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Dear Sir,

Interested Party Reference number: 20049681

I was an attendee and spoke at the A46 planning meeting held at Kelham Hall on
Tuesday 8th October 2024. Here is the text of my submission. I have added my
further reservations not included in my spoken submission regarding the potential
increased risk of serious flooding caused by the project.

Costs
It has been reported in the press that the cost of the Newark Southern Link Road is
£100 million 1. This road is a straightforward 5km single carriageway. In contrast the
A46 upgrade is 6km, it is a dual carriageway, and includes two rail crossings, two
river crossings, a flyover, and significant modifications to existing roundabouts and
slip roads. On their website Midland Connect estimate  the cost of this project to be
£500 million 2, i.e. only 5 times the cost of the southern link road. Considering
inflation and the scale of the project, wouldn't a figure closer to £2 billion be more
accurate? If so, the published cost-benefit calculations are hopelessly optimistic.

Justification
Having lived in London for my entire working life, I moved to Newark three years ago.
From my perspective, the A46 is not a particularly busy road. I have travelled on it
regularly and have dash cam footage of all my journeys since August of this year 3. In
none of my  journeys on the A46 have I been stationary in traffic for more than one
minute. Even during traditional rush hours, significant delays are sporadic and
relatively rare. Traffic can be slow on Friday afternoons between 3 and 5 PM, but is it
prudent to spend such a substantial amount of money to alleviate congestion that
only regularly occurs for two hours on one day of the week?  When was the last traffic
flow measurement conducted?

Noise
I live on , and the Cattle Market flyover will be very close to the end of
this road. Currently, the average speed of vehicles along this section is approximately
50 MPH. Upon completion, the speed limit will increase to 70 MPH. This speed
increase alone will significantly raise noise levels, and the elevated carriageway will
exacerbate this further. I do not believe that the proposed noise mitigation measures
of planting a few trees is sufficient to keep noise levels below the WHO
recommendation of 53 dB4



Green Credentials
The existing plans reroute the Trent Valley Way along roads instead of its current path
across fields. It would have been straightforward to include an underpass, allowing
people to walk from Newark to Kelham across the fields without crossing major
roads.

Flooding
The Kelham Road, Sandhills Park and Cullen Close area of Newark flooded three
times in the winter of 2023/24. The first of these was considered a once in a
generation event as the last time the area flooded was 2000. The fact that there were
two more incidents suggests that climate change is already having an adverse effect
on the area.  

I note that the report TR010065-000267-TR010065_A46 Newark Bypass_6.3 Appendix
13.2 Flood Risk Assessment.pdf (planninginspectorate.gov.uk) does not include the
Southern Link relief road. Work on this is now taking place and the village of Hawton
flooded for the first time ever in winter of 23/24 too, suggesting that the work on the
road had an adverse effect on the area.

The flooding in the Kelham Rd area had minimal damage to property, though several
suffered from damage to out buildings due to sewage from a broken pipe and at least
one property lost electricity due to water under the floorboards.

The report mentioned above was written in 2011 and though since revised, I think
before giving this road the green light there needs to be a much more thorough survey
of the area. It would not have taken the water to have risen much higher to write off
the railway line through Newark Castle station and the District council offices as well
as the houses in the area.

1 https://www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/newsroom/news/3million-contribution-
towards-newark-southern-link-road-a-key-infrastructure-project-for-the-region

2 

3 I can supply dash cam footage on request
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Regards

Nick Roulstone











Midlands Connect - Newark bypass: Nearly three quarters support upgrade

https://www.midlandsconnect.uk/news/newark-bypass-nearly-three-quarters-support-upgrade/[23/10/2024 12:36:22]

70% think the completion of the bypass could boost the economy and create jobs and 44% believe the
scheme could be deemed as levelling up.

Last week Midlands Connect released our report proposing upgrades and finishing the Newark bypass. The
£400 - £500 million scheme has been dubbed as ‘imperative’ by Midlands Connect chairman Sir John
Peace. The “Last piece of the puzzle” report outlines an upgrade scheme which will:

•        Improve traffic signals at Farndon roundabout to achieve smoother traffic flows in peak hours.

•        Plan new dual-carriageway bridge over the A1.

•        Enlarge and partial signalling of Winthorpe roundabout to reduce congestion and improve journey
reliability.

•        New grade separated junction at the Cattle Market roundabout.

Commenting on the research, Integrated Transport Programme Lead Swati Mittal said:

“This much-needed upgrade will bring safer and more reliable journeys both for the local communities
enduring delays. The improvements will also provide an economic boost for communities across the region,
supporting growth and development.

“Congestion is only going to get worse here around Newark, so we want to act now to develop this modified
route and help build a better, safer road network.”

Cllr Richard Davies, Vice-Chair of Transport for the East Midlands, said:

"Improvements to the Newark Bypass are essential to unlocking the full potential of the A46 as a vital
national trade corridor, driving economic growth in the region.

"Improvements to the bypass remain TfEM's top strategic road priority, and this research shows that
completing this work is a local priority too."

Michael Hardy, Newark Business Club - Action Group Chair added:

"As a business club we are fully supportive of this scheme and it's long term benefits. Newark is an
important gateway to and from the Midlands for ports for business and the coast for leisure, the current road
configuration has not been acceptable for years.

"Improving the infrastructure will have a positive impact on local businesses in and around town as current









Compendium of WHO and other UN guidance on health and environment

2 2022 update

What are the levels of 
noise exposure we want 
to achieve?

Based on the systematic review of evidence available at the time of the 
development of the environmental noise guidelines (2), the following 
recommended levels for specific noise sources can be defined.

For average noise exposure, the following sound pressure levels are 
recommended (2, 6):
• < 53 dB Lden for road traffic noise
• < 54 dB Lden for railway noise
• < 45 dB Lden for aircraft noise
• < 45 dB Lden for wind turbine noise
•  yearly average from all leisure source noises combined to ≤ 70 dB LAeq, 24h
•  weekly average from leisure sources (such as personal listening devices 1)

≤ 80 dB(A) or 1.6 Pa2h
•  short-term average from occasional exposure to leisure source noise ≤ 100

dB LAeq, 15min.

For night noise exposure, the following sound pressure levels are 
recommended (2):
• < 45 dB Lnight for road traffic noise
• < 44 dB Lnight for railway noise
• < 40 dB Lnight for aircraft noise.

Different categories of noise mitigation interventions along a continuum from 
source reduction to behaviour change can be defined. Interventions in the 
guidance section below are marked with A–E as defined hereafter (2).

A. Source intervention:
• change in emission levels of sources
• time restrictions on source operators.

B. Path intervention:
• change in the path between source and receiver
• path control through insulation of receiver/receiver’s dwelling

C. New/closed infrastructure:
• opening of a new infrastructure noise source
• closure of an existing one
• planning controls between (new) receivers and sources.

D. Other physical intervention:
• change in other physical dimensions of dwelling/neighbourhood.

E. Behaviour change intervention:
• change in individual behaviour to reduce exposure
• avoidance of exposure or reduced duration of exposure
• community education and communication.

1 A personal listening or audio device is a portable device designed to be worn on the body or in a pocket. It is 
designed to allow the user to listen to various forms of media.
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