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Liywodrasth Cynullizd Cymru
Wiebsh Assembly Government

Trafnidiasth Cymru
Transport Wales

A483 Swansea to Manchester Trunk Road

Llandeilo and Ffairfach

Public Workshop and Consultation
Consultation Period Monday 24th April 2006 to Monday 5th June 2006

Public Workshop and Exhibition
Wednesday 26th and Thursday 27th April 2006



Historic Development of the Existing Pratected Route

Llandeilo and Fizirfach in Carmarthenshire have long experenced fraffic problems associated with the A4A83(T) trunk raad.

Dplions for a bypass have been under consideration since 1971,

In 1993 a Public Local Ingquiry, to consider an Eastern Bypass, was heid,
Although the Inspectar agreed that the Protected Route was the most
approriale, e did not recommend progression of the scheme without
further congideration of a number of alements of design. The Secretany
aof State for Wales subsequently decided not 1o proceed with the making
af the Orders, wntil theae issues were resolved.

Development of Planning Objectives

In 2003, the Walsh Assembly Government commissioned a study to
identify solutions o the raffic probdems experienced in Llandeilo

and Ffairfach. Solulions congidered included upgrades to public transport,
{raffic management and road based improvemnents. This also inchuded a
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resdiew of pravicus work and the development of planning objectives. Planning objectives define the aims of the schema in
the context of Welsh Assembly Governmant policies and local opportunities, whilst minimising the impact of constraints.

The planning abjsctivas wars produced by identifying all relevant Pelicies, Problems, Constraints, Opportunities and
Uneertainties through the review of previous work, desktop studies, site visits and through consultation wilh county,

community and tawn representatives,

Bianring
e, Objectives I
Unceriantes Oppertuniisn
Improvement Oplions

. Planning Objectives

1. Reduce traffic problems particularly HGEVs within town.
2, Improve standard of provision for pedestrian and other

non-matorised road users including disabiled.

3. Remove traffic related canstraints to allow sustalnable

econamic development of the town centre.

4. Provide oppartunily to improve public transport
accessibility and interchange.

5. Reduce conflict between parked vehicles and ather
road users on Rhasmasn Streel.

. Minimise adverse Impact on areas of envirenmental
sensilivity within the locality.

7. Conserve and enhance environmental conditions,
where practicable.

| E. Improve level of safety for all read users,

Fodlowing the seling of Planning Objectives improvement oplions were idenlified and assessed against the Planning
Oblectlves, Envirenmental Impacts, Effectiveness, Buildability and Indicative Cast,

The oplions assessad were (locations signified by numbering on plan opposite);

Treffic Management;

11 Loading restrictions

) One-way system and traffic calming

(3) Dedicated loading zones

i3] Locslised road widening on Rhosmaen Straet

1E) Improved pedestrian crossings on Rhosmaan Sireat

() Footway widening Rhosmaen Sireet

{7 Dedicaled footwayfcycling routes away from A4R3

{E: HGW ban within lewn

(% Traffic light cantrol of wehicke movements through
narmowesi section of Rhosmasn Street,

Public Transpaort:

{6 Increased rall services
(i) Impraved bus sarvices
12 Mew railibues inbarchangs

Road:

13 Ondine improvemeants

ﬂ Upgrade of minor road through Golden Grove
#5 Ouler weslam bypass

i Inner western bypass

17 Frairfach bypass

A8 Inner easterm bypass

1% Outer eastem bypass
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Study Findings

Whilst 8 combination of traffic management measures and improvements in public transport may reduce some of
the problems experienced within the town, it is unlikely that a selution that does not include a bypass would
provide significant Improvements.




Route Option Development and Comparison

The study identified that amy proposal 1o significantly reduce the traffic problems, would require a bypass as a fundamental
elemant. To astablish the optimum raute coidar, four of the road based options previousty identified were assessed in mors

detail against the following govemment criteria;

Accesaibility: Severance and journey lime saving,
Safety: Won-motorised and through traffic reduction.
Environment: Landscapeivisual, ecologynaturs conservation, culiural heritage, river dynamics, air qualibynaise.
Ecanamy: Construction complexily. indicative cost
Intergration: Policy proposals, network proposals.

These specific criteris wera used 1o define the benefits and limitations of each routa and are summarised in the comparson

table bebow.
" Outer Western Route | Inner Westarn Route | Inner Eastern R n Ra
Daviales furthest from the Deviates further fram the The mast direct rowte As the Purple Route for

‘& exsting route resulting in axisting route than the providing the greatest AdBD users, however poor
= | the least reduction af Purple Route resulting in reduction in throwgh trafic | links with 2476 limiling its
% thraugh traffic and journey | less reduction of through and improvemsant of effectivenass in reducing

o fime, traffic and journey time. cammunity sevarance. though traffic

5 Largast jowmeay time

E gaving.

Offers beast reduction in

Envireanment

Oifars less reduction in

rourte.

As for the Purple Route but
avnids the raikway sialion.
Most direct impact on land
awned by the Mational
Trust at Dynevor Eslale.

A5 for the Purple Route bt
aveids the ralhway station.
Diirect impact on land
ownad by the Natianal
Truest at Dynewvor Estate.

Cfers largest reduction of

| Offers less reduction in

Impact on the Special Area
of Conservalion{SAC),
Site of Special Sclentific
Imerest (3551}, Historic
Landscape and the River
Towy Aoad Plain, The
rathway station will ba
affected.

through traffic and through tralfic and through traffic and greatest | throwgh frafiic and
improvement for cyclisls improvement for cyclists improverment for cyelisis improvemant for cyclists
| ‘E‘ and pedeslrians as the & and pedestrians tharn the and pedesirans in the and pedestrians than the
i :ﬁ route |5 furthest from the Furple Route as the route is | town. Purple Route as the raute is
i existing route. furher from the exisling further from the exisling

route and links poorly with
the AdTE, Closerto
achools at Ffaidach.

| As for the Furgle Route but

waould be construcied
enfiraly in Aocd plain.
Close ko Brecon Beacans
Mational Park. Increase in
noise and air qualily impact
an schools at Ffairfach,

Cost of scheme is highest
as a resull of the wide flood

Cost of schame is higher
than for the Purple route as

Gest of scheme is lowest
as it has the shoriast

Routs Comparison Findings

Cost of scheme 15 higher
Ihan for the Purple route as |

- : 3
£ | plain crossing, larger a result of the wide fiood floodplain cressing and a result of complex
E structures, and greatest plain crossing, larger shartest schems kengtih. structures fo cross the |
o  scheme length. strucfuras, and grealer railway and greater scheme
ﬂ scheme length. langth. [
|
Integrates well with the Inlegrates well with the Integratas wall wilh the Does not integrate wel with |
E proposed A4TE trunking. proposed 4476 inunking. propased AdTE trunking. the proposed A4TE
E trunking.
£
£

The comparison table shows that the exlsting Protected Routs potentially offers the greatest raduction in traffic

passing through Liandeilo and Fairfach. It provides the greatest benefits to the community in terms of zeverance,
safety and improved journey times. It alse avolds Nalional Trust land at Dynevor Park and has least environmental
Impact, particularly on the flood plain.
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Refinements to Protected Route

Flooding issues

Consideration has been given to minimising the impact of the exisling
Pratected Route on the flond plain, incheding the possible reallgnment o follow
the limit of the flood plain and the: town escarpment (as indicated dashed on the
plan eppasile). Further flood siudies and invastigation of miligation measures
will be camied out during the datailed design phase.

|
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Visual impact

The realignment of the existing Protected Roule adjacent o the town
| escarpment has the added bensfit of minimising the schemes impact on views

fram tine town,
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Pedestrian facilities
Enhanced pedestrian facilities such as a foalbridge o
underpass will be investigated during the detailed (
design phase, |
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Railway stalion retaining wall
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The existing Prolected Route avoided the existing raitway, resuling in a high
refaining wall in the vicinily of the rmilway station.

Proposed
ritainmant Existing |
i retaliing wall
i 8 i Existing
& “‘“:*}- around level
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Proposed road =

N
Existing railway
retainad

Praliminary examination of the road alignment and discussions with Network Rail
has idenlified options, which alter the position of the railway and platfiorms and
reduce 1he visual impact of the refaining wall.

Existing retaining wall 1o Possible relocated
b refurbishad or replaced raibway and platicrm
gizigh,  /  Possible posilion / Possible
g % ;/  ofpoposedroad [ | railway
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Existing Existing raitway B =
ground level 1o be relocated %"f‘
¥ 4 Pleasa nole. The details shown above are indicative anly. Further investigation

f af the options will be undertaken as part of the detailed design,
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Proposad River Bridge

| Realignment of the existing Protected Roule eliminates the need for & skewsd
fivesr crissing. The shorter croesing requires a siruclure of less complaxity and
reduces the impact en the foodplzin.
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ﬁhe previous Route Comparisen Findings concluded that the existing Pratected Routs is the best performing
option. The refinements shown here would address the concems raised in the 1993 Publlc Inguiry as well
reducing visual impact by moving the route adjacent to the town escarpment.

It Is censidered that the existing Protected Roule, with refinements, will provide the optimum solution to resohve
[ the trafflc problems experienced in Llandeilo and Falrfach,




Haw can you help

Yau can help by giving us your views on the proposals. Before you do 50 we suggest thal you visit the workshop and
exhinition where more details will b2 on display. Represantatives from the Welsh Assembly Govemment and their
Caonsultanis Jacobs Bablie will be presant Lo angwer your questions,

The exhibition anti workshop will be held at:-
Liandeila Civic Hall, Llandeilo, Carmarthenshire

Wednesday 26th Aprll 2006 10.00am - .00pm
Thuraday 27th April 2006 10.00am - B.00pm.

How to respond

‘Whether or not you are ahle 1o visit the workshop and exhibilion, you ¢an help by completing the enclosed questionnaire.
Yiou may hand this in at he exhibition or return it by past using the pre-paid envelops provided. All comments shauld be
recieved by Monday Sth June 2006 1o

Ordars Branch

Transport Wales

Freepost

MATES10

Walsh Assembly Govemmeant
Cathays Park

Cardiff, CF10 3NOQ

What Happens Hext?

Campleted questionnaires and any other comments will be considerad carefully prior 1o @ decision being made as to the
next stage of the scheme development.

If the exisling Prolected Roule, with or without the modifications described in the brochure, i the prefermed aption, the
Welsh Assembly Government will confirm its stafus as the Preferred Rowle, This will protect the route for planming
purpases. The next stage will than be o publish drafl Orders under the pravisions of the Highways Act 1280, togalher wilh
an Environmental Slatement, When draft Orders are published you will have the opportunily Lo abpect, support andior
comment an, any aspect of the proposals. A Public Local Ingquiry may (ollow.

If the existing Protected Roule is not preferred, altemative optians will need to be reviewed in more detail. The Assembly
will then consult on these altermatives befare defermining a new Preferred Roule. Following the Preferred Route
Announcement the procedures ta be followed will be as for the existing Protected Route.

Any commanls made naw will nat prejudics your right to make a formal ohjection 1o, or axpress suppodt of the propasals a1
A later date

Loading difficulties on Rhosmacn Shieet Marraw footways Congestion

HAccear To Infersr adn

Thap Weinh Samarrkly Gensmend nay B raquined 1o reizase Informabion hat you proeds. maucing pemoeml dete. S, ll reguasts el be (00 0t i 2oooncance Wi Te
Aicwntly Boreernments Code of Prostice on Pubic Acmees i imsmaticn 3ot sction (00H). Tha Code refiects the Sssembly Gosesnment's appmoch i open gevemmant and pesrelic
Suidance on howse teepand b regussds wiktler Uiy Rl be tha Fraedom of nfanmadon Ack 2000 (906 the Dats Protection Ao 1902 [DPA], o P Sreionimenal Infemadon
Rugumtoim 2004 (EIRsL In dnginreg the Wdsh Hp R mresnd well e rrmredfad of iy odutly o Gl e Cowied aned, whorn H redabes 1o personal data, deck e
il aocord with our cbigatans yndar . [ais Pestuetion A= 1008,

Al o P mbormatien pau prreide will be dsoasod of in g secune manner st e pent abwhich they seres thaid eogeal pupese.

Jacobs UK Lid
Churchill House, Churchill Way, Cardiff CF10 2HH

m JACOBS BABTIE Tel. 029 2035 3200 Fax. 020 2035 3222



