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INTRODUCTION

RPS has been instructed by Taylor Wimpey Strategic Land to undertake a Transport Assessment
(TA) for a proposed residential development of up 150 residential dwellings on land south of
Green Road, Wivelsfield Green, East Sussex, RH17 7QL.

The site lies within East Sussex County Council (ESCC) and Lewes District Council (LDC). ESCC
serve as the Local Highway Authority whilst LDC serve as the Local Planning Authority.

This TA describes the existing transport characteristics surrounding the site and its accessibility
to facilities by sustainable modes of travel. It includes an assessment of the travel characteristics
of the local area in Wivelsfield Green and an analysis of predicted future travel demand based
on the proposed residential development scenario.

This TA has been prepared in accordance with the National Planning Policy Framework —
Planning Guidance for Transport Assessments and Transport Statements. The scope of this TA
was agreed with ESCC following pre-application discussions.

Development Description
The planning application description of the development proposal is as follows:

“Outline planning application for the erection of up to 150 dwellings, with
associated works, parking, landscaping, publicly accessible open space, land
for education or community use, with access from Green Road and Eastern
Road.”

The trip generation and transport impact of any future education or community use has not been
included as part of this Transport Assessment. This is on the basis that the proposed
development is providing the land for education or community use. The development of future
educational or community use would need to be subject to a separate planning application.

A full description of the proposed residential development is contained in the planning
application’s supporting Planning Statement and accompanying plans. The proposed site
masterplan is shown at Appendix 6.

Transport Vision

An update to the National Planning Policy Framework was published on 12 December 2024,
setting out a revised approach to the NPPF to achieve sustainable growth in the planning
system on a national level.

The NPPF outlines the need for a ‘vision-led’ approach when considering development
proposals, and that development should only be refused on highways grounds if there would
be a severe residual cumulative impact on the road network in all tested scenarios.

In line with emerging transport policy that stems from the ‘vision-led” approach outlined in the
NPPF, it is important to set out the overall transport vision for the development from the
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outset. This vision sets out how sustainable transport is promoted given the type of development
and its location. The vision is represented below and represented within the development
proposals contained within this TA:

The site will...

Provide high-quality connections between the site and areas to
the east and west for people walking, wheeling, and cycling.
This will increase permeability for active travel through the site
and enhance the ability of both existing and future residents to
access facilities and destinations within and around the site.
Provide a high-quality route for people walking and wheeling to
local bus services found to the north and northwest of the site.
Make it easy, enjoyable, and safe for people to choose to walk,
wheel, or cycle within the site. Through consideration for the
five core design principles outlined within LTN 1/20 (safe,
coherent, direct, comfortable, and attractive), the site will
encourage people of all ages and abilities to walk, wheel, and /
or cycle.

Establish a safe, high-quality active travel connection to
Wivelsfield Primary School.

1.11 Overall, the transport vision looks to guide the site towards providing high-quality, safe, and
attractive routes for existing and future residents within Wivelsfield. This will largely be achieved
through direct routes and the minimisation of movement conflicts / interactions between cars and
people walking, wheeling, and cycling.

Report Format

e Section 2 describes the transport characteristics of the site and its location. It also includes
the details of existing traffic flows, likely traffic growth, and committed development traffic

flows;

e Section 3 describes the site’s accessibility to facilities by sustainable modes of travel. This
includes a description of walking and cycling facilities and access to public transport;

e Section 4 provides a review of the relevant central government and local government land
use and transport planning policies and guidance;

e  Section 5 provides details of the proposed residential development, including the number
of dwellings and access arrangements;

e  Section 6 details the likely traffic generation associated with the proposed development and
the distribution / assignment of that traffic onto the local highway network;

e  Section 7 considers the impact of the development on the road network; and

e  Section 8 provides a summary of the transport assessment and conclusions.
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BASELINE TRANSPORT CONDITIONS

Introduction

This section of the report describes the highway characteristics of the site and its location,
including a review of the existing highway network and analysis of road traffic collisions for a five-
year period. It also includes details of the existing traffic flows, predicted traffic growth, and
committed development traffic flows.

Site Description

The site is comprised of two parcels of land and is located on land to the south of Green Road,
to the southeast of Eastern Road and west of Hundred Acre Lane on land that is currently
occupied by agricultural fields. The site is bounded by residential dwellings to the west and north,
woodland to the south, and Wivelsfield Primary School to the east.

The site’s location is detailed in Figure 2.1 and a full location plan can be found at Appendix 1.

Figure 2.1: Site Location
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2.11

Local Highway Network

Green Road

Green Road is a two-way single carriageway road that forms part of the northern boundary of the
site. Green Road routes between Wivelsfield Green to the east and Wivelsfield to the west.

The section of Green Road that forms the northern boundary of the site is subject to a 30mph
speed limit. A footway is provided on the southern side of the carriageway on Green Road for
the section along the northern boundary of the site. Green Road does not benefit from street
lighting.

Green Road provides access to B2112 to the west, connecting towards Haywards Heath and
Burgess Hill. Green Road provides access to North Common Road and South Road to the east,
providing access towards North Chailey and Wivelsfield Primary School, respectively.

Eastern Road

The development site will provide a pedestrian and cycle access to Eastern Road, located to the
northwest of the site. Eastern Road is a local access cul-de-sac that connects directly to Green
Road and subject to a 30mph speed limit.

Eastern Road is lightly trafficked and does not include any footway provision, except at the
northeastern extent near the junction with Green Road. The section of Eastern Road between
Wivelsfield Village Hall and Green Road is flanked by wide grass verges. Eastern Road
effectively operates as shared surface, accommodating both vehicular and active travel modes.

Hundred Acre Lane

Hundred Acre Lane is a two-way single carriageway road located to the southeast of the site,
providing access between South Road to the north and Middleton Common Lane to the south.
This provides a connection between Wivelsfield Green and Ditchling Common to the south.

Road Traffic Collision Analysis

A review has been undertaken of road traffic collision data involving personal injury that have
occurred on the road network in the vicinity of the site over a five-year period. Collision data has
been obtained from Crashmap for the latest five-year period available. A copy of this data is
provided in Appendix 2.

The area covered includes the following junctions and has been agreed with ESCC:
e  Green Road in the vicinity of the proposed vehicular access;

e B2112/Green Road;

e Green Road / Eastern Road / Slugwash Lane;

e  Green Road / North Common Road / South Road; and

e  South Road / Hundred Acre Lane / Wivelsfield Primary School Access.
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2.12 A total of five collisions were recorded in the study area during the assessed period. All of the
recorded collisions resulted in ‘slight’ injuries.

213 Two collisions were recorded at the B2112 / Green Road junction to the northwest of the site
approximately 1km from the proposed vehicular access. These collisions involved two cars, and
a car and a bicycle, respectively.

2.14 One collision was recorded at the Green Road / Eastern Road / Slugwash Lane junction
approximately 250m to the west of the proposed vehicular access. This collision involved two
cars.

2.15 One further collision was recorded approximately 150m to the west of the Green Road / Eastern

Road / Slugwash Lane junction, in proximity to the Playing Fields bus stop pair on Green Road.
This collision involved a car and a bus / coach.

2.16 One collision was recorded at the Green Road / North Common Road / South Road junction
approximately 300m to the east of the proposed vehicular access. This collision involved two
cars.

217 No collisions were recorded on Green Road in the vicinity of the proposed vehicular access

during the assessed period.

2.18 Overall, it is considered that the existing safety record indicates that there is a good level of safety
on the local highway network due to the low number of personal injury collisions over the
assessed five-year period. No significant clusters of collisions were recorded in the study area
during the assessed period and no collisions occurred on Green Road in the vicinity of the
proposed vehicular access.

Existing Traffic Flows
219 Traffic flow data has been obtained for the following junctions in the vicinity of the site:
e B2112/Green Road;
e Green Road / Eastern Road / Slugwash Lane;
e  Green Road / North Common Road / South Road; and
e  South Road / Hundred Acre Lane / Wivelsfield Primary School Access.

2.20 Traffic surveys were undertaken at the above junctions on behalf of RPS by Paul Castle
Associates Ltd on Wednesday 19t June 2024. The turning count data was collected in 15-minute
intervals for the morning and evening weekday peak periods (07:00-10:00 and 16:00-19:00). In
addition, queue length surveys were undertaken at the junctions every 5 minutes during the
morning and evening peak hours.

2.21 A review of the traffic survey data indicates that the morning and evening peak hours for the local
road network are 08:00-09:00 and 17:00-18:00 respectively.

2.22 An Automated Traffic Count (ATC) including vehicle speeds has been undertaken on Green
Road in the vicinity of the proposed site access. The ATC survey was undertaken between
Wednesday 19t June 2024 and Tuesday 25" June 2024. This survey provided an incomplete
set of data, and the ATC equipment unfortunately appears to have been vandalised.
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An ATC survey on Green Lane was previously undertaken between Thursday 8t June 2023 and
Wednesday 14t June 2023, providing a complete set of data. The results of the ATC have been
used to aid the design of the site access.

The average 5-day weekday and 7-day week morning and evening peak hours and daily traffic
flows on Green Road for the 2023 ATC are summarised in Table 2.1 below.

Table 2.1: Existing Traffic Movements (Green Road)

Eastbound Westbound Total
5-day 5-day

: 7-Da 7-Da 5 Weekda 7-Da
Time VAI:::(: az Weex vxs::‘: ag Weex Averagey Weex
Flowg Flows Flowg Flows Flows Flows

AM Peak 357 293 324 275 681 568

PM Peak 323 287 307 272 630 558
Daily 3621 3361 3697 3432 7318 6793

The results of the traffic surveys indicate that Green Road is relatively lightly trafficked in the
morning and evening peak hours. Green Road is a two-way single carriageway road and has a
design capacity in the peak direction of approximately 850 vehicles per hour. The peak directional
flow is 357 vehicles eastbound in the morning peak hour. Green Road is currently operating at
approximately 42% of its peak hour lane capacity, which means that free flow conditions will be
normal.

A copy of the 2024 observed traffic survey data and ATC data on Green Road is provided in
Appendix 3.

Committed Development

It is necessary to account for the traffic generated by the development proposals that are
consented or allocated where there is a reasonable degree of certainty it will be provided in the
next three years. The following committed developments have been identified by ESCC for
inclusion as part of this assessment:

o |W/24/0178 — Land East of the B2112, Wivelsfield Green West — demolition of a redundant
barn and associated infrastructure and the erection of up to 96 residential dwellings
(including 40% affordable housing) and associated infrastructure and landscaping on land
east of the B2112, Wivelsfield Green West.

o |LW/23/0288 — Land at South Road, Wivelsfield Green — outline planning application to
develop land to the south of South Road, Wivelsfield Green to provide up to 45 mixed tenure
residential dwellings.

The traffic flows for the above developments have been extracted from the Transport
Assessments that accompanied the planning application and added to the observed traffic flows
for the study network.
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3 ACCESSIBILITY

Introduction

3.1 This section of the report considers the existing modes used by residents travelling to work within
the site’s local area and the opportunities available for access to the site by more sustainable
modes — including walking, cycling, and public transport.

Walking Accessibility

3.2 This section details the site’s accessibility on foot and looks at facilities and connections in the
local area. It goes on to consider the available footways and crossing facilities in the area.
Local Facilities Within Walking Distance

3.3 Figure 3.1 demonstrates the walking time from the site within the local area, based on an
assumed walking speed of 80m per minute (4.8kph), up to a maximum distance of 2km from the
centre of the site. Appendix 4 shows the full-size indicative walking isochrones from the site.

Figure 3.1: Walking Isochrones

| A

Legend

A 0-5 Minute Walk
5-10 Minute Walk

10-15 Minute Walk
15-20 Minute Walk
20-25 Minute Walk

=1 Proposed Site Layout

swe Proposed Pedestrian / Cycle Access
Routes

=== Existing Footway Links

@ Bus Stop

[Eli school

@ Shop and Post Office

7% Village Hall

Y Pub

P Park

# Morrisons Daily

3.4 Manual for Streets (MfS) identifies the following on walkable neighbourhoods (Para 4.4.1):

“Walkable neighbourhoods are typically characterised by having a range of
facilities within 10 minutes (up to about 800m) walking distance of residential
areas which residential areas which residents may access comfortably on foot.
However, this is not an upper limit and PPS13 (now superseded by NPPF)
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3.6

3.7

3.8

states that walking offers the greatest potential to replace short car trips,
particularly those under 2km.”

Table 3.1 below identifies some of the key local facilities available within the surrounding area
and the distances from the site. Walking distances and times have been obtained from Google
Maps which takes into consideration local topography. his is not an exhaustive list, but rather an
example of distances and travel times to local facilities.

Table 3.1: Walking Distances to Local Facilities

Appropriate Journey Time

(minutes)

. Distance from .
Facility Centre of Site Walking
Educational Facilities
Wivelsfield Primary School 540m 6-7
Local Facilities
Wivelsfield Green Post Office/ Londis 600m 8
Store
The Cock Inn Pub 800m 10
Wivelsfield Village Hall 180m 2
The Ch_urch of Jesus Christ of Latter- 1Km 14
day Saints
Morrison’s Daily 1.1Km 15
Recreational Facilities
Wivelsfield Park 250m 3
Public Transport
Green Road Bus Stops 560m 7
South Road Bus Stops 600m 8
Ote Hall Bus Stops 1.1km 15

The existing bus routes accessible on Green Road and South Road are both within an 8-minute
walk of the site, respectively. This is regarded as a reasonable time to access public transport.

There are also two bus stops located approximately 1.1km from the site along the B2112, located
just north of the B2112 / Green Road / Ditchling Road mini roundabout. Although outside of the
typical catchment of 800m used to assess whether bus stops are accessible from a site, ESCC
have confirmed that future residents may benefit from the services provided from these two stops.
Additional details on these services are provided in the ‘Public Transport’ found further along in
this Section.

The local facilities are predominantly located in Wivelsfield Green village centre and include a
convenience store, post office, village hall, pub, and primary school. The local facilities in the
village centre are within a circa 2-to-10-minute walk away from the site.
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3.9

3.10

3.1

3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

Walking Routes

Green Road, along the site’s northern boundary, has a pedestrian footway on the south side of
the road which extends to Charters Gateway to the east and to the B2112 to the west, providing
access to a range of local facilities including the convenience store and primary school.

The Green Road southern footway connects to the footway provision on South Road that
provides access to Wivelsfield Primary School. Footways are provided on both sides of South
Road until the school and a zebra crossing provides access to the eastern footway to the south
of the school. Hundred Acre Lane to the east of the site is not provided with any footway provision.

Eastern Road to the west of the site is not provided with any footway provision until the junction
with Green Road. Eastern Road is lightly trafficked and currently operates as a shared surface
for vehicles, pedestrians, and cycles.

The existing footway facilities on the local roads that will connect to the development site are
considered appropriate to accommodate pedestrian movements. Overall, the walking
accessibility of the site is deemed to be good, with some day-to-day facilities available within
reasonable walking distances. The proximity of the site to the local primary school also means
that for education trips, walking will be a realistic alternative to travel by private car. The
development will also provide an internal pedestrian and cycle connection to Green Road to the
east of the vehicle access to provide the most direct route to the primary school. In addition, the
site location provides walking connections to local bus services.

Public Rights of Way (PRoWs)

The site includes access to Bridleway Wivelsfield 30 which runs through the centre of the site
between the two parcels of land that separate the site. This connects Green Road and Hundred
Acre Lane.

The site also includes access to Footpath Westmeston 1 which runs through the western parcel
of the site, connecting Eastern Road and Hundred Acre Lane.

The Public Rights of Way (PROW) in the vicinity of the site are shown in Figure 3.2.
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Figure 3.2: Existing PRoW Plan
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3.16 The site is also within walking and cycling distance of the following existing PRoWs:

e  Footpath Wivelsfield 5 — connects Green Road to the northeast of the site to Footpath
Wivelsfield 26 to the north.

e Footpath Wivelsfield 11 — connects Eastern Road to the south to Footpath Wivelsfield 10 to
the north.

e Footpath Wivelsfield 32 — connects Eastern Road to the south to Footpath Wivelsfield 22 to
the north.

e  Footpath Ditchling 9 — connects Bridleway Ditchling 10 to the east to Footpath Wivelsfield
34 to the west.

e Bridleway Ditchling 10 — connects Eastern Road to Bridleway Ditchling 69 to the west.

e  Footpath Ditchling 12 — connects Bridleway Westmeston 28 to Bridleway Ditchling 11 to the
west.

e Bridleway Westmeston 28 — connects Eastern Road to the west of the site to Bridleway
Westmeston 3 to the south.

3.17 The above existing PRoWs will provide useful leisure routes for future residents to explore the
countryside.
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Cycling Accessibility

3.18 This section considers the site’s accessibility by cycle and looks at facilities and connections in
the local area.

Local Facilities Within Cycling Distance

3.19 Figure 3.3 demonstrates the cycling time from the site within the local area, based on an average
cycling speed of 200 metres per minute (12kph), up to a maximum distance of 5km from the
centre of the site. Appendix 5 shows the full-size indicative cycle isochrones from the site.

Figure 3.3: Cycling Isochrones

5-10 Minute Cydle

10-15 Minute Cycle
[ 15-20 Minute Cycle
I 20-25 Minute Cycie
[ Proposed Site Layout

3.20 Table 3.2 identifies the cycling distance and time to local facilities measured from the centre of
the site. This is not an exhaustive list, but rather an example of distances and travel times to local
facilities.
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3.21

3.22

Table 3.2: Cycling Distances to Local Facilities

Appropriate Journey Time

(minutes)
Facility g':‘:r“ecsz;‘i’;‘ Cycling
Educational Facilities
Wivelsfield Primary School 540m 2
Manor Field Primary School 4.5Km 13
Chailey Secondary School 5.5km 15
Woodlands Meed College 5.6km 18
Local Facilities
\é\:ic\’/reelsﬂeld Green Post Office/ Londis 600m 5
Oakwood Farm Lifestyle Market 1.4km 4
Sainsbury’s Local 3.7km 13
Lidl 4.8km 15
The Cock Inn Pub 800m 3
Wivelsfield Village Hall 180m <1
1'25 gahltr::gh of Jesus Christ of Latter- 1Km 5
Morrison’s Daily 1.1Km 3
Recreational Facilities
Burgess Hill Town Football Club 5km 15
Wivelsfield Park 250m 1
Health
Hopkins Pharmacy 5km 15
Princess Royal Hospital 4.5km 18
Public Transport
Wivelsfield Station 4.2km 13

The cycle isochrones from the development site demonstrate that all of Wivelsfield Green village
is within a 15-minute cycle ride. The village centre and local facilities are all within a 5-minute

cycle ride of the development site.

Wivelsfield Station is within a 15-minute cycle ride of the development site via local roads,
providing good connections to rail services for future residents. Wivelsfield Primary School is

within a 2-minute cycle ride of the site.
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3.23

3.24

3.25

3.26

3.27

3.28

Public Transport

This section considers the existing availability of public transport in the vicinity of the site and
reviews connections to local and wider destinations by rail and bus.

Bus

Based on the developable area being within the western parcel of the site, the nearest bus stop
is on Eastern Road approximately 200 metres from the centre of the site. This bus stop is served
by 168 Village Rider which is an off-peak local service.

On Green Road approximately 560m to the northwest of the centre of the site, there are two bus
stops served by four bus services namely bus routes 149, 166, 167 Village Rider and 168 Village
Rider. These bus services serve destinations such as Lewes, Haywards Heath, Burgess Hill,
Wivelsfield Green and Wivelsfield. The bus stops are both provided with shelters.

Two bus stops located approximately 1.1km from the site and along the B2112 just north of the
B2112 / Green Road / Ditchling Road mini roundabout provide additional bus services. Although
outside the typical catchment of used to assess whether a bus stop is accessible from a site,
ESCC have confirmed that these two bus stops offer potential to benefit future site residents
through the provision of two additional bus services that are not accessed from the Green Road
bus stops.

Table 3.3 summarises the route and frequencies of the bus services found at the Eastern Road,
Green Road, and Ote Hall bus stops.

Table 3.3: Bus Routes and Frequencies

Number of Bus Services

Bus Stop(s) Service Route Mon-Fri
AM off Ppm Sat  Sun
Peak Peak Peak
149 Scaynes Hill - Chailey School 1 1 0 No ~ Mo
Y ) ¥ schoo service service
Green Road N
o
166 Lewes - Haywards Heath 1 3 1 4 service
Green Road & 167 No No
Village Lewes - Burgess Hill 1 0 1 - -
Ote Hall Ri service service
ider
Eastern Road, 168 No No
Green Road, & Village Burgess Hill - Burgess Hill 0 1 0 service service
Ote Hall Rider
271 Crawley - Kemp Town 2 3 1 5 4
Ote Hall No
272 Haywards Heath - Crawley 1 3 2

service

The range of bus services within the locality of the site provides a reasonable level of bus services
connecting to key destinations. The frequency of the existing weekday bus services will provide
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3.29

3.30

3.31

3.32

3.33

3.34

3.35

an alternative to the private car for some journeys. However, the existing morning and evening
frequency is unlikely to make the bus an attractive option for journeys to work. Weekend bus
services are only available via the 166 service.

Bus service 149 service provides a viable option for future residents to access this educational
facility within approximately 20 minutes.

The 167 service provides buses towards Wivelsfield Railway Station from the South Road bus
stops, providing a nearby option for residents to access train services towards a variety of
locations. The journey time from the site to the station takes approximately 15-20 minutes. More
detail on train services available at Wivelsfield Railway Station is shown in Table 3.4.

To reflect the limitations of the existing bus services that operate in the vicinity of the site in
Wivelsfield Green, it has been agreed with ESCC that the development will provide a
proportionate contribution towards sustainable transport improvements.

Rail

The closest rail station to the site is Wivelsfield Station, which is approximately 4 kilometres to
the west of the site. The station is managed by Southern and Thameslink Railway. It provides
storage for 10 cycle parking spaces.

Wivelsfield Rail Station provides access to a range of destinations including Brighton, London
Victoria, Eastbourne, Bedford, and Ore. This station is not directly served by bus, although bus
stops within 270m are served by 167 Village Rider service. This station has step free access to
one of the platforms.

Table 3.4 provides a summary of the direct rail services operating from Wivelsfield Station.

Table 3.4: Rail Services and Frequencies from Wivelsfield Station

Weekday Frequency (Trains per Hour)

Service Route
AM Peak PM Peak
Wivelsfield — London Victoria 2 2
Wivelsfield — Eastbourne 2 2
Southern
Wivelsfield — Ore 1 1
Westfield — Hastings 1 1
Wivelsfield — Bedford (via 2 5
Thameslink London Bridge)

Wivelsfield — Brighton 2 2

Plumpton Station is approximately 5 kilometres to the south of the site and is again managed by
Southern Railway. Bus routes 166, 167 Village Rider and 168 Village Rider provide access to
the station. Plumpton Rail Station provides access to a range of destinations including London
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3.36

3.37

3.38

3.39

3.40

3.41

Victoria, Eastbourne, Lewes, and Ore. This Station provides a total of 28 cycle parking spaces
and 13 car parking spaces. Step free access is provided to some of the platforms.

In addition to the above, Burgess Hill Station, which is on the same line as Wivelsfield and served
by Gatwick Express, is accessible by bus services 167 & 168 Village Rider. This station is
approximately 6km to the south-west of the site and has 64 cycle parking spaces, 141 car parking
spaces and has step free access to the platforms.

The above local train stations are within a reasonable cycle distance from the site although likely
to be accessible only to experienced cyclists.

Summary

The walking accessibility of the site is deemed to be good, with day-to-day facilities available
within reasonable walking distances. The proximity of the site to the local primary school also
means that for education trips, walking will be a realistic alternative to travel by private car. In
addition, the site location provides walking connections to local bus services.

The cycle isochrones from the development site demonstrate that all of Wivelsfield Green village
is within a 15-minute cycle ride. The village centre and local facilities are all within a 5-minute
cycle ride of the development site. Wivelsfield Primary School is within an easy 2-minute cycle
ride of the site.

The range of bus services within the locality of the site provides a reasonable level of bus services
connecting to key destinations, including Chailey Secondary School via the 149 service. The
frequency of the existing weekday bus services will provide an alternative to the private car for
some journeys. The closest rail station to the site is Wivelsfield Station, which is approximately 4
kilometres to the west of the site and accessed by the 167 service. The development will provide
a proportionate contribution towards bus infrastructure and service improvements.

In terms of sustainability, the location of the site is conducive to providing future residents with a
realistic alternative to the private car for many day-to-day journeys.
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4.1

42

43

44

45

46

47

TRANSPORT PLANNING POLICY

Introduction

This section of the report evaluates the development proposal against the appropriate national
and local land use and transport planning policies.

National Policy

National Planning Policy Framework (December 2024)

The current National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) was updated on 12 December 2024,
replacing the previous NPPF, which was updated in December 2023.

In Section 9 ‘Promoting Sustainable Transport’, the 2024 NPPF sets out several transport
objectives designed to facilitate sustainable development and contribute to a wider sustainability
by giving people a choice about how they travel.

In relation to transport, the changes to the 2024 NPPF outline the requirement for a ‘vision-led’
approach when considering development proposals and emphasises the importance of transport
considerations (patterns of movement, streets, parking, etc.) as an integral part of high-quality
scheme design at the earliest stages. The proposed development’s transport vision can be found
in Section 1 of this TA.

The 2024 NPPF states the following in Paragraph 116:

“Development should only be prevented or refused on highways grounds if
there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or the residual
cumulative impacts on the road network, following mitigation, would be severe,
taking into account all reasonable future scenarios.

This provides room for a vision-led approach and allows more consideration for sustainable, high-
quality transport solutions in development proposals (as it relates to the creation of high-quality
places) at the earliest stages of scheme design.

Furthermore, paragraph 115 states:

“In assessing sites that may be allocated for development in plans, or specific

applications for development, it should be ensured that:

a. Sustainable transport modes are prioritised taking account of the vision for
the site, the type of development and its location

b. safe and suitable access to the site can be achieved for all users;

c. the design of streets, parking areas, other transport elements and the
content of associated standards reflects current national guidance,
including the National Design Guide and the National Model Design Code;
and

d. any significant impacts from the development on the transport network (in
terms of capacity and congestion), or on highway safety, can be cost
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4.8

4.9

4.10

4.1

4.12

413

effectively mitigated to an acceptable degree through a vision-led
approach.”

In terms of planning applications, the NPPF states at Paragraph 117(a) that developments
should:

“Give priority first to pedestrian and cycle movements, both within the scheme
and with neighbouring areas, and second — so far as possible — to facilitating
access to high quality public transport, with layouts that maximise the
catchment area for bus or other public transport services, and appropriate
facilities that encourage public transport use.”

Paragraph 118 covers the need for Travel Plans and Transport Statements / Assessments for all
developments which generate significant amounts of movement.

Regarding parking, Paragraph 112 of the NPPF states that:

“If setting local parking standards for residential and non-residential
development, policies should take into account:

a. The accessibility of the development;

The type, mix and use of development;

The availability of and opportunities for public transport;

Local car ownership levels; and

The need to ensure an adequate provision of spaces for charging plug-in
and other ultra-low emission vehicles.”

LI

Paragraph 113 states that:

“Maximum parking standards for residential and non-residential development
should only be set where there is a clear and compelling justification that they
are necessary for managing the local road network, or for optimising the
density of development in city and town centres and other locations that are
well served by public transport (in accordance with Chapter 11 of this
Framework).”

Draft National Planning Policy Framework (July 2024)

A draft National Planning Policy Framework was published on 30 July 2024, setting out a revised
approach to the NPPF to achieve sustainable growth in the planning system on a national level.
This document is currently within the consultation phase. Once adopted, this will replace the
December 2023 NPPF.

In relation to transport, the changes between the draft NPPF and the current NPPF are minimal.
However, the draft document outlines the need for a vision led approach when considering
development proposals, and that development should only be refused on highways grounds if
there would be a severe residual cumulative impact on the road network in all tested scenarios.
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4.14

4.15

4.16

417

4.18

4.19

4.20

Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) ‘Travel Plans, Transport
Assessments and Statements in Decision-Taking’ (March 2014)

The National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG) was updated in March 2014. The Planning
Practice Guidance - Travel Plans, Transport Assessments and Statements in Decision-Taking
provides a concise report on the use and importance of Transport Assessments / Statements
and Travel Plans. Regarding whether to provide a Transport Assessment, Transport Statement
or no assessment, the guidance states that local planning authorities, developers, relevant
transport authorities, and neighbourhood planning organisations should agree what evaluation is
needed in each instance.

The guidance states that Transport Assessments / Statements and Travel Plans can positively
contribute to encouraging sustainable travel, lessening traffic generation and its detrimental
impacts, and reducing carbon emissions and climate impact. In doing so they can create
accessible, connected, inclusive communities with improved road safety, health, and quality of
life.

The guidance states that Transport Assessments / Statements and Travel Plans should be
proportionate to the size and scope of the proposed development, be tailored to local
circumstances and be established at the earliest practicable possible stage of a development
proposal.

Local Planning Policy and Guidance

East Sussex Local Transport Plan 2024 — 2050 (2024)

The draft East Sussex Local Transport Plan 2024 — 2050 sets out the development plans for
transport within East Sussex to support residents, businesses, and visitors within the county.
This plan (LTP4) replaces LTP3 and is currently in draft.

The vision of this document is for:

“An inclusive transport system that connects people and places, is
decarbonised, safer, resilient, and supports our natural environment,
communities, and businesses to be healthy, thrive and prosper.”

In order to achieve this vision, this document outlines the following objectives:

“1) Deliver safer and accessible journeys;

2) Support healthier lifestyles and communities;

3) Decarbonise transport and travel;

4) Conserve and enhance our local environment;

5) Support sustainable economic growth; and

6) Strengthen the resilience of our transport networks.”

Paragraph 4.32 states that:

“Many of our core policies aim to encourage travelling by walking, cycling
and/or public transport: from providing sustainable connectivity to and within
new developments, to delivering higher quality walking and cycling
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infrastructure, and a new, more integrated, and accessible, public transport
network.”

4.21 Policy B2 Active Travel looks to encourage walking, cycling, and wheeling as the natural choice
of transport for individuals. These policy measures will focus on:

e “Reviewing and delivering the Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure
Plan — which includes a robust pipeline of deliverable active travel
schemes for networks and places — ensuring a balance of schemes to
support walking, wheeling, and cycling.

¢ Planning, designing, delivering, and maintaining new and enhanced
high quality infrastructure to support more walking, wheeling, and
cycling that considers national infrastructure guidance and best
practice. (as outlined in Manual for Streets, DfT LTN 1/20 and Healthy
Streets).

e Promoting safer, more accessible, and quicker travel by active travel
modes integrating with public transport.

e Integrate active travel infrastructure and initiatives with other strategy
documents (i.e. East Sussex Bus Service Improvement Plan, Local
Planning Authorities Local Plans, TfSE’s Transport Strategy, and the
TfSE Active Travel Strategy) to increase the opportunities to secure
funding to deliver these types of measures.

¢ Providing high-quality inclusive public spaces and public realm as part
of placemaking schemes.

e Delivering walking and cycling initiative programmes which support
travel behaviour change with key local partners and communities
alongside identifying opportunities for the funding of these.

e Review the East Sussex Sustainable Modes of Travel Strategy (SMOT)
— to enhance the promotion of sustainable travel to school.

4.22 Furthermore, Appendix A Future Transport Scenario Planning Report outlines the following when
considering land use in market towns and rural areas:

“Focus new development in town centres, market towns and villages where
public transport connectivity is highest.”
East Sussex Guidance on Parking at New Developments (2024)

4.23 The East Sussex Guidance on Parking at New Developments outlines ESCC’s approach to
parking at new developments, including the level of parking to be provided. This guidance
provides additional advice on the design and layout of parking for new developments.

4.24 Page 16, relating to cycle parking at residential developments, states that:

“All residential development (except sheltered/elderly housing or nursing homes)
should, in general, provide 1 cycle space per bedroom.”

4.25 Page 16 on cycle parking at residential developments also outlines that:
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“Ideally, residential cycle parking should be within the curtilage of the property
and at the front of the building. The cycle parking must be enclosed and lockable.
Requirements need to take account of the location, size, and type of dwelling.
Where cycle parking is provided within garages, driveways require extra width to
pass by a parked vehicle or a separate path/gate to access cycles should be
provided (see 4e for further guidance relating to cycle parking).”

4.26 When considering car parking for residential developments, page 15 states that:

“While Highway Authorities may indicate parking standards/guidance for their
area, it is recognised that due consideration should be given to local
circumstances, accessibility and local car ownership. Within East Sussex a
calculation tool for residential proposals has been developed based on Census
2021 data and allows site specific determination of predicted parking demand by
entering data including the location (ward), dwelling type (house or flat) size
(number of bedrooms) and the way parking is provided (allocated or unallocated).
Expected levels of car ownership and demand will be calculated. Appendix A
provides guidance on the use of the calculator.”

4.27 Furthermore, Appendix A states that:

“The tool will indicate the appropriate level of parking provision and should be
used as a guide. Some flexibility may be applied in determining the actual
provision at developments depending on the location and detail of the
development proposal. Agreement to any variation will be at the discretion of
County Council Officers and should be supported with appropriate justification.”

4.28 This calculation tool for residential car parking is a downloadable Excel Macro Enabled
spreadsheet that is available online. The planning application is in outline with only the principles
of the proposed quantum of homes, land uses and means of access to be determined. Therefore,
the specific details in relation to parking will form part of a reserved matters application.

4.29 When considering parking for electric vehicles, page 11 outlines the following:

“Currently, most charging of ULEVs takes place at home, overnight. Therefore,
in accordance with current standards and codes of practice, developers are
required to include charging facilities for electric vehicles at all properties with
off-street parking.”

Lewes District Local Plan Part 1 Joint Core Strategy 2010 —
2030 (2016)

4.30 The Lewes District Local Plan Part 1 Joint Core Strategy provides a plan for new development
within the district for the period covering 2010 — 2030. Lewes District Council is preparing a new
Local Plan to guide development up to 2040.

4.31 The eleven strategic objectives of this document are:
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e “To stimulate and maintain a buoyant and balanced local economy
through regeneration of the coastal towns, support for the rural
economy and ensuring that the economy is underpinned by a balanced
sector profile;

e To maintain and enhance the vitality and viability of the district’s town
centres, retail centres and local centres as hubs for shopping,
business, entertainment, cultural and community life;

e To deliver the homes and accommodation for the needs of the district
and ensure the housing growth requirements are accommodated in the
most sustainable way;

e To take advantage of the richness and diversity of the district’s natural
and heritage assets to promote and achieve a sustainable tourism
industry in and around the district;

e To work with other agencies to improve the accessibility to key
community services and facilities and to provide the new and upgraded
infrastructure that is required to create and support sustainable
communities;

e To conserve and enhance the high quality and character of the district’s
towns, villages, and rural environment by ensuring that all forms of new
development are designed to a high standard and maintain and
enhance the local vernacular and ‘sense of place’ of individual
settlements;

e To conserve and enhance the natural beauty, wildlife, and cultural
heritage of the area;

e To maximise opportunities for re-using suitable previously developed
land and to plan for new development in the highly sustainable
locations without adversely affecting the character of the area;

e To reduce the need for travel and to promote a sustainable system of
transport and land use for people who live in, work in, study in and visit
the district;

e To ensure that the district reduces causes of climate change and is
proactive regarding climate change initiatives; and

e To reduce the district’s vulnerability to the impacts of climate change,
particularly by seeking to reduce the number of properties, community
assets and infrastructure that are at an unacceptable risk of flooding,
or coastal erosion.”

4.32 Core Policy 13 of this document relates to Sustainable Travel. This policy outlines the following:

“The local planning authority will promote and support development that
encourages travel by walking, cycling and public transport, and reduces the
proportion of journeys made by car, in order to help achieve a rebalancing of
transport in favour of sustainable modes by:
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1) Ensuring that new development is located in sustainable locations with
good access to schools, shops, jobs, and other key services by walking,
cycling and public transport in order to reduce the need to travel by car
(unless there is an overriding need for the development in a less accessible
location).

2) Ensuring that the design and layout of new development prioritises the
needs of pedestrians, cyclists, and users of public transport over ease of
access by the motorist.

3) Ensuring that new residential developments are designed to achieve
speeds of 20 mph or less.

4) Ensuring that new development minimises the need to travel and
incorporates appropriate measures to mitigate for any transport impacts
which may arise from that development.

5) Requiring new development to provide for an appropriate level of cycle and
car parking in accordance with parking guidance approved by the local
planning authority.

6) Requiring development which generates a significant demand for travel,
and/or is likely to have other transport implications to:

i) Be supported by a Transport Assessment/Transport Statement and
sustainable Travel Plan, where appropriate;

ii) Contribute to improved sustainable transport infrastructure, including
the provision of safe and reliable sustainable transport modes; and

iii) Provide facilities and measures to support sustainable travel modes.”

4.33 Furthermore, Core Policy 13 on Sustainable Travel states that:

“The local planning authority will work with East Sussex County Council and

other relevant agencies to encourage and support measures that promote

improved accessibility, create safer roads, reduce the environmental impact of
traffic movements, enhance the pedestrian environment, or facilitate highway
improvements. In particular, the local planning authority will:

a) Support the expansion and improvement of public transport services,
particularly those providing links between the rural and urban areas;

b) Encourage improvements to existing rail services, new or enhanced
connections or interchanges between bus and rail services, and
improvements to the quality and quantity of car and cycle parking at
railway stations; and

c) Support the development of a network of high quality walking and cycling
routes throughout the district.”

Summary

4.34 The key transportation policy is to ensure that new developments are in locations which are or
can be made sustainable. Access should be safe and suitable for all modes of travel.
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4.35 In this respect new developments should be in accessible locations, which are conducive by
travel by walking, cycling, or using public transport, for everyday trips, associated with
employment, education, and leisure purposes.

4.36 In terms of sustainability, the development site benefits from access to existing bus services.
Local facilities including a shop, and a school are accessible by walking and cycling. The site will
therefore provide residents with realistic sustainable travel choices to the private car for some

journeys.

4.37 The proposed development provides a safe means of access to and from the site. A commitment
to a Travel Plan and Travel Information Packs will assist residents in adopting sustainable travel
practices.

4.38 As such, the proposed development is considered to accord to relevant national and local land

use and transport policy.
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5 DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

51 The planning application description of the development proposal is as follows:

“Outline planning application for the erection of up to 150 dwellings, with
associated works, parking, landscaping, publicly accessible open space, land
for education or community use, with access from Green Road and Eastern
Road.”

5.2 A full description of the proposed residential development is contained in the planning
application’s supporting Planning Statement and accompanying plans.

53 The site layout for the development proposal is detailed on the plan provided at Appendix 6.

Access Arrangement

54 It is proposed that the residential development is served via a new priority junction with Green
Road at the northern site boundary. The access accords with the “LAA Ref: 31WV” preferred
access strategy.

5.5 This arrangement would include a 5.5m wide access road and 2m wide footways on both sides
of the access to link onto the existing footway network at this location. It is proposed that the
junction radii are provided at 6m to accommodate the swept path of a large refuse vehicle.

5.6 The design of the priority junction is detailed in Figure 5.1 with the full design provided at
Appendix 7.

Figure 5.1: Proposed Priority Junction - Green Road
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Junction Visibility

5.7 The visibility at the proposed junction ensures there is adequate intervisibility between vehicles
on the major and minor arms and has been based on the following guidance provided in MfS.

5.8 The original Manual for Streets (MfS1) document was published in 2007 and introduced new
guidance based on evidence and research and represented a move away from a prescriptive
and rigid interpretation of design standards. It was stated in MfS1 that the guidance focussed on
lightly trafficked residential streets, but the principles could be applied to wider circumstances.
However, this was often interpreted as MfS1 only being applicate to lightly trafficked and
residential streets.

5.9 MfS2, published in September 2010, expands on the guidance in MfS1 to cover busy streets and
non-trunk roads thus filling the gap between DMRB (standards developed for Trunk Roads) and
the original MfS1. Regarding its status and application MfS2 states:

“The strict application of DMRB to non-trunk routes is rarely appropriate for
highway design in built up areas, regardless of traffic volume.”

5.10 Furthermore, in paragraph 1.3.2, MfS2 states:

“It is therefore recommended that as a starting point for any scheme affecting
non-trunk roads, designers should start with MfS.”

5.11 To ensure that visibility at the proposed access accords to the relevant design standard, an ATC
traffic survey has been placed on Green Road in the vicinity of the proposed access
arrangements to establish the 85t percentile speeds. The speed survey has been undertaken in
accordance with the advice contained in the DMRB CA 185 ‘Vehicle Speed measurement’. The
weather conditions for the duration of the survey were dry. The results of the speed survey are
as follows based on the highest average 85" percentile speeds:

38.7mph
37.4mph

. Eastbound

¢  Westbound

5.12 The recorded vehicle speeds are above 60kph (37mph). Therefore, the visibility splay has been
calculated using the best practice contained within the Department for Transports MfS2 at
paragraph 10.1.12 that provides a formula for calculating visibility splays. The formula
incorporates the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges-based perception time and deceleration
rate values to calculate the required visibility splay.

513 The visibility requirements are 2.4m x 73.8m to the right and 2.4m x 77.7m to the left. In addition,
road users waiting to turn right into the proposed access from Green Road can also see beyond
the required stopping sight distance. It should be noted that a visibility splay significantly above
the Manual for Streets requirements can be achieved at the access due to the straight alignment
of Green Road.

5.14 The MfS2 stopping sight distance can be achieved to the left and right of the access arrangement
based on a 2.4m X-distance. The distance back along the access which visibility is measured is
known as the ‘X-distance.’ It is generally measured back from the ‘give-way’ line. An X-distance
of 2.4m should normally be used in most residential situations, as this represents a reasonable
maximum distance between the front of the car and driver’s eye.
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5.15 The Y-distance represents the distance that a driver who is about to exit from the minor arm can
see to the left and right of the main alignment. For simplicity it has previously been measured
along the nearside kerb line of the main arm, although vehicles will normally be travelling at a
distance from the edge of the kerb line. Therefore, a more accurate assessment of a visibility
splay is made by measuring to the nearside edge of the vehicle track. To allow for the vehicle
track the Y-distance has been measured to a point 1m from the nearside edge of carriageway.
The measurement is taken from the point where this line intersects the centre line of the minor
arm.

5.16 The visibility splays at the proposed access are indicated in the drawing provided at
Appendix 7. The proposed visibility splay accords with the advice contained within MfS2. The
visibility splay can be achieved within the highway boundary.

Emergency Vehicle Access

517 The development proposal is anticipated to accommodate up to 150 dwellings. The provision of
a second access for emergency use is not considered necessary as it is stated within MfS:

“Authorities have often argued that the larger the site, the more likely it is that
a single access could be blocked for whatever reason. The fire service adopts
a less numbers driven approach and considers each application based on a
risk assessment for the site and response time requirements.”

5.18 ESCC confirmed the acceptability of the single point of vehicle access as part of the pre-
application scoping discussions.
Servicing

519 The proposed access has been designed to accommodate refuse vehicles and fire tenders as
shown by the swept path analysis attached at Appendix 8.

Parking Provision

5.20 The planning application is in outline with only the principles of the proposed quantum of homes,
land uses and means of access to be determined. Therefore, the specific details in relation to
parking will form part of a reserved matters application.

Electric Vehicle Charging Provision

521 It is proposed that each dwelling that has a designated parking space will be provided with an
electric vehicle charging point.

Pedestrian and Cycle Access

5.22 The site is located as an extension to the south of the existing Wivelsfield Green Village. Access
to the local facilities will be predominantly to the north and west of the site. It is therefore proposed
that the site provides pedestrian and cycle connections via Green Road at the northern boundary
and Eastern Road at the western boundary. This will provide the most direct route to local
facilities within the village.
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Green Road

5.23 The proposed vehicular access with Green Road will accommodate pedestrian and cycle
movements. In addition, it is proposed to provide a separate pedestrian and cycle connection to
Green Road southern footway via a 3m shared footway / cycleway located to the east of the
vehicle access. The shared footway / cycleway will provide the most direct route to access
Wivelsfield Primary School located on South Road.

5.24 The shared footway / cycleway is detailed on the vehicle access drawing provided at Appendix
7.

Eastern Road

5.25 The development will connect to Eastern Road via a 3m shared footway / cycleway-only access
at the western site boundary. This access will connect to a new footway on the western side of
Eastern Road, where it continues north and connects to Green Road. This will provide site
residents with an additional option for movement between the site and greater Wivelsfield area.
Figure 5.2 shows the proposed pedestrian / cycle-only access, and it can be viewed in full at
Appendix 9.
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Figure 5.2: Proposed New Footway Along Eastern Road
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5.26 The internal development pedestrian and cycle routes will also connect to the existing bridleway
that runs north to south through the site between Green Road and Hundred Acre Lane.

Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

5.27 As part of this application a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit (RSA1) has been undertaken for the
proposed highway vehicular and pedestrian / cycle access arrangements. The RSA1 was
undertaken by Capital Road Safety Limited on 25 November 2024 in accordance with GG119
‘Road Safety Audit’.
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5.28

5.29

5.30

5.31

5.32

5.33

5.34

The RSA1 raised one problem in relation to the Green Road site access arrangement, one
problem associated with the proposed Eastern Road footway improvements, and one problem
in relation to the proposed shared-use surface to the east of the site.

Following a review of the RSA1, the design team consider that the problems can be easily
overcome with the supply of vehicle tracking drawings and at the detailed design stage post-
planning.

Details of the RSA1 Audit and the RSA1 Designers Response — including considerations and
responses to the three problems outlined above — are included in Appendix 10.

Residential Framework Travel Plan

As can be seen from the accessibility review in Section 3, the site is within an easy walk and
cycle distance of the local faciliies and public transport. Therefore, the location of the
development will provide residents with the opportunity to travel by alternative modes to the
private car for some journeys.

To further encourage the use of alternative modes of transport to the private car a Framework
Residential Travel Plan has been produced as a separate document.

The Framework Travel Plan aims to:

e Encourage the use of sustainable modes of transport, such as walking, cycling, and using
public transport;

e Reduce unnecessary travel; and
e  Encourage the use of sustainable travel by improving facilities and providing information.

The information within the Residential Travel Plan will help introduce residents to alternative
modes and enable them to consider the trips to be made and the modes of transport they can
use. It is intended that the Residential Travel Plan will encourage a change in perceptions and
attitudes and therefore the desired change in travel behaviour, i.e., less unnecessary car use.
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6 TRIP GENERATION AND DISTRIBUTION

6.1 This section considers the likely traffic generation of the development of up to 150 residential
dwellings. In determining the predicted trip generation for the site, the TRICS database has been
used. To ascertain the trip distribution / assignment for the residential development, travel to
work data from the 2011 Census has been used.

Residential Trip Generation

6.2 RPS submitted residential trip rates contained in the pre-application scoping submission
documents, based on the TRICS database for other similar developments in terms of size and
location.

6.3 ESCC reviewed the proposed trip rates are provided the following response:

“It would seem from looking at a sample that quite a few sites have very good
public transport [frequent bus services 7 days a week and train stations within
walking distance] and thus are not comparable sites. | suggest that some
further investigation on site selection is looked at which | acknowledge may
mean a smaller sample.”

6.4 To address the above concerns the TRICS database has been interrogated with the following
adjustments to remove sites with access to highway frequency bus services and trains stations:

e  Only sites with populations <10,000 within 1 mile were included;

e  Only sites with populations <50,000 within 5 miles were included;

e  Sites with car ownership <1.1 were excluded;

e 1 site in Staplehurst was excluded due to its access to good train services within 1km; and
e 1 site in Wymondham as excluded due to its proximity to high frequency bus services.

6.5 The ensure that the sites selected are comparable to the proposed residential development, the
following general TRICS selection parameters have been used:

e  Parameter: Number of Dwellings

e Land use: 03 - Residential

e Category: A — Houses Privately Owned
o Number of Dwellings Range: 100 to 400
e Data Range: 01/01/15 to 04/07/23

6.6 Using the filter parameters detailed above, a total of 7 comparable sites were extracted in TRICS.
Table 6.1 summarises the total vehicle trip rates for these sites.
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6.7

6.8

6.9

6.10

6.11

Table 6.1: Peak Hour Total Vehicle Trip Rates (150 Dwellings)

AM Peak (08:00 - 09:00) PM Peak (17:00 - 18:00)
Trip Rate / Trips
Arrivals Departures Total Arrivals Departures Total
Trip Rate 0.121 0.334 0.455 0.334 0.173 0.506
Vehicular Trips 18 50 68 50 26 76

The table above indicates that the site has the potential to generate up to 68 vehicle trips in the
morning peak and 76 vehicle trips in the evening peak.

The full TRICS report and selection parameters are found at Appendix 11.

Multi-Modal Trips

Multi-modal trips for the proposed development have been based on mode share extracted from
the TRICS database. Table 6.2 below shows the mode share breakdown for the site and includes
the likely multi-modal trip generation across the AM, PM, and daily periods.

Table 6.2: Multi Modal Trips (150 Dwellings)

Proposed Multi Modal Trip Generation

LD Tngl?anOde Morning Peak Hour  Evening Peak Hour Daily
Total Total Total
Car 70% 68 76 642
Walking / Wheeling 23% 23 25 214
Bicycle 2% 2 3 21
Bus 2% 2 3 21
Taxi 1% 1 1 10
Rail 0.5% 0 0 3
Motorcycle 0.5% 0 1 4
Total 100% 97 108 916

Source: Census (2011), RPS Calculations. Note: figures may not sum exactly due to rounding.

The above analysis indicates that 2.5% of trips would be undertaken by public transport with 2
total movements in the morning and 3 total movements in the evening peak.

In terms of active travel, walking and cycling would account for 25 total movements in the morning
peak and 28 total movements in the evening peak, for a total of 235 trips across a typical day.
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Traffic Distribution

6.12 The distribution of the residential trips was reviewed based on the 2011 Census database, which
provides details of where residents within Lewes 002 Middle Layer Super Output Area (MSOA)
work.

6.13 ESCC highways as part of the scoping discussions requested that the use of the 2021 Census
database is reviewed in terms of journey work data. The Office for National Statistics states the
following about the 2021 Census dataset:

“Census 2021 took place during a period of rapid change. We gave extra
guidance to help people on furlough answer the census questions about work.
However, we are unable to determine how furloughed people followed the
guidance. Take care when using this data for planning purposes.”

6.14 The 2021 Census took place during a national lockdown and the government advice at the time
was for people to work from home and avoid public transport. Although the 2021 Census provides
more recent data, the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on travel behaviour is considered to
make the 2011 Census more reflective of general work and travel patterns. It is acknowledged
that recent changes in working practices may change travel habits, however, it is considered that
the general attractiveness of nearby areas is unlikely to have changed significantly.

6.15 The residential traffic distribution based on the Census journey to work data is as follows:

e  Westbound: 71% via the B2112 / Green Road mini roundabout, split into the following
routes:

e 45% northbound via B2112
e 26% southbound via B2112

e Eastbound: 29% via Green Road, split into the following routes:
e 25% eastbound via N Common Road

e 4% southbound via South Road

Traffic Flow Diagrams

6.16 The existing observed traffic, along with future assessment scenarios, are presented within the
Traffic Flow Diagrams contained at Appendix 12.
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7 TRAFFIC IMPACT

71 This section of the TA considers the transport impact of the proposed development at key local
junctions on the local road network within the vicinity of the site.

Assessment Parameters

Study Area

7.2 The impact of the proposed residential development has been assessed at the following
junctions:

e  Green Road / Proposed Site Access priority T-junction;

° Ditchling Road / B2112 / Green Road mini roundabout;

e Green Road / Eastern Road / Slugwash Lane staggered junction;

e Green Road / Proposed Site Access priority T-junction;

e N Common Road / South Road / Green Road priority T-junction; and
e  South Road / Hundred Acre Lane / School Access mini roundabout.

7.3 The extent of the study area has been agreed with ESCC as part of the pre-application scoping
discussions.

Future Year Assessment and Traffic Growth

7.4 It has been agreed as part of the scoping discussions that the impact on the local highway will
be five years after the planning application, i.e., 2029. Therefore, the DfT traffic growth
methodology has been applied to the 2024 observed traffic flows using forecasts from TEMPRO
Version 8 and the NTM for Lewes MSOA area 002. The proposed growth rates are as follows:

o  2024-2029 Morning Peak = 1.0416; and
o  2024-2029 Evening Peak = 1.0408.
7.5 It should be noted that TEMPro includes growth in housing as part of its assumptions; therefore,

the inclusion of the proposed development flows, committed development flows, and local traffic
growth will lead to an element of double counting and provide a robust assessment of the local
highway network.

Assessment Scenarios

7.6 The junctions that form the study area have been assessed for the following scenarios during the
morning and evening peak hours:

e 2024 Observed - weekday morning and evening peak hours;
e 2029 Base + Committed Development - weekday morning and evening peak hours; and

e 2029 Base + Committed Development + Proposed Development: Weekday morning and
weekday evening peak hours.
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7.7
7.8

7.9

7.10

711

712

Assessment Methodology
The junction analysis has been undertaken using ‘Junctions 10’ software.

The results of the Junctions 10 assessment for the roundabout junctions provides a ratio of flow
to capacity (RFC) figure and a Queue (Q) length (number of vehicles). The RFC determines how
the arm of the junction is operating and if the RFC is 0.85 or less the relevant arm of the junction
is within its design capacity with minimal queues. An RFC greater than 0.85 and less than 1.0
shows that the junction is operating close to its design capacity and as such some queues and
delays may start to occur. When an RFC is greater than 1.0 the arm of the junction is operating
at or exceeding its design capacity and as a result longer delays / queues will start to form. On
this basis a maximum RFC of 1 will be used as the absolute capacity of a junction. Should the
level of traffic at a junction exceed this threshold then mitigation may be required. Queue results
represent an average queue length, so will not always be whole numbers of vehicles.

The copies of the Junctions 10 assessments are provided in Appendix 13 of this report. The
following assessment has been undertaken.

Green Road / Site Access

The capacity of the proposed site access with Green Road has been assessed using Junctions
10. As this junction only exists when the development is built out, only the worst case 2029 Base
+ Committed Development + Proposed Development scenarios are assessed.

Table 7.1 provides the summary of the results of the capacity assessment undertaken for the
2029 Base + Committed Development + Proposed Development scenarios.

Table 7.1: Green Road / Site Access Results

2029 Base + Committed 2029 Base + Committed
Development + Proposed Development + Proposed
Development AM Peak Development PM Peak
Scenario / Stream Queue RFC Queue RFC
2029 Base + Committed + Dev
Site Access to Green Road (W) 0.1 0.07 0.0 0.03
ite A
Site Access to Green Road (E) 01 0.05 0.0 0.02
B-A
Green Road (W) to All
C-AB 0.0 0.03 0.2 0.09

The above results show that the proposed priority junction will operate significantly within its
design capacity with minimal delays experienced. Additional traffic associated with the proposed
development will not materially affect the operation of Green Road.
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Ditchling Road / B2112 / Green Road — Mini

Roundabout
713 The capacity of the priority junction has been assessed using Junctions 10.
714 ESCC provided the junction geometry (measured onsite) for the mini roundabout for inclusion in

the model that was agreed as part of the transport planning work associated with LW/24/0178 —
Land East of the B2112, Wivelsfield Green West committed development. RPS transport
reviewed the geometry and agree it will provide a consistent basis for the assessment of the mini
roundabout junction.

715 The initial results of the Junctions 10 assessment showed significant average vehicle queues on
the Green Road arm of the junction in the morning peak hour. The precited queues do not reflect
the minimal queues observed at Green Road in the morning peak hour by the video traffic survey.
Therefore, the Junctions 10 model has been calibrated to reflect more closely the 2024 observed
average queues on the Green Road arm of the junction in the morning peak hour.

7.16 Table 7.2 provides the summary results of the capacity assessment undertaken for the 2024
Observed, 2029 Base + Committed and 2029 Base + Committed Scenarios+ Proposed.

Table 7.2: Ditchling Road / B2112 / Green Road Mini Roundabout Results

AM Peak PM Peak
Scenario / Arm Queue RFC Queue RFC
2024 Base
B2112 1.4 0.58 2.0 0.66
Green Road 1.6 0.61 1.1 0.54
Ditchling Road 1.3 0.57 1.2 0.54
2029 Base + Committed
B2112 1.6 0.62 25 0.72
Green Road 1.9 0.66 1.5 0.59
Ditchling Road 1.6 0.62 1.4 0.58
2029 Base + Committed +
Development
B2112 1.7 0.63 2.9 0.74
Green Road 24 0.71 1.6 0.62
Ditchling Road 1.7 0.63 1.5 0.60

717 As shown in Table 7.2, the Ditchling Road / B2112 / Green Road mini roundabout works in all
modelled scenarios, maintaining an RFC of less than 0.85 across each modelled time period.
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The addition of development traffic onto the mini roundabout will have negligible impact on the
operation of the junction.

B2112 Ditchling Road Traffic Impact — Priority Junction

718 The B2112 Ditchling Road runs to the south of the mini roundabout junction with Green Road
and provides access to Ditchling village circa 4km to the south. ESCC have requested that the
impact of the development traffic on Ditchling village is considered as part of this assessment.
The trip generation and distribution predict that the proposed development will result in the
following total vehicle flows on the B2112 Ditchling Road to the south of the mini roundabout with
Green Road:

e 21 total trips in the morning peak hour; and
e 29 total trips in the evening peak hour.

719 The above equates to approximately 1 trip every 3 minutes in the morning peak hour and one
trip every 2 minutes in the evening peak hour on the B2112 Ditchling Road. This level of impact
will be imperceptible to other road users on the B2112 Ditchling Road. In addition, James Lane,
B2113 Folders Lane, and other minor side roads connect to the B2112 Ditchling Road and will
further disperse the development traffic and impact on Ditchling village.

Green Road / Eastern Road / Slugwash Lane — Priority

Junction
7.20 The capacity of the priority junction has been assessed using Junctions 10.
7.21 Table 7.3 provides the summary results of the capacity assessment undertaken for the 2024

Observed, 2029 Base + Committed and 2029 Base + Committed Scenarios+ Proposed.

Table 7.3: Green Road / Eastern Road / Slugwash Lane Results

AM Peak PM Peak
Scenario / Stream Queue RFC Queue RFC
2024 Base
Eastern Road to Green Road 0.0 0.02 00 0.02
B-C
Eastern Road to Green Road /
Slugwash Lane 0.0 0.04 0.1 0.06
B-AD
Green Road to All
A-BCD 0.0 0.03 0.0 0.02
Slugwash Lane to Green Road 00 0.02 00 0.01
D-A
Slugwash Lane to Eastern Road
| Green Road 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.04
D-BC

794-PLN-TRP-00048-03 | Transport Assessment | Version 01 | 16 December 2024

www.rpsgroup.com Page 36



MAKING
F COMPLEX
EASY

ATETRATECH COMPANY

AM Peak PM Peak
Scenario / Stream Queue RFC Queue RFC
Green Road to All
C-ABD 0.0 0.04 0.2 0.09
2029 Base + Committed
Eastern Road to Green Road 00 002 00 0.02
B-C
Eastern Road to Green Road /
Slugwash Lane 0.0 0.04 0.1 0.07
B-AD
Green Road to All
A-BCD 0.0 0.03 0.0 0.02
Slugwash Lane to Green Road 0.0 0.02 00 0.01
D-A
Slugwash Lane to Eastern Road
/ Green Road 0.0 0.01 0.0 0.05
D-BC
Green Road to All
C-ABD 0.1 0.04 0.2 0.09
2029 Base + Committed +
Development
Eastern Road to Green Road 00 002 00 0.02
B-C
Eastern Road to Green Road /
Slugwash Lane 0.0 0.04 0.1 0.07
B-AD
Green Road to All
A-BCD 0.0 0.03 0.0 0.02
Slugwash Lane to Green Road 0.0 0.02 00 0.01
D-A
Slugwash Lane to Eastern Road
/ Green Road 0.0 0.01 0.1 0.05
D-BC
Green Road to All
C-ABD 0.1 0.04 0.2 0.10
7.22 The above results show that existing priority junction will operate significantly within its design

capacity with minimal delays experienced. It is clear the additional traffic associated with the
proposed development will not materially affect the operation of the priority junction and will be
imperceptible to other road users.
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7.23
7.24

7.25

7.26

N Common Road / South Road / Green Road — Priority

Junction

The capacity of the priority junction has been assessed using Junctions 10.

Table 7.4 provides the summary results of the capacity assessment undertaken for the 2024
Observed, 2029 Base + Committed and 2029 Base + Committed Scenarios+ Proposed.

Table 7.4: N Common Road / South Road / Green Road Results

Scenario / Stream Queue RFC Queue RFC
2024 Base
South Road to Green Road 05 032 03 022
B-C
South Road to N Common Road 0.0 0.04 00 0.02
B-A
Green Road to All
C-AB 0.9 0.41 0.8 0.37
2029 Base + Committed
South Road to Green Road 05 034 03 0.23
B-C
South Road to N Common Road 0.0 0.04 00 0.02
B-A
Green Road to All
C-AB 1.0 0.43 0.9 0.39
2029 Base + Committed +
Development
South Road to Green Road 05 034 03 0.23
B-C
South Road to N Common Road 0.0 0.04 00 0.02
B-A
Green Road to All
C-AB 1.1 0.44 0.9 0.40

The above results show that existing priority junction will operate significantly within its design
capacity with minimal delays experienced. It is clear the additional traffic associated with the
proposed development will not materially affect the operation of the priority junction and will be

imperceptible to other road users.

South Road / Hundred Acre Lane / School Access —

Mini Roundabout Junction

The capacity of the priority junction has been assessed using Junctions 10.
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7.27 Table 7.5 provides the summary results of the capacity assessment undertaken for the 2024
Observed, 2029 Base + Committed and 2029 Base + Committed Scenarios+ Proposed.

Table 7.5: South Road / Hundred Acre Lane / School Access Results

AM Peak PM Peak
Scenario / Arm Queue RFC Queue RFC
2024 Base
South Road (N) 0.3 0.25 0.3 0.21
South Road (E) 0.2 0.19 0.1 0.12
Hundred Acre Lane 0.1 0.06 0.0 0.04
School Access 0.0 0.02 0.0 0.01
2029 Base + Committed
South Road (N) 0.4 0.26 0.3 0.22
South Road (E) 0.2 0.20 0.1 0.12
Hundred Acre Lane 0.1 0.06 0.0 0.04
School Access 0.0 0.02 0.0 0.01
2029 Base + Committed +
Development
South Road (N) 0.4 0.26 0.3 0.22
South Road (E) 0.2 0.20 0.1 0.12
Hundred Acre Lane 0.1 0.06 0.0 0.04
School Access 0.0 0.02 0.0 0.01
7.28 The above results show that existing mini roundabout junction will operate significantly within its

design capacity with minimal delays experienced. It is clear the additional traffic associated with
the proposed development will not materially affect the operation of the mini roundabout junction
and will be imperceptible to other road users.

Summary

7.29 The traffic impact analysis undertaken as part this TA calculates the proposed development trip
generation and resultant vehicular movements in the future year against the base scenario.

7.30 The NPPF states in paragraph 115:

“Development should only be prevented or refused on highways grounds if
there would be an unacceptable impact on highway safety, or the residual
cumulative impacts on the road network would be severe.”
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7.31 The analysis undertaken has demonstrated that the proposed development will not have a
‘severe’ impact on the road network and that the means of access is safe for all road users.
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8 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

8.1 RPS has been instructed by Taylor Wimpey UK Ltd to undertake a Transport Assessment (TA)
for a proposed residential development of up 150 residential dwellings on land south of Green
Road, Wivelsfield Green, East Sussex, RH17 7QL. The site lies within the jurisdiction of East
Sussex County Council (ESCC) and Lewes District Council (LDC).

8.2 This TA has been prepared in accordance with national and local guidance, and pre-application
scoping discussions with ESCC, the local highway authority.

8.3 The site is comprised of two parcels of land and is located on land to the south of Green Road,
to the southeast of Eastern Road and west of Hundred Acre Lane on land that is currently
occupied by agricultural fields. The site is bounded by residential dwellings to the west and north,
woodland to the south, and Wivelsfield Primary School to the east.

8.4 It is proposed that the residential development is served via a new priority junction with Green
Road at the northern site boundary. The access accords with the LAA Ref: 31WV preferred
access strategy. This arrangement would include a 5.5m wide access road and 2m wide footways
on both sides of the access to link onto the existing footway network at this location.

8.5 The site is located as an extension to the south of the existing Wivelsfield Green Village. Access
to the local facilities will be predominantly to the north and west of the site. It is therefore proposed
that the site provides pedestrian and cycle connections via Green Road at the northern boundary
and Eastern Road at the western boundary. This will provide the most direct route to local
facilities within the village.

8.6 The walking accessibility of the site is deemed to be good, with day-to-day facilities available
within reasonable walking distances. The proximity of the site to the local primary school also
means that for education trips, walking will be a realistic alternative to travel by private car. In
addition, the site location provides walking connections to local bus services. The village centre
and local facilities are all within a 5-minute cycle ride of the development site. Wivelsfield Primary
School is within an easy 2-minute cycle ride of the site.

8.7 The range of bus services within the locality of the site provides a reasonable level of bus services
connecting to key destinations. The frequency of the existing weekday bus services will provide
an alternative to the private car for some journeys. The closest rail station to the site is Wivelsfield
Station, which is approximately 4 kilometres to the west of the site. The development will provide
a proportionate contribution towards bus infrastructure and service improvements.

8.8 In terms of sustainability, the location of the site is conducive to providing future residents with a
realistic alternative to the private car for many day-to-day journeys.

8.9 The impact of the new housing on the local road network has been assessed and shows that the
proposed development will not cause any safety issues or have any significant impact on highway
capacity.

8.10 In conclusion, the proposed development is sustainable with good accessibility to local facilities,

offers a good choice of sustainable transport modes, and has no significant impact on the
highway network. As such there are no transport reasons why the development should not be
permitted.
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Appendix 1 — Site Location Plan
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Validated Data

Crash Date: Thursday, January 18, 2018 Time of Crash:  18:05:00 Crash Reference: 2018471800325

Vehicles Involved

Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle Driver Driver Age Vehicle Maneouvre First Point of Journey Purpose Hit Object - On Hit Object - Off
Ref Type Age Gender Band Impact Carriageway Carriageway

Car Vehicle proceeding normally along the carriageway, Wall or fence
(excluding on a right hand bend
private
hire)
2 Car 18 Male 26-35 Vehicle is performing a U tum Front Unknown None None
(excluding
private
hire)
Casualties
Vehicle Casualty Ref Injury Casualty Class Gender Age Band Pedestrian Location Pedestrian Movement
Ref Severity
1 1 Slight Driver or rider Female 36 -45 Unknown or other Unknown or other
2 2 Slight Driver or rider Male 26 - 35 Unknown or other Unknown or other
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Validated Data

Crash Date: Saturday, August 22, 2020 Time of Crash: 08:30:00 Crash Reference: 2020470974722

Vehicles Involved

Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle Driver Driver Age Vehicle Maneouvre First Point of Journey Purpose Hit Object - On Hit Object - Off
Ref Type Age Gender Band Impact Carriageway Carriageway

Car Vehicle is in the act of turning rnight
(excluding
private
hire)
2 Car 10 Female |[36-45 Vehicle proceeding normally along the carmiageway,| Front Other None None
(excluding not on a bend
private
hire)
Casualties
Vehicle Casualty Ref Injury Casualty Class Gender Age Band Pedestrian Location Pedestrian Movement
Ref Severity
1 1 Slight Driver or rider Female 26 -35 Unknown or other Unknown or other
1 2 Slight Vehicle or pillion passenger Male 26 - 35 Unknown or other Unknown or other
2 3 Slight Driver or rider Female 36 -45 Unknown or other Unknown or other
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Report Generated: 10/11/2024 9:24:14 Page 2 of 2



® crashmap.co.uk

Crash Date:

Highest Injury Severity:
Highway Authority:

Local Authority:

Weather Description:
Road Surface Description:
Speed Limit:

Light Conditions:
Carriageway Hazards:

Junction Detail:

Junction Pedestrian Crossing:

Road Type:

Junction Control:

Wednesday, October 21, 2020
Slight

East Sussex

Lewes

Fine without high winds

Dry

30

Daylight: regardless of presence of streetlights
None

Not at or within 20 metres of junction

Zebra crossing

Single carriageway

Not Applicable

For more information about the data please visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/faq

Report Generated:

10/11/2024 9:24:21

Page 1 of 2

Time of Crash:

Road Number:

15:13:00

uo

To subscribe to unlimited reports using CrashMap Pro visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/premium_services

Validated Data

Crash Reference: 2020470992291

Casualties:
Vehicles:

OS Grid Reference:

1
2
534572 120165
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crashmap.co.uk

Validated Data

Crash Date: Wednesday, October 21, 2020 Time of Crash: 15:13:00 Crash Reference: 2020470992291

Vehicles Involved

Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle Driver Driver Age Vehicle Maneouvre First Point of Journey Purpose Hit Object - On Hit Object - Off
Ref Type Age Gender Impact Carriageway Carriageway

Car Vehicle is passing a stationary vehicle on its offside Commuting to/from
(excluding work

private
hire)

2 Bus or 19 Male 56 - 65 Vehicle is parked in the carmageway Did not impact Journey as part of None None
coach work
17+
passenger
seats)

Casualties

Vehicle Casualty Ref Injury Casualty Class Gender Age Band Pedestrian Location Pedestrian Movement

Ref Severity

1 1 Slight Pedestrian Male 11-15 In carriageway, crossing elsewhere Crossing from driver's nearside - masked by parked
or stationary vehicle

For more information about the data please visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/faq

To subscribe to unlimited reports using CrashMap Pro visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/premium_services

10/11/2024 9:24:21 Page 2 of 2

Report Generated:



® crashmap.co.uk

Crash Date:

Highest Injury Severity:
Highway Authority:

Local Authority:

Weather Description:
Road Surface Description:
Speed Limit:

Light Conditions:
Carriageway Hazards:

Junction Detail:

Junction Pedestrian Crossing:

Road Type:

Junction Control:

Thursday, March 31, 2022

Slight Road Number:

East Sussex

Lewes

Fine without high winds

Dry

30

Darkness: street lights present and lit

None

Crossroads

No physical crossing facility within 50 metres
Single carriageway

Give way or uncontrolled

For more information about the data please visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/faq

Report Generated:

10/11/2024 9:24:26

Time of Crash:

Page 1 of 2

20:33:00

uo

To subscribe to unlimited reports using CrashMap Pro visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/premium_services

Validated Data

Crash Reference: 2022471161499

Casualties: 2

Vehicles: 2

OS Grid Reference: 534768 120135

Creehlry]

5

7

s




Validated Data

Crash Date: Thursday, March 31, 2022 Time of Crash: 20:33:00 Crash Reference: 2022471161499

Vehicles Involved

Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle Driver Driver Age Vehicle Maneouvre First Point of Journey Purpose Hit Object - On Hit Object - Off
Ref Type Age Gender Band Impact Carriageway Carriageway

Car Vehicle proceeding normally along the carriageway,
(excluding not on a bend
private
hire)
2 Car 3 Male 36 -45 Vehicle is waiting to proceed normally but is held Back Other None None
(excluding up
private
hire)
Casualties
Vehicle Casualty Ref Injury Casualty Class Gender Age Band Pedestrian Location Pedestrian Movement
Ref Severity
1 1 Slight Driver or rider Female 21-25 Unknown or other Unknown or other
2 2 Slight Driver or rider Male 36 -45 Unknown or other Unknown or other

For more information about the data please visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/faq

To subscribe to unlimited reports using CrashMap Pro visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/premium_services

Report Generated: 10/11/2024 9:24:27 Page 2 of 2



Crash Date:

Highest Injury Severity:
Highway Authority:

Local Authority:

Weather Description:
Road Surface Description:
Speed Limit:

Light Conditions:
Carriageway Hazards:

Junction Detail:

Junction Pedestrian Crossing:

Road Type:

Junction Control:

Tuesday, May 17, 2022

Slight Road Number:

East Sussex

Lewes

Fine without high winds

Dry

30

Daylight: regardless of presence of streetlights
None

Mini roundabout

Central refuge - no other controls

Single carriageway

Give way or uncontrolled

For more information about the data please visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/faq

Report Generated:

10/11/2024 9:24:08

To subscribe to unlimited reports using CrashMap Pro visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/premium_services

Time of Crash:

06:50:00

Validated Data

Page 1 of 2

Crash Reference: 2022471177953
Casualties: 1
Vehicles: 2
OS Grid Reference: 534150 120465
.
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crashmap.co.uk

Validated Data

Crash Date: Tuesday, May 17, 2022 Time of Crash: 06:50:00 Crash Reference: 2022471177953

Vehicles Involved

Vehicle Vehicle Vehicle Driver Driver Age Vehicle Maneouvre First Point of Journey Purpose Hit Object - On Hit Object - Off
Ref Type Age Gender Impact Carriageway Carriageway

Car Vehicle proceeding normally along the carriageway,
(excluding not on a bend

private
hire)

2 Pedal -1 Male 46 - 55 Vehicle is in the act of turning right Nearside Commuting to/from None None
cycle work

Casualties

Vehicle Casualty Ref Injury Casualty Class Gender Age Band Pedestrian Location Pedestrian Movement

Ref Severity

2 1 Slight Driver or rider Male 46 - 55 Unknown or other Unknown or other

For more information about the data please visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/faq

To subscribe to unlimited reports using CrashMap Pro visit: www.crashmap.co.uk/home/premium_services

10/11/2024 9:24:08 Page 2 of 2

Report Generated:
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Total Flow

Direction: Westbound

Direction: Eastbound

NRNIO H O 0O Wwuvw

W o N O O N N @

100.0% 85.4% 13.7% 0.2% 0.7%
100.0% 85.1% 14.2% 0.2% 0.5%
100.0% 85.8% 13.4% 0.2% 0.6%
#DIv/o! | #DIv/o! #DIv/o!  #DIvV/O!  #DIv/O!
#DIv/o! | #Div/o!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
100.0% 82.4% 16.9% 0.2% 0.5%
#DIv/o! | #DIv/o!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
100.0% 85.1% 14.1% 0.2% 0.6%
100.0% 85.1% 14.1% 0.2% 0.6%
Paul Castle Associates
Eastbound

= LIGHT = 0GV1

* 0GV2

= BUS

Paul Castle Associates

100.0% 88.6% 11.1% 0.1% 0.2%
100.0% 88.2% 11.3% 0.1% 0.3%
100.0% 88.1% 11.6% 0.1% 0.3%
#DIV/0! | #DIV/O! #DIV/O! #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
#DIv/o! | #DIv/Oo!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
100.0% 84.8% 145% 0.1% 0.6%
#DIv/o! | #DIv/0o!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
100.0% 88.0% 11.6% 0.1% 0.3%
100.0% 88.0% 11.6% 0.1% 0.3%
Westhound

= LIGHT = OGV1 = OGV2

= BUS

100.0% 87.0% 12.4% 0.1% 0.5%
100.0% 86.6% 12.8% 0.2% 0.4%
100.0% 86.9% 12.5% 0.1% 0.4%
#DIv/o! | #DIv/o!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/o!  #DIv/O!
#DIv/o! | #DIv/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
100.0% 83.6% 15.7% 0.1% 0.6%
#DIV/o! | #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!  #DIV/O!
100.0% 86.5% 12.9% 0.1% 0.5%
100.0% 86.5% 12.9% 0.1% 0.5%
Paul Castle Associates
Total Flow

= LIGHT = OGV1

= 0GV2 . BUS



Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Direction: Total Flow
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Eastbound
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Eastbound
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Eastbound

19/06/2024
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3729 3174 522 7 26
4197 3589 572 8 28
4257 3643 577 8 29
4333 3699 595 8 31
08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 07:00
427 366 55 2 4
16:00 17:00 16:00 17:00 12:00
465 404 85 1 3

Paul Castle Associates

Direction: Westbound
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3613 3204 398 2 9
4064 3604 449 2 9
4127 3664 452 2 9
4193 3716 465 3 9
08:00 08:00 07:00 04:00 10:00

417 381 54 1 2
16:00 16:00 15:00 12:00 12:00

399 361 41 1 1
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Direction: Total Flow

24 22 2 0 0
10 5 5 0 0
3 2 1 0 0
19 12 6 0 1
18 11 5 1 1
68 56 12 0 0
222 182 40 0 0
672 561 107 0 4
844 747 91 2 4
528 449 75 1 3
502 422 71 3 6
481 415 60 1 5
478 405 68 1 4
438 365 72 0 1
546 471 71 0 4
625 546 78 0 1
864 741 122 0 1
792 716 74 1 1
572 540 31 0 1
306 277 27 1 1
245 222 22 0 1
146 134 12 0 0
87 82 5 0 0
36 32 3 0 1
7342 6378 920 9 35
8261 7193 1021 10 37
8384 7307 1029 10 38
8526 7415 1060 11 40
08:00 08:00 07:00 10:00 10:00
844 747 107 3 6
16:00 16:00 16:00 12:00 12:00
864 741 122 1 4
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Eastbound Direction: Westbound Direction: Total Flow

20/06/2024

20 18 2 0 0 9 9 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 0 0 8 6 2 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
5 3 0 1 6 4 2 0 0 0 1
10 6 3 0 1 10 8 2 0 0 0 1
32 26 6 0 0 40 34 6 0 0 0 0
108 87 21 0 0 131 111 20 0 0 0 0
322 266 53 0 3 362 308 52 1 1 1 4
438 378 56 1 3 405 360 44 0 1 1 4
242 191 48 1 2 274 241 31 0 2 1 4
223 181 39 0 3 215 184 30 0 1 0 4
225 184 38 1 2 240 200 38 0 2 1 4
251 210 40 0 1 228 188 37 1 2 1 3
227 185 41 0 1 219 194 25 0 0 0 1
284 243 39 1 1 240 211 28 1 0 2 1
300 265 34 0 1 329 299 29 0 1 0 2
476 400 73 3 0 387 350 34 1 2 4 2
443 395 47 0 1 345 318 26 1 0 1 1
304 279 24 0 1 236 220 15 0 1 0 2
138 130 8 0 0 124 115 9 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3735 3177 532 7 19 3480 3073 389 5 13 7215 6250 921 12 32
3981 3394 561 7 19 3735 3299 418 5 13 7716 6693 979 12 32
3981 3394 561 7 19 3735 3299 418 5 13 7716 6693 979 12 32
4057 3452 577 7 21 3810 3361 431 5 13 7867 6813 1008 12 34
08:00 08:00 08:00 08:00 07:00 08:00 08:00 07:00 07:00 09:00 08:00 08:00 07:00 07:00 07:00
438 378 56 1 3 405 360 52 1 2 843 738 105 1 4
16:00 16:00 16:00 16:00 12:00 16:00 16:00 12:00 12:00 12:00 16:00 16:00 16:00 16:00 12:00
476 400 73 3 1 387 350 37 1 2 863 750 107 4 3
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Eastbound Direction: Westbound Direction: Total Flow

21/06/2024

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0
303 242 58 0 3 336 281 55 0 0 0 3
419 363 52 2 2 388 358 29 1 0 3 2
259 220 35 1 3 265 227 37 0 1 1 4
244 198 42 1 3 249 210 36 1 2 2 5
222 191 28 1 2 263 223 37 0 3 1 5
269 224 42 0] 3 232 194 36 1 1 1 4
203 171 31 0 1 243 206 37 0 0 0 1
265 229 33 0 3 252 224 27 0 1 0 4
273 235 38 0 0 335 284 50 0 1 0 1
363 296 67 0] 0 380 342 37 0 1 0 1
407 363 42 1 1 330 309 21 0 0 1 1
319 295 23 0 1 213 208 5 0 0 0 1
184 164 18 1 1 166 148 18 0 0 1 1
135 120 14 0 1 147 130 17 0 0 0 1
61 56 5 0 0 89 80 9 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3546 3027 491 6 22 3486 3066 407 3 10 7032 6093 898 9 32
3926 3367 528 7 24 3888 3424 451 3 10 7814 6791 979 10 34
3926 3367 528 7 24 3888 3424 451 3 10 7814 6791 979 10 34
3926 3367 528 7 24 3888 3424 451 3 10 7814 6791 979 10 34
08:00 08:00 07:00 08:00 07:00 08:00 08:00 07:00 08:00 11:00 08:00 08:00 07:00 08:00 10:00
419 363 58 2 3 388 358 55 1 3 807 721 113 3 5
17:00 17:00 16:00 17:00 12:00 16:00 16:00 15:00 12:00 12:00 16:00 17:00 16:00 12:00 12:00
407 363 67 1 3 380 342 50 1 1 743 672 104 1 4
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Total Flow

Direction: Westbound

Direction: Eastbound

22/06/2024
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Total Flow

Direction: Westbound

Direction: Eastbound

23/06/2024
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Total Flow

Direction: Westbound

Direction: Eastbound

24/06/2024
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road

Direction: Total Flow

Direction: Westbound

Direction: Eastbound

25/06/2024
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield ATC, Green Road
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Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 1
Approach: B2112
Left to Green Road Ahead to B2112 Ditchling Road

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 16 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 18 1 1
07:30 - 07:45 33 1 0
07:45 - 08:00 2 0

08:45 - 09:00

08:00 - 08:15 2 1
08:15 - 08:30 38 0 1
08:30 - 08:45 44 1 0

3 1

09:45 - 10:00

09:00 - 09:15 3 0
09:15 - 09:30 25 5 0
09:30 - 09:45 29 4 0

0 0

16:45 - 17:00

16:00 - 16:15 58 2 0
16:15 - 16:30 44 0 0
16:30 - 16:45 50 2 0

0 0

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 1 0
17:15-17:30 46 1 0
17:30- 17:45 56 0 0

1 0

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

o|o|=|Oo
O|O|F |+

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 1
Approach: Green Road
Left to B2112 Ditchling Road Right to B2112

TIME LIGHT | HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 32 1 0
07:15 - 07:30 60 1 0
07:30 - 07:45 58 0 0
07:45 - 08:00 1 2

08:45 - 09:00

08:00 - 08:15 2 1
08:15 - 08:30 41 1 0
08:30 - 08:45 52 1 0

2 0

09:45 - 10:00

09:00 - 09:15 2 0
09:15 - 09:30 45 0 0
09:30 - 09:45 45 2 0

2 1

16:45 - 17:00

16:00 - 16:15 56 0 0
16:15 - 16:30 64 1 0
16:30 - 16:45 65 2 1

1 1

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 0 0
17:15-17:30 55 1 0
17:30- 17:45 63 0 0

0 0

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

OO

o|o|o|o

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 1
Approach: B2112 Ditchling Road

Ahead to B2112

Right to Green Road

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 82 2 0
07:15 - 07:30 83 4 1
07:30 - 07:45 125 3 0
07:45 - 08:00 2 0

08:45 - 09:00

08:00 - 08:15 3 0
08:15 - 08:30 103 2 0
08:30 - 08:45 95 4 1

3 0

09:45 - 10:00

09:00 - 09:15 6 0
09:15 - 09:30 80 0 0
09:30 - 09:45 95 8 0

3 1

16:45 - 17:00

16:00 - 16:15 93 1 1
16:15 - 16:30 94 4 0
16:30 - 16:45 100 1 0

1 0

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 1 1
17:15-17:30 96 2 0
17:30- 17:45 81 1 0

0 0

18:15 - 18:30

77

18:30 - 18:45

52

18:45 - 19:00

ok

O|O|F |+

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 2
Approach: Slugwash Lane
Left to Green Road (East) Ahead to Eastern Road Right to Green Road (West)

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 2 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 2 0 0
07:30 - 07:45 3 0 0
07:45 - 08:00 2 0 0

08:00 - 08:15

08:15 - 08:30

08:30 - 08:45

08:45 - 09:00

09:00 - 09:15

NN =

ol|lofo|o

o|lo|o|o

09:15 - 09:30

09:30 - 09:45

09:45 - 10:00

N|jO|O|=

o|lo|o|o

o|lo|o|o

16:00 - 16:15

16:15 - 16:30

16:30 - 16:45

16:45 - 17:00

17:00 - 17:15

VN |- W

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

17:15-17:30

17:30-17:45

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

e |lo|w

ojo|o|o

ojo|o|o

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

NIBs|ON

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 2
Approach: Green Road East

Left to Eastern Road

Ahead to Green Road (West)

08:00 - 08:15

08:15 - 08:30

08:30 - 08:45

08:45 - 09:00

09:00 - 09:15

O|r|=|Oo

ol|lofo|o

o|lo|o|o

09:15 - 09:30

09:30 - 09:45

09:45 - 10:00

S L =2 k=]

o|lo|o|o

o|lo|o|o

16:00 - 16:15

16:15 - 16:30

16:30 - 16:45

16:45 - 17:00

17:00 - 17:15

NN

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

17:15-17:30

17:30-17:45

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

Bl wIN

ojo|o|o

ojo|o|o

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

NN W

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

Right to Slugwash Lane

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 2 0 0 LIGHT 1.0
07:15 - 07:30 1 0 0 HEAVY 2.3
07:30 - 07:45 1 0 0 BUS 2.0
07:45 - 08:00 0 0 0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 2
Approach: Eastern Road

Left to Green Road (West) Ahead to Slugwash Lane Right to Green Road (East)

08:00 - 08:15

08:15 - 08:30

08:30 - 08:45

08:45 - 09:00

09:00 - 09:15

vlwiNn(w

ol|lofo|o

o|lo|o|o

09:15 - 09:30

09:30 - 09:45

09:45 - 10:00

wlwlo|w

o|lo|o|o

o|lo|o|o

16:00 - 16:15

16:15 - 16:30

16:30 - 16:45

16:45 - 17:00

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 0 0
17:15-17:30 2 0 0
17:30- 17:45 11 0 0

0 0

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

|wlw|w

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 5 0 0 LIGHT 1.0
07:15 - 07:30 3 0 0 HEAVY 2.3
07:30 - 07:45 4 0 0 BUS 2.0
07:45 - 08:00 2 0 0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Ahead to Green Road (East)

Junction: 2
Approach: Green Road West
Left to Slugwash Lane

TIME LIGHT | HEAvVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 1 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 1 0 0
07:30 - 07:45 0 0 0
07:45 - 08:00 1 0 0

08:00 - 08:15

08:15 - 08:30

08:30 - 08:45

08:45 - 09:00

09:00 - 09:15

O|r|=|Oo

ol|lofo|o

o|lo|o|o

09:15 - 09:30

09:30 - 09:45

09:45 - 10:00

(=] {=0 P

o|lo|o|o

o|lo|o|o

16:00 - 16:15

16:15 - 16:30

16:30 - 16:45

16:45 - 17:00

17:00 - 17:15

[0 BN LS B

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

17:15-17:30

17:30-17:45

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

lw s

ojo|o|o

ojo|o|o

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

Ni=|O|N

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

Right to Eastern Road

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Ahead to Green Road

Junction: 3
Approach: North Common Road
Left to South Road

TIME LIGHT | HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 0 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 0 0 0
07:30 - 07:45 4 0 0
07:45 - 08:00 6 0 0

08:45 - 09:00

09:00 - 09:15

08:00 - 08:15 1 0
08:15 - 08:30 6 0 0
08:30 - 08:45 5 0 0

0 0

09:15 - 09:30

09:30 - 09:45

09:45 - 10:00

Njw|ks o

o|lo|o|o

o|lo|o|o

16:00 - 16:15

16:15 - 16:30

16:30 - 16:45

16:45 - 17:00

o|lu|w|co

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 3 0 0
17:15-17:30 2 1 0
17:30- 17:45 4 0 0

0 0 0

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

NN W

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 3
Approach: South Road
Left to Green Road Right to North Common Road

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 22 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 45 1 0
07:30 - 07:45 41 1 0
07:45 - 08:00 1 2

08:45 - 09:00

08:00 - 08:15 2 1
08:15 - 08:30 39 0 0
08:30 - 08:45 33 2 0

2 0

09:45 - 10:00

09:00 - 09:15 0 0
09:15 - 09:30 22 0 0
09:30 - 09:45 27 2 0

3 1

16:45 - 17:00

16:00 - 16:15 39 0 0
16:15 - 16:30 57 0 1
16:30 - 16:45 35 1 0

3 1

17:45 - 18:00

17:00-17:15 1 0
17:15-17:30 32 0 0
17:30-17:45 32 0 1

1 0

18:45 - 19:00

18:00 - 18:15 1 0
18:15 - 18:30 21 0 0
18:30 - 18:45 27 1 0

0 0

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 3
Approach: Green Road

Ahead to North Common Road

Right to South Road

08:45 - 09:00

08:00 - 08:15 3 0
08:15 - 08:30 78 2 0
08:30 - 08:45 54 1 0

2 0

09:45 - 10:00

09:00 - 09:15 2 0
09:15 - 09:30 35 3 0
09:30 - 09:45 46 0 0

1 0

16:00 - 16:15 63 1 0
16:15 - 16:30 67 2 0
16:30 - 16:45 66 1 0
16:45 - 17:00 0 0

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 0 0
17:15-17:30 58 1 0
17:30- 17:45 78 0 0

0 0

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

69

18:45 - 19:00

TIME LIGHT HEAVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 43 0 0 LIGHT 1.0
07:15 - 07:30 42 2 1 HEAVY 2.3
07:30 - 07:45 67 1 0 BUS 2.0
07:45 - 08:00 2 0




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Ahead to Hundred Acre Lane

Right to Wivelsfield Primary School

Junction: 4
Approach: South Road North
Left to South Road (East)

TIME LIGHT | HEAvVY BUS
07:00 - 07:15 6 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 15 0 0
07:30 - 07:45 19 2 0
07:45 - 08:00 1 0

PCUs LIGHT HEAVY BUS
2.0 1 0
5.0 6
8.0 5
3

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0

08:45 - 09:00

08:00 - 08:15 32 1 1
08:15 - 08:30 31 0 2
08:30 - 08:45 34 0 1

1 0

09:45 - 10:00

09:00 - 09:15 1 1
09:15 - 09:30 16 1 0
09:30 - 09:45 18 4 0

1 0

16:45 - 17:00

16:00 - 16:15 34 3 1
16:15 - 16:30 31 2 0
16:30 - 16:45 45 2 0

1 0

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 2 0
17:15-17:30 34 1 1
17:30- 17:45 38 1 0

1 0

18:15 - 18:30

43

18:30 - 18:45

16

18:45 - 19:00

o|o|=|Oo

(=] [=] f=} I




Wivelsfield, Wednesday 19th June 2024

Junction: 4
Approach: South Road East

Left to Hundred Acre Lane

Ahead to Wivelsfield Primary School

Right to South Road (North)

PCUs

08:00 - 08:15

TIME LIGHT HEAVY
07:00 - 07:15 3 0 0
07:15 - 07:30 3 0 0
07:30 - 07:45 2 0 0
07:45 - 08:00 1 0 0

08:15 - 08:30

08:30 - 08:45

08:45 - 09:00

09:00 - 09:15

NINN =

o|lo|o|=

o|lo|o|o

09:15 - 09:30

09:30 - 09:45

09:45 - 10:00

O |N|=

o|lo|o|o

o|lo|o|o

16:00 - 16:15

16:15 - 16:30

16:30 - 16:45

16:45 - 17:00

WIW N =

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

17:45 - 18:00

18:00 - 18:15

17:00 - 17:15 1 0 0
17:15-17:30 2 0 0
17:30- 17:45 1 0 0

2 0 0

18:15 - 18:30

18:30 - 18:45

18:45 - 19:00

ok

o|o|o|o

o|o|o|o

LIGHT 1.0
HEAVY 2.3
BUS 2.0
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 This Road Safety Audit Designer’s Response relates to the Stage 1 Road Safety Audit conducted
on the proposed highway works associated with Taylor Wimpey’s intended residential
development at Land South of Green Road, Wivelsfield Green. The Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
(RSA) was undertaken by Capital Road Safety on 25 November 2024 in accordance with GG119
‘Road Safety Audit’. The Stage 1 RSA is provided at Appendix 1.

1.2 The Design Team have considered the problems and recommendations in the Stage 1 Road
Safety Audit and provided the following responses.
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ITEMS RAISED IN THE STAGE 1 ROAD SAFETY

AUDIT

Audit
Ref

Problem Summary and
Recommendation

Designer’s Response

Problem
Location: A — Eastern Road Footway

Summary: Rough carriageway surface may
unseat two-wheeled road users.

The scheme will introduce a footway along
the western side of Eastern Road. This will
require a kerbline to be installed as the
carriageway is currently bounded only by
verge. There is concern that the western
edge of the carriageway is currently in a
ragged state and that an intervention to
install a kerbline may cause further
deterioration. This may cause an uneven
surface or potholes to form, particularly
along any construction joints. As such, two-
wheeled road users in particular may be at
increased risk of injury, i.e. by being
unseated.

Recommendation

Allowance should be made to reconstruct
and/or resurface the western side of the
carriageway.

The problem is accepted.

The western side of the carriageway will need to be re-
surfaced as part of footway construction.

The extent of the re-surfacing will be developed as part of
the detailed design post application approval and can be
reviewed as part of the Stage 2 Road Safety Audit.

4.21

Problem

Location: B - Proposed Green Road
vehicular access.

Summary: Junction geometry may not
adequately accommodate larger vehicles.

Green Road has a narrow carriageway,
estimated to be around 5.5m, that barely
accommodates HGVs in a bi-directional,
free flowing traffic situation. The proposed
vehicular access is to have bell mouth radii
of 6m and an access road width 5.5m width.
This junction geometry may not be adequate
for larger vehicles, which may substantially
over sweep opposing lanes as they
complete turning manoeuvres. Although
Appendix 8 in the Transport Assessment will
show swept path plots, these have not been
appended to the copy provided in the Audit
Brief. Hence, there is concern that there
may be increased risk of collisions, such as
sideswipes, arising from turning movements
at the junction due to constrained geometry.

The problem is not accepted.

A copy of the swept analysis for a large refuse vehicle
accessing and egressing the site access is provided at
Appendix 2.

The refuse vehicle movements will be very infrequent
(circa 1 to 2 a week) compared to light vehicle movements
at the proposed access arrangement. Manual for Streets
provides the following guidance in relation to service
vehicle access on local roads at paragraph 6.8.1:

“The design of local roads should accommodate service
vehicles without allowing their requirements to dominate
the layout. On streets with low traffic flows and speeds, it
may be assumed that they will be able to use the full width
of the carriageway to manoeuvre. Larger vehicles which
are only expected to use a street infrequently, such as
pantechnicons, need not be fully accommodated —
designers could assume that they will have to reverse or
undertake multipoint turns to turn around for the relatively
small number of times they will require access.”
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Audit
Ref

Problem Summary and
Recommendation

Designer’s Response

Recommendation

The proposed geometry should adequately
accommodate the turning movements of all
vehicles that will be anticipated to routinely
use the junction.

The design of local roads should accommodate service
vehicles without allowing their requirement to dominate the
layout. It is not unusual for a larger rigid vehicle to require
the use of the opposing lane to enter a junction in urban
areas. The highway code 221 also states that road users
need to be aware that larger vehicles required additional
space to turn.

Manual for Streets 2 at paragraph 9.4.10 and 9.3.11 states
the following regarding junction radii and larger vehicles at

priority junctions:

“9.4.10 As noted in Sections 6.3 and 6.4 of MFS1, tight
corner radii help pedestrians and cyclists to travel across
and through junctions by reducing the speed of turning
vehicles. Advice contained in TD42/95, that minimum
corner radii should be 6m in urban areas, should therefore
not be taken as representing best practice when the needs
of vulnerable road users are to be prioritised.

9.4.11 Larger vehicles can still negotiate junctions where
minimal (1m or less) corner radii are used, depending on
the width of the junction arms they are turning to and from.
In many cases it will be better to have slightly greater
carriageway widths at the junction, rather than generous
corner radii, or accept that larger vehicles occasionally
cross into the opposing lane.”

On the above basis it is accepted that larger infrequent
vehicle movements turning at the junction will cross into
the opposing lane. To increase the junction radii will
increase the speeds that cars (the predominant vehicle
movement) negotiate the junction to the detriment of road
safety for vulnerable road users (pedestrians and cyclists).
To increase the width or junction radii to fully
accommodate refuse vehicles would be at odds with the
MfS principles of low-speed design and to the detriment of
road safety for all road users.

4.3.1

Problem

Location: C — Eastern pedestrian and cycle
access point.

Summary: Shared-use surface extents not
clearly defined.

There will be a shared-use footpath surface
accessing the development to the east of
the site, from Green Road. It will join to the
southern Green Road footway. The footway,
however, is only currently configured for
pedestrian use, but the extents of any
proposed shared use when the footpath is
linked to it are not clearly defined. Hence,
there is concern that there may be
increased risk of collisions between cyclists
and pedestrians should cyclists continue

The problem is accepted.

The extent of the of the shared footway / cycleway will
terminate the southern Green Road footway and a
dropped kerb will be provided to access the carriageway.
The design of the signage and tactile paving will be
developed as part of the detailed design post application
approval and can be reviewed as part of the Stage 2 Road
Safety Audit.
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Audit
Ref

Problem Summary and
Recommendation

Designer’s Response

along sections of footway that are not
configured to adequately accommodate
them.

Recommendation

The extents of any shared-use footways
should be adequately defined, i.e. with
tactile paving and regulatory signs, plus
facilities to allow cyclists safe transition
between footway and carriageway surfaces.

End of Problems Raised in the Stage 1 RSA.
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3 DESIGN ORGANISATION STATEMENT

On behalf of the design organisation, | certify that:

1) The RSA actions identified in response to the road safety audit problems in this road safety audit have been
discussed and agreed with the Overseeing Organisation.

Name Matthew Brown

Position Associate Director

Organisation RPS Consulting Services Ltd

Date 28 November 2024

On behalf of the Overseeing Organisation, | certify that:

1) The RSA actions identified in response to the road safety audit problems in this road safety audit have been
discussed and agreed with the design organisation; and
2) The agreed RSA actions will be progressed.

Name

Signed

Position

Organisation ESCC

Date
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Green Road, Wivelsfield Green, East Sussex

Proposed Section 278 Highway Works

Stage 1 Road Safety Audit
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GREEN ROAD, WIVELSFIELD GREEN, EAST SUSSEX G 9
PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS

Stage 1 Road Safety Audit Capital Road Safety

1.0

DOCUMENT INFORMATION

GREEN ROAD, WIVELSFIELD GREEN, EAST SUSSEX
Project Title PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS
STAGE 1 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT

Document No 2945-RSA-01

Issue Original (A) Revision Revision
Date Issued 26/11/24

Prepared by A Haunton

Checked by J Thompson

Authorised by J Thompson

© Copyright Capital Road Safety Ltd 2024. All rights reserved.

No part of this report may be copied or reproduced by any means without prior written
permission from Capital Road Safety Ltd.

If you have received this report in error, please destroy all copies in your possession or
control and notify Capital Road Safety Ltd immediately.

This report has been prepared for the exclusive use of the commissioning party and
unless otherwise agreed in writing by Capital Road Safety Ltd, no other party may use,
make use of or rely upon the contents of this report.

No liability is accepted by Capital Road Safety Ltd for any use of this report, other than
for the purposes for which it was originally prepared and provided.

Opinions and information provided in the report are on the basis of Capital Road Safety
Ltd using due skill, care and diligence in the preparation of the same and no warranty is
provided as to their accuracy.

It should be noted and it is expressly stated, that no independent verification of any of
the documents or information supplied to Capital Road Safety Ltd has been made.
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GREEN ROAD, WIVELSFIELD GREEN, EAST SUSSEX
PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS
Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

2.0
2.1
2.1.1

2.1.2

2.1.3

2.14

2.15

2.1.6

2.1.7

INTRODUCTION
Commission and Terms of Reference

This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on the proposed
Section 278 highway works for a 150-dwelling residential development off Green
Road, Wivelsfield Green, East Sussex. The audit was carried out on the
instruction of RPS’s Matthew Brown, dated 215t November 2024, on behalf of
Taylor Wimpey Strategic Land.

The Audit Team membership was as follows:

Audit Team Leader: Andy Haunton BEng (Hons), MCIHT, FSoRSA
Capital Road Safety Ltd

Audit Team Member: Jonathan Thompson IEng, FIHE, MCIHT, MSoRSA
Capital Road Safety Ltd

For the purposes of compliance with the National Highways standard GG 119
‘Road Safety Audit’ it is recorded that both the Audit Team Leader and Team
Member hold a Certificate of Competency in Road Safety Audit.

The Audit was undertaken by Capital Road Safety in accordance with the Audit
Brief provided by Matthew Brown. It took place during late November 2024 and
comprised an examination of the documents provided as listed in Appendix A,
plus a visit to the site of the proposed scheme.

The Audit Team made a visit to the site of the scheme between 11:30 and
12:15hrs on 25™ November 2024. During the site visit, the weather was fine but
the highway surfaces were wet in places, with some autumnal leaf fall gathered
in places too. Traffic flows were moderate on Green Road and very low along
Eastern Road, with both free flowing. A few pedestrian movements were noted,
but no cyclists.

The terms of reference of this audit are as described in the National Highways
standard GG 119 Revision 2 ‘Road Safety Audit’. The team has examined and
reported only on the road safety implications of the scheme as presented and has
not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to any other criteria.
However, to clearly explain a safety problem or the recommendation to resolve a
problem the Audit Team may, on occasion, have referred to a design standard
without touching on technical audit.

Unless general to the scheme, all comments and recommendations are given an
identifying label and the locations have been indicated on the plan located in
Appendix B. Reference may be made to the design drawings where it is
necessary to clearly indicate which drawing amongst a set is the subject of
comment.
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PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS
Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

2.2 Purpose of the Scheme
2.2.1 The overall scheme proposes a development of 150 residential dwellings.

2.2.2 The Section 278 works that are the subject of this audit principally comprise:
e Provision of a simple priority junction on Green Road,
e Shared footway/cycleway link between the development and Green Road,
e Footway improvements along Eastern Road,

e 3m wide shared footway/cycleway link between the development and
Eastern Road.
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3.0 ITEMS RAISED IN PREVIOUS ROAD SAFETY AUDIT

3.1 The Audit Team is not aware of any previous audits having been carried out on
the proposals.
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PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS
Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

4.0

4.1

4.1.1

4.2

4.2.1

ITEMS RAISED IN THIS STAGE 1 ROAD SAFETY AUDIT

GENERAL

PROBLEM

Location: A — Eastern Road footway.

Summary: Rough carriageway surface may unseat two-wheeled road users.

The scheme will introduce a footway along the western side of Eastern Road.
This will require a kerbline to be installed as the carriageway is currently bounded
only by verge. There is concern that the western edge of the carriageway is
currently in a ragged state and that an intervention to install a kerbline may cause
further deterioration. This may cause an uneven surface or potholes to form,
particularly along any construction joints. As such, two-wheeled road users in
particular may be at increased risk of injury, i.e. by being unseated.

RECOMMENDATION
Allowance should be made to reconstruct and/or resurface the western side of
the carriageway.

JUNCTION

PROBLEM

Location: B — Proposed Green Road vehicular access.

Summary: Junction geometry may not adequately accommodate larger

vehicles.

Green Road has a narrow carriageway, estimated to be around 5.5m, that barely
accomodates HGVs in a bi-directional, freeflowing traffic situation. The proposed
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4.2.2

vehicular access is to have bellmouth radii of 6m and an access road width 5.5m
width. This junction geometry may not be adequate for larger vehicles, which
may substantially oversweep opposing lanes as they complete turning
manoeuvres. Although Appendix 8 in the Transport Assessment will show swept
path plots, these have not been appended to the copy provided in the Audit
Brief. Hence, there is concern that there may be increased risk of collisions, such
as sideswipes, arising from turning movements at the junction due to constrained
geometry.

RECOMMENDATION
The proposed geometry should adequately accommodate the turning
movements of all vehicles that will be anticipated to routinely use the junction.

PROBLEM
Location: B — Proposed Green Road vehicular access.
Summary: Junction may not be adequately lit during dark conditions.

Green Lane has street lighting along most of its length, sufficiently so that the
LHA has only installed 30mph terminal signs with no repeaters. This is the default
30mph speed limit signing regime when a legally defined system of street lighting
is in place. However, the section of Green Road around the proposed vehicular
access appears to lack any lighting. Checking Google Streetview, there was a
lamp attached to a telegraph pole to the south of Horseshoe Cottage that is now
absent, seeming to conicide with a pole change between March 2022 and April
2024. In resepct of the proposed access, there is concern that it may join the
highway at a dark spot, increasing the risk of collisions during dark conditions.

RECOMMENDATION
The highway in the vicinity of the proposed junction should be adequately lit.

November 2024 6 2945-RSA-01 A



GREEN ROAD, WIVELSFIELD GREEN, EAST SUSSEX
PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS
Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

4.3 WALKING, CYCLING & HORSE RIDING

4.3.1 PROBLEM
Location: C — Eastern pedestrian and cycle access point.
Summary: Shared-use surface extents not clearly defined.

There will be a shared-use footpath surface accessing the development to the
east of the site, from Green Road. It will join to the southern Green Road
footway. The footway, however, is only currently configured for pedestrian use,
but the extents of any proposed shared-use when the footpath is linked to it are
not clearly defined. Hence, there is concern that there may be increased risk of
collisions between cyclists and pedestrians should cyclists continue along sections
of footway that are not configured to adequately accommodate them.

RECOMMENDATION

The extents of any shared-use footways should be adequately defined, i.e. with
tactile paving and regulatory signs, plus facilities to allow cyclists safe transition
between footway and carriageway surfaces.

End of list of Problems identified and Recommendations offered in this Stage 1 Audit |

November 2024 7 2945-RSA-01 A



GREEN ROAD, WIVELSFIELD GREEN, EAST SUSSEX G 9
PROPOSED SECTION 278 HIGHWAY WORKS

Stage 1 Road Safety Audit

Capital Road Safety

5.0

AUDIT STATEMENT

We certify that this Road Safety Audit has been carried out in accordance with

GG 119.

AUDIT TEAM LEADER:

Name:

Position:
Organisation:
Address:

Contact:

AUDIT TEAM MEMBER:

Name:

Position:
Organisation:
Address:

Contact:

November 2024

Andy Haunton Signed:

BEng (Hons) MCIHT FSoRSA

Cert Comp RSA Date 26/11/2024
Director

Capital Road Safety
Mallows Lane, Gainsford End, Essex, CO9 4EH

enquiries@capitalroadsafety.com

www.capitalroadsafety.com

Jonathan Thompson Signed:

IEng FIHE MCIHT MSoRSA

Cert Comp RSA Date 26/11/2024
Director

Capital Road Safety
Mallows Lane, Gainsford End, Essex, CO9 4EH

enquiries@capitalroadsafety.com

www.capitalroadsafety.com
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APPENDIX A

Documents forming the Audit Brief

DRAWING NUMBER DRAWING TITLE

e 794-PLN-TRP-00048-DR-004 A Proposed Green Road Access

e  794-PLN-TRP-00048-DR-006 Proposed Eastern Road Footway
e (CSA/6467/104D Development Framework Plan
DOCUMENTS

e 794-PLN-TRP-00048-03 Transport Assessment 2024 11 04
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APPENDIX B

Problem Location Plan
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TRICS 7.11.3 300824 B22.1005124289 Database right of TRICS Consortium Ltd, 2024. All rights reserved Tuesday 15/10/24

Page 1

RPS 1st Floor West London

Filtering Summary

Land Use

03/A

Selected Trip Rate Calculation Parameter Range 100-400 DWELLS

Actual Trip Rate Calculation Parameter Range

Date Range
Parking Spaces Range
Parking Spaces Per Dwelling Range:

Bedrooms Per Dwelling Range:

Percentage of dwellings privately owned:

Days of the week selected

Main Location Types selected

Inclusion of Servicing Vehicles Counts

Population within 500m

Population <1 Mile ranges selected

Population <5 Mile ranges selected

Car Ownership <5 Mile ranges selected

PTAL Rating

106-321 DWELLS
Minimum: 01/01/15
All Surveys Included
All Surveys Included
All Surveys Included
All Surveys Included
Monday

Tuesday
Wednesday
Thursday

Friday

Edge of Town

Servicing vehicles Included
Servicing vehicles Excluded

All Surveys Included

1,001 to 5,000
5,001 to 10,000

5,001 to 25,000
25,001 to 50,000

1.1to 1.5
1.6t0 2.0

No PTAL Present

Licence No: 705125

RESIDENTIAL/HOUSES PRIVATELY OWNED

Maximum: 04/07/23

RNNER P

~

10 - Selected
47 - Selected

L)}
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RPS

1st Floor West London

TRIP RATE CALCULATION SELECTION PARAMETERS:

Land Use : 03 - RESIDENTIAL
Category : A - HOUSES PRIVATELY OWNED
TOTAL VEHICLES

Selected regions and areas:
02 SOUTH EAST

HF HERTFORDSHIRE
04 EAST ANGLIA

NF NORFOLK

1 days

6 days

Licence No: 705125

Calculation Reference: AUDIT-705125-241015-1052

This section displays the number of survey days per TRICS® sub-region in the selected set
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RPS 1st Floor West London Licence No: 705125
Primary Filtering selection:

This data displays the chosen trip rate parameter and its selected range. Only sites that fall within the parameter range
are included in the trip rate calculation.

Parameter: No of Dwellings

Actual Range: 106 to 321 (units: )

Range Selected by User: 100 to 400 (units: )

Parking Spaces Range: All Surveys Included

Parking Spaces per Dwelling Range: All Surveys Included
Bedrooms per Dwelling Range: All Surveys Included

Percentage of dwellings privately owned: All Surveys Included

Public Transport Provision:
Selection by: Include all surveys

Date Range: 01/01/15 to 04/07/23

This data displays the range of survey dates selected. Only surveys that were conducted within this date range are
included in the trip rate calculation.

Selected survey days:

Monday 1 days
Tuesday 1 days
Wednesday 2 days
Thursday 2 days
Friday 1 days

This data displays the number of selected surveys by day of the week.

Selected survey types:
Manual count 3 days
Directional ATC Count 4 days

This data displays the number of manual classified surveys and the number of unclassified ATC surveys, the total adding
up to the overall number of surveys in the selected set. Manual surveys are undertaken using staff, whilst ATC surveys
are undertaking using machines.

Selected Locations:
Edge of Town 7

This data displays the number of surveys per main location category within the selected set. The main location categories
consist of Free Standing, Edge of Town, Suburban Area, Neighbourhood Centre, Edge of Town Centre, Town Centre and
Not Known.

Selected Location Sub Categories:
Residential Zone 6
Out of Town 1

This data displays the number of surveys per location sub-category within the selected set. The location sub-categories
consist of Commercial Zone, Industrial Zone, Development Zone, Residential Zone, Retail Zone, Built-Up Zone, Village,
Out of Town, High Street and No Sub Category.

Inclusion of Servicing Vehicles Counts:
Servicing vehicles Included 10 days - Selected
Servicing vehicles Excluded 47 days - Selected

Secondary Filtering selection:

Use Class:
C3 7 days

This data displays the number of surveys per Use Class classification within the selected set. The Use Classes Order
(England) 2020 has been used for this purpose, which can be found within the Library module of TRICS®.

Population within 500m Range:
All Surveys Included
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RPS 1st Floor West London Licence No: 705125
Secondary Filtering selection (Cont.):
Population within 1 mile:

1,001 to 5,000 3 days
5,001 to 10,000 4 days

This data displays the number of selected surveys within stated 1-mile radii of population.

Population within 5 miles:
5,001 to 25,000 6 days
25,001 to 50,000 1 days

This data displays the number of selected surveys within stated 5-mile radii of population.

Car ownership within 5 miles:
1.1to 1.5 6 days
1.6to 2.0 1 days

This data displays the number of selected surveys within stated ranges of average cars owned per residential dwelling,
within a radius of 5-miles of selected survey sites.

Travel Plan:
Yes 7 days

This data displays the number of surveys within the selected set that were undertaken at sites with Travel Plans in place,
and the number of surveys that were undertaken at sites without Travel Plans.

PTAL Rating:
No PTAL Present 7 days

This data displays the number of selected surveys with PTAL Ratings.
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RPS

1st Floor West London

LIST OF SITES relevant to selection parameters

1 HF-03-A-03
HARE STREET ROAD
BUNTINGFORD

MIXED HOUSES

Edge of Town
Residential Zone
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: MONDAY
2 NF-03-A-07
SILFIELD ROAD
WYMONDHAM

Edge of Town
Out of Town
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: FRIDAY
3 NF-03-A-31 MIXED HOUSES
BRANDON ROAD
SWAFFHAM

Edge of Town
Residential Zone
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: THURSDAY
4 NF-03-A-32
HUNSTANTON ROAD
HUNSTANTON

Edge of Town
Residential Zone
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: WEDNESDAY
5 NF-03-A-33 MIXED HOUSES
LONDON ROAD
ATTLEBOROUGH

Edge of Town
Residential Zone
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: THURSDAY
6 NF-03-A-39 MIXED HOUSES
HEATH DRIVE
HOLT

Edge of Town
Residential Zone
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: TUESDAY
7 NF-03-A-47
BURGH ROAD
AYLSHAM

Edge of Town
Residential Zone
Total No of Dwellings:
Survey date: WEDNESDAY

160
08/07/19

MIXED HOUSES & FLATS

297
20/09/19

321
22/09/22

MIXED HOUSES & FLATS

164
21/09/22

143
29/09/22

212
27/09/22

MIXED HOUSES & FLATS

300
21/09/22

Licence No: 705125

HERTFORDSHIRE

Survey Type:

NORFOLK

Survey Type:

NORFOLK

Survey Type:

NORFOLK

Survey Type:

NORFOLK

Survey Type:

NORFOLK

Survey Type:

NORFOLK

Survey Type:

MANUAL

DIRECTIONAL ATC COUNT

DIRECTIONAL ATC COUNT

DIRECTIONAL ATC COUNT

MANUAL

MANUAL

DIRECTIONAL ATC COUNT

This section provides a list of all survey sites and days in the selected set. For each individual survey site, it displays a
unique site reference code and site address, the selected trip rate calculation parameter and its value, the day of the
week and date of each survey, and whether the survey was a manual classified count or an ATC count.

MANUALLY DESELECTED SURVEYS

Site Ref Survey Date Reason for Deselection
KC-03-A-10 09/05/23 Access to good train station / services
NF-03-A-16 20/10/15 Access to high frequency of bus services
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RPS

1st Floor West

TRIP RATE for Land Use 03 - RESIDENTIAL/A - HOUSES PRIVATELY OWNED

London

TOTAL VEHICLES

Calculation factor: 1 DWELLS

BOLD print indicates peak (busiest) period

Licence No: 705125

ARRIVALS DEPARTURES TOTALS
No. Ave. Trip No. Ave. Trip No. Ave. Trip
Time Range Days DWELLS Rate Days DWELLS Rate Days DWELLS Rate

00:00 - 01:00
01:00 - 02:00
02:00 - 03:00
03:00 - 04:00
04:00 - 05:00
05:00 - 06:00
06:00 - 07:00
07:00 - 08:00 7 228 0.080 7 228 0.286 7 228 0.366
08:00 - 09:00 7 228 0.121 7 228 0.334 7 228 0.455
09:00 - 10:00 7 228 0.130 7 228 0.150 7 228 0.280
10:00 - 11:00 7 228 0.116 7 228 0.144 7 228 0.260
11:00 - 12:00 7 228 0.135 7 228 0.126 7 228 0.261
12:00 - 13:00 7 228 0.122 7 228 0.132 7 228 0.254
13:00 - 14:00 7 228 0.145 7 228 0.142 7 228 0.287
14:00 - 15:00 7 228 0.148 7 228 0.181 7 228 0.329
15:00 - 16:00 7 228 0.259 7 228 0.161 7 228 0.420
16:00 - 17:00 7 228 0.261 7 228 0.159 7 228 0.420
17:00 - 18:00 7 228 0.334 7 228 0.172 7 228 0.506
18:00 - 19:00 7 228 0.267 7 228 0.173 7 228 0.440
19:00 - 20:00
20:00 - 21:00
21:00 - 22:00
22:00 - 23:00
23:00 - 24:00

Total Rates: 2.118 2.160 4.278

This section displays the trip rate results based on the selected set of surveys and the selected count type (shown just
above the table). It is split by three main columns, representing arrivals trips, departures trips, and total trips (arrivals
plus departures). Within each of these main columns are three sub-columns. These display the number of survey days
where count data is included (per time period), the average value of the selected trip rate calculation parameter (per
time period), and the trip rate result (per time period). Total trip rates (the sum of the column) are also displayed at the
foot of the table.

To obtain a trip rate, the average (mean) trip rate parameter value (TRP) is first calculated for all selected survey days
that have count data available for the stated time period. The average (mean) number of arrivals, departures or totals
(whichever applies) is also calculated (COUNT) for all selected survey days that have count data available for the stated
time period. Then, the average count is divided by the average trip rate parameter value, and multiplied by the stated
calculation factor (shown just above the table and abbreviated here as FACT). So, the method is: COUNT/TRP*FACT. Trip
rates are then rounded to 3 decimal places.

The survey data, graphs and all associated supporting information, contained within the TRICS Database are published
by TRICS Consortium Limited ("the Company") and the Company claims copyright and database rights in this published
work. The Company authorises those who possess a current TRICS licence to access the TRICS Database and copy the
data contained within the TRICS Database for the licence holders' use only. Any resulting copy must retain all copyrights
and other proprietary notices, and any disclaimer contained thereon.

The Company accepts no responsibility for loss which may arise from reliance on data contained in the TRICS Database.
[No warranty of any kind, express or implied, is made as to the data contained in the TRICS Database.]

Parameter summary

Trip rate parameter range selected:
Survey date date range:

106 - 321 (units: )
01/01/15 - 04/07/23

Number of weekdays (Monday-Friday): 13
Number of Saturdays: 0
Number of Sundays: (0]
Surveys automatically removed from selection: 17
Surveys manually removed from selection: 0

This section displays a quick summary of some of the data filtering selections made by the TRICS® user. The trip rate
calculation parameter range of all selected surveys is displayed first, followed by the range of minimum and maximum
survey dates selected by the user. Then, the total number of selected weekdays and weekend days in the selected set of
surveys are show. Finally, the number of survey days that have been manually removed from the selected set outside of
the standard filtering procedure are displayed.
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Junctions 10

ARCADY 10 - Roundabout Module

Version: 10.0.3.1598
© Copyright TRL Software Limited, 2021

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL Software:
+44 (0)1344 379777  software@tri.co.uk trisoftware.com

The users of this computer program for the solution of an engineering problem are in no way relieved of their responsibility for the correctness of the
solution

Filename: AdvMode_Green Road - Ditchling Road - B2112 Mini Roundabout.j10

Path: P:\eur-mpfs-02.eur.rpsgroup.com\Oxford\TR_Projects\794-PLN-TRP-00048 - Green Road, Wivelsfield
Green\Transport\Arcady

Report generation date: 18/10/2024 10:28:04

»2024 Base, AM

»2024 Base, PM

»2029 Base + Committed, AM
»2029 Base + Committed, PM

»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM
»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Summary of junction performance

AM PM
| News | o [rec |ros| gumeton | meeen | 5ot | e | ey |mec|ros| Jmesen | eresen
2024 Base
1-B2112 14 990 |058| A 20 |1236|066| B
2 - Green Road D1 16 | 1344 |061| B 951 A D2 | 11 1167 |054| B 9.51 A
3 - Ditchling Road 13 680 [057| A 12 606 [054| A
2029 Base + Committed
1-B2112 16 |1123|062| B 25 |[1502 |072| C
2 - Green Road D3| 19 | 1606 066 C 10.97 B D4| 15 |1402 |059| B 1122 B
3 - Ditchling Road 16 777 |062| A 14 664 [058| A
2029 Base + Committed + Dev

1-B2112 17 | 1156 |063| B 29 |[1652|074| C
2 - Green Road D5| 24 |1874 071 C 12.08 B D6| 16 |1515(062| C 1218 B
3 - Ditchling Road 17 825 [063| A 15 708 [060| A

There are warnings associated with one or more model runs - see the ‘Data Errors and Warnings' tables for each Analysis or Demand Set.

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages.

File summary

File Description
Title
Location
Site number
Date
Version
Status
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator
Description

07/10/2024

(new file)

TTBEN.MEADOR

Units

Distance units

Traffic units results | Flow units

Speed units

Traffic units input

Average delay units

Total delay units

Rate of delay units

m

kph

Veh

Veh

perHour

S

-Min

perMin

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempAdvMode Green%20Ro0ad%20-%...

18/10/2024



The junction diagram reflects the last run of Junctions.

Analysis Options

1-B2112

A

Page 2 of 15

Show
- . Calculate Show all Average . . Max number
Mini- Vehicle | Calculate " lane Calculate Queue Use iterations . .
roundabout | length Queue qdue(:ﬁg?:g queues ':IS;:?“Y residual Thrzzgold thrDeeslﬁzld threshold with HCM of |tef|;)a:|ons
model (m) Percentiles delay Ir:(:?ri:sl intercepts capacity ) (PCU) roundabouts roundabouts
JUNC;JHONS 5.75 0.85 36.00 20.00 500
Demand Set Summary
D Scenario name Time Period | Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period Time segment Run
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) length (min) length (min) automatically
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15 4
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15 v
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15 v
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15 v
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15 v
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15 v
Analysis Set Details
ID | Include in report | Network flow scaling factor (%) | Network capacity scaling factor (%)
A1 v 100.000 100.000
file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempAdvMode Green%20Ro0ad%20-%... 18/10/2024



2024 Base, AM

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 3 of 15

Severity Area Item Description
. R The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
Warning | Profile Type D1 - 2024 Base, AM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Green Road / B2112 Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3 9.51 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 9.51 A
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description
1 |B2112
2 | Green Road
3 | Ditchling Road
Mini Roundabout Geometry
Arm Approach road Minimum approach va?(;Rr’ Effective flare Distance to Entry corner kerb | Gradient over I::;lt’;ﬁ
half-width (m) road half-width (m) (m) length (m) next arm (m) line distance (m) 50m (%) island
1-B2112 3.40 3.40 4.80 2.8 15.10 14.80 1.0 v
2 - Green Road 3.00 2.60 6.00 24 10.50 6.80 1.0
3 - Ditchling Road 3.40 3.20 4.90 34 20.00 20.00 -1.0
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabout Slope and Intercept used in model
Arm Final slope | Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1-B2112 0.525 1038
2 - Green Road 0.587 670
3 - Ditchling Road 0.938 1431
The slope and intercept shown above include any corrections and adjustments.
Arm Capacity Adjustments
Arm Type Reason | Percentage capacity adjustment (%)
2 - Green Road | Percentage 150.00
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length | Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min) automatically
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2112 DIRECT v 100.000
2 - Green Road DIRECT 4 100.000
file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempAdvMode Green%20Ro0ad%20-%... 18/10/2024



| 3- Ditchling Road |

| precT | v

100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Demand (Veh/hr)

Page 4 of 15

To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 173 324
From
2 - Green Road 186 0 234
3 - Ditchling Road 417 272 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 5 3
From
2 - Green Road 4 0 3
3 - Ditchling Road 3 2 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"""Z’\ﬁjh?her’)“a"d ;"r‘rf‘\', :Ils"‘(?:l"')‘
1-B2112 0.58 9.90 14 A 497 746
2 - Green Road 0.61 13.44 1.6 B 420 630
3 - Ditchling Road 0.57 6.80 1.3 A 689 1034
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?cgﬁﬁ::)y RFC Tt}:;)e l;‘g”i]lsut (exit side) queue queue D?sl?y level of
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 497 124 270 862 0.577 492 597 0.0 1.3 9.598 A
2 - Green Road 420 105 321 691 0.608 414 441 0.0 1.5 12.754 B
3 - Ditchling Road 689 172 183 1221 0.564 684 551 0.0 1.3 6.647 A
08:00 - 08:15
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?\72:;:!1'3’ RFC Tt}ve l;‘gnl:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl';'y level of
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 497 124 272 861 0.577 497 603 1.3 1.3 9.887 A
2 - Green Road 420 105 324 688 0.611 420 445 1.5 1.5 13.419 B
3 - Ditchling Road 689 172 186 1218 0.566 689 558 1.3 1.3 6.800 A
08:15 - 08:30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?cgﬁf'::)y RFC ﬂ;ve l;‘gl::f)m (exit side) queue queue D?sla)ay level of
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 497 124 272 861 0.577 497 603 1.3 1.4 9.897 A
2 - Green Road 420 105 324 688 0.611 420 445 1.5 1.5 13.436 B
3 - Ditchling Road 689 172 186 1218 0.566 689 558 1.3 1.3 6.803 A
08:30 - 08:45
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?szﬁf'::)y RFC Th({;’e l;lgnl:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl';ry level of
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 497 124 272 861 0.577 497 603 1.4 1.4 9.896 A
2 - Green Road 420 105 324 688 0.611 420 445 1.5 1.6 13.439 B
3 - Ditchling Road 689 172 186 1218 0.566 689 558 1.3 1.3 6.803 A
08:45 - 09:00
Total Junction | Circulating | Throughput | Start | End | Unsignalised
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Arm Demand Arrivals flow Capacity RFC Throughput (exit side) queue queue Delay level of
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh) (s) service
1-B2112 497 124 272 861 0.577 497 603 14 14 9.898 A
2 - Green Road 420 105 324 688 0.611 420 445 1.6 1.6 13.442 B
3 - Ditchling Road 689 172 186 1218 0.566 689 558 1.3 1.3 6.803 A
09:00 - 09:15
Total Junction | Circulating : Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow %72:;;":3)’ RFC TIK;:;]?:S“‘ (exit side) queue queue D(e‘:y level of
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 497 124 272 861 0.577 497 603 14 14 9.898 A
2 - Green Road 420 105 324 688 0.611 420 445 1.6 1.6 13.445 B
3 - Ditchling Road 689 172 186 1218 0.566 689 558 1.3 1.3 6.803 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

Page 6 of 15

Severity Area Item Description
. R The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
Warning | Profile Type D2 - 2024 Base, PM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Green Road / B2112 Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3 9.51 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 9.51 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length | Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min) automatically
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2112 DIRECT 4 100.000
2 - Green Road DIRECT 4 100.000
3 - Ditchling Road DIRECT 4 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 196 376
From
2 - Green Road 133 0 222
3 - Ditchling Road 388 308 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 2 1
From
2 - Green Road 3 0 0
3 - Ditchling Road 1 1 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
A D d Total Juncti
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS ver?\?eeh Iherr)nan Aorr?vallsm(slt;?\r)‘
1-B2112 0.66 12.36 2.0 B 572 858
2 - Green Road 0.54 11.67 1.1 B 355 532
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3 - Ditchling Road 0.54 6.06 1.2 A 696 1044

Main Results for each time segment

16:45 - 17:00
am | ovnna | A | o | Capscity | e | Througmpur | TS| S | B | olay | Uit
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 572 143 306 864 0.662 564 517 0.0 1.9 11.733 B
2 - Green Road 355 89 371 668 0.532 351 499 0.0 1.1 11.202 B
3 - Ditchling Road 696 174 131 1291 0.539 691 590 0.0 1.2 5.955 A
17:00 -17:15
am | ovnna | A | i | Capscity | e | Througmpur | oS | S | B | osay | Uil
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 572 143 308 863 0.663 572 521 1.9 1.9 12.336 B
2 - Green Road 355 89 376 663 0.535 355 504 1.1 1.1 11.657 B
3 - Ditchling Road 696 174 133 1290 0.540 696 598 1.2 1.2 6.061 A
17:15-17:30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput o Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (exit side) queue queue (s) Ievel_ of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 572 143 308 863 0.663 572 521 1.9 1.9 12.349 B
2 - Green Road 355 89 376 663 0.535 355 504 1.1 1.1 11.667 B
3 - Ditchling Road 696 174 133 1290 0.540 696 598 1.2 1.2 6.061 A
17:30 - 17:45
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (exit side) queue queue (s) Ievel_ of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 572 143 308 863 0.663 572 521 1.9 1.9 12.353 B
2 - Green Road 355 89 376 663 0.535 355 504 1.1 1.1 11.669 B
3 - Ditchling Road 696 174 133 1290 0.540 696 598 1.2 1.2 6.061 A
17:45 - 18:00
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow RFC (exit side) queue queue level of
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehhr) | (Veh/hn (Vehhr) (Vehthr) | (Veh) | (Veh) ) service
1-B2112 572 143 308 863 0.663 572 521 1.9 1.9 12.356 B
2 - Green Road 355 89 376 663 0.535 355 504 1.1 1.1 11.670 B
3 - Ditchling Road 696 174 133 1290 0.540 696 598 1.2 1.2 6.061 A
18:00 - 18:15
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow RFC (exit side) queue queue level of
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehiry | (Vehihr) (Vehthr) (Vehihr) | (Veh) | (Veh) (s) service
1-B2112 572 143 308 863 0.663 572 521 1.9 2.0 12.356 B
2 - Green Road 355 89 376 663 0.535 355 504 1.1 1.1 11.672 B
3 - Ditchling Road 696 174 133 1290 0.540 696 598 1.2 1.2 6.061 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
Warning | Profile Type D3 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp Committed, AM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Green Road / B2112 Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3 10.97 B
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 10.97 B
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period | Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period Time segment Run
0 Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) length (min) length (min) automatically
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2112 DIRECT 4 100.000
2 - Green Road DIRECT 4 100.000
3 - Ditchling Road DIRECT 4 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 180 351
From
2 - Green Road 194 0 246
3 - Ditchling Road 457 290 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 5 3
From
2 - Green Road 4 0 3
3 - Ditchling Road 3 2 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Aver?\?eeh?herr)nand Lortr?\lljll'sm&:?‘r)‘
1-B2112 0.62 11.23 1.6 B 531 796
2 - Green Road 0.66 16.06 1.9 C 440 660
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3 - Ditchling Road 0.62 7.77 1.6 A 747 1120

Main Results for each time segment

07:45 - 08:00
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ‘(:\éllz:fhlg RFC Th&f(__\ﬁ:sm (exit side) queue queue D?sl';\y level of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 531 133 288 853 0.623 525 644 0.0 1.6 10.772 B
2 - Green Road 440 110 347 668 0.659 433 465 0.0 1.8 14.887 B
3 - Ditchling Road 747 187 191 1213 0.616 741 589 0.0 1.6 7.520 A
08:00 - 08:15
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ‘(:\éllzlffhlg RFC Th(:;)eL;‘gI:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl';\y level of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 531 133 290 852 0.624 531 651 1.6 1.6 11.217 B
2 - Green Road 440 110 351 664 0.663 440 470 1.8 1.9 16.000 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 747 187 194 1210 0.617 747 597 1.6 1.6 7.762 A
08:15 - 08:30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?csﬁfr:g RFC Th(:;)el;s:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl';\y level of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 531 133 290 852 0.624 531 651 1.6 1.6 11.224 B
2 - Green Road 440 110 351 664 0.663 440 470 1.9 1.9 16.038 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 747 187 194 1210 0.617 747 597 1.6 1.6 7.767 A
08:30 - 08:45
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:czﬁﬁ::)y RFC T[Kzﬁ:sm (exit side) queue queue D?sl'.):\y level of
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 531 133 290 852 0.624 531 651 1.6 1.6 11.226 B
2 - Green Road 440 110 351 664 0.663 440 470 1.9 1.9 16.048 C
3 - Ditchling Road 747 187 194 1210 0.617 747 597 1.6 1.6 7.767 A
08:45 - 09:00
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?cgﬁﬁ::)y RFC T?K;)el;?l:su‘ (exit side) queue queue D:sl'.):\y level of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 531 133 290 852 0.624 531 651 1.6 1.6 11.229 B
2 - Green Road 440 110 351 664 0.663 440 470 1.9 1.9 16.055 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 747 187 194 1210 0.617 747 597 1.6 1.6 7.769 A
09:00 - 09:15
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ?cgﬁﬁ::)y RFC TP}:;)el;‘g”i:sut (exit side) queue queue D:sl'.):\y level of
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 531 133 290 852 0.624 531 651 1.6 1.6 11.229 B
2 - Green Road 440 110 351 664 0.663 440 470 1.9 1.9 16.057 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 747 187 194 1210 0.617 747 597 1.6 1.6 7.769 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
Warning | Profile Type D4 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp Committed, PM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Green Road / B2112 Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3 11.22 B
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 11.22 B
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period | Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period Time segment Run
0 Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) length (min) length (min) automatically
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2112 DIRECT 4 100.000
2 - Green Road DIRECT 4 100.000
3 - Ditchling Road DIRECT 4 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 204 411
From
2 - Green Road 138 0 238
3 - Ditchling Road 418 325 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 2 1
From
2 - Green Road 3 0 0
3 - Ditchling Road 1 1 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Aver?\?eeh?herr)nand Lortr?\lljll'sm&:?‘r)‘
1-B2112 0.72 15.02 25 C 615 922
2 - Green Road 0.59 14.02 1.5 B 376 564
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3 - Ditchling Road 0.58 6.64 1.4 A 743 1115

Main Results for each time segment

16:45 - 17:00
PR T T ) e Ry p—gy T T I T T
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehihr) | (Vehhn (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) | (Veh) | (Veh) s) service
1-B2112 615 154 323 856 0.719 605 551 0.0 24 | 13895 B
2 - Green Road 376 o4 405 638 0.589 370 523 0.0 14 | 13479 B
3 Ditchling Road | 743 186 136 1287 | 0577 738 639 0.0 13 6.492 A
17:00 - 17:15
PR I e oy ey Ry ey b I I
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehihry | (Vehihr) (Vehthr) (Vehhr) | (Veh) | (Veh) (s) service
1-B2112 615 154 325 854 0.720 615 556 2.4 25 | 14970 B
2- Green Road 376 o4 411 633 0.594 376 529 14 14 | 13979 B
3_Ditchling Road | 743 186 138 1285 | 0578 743 649 13 14 6.637 A
17:15 - 17:30
| oreh | mtn TS0 | capcty | o, | Torougrs | Troeatps | Sar T B8 T gy | Uoglraled
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehihry | (Veh'hr) (Vehthr) (Vehhr) | (Veh) | (Veh) (s) service
1-B2112 615 154 325 854 0.720 615 556 25 25 | 15003 c
2- Green Road 376 o4 411 633 0.594 376 529 14 14 | 14.004 B
3_Ditchling Road | 743 186 138 1285 | 0578 743 649 14 14 6.640 A
17:30 - 17:45
| ototy | tcten | 0teis | oy | | onaron | T | S | €0 | oy | stz
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 615 154 325 854 0.720 615 556 25 25 | 15015 c
2- Green Road 376 04 411 633 0.594 376 529 14 14 | 14.009 B
3 Ditchling Road | 743 186 138 1285 | 0578 743 649 14 14 6.640 A
17:45 - 18:00
Total Jun_ction Circulating Capacit Throughput Thrqug_hput Start End Dela Unsignalised
A | R | Arvem® | ey | Vi | RO | Ty | (el | quee | e | TG | el
1-B2112 615 154 325 854 0.720 615 556 25 25 | 15.021 c
2- Green Road 376 04 411 633 0.594 376 529 14 15 | 14012 B
3 Ditchling Road | 743 186 138 1285 | 0578 743 649 14 14 6.640 A
18:00 - 18:15
Total Jun_ction Circulating Capacit Throughput Thrqug_hput Start End Dela Unsignalised
A | Remed | At | ey | e | €| Tany | (tside) | e | quee | T | oot
1-B2112 615 154 325 854 0.720 615 556 25 25 | 15024 c
2- Green Road 376 o4 411 633 0.594 376 529 15 15 | 14.015 B
3 Ditchling Road | 743 186 138 1285 | 0578 743 649 14 14 6.640 A
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2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM

Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

D5 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the

Warning | Profile Type Committed + Dev, AM | ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Green Road / B2112 Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3 12.08 B

Junction Network

Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 12.08 B

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

. Time Period | Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period Time segment Run
0 Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) length (min) length (min) automatically
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15 4

Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Arm Linked arm | Profile type | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2112 DIRECT 4 100.000
2 - Green Road DIRECT 4 100.000
3 - Ditchling Road DIRECT 4 100.000

Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)

To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 185 351
From

2 - Green Road 216 0 259

3 - Ditchling Road 457 298 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages

To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 5 3
From

2 - Green Road 3 0 3

3 - Ditchling Road 3 2 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehihr) Arrivals (Veh)

1-B2112 0.63 11.56 1.7 B 536 804
2 - Green Road 0.71 18.74 24 C 475 713
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3 - Ditchling Road 0.63 8.25 1.7 A 755 1133

Main Results for each time segment

07:45 - 08:00
am | ovnna | A | o | Capscity | e | Througmpur | TS| S | B | olay | Uit
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 536 134 295 849 0.632 529 665 0.0 1.7 11.059 B
2 - Green Road 475 119 347 671 0.708 466 478 0.0 2.3 16.909 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 755 189 212 1195 0.632 748 601 0.0 1.7 7.939 A
08:00 - 08:15
am | ovnna | A | i | Capscity | e | Througmpur | oS | S | B | osay | Uil
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 536 134 298 847 0.633 536 673 1.7 1.7 11.547 B
2 - Green Road 475 119 351 667 0.712 475 483 23 24 18.621 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 755 189 216 1192 0.634 755 610 1.7 1.7 8.237 A
08:15 - 08:30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput o Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (exit side) queue queue (s) Ievel_ of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 536 134 298 847 0.633 536 673 1.7 1.7 11.557 B
2 - Green Road 475 119 351 667 0.712 475 483 24 24 18.694 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 755 189 216 1192 0.634 755 610 1.7 1.7 8.243 A
08:30 - 08:45
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (exit side) queue queue (s) Ievel_ of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 536 134 298 847 0.633 536 673 1.7 1.7 11.559 B
2 - Green Road 475 119 351 667 0.712 475 483 24 24 18.718 C
3 - Ditchling Road 755 189 216 1192 0.634 755 610 1.7 1.7 8.245 A
08:45 - 09:00
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow RFC (exit side) queue queue level of
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehhr) | (Veh/hn (Vehhr) (Vehthr) | (Veh) | (Veh) ) service
1-B2112 536 134 298 847 0.633 536 673 1.7 1.7 11.562 B
2 - Green Road 475 119 351 667 0.712 475 483 24 24 18.729 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 755 189 216 1192 0.634 755 610 1.7 1.7 8.245 A
09:00 - 09:15
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow RFC (exit side) queue queue level of
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehiry | (Vehihr) (Vehthr) (Vehihr) | (Veh) | (Veh) (s) service
1-B2112 536 134 298 847 0.633 536 673 1.7 1.7 11.562 B
2 - Green Road 475 119 351 667 0.712 475 483 24 24 18.737 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 755 189 216 1191 0.634 755 610 1.7 1.7 8.247 A
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2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

D6 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the

Warning | Profile Type Committed + Dev, PM | ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Green Road / B2112 Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3 12.18 B

Junction Network

Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 12.18 B

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

. Time Period | Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period Time segment Run
0 Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) length (min) length (min) automatically
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15 4

Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Arm Linked arm | Profile type | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2112 DIRECT 4 100.000
2 - Green Road DIRECT 4 100.000
3 - Ditchling Road DIRECT 4 100.000

Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)

To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 217 411
From

2 - Green Road 150 0 245

3 - Ditchling Road 418 347 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages

To
1-B2112 | 2 - Green Road | 3 - Ditchling Road
1-B2112 0 1 1
From

2 - Green Road 3 0 0

3 - Ditchling Road 1 1 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehihr) Arrivals (Veh)

1-B2112 0.74 16.52 29 C 628 942
2 - Green Road 0.62 15.15 1.6 C 395 593
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3 - Ditchling Road 0.60 7.08 1.5 A 765 1148

Main Results for each time segment

16:45 - 17:00
am | ovnna | A | o | Capscity | e | Througmpur | TS| S | B | olay | Uit
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 628 157 344 847 0.741 617 562 0.0 27 15.040 Cc
2 - Green Road 395 99 404 639 0.618 389 558 0.0 1.6 14.080 B
3 - Ditchling Road 765 191 148 1276 0.600 759 645 0.0 1.5 6.892 A
17:00 -17:15
am | ovnna | A | i | Capscity | e | Througmpur | oS | S | B | osay | Uil
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 628 157 347 846 0.743 628 568 27 2.8 16.432 Cc
2 - Green Road 395 99 411 633 0.624 395 564 1.6 1.6 15.092 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 765 191 150 1274 0.601 765 656 1.5 1.5 7.073 A
17:15-17:30
am | ovna | A | o™ | Capacity | e | Througmpur | TSI | S | B | oelay | Uit
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehl/hr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 628 157 347 846 0.743 628 568 2.8 2.8 16.485 Cc
2 - Green Road 395 99 411 633 0.624 395 564 1.6 1.6 15.128 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 765 191 150 1274 0.601 765 656 1.5 1.5 7.077 A
17:30 - 17:45
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (exit side) queue queue (s) Ievel_ of
(Vehlhr) (Veh) (Vehlhr) (Vehlhr) (Veh) (Veh) service
1-B2112 628 157 347 846 0.743 628 568 2.8 2.8 16.503 Cc
2 - Green Road 395 99 411 633 0.624 395 564 1.6 1.6 15.140 C
3 - Ditchling Road 765 191 150 1274 0.601 765 656 1.5 1.5 7.077 A
17:45 - 18:00
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow RFC (exit side) queue queue level of
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehhr) | (Veh/hn (Vehhr) (Vehthr) | (Veh) | (Veh) ) service
1-B2112 628 157 347 846 0.743 628 568 2.8 2.8 16.513 Cc
2 - Green Road 395 99 411 633 0.624 395 564 1.6 1.6 15.144 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 765 191 150 1274 0.601 765 656 1.5 1.5 7.077 A
18:00 - 18:15
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End Unsignalised
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow RFC (exit side) queue queue level of
(Vehihr) |  (Veh) (Vehiry | (Vehihr) (Vehthr) (Vehihr) | (Veh) | (Veh) (s) service
1-B2112 628 157 347 846 0.743 628 568 2.8 29 16.518 Cc
2 - Green Road 395 99 411 633 0.624 395 564 1.6 1.6 15.147 Cc
3 - Ditchling Road 765 191 150 1274 0.601 765 656 1.5 1.5 7.077 A
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Junctions 10

PICADY 10 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 10.0.3.1598
© Copyright TRL Software Limited, 2021

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL Software:
+44 (0)1344 379777  software@tri.co.uk trisoftware.com

The users of this computer program for the solution of an engineering problem are in no way relieved of their responsibility for the correctness of the
solution

Filename: Green Road - Eastern Road - Slugwash Lane Staggered Priority Junction.j10

Path: P:\eur-mpfs-02.eur.rpsgroup.com\Oxford\TR_Projects\794-PLN-TRP-00048 - Green Road, Wivelsfield
Green\Transport\Picady

Report generation date: 16/10/2024 16:00:13

»2024 Base, AM

»2024 Base, PM

»2029 Base + Committed, AM
»2029 Base + Committed, PM

»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM
»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Summary of junction performance

AM PM
D | vem | o |RFC|08| Dy | “tos. | o | Vem | o |RFC[L08| Deiaye | " ros
2024 Base

Stream B-C 0.0 654 [002| A 0.0 651 |002| A
Stream B-AD 0.0 1060 (004 | B 01 1041 | 006 | B
Stream A-BCD 0.0 459 |003| A 0.0 498 (002 A

D1 0.56 A D2 1.06 A
Stream D-A 0.0 652 |002| A 0.0 705 |[001| A
Stream D-BC 0.0 1127 (001 | B 0.0 1087 | 004 | B
Stream C-ABD 0.0 456 (004 | A 02 457 (009 A

2029 Base + Committed
Stream B-C 0.0 664 [002| A 0.0 658 |002| A
Stream B-AD 0.0 1085 (004 | B 0.1 1066 | 007 | B
Stream A-BCD 0.0 455 (003 | A 0.0 494 (002 A
Stream D-A b3 0.0 659 (002| A 057 A b4 0.0 715 |001| A 1.08 A
Stream D-BC 0.0 1153 (001 | B 0.0 1114 |005| B
Stream C-ABD 0.1 453 (004 | A 02 455 (009 A
2029 Base + Committed + Dev

Stream B-C 0.0 676 [002| A 0.0 664 |002| A
Stream B-AD 0.0 1123 (004 | B 0.1 1098 | 007 | B
Stream A-BCD 0.0 442 |003| A 0.0 490 (002 A
Stream D-A bs 0.0 663 |002| A 0-56 A be 0.0 728 |001| A 1.06 A
Stream D-BC 0.0 1184 (001 | B 0.1 1151 |005| B
Stream C-ABD 0.1 452 (004 | A 0.2 444 (010 A

There are warnings associated with one or more model runs - see the ‘Data Errors and Warnings' tables for each Analysis or Demand Set.

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are d d-weighted ges.

File summary

File Description
Title
Location
Site number
Date 07/10/2024
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | TT\BEN.MEADOR
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| Description
Units
Distance units | Speed units | Traffic units input | Traffic units results | Flow units | Average delay units | Total delay units | Rate of delay units
m kph Veh Veh perHour s -Min perMin

D - Slugwash Lane

A

s
o
@
e}
1
c
@
2
O]
@)

A - Green Road (E)

Y
“

o <
—| —| o~

- .

B - Eastern Road

The junction diagram reflects the last run of Junctions.

Analysis Options

Calculate Queue Percentiles | Calculate residual capacity | RFC Threshold | Average Delay threshold (s) | Queue threshold (PCU)
0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
D Scenario name Tim:al::eriod Traffi;;);ofile ?It-lal-:tr:::)g F(lnl:hr:::;e Time pc(a:ﬁld) length Time se?r:iier:ll;t length
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Analysis Set Details
ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
Warning | Maior arm width A - Green Road (E) - | For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less
9 J Major arm geometry than 6m.

. Minor arm visibility to | B - Eastern Road - S . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

. . . C - Green Road (W) - | For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less
Warning | Major arm width Major arm geometry than 6m.

. Minor arm visibility to | D - Slugwash Lane - . . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

. The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
Warning | Profile Type D1 - 2024 Base, AM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
: Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC ArmD Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / Slugwash Right-Left
1 Lane Staggered Junction Stagger Two-way Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.56 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.56 A
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description | Arm type
A | Green Road (E) Major
B | Eastern Road Minor
C | Green Road (W) Major
D | Slugwash Lane Minor

Major Arm Geometry

Arm Width of carriageway Has kerbed central Has right-turn Visibility for right turn Blocks? Blocking queue
(m) reserve storage (m)
A - Green Road (E) 4.70 98.1 v 0.00
C - Green Road (W) 4.00 114.2 v 0.00
Geometries for Arm C are measured opposite Arm B. Geometries for Arm A (if relevant) are measured opposite Arm D.
Minor Arm Geometry
Arm Minorarm | WMt 3t | wyigthat | widthat | Widthat | Widthat |Estimateflare | |1 | visibilityto | Visibility to
type 9 (m) Y 5m (m) 10m (m) 15m (m) 20m (m) length (chu) left (m) right (m)
One lane
B - Eastern Road plus flare 10.00 5.70 4.10 3.40 3.10 1.00 13 30
One lane
D - Slugwash Lane plus flare 10.00 5.30 3.90 2.90 2.40 1.00 24 28
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
Priority Intersection Slopes and Intercepts
Intercept Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope
Stream (Vehlhl")) for for for for for for for for for for
AB | AC | AD | BA | BD|CA | CB |CD| DB | DC
A-D 631 - - - 0.258 | 0.258 | 0.258 - 0.258 - -
B-AD 552 0.109 | 0.276 - - - 0.174 | 0.394 | 0.174 | 0.109 | 0.276
B-C 690 0.115 | 0.291 - - - - - - 0.115 | 0.291
C-B 640 0.270 | 0.270 - - - - - - 0.270 | 0.270
D-A 687 - - - 0.281 | 0.111 | 0.281 - 0.111 - -
D-BC 498 0.152 | 0.152 | 0.346 | 0.242 | 0.096 | 0.242 - 0.096 - -
The slopes and intercepts shown above include custom intercept adjustments only.
Streams may be combined, in which case capacity will be adjusted.
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Values are shown for the first time segment only; they may differ for subsequent time segments.

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 4 of 21

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) 4 100.000
B - Eastern Road v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
D - Slugwash Lane v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 2 410 10
From | B - Eastern Road 13 0 10 0
C - Green Road (W) 419 14 0 2
D - Slugwash Lane 9 1 1 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 4 0
From | B - Eastern Road 0 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 3 0 0 0
D - Slugwash Lane 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.02 6.54 0.0 A
B-AD 0.04 10.60 0.0 B
A-BCD 0.03 4.59 0.0 A
A-B
A-C
D-A 0.02 6.52 0.0 A
D-BC 0.01 11.27 0.0 B
C-ABD 0.04 4.56 0.0 A
C-D
C-A
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Total Demand . Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) level of service
B-C 10 560 0.018 10 0.0 6.539 A
B-AD 13 353 0.037 13 0.0 10.593 B

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempGreen%20R0ad%20-%20Eastern%...

16/10/2024



Page 5 of 21

A-BCD 20 805 0.025 20 0.0 4.589 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 400 400
D-A 9 561 0.016 9 0.0 6.521 A
D-BC 2 321 0.006 2 0.0 11.269 B
C-ABD 29 819 0.035 29 0.0 4.556 A
Cc-D 2 2
C-A 404 404
08:00 - 08:15
Stream T°'R}3,7,',':§'“d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TFK;L L;‘g”l‘\sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:\';;Tigf":grsveige
B-C 10 560 0.018 10 0.0 6.541 A
B-AD 13 353 0.037 13 0.0 10.601 B
A-BCD 21 805 0.026 21 0.0 4.592 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 399 399
D-A 9 561 0.016 9 0.0 6.523 A
D-BC 2 321 0.006 2 0.0 11.270 B
C-ABD 29 819 0.035 29 0.0 4.559 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 404 404
08:15 - 08:30
Stream ng; 33::?"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC ﬂ}:fel;ngll'\‘ IE;Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I :‘Ilr;?igfn : tlairsveige
B-C 10 560 0.018 10 0.0 6.541 A
B-AD 13 353 0.037 13 0.0 10.601 B
A-BCD 21 805 0.026 21 0.0 4.592 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 399 399
D-A 9 561 0.016 9 0.0 6.523 A
D-BC 2 321 0.006 2 0.0 11.270 B
C-ABD 29 819 0.035 29 0.0 4.557 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 404 404
08:30 - 08:45
Stream T°‘g; 33,'::;““" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{;‘;ﬂﬁg“‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) nelgnalised
B-C 10 560 0.018 10 0.0 6.541 A
B-AD 13 353 0.037 13 0.0 10.601 B
A-BCD 21 805 0.026 21 0.0 4.590 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 399 399
D-A 9 561 0.016 9 0.0 6.523 A
D-BC 2 321 0.006 2 0.0 11.270 B
C-ABD 29 819 0.035 29 0.0 4.557 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 404 404
08:45 - 09:00
Stream TOtR; 3‘7::_?“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T’;Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 10 560 0.018 10 0.0 6.541 A
B-AD 13 353 0.037 13 0.0 10.601 B
A-BCD 21 805 0.026 21 0.0 4.590 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 399 399
D-A 9 561 0.016 9 0.0 6.523 A
D-BC 2 321 0.006 2 0.0 11.270 B
C-ABD 29 819 0.035 29 0.0 4.557 A
Cc-D 2 2
C-A 404 404
09:00 - 09:15
Stream Totg; 3\7::?“"' Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 10 560 0.018 10 0.0 6.541 A
B-AD 13 353 0.037 13 0.0 10.601 B
A-BCD 21 805 0.026 21 0.0 4.590 A
A-B 2 2
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A-C 399 399
D-A 9 561 0.016 9 0.0 6.523 A
D-BC 2 321 0.006 2 0.0 11.270 B
C-ABD 29 819 0.035 29 0.0 4.557 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 404 404
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Major arm width

A - Green Road (E) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Warning

Minor arm visibility to
right

B - Eastern Road -
Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

Warning

Major arm width

C - Green Road (W) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Warning

Minor arm visibility to
right

D - Slugwash Lane -
Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

Warning

Profile Type

D2 - 2024 Base, PM

The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
: Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC ArmD Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / Slugwash Right-Left
1 Lane Staggered Junction Stagger Two-way Two-way Two-way Two-way 1.06 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 1.06 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Eastern Road v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
D - Slugwash Lane v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 13 318 9
From | B - Eastern Road 23 0 12 1
C - Green Road (W) 452 36 0 12
D - Slugwash Lane 5 2 13 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 2 0
From g Eastern Road 0 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 2 0 0 0
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| | D - Slugwash Lane 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.02 6.51 0.0 A
B-AD 0.06 10.41 0.1 B
A-BCD 0.02 4.98 0.0 A
A-B
A-C
D-A 0.01 7.05 0.0 A
D-BC 0.04 10.87 0.0 B
C-ABD 0.09 4.57 0.2 A
c-D
C-A
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream ng;gs::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tt}:;:e L;‘g”l‘\sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig/rsigfnsagrsveige
B-C 12 565 0.021 12 0.0 6.507 A
B-AD 24 370 0.065 24 0.1 10.382 B
A-BCD 16 739 0.022 16 0.0 4.979 A
A-B 13 13
A-C 311 311
D-A 5 516 0.010 5 0.0 7.046 A
D-BC 15 346 0.043 15 0.0 10.853 B
C-ABD 78 866 0.090 77 0.2 4.562
c-D 1 1
C-A 412 412
17:00 -17:15
Stream ng; 33::?"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC ﬂ}:fel;ngll': IE;Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I :‘Ilr;?igfn : tlairsveige
B-C 12 565 0.021 12 0.0 6.511 A
B-AD 24 370 0.065 24 0.1 10.410 B
A-BCD 16 739 0.022 16 0.0 4.982 A
A-B 13 13
A-C 311 311
D-A 5 515 0.010 5 0.0 7.051 A
D-BC 15 346 0.043 15 0.0 10.869 B
C-ABD 78 866 0.090 78 0.2 4.571 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 411 411
17:15 -17:30
Stream T°‘g; 3‘7;::;“"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{;‘;ﬂﬁsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) nelgnalised
B-C 12 565 0.021 12 0.0 6.511 A
B-AD 24 370 0.065 24 0.1 10.411 B
A-BCD 16 739 0.022 16 0.0 4.982 A
A-B 13 13
A-C 311 311
D-A 5 515 0.010 5 0.0 7.051 A
D-BC 15 346 0.043 15 0.0 10.869 B
C-ABD 78 866 0.090 78 0.2 4.571 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 411 411
17:30 - 17:45
Stream TOtR; 3\7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 12 565 0.021 12 0.0 6.511 A
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B-AD 24 370 0.065 24 0.1 10.411 B
A-BCD 16 739 0.022 16 0.0 4.980 A
A-B 13 13
A-C 311 311
D-A 5 515 0.010 5 0.0 7.051 A
D-BC 15 346 0.043 15 0.0 10.869 B
C-ABD 78 866 0.090 78 0.2 4.573 A
Cc-D 11 11
C-A 411 411
17:45 - 18:00
Stream TOtR; 3\7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{z;‘glm_’)m End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | gl':igfn:lirs‘zg e
B-C 12 565 0.021 12 0.0 6.511 A
B-AD 24 370 0.065 24 0.1 10.411 B
A-BCD 16 739 0.022 16 0.0 4.980 A
A-B 13 13
A-C 311 311
D-A 5 515 0.010 5 0.0 7.051 A
D-BC 15 346 0.043 15 0.0 10.870 B
C-ABD 78 866 0.090 78 0.2 4.571 A
c-D 11 11
C-A 411 411
18:00 - 18:15
Stream TOtR; 3]7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI‘;{;Jel:‘gI:sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | eL:l Z?igfn:lirs\zge
B-C 12 565 0.021 12 0.0 6.511 A
B-AD 24 370 0.065 24 0.1 10.411 B
A-BCD 16 739 0.022 16 0.0 4.980 A
A-B 13 13
A-C 311 311
D-A 5 515 0.010 5 0.0 7.051 A
D-BC 15 346 0.043 15 0.0 10.870 B
C-ABD 78 866 0.090 78 0.2 4.573 A
Cc-D 11 11
C-A 411 411
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning | Major arm width

A - Green Road (E) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Mi

Warning rig

nor arm visibility to

B - Eastern Road -

ht Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

Warning | Major arm width

C - Green Road (W) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Mi

Warning rig

nor arm visibility to

D - Slugwash Lane -

ht Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

Warning | Profile Type

D3 - 2029 Base +
Committed, AM

The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC ArmD Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / Slugwash Right-Left
1 Lane Staggered Junction Stagger Two-way Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.57 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.57 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time peri9d length Time segm_ent length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Eastern Road v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
D - Slugwash Lane v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C-Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 2 427 10
From | B - Eastern Road 14 0 10 0
C - Green Road (W) 436 15 0 2
D - Slugwash Lane 9 1 1 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 4 0
From g Eastern Road 0 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 3 0 0 0
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| | D - Slugwash Lane 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.02 6.64 0.0 A
B-AD 0.04 10.85 0.0 B
A-BCD 0.03 4.55 0.0 A
A-B
A-C
D-A 0.02 6.59 0.0 A
D-BC 0.01 11.53 0.0 B
C-ABD 0.04 4.53 0.1 A
c-D
C-A
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Stream ng;gs::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tt}:;:e L;‘g”l‘\sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig/rsigfnsagrsveige
B-C 10 552 0.018 10 0.0 6.638 A
B-AD 14 346 0.040 14 0.0 10.837 B
A-BCD 21 813 0.026 21 0.0 4.545 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 416 416
D-A 9 556 0.016 9 0.0 6.584 A
D-BC 2 314 0.006 2 0.0 11.528 B
C-ABD 32 827 0.039 32 0.1 4.524 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 419 419
08:00 - 08:15
Stream ng; 33::?"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC ﬂ}:fel;ngll': IE;Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I :‘Ilr;?igfn : tlairsveige
B-C 10 552 0.018 10 0.0 6.641 A
B-AD 14 346 0.040 14 0.0 10.848 B
A-BCD 21 813 0.026 21 0.0 4.546 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 416 416
D-A 9 556 0.016 9 0.0 6.585 A
D-BC 2 314 0.006 2 0.0 11.529 B
C-ABD 32 827 0.039 32 0.1 4.527 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 419 419
08:15 - 08:30
Stream T°‘g; 3‘7;::;“"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{;‘;ﬂﬁsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) nelgnalised
B-C 10 552 0.018 10 0.0 6.642 A
B-AD 14 346 0.040 14 0.0 10.848 B
A-BCD 21 813 0.026 21 0.0 4.548 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 416 416
D-A 9 556 0.016 9 0.0 6.585 A
D-BC 2 314 0.006 2 0.0 11.531 B
C-ABD 32 827 0.039 32 0.1 4.529 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 419 419
08:30 - 08:45
Stream TOtR; 3\7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 10 552 0.018 10 0.0 6.642 A
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B-AD 14 346 0.040 14 0.0 10.848 B
A-BCD 21 813 0.026 21 0.0 4.548 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 416 416
D-A 9 556 0.016 9 0.0 6.588 A
D-BC 2 314 0.006 2 0.0 11.529 B
C-ABD 32 827 0.039 32 0.1 4.529 A
Cc-D 2 2
C-A 419 419
08:45 - 09:00
Stream TOtR; 3\7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{z;‘glm_’)m End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | gl':igfn:lirs‘zg e
B-C 10 552 0.018 10 0.0 6.642 A
B-AD 14 346 0.040 14 0.0 10.848 B
A-BCD 21 813 0.026 21 0.0 4.548 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 416 416
D-A 9 556 0.016 9 0.0 6.585 A
D-BC 2 314 0.006 2 0.0 11.529 B
C-ABD 32 827 0.039 32 0.1 4.527 A
c-D 2 2
C-A 419 419
09:00 - 09:15
Stream TOtR; 3]7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI‘;{;Jel:‘gI:sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | eL:l Z?igfn:lirs\zge
B-C 10 552 0.018 10 0.0 6.642 A
B-AD 14 346 0.040 14 0.0 10.848 B
A-BCD 21 813 0.026 21 0.0 4.548 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 416 416
D-A 9 556 0.016 9 0.0 6.585 A
D-BC 2 314 0.006 2 0.0 11.529 B
C-ABD 32 827 0.039 32 0.1 4.529 A
Cc-D 2 2
C-A 419 419
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Major arm width

A - Green Road (E) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Minor arm visibility to

B - Eastern Road -

Committed, PM

Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Major arm width ﬁ;jgrrzfg I;(ggg] é\ﬁl; - ;:nt\gom-fmay major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less
Warning plg?]?r arm visibility to ’\Dm-nglt.;gr\;vnagg ol_rﬁgfry- Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D4 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the

‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC ArmD Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / Slugwash Right-Left
1 Lane Staggered Junction Stagger Two-way Two-way Two-way Two-way 1.08 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 1.08 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time peri9d length Time segm_ent length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Eastern Road v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
D - Slugwash Lane v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C-Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 14 331 9
From | B - Eastern Road 24 0 12 1
C - Green Road (W) 470 37 0 12
D - Slugwash Lane 5 2 14 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 2 0
From g Eastern Road 0 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 2 0 0 0
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| | D - Slugwash Lane 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.02 6.58 0.0 A
B-AD 0.07 10.66 0.1 B
A-BCD 0.02 4.94 0.0 A
A-B
A-C
D-A 0.01 7.15 0.0 A
D-BC 0.05 11.14 0.0 B
C-ABD 0.09 4.55 0.2 A
c-D
C-A
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream ng;gs::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tt}:;:e L;‘g”l‘\sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Iglr;Tigf":grsveige
B-C 12 559 0.021 12 0.0 6.579 A
B-AD 25 363 0.069 25 0.1 10.635 B
A-BCD 17 745 0.022 17 0.0 4.941 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 324 324
D-A 5 509 0.010 5 0.0 7.147 A
D-BC 16 339 0.047 16 0.0 11.115 B
C-ABD 82 875 0.094 82 0.2 4.536 A
c-D 11 11
C-A 426 426
17:00 -17:15
Stream ng; 33::?"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC ﬂ}:fel;ngll': IE;Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I :‘Ilr;?igfn : tlairsveige
B-C 12 559 0.021 12 0.0 6.583 A
B-AD 25 363 0.069 25 0.1 10.658 B
A-BCD 17 745 0.023 17 0.0 4.942 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 324 324
D-A 5 508 0.010 5 0.0 7.152 A
D-BC 16 339 0.047 16 0.0 11.136 B
C-ABD 83 876 0.095 83 0.2 4.546 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 425 425
17:15 -17:30
Stream T°‘g; 3‘7;::;“"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{;‘;ﬂﬁsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) nelgnalised
B-C 12 559 0.021 12 0.0 6.583 A
B-AD 25 363 0.069 25 0.1 10.658 B
A-BCD 17 745 0.023 17 0.0 4.942 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 324 324
D-A 5 508 0.010 5 0.0 7.152 A
D-BC 16 339 0.047 16 0.0 11.136 B
C-ABD 83 876 0.095 83 0.2 4.544 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 425 425
17:30 - 17:45
Stream TOtR; 3\7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 12 559 0.021 12 0.0 6.583 A
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B-AD 25 363 0.069 25 0.1 10.658 B
A-BCD 17 745 0.023 17 0.0 4.942 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 324 324
D-A 5 508 0.010 5 0.0 7.152 A
D-BC 16 339 0.047 16 0.0 11.136 B
C-ABD 83 876 0.095 83 0.2 4.546 A
Cc-D 11 11
C-A 425 425
17:45 - 18:00
Stream TOtR; 3\7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{z;‘glm_’)m End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | gl':igfn:lirs‘zg e
B-C 12 559 0.021 12 0.0 6.583 A
B-AD 25 363 0.069 25 0.1 10.658 B
A-BCD 17 745 0.023 17 0.0 4.944 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 324 324
D-A 5 508 0.010 5 0.0 7.152 A
D-BC 16 339 0.047 16 0.0 11.136 B
C-ABD 83 876 0.095 83 0.2 4.544 A
c-D 11 11
C-A 425 425
18:00 - 18:15
Stream TOtR; 3]7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI‘;{;Jel:‘gI:sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | eL:l Z?igfn:lirs\zge
B-C 12 559 0.021 12 0.0 6.583 A
B-AD 25 363 0.069 25 0.1 10.658 B
A-BCD 17 745 0.023 17 0.0 4.942 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 324 324
D-A 5 508 0.010 5 0.0 7.152 A
D-BC 16 339 0.047 16 0.0 11.136 B
C-ABD 83 876 0.095 83 0.2 4.544 A
Cc-D 11 11
C-A 425 425
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Major arm width

A - Green Road (E) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Minor arm visibility to

B - Eastern Road -

Committed + Dev, AM

Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Major arm width ﬁ;jgrrzfg I;(ggg] é\ﬁl; - ;:nt\gom-fmay major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less
Warning plg?]?r arm visibility to ’\Dm-nglt.;gr\;vnagg ol_rﬁgfry- Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D5 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the

‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC ArmD Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / Slugwash Right-Left
1 Lane Staggered Junction Stagger Two-way Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.56 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.56 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time peripd length Time segm_ent length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Eastern Road v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
D - Slugwash Lane v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C-Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 2 463 10
From | B - Eastern Road 14 0 10 0
C - Green Road (W) 449 15 0 2
D - Slugwash Lane 9 1 1 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 3 0
From g Eastern Road 0 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 3 0 0 0
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| | D - Slugwash Lane 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.02 6.76 0.0 A
B-AD 0.04 11.23 0.0 B
A-BCD 0.03 4.42 0.0 A
A-B
A-C
D-A 0.02 6.63 0.0 A
D-BC 0.01 11.84 0.0 B
C-ABD 0.04 4.52 0.1 A
c-D
C-A
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Stream ng;gs::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tt}:;:e L;‘g”l‘\sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig/rsigfnsagrsveige
B-C 10 543 0.018 10 0.0 6.758 A
B-AD 14 334 0.042 14 0.0 11.224 B
A-BCD 22 837 0.027 22 0.0 4.417 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 451 451
D-A 9 552 0.016 9 0.0 6.629 A
D-BC 2 306 0.007 2 0.0 11.840 B
C-ABD 33 830 0.040 33 0.1 4.515 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 431 431
08:00 - 08:15
Stream ng; 33::?"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC ﬂ}:fel;ngll': IE;Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I :‘Ilr;?igfn : tlairsveige
B-C 10 542 0.018 10 0.0 6.761 A
B-AD 14 334 0.042 14 0.0 11.235 B
A-BCD 23 837 0.027 23 0.0 4.418 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 450 450
D-A 9 552 0.016 9 0.0 6.631 A
D-BC 2 306 0.007 2 0.0 11.842 B
C-ABD 33 830 0.040 33 0.1 4.520 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 431 431
08:15 - 08:30
Stream T°‘g; 3‘7;::;“"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{;‘;ﬂﬁsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) nelgnalised
B-C 10 542 0.018 10 0.0 6.761 A
B-AD 14 334 0.042 14 0.0 11.235 B
A-BCD 23 837 0.027 23 0.0 4.420 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 450 450
D-A 9 552 0.016 9 0.0 6.631 A
D-BC 2 306 0.007 2 0.0 11.842 B
C-ABD 33 830 0.040 33 0.1 4.520 A
C-D 2 2
C-A 431 431
08:30 - 08:45
Stream TOtR; 3\7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 10 542 0.018 10 0.0 6.761 A
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B-AD 14 334 0.042 14 0.0 11.235 B
A-BCD 23 837 0.027 23 0.0 4.420 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 450 450
D-A 9 552 0.016 9 0.0 6.631 A
D-BC 2 306 0.007 2 0.0 11.842 B
C-ABD 33 830 0.040 33 0.1 4.518 A
Cc-D 2 2
C-A 431 431
08:45 - 09:00
Stream TOtR; 3\7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{z;‘glm_’)m End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | gl':igfn:lirs‘zg e
B-C 10 542 0.018 10 0.0 6.761 A
B-AD 14 334 0.042 14 0.0 11.235 B
A-BCD 23 837 0.027 23 0.0 4.420 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 450 450
D-A 9 552 0.016 9 0.0 6.631 A
D-BC 2 306 0.007 2 0.0 11.842 B
C-ABD 33 830 0.040 33 0.1 4.518 A
c-D 2 2
C-A 431 431
09:00 - 09:15
Stream TOtR; 3]7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI‘;{;Jel:‘gI:sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | eL:l Z?igfn:lirs\zge
B-C 10 542 0.018 10 0.0 6.761 A
B-AD 14 334 0.042 14 0.0 11.235 B
A-BCD 23 837 0.027 23 0.0 4.420 A
A-B 2 2
A-C 450 450
D-A 9 552 0.016 9 0.0 6.631 A
D-BC 2 306 0.007 2 0.0 11.842 B
C-ABD 33 830 0.040 33 0.1 4.520 A
Cc-D 2 2
C-A 431 431
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Major arm width

A - Green Road (E) -
Major arm geometry

than 6m.

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Minor arm visibility to

B - Eastern Road -

Committed + Dev, PM

Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Major arm width ﬁ;jgrrzfg I;(ggg] é\ﬁl; - ;:nt\gom-fmay major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less
Warning plg?]?r arm visibility to ’\Dm-nglt.;gr\;vnagg ol_rﬁgfry- Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D6 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the

‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC ArmD Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction Direction Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / Slugwash Right-Left
1 Lane Staggered Junction Stagger Two-way Two-way Two-way Two-way 1.06 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 1.06 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time peripd length Time segm_ent length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Eastern Road v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
D - Slugwash Lane v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C-Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 14 349 9
From | B - Eastern Road 24 0 12 1
C - Green Road (W) 506 37 0 12
D - Slugwash Lane 5 2 14 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Eastern Road | C - Green Road (W) | D - Slugwash Lane
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 1 0
From g Eastern Road 0 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 1 0 0 0
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| | D - Slugwash Lane 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.02 6.64 0.0 A
B-AD 0.07 10.98 0.1 B
A-BCD 0.02 4.90 0.0 A
A-B
A-C
D-A 0.01 7.28 0.0 A
D-BC 0.05 11.51 0.1 B
C-ABD 0.10 4.44 0.2 A
c-D
C-A
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream ng;gs::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tt}:;:e L;‘g”l‘\sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig/rsigfnsagrsveige
B-C 12 555 0.022 12 0.0 6.632 A
B-AD 25 353 0.071 25 0.1 10.953 B
A-BCD 17 753 0.023 17 0.0 4.895 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 341 341
D-A 5 500 0.010 5 0.0 7.270 A
D-BC 16 329 0.049 16 0.1 11.493 B
C-ABD 87 899 0.097 87 0.2 4.431 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 457 457
17:00 -17:15
Stream ng; 33::?"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC ﬂ}:fel;ngll': IE;Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I :‘Ilr;?igfn : tlairsveige
B-C 12 554 0.022 12 0.0 6.637 A
B-AD 25 353 0.071 25 0.1 10.979 B
A-BCD 17 753 0.023 17 0.0 4.897 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 341 341
D-A 5 500 0.010 5 0.0 7.276 A
D-BC 16 329 0.049 16 0.1 11.514 B
C-ABD 88 899 0.098 88 0.2 4.440 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 456 456
17:15 -17:30
Stream T°‘g; 3‘7;::;“"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{;‘;ﬂﬁsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) nelgnalised
B-C 12 554 0.022 12 0.0 6.637 A
B-AD 25 353 0.071 25 0.1 10.979 B
A-BCD 17 753 0.023 17 0.0 4.899 A
A-B 14 14
AC 341 341
D-A 5 500 0.010 5 0.0 7.276 A
D-BC 16 329 0.049 16 0.1 11.514 B
C-ABD 88 899 0.098 88 0.2 4.440 A
c-D 1 1
C-A 456 456
17:30 - 17:45
Stream TOtR; 3\7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 12 554 0.022 12 0.0 6.637 A
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B-AD 25 353 0.071 25 0.1 10.979 B
A-BCD 17 753 0.023 17 0.0 4.897 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 341 341
D-A 5 500 0.010 5 0.0 7.276 A
D-BC 16 329 0.049 16 0.1 11.514 B
C-ABD 88 899 0.098 88 0.2 4.440 A
Cc-D 11 11
C-A 456 456
17:45 - 18:00
Stream TOtR; 3\7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}{z;‘glm_’)m End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | gl':igfn:lirs‘zg e
B-C 12 554 0.022 12 0.0 6.637 A
B-AD 25 353 0.071 25 0.1 10.979 B
A-BCD 17 753 0.023 17 0.0 4.899 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 341 341
D-A 5 500 0.010 5 0.0 7.276 A
D-BC 16 329 0.049 16 0.1 11.514 B
C-ABD 88 899 0.098 88 0.2 4.442 A
c-D 11 11
C-A 456 456
18:00 - 18:15
Stream TOtR; 3]7::_?“‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI‘;{;Jel:‘gI:sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | eL:l Z?igfn:lirs\zge
B-C 12 554 0.022 12 0.0 6.637 A
B-AD 25 353 0.071 25 0.1 10.979 B
A-BCD 17 753 0.023 17 0.0 4.899 A
A-B 14 14
A-C 341 341
D-A 5 500 0.010 5 0.0 7.276 A
D-BC 16 329 0.049 16 0.1 11.514 B
C-ABD 88 899 0.098 88 0.2 4.440 A
Cc-D 11 11
C-A 456 456
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Junctions 10

PICADY 10 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 10.0.3.1598
© Copyright TRL Software Limited, 2021

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL Software:
+44 (0)1344 379777  software@tri.co.uk trisoftware.com

The users of this computer program for the solution of an engineering problem are in no way relieved of their responsibility for the correctness of the
solution

Filename: North Common Road - South Road - Green Road Priority T-Junction.j10

Path: P:\eur-mpfs-02.eur.rpsgroup.com\Oxford\TR_Projects\794-PLN-TRP-00048 - Green Road, Wivelsfield
Green\Transport\Picady

Report generation date: 16/10/2024 16:03:37

»2024 Base, AM

»2024 Base, PM

»2029 Base + Committed, AM
»2029 Base + Committed, PM

»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM
»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Summary of junction performance

AM PM
b [ v | ey [rrc [ros| peeton | menen | S| e | ey [Rec|os| fmen | meer
2024 Base
Stream B-C 05 890 (032 A 0.3 742 |022] A
StreamB-A | D1 0.0 1068 | 004 | B 488 A D2 0.0 872 (002 A 3.89 A
Stream C-AB 09 855 [041| A 08 755 |037| A
2029 Base + Committed
Stream B-C 05 916 [034| A 03 753 |023] A
StreamB-A | D3 0.0 1098 | 004 | B 5.09 A D4 0.0 888 |002| A 403 A
Stream C-AB 10 883 (043 | A 0.9 773 |039| A
2029 Base + Committed + Dev

Stream B-C 05 920 (034 A 03 762 |023] A
StreamB-A | D5 0.0 1111 (004 | B 511 A D6 0.0 900 |002| A 403 A
Stream C-AB 11 888 044 | A 0.9 778 |040| A

There are warnings associated with one or more model runs - see the ‘Data Errors and Warnings' tables for each Analysis or Demand Set.

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages.

File summary

File Description
Title
Location
Site number
Date 07/10/2024
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | TNBEN.MEADOR
Description

Units
Distance units | Speed units | Traffic units input | Traffic units results | Flow units | Average delay units | Total delay units | Rate of delay units
m kph Veh Veh perHour s -Min perMin

16/10/2024
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The junction diagram reflects the

Analysis Options

o
=

last run of Junctions.

B - South Road

Page 2 of 16

A - N Common Road

Calculate Queue Percentiles | Calculate residual capacity | RFC Threshold | Average Delay threshold (s) | Queue threshold (PCU)
0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Starf time Finis!1 time Time peripd length Time segm_ent length

name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)

D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Analysis Set Details

ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1 100.000

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempNorth%20Common%20R0ad%20-... 16/10/2024



2024 Base, AM

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 3 of 16

Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

right

Minor arm visibility to

B - South Road -
Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

Warning

Profile Type

D1 - 2024 Base, AM

The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
Green Road / South Road / N Common .
1 Road Priority T-Junction T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 4.88 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 4.88 A
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description | Arm type
A | N Common Road Major
B | South Road Minor
C | Green Road Major

Major Arm Geometry

Has kerbed central

Width of carriageway Has right-turn Visibility for right turn Blocking queue
Arm m reserve storage (m) Blocks?
C - Green Road 6.55 86.9 4 0.00
Geometries for Arm C are measured opposite Arm B. Geometries for Arm A (if relevant) are measured opposite Arm D.
Minor Arm Geometry
Arm Minor arm Width at Width at Width at Width at Width at | Estimate flare I::_Iarfh Visibility to Visibility to
type give-way (m) 5m (m) 10m (m) 15m (m) 20m (m) length (chu) left (m) right (m)
One lane
B - South Road plus flare 10.00 4.30 3.40 3.00 3.00 1.00 36 30

Slope / Intercept / Capacity

Priority Intersection Slopes and Intercepts

Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope
Stream Intercept for for for for
(Veh/hr) | 2B | Ac | c-A | C-B
B-A 605 0.108 | 0.272 | 0.171 | 0.388
B-C 690 0.103 | 0.261 - -
C-B 624 0.236 | 0.236 - -

The slopes and intercepts shown above include custom intercept adjustments only.
Streams may be combined, in which case capacity will be adjusted.

Values are shown for the first time segment only; they may differ for subsequent time segments.

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU) |
file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempNorth%20Common%20R0ad%20-... 16/10/2024
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| HV Percentages | 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A -N Common Road v 100.000
B - South Road v 100.000
C - Green Road v 100.000

Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)

To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
Erom A - N Common Road 0 24 229
B - South Road 13 0 192
C - Green Road 248 192 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
Erom A - N Common Road 0 4 3
B - South Road 15 0 4
C - Green Road 3 3 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.32 8.90 0.5 A
B-A 0.04 10.68 0.0 B
C-AB 0.41 8.55 0.9 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

Main Results for each time segment

07:45 - 08:00
Total Demand . Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) level of service
B-C 192 597 0.322 190 0.5 8.818 A
B-A 13 352 0.037 13 0.0 10.625 B
C-AB 294 717 0.410 290 0.9 8.399 A
C-A 146 146
A-B 24 24
A-C 229 229
08:00 - 08:15
Total Demand . Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) level of service
B-C 192 596 0.322 192 0.5 8.900 A
B-A 13 350 0.037 13 0.0 10.675 B
C-AB 295 718 0.411 295 0.9 8.549 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 24 24
A-C 229 229
08:15 - 08:30
Total Demand . Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) level of service

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempNorth%20Common%20R0ad%20-... 16/10/2024
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B-C 192 596 0.322 192 0.5 8.900 A
B-A 13 350 0.037 13 0.0 10.676 B
C-AB 295 718 0.411 295 0.9 8.549 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 24 24
A-C 229 229
08:30 - 08:45
Stream TOtR; 3\7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 192 596 0.322 192 0.5 8.900 A
B-A 13 350 0.037 13 0.0 10.676 B
C-AB 295 718 0.411 295 0.9 8.551 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 24 24
A-C 229 229
08:45 - 09:00
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g""‘sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,'zigfn:£rsv?ge
B-C 192 596 0.322 192 0.5 8.900 A
B-A 13 350 0.037 13 0.0 10.676 B
C-AB 295 718 0.411 295 0.9 8.552 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 24 24
A-C 229 229
09:00 - 09:15
Stream TOtR; 3\7{3?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 192 596 0.322 192 0.5 8.900 A
B-A 13 350 0.037 13 0.0 10.676 B
C-AB 295 718 0.411 295 0.9 8.550 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 24 24
A-C 229 229

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempNorth%20Common%20R0ad%20-... 16/10/2024
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
. Minor arm visibility to | B - South Road - S . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
. R The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
Warning | Profile Type D2 - 2024 Base, PM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network
Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
G Road / South Road / N Ci .
1 reen F?:a d Pr(ijctjrity T?‘Tunctionommon T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 3.89 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 3.89 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - N Common Road v 100.000
B - South Road v 100.000
C - Green Road v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A -N Common Road 0 10 205
From
B - South Road 10 0 134
C - Green Road 298 169 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A - N Common Road 0 10 1
From
B - South Road 0 0 2
C - Green Road 0 4 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
| Stream | Max RFC | Max Delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) | Max LOS ‘
[ [ [ [ |
file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempNorth%20Common%20R0ad%20-... 16/10/2024




Page 7 of 16

B-C 0.22 7.42 0.3 A
B-A 0.02 8.72 0.0 A
C-AB 0.37 7.55 0.8 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:f,':sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 134 619 0.216 133 0.3 7.388 A
B-A 10 424 0.024 10 0.0 8.689 A
C-AB 279 758 0.368 275 0.8 7.433 A
C-A 188 188
A-B 10 10
A-C 205 205
17:00 -17:15
Stream TOtR; 3‘7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igfn saéirsv?g e
B-C 134 619 0.216 134 0.3 7.421 A
B-A 10 423 0.024 10 0.0 8.715 A
C-AB 280 759 0.369 280 0.8 7.547 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 10 10
A-C 205 205
17:15 -17:30
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:g:sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 134 619 0.216 134 0.3 7.421 A
B-A 10 423 0.024 10 0.0 8.715 A
C-AB 280 759 0.369 280 0.8 7.548 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 10 10
A-C 205 205
17:30 - 17:45
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 134 619 0.216 134 0.3 7.421 A
B-A 10 423 0.024 10 0.0 8.716 A
C-AB 280 759 0.369 280 0.8 7.551 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 10 10
A-C 205 205
17:45 - 18:00
Stream T°‘g,'::“,’|'1':;’"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T"({,‘;‘;f,'}"‘:;“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) oclgnallaed
B-C 134 619 0.216 134 0.3 7.421 A
B-A 10 423 0.024 10 0.0 8.716 A
C-AB 280 759 0.369 280 0.8 7.551 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 10 10
A-C 205 205
18:00 - 18:15
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 134 619 0.216 134 0.3 7.421 A
B-A 10 423 0.024 10 0.0 8.716 A
C-AB 280 759 0.369 280 0.8 7.549 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 10 10
A-C 205 205

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempNorth%%20Common%20R0ad%20-...

16/10/2024



2029 Base + Committed, AM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
. Minor arm visibility to | B - South Road - S . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D3 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp Committed, AM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
G Road / South Road / N Ci .
1 reen F?:a d Pr(ijctjrity T?‘Tunctionommon T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 5.09 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 5.09 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - N Common Road v 100.000
B - South Road v 100.000
C - Green Road v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A -N Common Road 0 25 239
From
B - South Road 14 0 200
C - Green Road 258 200 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A - N Common Road 0 4 3
From
B - South Road 15 0 4
C - Green Road 3 3 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
| Stream | Max RFC | Max Delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) | Max LOS ‘
[ [ [ [ |
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B-C 0.34 9.16 0.5 A
B-A 0.04 10.98 0.0 B
C-AB 0.43 8.83 1.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:f,':sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 200 593 0.337 198 0.5 9.063 A
B-A 14 343 0.041 14 0.0 10.922 B
C-AB 311 721 0.432 307 1.0 8.654 A
C-A 147 147
A-B 25 25
A-C 239 239
08:00 - 08:15
Stream TOtR; 3‘7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igfn saéirsv?g e
B-C 200 593 0.337 200 0.5 9.155 A
B-A 14 342 0.041 14 0.0 10.981 B
C-AB 313 722 0.433 313 1.0 8.829 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 25 25
A-C 239 239
08:15 - 08:30
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:g:sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 200 593 0.337 200 0.5 9.155 A
B-A 14 342 0.041 14 0.0 10.982 B
C-AB 313 722 0.433 313 1.0 8.829 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 25 25
A-C 239 239
08:30 - 08:45
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 200 593 0.337 200 0.5 9.155 A
B-A 14 342 0.041 14 0.0 10.982 B
C-AB 313 722 0.433 313 1.0 8.832 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 25 25
A-C 239 239
08:45 - 09:00
Stream T°‘g,'::“,’|'1':;’"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T"({,‘;‘;f,'}"‘:;“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) oclgnallaed
B-C 200 593 0.337 200 0.5 9.155 A
B-A 14 342 0.041 14 0.0 10.982 B
C-AB 313 722 0.433 313 1.0 8.832 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 25 25
A-C 239 239
09:00 - 09:15
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 200 593 0.337 200 0.5 9.155 A
B-A 14 342 0.041 14 0.0 10.982 B
C-AB 313 722 0.433 313 1.0 8.831 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 25 25
A-C 239 239
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2029 Base + Committed, PM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
. Minor arm visibility to | B - South Road - S . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D4 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp Committed, PM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
G Road / South Road / N Ci .
reen F?:a d Pr(ijctjrity T?‘Tunctionommon T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 4.03 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 4.03 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - N Common Road v 100.000
B - South Road v 100.000
C - Green Road v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A -N Common Road 0 10 213
From
B - South Road 10 0 139
C - Green Road 310 176 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A - N Common Road 0 10 1
From
B - South Road 0 0 2
C - Green Road 0 4 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
| Stream | Max RFC | Max Delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) | Max LOS ‘
[ [ [ [ |
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B-C 0.23 7.53 0.3 A
B-A 0.02 8.88 0.0 A
C-AB 0.39 7.73 0.9 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:f,':sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 139 617 0.225 138 0.3 7.495 A
B-A 10 417 0.024 10 0.0 8.850 A
C-AB 296 764 0.387 293 0.9 7.607 A
C-A 190 190
A-B 10 10
A-C 213 213
17:00 -17:15
Stream TOtR; 3‘7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igfn saéirsv?g e
B-C 139 617 0.225 139 0.3 7.531 A
B-A 10 415 0.024 10 0.0 8.879 A
C-AB 298 765 0.389 298 0.9 7.725 A
C-A 188 188
A-B 10 10
A-C 213 213
17:15 -17:30
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:g:sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 139 617 0.225 139 0.3 7.531 A
B-A 10 415 0.024 10 0.0 8.879 A
C-AB 298 765 0.389 298 0.9 7.726 A
C-A 188 188
A-B 10 10
A-C 213 213
17:30 - 17:45
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 139 617 0.225 139 0.3 7.531 A
B-A 10 415 0.024 10 0.0 8.879 A
C-AB 298 765 0.389 298 0.9 7.728 A
C-A 188 188
A-B 10 10
A-C 213 213
17:45 - 18:00
Stream T°‘g,'::“,’|'1':;’"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T"({,‘;‘;f,'}"‘:;“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) oclgnallaed
B-C 139 617 0.225 139 0.3 7.531 A
B-A 10 415 0.024 10 0.0 8.880 A
C-AB 298 765 0.389 298 0.9 7.727 A
C-A 188 188
A-B 10 10
A-C 213 213
18:00 - 18:15
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 139 617 0.225 139 0.3 7.531 A
B-A 10 415 0.024 10 0.0 8.880 A
C-AB 298 765 0.389 298 0.9 7.727 A
C-A 188 188
A-B 10 10
A-C 213 213
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2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
. Minor arm visibility to | B - South Road - S . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D5 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp Committed + Dev, AM | ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
G Road / South Road / N Ci .
1 reen F?:a d Pr(ijctjrity T?‘Tunctionommon T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 5.11 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 5.1 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - N Common Road v 100.000
B - South Road v 100.000
C - Green Road v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A -N Common Road 0 25 243
From
B - South Road 14 0 201
C - Green Road 271 202 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A - N Common Road 0 4 3
From
B - South Road 15 0 4
C - Green Road 3 3 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
| Stream | Max RFC | Max Delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) | Max LOS ‘
[ [ [ [ |
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B-C 0.34 9.20 0.5 A
B-A 0.04 11.11 0.0 B
C-AB 0.44 8.88 1.1 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:f,':sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig/r;?ig;‘:grsveige
B-C 201 592 0.339 199 0.5 9.110 A
B-A 14 339 0.041 14 0.0 11.049 B
C-AB 321 730 0.440 317 1.0 8.688 A
C-A 152 152
A-B 25 25
A-C 243 243
08:00 - 08:15
Stream TOtR; 3‘7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig]:?igfn satleirsv?ge
B-C 201 592 0.339 201 0.5 9.204 A
B-A 14 338 0.041 14 0.0 11.111 B
C-AB 323 731 0.442 323 1.1 8.874 A
C-A 150 150
A-B 25 25
A-C 243 243
08:15 - 08:30
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:g:sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:/r;?ig;‘:grsveige
B-C 201 592 0.339 201 0.5 9.204 A
B-A 14 338 0.041 14 0.0 11.112 B
C-AB 323 731 0.442 323 1.1 8.877 A
C-A 150 150
A-B 25 25
A-C 243 243
08:30 - 08:45
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ietczigfn satleirsv?ge
B-C 201 592 0.339 201 0.5 9.204 A
B-A 14 338 0.041 14 0.0 11.112 B
C-AB 323 731 0.442 323 1.1 8.876 A
C-A 150 150
A-B 25 25
A-C 243 243
08:45 - 09:00
Stream T°‘g,'::“,’|'1':;’"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T"({,‘;‘;f,'}"‘:;“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) oclgnallaed
B-C 201 592 0.339 201 0.5 9.204 A
B-A 14 338 0.041 14 0.0 11.112 B
C-AB 323 731 0.442 323 1.1 8.878 A
C-A 150 150
A-B 25 25
A-C 243 243
09:00 - 09:15
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Iglrsigfn satleirsv?ge
B-C 201 592 0.339 201 0.5 9.204 A
B-A 14 338 0.041 14 0.0 11.112 B
C-AB 323 731 0.442 323 1.1 8.878 A
C-A 150 150
A-B 25 25
A-C 243 243
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
. Minor arm visibility to | B - South Road - S . . . .
Warning right Minor arm geometry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Profile Type D6 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp Committed + Dev, PM | ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating Junction Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes Delay (s) LOS
G Road / South Road / N Ci .
1 reen F?:a d Pr(ijctjrity T?‘Tunctionommon T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 4.03 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 4.03 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - N Common Road v 100.000
B - South Road v 100.000
C - Green Road v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A -N Common Road 0 10 226
From
B - South Road 10 0 141
C - Green Road 317 177 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A -N Common Road | B -South Road | C - Green Road
A - N Common Road 0 10 1
From
B - South Road 0 0 2
C - Green Road 0 4 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
| Stream | Max RFC | Max Delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) | Max LOS ‘
[ [ [ [ |
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B-C 0.23 7.62 0.3 A
B-A 0.02 9.00 0.0 A
C-AB 0.40 7.78 0.9 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:f,':sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 141 614 0.230 140 0.3 7.581 A
B-A 10 411 0.024 10 0.0 8.969 A
C-AB 302 767 0.39%4 298 0.9 7.658 A
C-A 192 192
A-B 10 10
A-C 226 226
17:00 -17:15
Stream TOtR; 3‘7::?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igfn saéirsv?g e
B-C 141 614 0.230 141 0.3 7.617 A
B-A 10 410 0.024 10 0.0 9.000 A
C-AB 303 768 0.395 303 0.9 7.782 A
C-A 191 191
A-B 10 10
A-C 226 226
17:15 -17:30
Stream Totg;::‘?::?nd Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tr}:;’e l:g:sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Ig,r;?igf":gfveige
B-C 141 614 0.230 141 0.3 7.617 A
B-A 10 410 0.024 10 0.0 9.000 A
C-AB 303 768 0.395 303 0.9 7.782 A
C-A 191 191
A-B 10 10
A-C 226 226
17:30 - 17:45
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 141 614 0.230 141 0.3 7.617 A
B-A 10 410 0.024 10 0.0 9.000 A
C-AB 303 768 0.395 303 0.9 7.785 A
C-A 191 191
A-B 10 10
A-C 226 226
17:45 - 18:00
Stream T°‘g,'::“,’|'1':;’"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T"({,‘;‘;f,'}"‘:;“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) oclgnallaed
B-C 141 614 0.230 141 0.3 7.617 A
B-A 10 410 0.024 10 0.0 9.000 A
C-AB 303 768 0.395 303 0.9 7.785 A
C-A 191 191
A-B 10 10
A-C 226 226
18:00 - 18:15
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp saéirsv?g e
B-C 141 614 0.230 141 0.3 7.617 A
B-A 10 410 0.024 10 0.0 9.000 A
C-AB 303 768 0.395 303 0.9 7.783 A
C-A 191 191
A-B 10 10
A-C 226 226
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Junctions 10

PICADY 10 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 10.0.3.1598
© Copyright TRL Software Limited, 2021

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL Software:
+44 (0)1344 379777  software@tri.co.uk trisoftware.com

The users of this computer program for the solution of an engineering problem are in no way relieved of their responsibility for the correctness of the
solution

Filename: Site Access - Green Road Priority T-Junction.j10

Path: P:\eur-mpfs-02.eur.rpsgroup.com\Oxford\TR_Projects\794-PLN-TRP-00048 - Green Road, Wivelsfield
Green\Transport\Picady

Report generation date: 16/10/2024 16:07:48

»2024 Base, AM

»2024 Base, PM

»2029 Base + Committed, AM
»2029 Base + Committed, PM

»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM
»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Summary of junction performance

AM PM
b [ v | ey [rrc [ros| peeton | menen | S| e | ey [Rec|os| fmen | meer
2024 Base
Stream B-C 0.0 000 [000| A 0.0 000 |000| A
StreamB-A | D1 0.0 000 [000| A 0.00 A D2 0.0 000 |000| A 0.00 A
Stream C-AB 0.0 000 [000| A 0.0 000 |000| A
2029 Base + Committed
Stream B-C 0.0 000 [000| A 0.0 000 [000| A
StreamB-A | D3 0.0 000 [000| A 0.00 A D4 0.0 000 |000| A 0.00 A
Stream C-AB 0.0 000 [000| A 0.0 000 |000| A
2029 Base + Committed + Dev

Stream B-C 01 700 (007 A 0.0 641 |003| A
StreamB-A | D5 0.1 1208 | 005 | B 056 A D6 0.0 1133 (002 | B 059 A
Stream C-AB 0.0 437 (003 | A 0.2 444 |009| A

There are warnings associated with one or more model runs - see the ‘Data Errors and Warnings' tables for each Analysis or Demand Set.

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages.

File summary

File Description
Title
Location
Site number
Date 07/10/2024
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | TNBEN.MEADOR
Description

Units
Distance units | Speed units | Traffic units input | Traffic units results | Flow units | Average delay units | Total delay units | Rate of delay units
m kph Veh Veh perHour s -Min perMin

16/10/2024



The junction diagram reflects the last run of Junctions.

w
D

A

S
=
®
o
o
=
)
o
O]
o

B - Site Access

Page 2 of 20

A - Green Road (E)

Analysis Options

Calculate Queue Percentiles | Calculate residual capacity | RFC Threshold | Average Delay threshold (s) | Queue threshold (PCU)

0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Starf time Finis!1 time Time peripd length Time segm_ent length

name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)

D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Analysis Set Details

ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1 100.000

file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempSite%20Access%20-%20Green%2... 16/10/2024



2024 Base, AM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description

Warning yg'?]?r arm visibility to l?/li-niirt‘;%cg?eism-etry Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.
Warning | Major arm width R:/Ia-errZ?; Igggrc:] l(e\{:-/; - ;gnt\gz:n/ay major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less
Waring | Profie Type | 12024 pase, A | (12 IRECT prafe el i b e oo bt ane e

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating | Junction Delay Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes (s) LOS
Site Access / Green Road Priority .
1 T-Junction T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.00 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.00 A
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description | Arm type
A | Green Road (E) Major
B | Site Access Minor
C | Green Road (W) Major
Major Arm Geometry
Arm Width of carriageway Has kerbed central Has right-turn Visibility for right turn Blocks? Blocking queue
m reserve storage (m) ) (PCU)
C - Green Road (W) 5.60 136.0 v 0.00
Geometries for Arm C are measured opposite Arm B. Geometries for Arm A (if relevant) are measured opposite Arm D.
Minor Arm Geometry
Arm Minor arm Width at Width at Width at Width at Width at | Estimate flare Izllfr:h Visibility to Visibility to
type give-way (m) 5m (m) 10m (m) 15m (m) 20m (m) length (chu) left (m) right (m)
. One lane
B - Site Access plus flare 7.50 3.00 2.90 2.90 2.80 1.00 38 56

Slope / Intercept / Capacity

Priority Intersection Slopes and Intercepts

Slope | Slope | Slope | Slope
Stream Intercept for for for for
(Veh/hr) | 2B | aC | c-A | C-B
B-A 521 0.097 | 0.244 | 0.154 | 0.349
B-C 709 0.111 | 0.279 - -
C-B 653 0.257 | 0.257 - -

The slopes and intercepts shown above include custom intercept adjustments only.
Streams may be combined, in which case capacity will be adjusted.
Values are shown for the first time segment only; they may differ for subsequent time segments.

Traffic Dem

and

Demand Set Details

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempSite%20Access%20-%20Green%2... 16/10/2024



Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Site Access v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000

Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)

To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 422
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 440 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0
From
B - Site Access 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 3 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
B-A 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Total D d . Th hput Unsi lised
Stream ° g, eh?lr::?n Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (:7el;3h|?)u End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | ev:?lgfn : ell?v? ce
B-C 0 586 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 344 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 532 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 440 440
A-B 0 0
A-C 422 422
08:00 - 08:15
Total Demand . Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) level of service
B-C 0 586 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 344 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 532 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 440 440
A-B 0 0
A-C 422 422
08:15 - 08:30
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Stream T°tg,'::“l’|'1':;’“d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T“((,‘;‘;f,'}"‘sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) ionsignalised
B-C 0 586 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 344 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 532 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 440 440
A-B 0 0
A-C 422 422
08:30 - 08:45
Stream Totg; 3‘7::)”‘:' Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl}:fel:\?: I?)Ut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | g]:?igp ::Ieirsv?g e
B-C 0 586 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 344 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 532 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 440 440
A-B 0 0
A-C 422 422
08:45 - 09:00
Stream T°t("j,'::‘7|'1‘:;’“d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T“((,‘;‘;f,'}"‘sut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I;’j‘gf":gfv‘;‘c’e
B-C 0 586 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 344 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 532 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 440 440
A-B 0 0
A-C 422 422
09:00 - 09:15
Stream Totg; 3\7::?"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}Veﬁ:“sm End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn saéifv?ge
B-C 0 586 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 344 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 532 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 440 440
A-B 0 0
A-C 422 422
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2024 Base, PM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Minor arm visibility to
right

B - Site Access -
Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

Warning

Major arm width

C - Green Road (W) -
Major arm geometry

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

than 6m.

Warning

Profile Type

D2 - 2024 Base, PM

The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating | Junction Delay Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes (s) LOS
1 Site Access_lf_?Jsggol:oad Priority T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.00 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.00 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Site Access v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 340
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 467 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 1
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 1 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
file:///C:/Users/Ben.Meador/AppData/Local/TempSite%20Access%20-%20Green%2... 16/10/2024
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Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
B-A 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream Totg; 3‘7::?"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T’K}:‘;ﬂ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 0 613 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 365 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 562 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 467 467
A-B 0 0
A-C 340 340
17:00 -17:15
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl}:fe l:s:“sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,'zigfn:£rsv?ge
B-C 0 613 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 365 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 562 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 467 467
A-B 0 0
A-C 340 340
17:15-17:30
Stream TOtR; 3\7::,?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 0 613 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 365 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 562 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 467 467
A-B 0 0
A-C 340 340
17:30 - 17:45
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g""‘sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:"I'zigfnsagrs:;ge
B-C 0 613 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 365 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 562 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 467 467
A-B 0 0
A-C 340 340
17:45 - 18:00
Stream TOtR; 3‘7;:?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : Lifv?ge
B-C 0 613 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 365 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 562 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 467 467
A-B 0 0
A-C 340 340
18:00 - 18:15
Stream ng}gsm_)a"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g"t‘lsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,':igfn:£rsﬁge
B-C 0 613 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 365 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 562 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 467 467
A-B 0 0
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2029 Base + Committed, AM

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 9 of 20

Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning right

Minor arm visibility to

B - Site Access -
Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

C - Green Road (W) -

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Committed, AM

Warning | Major arm width Major arm geometry than 6m.
Warning | Profile Type D3 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating | Junction Delay Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes (s) LOS
1 Site Access_lf_?Jsggol:oad Priority T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.00 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.00 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Site Access v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 440
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 458 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 4
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 3 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
B-A 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Stream Totg; 3‘7::?"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T’K}:‘;ﬂ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 0 581 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 337 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 527 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 458 458
A-B 0 0
A-C 440 440
08:00 - 08:15
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl}:fe l:s:“sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,'zigfn:£rsv?ge
B-C 0 581 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 337 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 527 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 458 458
A-B 0 0
A-C 440 440
08:15 - 08:30
Stream TOtR; 3\7::,?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 0 581 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 337 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 527 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 458 458
A-B 0 0
A-C 440 440
08:30 - 08:45
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g""‘sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:"I'zigfnsagrs:;ge
B-C 0 581 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 337 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 527 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 458 458
A-B 0 0
A-C 440 440
08:45 - 09:00
Stream TOtR; 3‘7;:?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : Lifv?ge
B-C 0 581 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 337 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 527 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 458 458
A-B 0 0
A-C 440 440
09:00 - 09:15
Stream ng}gsm_)a"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g"t‘lsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,':igfn:£rsﬁge
B-C 0 581 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 337 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 527 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 458 458
A-B 0 0
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| ac | 440 440
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2029 Base + Committed, PM

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 12 of 20

Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning right

Minor arm visibility to

B - Site Access -
Minor arm geometry

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

C - Green Road (W) -

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Committed, PM

Warning | Major arm width Major arm geometry than 6m.
Warning | Profile Type D4 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating | Junction Delay Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes (s) LOS
1 Site Access_lf_?Jsggol:oad Priority T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.00 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.00 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Site Access v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 354
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 486 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 1
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 1 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
B-A 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream Totg; 3‘7::?"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T’K}:‘;ﬂ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 0 609 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 358 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 558 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 486 486
A-B 0 0
A-C 354 354
17:00 -17:15
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl}:fe l:s:“sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,'zigfn:£rsv?ge
B-C 0 609 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 358 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 558 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 486 486
A-B 0 0
A-C 354 354
17:15-17:30
Stream TOtR; 3\7::,?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 0 609 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 358 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 558 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 486 486
A-B 0 0
A-C 354 354
17:30 - 17:45
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g""‘sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:"I'zigfnsagrs:;ge
B-C 0 609 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 358 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 558 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 486 486
A-B 0 0
A-C 354 354
17:45 - 18:00
Stream TOtR; 3‘7;:?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : Lifv?ge
B-C 0 609 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 358 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 558 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 486 486
A-B 0 0
A-C 354 354
18:00 - 18:15
Stream ng}gsm_)a"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g"t‘lsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,':igfn:£rsﬁge
B-C 0 609 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 0 358 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-AB 0 558 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
C-A 486 486
A-B 0 0
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2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 15 of 20

Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Minor arm visibility to
right

B - Site Acces:

Minor arm geometry

S -

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

C - Green Road (W) -

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Committed + Dev, AM

Warning | Major arm width Major arm geometry than 6m.
Warning | Profile Type D5 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating | Junction Delay Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes (s) LOS
1 Site Access_lf_?Jsggol:oad Priority T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.56 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.56 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Site Access v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 5 440
From
B - Site Access 15 0 36
C - Green Road (W) 458 13 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 4
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 3 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.07 7.00 0.1
B-A 0.05 12.08 0.1 B
C-AB 0.03 4.37 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Stream Totg; 3‘7::?"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T’K}:‘;ﬂ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 36 550 0.065 36 0.1 6.994 A
B-A 15 313 0.048 15 0.0 12.064 B
C-AB 28 852 0.033 28 0.0 4.370 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 5 5
A-C 440 440
08:00 - 08:15
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl}:fe l:s:“sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,'zigfn:£rsv?ge
B-C 36 550 0.065 36 0.1 7.001 A
B-A 15 313 0.048 15 0.0 12.080 B
C-AB 28 852 0.033 28 0.0 4.370 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 5 5
A-C 440 440
08:15 - 08:30
Stream TOtR; 3\7::,?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 36 550 0.065 36 0.1 7.001 A
B-A 15 313 0.048 15 0.1 12.080 B
C-AB 28 852 0.033 28 0.0 4.370 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 5 5
A-C 440 440
08:30 - 08:45
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g""‘sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:"I'zigfnsagrs:;ge
B-C 36 550 0.065 36 0.1 7.001 A
B-A 15 313 0.048 15 0.1 12.080 B
C-AB 28 852 0.033 28 0.0 4.372 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 5 5
A-C 440 440
08:45 - 09:00
Stream TOtR; 3‘7;:?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : Lifv?ge
B-C 36 550 0.065 36 0.1 7.001 A
B-A 15 313 0.048 15 0.1 12.080 B
C-AB 28 852 0.033 28 0.0 4.370 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 5 5
A-C 440 440
09:00 - 09:15
Stream ng}gsm_)a"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g"t‘lsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,':igfn:£rsﬁge
B-C 36 550 0.065 36 0.1 7.001 A
B-A 15 313 0.048 15 0.1 12.080 B
C-AB 28 852 0.033 28 0.0 4.372 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 5 5
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2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 18 of 20

Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Minor arm visibility to
right

B - Site Acces:

Minor arm geometry

S -

Visibility to right expected to have two components if the arm has two lanes, or two lanes in a flared section.

C - Green Road (W) -

For two-way major roads, please interpret results with caution if the total major carriageway width is less

Committed + Dev, PM

Warning | Major arm width Major arm geometry than 6m.
Warning | Profile Type D6 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 yp ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
. Junction Arm A Arm B ArmC Use circulating | Junction Delay Junction
Junction Name type Direction Direction Direction lanes (s) LOS
1 Site Access_lf_?Jsggol:oad Priority T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way 0.59 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown 0.59 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
1D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
A - Green Road (E) v 100.000
B - Site Access v 100.000
C - Green Road (W) v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 15 354
From
B - Site Access 7 0 18
C - Green Road (W) 486 36 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
A - Green Road (E) | B - Site Access | C - Green Road (W)
A - Green Road (E) 0 0 1
From
B - Site Access 0 0 0
C - Green Road (W) 1 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-C 0.03 6.41 0.0 A
B-A 0.02 11.33 0.0 B
C-AB 0.09 4.44 0.2 A
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Results for each time segment
16:45 - 17:00
Stream Totg; 3‘7::?"" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T’K}:‘;ﬂ: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 18 580 0.031 18 0.0 6.407 A
B-A 7 325 0.022 7 0.0 11.319 B
C-AB 79 891 0.089 79 0.2 4.430 A
C-A 443 443
A-B 15 15
A-C 354 354
17:00 -17:15
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl}:fe l:s:“sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,'zigfn:£rsv?ge
B-C 18 580 0.031 18 0.0 6.410 A
B-A 7 325 0.022 7 0.0 11.329 B
C-AB 80 891 0.089 80 0.2 4.438 A
C-A 442 442
A-B 15 15
A-C 354 354
17:15-17:30
Stream TOtR; 3\7::,?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : tlei:v?ge
B-C 18 580 0.031 18 0.0 6.410 A
B-A 7 325 0.022 7 0.0 11.329 B
C-AB 80 891 0.089 80 0.2 4.440 A
C-A 442 442
A-B 15 15
A-C 354 354
17:30 - 17:45
Stream Totg;::sm)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g""‘sl"t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) I:"I'zigfnsagrs:;ge
B-C 18 580 0.031 18 0.0 6.410 A
B-A 7 325 0.022 7 0.0 11.329 B
C-AB 80 891 0.089 80 0.2 4.440 A
C-A 442 442
A-B 15 15
A-C 354 354
17:45 - 18:00
Stream TOtR; 3‘7;:?"‘1 Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'Kfel;g: SUt End queue (Veh) Delay (s) | glr:igfn : Lifv?ge
B-C 18 580 0.031 18 0.0 6.410 A
B-A 7 325 0.022 7 0.0 11.329 B
C-AB 80 891 0.089 80 0.2 4.438 A
C-A 442 442
A-B 15 15
A-C 354 354
18:00 - 18:15
Stream ng}gsm_)a"d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'}C’e l:‘g"t‘lsut End queue (Veh) Delay (s) |g,':igfn:£rsﬁge
B-C 18 580 0.031 18 0.0 6.410 A
B-A 7 325 0.022 7 0.0 11.329 B
C-AB 80 891 0.089 80 0.2 4.438 A
C-A 442 442
A-B 15 15
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Junctions 10

ARCADY 10 - Roundabout Module

Version: 10.0.3.1598
© Copyright TRL Software Limited, 2021

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL Software:
+44 (0)1344 379777  software@tri.co.uk trisoftware.com

The users of this computer program for the solution of an engineering problem are in no way relieved of their responsibility for the correctness of the
solution

Filename: South Road - Hundred Acre Lane - School Access Mini Roundabout.j10

Path: P:\eur-mpfs-02.eur.rpsgroup.com\Oxford\TR_Projects\794-PLN-TRP-00048 - Green Road, Wivelsfield
Green\Transport\Arcady

Report generation date: 16/10/2024 15:54:27

»2024 Base, AM

»2024 Base, PM

»2029 Base + Committed, AM

»2029 Base + Committed, PM

»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM
»2029 Base + Committed + Dev, PM

Summary of junction performance

AM PM
Set | Queue | Delay Junction Junction Set | Queue | Delay Junction Junction
D | (veh) | (s) |RFC|LOS| Delay(s) LOS D | (veh) | (s) |RFC|LOS| Deiay(s) LOS
2024 Base

1 - South Road (N) 03 | 564 |025| A 03 | 540 (021 A
2 - South Road (E) 02 | 480 | 019 A 01 | 418 |012| A

D1 521 A D2 489 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 01 495 | 006 | A 0.0 464 (004 A
4 - School Access 00 | 485 |002| A 00 | 446 |(001| A

2029 Base + Committed

1 - South Road (N) 04 | 572 |026| A 03 | 541 [022| A
2 - South Road (E) 02 | 486 | 020 A 01 | 420 |(012| A

D3 528 A D4 490 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 01 | 497 |006| A 00 | 465 |004| A
4 - School Access 00 | 485 |002| A 00 | 446 |(001| A

2029 Base + Committed + Dev

1 - South Road (N) 04 | 574 |026| A 03 | 547 |[022| A
2 - South Road (E) 02 | 48 | 020 A 01 | 422 (012| A

D5 529 A D6 4.94 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.1 497 | 006 A 0.0 465 (004 | A
4 - School Access 00 | 485 |002| A 00 | 446 (001| A

There are warnings associated with one or more model runs - see the ‘Data Errors and Warnings' tables for each Analysis or Demand Set.

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages.

File summary

File Description
Title
Location
Site number
Date 07/10/2024
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | TT\BEN.MEADOR
Description

Units
Distance units | Speed units | Traffic units input | Traffic units results | Flow units | Average delay units | Total delay units | Rate of delay units
m kph Veh Veh perHour s -Min perMin
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The junction diagram reflects the last run of Junctions.

Analysis Options
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Mini-roundabout model | Calculate Queue Percentiles | Calculate residual capacity | RFC Threshold | Average Delay threshold (s) | Queue threshold (PCU)
JUNCTIONS 9 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time peripd length Time segm_ent length

name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)

D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Analysis Set Details

ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1 100.000
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2024 Base, AM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning | Mini-roundabout

Mini-roundabout appears to have unbalanced flows and may behave like a priority junction; treat results
with caution. See User Guide for details.[Arms 1 and 2 have 86% of the total flow for the roundabout for
one or more time segments]

Warning | Profile Type

D1 - 2024 Base, AM

The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 South Road / Hundred Acre Lane Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3,4 5.21 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 5.21 A
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description
1 | South Road (N)
2 | South Road (E)
3 | Hundred Acre Lane
4 | School Access
Mini Roundabout Geometry
Arm Approach road | Minimum approach 5::3: Effective flare Distance to | Entry corner kerb Gradient Ig:;?;‘:
half-width (m) road half-width (m) (m) length (m) next arm (m) | line distance (m) | over 50m (%) island
1 - South Road (N) 2.70 2.70 4.80 3.6 17.70 15.30 0.0
2 - South Road (E) 2.60 2.60 4.30 3.8 16.00 12.10 0.0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 240 240 3.20 3.0 7.80 4.50 0.0
4 - School Access 3.10 3.10 5.80 25 12.70 12.80 0.0
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabout Slope and Intercept used in model
Arm Final slope | Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 - South Road (N) 0.635 886
2 - South Road (E) 0.607 1013
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.584 814
4 - School Access 0.625 842
The slope and intercept shown above include any corrections and adjustments.
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D1 | 2024 Base AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - South Road (N) v 100.000
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2 - South Road (E) v 100.000
3 - Hundred Acre Lane v 100.000
4 - School Access v 100.000

Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)

To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 - South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 144 45 24
From | 2 - South Road (E) 13 0 157 3
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 36 8 0 0
4 - School Access 13 3 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 - South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 4 0 4
From | 2 - South Road (E) 8 0 5 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 3 0 0 0
4 - School Access 0 33 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 - South Road (N) 0.25 5.64 0.3 A
2 - South Road (E) 0.19 4.80 0.2 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.06 4.95 0.1 A
4 - School Access 0.02 4.85 0.0 A
Main Results for each time segment
07:45 - 08:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 213 11 852 0.250 212 0.3 5.614 A
2 - South Road (E) 173 69 923 0.187 172 0.2 4.785 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 44 40 771 0.057 44 0.1 4.948 A
4 - School Access 16 57 758 0.021 16 0.0 4.851 A
08:00 - 08:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) level of service
1 - South Road (N) 213 11 852 0.250 213 0.3 5.637 A
2 - South Road (E) 173 69 923 0.187 173 0.2 4.798 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 44 40 771 0.057 44 0.1 4.951 A
4 - School Access 16 57 758 0.021 16 0.0 4.852 A
08:15 - 08:30
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehhr) (Veh) Delay () | |evel of service
1 - South Road (N) 213 11 852 0.250 213 0.3 5.637 A
2 - South Road (E) 173 69 923 0.187 173 0.2 4.798 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 44 40 771 0.057 44 0.1 4.951 A
4 - School Access 16 57 758 0.021 16 0.0 4.852 A
08:30 - 08:45
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Vehthr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |evel of service
1 - South Road (N) 213 11 852 0.250 213 0.3 5.637 A
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2 - South Road (E) 173 69 923 0.187 173 0.2 4.798 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 44 40 771 0.057 44 0.1 4.951 A
4 - School Access 16 57 758 0.021 16 0.0 4.852 A
08:45 - 09:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 213 11 852 0.250 213 0.3 5.637 A
2 - South Road (E) 173 69 923 0.187 173 0.2 4.798 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 44 40 771 0.057 44 0.1 4.951 A
4 - School Access 16 57 758 0.021 16 0.0 4.854 A
09:00 - 09:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehthr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) level of service
1 - South Road (N) 213 11 852 0.250 213 0.3 5.637 A
2 - South Road (E) 173 69 923 0.187 173 0.2 4.798 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 44 40 771 0.057 44 0.1 4.951 A
4 - School Access 16 57 758 0.021 16 0.0 4.852 A
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2024 Base, PM

Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description
Mini-roundabout appears to have unbalanced flows and may behave like a priority junction; treat results
Warning | Mini-roundabout with caution. See User Guide for details.[Arms 1 and 2 have 87% of the total flow for the roundabout for
one or more time segments]
. R The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
Warning | Profile Type D2 - 2024 Base, PM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction
1

Name
South Road / Hundred Acre Lane Mini Roundabout

Arm order
1,2,3,4

Junction type Junction LOS

A

Use circulating lanes Junction Delay (s)

4.89

Mini-roundabout

Junction Network

Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 4.89 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D2 | 2024 Base PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - South Road (N) v 100.000
2 - South Road (E) v 100.000
3 - Hundred Acre Lane v 100.000
4 - School Access v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2-South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 159 15 4
From | 2 - South Road (E) 6 0 107 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 25 7 0 1
4 - School Access 9 2 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 - South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 4 7 0
From | 2 - South Road (E) 0 0 3 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0 0 0 0
4 - School Access 0 0 0 0
Results
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 - South Road (N) 0.21 5.40 0.3 A
2 - South Road (E) 0.12 4.18 0.1 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.04 4.64 0.0 A
4 - School Access 0.01 4.46 0.0 A

Main Results for each time segment

16:45 - 17:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |ovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 178 9 845 0.211 177 0.3 5.371 A
2 - South Road (E) 113 19 973 0.116 112 0.1 4179 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 33 10 809 0.041 33 0.0 4.639 A
4 - School Access 11 38 818 0.013 11 0.0 4.460 A
17:00 -17:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | jovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 178 9 845 0.211 178 0.3 5.395 A
2 - South Road (E) 113 19 973 0.116 113 0.1 4.184 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 33 10 809 0.041 33 0.0 4.641 A
4 - School Access 1 38 818 0.013 1 0.0 4.461 A
17:15 -17:30
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 178 9 845 0.211 178 0.3 5.395 A
2 - South Road (E) 13 19 973 0.116 113 0.1 4.184 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 33 10 809 0.041 33 0.0 4.641 A
4 - School Access 11 38 818 0.013 11 0.0 4.461 A
17:30 - 17:45
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehhr) (Veh) Delay () | |eyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 178 9 845 0.211 178 0.3 5.395 A
2 - South Road (E) 113 19 973 0.116 113 0.1 4.184 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 33 10 809 0.041 33 0.0 4.641 A
4 - School Access 11 38 818 0.013 11 0.0 4.463 A
17:45 - 18:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Vehthr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 178 9 845 0.211 178 0.3 5.395 A
2 - South Road (E) 113 19 973 0.116 113 0.1 4.184 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 33 10 809 0.041 33 0.0 4.641 A
4 - School Access 11 38 818 0.013 11 0.0 4.461 A
18:00 - 18:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 178 9 845 0.211 178 0.3 5.395 A
2 - South Road (E) 113 19 973 0.116 113 0.1 4.184 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 33 10 809 0.041 33 0.0 4.641 A
4 - School Access 11 38 818 0.013 11 0.0 4.461 A
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2029 Base + Committed, AM

Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

Mini-roundabout appears to have unbalanced flows and may behave like a priority junction; treat results
Warning | Mini-roundabout with caution. See User Guide for details.[Arms 1 and 2 have 86% of the total flow for the roundabout for
one or more time segments]

D3 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the

Warning | Profile Type Committed, AM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 South Road / Hundred Acre Lane Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3,4 5.28 A

Junction Network

Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 5.28 A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
ID Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D3 | 2029 Base + Committed AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - South Road (N) v 100.000
2 - South Road (E) v 100.000
3 - Hundred Acre Lane v 100.000
4 - School Access v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2-South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 150 47 25
From | 2 - South Road (E) 14 0 164 3
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 37 8 0 0
4 - School Access 14 3 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 - South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 4 0 4
From | 2 - South Road (E) 8 0 5 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 3 0 0 0
4 - School Access 0 33 0 0

Results
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 - South Road (N) 0.26 5.72 0.4 A
2 - South Road (E) 0.20 4.86 0.2 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.06 4.97 0.1 A
4 - School Access 0.02 4.85 0.0 A

Main Results for each time segment

07:45 - 08:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |ovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 222 11 852 0.261 221 0.3 5.692 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 922 0.196 180 0.2 4.849 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.964 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.849 A
08:00 - 08:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | jovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 222 11 852 0.261 222 0.4 5.717 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
08:15 - 08:30
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 222 11 852 0.261 222 0.4 5717 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
08:30 - 08:45
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehhr) (Veh) Delay () | |eyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 222 11 852 0.261 222 0.4 5.717 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
08:45 - 09:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Vehthr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 222 1 852 0.261 222 0.4 5717 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.852 A
09:00 - 09:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 222 11 852 0.261 222 0.4 5717 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
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2029 Base + Committed, PM

Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description
Mini-roundabout appears to have unbalanced flows and may behave like a priority junction; treat results
Warning | Mini-roundabout with caution. See User Guide for details.[Arms 1 and 2 have 87% of the total flow for the roundabout for
one or more time segments]
Warning | Profile Type D4 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 P Committed, PM ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 South Road / Hundred Acre Lane Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3,4 4.90 A

Junction Network

Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 4.90 A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D4 | 2029 Base + Committed PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - South Road (N) v 100.000
2 - South Road (E) v 100.000
3 - Hundred Acre Lane v 100.000
4 - School Access v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2-South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 165 16 4
From | 2 - South Road (E) 6 0 111 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 26 7 0 1
4 - School Access 9 2 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 - South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 4 0 0
From | 2 - South Road (E) 0 0 3 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0 0 0 0
4 - School Access 0 0 0 0

Results
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 - South Road (N) 0.22 5.41 0.3 A
2 - South Road (E) 0.12 4.20 0.1 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.04 4.65 0.0 A
4 - School Access 0.01 4.46 0.0 A

Main Results for each time segment

16:45 - 17:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |ovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 185 9 850 0.218 184 0.3 5.396 A
2 - South Road (E) 117 20 973 0.120 116 0.1 4.199 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.645 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
17:00 -17:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | jovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 185 9 850 0.218 185 0.3 5.413 A
2 - South Road (E) 17 20 973 0.120 17 0.1 4.204 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 1 39 817 0.013 1 0.0 4.464 A
17:15 -17:30
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 185 9 850 0.218 185 0.3 5.413 A
2 - South Road (E) 17 20 973 0.120 17 0.1 4.204 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
17:30 - 17:45
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehhr) (Veh) Delay () | |eyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 185 9 850 0.218 185 0.3 5.413 A
2 - South Road (E) 117 20 973 0.120 117 0.1 4.204 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
17:45 - 18:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Vehthr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 185 9 850 0.218 185 0.3 5.413 A
2 - South Road (E) 117 20 973 0.120 117 0.1 4.204 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
18:00 - 18:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 185 9 850 0.218 185 0.3 5.413 A
2 - South Road (E) 17 20 973 0.120 17 0.1 4.204 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
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2029 Base + Committed + Dev, AM

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity Area Item Description
Mini-roundabout appears to have unbalanced flows and may behave like a priority junction; treat results
Warning | Mini-roundabout with caution. See User Guide for details.[Arms 1 and 2 have 86% of the total flow for the roundabout for
one or more time segments]
Warning | Profile Type D5 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 P Committed + Dev, AM | ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 South Road / Hundred Acre Lane Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3,4 5.29 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 5.29 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
: Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
D Scenarlo name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D5 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev AM DIRECT 07:45 09:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - South Road (N) v 100.000
2 - South Road (E) v 100.000
3 - Hundred Acre Lane v 100.000
4 - School Access v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2-South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 152 47 25
From | 2 - South Road (E) 14 0 164 3
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 37 8 0 0
4 - School Access 14 3 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 -South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 4 0 4
From | 2 - South Road (E) 8 0 5 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 3 0 0 0
4 - School Access 0 33 0 0
Results
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 - South Road (N) 0.26 5.74 0.4 A
2 - South Road (E) 0.20 4.86 0.2 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.06 4.97 0.1 A
4 - School Access 0.02 4.85 0.0 A

Main Results for each time segment

07:45 - 08:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |ovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 224 11 852 0.263 223 0.4 5711 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 922 0.196 180 0.2 4.849 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.964 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.849 A
08:00 - 08:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | jovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 224 11 851 0.263 224 0.4 5.736 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
08:15 - 08:30
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 224 11 851 0.263 224 0.4 5.736 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
08:30 - 08:45
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehhr) (Veh) Delay () | |eyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 224 11 851 0.263 224 0.4 5.736 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
08:45 - 09:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Vehthr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 224 1 851 0.263 224 0.4 5.736 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
09:00 - 09:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 224 11 851 0.263 224 0.4 5.736 A
2 - South Road (E) 181 72 921 0.196 181 0.2 4.862 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 45 42 770 0.058 45 0.1 4.967 A
4 - School Access 17 59 759 0.022 17 0.0 4.850 A
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Severity Area Item Description
Mini-roundabout appears to have unbalanced flows and may behave like a priority junction; treat results
Warning | Mini-roundabout with caution. See User Guide for details.[Arms 1 and 2 have 87% of the total flow for the roundabout for
one or more time segments]
Warning | Profile Type D6 - 2029 Base + The DIRECT profile type is intended to be used for demand that varies over time. You are using it with the
9 P Committed + Dev, PM | ‘Use O-D data’ option, but your O-D data does not vary over time. Are you sure this is correct?

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction type | Use circulating lanes | Arm order | Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 South Road / Hundred Acre Lane Mini Roundabout | Mini-roundabout 1,2,3,4 4.94 A
Junction Network
Driving side Lighting Road surface | In London | Network delay (s) | Network LOS
Left Normal/unknown | Normal/unknown 4.94 A
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time period length Time segment length
D Scenarlo name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) (min)
D6 | 2029 Base + Committed + Dev PM DIRECT 16:45 18:15 90 15
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Use O-D data | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - South Road (N) v 100.000
2 - South Road (E) v 100.000
3 - Hundred Acre Lane v 100.000
4 - School Access v 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand (Veh/hr)
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2-South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 167 16 4
From | 2 - South Road (E) 6 0 113 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 26 7 0 1
4 - School Access 9 2 0 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percentages
To
1 - South Road (N) | 2 -South Road (E) | 3 -Hundred Acre Lane | 4 - School Access
1 - South Road (N) 0 4 7 0
From | 2 - South Road (E) 0 0 3 0
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0 0 0 0
4 - School Access 0 0 0 0
Results
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Arm Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 - South Road (N) 0.22 5.47 0.3 A
2 - South Road (E) 0.12 4.22 0.1 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 0.04 4.65 0.0 A
4 - School Access 0.01 4.46 0.0 A

Main Results for each time segment

16:45 - 17:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |ovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 187 9 845 0.221 186 0.3 5.452 A
2 - South Road (E) 119 20 973 0.122 118 0.1 4.212 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.645 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
17:00 -17:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | jovel of service
1 - South Road (N) 187 9 845 0.221 187 0.3 5.470 A
2 - South Road (E) 119 20 973 0.122 119 0.1 4.217 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 1 39 817 0.013 1 0.0 4.464 A
17:15 -17:30
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 187 9 845 0.221 187 0.3 5.470 A
2 - South Road (E) 119 20 973 0.122 119 0.1 4.217 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
17:30 - 17:45
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehhr) (Veh) Delay () | |eyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 187 9 845 0.221 187 0.3 5.470 A
2 - South Road (E) 119 20 973 0.122 119 0.1 4.217 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
17:45 - 18:00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Vehthr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 187 9 845 0.221 187 0.3 5.470 A
2 - South Road (E) 119 20 973 0.122 119 0.1 4.217 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
18:00 - 18:15
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue Unsignalised
Arm (Vehihr) flow (Vehihr) (Vehihr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) | |oyel of service
1 - South Road (N) 187 9 845 0.221 187 0.3 5.470 A
2 - South Road (E) 119 20 973 0.122 119 0.1 4.217 A
3 - Hundred Acre Lane 34 10 809 0.042 34 0.0 4.647 A
4 - School Access 11 39 817 0.013 11 0.0 4.464 A
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