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Appendix L. Rail Passenger Flow difference in Analysis Periods
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Figure 1. Actual flow difference, Reference scenario, Central Lancashire, 2031, AM Peak




CLLP: Stage 1B Transport Evidence Appendices

Jacob

y . o \
- T g jj
o Nesari g Brtughtan b i
= G (
s o oh= B A
72 ! /  Cottam Parkway 7 - s
3 75 B6a. 153y 5 Iy o {
: al. o= N\ Y gt V%
REP— TN RO L o
i i £ N e s,
P : ‘Preston .~ o
5 = BB, 4 1 s Pae
PREE— So—— ali-#13 A ul ,»"“ Beatgwose
Fenessd £
\d & T
Ban':fper Bridge:... .. i
i i
e / s
P ——
= : : Ik o,
My [ = § iy
e o - el -
4 H Leyland 4221 g
Y, i o WG 4 o TS S : ‘a \ %
J ey Cbog i 4 Withnelt ’ \\-ﬂ\.i‘q =
f e R ! Leyland 2 / X 2 9 A
! = . RECETR oMl s Sl iy = | —_— , .
e i - . Wheehan \ ,-‘
e s 4 4 'Buckshaw Parkway ... i A"
2 SR ! a4 I 75 boa. +4 + h IR A
i ¥ i | ali, +5 ( e Al
o™ 53 :
g g’ o SR o b 3
: ; i — i i
Reference vs Base [ vt % S, 2 |
s S (SONES 7 L Chorley
2031, interpeak y =l SESTE :ﬁ-ai;i
Central Lancashire b ‘ e @y .
i B A 5 ¥ G - i
Rail passenger flows J \ &
. 2 1 \ Yy 2
difference [pas/h] L r o > .
s =3 T -
200| % “? J - e
100 \ = P (e ;
50 o | s “Adlington o
) 4 3
-50 Jusoram Geeen warangon il | }[ F nnE—Qa‘ 1 .
3100 [*re e P ¢ TNz ] 2 o ekm
-200 Vi y ‘ > 74
Railway station I\ g g : ?;3 ckground: @0 enStreetMap cof;;trlburofg:-. |

Figure 2. Actual flow difference, Reference scenario, Central Lancashire, 2031, Interpeak
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Figure 3. Actual flow difference, Reference scenario, Central Lancashire, 2031, PM Peak
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Figure 4. Actual flow difference, Reference scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, AM Peak
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Figure 5. Actual flow difference, Reference scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, Interpeak
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Figure 6. Actual flow difference, Reference scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, PM Peak
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Figure 7. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2031, AM Peak
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Figure 8. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2031, Interpeak
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Figure 9. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2031, PM Peak
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Figure 10. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, AM Peak
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Figure 11. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, Interpeak
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Figure 12. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, PM Peak
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Figure 13. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, AM Peak
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Figure 14. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, Interpeak
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Figure 15. Actual flow difference, Local Plan scenario, Central Lancashire, 2041, PM Peak
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