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INTRODUCTION

This Note has been prepared in relation to a live planning application for the development
of a crematorium on land to the south of Grevatt’s Lane, Climping, summarising the
capacity assessment at the proposed site access.

The proposed site access comprises a ghost-island right turn lane to the proposed site,
taken from the A259 Grevatt’s Lane. The proposed site layout, demonstrating the
proposed site access, is demonstrated in Appendix A.

The junction assessment has been completed using the latest industry-standard software
Junctions 9 for a priority T-junction with right-turn lane. All geometries have been taken
from the topographical survey and proposed right-turn lane design, which has been
designed in accordance with DMRB requirements.

Flows along the A259 Grevatt’s Lane have been taken from an Automatic Traffic Count
(ATC) survey taken on Grevatt’s Lane adjacent to the proposed site access from
29/11/2018 to 05/12/2018. Full details of the ATC results are contained in the Transport
Statement for the site which was previously submitted by SYSTRA.

Flows to/ from the site were calculated using The Federation of Burial and Crematorium
Authorities statistics and likely service patterns as a result of the proposed site design,
opening times and capacity. Again, full details are contained in the previously submitted
Transport Statement.

The distribution of trips to/ from the site was estimated using information provided by
the client. The catchment area includes Bognor Regis and Littlehampton (as well as other
smaller settlements within Arun District), and the site is situated approximately half-way
between the two. It is reasonable to assume therefore, that an approximate 50%/50%
split of traffic east/ west from the site is to be expected.

JUNCTION CAPACITY ASSESSMENT

A summary of the modelling results for the capacity assessment are provided in Table 2.1.
The full results are provided in Appendix B.

2 2.1 \\i'\‘\\.\\\\*w\ \\\\ Asss

\ \ e e
\\ . \\\ e
M\ Grevatt's Lane ()

\\\ Proposed Site Access 0.13 0 11.64 0.17 0 15.88
\\\\ Grevatt’s Lane (W) 0.04 0 6.39 0.05 0 7.78

Table 2.1 demonstrates that the proposed site access would operate well within its’
theoretical capacity, with no queue on either the site access arm or the A259Grevatt’s
Lane. A maximum RFC of 0.17 and associated delay of 15.88 seconds is experienced on
the proposed site access arm in the PM Peak.
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JUNCTION CAPACITY ASSESSMENT SENSITIVITY TEST

To ensure that the capacity testing of the proposed site access is robust, an additional test
has been made whereby 100% of traffic enters the site from both the east and west, in
the same scenario. This would account for double the trip generation expectation, and
can therefore be seen as a truly robust assessment.

A summary of the modelling results for the capacity assessment are provided in Table 3.1.
The full results are provided in Appendix C.
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41.1

4.1.2

\\\&%&%

G vatt’s Lane {E)
\\\\ N\ Pro oposed Site Acc 0.27 14.30 0.35 21.35

G att’s Lane (W) 0.08 0 6.75 0.10 0 8.31

Table 3.1 demonstrates that even with double the trip generation anticipated by the
proposed development, the proposed site access would still operate well within its’
theoretical capacity. A maximum RFC of 0.35 and associated delay of 21.35 seconds is
experienced on the proposed site access arm in the PM Peak, with a queue length of 1
vehicle.
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

To summarise, it is demonstrated that the proposed site access junction operates well
within its’ theoretical capacity, using both the anticipated trip generation and distribution
estimates from the site and a robust testing scenario whereby the trip generation is
doubled.

Itis therefore considered that the proposed site access has sufficient capacity to serve the
proposed development.

amevaL

Author Beth Wilson R 01/05/2019
Consultant

David Fletcher 01/05/2019 |

Associate

David Fletcher | Associate | D1/05/2019 |






S
)
/

p
\\\&

7
Y
7 Wy

Y 4 \ o
N - o
ot
4 w2

b 7
y o
W\ % %

\u e § &

.....

......

g
\ £y L
Vs RrE

......

......

1L

#

(3 < ot 4D oo 0 L i w8
‘3 £ <« o ow Y Yy
/ Y

%,

N
S

........

n
L]
@)
A
nNu )
~ o
5 o P L
L] r 9 -
— N o
= n T
m nNuW LLJ
% = 5 2
L 5 0O < m <
o Z T m
L Z TN
p Q > r < Ll )
M < L Z <C o5 W > — n
Z o O w uw a LL n < 0 Y
= < Z Ll a L v < 9 W
O O r O © O
&) O um =z Z O E =5 RAKG w A o3 <C
= Z 92 T TT R TT NAU ELNN x O N
S 2w < Q T T w o 0o TOAm << < T 0 )
w = A_M < w QO 0 FTNAAGTU o & E L o
5 2 a 5 4y o 9 4, w o T W9 = I & o =z 5 = Q 8 z
o o T mmmmRmMM&Pmm a O = o . 8
» 0 T x 0 > BBEW & ¢ Z Z X g S % 0O 3 r o<
T 0d ™ O W < O O O w T o0
O < o3 = I < uw ooy £ F x E 8 B 4 m pa E o ow o »
o =z % X O o QO o F @ 4 A Z O =5 W o4, o 9 o
< 3 MOOESUEAAADAZNTN W v <
= ¢ 22938 BB 2z338 53323233 % 6k ST "
w o z o ™ = ) UTCCDPFCWL ANGLXJTOOASC ™
e 5 @ 2 = k i mmmmmmom%Ammmm&Em@memwuﬁHmm
RORRmm_m _NE EOOOmmummuEEERRCEH%WONGGMCALUBWAK
6 & & o6 & & < wmmmmmmmmmnMUWﬁONERmmmcmmemm
0 - = X —
Zz 7 7 o 7 e y ‘ 222EOOEER%WAUUGWTRRWBRCWWB
3 . - 0 | - 1
A B \ \ \\ ,
22 7 & m
- a4 ® ¥ v © ~ ©o o 2 ¢ & 2 ¥ 2 ¢ = 2 2 g
- - - ~~ - - ~

-y,

i,

\\
.
_

.
_ -

_
\\\\\\\\W\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\
' . \\\\\\\

= \\\\

L

- v

GhH!

\
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

.
\\\\\

.

10

=

i

___________ . \\\\\\\\\N

\\
\

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

S

-

L

.
§




TN

o Ll



AR
N

N
R

)
s

Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:58 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version::9.5.0.6896
@ Copyright TRL Limited, 2018
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Filename: Site Access Modelling (50.50).j9

Path: Z:\2019\BWREDE Reading Development Under 10K\BWREDE17 Land at Grevatts Lane, Climping\30 Technical\31
Modelling

Report generation date: 01/05/2019 13:52:44
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Summary of junction performance

" Queue (ven) Network Residual Capacity \
0.1

Stream B-AC 11.64 {013} B 43 % 0.2 15.88 {0171 21%

g
SIS

it

Stream C-AB 0.0 6.39 0.041 A [Stream B-AC] 0.0 7.78 0.05 A [Stream B-AC]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Network Residual Capacity indicates
the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see Analysis Options}) is met.

File summary

Title
Location Grevatt's Lane, Climping

Site:number.
Date 01/05/2019

Version

Status (new file)

Identifier
Client

Jobnumber.

Enumerator | ADSYSTRA\ohennessy

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

Analysis Options

Calculate Queue Galculate residual Residual capacity criteria REC Threshold Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type esho (s) (PCU)
v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL



Demand Set Summary

Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:58 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

ID |:Seenario name | Time Period: name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment:length (min)
D1] 2019 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 2019 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Analysis Set Details

ID

Name

Network flow scaling factor (%)

Al

2019 (50/50 Split)

100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL
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§ I s of enseans

Junctions

Junction Name Junction type | Major road direction | Use circulating lanes | Junction Delay-(s) | Junction LOS
Proposed Site Access T-Junction

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Arms

Name Description | Arm type

B | Proposed Site Access Minor

Major Arm Geomeilry

m Width of carriageway: Has kerbed central Has right turn Width forright turn Visibility for right turn i
(m) bay (m) {m) : (PCU

=

rm |:Minor-arm type:| Lane width (m):| Visibility to:left {m) | Visibility to right:(m)

nnnnnnn

Slope| Stope | Slope| Slope
Junction | Stream Intercept for for for for
Vehhn | ap | ac | cal cB

Demand Set Details

ID |:Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
OOOOOOO E :




\\\\%\\\§\\§ R Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:58 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

eeeeeeeeeee

Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm [ Linked ar m| Use O-D data Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)

NN
antand {Velv/hr}

A 0 | 21]683

From

PIRAVY VaNw Marsamages

To

Aol 0] 2

From

Results Summary for whole modelled period

SSSSS m Max-RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS

aaaaaaaaaaa : Throughput Unsignalised
Streal m {(Veh/hr 3 Capacity (Veh/hr ) RFC {(Vehihr 3 End gueue (Veh) Delay(s) level of service
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Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:58 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

D00 - Q88
Total Demand 8 Throughpuit Unsignhalised
Stream Vehhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehthr) End queue (Veh) Delay(s) level of service
B-AC 38 423 0.089 38 0.1 9.330 A
C-AB 19 630 0.030 19 0.0 5.894 A
C-A 710 710
AB 19 19
AC 614 614
Total:Demand : Throughput Unsignalised
Stream {(Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {(Yehihr) End gueue (Veh) Delay(s) level of service
B-AC 46 355 0.130 46 0.1 11.631 N
C-AB 23 587 0.039 23 0.0 6.387 &
C-A 870 870
AB 23 23
AC 752 752
RN
Total Demand ’ Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay(s) jovel of sarvice
B-AC 46 355 0.130 46 0.1 11.645 8
C-AB 23 587 0.039 23 0.0 6.387 A
C-A 870 870
AB 23 23
AC 752 752
Q848 - 800
Total Pemand X Throughput Unsignalised
Stream Vehihn) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehhr) End queue:(¥eh) Delay (s) fevel of Servics
B-AC 38 423 0.089 38 0.1 9.346 A
C-AB 19 630 0.030 19 0.0 5.895 A
C-A 710 710
AB 19 19
AC 614 614
Total Demand g Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End gqueue (Veh) Delay(s) fevel of service
B-AC 32 470 0.067 32 0.1 8.216 A
C-AB 16 661 0.024 16 0.0 5.585 A
C-A 595 595
AB 16 16
AC 514 514

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL
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§ BN e ot rmanveoes

Junctions

Junction Name Junction type | Major road direction | Use circulating lanes | Junction Delay-(s) | Junction LOS
Proposed Site Access T-Junction

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

ID | Scenario name Time Period name: | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) [ Time segment length (min)
OOOOOOO :

eeeeeeeeeee

Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm | Linked arm| Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)

M|

S
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Tramang {(Veh/ihn
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Stream Max-RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-AC 0.17 15.88 0.2
C-AB 0.05 7.78 0.0 A
C-A
AB
AC

Main Resulis for each time segment

B e o e e
B-AC 32 416 0.076 31 0.1 9.350 &
C-AB 16 592 0.027 16 0.0 6.249 &
C-A 509 509
AB 16 16
AC 750 750
R )
Stream ng}ea?m—)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl'l(i\*loeuhg/:‘gut End queue (Veh) Delay:(s) I:vlsligfnsa;i:,?ge
B-AC 38 358 0.105 38 0.1 11.227 B
C-AB 19 547 0.034 19 0.0 6.810 A
C-A 608 608
AB 19 19
AC 895 895
WAS ARG
Stream To‘&';ﬁg ';md Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI"(rVZuh?sz End queue:(¥eh) Delay (s) I:]vnesligfn:grsv?ge
B-AC 46 273 0.169 46 0.2 15.834 {
C-AB 23 486 0.048 23 0.0 7.775 A
C-A 744 744
AB 23 23
AC 1097 1097
Q0 - 3TAS
Stream To‘g,' ell):hmr';md Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl'l(veuh%tl:sut Endqueue:(Veh) Delay:(s) i :vl?igf"::;?ge
B-AC 46 273 0.169 46 0.2 15.881 L
C-AB 23 486 0.048 23 0.0 7.776 A
C-A 744 744
AB 23 23
AC 1097 1097

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL



RN A Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:58 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

s

148 - T8
Stream Totgll el[)j::)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI};oeuhg/:gut End queue (Veh) Delay(s) i :VlTigfn:;i:I?ge
B-AC 38 358 0.105 38 0.1 11.260 I
C-AB 19 547 0.034 19 0.0 6.814 A
C-A 608 608
AB 19 19
AC 895 895
Stream Totgllelib"%mr )and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI-n(rvoeuhg/;il:Sut End gueue (Veh) Delay(s) I:vr;sligfnsa;i:’?ge
B-AC 32 416 0.076 32 0.1 9.375 A
C-AB 16 592 0.027 16 0.0 6.252 &
C-A 509 509
AB 16 16
AC 750 750

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version::9.5.0.6896
@ Copyright TRL Limited, 2018

For sales:and distribution information. program advice and:-maintenance: contact TRL:
The usars of tris somputer program ?“’—WW‘”“’Y ur the corres

seiution

Filename: Site Access Modelling (100.100).j9

Path: Z:\2019\BWREDE Reading Development Under 10K\BWREDE17 Land at Grevatts Lane, Climping\30 Technical\31
Modelling

Report generation date: 01/05/2019 13:52:08
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Summary of junction performance

R

§ Queue (Veh) | Delay (s) Network Residual Capacity § Queue (Veh) | Delay (s) Network Residual Capacity

_

g
SIS S

N

Stream B-AC 0.4 1430 {027} B 28 % 0.5 2135 {035} 1% \
Stream C-AB 0.1 6.75 |0.08] A [Stream B-AC] 0.1 8.31 o10| a [Stream B-AC] §

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Network Residual Capacity indicates
the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see Analysis Options}) is met.

File summary

Title
Location Grevatt's Lane, Climping
Site number
Date 01/05/2019
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | ADSYSTRA\ohennessy
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

Analysis Options

Calculate Queue
Percentiles

Galculate residual
capacity

Residual capacity criteria

type

RFC Threshold

Average Delay threshold
(s)

Queue threshold
(PCU)

v

Delay

0.85

36.00

20.00

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL




Demand Set Summary

Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:22 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

ID |:Seenario name | Time Period: name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment:length (min)
D1] 2019 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 2019 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Analysis Set Details

ID

Name

Network flow scaling factor. (%)

Al

2019 (100/100 Split)

100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL




\\\\*\\\§k§§ R SGTGRE Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:22 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)
T 3N s o rranssons

Junctions

Junction Name Junction type | Major road direction | Use circulating lanes | Junction Delay-(s) | Junction LOS
Proposed Site Access T-Junction

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

Arms

Name Description | Arm type

B | Proposed Site Access Minor

Major Arm Geomeilry

m Width of carriageway: Has kerbed central Has right turn Width forright turn Visibility for right turn i
(m) bay (m) {m) : (PCU

=

rm |:Minor-arm type:| Lane width (m):| Visibility to:left {m) | Visibility to right:(m)

nnnnnnn

Slope| Stope | Slope| Slope
Junction | Stream Intercept for for for for
Vehhn | ap | ac | cal cB

Demand Set Details

ID |:Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
OOOOOOO E :




\\\\Q\\§\\§ s Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:22 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

eeeeeeeeeee

Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm [ Linked ar m| Use O-D data Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)

NN
antand {Velv/hr}

A 0 | 42]683

From

PIRAVY VaNw Marsamages

To

Aol 0] 2

From

Results Summary for whole modelled period

SSSSS m Max-RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS

aaaaaaaaaaa : Throughput Unsignalised
Streal m {(Veh/hr 3 Capacity (Veh/hr ) RFC {(Vehihr 3 End gueue (Veh) Delay(s) level of service




Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:22 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

PR
F Y sw
OG0 - QR0IR
Total Demand 8 Throughpuit Unsignhalised
Stream Vehhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehthr) End queue (Veh) Delay(s) level of service
B-AC 76 415 0.182 75 0.2 10.583 B
C-AB 38 624 0.061 38 0.1 6.140 A
C-A 710 710
AB 38 38
AC 614 614
Total:Demand : Throughput Unsignalised
Stream {(Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {(Yehihr) End gueue (Veh) Delay(s) level of service
B-AC 92 344 0.269 92 0.4 14.235 N
C-AB 46 580 0.080 46 0.1 6.746 A
C-A 870 870
AB 46 46
AC 752 752
O]
Total Demand ’ Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) End queue:(Veh) Delay(s) [evel of service
B-AC 92 344 0.269 92 0.4 14.296 8
C-AB 46 580 0.080 46 0.1 6.746 A
C-A 870 870
AB 46 46
AC 752 752
Q848 - 800
Total Pemand X Throughput Unsignalised
Stream Vehihn) Capacity (Veh/hr) REC {Vehhr) End queue:(¥eh) Delay (s) fevel of Servics
B-AC 76 415 0.182 76 0.2 10.635 &
C-AB 38 624 0.061 38 0.1 6.142 A
C-A 710 710
AB 38 38
AC 614 614
Total Demand g Throughput Unsignalised
Stream (Vehihr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFEC (Vehihr) End gqueue (Veh) Delay(s) fevel of service
B-AC 63 464 0.136 64 0.2 9.006 A
C-AB 32 656 0.048 32 0.1 5.769 A
C-A 595 595
AB 32 32
AC 514 514

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL




IR e Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:22 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)
§ BN e ot rmanveoes

Junctions

Junction Name Junction type | Major road direction | Use circulating lanes | Junction Delay-(s) | Junction LOS
Proposed Site Access T-Junction

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

ID | Scenario name Time Period name: | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) [ Time segment length (min)
OOOOOOO :

eeeeeeeeeee

Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm | Linked arm| Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)

M|

S
\\\

N P AN T T
Tramang {(Veh/ihn

From

3 e N clen Plar e v e
SIAAVY VORI Fargentages

To

Al 0] 0 1

From
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Results Summary for whole modelled period

Stream Max-RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
B-AC 0.35 21.35 0.5
C-AB 0.10 8.31 0.1 &

C-A
AB
AC

Main Resulis for each time segment

Stream T°‘g,' e?ﬁ,,’:‘)’"d Capacity (Vehthr) RFC Th(§,°e“h5j’:r‘;”‘ End queus (Veh) Delay (s) | :v';sligf“:;i:ﬁge
B-AC 63 409 0.154 63 0.2 10.357 8
C-AB 32 587 0.054 31 0.1 6.475 &
C-A 509 509
AB 32 32
AC 750 750
R )
Stream ng}ea?m—)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl'l(i\*loeuhg/:‘gut End queue (Veh) Delay:(s) I:vlsligfnsa;i:,?ge
B-AC 76 350 0.216 75 0.3 13.096 8
C-AB 38 542 0.070 38 0.1 7.141 A
C-A 608 608
AB 38 38
AC 895 895
WAS ARG
Stream To‘&';ﬁg ';md Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI"(rVZuh?sz End queue:(¥eh) Delay (s) I:]vnesligfn:grsv?ge
B-AC 92 261 0.354 91 0.5 21.098 {
C-AB 46 479 0.097 46 0.1 8.309 A
C-A 744 744
AB 46 46
AC 1097 1097
Q0 - 3TAS
Stream To‘g,' ell):hmr';md Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC Tl'l(veuh%tl:sut Endqueue:(Veh) Delay:(s) i :vl?igf"::;?ge
B-AC 92 261 0.354 92 0.5 21.346 L
C-AB 46 479 0.097 46 0.1 8.314 A
C-A 744 744
AB 46 46
AC 1097 1097

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL



RN A Generated on 01/05/2019 13:52:22 using Junctions 9 (9.5.0.6896)

s

148 - T8
Stream Totgll el[)j::)and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI};oeuhg/:gut End queue (Veh) Delay(s) i :VlTigfn:;i:I?ge
B-AC 76 350 0.216 77 0.3 13.233 I
C-AB 38 542 0.070 38 0.1 7.144 A
C-A 608 608
AB 38 38
AC 895 895
Stream Totgllelib"%mr )and Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC TI-n(rvoeuhg/;il:Sut End gueue (Veh) Delay(s) I:vr;sligfnsa;i:’?ge
B-AC 63 409 0.154 64 0.2 10.423 N
C-AB 32 587 0.054 32 0.1 6.481 &
C-A 509 509
AB 32 32
AC 750 750

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL CM/4/19/PL



