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Appendix G. Detailed Stage 2A Modelling results (Scenario 3b -
Local Plan with Sustainable Mitigation, high uptake)

G.1 Traffic Flow Changes - Local Plan Impact vs Reference Case
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Figure G.1-279. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak, South
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Figure G.1-284. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM Peak, South
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Figure G.1-285. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak, South
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Figure G.1-286. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM Peak, South
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Figure G.1-288. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak, South
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Ribble W

Stage 2A Report 295



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix G.2

G.2 Volume - to Capacity plots

G.2.1 Chorley

G.2.1.1 Scenario 3b V/C

LP Mitigation
(High mode shift)
AM peak, 2041

Buckshaw/Clayton
Volume/Capacity [%] |

A

— 0-60

60 - 80
80 -85

85-120 |«
Housing sites [dwellings]

Local Plan
Reference and LP

Employment sites [jobs]

Local Plan
Reference and LP

fifd: @O StreetMap conrributors"-vl

Figure G.2-290. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure G.2-291. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure G.2-292. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure G.2-294. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-295. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-297. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley S
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Figure G.2-299. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Chorley W
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Figure G.2-300. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley W
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Figure G.2-302. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM Peak,
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Figure G.2-303. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak,
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Figure G.2-304. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM Peak,
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Figure G.2-305. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-306. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley

Stage 2A Report

312




Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix G.2

SA%LL-
i
)
-]

- /

X \ ',‘ 1.0 d
€16 &

X uo,.‘"l;g
LP Mitigation (High mode shift)
vs Reference scenario

PM peak, 2041

Chorley

V/C Ratio change

/o i Decrease [°
— No Change P
— Increase <80%
—_— Increase from <80% to 80-85%
— Increase between 80 and 85%
= Increase from <80% to >85%

Increase >85%
sensitive junctions

-~
]
Su

Vo'

Employment sites [jobs]

Local Plan |

A Reference and LP |

Housing sites [dwellings] g
| Local Plan

Reference and LP

\ bqékground: @OpenXgreet \\, p.contributors

Figure G.2-307. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-308. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-309. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-310. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-311. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-312. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley
W

Stage 2A Report 318



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix G.2

LP Mitigation (High mode shift)
vs Reference scenario
PM peak, 2041

Chorley West /

V/C Ratio change :
T Decrease [

No Change

Increase <80%

Increase from <80% to 80-85%
Increase between 80 and 85%
Increase from <80% to >85%
Increase >85%

sensitive junctions

-~

0’3

Vo'

Employment sites [jobs]

Local Plan
A Reference and LP
Housing sites [dwellings] . :
Local Plan 0 0.8 1.6 . 24km
———

Reference and LP

background: @OpenStreetMap contributors

Figure G.2-313. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM Peak, Chorley
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Figure G.2-314. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Preston Broughton
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