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Appendix |.1
1.1 Mé6
1.1.1 Mé6 J28

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-400. M6 J28 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART
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for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads;or,

2) LayoutA Option 2 for urban roads.

*indicates that if Layout F Option 2 is
used, an extended auxiliary lane
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Figure 1.1-401. M6 J28 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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DIVERGE CHART
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Figure 1.1-402. M6 J28 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
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Figure 1.1-403. M6 J28 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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DIVERGE CHART

M
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Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-404. M6 J29 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
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. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
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Figure 1.1-405. M6 J29 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-406. M6 J29 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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Figure 1.1-407. M6 J29 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Mé6 J30

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!indicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
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Figure 1.1-408. M6 J30 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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DIVERGE CHART
Notes:
*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-409. M6 J30 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Mé6 J31

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure I.1-410. M6 J31 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis

Stage 2A Report

418



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
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. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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Figure I.1-411. M6 J31 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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DIVERGE CHART
Notes:
*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure I.1-412. M6 J31 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
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Figure I.1-413. M6 J31 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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1.1.5

M
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DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Figure I.1-414. M6 J31A Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
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Figure I.1-415. M6 J31A Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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1.1.6

M6 J32

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.

A E \ * * *
oz 2 I I
3000t \
\ |83
ol £ X
_ 250015 D D D
S \ \
£ 2000+ \ \
= 1800
o
z 1500 B B B B
2 1350 \—
10001 2 . 5 |
o \ A A A A
£E
2.3
5001 £ X
o
0 Downstream Mainline !
Motorway Lang | | Lane 2 | Lane 3 Lanc 4 Lane S
s 28 585 28 =3t 8
o OO o S O o o OO oo OO o
Malinline flow VPH

MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 2171 3174
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2399 3709
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2407 3731
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2168 3732
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2183 3844

Figure 1.1-416. M6 J32 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,

* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
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Figure I.1-417. M6 J32 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis

Stage 2A Report 425



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-418. M6 J32 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
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Figure 1.1-419. M6 J32 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-420. M55 J1 Eastbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 2334 1255
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2966 1444
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 3129 1482
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2453 1399
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2521 1380

Figure I.1-421. M55 J1 Eastbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1
DIVERGE CHART
Notes:
*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure I.1-422. M55 J1 Westbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
2500133
=\ \ E L E
% 2000t | \
_I' 1800 \
%
2 15001 | \ \ \
- 1350—
3 D B D B D i D
100042 _
5001 2
= A A A
¢ Upstream Mainline {
| Lane 1 | Lane 2 Lane 3 | Lanc 4 Lanc §
Miotorsay = —r @ W B o oo O . o ©
j=1 oo L= o 2 =Y =] =N = j=J
o o0 b= S o (=R ] = oo = o
o o0 [=] (= -] oo o oo o o

Mainline flow VPH

MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 2153 887
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2724 965
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2760 966
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2682 919
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2797 Q44

Figure I.1-423. M55 J1 Westbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.

1

1.2.2

M55 J2

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Scenario Mainline Flow| Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 2290 412
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2555 458
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2563 504
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2526 440
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2532 491

Figure I.1-424. M55 J2 Eastbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 2290 655
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2555 1146
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2563 1282
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2526 1034
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2532 1090

Figure I.1-425. M55 J2 Eastbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1
DIVERGE CHART
Notes:
*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Scenario Mainline Flow| Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 2422 750
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2748 1134
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2773 1163
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2280 1075
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2295 1209

MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Figure I.1-426. M55 J2 Westbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 2427 417
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2748 551
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2773 604
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2280 415
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2295 435

Figure I.1-427. M55 J2 Westbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1
1.3 Mé61
1.3.1 Mé61 J8

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 2523 21
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2877 862
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2894 887
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2825 983
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2874 986

Figure 1.1-428. M61 J8 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows

from the merge.
!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 2523 Q48
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2877 1185
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2894 1164
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2825 1009
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2874 1033

Figure 1.1-429. M61 J8 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure 1.1-430. M61 J8 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis

Stage 2A Report

438




Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows

from the merge.
!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 2419 774
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2634 954
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2697 959
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 3107 852
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 3119 872

Figure I.1-431. M61 J8 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.

1

1.3.2

Mé61 J9

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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Figure I.1-432. M61 J9 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 1994 1121
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2334 1190
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2334 1154
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2181 820
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2231 831

Figure 1.1-433. M61 J9 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Figure I.1-434. M61 J9 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 1818 1563
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2048 1656
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2108 1689
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 2182 2024
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 2180 2030

Figure 1.1-435. M61 J9 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1
.4 M65
1.4.1 M65 J2

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary

lane should be used.
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow | Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 1719 751
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 1809 911
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 1832 959
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 1739 926
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 1766 922

Figure 1.1-436. M65 J2 Eastbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1
MERGE CHART
Notes:
# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.
lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) LayoutA Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. 2 X * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ ’:',_: \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 1719 1381
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 1809 1570
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 1832 1575
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 1739 1749
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 1766 1752

Figure 1.1-437. M65 J2 Eastbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A

Appendix |.1
DIVERGE CHART
Notes:
*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.
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Scenario Mainline Flow| Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 1839 1579
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2155 1387
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2213 1345
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 1759 1454
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 1774 1464

MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Figure 1.1-438 M65 J2 Westbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2A
Appendix |.1

MERGE CHART

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provision and the ability
for the mainline to accept the flows
from the merge.

!lindicates that the minimum layout to
be provided is:
1) Layout Cforruralroads; or,
* 2) Layout A Option 2 for urban roads.
30001,
. z \ * indicates thatif Layout F Option 2 is
\\ e \ used, an extended auxiliary lane
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MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 1839 884
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 2155 1039
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 2213 1056
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 1759 1002
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 1774 1024

Figure 1.1-439. M65 J2 Westbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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