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Appendix H. Detailed Stage 2 Modelling results (Scenario 4 -
Local Plan with Sustainable and Highway Mitigation)

H.1 Traffic Flow Changes - Local Plan Impact vs Reference Case
(comparison with scenario 1)

H.1.1 Chorley

LP Highway Mitigation
vs Reference scenario
AM peak, 2041
Buckshaw/Clayton
Actual flow diff. [PCU/h]
500
250 |
125
-125
-250 |t
X -500 | SN,
i) Sensitive junctions :
Employment sites [jobs]
F Local Plan
A Reference and LP
Housing sites [dwellings]
Local Plan
Reference and LP

Figure H.1-1. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure H.1-2. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure H.1-3. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure H.1-4. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Chorley
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Figure H.1-5. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Chorley
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Figure H.1-6. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Chorley

Stage 2 Report 423



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

AT e

LP Highway Mitigation

vs Reference scenario
AM peak, 2041
Chorley South
Actual flow diff. [PCU/h]
500
250
125
-125
-250
5 =500
LR Sensitive junctions
Employment sites [jobs]
: Local Plan
\ Reference and LP
Housing sites [dwellings]
& Local Plan
~Reference and LP

Figure H.1-7. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Chorley S
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Figure H.1-8. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Chorley S
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Figure H.1-9. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Chorley S
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Figure H.1-10. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Chorley W
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Figure H.1-11. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.1-12. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Chorley W
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Figure H.1-13. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Preston Broughton

Stage 2 Report 430



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

[
ey
U

e —————
z m
v

151

.\ . 56

& ' =
LP Highway Mitigation \ < ' L
vs Reference scenario k : i . =
Interpeak, 2041

Preston - Broughton \
Actual flow diff. [PCU/h]

© 1 Sensitivejunctions \
- 1
Employment sites [jobs] | 5=
A Local Plan \
A Reference and LP \
Housing sites [dwellings) \

Local Plan \
Reference and LP a \

Figure H.1-14. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Preston Broughton
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Figure H.1-15. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Preston Broughton
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Figure H.1-16. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Preston CC
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Figure H.1-17. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Preston CC
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Figure H.1-18. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Preston CC
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Figure H.1-19. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Preston E
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Figure H.1-20. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Preston E
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Figure H.1-21. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Preston E
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Figure H.1-22. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Preston N
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Figure H.1-23. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041

Interpeak, Preston N
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Figure H.1-24. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Preston N
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Figure H.1-25. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Preston NE
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Figure H.1-26. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Preston NE
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Figure H.1-27. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Preston NE
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Figure H.1-28. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041

AM Peak, Preston NW
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Figure H.1-29. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, Preston NW
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Figure H.1-30. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041

PM Peak, Preston NW
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Figure H.1-31. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, Preston W
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Figure H.1-32. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041

Interpeak, Preston W
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Figure H.1-33. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, Preston W
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Figure H.1-34. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, South Ribble
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Figure H.1-35. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, South Ribble
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Figure H.1-36. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, South Ribble
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Figure H.1-37. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, South Ribble E
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Figure H.1-38. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, South Ribble E
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Figure H.1-39. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, South Ribble E
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Figure H.1-40. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041

AM Peak, South Ribble Samlesbury
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Figure H.1-41. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, South Ribble Samlesbury
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Figure H.1-42. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, South Ribble Samlesbury
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Figure H.1-43. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.1-44. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.1-45. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.1-47. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, M65 M6 M61

Figure H.1-48. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, M65 M6 M61
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Figure H.1-49. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.1-51. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, M55

Stage 2 Report

466



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

LP Highway Mitigation ||
vs Reference scenario ||
AM peak, 2041

Mé61 J8

Actual flows
difference [PCU/h]

Employment sites [jobs]

: Local Plan
Reference and LP

Housing sites [dwellings]

[ Local Plan
Reference and LP

Figure H.1-52. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, M61 J8
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Figure H.1-54. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, M61 J8
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Figure H.1-55. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, M6 J31 J31a
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Figure H.1-58. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
AM Peak, M6 J28
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Figure H.1-59. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.1-60. Actual Flow Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
PM Peak, M6 J28
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Figure H.2-61. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure H.2-63. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure H.2-65. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley
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Figure H.2-66. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Chorley
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Figure H.2-67. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Chorley S
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Figure H.2-68. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley S
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Figure H.2-70. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Chorley W

Stage 2 Report

485



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2

Appendix H.2

LP Highway Mitigation
Interpeak, 2041
Chorley West

Volume/Capacity [%]
g— 0-60
Pl 60 - 80
— 80 -85
S— 85-120
Housing sites [dwellings]
3 Local Plan
Reference and LP

Employment sites [jobs]
Local Plan
A Reference and LP

T .,.\‘

8
o544 1 1.5km
= =S =y
background: @Open! ap contributors

Figure H.2-71. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Chorley W
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Figure H.2-72. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Chorley W
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Figure H.2-73. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM
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Figure H.2-74. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.2-75. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM
Peak, Buckshaw Village
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Figure H.2-77. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.2-78. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM
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Figure H.2-79. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM
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Figure H.2-80. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.2-84. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM
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Figure H.2-85. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Preston
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Figure H.2-87. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Preston
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Figure H.2-88. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Preston CC
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Figure H.2-89. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Preston CC
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Figure H.2-90. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, Preston CC
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Figure H.2-91. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, Preston E

Stage 2 Report 506



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2
Appendix H.2

LP Highway Mitigation
Interpeak, 2041
Preston East

Volume/Capacity [%]
— 0-60 |3
 — 60 -80 |1
o 80 - 85
— 85-120

Housing sites [dwellings]
@ Local Plan
Reference and LP

Employment sites [ jobs]
A Local Plan
A Reference and LP

Figure H.2-92. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, Preston E
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Peak, Preston W

Stage 2 Report 541



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2
Appendix H.2

H.2.3 South Ribble

H.2.3.1 Scenario 4 V/C

LP Highway Mitigation
AM peak, 2041
South Ribble

Volume/Capacity [%]
s— 0-60
— 60 - 80
S 80-85
om— 85-120

Housing sites [dwellings]
Local Plan
Reference and LP

Employment sites [jobs] km
Local Plan Y
A Reference and LP

Figure H.2-127. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, South Ribble
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Figure H.2-128. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, South Ribble
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Figure H.2-129. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, South Ribble
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Figure H.2-130. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, South Ribble E
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Figure H.2-131. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, South Ribble E
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Figure H.2-132. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, South Ribble E
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Figure H.2-133. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, South Ribble
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Figure H.2-134. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, South Ribble
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Figure H.2-135. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, South Ribble
Samlesbury
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Figure H.2-136. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 AM Peak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.2-137. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 Interpeak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.2-138. V/C Ratio, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation, 2041 PM Peak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.2-139. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM
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Figure H.2-142. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM
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Figure H.2-143. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.2-144. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM
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Figure H.2-145. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM
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Figure H.2-146. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
Interpeak, South Ribble Samlesbury
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Figure H.2-147. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM
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Figure H.2-148. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 AM
Peak, South Ribble W
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Figure H.2-149. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041
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Figure H.2-150. V/C % Difference, Local Plan Sustainable and Highway Mitigation vs Reference, 2041 PM
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H.3 Delay difference - Local Plan with Sustainable and Highway
Mitigation vs Reference Case (comparison with scenario 1)

H.3.1 Chorley

Table H.3-1. Average seconds delay/vehicle (weighted across all arms), Interpeak, Chorley

Lp LP
Local Local s Mitigation
Mitigation .
Junction Plan Plan incl incl
Junction Reference Mitigation | Mitigation . Highway
ID . Highway .
(Low incl impact vs impact vs
Uptake) Highway p LP
Reference T
Mitigation
o3 A6 Preston Rd / A674 Millenium 17 17 17 17 16 0 0 0
Way
Co4 f:aneston Rd / B5252 Euxton 36 36 36 36 36 0 0 0
o6 A6 Preston Rd / Buckshaw 47 49 50 49 49 0 0 2
Avenue
co7 B5252 West Way / Euxton Lane 18 19 19 19 19 0 0 1
cos A582 Southport Road / B5252 6 6 6 6 6 0 0 1
Westway Rbt
09 A581 Southport Road / B5252 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 0
Foxhole Road
c10 B6228 Eaves Lane / B6229 11 12 12 12 12 0 0 1
Harpers Lane
c11 A6 Bo'lton Road / B5252 Myles 22 29 22 22 35 13 13 13
Standish Way
Cc12 A6 Bolton Rd / A5106 Wigan Ln 96 105 108 106 23 -82 -83 -72
c13 B5251 Pall Mall / Weldbank 51 54 54 53 50 3 -3 0
Lane
c16 A49 Wigan Road / Bank Lane 25 2 27 26 27 1 1 2
(Euxton)
c17 A49 Wigan Road / Euxton Lane 24 25 25 25 25 0 0 1
A674 Finnington Lane / 0
19 Moulden Brow A6061 39 38 38 38 38 0 2
C20 A49 Wigan Road / Leyland Way 21 22 22 22 22 0 0 1
A6 Preston Road / B5256 0
Cc21 Westwood Road 13 13 13 13 13 0 1
22 A6 Preston Road / Clayton Brook 10 11 11 11 11 0 0 1
Road
C25 B5251 / Market Street 29 29 29 30 30 1 1 1
c27 A6 Bolton Road / Pilling Lane 27 28 28 27 28 1 1
Cc28 A6 Preston Street / Park Rd 3 2 2 2 2 0 0 0
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H.3.2 Preston

Table H.3-2. Average seconds delay/vehicle (weighted across all arms), Interpeak, Preston

Lp LP
Local Local ... .. | Mitigation
Mitigation .
Junction Plan Plan incl incl
Junction Base | Reference Mitigation | Mitigation | .. Highway
ID . Highway | .
(Low incl impact vs impact vs
Uptake) | Highway P LP
Reference | ,,... ..
Mitigation
- A59 Ring Way / Bow Lane | 47 52 52 52 52 0 0 5
P02 B6241 Eastway / Oliver's 14 16 16 16 19 3 3 5
Place
PO3 B6241 Eastway / Watling 31 33 35 33 33 1 0 1
Street Rd
B6241 Eastway /
PO4 Andertons Way 15 17 18 17 17 0 0 2
B6242 Watling Street
PO6 Road / Sharoe Green Lane 41 43 43 42 43 ! ! 2
B6241 Watling Street
PO7 |Road / Sir Tom Finneys 37 36 36 36 35 -1 0 -2
Way
poo | A6 Garstang Road / St. 53 53 53 5o 52 -1 0 -1
George's Rd
P10 A6063 IDeepdale Rd/ St 40 43 " 43 42 -1 -1 2
George's Road
p11 |AS9 RingWay/ 30 32 33 32 32 1 0 2
Corporation Street
P12 A5071 Corporation Street 27 27 27 27 27 -1 0 0

/ Marsh Lane
B5254 Strand Rd / A59
P13 Guild Way Junction North 3 60 63 o1 o1 1 0 8

B5254 Strand Rd / A59

P13 Guild Way Junction South 33 16 16 16 16 0 0 17
pr3 |B52545trandRd/ 103| 70 78 73 73 3 1 -29
Fishergate Hill
A583 Watery Lane /
P15 A5072 West Strand 30 29 29 28 28 0 0 -2
P16 B6241/ Tulketh Brow 17 17 17 17 17 0 0 0
p1e |A>83Waterylane/ 20 24 24 23 23 0 0 3
Tulketh Brow
py7 |B5254StandRd/Port | o 48 49 48 48 0 0 3
Way
P21 A6 Garstang Rd / Sharoe 57 61 61 61 61 0 0 4
Green Ln
A5085 Blackpool Rd /
p22 B6243 50 58 60 56 56 -2 0 5
P23 B6243 Ribbleton Lane / 31 24 24 23 23 1 0 8

Skeffington Rd

P24 B6243 Ribbleton Lane / 2% 27 27 27 26 i 1 ]
Acregate Lane

A59 Ring Way / Church
Street / Ribbleton Lane
A59 Ring Way / A6 North

Road

P25 47 48 49 48 48 -1 0 1

P26 54 53 54 53 53 0 0 -1
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Lp LP

Local Local ... .. |Mitigation
Mitigation .

Junction Local han ) incl il

Junction Base | Reference Mitigation | Mitigation | .. Highway
ID Plan . Highway | .

(Low incl impact vs impact vs

Uptake) | Highway P LP

Reference | ,,... ..
Mitigation

A59 London Road /
Queens Street 29 29 ! 0 3
P28 Sharoe Green Lane / St. 8 8 8 8 8 0 0 0
Vincents Road
Sharoe Green Lane /
P29 Sherwood Way 9 9 9 9 9 0 0 0
A6 Garstang Rd / St
P30 Vincents Rd 3 3 3 3 3 0 0 0
P31 A6 / Parklands Drive 18 21 22 22 24 3 2 5
P32 A6 / Eastway 13 19 20 20 9 -10 -11 -4
p3s |BO241Eastway/ 13 16 16 16 15 0 0 3
Mericourt Road
p3e |A>9BroughtonBypass/ | g 10 10 10 10 0 0 1
Whittingham Lane
A583 Fylde Rd /
P38 Aqueduct St. 36 48 49 48 48 0 0 12
P39 B6241 / A583 Watery Ln 38 44 45 44 44 -1 0 6
A582 PWD / B5468 Avice
P40 Pimblett Way 12 13 13 13 13 0 0 1
P42 A583 Riversway / Pedders 36 36 37 37 37 0 0 ’
Road
pap |ASB3Rwersway/Port | 55 | 35 | 3 31 32 0 0 0
Way
pys |BO241Lightfootlane/ | g 39 40 51 28 11 23 0
Eastway
ps7 |B6242 BluebellWay/ 22 24 24 24 24 0 0 1
Lancashire Way
B6242 Bluebell Way M6
P48 |J31a/ PremierInn Car 27 31 34 33 33 2 0 6
Park
A5085 Blackpool Rd /
P50 B6241 45 46 46 46 46 0 0 1
A59 New Hall Lane /
P51 Skeffington Road 27 29 29 28 29 0 0 2
ps3 |AS9LondonRoad/New | 5 46 46 46 46 0 0 10
Hall Lane
B5467 William Young
P54 Way / B5411 Tabley Lane 23 24 25 25 25 1 0 2
P55 A5085 Blackpool Road / 18 19 19 19 19 0 0 0
Lea Road
A583 Blackpool Rd /
P57 AS582 PWD 13 14 14 14 13 0 0 0
P59 Blackpool Road / Tulketh 53 52 52 52 52 0 0 1
Brow
peo |AS085/Pedderslane/ | g 47 49 49 50 2 0 3
Cottam Lane
P61 A5085 Blackpool Rd / A6 40 41 41 41 41 0 0 1
Garstang Rd
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H.3.3 South Ribble

Table H.3-3. Average seconds delay/vehicle (weighted across all arms), Interpeak, South Ribble

LP LP

Local Local s Mitigation
Mitigation .

Junction Local Plan Plan incl incl

Junction Base | Reference Mitigation | Mitigation . Highway
ID Plan . Highway | .

(Low incl impact vs impact vs

Uptake) Highway p LP

Reference se .
Mitigation

A582 Bee Lane 0 18 17 17 17 -1 0 17
A6 London Way /

SROT | Vit toria Road (&) 17 18 18 18 18 0 0 0
A6 London Way /

SROT | i’ voria Road (N) 13 14 14 14 14 0 0 1

sRo2 | A6/ CarwoodRd 15 19 20 19 19 0 0 3
Roundabout
A49 Wigan Road /

SRO4 | poo,at oot 31 32 32 32 32 0 0 1

SRoe | B5248 ChurchRoad / 11 11 11 11 11 0 0 0
Bent Lane

srog | B>253/SlaterLane 31 36 38 37 38 1 0 7
Signals

srog | B5256 Longmeanygate/ | 5, 31 31 31 31 0 0 7
Leyland Lane

SR10 85254.Stan|fleld Lane / 33 35 35 35 35 1 0 )
Centurion Way

SR11 A582 Stanifield Lane 15 45 46 45 45 0 0 30

SR12 A582 Croston Junction 12 24 25 25 24 1 0 12

sR14 | A59GoldenWay/Cop | ., 32 32 32 32 0 0 1
Lane Junction

SR16 | A°9John Horrocks Way | | 21 22 22 22 0 0 1
/ Liverpool Road

SR17 A59 Liverpool Road / 6 6 6 6 6 0 0 0
Longton Bypass
A582 Golden Way /

SR19 | ot Way 20 15 15 15 15 0 0 6

spao | Gotden Way /B5254 5 43 48 42 42 -1 0 37
Leyland Road

SsR21 | B5254LiverpoolRoad/ |, 24 25 24 24 0 0 7
Coote Lane
B5254 Liverpool Road /

SR22 | 52527 Brownedge Road | 2 22 23 22 22 0 0 1

sr23 | BS2>4LiverpoolRoad/ |5, 11 11 12 12 1 0 21
Jubilee Road

SR24 | A6/ BrownedgeRd 14 19 20 19 19 -1 0 4
Roundabout

SR25 | A6 Lostocklane/ 34 36 36 36 36 0 0 2
Cuerden Way
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LP . .Lp .
Local Local s . Mitigation
Mitigation .
Junction Local ALl il incl L
Junction Base | Reference Mitigation | Mitigation . Highway
ID Plan . Highway | .
(Low incl impact vs impact vs
Uptake) Highway p LP
Reference e .
Mitigation
SR26 A582 Chain House Lane 33 33 34 34 34 1 0 1
SR27 A582 Pope Lane 37 37 38 37 37 0 0 0
sr3o | B5253/Dunkirk Lane 36 39 40 39 39 0 0 3
Roundabout
SR32 | B525%King Street/ 58 59 59 59 59 1 0 1
Towngate
sr33 | CentralAve/B5248 34 34 34 34 34 0 0 1
Dawson Ln
sr35 | B>25%Leyland Road/ 14 16 16 16 16 0 0 1
Bee Lane

B5254 Leyland Road /

SR35 Liverpool Road 21 25 27 27 27 2 0 6
SR36 | A582 Golden Way 11 14 14 14 14 0 0 3
SR37 A582 / A6 Roundabout 14 14 14 14 14 0 0 0
sr3g | A6/ WiganRd 39 39 40 38 38 -1 0 -1
Roundabout
Turpin Green / Canberra
SR41 Rd Rbt 9 9 10 10 9 0 0 1
SR42 A582 Flensburg Way 28 16 17 16 16 0 0 -12
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Appendix I. Merge/Diverge Analysis

1.1 M6

1.1.1 Northbound

1.1.1.1 J27 to J28

Insufficient quality/quantity of TRIS data for this section for analysis
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1.1.1.2 J30to J31

Figure I.1-1. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Northbound J30 to J31, AM peak

Figure 1.1-2. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Northbound J30 to J31, PM peak
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1.1.1.3 J31to J31A

Figure I.1-3. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Northbound J31 to J31A, AM peak

Figure I.1-4. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Northbound J31 to J31A, PM peak
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1.1.1.4 J31Ato J32

Figure I.1-5. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Northbound J31A to J32, AM peak

Figure 1.1-6. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Northbound J31A to J32, PM peak
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1.1.2 Southbound

1.1.2.1 J28 to J27

Figure I.1-7. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Southbound J28 to J27, AM peak

Figure I.1-8. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Southbound J28 to J27, PM peak
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1.1.2.2 J31t0J30

Figure 1.1-9. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Southbound J31 to J30, AM peak

Figure 1.1-10. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Southbound J31 to J30, PM peak
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1.1.2.3 J31A to J31

Figure I.1-11. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Southbound J31A to J31, AM peak

Figure 1.1-12. Traffic flow histogram, M6 Southbound J31A to J31, PM peak
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1.2 M55
1.2.1 Eastbound

1.2.1.1 J2 to J1

Figure 1.2-13. Traffic flow histogram, M55 Eastbound J2 to J1, AM peak

Figure 1.2-14. Traffic flow histogram, M55 Eastbound J2 to J1, PM peak
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1.2.1.2 J1to M6 J32

Figure 1.2-15. Traffic flow histogram, M55 Eastbound J1 to M6 J32, AM peak

Figure 1.2-16. Traffic flow histogram, M55 Eastbound J1 to M6 J32, PM peak
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1.2.2 Westbound

1.2.2.1 M6 J32 to J1

Insufficient quality/quantity of TRIS data for this section for analysis

1.3 Mé61

1.3.1 Northbound

1.3.1.1 J6to J8

Insufficient quality/quantity of TRIS data for this section for analysis

Stage 2 Report

580



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2
Appendix |.3

1.3.1.2 J8to J9

Figure 1.3-17. Traffic flow histogram, M61 Northbound J8 to J9, AM peak

Figure 1.3-18. Traffic flow histogram, M61 Northbound J8 to J9, PM peak
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1.3.2 Southbound

1.3.2.1 J9to J8

Figure 1.3-19. Traffic flow histogram, M61 Southbound J9 to J8, AM peak

Figure 1.3-20. Traffic flow histogram, M61 Southbound J9 to J8, PM peak

Stage 2 Report 582



Central Lancashire Local Plan Transport Evidence: Stage 2
Appendix |.3

Appendix J. SRN Merge/Diverge Analysis
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J.A Mé6
J1A Mé6 J28

DIVERGE CHART

Notes:

*indicates that if Layout D Option
2 is used, an extended auxiliary
lane should be used.

\ 3 \ # 5 5
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Malnline flow VPH

MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

Scenario Mainline Flow| Diverge Flow
2024 Base AM 3692 445
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 4207 570
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 4218 585
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 3534 503
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 3604 506

Figure J.1-1. M6 J28 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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MERGE CHART

Merge Flow VPH
-
(o]
oS
S

Notes:

# indicates areas of uncertainty. The
choice depends on the upstream and
downstream provisionand 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.

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

\

B

Motorway

MERGE FLOW DATA UTILISED

A A A A
Upstream Mainline
anc | anc 2 Lanc 3 Lanc 4 Lanc §
— P~ w w B N O D ~N @ ©
o oo =} o o O o A o o o o
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Mainline flow VPH

Scenario Mainline Flow| Merge Flow
2024 Base AM 3692 1087
2041 Scenario 1 Reference AM 4207 1105
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation AM 4218 1099
2041 Scenario 1 Reference PM 3534 147
2041 Scenario 3a Local Plan Mitigation PM 3604 762

Figure J.1-2. M6 J28 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-3. M6 J28 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-4. M6 J28 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J.1.2 M6 J29

Figure J.1-5. M6 J29 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-6. M6 J29 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-7. M6 J29 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-8. M6 J29 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J1.3 Mé6 J30

Figure J.1-9. M6 J30 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-10. M6 J30 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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J1.4 Mé6 J31

Figure J.1-11. M6 J31 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-12. M6 J31 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-13. M6 J31 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-14. M6 J31 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J1.5 M6 J31A

Figure J.1-15. M6 J31A Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis

Stage 2 Report 598



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

Figure J.1-16. M6 J31A Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J.1.6 M6 J32

Figure J.1-17. M6 J32 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-18. M6 J32 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-19. M6 J32 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-20. M6 J32 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J.2 M55

J.21 M55 J1

Figure J.1-21. M55 J1 Eastbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-22. M55 J1 Eastbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-23. M55 J1 Westbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-24. M55 J1 Westbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J.2.2 M55 J2

Figure J.1-25. M55 J2 Eastbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-26. M55 J2 Eastbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-27. M55 J2 Westbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-28. M55 J2 Westbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J3 Mé61

J.341 Mé61 J8

Figure J.1-29. M61 J8 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-30. M61 J8 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-31. M61 J8 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-32. M61 J8 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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J.3.2 Mé61 J9

Figure J.1-33. M61 J9 Northbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-34. M61 J9 Northbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-35. M61 J9 Southbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-36. M61 J9 Southbound Onslip Merge Analysis

Stage 2 Report

619




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

J.4 Mé65

J.41 Mé65 J2

Figure J.1-37. M65 J2 Eastbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-38. M65 J2 Eastbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Figure J.1-39 M65 J2 Westbound Offslip Diverge Analysis
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Figure J.1-40. M65 J2 Westbound Onslip Merge Analysis
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Appendix K. Accident hotspot - Scenario 3a AADT impact analysis

K.1 Chorley

Figure K.1-1. Accident Hotspots 19 and 20 - Chorley

Stage 2 Report 624



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

Figure K.1-2. Accident Hotspot 2 — M61 J8, Chorley
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K.2 Preston

Figure K.1-3. Accident Hotspot 4 — Broughton Interchange, Preston
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Figure K.1-4. Accident Hotspots 5 and 13 — M55 J1 Broughton Roundabout, Preston
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IS \
Preston Garstang Rd

O3 accdent Hovspot
Accidents

Figure K.1-5. Accident Hotspots 14, 28 and 29 - Garstang Road, Preston
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Figure K.1-6. Accident Hotspots 9 and 30 - City Centre, Preston
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Figure K.1-7. Accident Hotspots 15, 16, 17 and 31 - Fishwick, Preston

Stage 2 Report 630



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

Figure K.1-8. Accident Hotspots 10, 11, 12, 25 — West Strand, Preston/South Ribble
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K.3 South Ribble

Accident hotspot 25 (Penwortham) is presented on Figure K.1-8 (Preston West Strand).

Figure K.3-9. Accident Hotspot 3 — M6 J31 Samlesbury Interchange, South Ribble
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Figure K.3-10. Accident Hotspot 32 — Preston New Road, Samlesbury, South Ribble
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AS582 & Lostock
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Figure K.3-11. Accident Hotspots 18, 21, 22 and 24 - Lostock Hall, South Ribble
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Figure K.3-12. Accident Hotspots 7 and 26 - Leyland, South Ribble
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Figure K.3-13. Accident Hotspots 6 and 27 — M65 Terminus, South Ribble
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Figure K.3-14. Accident Hotspot 8 — M6 J30, South Ribble
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Figure K.3-15. Accident Hotspot 1 — M61 J9, Clayton Brook Interchange, South Ribble
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