.S.WALSUM I
SOLI DEO GLORIA 27.09.00 DOWDS STEEL

Page 3
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VESSELS WITH CARGO OF TELEGRAPH POLES 12 MONTHE FROM 1ST OCT 99 17/11/00

BALTIC TARA {21.10.99 SOUTH DOCK
BALTIC TARA 121.12.99 SOUTH DOCK
BALTIC TARA (07.02.00 SOUTH DOCK
BALTIC TARA ]05.05.00 SOUTH DOCK
BALTIC TARA /28.06.00 SOUTH DOCK
BALTIC ERIN |25.08.00 SOUTH DOCK

Page 1
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% Cynulliad Cenedlaethol Cymru
® /)z . The National Assembly for Wales

i
Sp1d

Y Gyfarwyddiaeth Drafnidiaeth
Transport Directorate
Parc Cathays/Cathays Park
Caerdydd/Cardiff
CF10 3NQ
Associated British Ports
Discovery House Elch cyf/Your Ref:
Scott Harbour . Ein cyf/Our Ref:  BZ910175-122-3
Cardiff Bay Dyddiad/Date: 30 October 2001
Cr104prJ .

For the attention of Mr John Copping, Port Director, South Wales
Dear Mr Copping,

. M4 RELIEF ROAD - MAGOR TO CASTLETON
NEWPORT DOCKS ~ PLANNING CONTROL

As you know, the Assembly has protected a route for planning purposes for the proposed M4 Relief
Road. This route crosses Newport Docks between the north and south docks. I am writing to
inform you that we will shortly be issuing to you a Direction under Article 4(1) of the Town and
Country Planning (General Permitied Development) Order 1995.

The purpose of this Direction is to ensure that future development within the docks does not
jeopardise the proposed M4 Relief Road. Under this Direction, you will need to apply for planning
permission for any proposed development within the area specified.

Please contact me if you have any queties about this Direction, or the proposed scheme in general.

Yours sincerely,

ANV YE

| S C Shouler
Project Director

( ) Simon Shouler ,

by Ltinell Union/Direct Line: 02920 826660 Ffon/Tel: 02920 825111

wrmonmion.  Ffacs/ Fax: 02920 826306 . GTN: 1208
E-bost/E-rnail simon.shouler@wales.gsi.pov.uk "Mintcom: 02920 823280
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ARU P Minutes of Meeting
Page 10f4

Job title M4 Relief Road Job number
59900-31
Meeting name & number Meeting with ABP Flle reference
9.80
Location ABP's Offices Newport Docks Time & date
1:30pm 01 September 2004
Purpose of meeling To discuss navigation issues
Present Owen. Young - ABP
Simon Brett - ABP
John Doherty - ABP
Philip Holliday - ABP
Russell Bennett - WAG
Tom Drennan - ELP
Dan Saville - Arup
Apologles
Circutation Those present
As above
Robin O'Brien, Arup
Adrian Wilson, AG
[icowed '!17 pock
!
9.9/
Prepared by DWS iy ’;' ! lf‘
Date of circulation 23 September 2004
Dale cf next mesting To be advised
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Job tille

Job number Date of Mesling Action

M4 Relief Road 59900-31 01 September 2004

Introductions
The attendees at the meeting introduced themselves as follows:

Owen Young — ABP Estate Surveyor, Newport

Simon Brett — ABP Deputy Port Manger, South Wales. By way of
introduction, SB stated that it was ABP's view that the M4 Relief Road was
considered as a benefit to the City and ABP would be helpful in responding to
queries raised by WAG during this informal consultation process.

John Doherty — ABP Operations Manager, South Wales

Philip Holliday - ABP Marine Manager, South Wales

Russell Bennett - AG Project Engineer

‘Tom Drennan - Eagle Lyon Pope (sub-consultants to Arup adwsmg on
shipping issues)

Dan Saville — Arup Project Manger

Context for Meeting

RB provided some general background to the scheme and advised the earliest
estimated start date for the scheme was no earlier that 2011 (commencement of
construction) based on current forecasts,

RB referred to an Announcement by the Minister in October 2003 advising
that “... solving congestion on the M4 around Newport was one of the top
priorities ...”. RB advised that a decision by the Minister on the way forward
for the Scheme was expected in the Autumn, although it was currently unclear
as to what the Announcement might be.

The purpose of the current exercise was for AG/Arup to update the factual
information on which the preliminary design was based, and to understand any
changes since the previous discussions with ABP in 2001.

Previous Reports and Findings

e Most recent reporting of relevance:
o Environmental Statement (ES); May 2001
o Preliminary Design Report (PDR); August 2001

e As part of the reporting Arup considered navigation issues both in River
Usk and North Docks:

o a prehmmary assessment of bridge helght and width reqmrements
was made-in December-1994-updated-in 1998 and updated again -
in 2001 (12 month profile September 1999 - 2000).

e Consisted of data gathering, telephone calls to operators verifying traffic
information and individual ship data.

o Based on the collated data, an assessment of the influence that various
height restrictions may have on the shipping data was made; this fed into
the PDR and ES.

e Summary of findings:

———o Overthe.period studied-(1994 - 2001) the total number of ships
using Newport has remained fairly constant,
o 84% of ship visits had an air draft <20m.

JA50000159000-31\2 MEETINGS'S-80 OTHER INTERESTED PARTIESWI04MINUTES DWS ABP MEETING - FINAL.DOC
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M4 Relief Road

Job number Date of Mealing Aclion
59900-31 01 September 2004

0 96% of ship visits had an air draft of <25m.

o 3 No. ships visited North dock with air drafts >30m, but none in
the 1999/2000 sample.

o Trend towards coastal, short, near sea trading vessels, although at
the ather end of the scale other layers of containers were being
added to short sea container ships, giving air drafis of up to 37m.

Main berth operations;

o Dowds - dry bulk and steel cargoes, generally relatively low air
drafts.

o Baileys - dry dock; wide spread of air drafts 6m - 34m.

¢ Burt, Boulton and Hayward - importing timber; air drafts 22.5 -
25m,

o Mayer, Jewson; aggregate dredgers, general cargo air draft [8m.
NB: Severn Sands dredger made 233 calls to North Dock in the
latest sample.

Highest clearance requirement identified as 52m from ABP land-based
mobile crane.
RB confirmed road will fly over the Port and not at ground level

4, Changes Since Previous Work

The main changes were identified by ABP as follows:

L J

3 No. mobile cranes now use the docks with a further 1 No. on order for
delivery (compared to 1 No. in 2001); ABP could provide information on
the locations/times of movements of the cranes. ABP advised that the
cranes traversed the whole of the docks area and are a key part of the
flexible nature of the current operations. Fixed berth-side cranes are in the
process of being dismantled/mothballed once they reach the end of their
useful life,

North dock usage has increased since 2001; various long-term agreements
have been signed with Jewsons, Intemational Timber and O'Dowds and a
new shed and processing facilities are being progressed with BBH.

A recent newspaper article indicated that Baileys are closing their dry dock
~ there is unceriainty relating to the plans for ths dry dock and this will
need more detailed consideration when updating the shipping profile and
when considering the future usage. ABP confirmed that Beileys had not
yet approached them direct about the closure.

There are tentative plans to fill in the northern end (top 1/3) of the North
Dock, in order to provide additional land. This will also provide additional
berthing areas (as the existing ones require significant repairs) and makes
additional land available for warehouses, storage etc.

There are also tentative plans for Island Steel to extend the berth on the
north-eastern side of the North Dock.

ABP noted there is gencrally a premium on available land in the Docks
area, with not enough land for storage; ABP would be very interested in
maximising all land areas for storage even after the road is opened
(including land beneath the viaduct itself).

ABP have disposed of approximately 150 acres of land (from a holding of
200 acres) within the last few years — this relates to a shift from a “taxi

JABROOOABEH00-31\9 MEETINGS\0-80 OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES\V004MINUTES DWS ABP MEETING + FINAL.DOC Sinp Fos
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Job title

M4 Relief Road

Jab number Date of Meating

$9900-31 01 September 2004

Action

rank"” approach to berthing ships employed 3 — 4 years ago compared to
the long-term agreements currently employed or being planned. The long-
term agreements have entailed the disposal of land but has, in turn, put
pressure on the remaining land-holding as described above.

ABP noted HSE's view that they would revoke the explosives licence if
the scheme were to proceed. Also, there were concems relating to the
impact on the ammonium nitrate store and bagging plant; Arup noted that
they had considered this as part of the previous work.

ABP have a wharf on the west bank of the River Usk, upstream of the
crossing point and this would need to be considered as part of the
recommendations relating to impacts on the Docks. It is currently
abandoned and not is use but ABP advised that it could, with some
engineering work, be brought back into use.

ABP roughly outlined the changes in tenant/customer occupies arcas. AG
acknowledged requirement to update property interest search.

8, Updated Information Required/Available

It was agreed that Arup would forward information to ABP on the current
illustrative design; it was acknowledged at the meeting that this
information should be used with caution, as any future detailed design
exercise could change the layout significantly.

Also, Arup would provide the factual information on which the previous
recommendations relating to navigation clearances were made.

Arup would also prepare a list of data required to update the air draft study
and forward to ABP for action.

RB will investigate the constraints on storage under the structure.

RB will advise ABP on when they should consult their tenants with regard
to operational impacts.

RB will advise if Advance works demolition costs can be claimed by ABP,

No further meeting was arranged but RB confirmed that once the factual
information was determined and the shipping report updated meetings with
both ABP and the Harbour Commissioners would be held,

Arup (DS)
Arup (DS)
Arup (DS)/
ELP (TD)
AG (RB)

AG (RB)
AG(RB)
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ARUP S

Job tille New M4 Magor to Castleton Job number
117300
Meeting name & number Meeting with ABP Elle reference
5Aviii
Location Arup's Offices, 4 Pierhead Street Time & date
1030 Tuesday 12 July 2005
Purpase of maeting To update ABP on the planning of the New M4 following the announcement made
by Andrew Davies in December 2004
Present Adrian Wilson Transport Wales, Welsh Assembly Government
Clive Thomas Acting Port Director, South Wales, ABP
Stephen Pritchard Regional Property Manager, South Wales, ABP
Huw Turner Estate Superintendent, Newport, ABP
Robin O'Brien Arup
Stuart Watkins Arnp
Susan Thomas Arup
Circulation Those present
Prepared by Susan Thomas
Date of cireulation 12 July 2005 - draft for ABP
Date of next masting TBA
CADOCUME~1\KBRITTEMLOCALS~I\TEMPINISMINUTES 12 JULY 2005.00C Slrp 0.6
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Job title

Job number Date of Maeting Acllon

New M4 Magor to Castleton 117300 Tuesday 12 July 2005

1.1

1.2

1.3

14

1.5

1.6

1.7

INTRODUCTION

TW/Arup tabled a plan showing the current stalus of the New M4, i.e. the
protected route published in 1985 (amended 1997), together with an area of
proposed northward shift in the area of the Llanwern Steelworks. A copy of
this plan was retained by ABP.

The New M4 Magor to Castleton project announced by the Minister for
Economic Development and Transport, Andrew Davies AM, in December 2004
was now seen'as an Important part of an Integrated transport strategy for
South East Wales. As such, the construction of the New M4 along the line of
the previous'M4 Rellef Road was part of the strategy and the current project
would include changes to the existing M4 to help improve accessibllity from the
valley communities and facllitate improvements to the public transport
infrastructure.

The road would be lolled, but the lolling mechanism had yet to be decided.
The Welsh Assembly Government would enter into a PPP Contract with a
concesslonaire/developar to construct and maintain the road and it was
Intended that this appointment would be well progressed by the time the
scheme Orders were published. A construction start date of early 2010 was
the key programme target,

Cruclal surveys wera now under way in order to assist the preparation of the
Oulline Business Case (OBC) which Is programmaed for Spring next year.
Given a viable Business Case, the project would continue with developing the
preliminary design and progressing through statutory procedures. .

In parallel with the work to develop the OBC would be the republication of the
TR111 Prolected Route to reflect the proposed shift at Llanwern. Engineering
survey and environmental assessment work required for the preliminary design
for the New M4 Is progressing.

TW expect to hava ragular liaison with the key Local Authoritles and with the
major stakeholders. They were currently concluding a consultation strategy to
cover this process.

It was noted that there had been a previous meeting with ABP on 1 September
2004 (Invc)alvlng Owen Young, Simon Brett, John Doherty and Philip Holliday
from ABP).

COMMENTS FROM ABP

ABF have not conducted any frelght surveys recently, but such information
about freight patterns to the port could be obtalned by ABP relatively easily.

Current rall infrastructure to the south side of the dock Is reaching capacity,
and growth Is therefore likely to be fed by road. Road traffic growth to the
north side of the dock is also likely to Increase, and the opportunities for rail
are limited because of the single track.

CADOCUME=1\KBRITTEN\LOCAL8=-\TEMPOO0IMINUTES 12 JULY 2005,00C
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Job title Job number Date of Meeting Actlon
New M4 Magor to Castleton 117300 Tuesday 12 July 2005
23 ABP expressed interest in the likely height of the bridge over the Usk (and the

assoclatad land take, embankments etc), and when discusslon about this
might be undertaken in the context of the detailed design of the route. Robin
sald that at the meeting with ABP in September 2004 an update of the
shipping profile was discussed, and ABP were-agked for shipping pattern
Informatlon and It was not clear whether this had been progressed. ABP sald
that this was underway and shipping helght information was now being
collected, ABP now therefore have some 6 — 9 months of Information. Robin
sald that further more detalled meetings would need io be held with ABP to
discuss operational Issues.

24 North Dock - there Is an operation at the top of the North Dock which g
looking to expand. A significant Investment Is belng made elsewhere in North
Dock. Overall, therefore, there is an increase in vessel activity in North Dock.
Robln asked ABP if it was possible to prepare a short statement about the
current operation and the planned proposals — ABP confirmed that this would ABP
be possible, but that some of the Information would be canfidential. This wiil
need to be clarifiled with regard to the Freedom of Information Actand a
protacol developed. Robln said that such a protocol will need to be discussed Arup
at the riext mesting with ABP.

285 ABP axpressed ths view that it was considerad unlikely that port traffic would
use the New M4, as the SDR was a more likely route 1o link to the M4,

2.6 ABP has ons wharf facility on the River Usk, but ABP has no operational
facllities on the Usk.

2.7 Newport has the only operational dry dock facllity In Seuth Wales (in the North
Dock).

2.8 Overall, the helght and landtake of any bridge structure is the major area of
interast for ABP. Further discussions will be held with Huw about this, and
about the operational aspests of the dock that could Influence the detalled
design, particularly given the growth that has taken place at the port and which
Is expected to continue.

3. CONTACT DETAILS
Arup, 4 Plerhoad Strest, Caplital Waterside, Cardlff CF10 4QP

Name Role/Responsibliity Telephone e-mall

Robin O'Brien New M4 Project Manager | 028.2026.6659

659 | robin.obrien@arup.com |
Stuart Watkins Traffic/Transportation 029.2026.6524 | stuart.watkins@arup .com

Susan Thomas Communicallons Manager | 029.2026.6678 | gusan.lhomas@arup.com |

ABP, Alexandra Dock Newport NP20 2UW and Queen Alexandra house, Cargo Road, Cardiff CF10 4LY
Name Role/Responsibility Telephone e-mall
Stephen Pritchard | Regional Property 029.2083.5031 | spritchard@abports.co.uk
_ Manager —
Clive Thomas Deputy Port Manager 01633.204.403 | cjthomas@abporis.co.uk
South Wales
Huw Turner info awaited htumer@abports.co.uk

NOTE: Huw Turner Is the main point of contact at ABP

Fs
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ARUP -

Job title New M4 Magor to Castleton Job number
117300
Mesting name & number Meeting with Associated British Ports (ABP)&  File reference
Newport Harbour Commissioners (NHC) 5 Aviii
Location ABP Dock Offices, Newport Docks Time & date

10:30 22 August 2005

Purpose of meeting Follow up to 12 July 2005 meeting. To develop technical understanding of the
current land use and operational practices in Newport Docks and River Usk such as
they might influence Docks Crossing Structure designs.

Presant Russell Bennett Transport Wales, Welsh Assembly Government
Clive Thomas, ABP, Deputy Port Manager /
Acting Port Director South Wales
Huw Turner ABBP, Estate Superintendent (Newport)
Ian Roberts NHC, Chairman
Capt. Iain Hutton-Taylor ABP, Dock & Harbour Master — representing NHC
Tom Drennan Eagle Lyon Pope, Marine Manager (ELP)
Keiran Hammill Eagle Lyon Pope, Naval Architect (ELP)
Simon Lawrence Arup, Engineering Manager
Tain McCulloch Arup,
Apoloies Martin Bates Transport Wales, Welsh Assembly Government
Clrculetion Those present
Robin O’Brien Arup, Project Manager
Susan Thomas, Arup, Communications Manager
Prepared by
Date of circulailon 30 August 2005
Date of next mealing TBC
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Minutes of Meeting

Pags 2 of §
Job title Job number Date of Meeting Acllon
New M4 Magor to Castleton 117300 22 August 2005
1. INTRODUCTION
11 For the benefit of those not present at the Introductory Meeting of 12 July, RB

revisited the background to the project.

1.2 The New M4 Magor to Castleton project announced by tha Minister for
Economic Development and Transport, Andrew Davies AM, In December 2004
was now seen as an important part of an integrated transport strategy for
South East Wales. As such, the construction of the New M4 along the line of
the previous M4 Relief Road was part of the strategy and the current project
would include changes to the existing M4 to help improve accessibility from
the valley communities and facilitate improvements to the public transport
infrastructure.

1.3 The road would be tolled, but the tolling mechanism had yet to be decided.
A construction start date of early 2010 was the key programme target.

14 Crucial surveys were now under way in order to assist the preparation of the
Outline Business Case (OBC) which is programmed for Spring next year.
Given a viable Business Case, the project would continue with developing the
preliminary design and pragressing through statutory procedures.

1.5 In parallel with the work to develop the OBC would be the republication of the
TR111 Protected Route to reflect the proposed shift at Llanwern.

16 TW expect to have regular liaison with the key Local Authorities and with the
major stakeholders. They were currently concluding a consultation strategy to
cover this process.

17 The purpose of this meeting was to enable TW, Arup and ELP to gain a more

detalled understanding of the current land uses and operational practices in
Newport Docks and River Usk such as they might influence Docks Crossing

Structure designs.
2. COMMENTS & DISCUSSION
21 TD — Note that shipping profiles were last updated In 1997. The review in

2000/ 2001 was based on historical data,

Freight tonnage through Newport Docks has increased since ths last review of

shipping profiles. Unclear if this is reflected in higher tonnages per vessel or

an increased number of vessel movements, ABP to advise number of ship ABP
moves per year over last 5 years.

For.Newport Docks technical queries — confirmed acceptable for-ELP-to llaise -

directly with ABP: T Drennan to H Turner to | Hutton-Taylor (Harbour Master, |

Docks) Swpb .
Ao =

For River Usk technical querles: T Drennan to Trevor [ABP - Please advise)

(Harbour Master, River)

22 HT reported that detalled shipping traffic information has been gathered for the
period Dec. 2004 to the present (and ongeing). Data Includes vessael name, /
____destination, alr and water draft — as advised by the ship's Master. Data _
includes shipping to both Newport Docks and R. Usk wharfs,

TD confirmed that this level of detail is adequate.
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New M4 Magor to Castleton 117300 22 August 2005

23

24

8L requested representative checks to determine If the quoted air drafts / ELP
include / exclude any safety allowance.

NHC have recently provided details of R, Usk shipping for 2003 / 04. All agree
itis unnecessary for NHC to update as a more recent, comprehensive data set
will become available in the information pack from ABP in due course. /

CT - tabled a drawing illustrating R. Usk wharfs and Newport Docks berths.

This drawing to be included in information pack from ABP. River wharfs: ABP
o Uskmouth (power station) - currently dormant

Alpha {Alphasteel - stesl) - operational

Birdport (former dry dock) — operational

Eastern Dry Dock (former dry dock) — operational

Dallimores (aggregates) — operational

Lysaghts (Orb Worke — steet) — operational

Liner 1 & 2 (opposite Lysaghts) — dormant but there have been previous

proposals to re-commission, possibly for leisure use. /

000 00O

CT ~ Summary of Newport Docks' operational areas:

Distinct commaodity types are handled in specific areas but there are no

physical barriers to the movement of freight or equipment within the dock /
complex.

South Dock - South Side — coal and mineral cargos imported, steel imported

and exported. Serviced by fixed / harbour-side cranes supplemented by

mobiles - use of 2 moblles reasonably common. Capacity to handle 2 coal /

mineral vessels simultaneously with § quayside + 2 mobile cranes.

Recent Transit Shed extensions 5A and 7A reflect increased cargo handling. /
Export steel is predominantly rall freighted to the docks.

South Dock - East Whar! - cement terminal and timber, vessels moor in East
Lock. East Wharf has no fixed / harbour-side cranes - relies on mobile
craneage. Timber contract commiis to 2 mobile cranes for cargo handling. ./

South Dock ~ Middle Quay - Middle Quay warehouse - paper and pulp
products (farmerly banana wharf). Middle Quay serviced by harbour-side /
cranes. Middle Quay also used as Lay By berth.

Central Engineering Workshops = located at the mid point of the docks (east

side). Contains electrical and blacksmiths workshops, lathes, boiler making

facilitles, presses, civil engineering offices. Also some sub-contractor facllities. /
Mobile cranes serviced at workshap.

North Dock — Bailey's Dry Dock — various ship repair businesses hire the
facility. Confirmed as the only operational dry dock in South Wales. /

North Dock — East Side - currently Dowds and lsland Steel use for steel /
handling. Expansion planned in this area.

North Dock - East Side (suspended quay) and North Side — currently unused.
Medium to long term development may include a new wharf and partial infill to /
create additional development land.

North Dock — West Side - predominantly timber import. New timber treatment /
plant planned by FinForest. Jewson expanding capacity (Jewson's ather UK
import facility is Hull). Jewson contract commits to 2 mobile cranes.

AR BT
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Action

South Dock - North Side — Sims Metals use new rail line from Alexandra Dock
sidings to supply fragmentiser. ABP mobile crane used if Sims gantry crane is
inoperable.

Transit Shed 9 - bulk fertiliser / fertiliser bag store to north end of shed,

plywood. (COMAH licence lssued by HSE Baotle — higher tler site). /
Transit Shed 10 - steel, plywood, biomass.

Translt Shed 11 - Animal feed - handling contract requires use of mobile

cranes — for speed of turnaround.

South Dock — West Side — former car compounds currently used by Sims
Metals for refrigerator storage. Future development anticipated.

Severn Sands now aperate from south west corner of South Dock. J

Explosives licence — 4 berths, all in South Dock, each with different NEQ limit /

ABP to consult with HSE re. potential impact of New M4 route proximity on
licence fimits.

25 Craneage:

Cargo handling - trend Is move away from fixed / quayside 7% - 25 tonne
grabbing cranes towards mobile cranes. Current fixed / harbour-side and

mabile craneage is likely to serve 5 year development plans. Mobile cranes

use the internal highway network. Current mobile cranes — /
Demag 170HY, 45t capacity — min. travelling height 40m

Llebherr 1120L, 35t capacity — min. travelling height 27.57m

Liebherr LHM 150, 35t capacity — min. travelling height 22.65m

/

/

HT

fe

Records of security escorts will indicate frequency of mobile crane movements. HT
28 Rail freight;

Approx. 75 rail movements per week to South Dock, south side. 200m bypass

loop,to be constructed to improve capacity. K—

A oS

North Dock, west side — Network Rail to construct new sidings to create a

track ballast ‘virtual’ quarry. Track / sidings geometry to provide least impact

on ABP land. Current Network Rail proposals impact on New M4 footprint.

Network Rail contact —- Peter Goodhart. Any future west side rail

developments by ABP to be kept separate from Network Rail facilities. ABP to HT

advise anticipated timescales for rail developments.
2.7 Stalistics:
~—-—-- --Sea Lack — 30m wide (100" -No current plans to-widen.—---- —

North Dock cut - 19m wide (65'). No current plans to widen.

North Dock cut — 7.2m draft.

North Dock — 10.5m draft

Tide range — 11.8m on Spring Tides

Normal dock operating water level 1.9m below dock coping level.

ABP to provide detalls of normal water level, abnormal controlied high water

level, abnormal natural high water level (Spring Tides) refative-to CD.or. OD. HT/IH-T
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2.8 The matter of title of land within scheme footprint to be considered by AG and 4
ABP and discussed further. ABP preference would be for land not to be ABP/AG

acquired outright.

2.9 IR noted the need to consider ‘future proofing’ of clearance heights. 1H-T and
TD mentioned experimental vessels and wingsail vessels. RB noted thata
holistic approach was being considered for future business of ports, rail
transport.

210 Regarding navigation widths at the River Usk it was noted that there are strong
technical and environmental aspirations to position the bridge piers outside of
the high water mark. However, the formal position at present is that the pier
positions remain within the high water limits.

2.1 Junction Strategy:

Newport is a 'Midlands’ port. For road hauled goods the Newport SDR is the
primary route to / from the docks. The SDR also bypasses 'difficult’ sections of
the existing M4 motorway.

ABP do not see the New M4 offering any potential direct benefits to Newport
Docks distribution, irrespective of junction locations - the geography does not
suit docks access. This would be likely to be compounded by tolls — hauliers
will avoid additional costs. There may be indirect benefits from reduced traffic
on local roads.

3. CLOSING COMMENTS

31 The implications of the Freadom of Information Act ware noted. A FolA
protacol is being developed. Once approved by the Assembly Government SL
and Arup, SL to forward to HT.

3.2 The interface between the New M4 and the operations at Newport Docks and
the River Usk are potentially significant. All agree that future llaison and
dialogue would be beneficial.
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4, CONTACT DETAILS
Transport Wales, Welsh Assembly Government, Cathays Park CF10 3NQ
Name Role/Responsibility Telephone e-mail
| Marlin Bates New M4 Project Director 029.2082.6360 martin.bates@wales.qsi.qov.uk
Russell Bennett | New M4 Project Manager 020.2082.5128 ussell.benpett@wales.asi.gov.uk
Arup, 4 Plerhead Street, Capital Waterside, Cardiff CF10 4QP
Name Role/Responsibllity Telephone e-mail
Robin O'Brian New M4 Project Manager 0208.2026.6659 robin.obrien@arup.com .
Simon Lawrence | Engineering Manager 029.2026.6685 simon. lawrence@arup.com
Susan Thomas | Communications Manager | 029.2026.6678 susan.thomas@arup.com
lain McCulloch | Structures — Docks Crossing | 0121.213.3703 iain.meculloch@arup.com
Eagle Lyon Pope, Irwin House, 118 Southwark Sreet, London, SE1 0SW
Name Role/Responsibllity Telephone e-mail
Tom Drennan Marine Manager 020.7922.8950 tom.drennan@elpmarine.com
Kieran Hammill Naval Architect 020.7922.8850 kieran.hammill@elomarine.com
Assoclated British Ports South Wales, Alexandra Dock, Newport, NP20 2UW
Name Role/Responsibllity Telephone e-mall
Clive Thomas ABP, Deputy Port 087.0609.6699 oma bports.co.uk
Manager / Acting Port
Director South Wales
Huw Tumer ABP, Estate 087.0609.6699 hturner@abports.co.uk
Superintendent (Newport)

Newport Harbour Commissioners,
All contact with NHC to be via Rosemary Smith, Clerk to Newport Harbour Commissioners, c/o Walter Hunter,
24 Bridge Street, Newport, NP20 4SF

Name Role/Responsibllity Telephone e-mall
lan Roberts Chairman 029.2061.8993 IRober665@aol.com

01633.265323 | RSmilh@walterhunter.co.uk |
Capt. lain (ABP) Dock & Harbour 087.0609.6689 ihutton-tavlor@abports.co.
Hutton-Taylor Master West South Wales
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AR' ] P Minutes of Mesting
Page 10f§
Jab ke New M4 Project - Magor to Castleton Job number
117300

Meeting name & number Meeting with Associated British Ports (ABP) & Flle reference

Newport Harbour Commissioners (NHC) 5 Aviii
Localton ABP Dock Offices, Newport Docks Time & dale

12:30 06 March 2006

Purpose of meeting To discuss proposed navigation clearances prior to public announcement.
Presant Martin Bates (MB) Transport Wales, Project Director

John Fitzgerald (JF) ABP Port Director

Clive Thomas (CT) ABP, Dcputy Port Manager

Huw Tumer (HT) ABP, Estate Superintendent (Newport)

Stephen Pritchard (SP)  ABP Regional Property Manager

lan Roberts (IR) NHC, Chairman

Simon Lawrence (SL)  Arup, Engineering Manager
Apologies

Dan Saville Arup, Project Manager

Jain McCulloch, Arup, Structures

Susan Thomas, Arup, Communications Manager
Prepared by Simon Lawrence
Date of clrcutation 28 April 2006
Date of next mesting TBC
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Job number Dale of Meeting Action

New M4 Project - Magor to Castleton 117300 06 March 2006

14

1.2

22

23

24

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this meeting is principally to provide ABP and NHC with the
opportunity to discuss and comment on the proposed Newport Docks and
River Usk navigalion clearances prior to any public announcement.

MB correclted the article that appeared In the South Wales Echo on Friday 03
March announcing that Orders had baen published for the New M4. The New
M4 remains under development and the next anticipated public announcement
will be the republication of the Preferred Route.

DISCUSSION - NAVIGATION CLEARANCES & VIADUCT MATTERS

Eagle Lyon Pope (ELP) are finalising the updated shipping profile based on

data providad by ABP from the Vessel Traffic Service (VTS). The VTS have
been gathering the responses o questions put to ships’ Mastears on eniry to

the River Usk or Newport Docks.

Navigation clearance calculaticns are based on air drafis measured above a
normal dock water level of 7.66m AOD at the North Dack cut and a mean high
water level of 6.29m AOD in the River Usk.

ABP requested a copy of the ELP report. Copy 1o be issued once finalised by SL
ELP.

Proposed navigation clearances are:

25m (above 7.56m AOD) at the North Dock cut which has been assessed as
providing for c. 93% of existing shipping traffic.

27m (above 6.29m AOD) at the River Usk providing for ¢c. 94% of existing
shipping traffic. 27m is the proposed minimum clearance, the arched profile of
the main river span would be likely to provide a greater clearance at the crest.

The basis of the quoted percentages was sought by ABP, The percentages

are based on vessel air draft as reported by the ship's Master to the VTS.

There is no further detail in the data provided lo ELP to indicate the basis of

the air draft being quoted. ABP to advise any further (specific) questions

relating to alr draft / clearance that they feel need lo be addressed. ABP

Viaduct pier localions and main span length were discussed.

it was confirmed that the proposed main span length has bsen Increased from
250m fo c. 450m to locate the plers outside of the tidal river channel. To
achieve this span the structura! form would be Ilkely to be a cable stayed
bridge. This could be similar In appearance and scale to the Second Severn
Crossing. A span of ¢c. 450m avoids conflict with river trafflc and Dallimore's
Wharf and addresses potential environmenta) concems. It would aiso allow
the west pier 1o be constructed with minimal disturbance of fransport
infrastructure within the docks.

ABP confirmed Arup's current understanding that rall movements to South
Dack south side presently number c. 10 trains per day (20 movements two
way).

~ ABP also-advised that they are developing plans for rall access to'the South—————— .

Dack north / west sides (In addltion to the exlsling line to Sims and the

C:ADOCUME~ YWHTURNERUL DCALS-1WTEMAO03) SAL MINUTES OF MEETING 08 MARCH 2008.00C
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Aclion

28

27

29

30
31

3.2

33

proposed Network Rall sidings). HT to provide plan to SL to indicate proposed
location.

IR noted that Newport CC are investigaling opporiunities 10 open up old river
wharfs for leisure use (for the Waverly paddie steamer).

MB noled that he was seeking to republish the Preferred Route towards the
end of March and would llke to provide specific figures concerning navigation
clearances. .

IR and JF expressed reservations that this programme would allow insufficient
time to discuss with and obtain the agreement of all stakeholders, It was
notad that the bridge span detalls could be published but that i{ would be
preferable to defer publication of navigation clearances until stakeholder
consultation had taken place.

Subject to liming of future consultalion, navigation clearance information to be
withheld from Preferred Route Review announcement. It will however be
necessary to announce the navigation clearances prior to the completion of
the OBC.

Agreed that NHC would convene a meeting of the Advisory Body + ABP to
allow the Assembly Govemment / Arup (& ELP) to present the proposals to
ABP and NHC stakeholders. Suggested attendees for ABP ~ Phil Holiday

and Trevor Auld. IR to lieise with SL

[Post meeting note — Proposed meeling date Wednesday 5" April 2006.
Venue to be confirmed.]

JF requested sight of any public announcement on the subject of the docks
crossing in advancs of any formal press release.

Harbour Mobile Cranes (HMC) ~ The smallest of ABP's thrae HMCs would be
likely to pass beneath the viaduct at the River Usk and may be accommodated
on the west side of the North Dock cut. MB advised that changes to crane
access arrangements would be dealt with as a compensation matter.

LAND MATTERS

Docks Way boundaries -

HT recommends referral to Land Regisiry plans in the first Instance to confirm
ABP ownership boundarles. Arup have ordered the necessary plans from HM
Land Realstry.

SP noted that ABP have bought Crown out. On this basis the ABP ownership
probably does extend to the River Ebbw channel cenire line.

Land acquisition ~

Traditionally title would be acquired for viaduct pler positions and easement
beneath spans. A maintenance access easement will be required around all
plers and adjacent to relaining wal's {or fulure Inspection.

Land use -

Operational use of land beneath viaduct spans would generally be retained by
ABP and / or their lenants on completion of the construction work.

HT

IRISL

SL
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Some limited disruption to occupation and use would be expected during
constructlon.

4. A.0.B.

4.1 Freedom of Information Act (FolA) — Further to recent and ongoing
discussions about the FolA and confidentialily agreements, MB tabled the text
of an advisory letter previously sent to other parties. This sets aut the
Assembly Government's position regarding consultation with providers of
information in the event that a request for disclosure is made. MB to formally MB
Issue to ABP for ABP to consider and respond {o. ABP

ABP do not believe that they are subject to request for disclasure under FolA.

4,2 Public exhibltions are dus to be held at Magor, Nash and Castieton. Preclse
dates are to be confirmed but will be after Easter 2008.

4.3 Current anticipated programme -
o Contractor appointed late 2007
o Orders publication 2008
o Public Inquiry 2009
o Congtruclion commences 2010 {(subject to the completion of the normal
statutory processes)
o Construction duratlon ¢. 3 years.

4.4 Date of next meeting - NHC Consultees + ABP, Wednesday 5™ April 2008.
Venue TBC.
5. CONTACT DETAILS

Transport Wales, Welsh Assembly Government, Cathays Park CF10 3NQ

Name Role/Responsibility Talophone e-mall

Marlin Bates New M4 Project Director 028.2082.8360 mariin.bates@wales.gsi.qov,uk

Arup, 4 Plerhead Street, Capital Waterside, Cardiff CF10 4QP

Name Role/Responslbility Telephone e-mall

Dan Saviile New M4 Projact Manager | 029.2026.6687 dan.saville@arup.com

Simon Lawrence | Engineering Manager 029.2026.6685 simon. fup.com

Susan Thomas Communications Manager | 029.2028.6678 susan as(@arup.com

lain McCulloch Structures — Docks 0121.213,3703 laln.meculloch@anup.com
Crossing

Eagle Lyon Pope, Irwin House, 118 Southwark Sreet, Londen, SE1 0SW

Name_ Role/Responsiblility Telephone s-mall

Tom Drennan Marine Manager 020.7822.8950 .drennan@elpmarine.com

Associated British Ports South Wales, Alexandra Dock, Newport, NP20 2UW

Name Role/Responsibllity Telephone g-mail

John Fitzgeraid | ABP, Port Director

Clive Thomas ABP, Deputy Port Manager | 087.0609.6689 cjithomas@abports.co.u

Huw Turner ABP, Estate Superintendent | 087.0609.6659 u abports.co.uk
(Newport)

Newport Harbour Commissioners,

All contact with NHC te be via Resemary Smith, Clerk to Newport Harbour Commissioners, c/o Walter Hunter,

24 Bridge Street, Newport, NP20 4SF _

Name. Rale/Respansibllity Telophone a-mail

lan Roberts Chairman 020.2061.8983 Rober6 ao0l.com

01633.285.323 Smith@walter .co.uk
CDDEUME-1\TURNERLOCAL B~ NTEMP053 BAL MIKUTES OF MEETING 08 MARCH 2000.00C T eawrod
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Rt. Hon Rhodri Morgan AM
First Minister

Welsh Assembly Government
Cardiff Bay

CF99 1NA

25 March 2008

Dear Mr Morgan
M4 Proposed Rsllef Road - Magor to Castleton

| was appointed as Chief Executive of Associated British Ports in March of last year. |
understand that you may have known my predecessor, Bo Lerenius and | would welcome a
chance to meet with you at some point. As you know, ABP has five ports in South Wales, all
of which are of great importance not only to ABP's current business but more especially to
ABP’s future growth plans. ABP’s South Wales ports are also important contributors to the
Welsh economy, contributing approximately 2.5% of its total gross output and supporting
approximately 16,000 jobs on a direct and indirect basis as calculated by the Welsh Economic
Research Unit in 2004.

| am aware that proposals for a new M4 route around Newport have been under consideration
for the best part of twenty years. For much of this time, many of the routes under
consideration did not cross ABP's Port of Newport. and throughout this period we have
consistently maintained that any such road should not In any way restrict, or be perceived to
restrict, ship access to the Port. The current proposed route, which | understand is now being
actively progressed, does, however, cross directly through the middie of our Port bisecting the
North and South Docks and splitting the Port into three separate operational areas.

| understand that the draft CPO for the M4 Relief Road is likely to be published some time
towards the end of this year. The management team at the Port of Newport are, of course,
discussing the proposal with the relevant teams within the Welsh Assembly Government.
Following a meeting which took place between our teams on 20 December 2008 a letter has
been recelved today and a detailed response is being prepared. In the meantime | thought
that it might be helpful to personally write to you to emphasise that a scheme that
contemplates the construction of a motorway that would bisect the Port of Newport would have
a very significant adverse effect on the Port's current business, on its future prospects and on
customer perception of the Port which is currently an entirely unrestricted deep water sea port
with the largest lock entrance in South Wales. The detriment that would result from this
proposal is totally unacceptable to ABP and for the reasons summarised briefly below, we find
that we will have no choice but to vigorously pursue our objections to the relief road as
currently proposed.
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The Port of Newport is a successful and expanding port (by the end of 2008, the total tonnage
of cargo that will be handled by the Port is expected to have doubled In the ten years since
1988). You should understand therefore that ABP has no wish whatsoever simply to object to
a proposal that may seemingly, subject to appropriate analysis of your business case,
ultimately assist the Welsh economy. With ports in Cardiff, Barry, Swansea and Port Talbot as
well as Newport, ABP naturally supports any scheme that will assist the commercial interests
of Wales — although | must say that the benefits for our ports deriving from a tolled motorway
currently appear somewhat tenuous regardless of the patent damage that will be caused to the
Port of Newport. Quite understandably, you may not be aware that the currently proposed
design of the relief road looks to construction of the motorway at a height which | am afraid is
totally unacceptable — being so low that it will actually impede the passage of vessels into our
North Dock - whilst on a line that will in practical terms bisect the port, separating one
commercial part from the other.

In light of the above you will | am sure appreciate, that ABP has no choice but to commence
the preparation of the case that it will be presenting at the public inquiry, | believe scheduled
for mid-2009. Our team obviously will be considering need, height and line as well as a
number of related factors. In addition, however, acknowledging always the nature and
uncertainty of any CPQO proposal, you should also be aware that we are at the same time
assembling a comprehensive case for a claim of compensation which even at this early stage
will certainly run info tens of millions of pounds.

| very much regret having 1o write to you in such terms particularly as this is not the way |
would have chosen for my first formal contact with you. Normally of course the aspirations of
ABP and the Welsh Assembly Government are as one and we have successfully worked
together on many occasions in the past and hope that this will continue to be the case in the
future. We cannot, however, in this Instance stand back and allow the proposal for the M4
Relief Road to wreak the commercial havoc that we know will be caused to the Port of Newport
if the relief road is constructed as currently proposed.

| would of course welcome a chance to discuss this matter with you in person. Alternatively,
should you wish to discuss any of the points above with me, please do not hesitate to contact
me on the above telephone number.

Yours sincersly

Peter Jones
Chief Executive
Assoclated British Ports

UKMAT:6708643,1
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Y Gwir Anrh/Rt Hon Rhodri Morgan AC/AM
Prﬂ' Welnidag c‘ymmlnm Minfster for Wale;

Eln cyllOur ref FM/00189/08: g

Peter Jones

Chief Executive .

Assoclated British Ports

Holdings Ltd

150 Holbom - ;

LondetiR . - : 5 . s © |l Apri 2008

NEW M4 PROJECT- MAGOR TO CASTLETON

| am writing in response to your letter dated 25 March.. May | take this oppoitunity to
.weicome you Into your role as the Chief Exscutive of Assoclated British: Ports, Your fetter
specifically highlights your concams In relation to the New M4 Project - Magor to Castleton
and Its effects on the Port of Newport, and anextended invitation to discuss the issuss.

My current diary commitmants are auch that a meating at this stage is unllkely. However, |

would like to address the concems you highlight in your letter.

My officials are acutsly aware of the lmportunca'of engaging with yourseives as one of the
primary stakeholders for the scheme, and have been doing so regularly since the need for
additional capacity along the M4 corridor was initially identified in 1880. )

This has included a specific consultation with yourseives on the rouite through the docks
area during the initial publiic eonsu!iaﬂon in 1984, ptior to announcement of the proferred
route for the then rellef road in 1805.

The routs of the M4 was reviewed and re-examined belwaon 2004 & 2006 having been re-

activated as part of the 2004 Transport Review. This re-examination agaln included reguler

consultation with yourselves during that perlod and considered the line of the mad land to
be acqulred and access within the docks. -

The' current route regulting from this review process Is the one my oﬂ!clale are taking to

Draft Orders follows an‘almost Identical line on plan through the docks to that published In .

1995 exteriding over the ‘cut’ betwun the North and South. Dack

Whllst | acknowladge mavement wlihln the dock will no Ionger ba entirely unrastﬂo!od with
the road In place, the preferred route Is proposed to provide the optimal solution in that
ares. The route ncross the port and adjacent River Usk is supparted entirely on a visduct

English Enquiry Line . 0848 010 3300
Bae Caerdydd's Cardilf Ltinell Ymholiadau Cymraeg 0848 010 4400
1 Fracs * Fax 029 2089 8198 -

-’ R LIPS Y ) g m 1“A Mﬂ.m‘“m‘l’-lﬂ-m.lﬁ
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atructura and wlll allow the passage of the n'iajority of vehicle movaments beneath it to the
various parts of the port. | accept that it would restrict the movement of your mobite port

- granes while thelr jibs are extended.

All -existing land access roules are maintained by the achama. Furthan'nore, we have
committed to adjusting the vertical alignment of the route to accdmmodate a proposed
Network Rall aiding within the port area,

(1Y

In cuna!dering the navigational claaranca acrass tha dock, you will be aware that measuring

thie helghts of vessels entering the North Dock has been ongoing for the last 18 months by . .
the consultants engaged on the project, in order to understand the shipping movements and -
vesse! profile currently’ using the .docks. This informaticn Is being used-at official level to-
identify a suitable clearance of the structuré to the docks and to understand the implications -

"to the port aperations of maintaining, raising or lowering that level. | would be happy to
" ghare this information with ABP.

My officials are keen to work with you to develop an evidance-based assessment of the
effects of. altering .the navigation height.on the operation of the port facilittes. Such
consideration and Information will enable us to clearly demonstrate why such an altemative
can be Included or excluded In the scheme which [s taken through the Orders process.

Your concams regarding the scheme and your Ilkely stance at any-Pubilc Local Inquiry are
noted. On a scheme such as the New M4, we are constantly seeking to defiver a scheme
which satisfies many competing objectives, The merits and demerits of all options. are
constantily being reviewed in terms of environmental, economic and soclal factors to ensure
the solution delivered is the most sustainabls cne.

| can assure you that we intend .continuing with the regular dialoque with ABP woﬂdng
togelharwru'l you on finding the right aolution all round.

| would be more than happy to meet you to-get your parspective on ABP’s business
prospacts in Wales.

(/ww_»
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'19January 2009
IIT/KB Direct Ling: (029) 2083 5036
Plense reply to Curdiff
CONFIDENTIAL

Mr Matthew Enoch

Praject Engineer

Rail & New Roads Division Transport Wales
Welsh Assembly Government

Cathays Park

CARDIFF CF103NQ

Dear Matthew

PROPOSED NEW M4 PROJECT: MAGOR TO CASTLETON
NEWPORT DOCKS

| refer to our telephone conversation on 8 January regarding the above mentioned matter. Because ol

v [/.-

the significance of recent developments, | have outlined below the main elements of our conversation:

» The purpose of my call was to seek clarification about the current programme for the project

following Simon Lawrence’s statement before Christmas that Arup were on effective stop due

to

WAG budget constraints. | also sought clarification as to what the scheme’s priority was within
WAG following the press coverage of leuan Wyn-Jones' announcement on the Trunk Road

Forward Programme which sugpeste that it had fallen back and was now of low priority.

*  You confirmed that Simon's statement was correct due to significant budget constraints within
WAG and that accordingly (he work on the project was in cffect on stop until the new financial
year, April 2009. You confirmed that WAG had stood the majority of their consultants down with
only the land referencing exercise involving a couple of staff continuing, justification tor this being
that this was a time consuming process. You mentioned that even the consultants considering the

bridge heights had been stood down at present.

* [ explained that it was important for ABP to understand the current situation as we obviously did not
want to have our consultants racking up fees when there was no realistic chance of the supply of the

information from Arup/WAG that we required to consider matters as requested by WAG.,

mentioned that in the light of our likely claim for costs/compensation, bearing in mind indeed the
costs that ABP have already had to commit to respond to WAG's proposal, we are anxious to act
reasonably and mitigate any costs we incur not least as we expect these to be reimbursed by WAG

in due course,

¢ Mloenments ad selnmngsthyreensood'desktapi 3009 00 16 - h tarnor lener i nt enach (3923510 1) das [hpreenwnod]
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* [ confirmed that ABP was due to have a meeting with its consultants on Monday 12 January.

* [ emphasised that ABP would obviously be unable to respond to WAG's request to ABP to consider
the matter until we were in receipt of certain information from WAG, in particular sight of the draft
EIA being assembled by Arup which it appears may not now be available until May/ June. |
pointed out that clearly we would not be able to respond formally to WAG’s proposals until we had
time to consider its justification in terms of the EIA.

»  You advised that if you were ABP then you would stand the consultants down until April.

*  With regard to the priority of the scheme and the press coverage, you confirmed that the press
coverage was misleading and as far as you are concerned the Minister was still seeking to progress
the road. The M4 only fell into the second tranche of the forward programme as this was a function
of when the works would start on site, The numbering at 20 out of 20 had no relevance.

" You also confirmed that the Proposed New M4 Business Case has still not gone to the Minister and
said the delays had resulted from an accounting practice change that had to be reflected in the
submission. [ understand it is now likely that the Business Case will be submitted at the end of
January or beginning of February.

= You mentioned that the Business Case would not make any recommendations and would just
outline the options as the Minister will make his own decision based on the facts.

s [ asked about the established process for the reimbursement of ABP's costs that had been outlined in
your previous correspondence. You said that you did not know the answer to this off hand and that
you would investigate and revert in due course. -

®  You suggested to avoid any misinformation in the future that we should contact you directly as
required.

» You also mentioned for information that Jeff Collins is currently seconded off the M4 Project and is
acting up at Director level for 6 months.

| trust that this an accurate summary of the key issues we discussed but 1 would be grateful for your
confirmation of this and for any comments you may have.

Following the meeting with our consultants, | can confirm that ABP is not in a position fully to consider
WAG's proposals, as published, until we have been provided with the information that we presume
will be included in the EIA submitted to support your proposals.

¢ \documants and seitings'bgreenwood'deaktop\2009 0) 16 -k tumes letior 0o m. enoch(8921319_1 ) dos {dgreenwood)
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ABP’s position, as you are fully aware, is that the Company remains fully opposed to the construction
of the M4 should it be constructed in such a position that it bisects the Port of Newport and at a height
that will damage the commercial viability of the use of the North Dock in terms of passing vessels. As
a consequence, we have asked our consultants to consider whether it would be possible for the M4 to be
constructed in & location or at a height that would either not damage, or at worst minimise any damage
to, the commercial future of the Port. Bearing in mind that we anticipated that Orders would be
published early in the New Year, work on these alternative proposals are relatively well advanced. As
part of the exercise, we have commissioned our consultants to prepare what effectively will constitute
a “shadow” environmental assessment of our scheme. It seems pointless, however, and a serious waste
of money, for our consultants merely to repeat the exercise already undertaken by your consultants, It
is for that reason that we seek an early sight of your supporting environmental information — which with
the sharing of information should ultimately lead to the removal of any conflicts as to detail, and of
course, a considerable saving in cost to both ABP and the public purse.

I understand from our discussions that the information prepered to date is not in a form that can be
issued to ABP and you have confirmed, as noted above, that your consultants have now been instructed
to suspend work on the project — albeit temporarily. In the interim, however, are you able to confirm
the scope of their environmental studies including the extent of the corridor of land considered?

Finally, given the current hiatus in WAG’s consideration of the project please confirm the latest
thinking on the programme particularly with regard to the timing of the issue of Draft Orders and Public
Local Inquiry.

Incidentally, whilst writing | note, despite assurances received, that ABP has still not received the
revised proposed confidentiality agreement for consideration. Please advise when the agreement will
be available?

i look forward to hearing from you.

Yours sincerely

Huw Turner MRICS
stat anager
R 1 rty, South Wal
e\ o setinpa by ddeskop\2009.01.16 - h twmar letterto m enoch(8923819_1) dos [bgreenwood)
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bece:

Brian Greenwood, Taylor Wessing

Andrew Garner, General Counsel, Head Office
Phil Williams, Group Property Director
Matthew Kennerley, Port Director, South Wales
Clive Thomas, Deputy Port Manager

Bob Slorach, Projects Engineer

Jeff Neale, General Manager, UKD
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leuan Wyn'Jones AC/AM
Dirprwy Brif Weinidog /Deputy First Minister

. Llywodraeth Cynulliad C);mru
Eich cyffYour ref POW/KB. - . , Welsh Assembly. Government. -

Ein cyf/Our ref DFM/05486/09

Philiip Wiliiams LLM, FRICS
Group Property Director
Assoolated British Ports
Aldwych House

71-91 Aldwych " . .
LONDON : ©Y September 2008

WC2B 4HN

&@“ | O T
Thank you for your letter of 28 July 2008 concerning your opposition to the route of the New
M4 Rellef Road Project. :

In plenary on 15 July 2009, | announced my decision not to proceed with the
Implenientation of the Project, as it is unaffordable in relation to current transport budgets.
The intention is to develop a package of alternalive measures to enhance the efficiency of
the exisling network, addressing the issues of capacity, safety and resillence in light of wider
transport policy developments and the Wales Transport Strategy.

My officlals will now undertake a review of the treatment of the previously proposed route,
After this review has been undertaken, | will decide whether to continue to protect the

preferred route for planning purposes.
leuan Wyn Jones q .
Gwaeinidog dros yr Ecbnomi a Thrafnidiaeth
Minister for the Economy and Transport

. English Engulry Line 0845 010 3300

Bae Caerdydd « CardIff Bay _ Ulinett Ymholfadau Cymraeg 0845 010 4400 -
* Caerdydd » Cardiff : Ffacs * Fax 029 2089 8198
CF99 1NA PS.DeputyFirstMinister@wates.gsl.gov.uk
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