Land at Pagham South
Transport Assessment

Appendix 7

Future Year Traffic Flow Diagrams

HTp/1616/ATA/01 Appendices
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Land at Pagham South
Transport Assessment

Appendix 8

Modelling Outputs — Site Accesses

HTp/1616/ATA/01 Appendices
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Page 1 of 14

Junctions 9

PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 1616 Pagham S North Access.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive

Impact\Modelling
Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:43:10

H>AWIL + Dovelopment, AM
»3RIT + Davalogmant, MW
>30T + Dovelopment, AM
»IRAT + Developmeny, FM

Summary of junction performance

AN F
95% " " Network 95% " " Network
Queue Delay Junction : Junction - Queue Delay Junction | Junction -
Queue RFC { LOS Residual Queue RFC { LOS Residual
(veh) {ven) i Delay (s) | LOS (Veh) (s) Delay(s)| LOS |cocity
StreamB-AC{ 05 | 20 {894 {031{ & 072 {034} & 4%
2.20 & 2.49 A
. [Stream [Stream
Stream C-AB 0.2 0.5 6.16 1 016 § A B-AC] 0.2 0.5 595 {017 & B-AC]
StreamB-AC{ 05 | 20 {902 032} A 82% 05 | 23 | 980 {034} A 3%
218 A 2.47 A
[Stream N [Stream
Stream C-AB { 0.2 05 {619 1016} A B-AC] 02 05 597 (017{ A B-AC]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacily indicales the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see

Analysis Options) is met.

File summary

(untitled)

Location

Site number
Date
Version
Status
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber

12/06/2016

(new file)

Enumerator ; DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona

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

Residual capacity criteria
type

Calculate residual
capacity

Calculate Queue
Percentiles

RFC
Threshold

Average Delay threshold
(s)

Queue threshold
(PCU)

v v Delay

0.85

36.00

20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID Scenario name Time Period name } Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D1} 2022 + Development AM ONE HOUR 07:45

09:15

15

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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D2} 2022 + Development PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 } 2027 + Development AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 : 2027 + Development PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Analysis Set Details

Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Severity Area

ltem

Description

Warning | Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type | Major road direction : Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Northern Site Access T-Junction Two-way 2.20 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 84 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road South Major
B : Site Minor
C Pagham Road North Major

Major Arm Geometry

Amn Width of carriageway Has kerbed central Has right turn Width for right turn Visibility for right turn Blocks? Blocking queue
m reserve bay {m) {m) )
Cc 7.00 v 3.50 250.0 v 6.00
Minor Arm Geometry
Amm } Minor arm type { Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 5.00 65 44
Slope / Intercept / Capacily
Priavity Mlarssotion Slepes anag interssy
Slope { Slope : Slope : Slope
Junction | Stream Intercept for for for for
(ven/hr) ¢ pB { AC | CA | CB
1 B-A 625 0.109 { 0.275 { 0.173 : 0.393
1 B-C 782 0.115 { 0.290 - -
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Detaiis
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D1 2022 + Development AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 374 100.000
B v 168 100.000
v 408 100.000
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Origin-Destination Data

o

To
B:C
A 0 {55:319
From
Bi37:0 {131
C i309:99: 0

A!BiC
A0 1 2
From
B:O 0 1
c:2 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Page 4 of 14

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.31 8.94 0.5 20 A
C-AB 0.16 6.16 0.2 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 126 636 0.199 125 0.2 7.035 A
C-AB 75 733 0.102 74 0.1 5.458 LY
C-A 233 233
A-B 41 41
AC 240 240
SR:08 - 98018
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 151 616 0.245 151 0.3 7.732 A
C-AB 89 716 0.124 89 0.1 5.738 A
C-A 278 278
A-B 49 49
AC 287 287
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 185 587 0.315 184 0.5 8.920 A
C-AB 109 693 0.157 109 0.2 6.162 A
C-A 340 340
A-B 61 61
AC 351 351
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 185 587 0.315 185 0.5 8.944 LY
C-AB 109 693 0.157 109 0.2 6.164 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 340 340
A-B 61 61
AC 351 351
Q848 - BEAY
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 151 616 0.245 152 0.3 7.760 A
C-AB 89 716 0.124 89 0.1 5.741 A
C-A 278 278
A-B 49 49
AC 287 287
SWB8 - OV S
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 126 636 0.199 127 0.3 7.070 A
C-AB 75 733 0.102 75 0.1 5.466 A
C-A 233 233
A-B 41 41
AC 240 240
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.1 0.00 0.00 0.1 0.1 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.32 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.45 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.19 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.486 0.03 0.31 1.35 1.96 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.19 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.1 0.00 0.00 0.1 0.1 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS

1

Northern Site Access

T-Junction

Two-way

249 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

74

Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) } Time segment length (min)
D2 { 2022 + Development PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 267 100.000
B v 170 100.000
v 486 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
B Cc
From A 0 44 1223
B i 68 0 1102
C:i373:113: 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
Ai{B}i{C
From A:0 11 2
B:0:10}{1
c:2:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.34 972 05 23 A
C-AB 0.17 5.95 02 05 A
C-A
AB
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 128 607 0.211 127 0.3 7.476 A
C-AB 85 758 0.112 85 0.1 5.341 A
C-A 281 281
A-B 33 33
AC 168 168
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 153 587 0.260 152 0.3 8.283 LY
C-AB 102 746 0.136 101 0.2 5.582 A
C-A 335 335
A-B 40 40
AC 200 200
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 187 558 0.336 187 0.5 9.689 A
C-AB 124 729 0171 124 0.2 5.947 LY
C-A 411 411
A-B 48 48
AC 246 246
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 187 557 0.336 187 0.5 9.721 A
C-AB 124 729 0171 124 0.2 5.949 A
C-A 411 411
A-B 48 48
AC 246 246
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 153 587 0.261 153 0.4 8.321 A
C-AB 102 746 0.136 102 0.2 5.590 A
C-A 335 335
A-B 40 40
AC 200 200
TR0 - 1818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 128 607 0.211 128 0.3 7.522 A
C-AB 85 758 0.112 85 0.1 5.349 A
C-A 281 281
A-B 33 33
AC 168 168
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.50 0.03 0.26 0.50 0.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.20 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.50 0.03 0.30 1.35 228 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.20 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



w,
2

NS

2]

SMITT & Dlavalsanmant
S e § ¥ RTRE W \\\‘k\\\‘\%\\\\&kk\\\‘§§\Q
R ;

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 9 of 14

Severity Area tem

Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type | Major road direction : Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Northern Site Access T-Junction Two-way 218 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 82

Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) } Time segment length (min)
D3 { 2027 + Development AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 382 100.000
B v 168 100.000
v 417 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
B:C
From A 0 551327
B {37 :0 1131
C:i318:99: 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
Ai{B}i{C
From A:0 11 2
B:0:10}{1
c:2:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.32 9.02 05 20 A
C-AB 0.16 6.19 02 05 A
C-A
AB
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 126 634 0.199 125 0.2 7.066 A
C-AB 75 31 0.102 74 0.1 5.473 A
C-A 239 239
A-B 41 41
AC 246 246
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 151 613 0.246 151 0.3 7777 LY
C-AB 89 714 0.125 89 0.1 5.758 A
C-A 286 286
A-B 49 49
AC 294 294
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 185 584 0.317 184 0.5 8.998 A
C-AB 109 690 0.158 109 0.2 6.191 LY
C-A 350 350
A-B 61 61
AC 360 360
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 185 584 0.317 185 0.5 9.021 A
C-AB 109 690 0.158 109 0.2 6.193 A
C-A 350 350
A-B 61 61
AC 360 360
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 151 613 0.246 152 0.3 7.806 A
C-AB 89 714 0.125 89 0.1 5.761 A
C-A 286 286
A-B 49 49
AC 294 294
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 126 634 0.200 127 0.3 7101 A
C-AB 75 31 0.102 75 0.1 5.482 A
C-A 239 239
A-B 41 41
AC 246 246
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
FURINCEI
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.1 0.1 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.32 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.486 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.19 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.486 0.03 0.30 1.35 1.98 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.19 0.03 0.25 0.486 0.48 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.33 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.1 0.00 0.00 0.1 0.1 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS

1

Northern Site Access

T-Junction

Two-way

247 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

73

Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) } Time segment length (min)
D4 { 2027 + Development PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 272 100.000
B v 170 100.000
v 495 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
B Cc
From A 0 44 228
B i 68 0 1102
C :382:113: 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
Ai{B}i{C
From A:0 11 2
B:0:10}{1
c:2:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.34 9.80 05 23 A
C-AB 0.17 5.97 02 05 A
C-A
AB
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 128 606 0.211 127 0.3 7.505 A
C-AB 85 757 0.112 85 0.1 5.350 A
C-A 288 288
A-B 33 33
AC 172 172
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 153 584 0.261 152 0.3 8.326 LY
C-AB 102 745 0.136 101 0.2 5.594 A
C-A 343 343
A-B 40 40
AC 205 205
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 187 555 0.337 187 0.5 9.763 A
C-AB 124 728 0171 124 0.2 5.964 LY
C-A 421 421
A-B 48 48
AC 251 251
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 187 555 0.337 187 0.5 9.796 A
C-AB 124 728 0171 124 0.2 5.966 A
C-A 421 421
A-B 48 48
AC 251 251
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 153 584 0.262 153 0.4 8.365 A
C-AB 102 745 0.136 102 0.2 5.600 A
C-A 343 343
A-B 40 40
AC 205 205
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 128 605 0.211 128 0.3 7.554 A
C-AB 85 757 0.112 85 0.1 5.361 A
C-A 288 288
A-B 33 33
AC 172 172
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.50 0.03 0.26 0.50 0.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.20 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.51 0.03 0.30 1.35 230 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.21 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
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Junctions 9

PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []

© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 1616 Pagham S South Access.j9
Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive

Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:44:13

/’

TN

»SBIZ & QU

Summary of junction performance

AR (SR
95% - - Network 95% - . Network
Queue Delay Junction : Junction - Queue Delay Junction | Junction -
Queue RFC { LOS Residual Queue RFC i LOS Residual
(Veh) (Veh) (s) Delay (s) | LOS (Veh) (s) Delay (s) { LOS Capacity
Stream B-AC | 0.2 05 {648 1014} A 579 {0071 A 253 %
0.99 0.91 A
N [Stream
Stream C-AB { 0.1 05 {596 1006] A 616 10111 & B-AC]
Stream B-AC { 0.2 05 {651 014] A 581 {007 A 247 %
0.97 A 0.89 A
[Stream N [Stream
Stream C-AB { 0.1 05 {598 1{006) A B-AC] 0.1 05 1617 1011} A B-AC]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacily indicales the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see

Analysis Options) is met.

File summary

(untitled)

Location

Site number

Date 12/06/2016

Version

Status (new file)

Identifier

Client

Jobnumber

Enumerator

DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona

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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s) {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1} 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



D2} 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3} 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4} 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Analysis Set Details

Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1

100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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R T T Q S Y TR ONR YN SOOI MR AT SN M
SFES T AT IFILE D™ 1§ Koy MW
Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1

Southern Site Access

T-Junction

Two-way

0.99

EAN

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 229 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road South Major
B : Site Minor
C Pagham Road North Major
Major Arm Geometry
Amn Width of carriageway Has kerbed central Has right turn Width for right turn Visibility for right turn Blocks? Blocking queue
m reserve bay {m) {m) )
Cc 7.00 v 3.50 111.0 v 5.00
Minor Arm Geometry
Amm } Minor arm type { Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.19 59 68
Slope / Intercept / Capacily
Priavity Mlarssotion Slepes anag interssy
Slope { Slope : Slope : Slope
Junction | Stream Intercept for for for for
(ven/hr) ¢ pB { AC | CA | CB
1 B-A 594 0.103 { 0.261 { 0.164 : 0.373
1 B-C 746 0.109 { 0.277 - -
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Detaiis
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 294 100.000
B v 83 100.000
v 346 100.000
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Origin-Destination Data

o

To
B:C
A0 {1293
From
B:i 2 :01i8
C i314:32: 0

A!BiC
A0 0 2
From
B:O 0 0
c:2 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Page 4 of 14

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.14 6.48 0.2 0.5 A
C-AB 0.06 5.96 0.1 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 62 677 0.092 62 0.1 5.848 A
C-AB 24 668 0.036 24 0.0 5.591 LY
C-A 236 236
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 221 221
SR:08 - 98018
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 75 665 0.112 75 0.1 6.100 A
C-AB 29 656 0.044 29 0.0 5741 A
C-A 282 282
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 263 263
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 91 647 0.141 91 0.2 6.473 A
C-AB 35 639 0.055 35 0.1 5.957 A
C-A 346 346
A-B 1 1
AC 323 323
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 91 647 0.141 91 0.2 6.475 LY
C-AB 35 639 0.055 35 0.1 5.957 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 346 346
A-B 1 1
AC 323 323
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 75 665 0.112 75 0.1 6.105 A
C-AB 29 656 0.044 29 0.0 5.744 A
C-A 282 282
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 263 263
SWB8 - OV S
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 62 677 0.092 63 0.1 5.859 A
C-AB 24 668 0.036 24 0.0 5.594 A
C-A 236 236
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 221 221
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.05 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.16 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.06 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.16 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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SEARONSY L OO) PRSI AT ILAD OSSN
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Southern Site Access T-Junction Two-way 0.91 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 253 Stream B-AC
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D2} 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 228 100.000
B v 41 100.000
v 441 100.000

To
A iB:C
A0 {11227
From
B i1 0 {40
C i373:68: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0}{0
c:2:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.07 579 0.1 0.5 A
C-AB 0.11 6.16 0.1 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 31 690 0.045 31 0.0 5.456 A
C-AB 51 681 0.075 51 0.1 5.708 A
C-A 281 281
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 171 171
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 37 680 0.054 37 0.1 5.594 LY
C-AB 61 672 0.091 61 0.1 5.891 A
C-A 335 335
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 204 204
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 45 666 0.068 45 0.1 5.795 A
C-AB 75 659 0.114 75 0.1 6.157 LY
C-A 411 411
A-B 1 1
AC 250 250
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 45 666 0.068 45 0.1 5.795 A
C-AB 75 659 0.114 75 0.1 6.157 A
C-A 411 411
A-B 1 1
AC 250 250
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 37 680 0.054 37 0.1 5.597 A
C-AB 61 672 0.091 61 0.1 5.893 A
C-A 335 335
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 204 204
SRR PSR
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 31 690 0.045 31 0.0 5.461 A
C-AB 51 681 0.075 51 0.1 5.716 A
C-A 281 281
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 171 171
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

B-AC 0.06 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.10 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.07 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Southern Site Access T-Junction Two-way 0.97 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 223 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D3} 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 302 100.000
B v 83 100.000
v 355 100.000

To
A iB:C
A0 {11301
From
B:i 2 :01i8
C i323:32: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0}{0
c:2:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.14 6.51 0.2 0.5 A
C-AB 0.06 598 0.1 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 62 675 0.093 62 0.1 5.865 A
C-AB 24 666 0.036 24 0.0 5.606 A
C-A 243 243
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 227 227
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 75 663 0.113 75 0.1 6.122 LY
C-AB 29 654 0.044 29 0.0 5.759 A
C-A 290 290
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 27 27
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 91 645 0.142 91 0.2 6.503 A
C-AB 35 637 0.055 35 0.1 5.981 LY
C-A 356 356
A-B 1 1
AC 331 331
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 91 645 0.142 91 0.2 6.505 A
C-AB 35 637 0.055 35 0.1 5.981 A
C-A 356 356
A-B 1 1
AC 331 331
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 75 663 0.113 75 0.1 6.125 A
C-AB 29 654 0.044 29 0.0 5.760 A
C-A 290 290
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 27 27
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 62 675 0.093 63 0.1 5874 A
C-AB 24 666 0.036 24 0.0 5.608 A
C-A 243 243
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 227 227
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
FURINCEI
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

B-AC 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.05 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.16 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.06 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.16 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Southern Site Access T-Junction Two-way 0.89 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 247 Stream B-AC
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D4} 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 233 100.000
B v 41 100.000
v 450 100.000

To
A iB:C
A0 {11232
From
B i1 0 {40
C i382:68: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0}{0
c:2:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.07 5.81 0.1 0.5 A
C-AB 0.11 6.17 0.1 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment

THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 31 689 0.045 31 0.0 5.465 A
C-AB 51 680 0.075 51 0.1 5.717 A
C-A 288 288
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 175 175
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 37 679 0.054 37 0.1 5.606 LY
C-AB 61 671 0.091 61 0.1 5.903 A
C-A 343 343
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 209 209
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 45 665 0.068 45 0.1 5.810 A
C-AB 75 658 0.114 75 0.1 6.173 LY
C-A 421 421
A-B 1 1
AC 255 255
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 45 665 0.068 45 0.1 5.810 A
C-AB 75 658 0.114 75 0.1 6.173 A
C-A 421 421
A-B 1 1
AC 255 255
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 37 679 0.054 37 0.1 5.607 A
C-AB 61 671 0.091 61 0.1 5.907 A
C-A 343 343
A-B 0.90 0.90
AC 209 209
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 31 689 0.045 31 0.0 5.470 A
C-AB 51 680 0.075 51 0.1 5.725 A
C-A 288 288
A-B 0.75 0.75
AC 175 175
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.06 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.10 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.07 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Junctions 9

PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 2017 Nyetimber Lane Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling 2017

Report generation date: 12/01/2017 13:52:57

ARAT QAN
»JHTT, &AW

ST B
PNV, WY

Summary of junction performance

95% - - Network 95% - . Network
c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC {LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction { Residual c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC{LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction | Residual
(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity
/T
Stream B-AC } 0.2 14 1868 1019) A 175 % 0.4 18 111811031] B 93 %
1.78 & 1.76 A
. [Stream ) [Stream
Stream C-AB } 0.1 05 | 4851004) A B-AC] 03 05 {691 i015% & B-AC]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacily indicales the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see

Analysis Options) is met.

File summary

(untitied)
Location
Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator { DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s) {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
ID : Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D113 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID  Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1

Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road

T-Junction

Two-way

1.78

EAN

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 175 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B : Nyetimber Lane Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Width of carriageway (m)

Has kerbed central reserve

Has right turn bay

Visibility for right turn {(m)

Blocks?

Blocking queue (PCU)

7.30

200.0

v 0.00

Minor Arm Geometry

Amm { Minor arm type } Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.00 60 45
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
s
Slope ! Slope ; Slope : Slope

Junction | Stream ":;:::;ﬁft for for for for

{ )i AB{AC { CA | CB
1 B-A 571 0.098 } 0.248 : 0.156 | 0.354
1 B-C 718 0.104 } 0.262 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm ;| Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
v 153 100.000
B v 87 100.000
v 255 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ID i Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
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Origin-Destination Data

o

To
B:C
A0 {28125
From
B:i60:0 {27
Ci233:22: 0

A!BiC
A0 7 9
From
B:2 0 7
c: 6 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Page 3 of 7

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.19 8.68 0.2 11 A
C-AB 0.04 4.85 0.1 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 65 536 0.122 65 0.1 7.633 A
C-AB 21 766 0.028 21 0.0 4.837 LY
C-A 170 170
A-B 21 21
AC 94 94
SR:08 - 98018
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 78 525 0.149 78 0.2 8.044 A
C-AB 27 781 0.035 27 0.0 4.768 A
C-A 202 202
A-B 25 25
AC 112 112
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 96 511 0.188 96 0.2 8.669 A
C-AB 36 803 0.044 36 0.1 4.685 A
C-A 245 245
A-B 31 31
AC 138 138
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 96 511 0.188 96 0.2 8.678 LY
C-AB 36 803 0.044 36 0.1 4.692 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 245 245
A-B 31 31
AC 138 138
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 78 525 0.149 78 0.2 8.057 A
C-AB 27 781 0.035 27 0.0 4.783 A
C-A 202 202
A-B 25 25
AC 112 112
SWB8 - OV S
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 65 536 0.122 66 0.1 7.653 A
C-AB 22 766 0.028 22 0.0 4.846 A
C-A 170 170
A-B 21 21
AC 94 94
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.17 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.05 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.23 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.06 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.48 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.23 0.03 0.28 0.63 1.07 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 1.76 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 53 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2: 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 748 100.000
B v 122 100.000
v 233 100.000

To
B:C
A 0 {103;645
From
Bi33: 089
C i175: 581 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0} 4
From
B:0:0 1
c:i4:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.31 11.81 0.4 1.8 &
C-AB 0.15 6.91 0.3 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 92 513 0.179 91 0.2 8.520 A
C-AB 55 633 0.087 55 0.1 6.218 A
C-A 120 120
A-B 78 78
AC 486 486
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 110 482 0.228 109 0.3 9.651 LY
C-AB 70 625 0.112 70 0.2 6.480 A
C-A 140 140
A-B 93 93
AC 580 580
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 134 439 0.306 134 0.4 11.763 8
C-AB 93 615 0.152 93 0.3 6.892 LY
C-A 163 163
A-B 113 113
AC 710 710
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 134 439 0.306 134 0.4 11.806 2
C-AB 93 615 0.152 93 0.3 6.911 A
C-A 163 163
A-B 113 113
AC 710 710
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 110 482 0.228 110 0.3 9.699 A
C-AB 70 625 0.112 70 0.2 6.508 A
C-A 140 140
A-B 93 93
AC 580 580
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 92 513 0.179 92 0.2 8.568 A
C-AB 55 633 0.087 55 0.1 6.239 A
C-A 120 120
A-B 78 78
AC 486 486
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
C-AB 017 0.00 0.00 017 017 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.43 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.26 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.52 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.44 0.03 0.31 1.35 1.82 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.26 0.03 0.25 0.486 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.18 0.00 0.00 0.18 0.18 N/A N/A
158 - 18018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 12/01/2017
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Junctions 9

PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 2017 Hook Lane Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling 2017

Report generation date: 12/01/2017 14:01:56

ARAT QAN
»JHTT, &AW

ST B
PNV, WY

Summary of junction performance

95% - - Network 95% - . Network
c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC {LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction { Residual c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC{LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction | Residual
(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity
/T
Stream B-AC } 06 27 110661038} & % 07 28 110071040} B 4%
466 & 4N A
[Stream ) [Stream
Stream C-AB } 0.4 14 1581 1023) A B-AC] 0.4 14 1726 1023] a B-AC]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacily indicales the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see

Analysis Options) is met.

File summary

(untitied)
Location
Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator { DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s) {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
ID : Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D113 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID  Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Page 2 of 7

Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 4.66 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 79 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B {HooklLane Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Width of carriageway (m)

Has kerbed central reserve

Has right turn bay

Visibility for right turn {(m)

Blocks?

Blocking queue (PCU)

6.00

200.0

v

0.00

Minor Arm Geometry

Amm { Minor arm type } Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.00 60 50
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
s
Slope ! Slope ; Slope : Slope

Junction | Stream ":;:::;ﬁft for for for for

{ )i AB{AC { CA | CB
1 B-A 574 0.105 } 0.264 : 0.166 : 0.378
1 B-C 1 0.111 } 0.279 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm ;| Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
v 85 100.000
B v 186 100.000
v 349 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ID i Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00

12/01/2017



Origin-Destination Data

o

To
B:C
A0 {1174
From
B:i90: 0 {9
C i232:117:1 0

A!B
A0 0 1{10
From
B:O 0
Cc: 4 2 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Page 3 of 7

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.38 10.66 06 27 b
C-AB 0.23 5.81 0.4 1.4 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 140 571 0.245 139 0.3 8.311 A
C-AB 114 766 0.149 113 0.2 5.508 LY
C-A 149 149
A-B 8 8
AC 56 56
SEBE - ON18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 167 559 0.299 167 0.4 9.174 A
C-AB 144 784 0.183 143 0.3 5.615 A
C-A 170 170
A-B 10 10
AC 67 67
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 205 542 0.378 204 06 10.619 b
C-AB 189 809 0.233 188 0.4 5.796 A
C-A 196 196
A-B 12 12
AC 81 81
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 205 542 0.378 205 06 10.664 &
C-AB 189 809 0.233 189 0.4 5.809 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 195 195
A-B 12 12
A-C 81 81
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 167 559 0.299 168 0.4 9.229 A
C-AB 144 784 0.183 144 0.3 5.636 A
C-A 170 170
A-B 10 10
A-C 67 67
LWBE - HV18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 140 570 0.246 140 0.3 8.382 A
C-AB 114 766 0.149 115 0.2 5.530 A
C-A 148 148
A-B 8 8
A-C 56 56

Queue Variation Results for each time segment

Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.32 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.42 0.42 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.60 0.03 0.26 0.60 0.60 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.41 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.60 0.03 0.29 1.23 274 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.41 0.04 0.35 1.23 1.41 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) (Veh) {Veh) (Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.43 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.33 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.23 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 411 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 74 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2: 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 326 100.000
B v 218 100.000
v 213 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A 0 {36290
From
B:i15: 0 {203
C {100:113% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0} 4
From
B:0:0 1
c:i6:3:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.40 10.07 0.7 238 &
C-AB 0.23 7.26 0.4 1.4 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 164 631 0.260 163 0.3 7.667 A
C-AB 96 652 0.147 95 0.2 6.457 A
C-A 64 64
A-B 27 27
AC 218 218
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 196 617 0.318 196 0.5 8.532 LY
C-AB 118 650 0.182 118 0.3 6.766 A
C-A 73 73
A-B 32 32
AC 261 261
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 240 597 0.402 239 0.7 10.025 8
C-AB 150 646 0.232 150 0.3 7.246 LY
C-A 84 84
A-B 40 40
AC 319 319
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 240 597 0.402 240 0.7 10.069 2
C-AB 150 646 0.232 150 0.4 7.260 A
C-A 84 84
A-B 40 40
AC 319 319
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 196 617 0.318 197 0.5 8.583 A
C-AB 118 650 0.182 118 0.3 6.791 A
C-A 73 73
A-B 32 32
AC 261 261
TR0 - 1818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 164 631 0.260 165 04 7.728 A
C-AB 96 652 0.148 97 0.2 6.484 A
C-A 64 64
A-B 27 27
AC 218 218
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.19 0.19 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.486 0.00 0.00 0.486 0.46 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.66 0.03 0.26 0.66 0.66 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.35 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.67 0.03 0.29 1.1 2.85 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.35 0.03 0.33 1.16 1.40 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.47 0.04 0.38 1.21 1.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.36 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.20 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 12/01/2017
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Junctions 9

PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 2017 Sefter Road Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling 2017

Report generation date: 12/01/2017 14:12:39

ARAT QAN
»JHTT, &AW

ST B
PNV, WY

Summary of junction performance

95% - - Network 95% - . Network
c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC {LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction { Residual c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC{LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction | Residual
(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity
/T
Stream B-AC } 1.4 53 119.921060) © 2% 05 25 113941035} B 96 %
6.45 & 207 A
[Stream ) [Stream
Stream C-AB } 0.0 453 10011 A B-AC] 0.0 614 1000} & B-AC]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacily indicales the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see

Analysis Options) is met.

File summary

(untitied)
Location
Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator { DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s) {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
ID : Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D113 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID  Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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SARSLS & 88
S Y 8 s SUIWR

Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 6.45 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 23 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B : Sefter Road Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Width of carriageway (m)

Has kerbed central reserve

Has right turn bay

Visibility for right turn {(m)

Blocks?

Blocking queue (PCU)

6.00

200.0

v

0.00

Minor Arm Geometry

Amm { Minor arm type } Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.00 22 30
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
s
Slope ! Slope ; Slope : Slope

Junction | Stream ":;:::;ﬁft for for for for

{ )i AB{AC { CA | CB
1 B-A 549 0.100 { 0.253 : 0.159 } 0.361
1 B-C 707 0.108 ; 0.274 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm ;| Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
v 172 100.000
B v 242 100.000
v 322 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ID i Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00
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Origin-Destination Data

o

From

w
N
]
&
=
EN

C 3181 4 : 0

A!B
A0 3 7
From
B:2 0125
c: 6 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.60 19.92 1.4 53 <
C-AB 0.01 453 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

Main Results for each time segment

Page 3 of 7

Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 182 476 0.383 180 06 12.060 8
C-AB 4 801 0.005 4 0.0 4.519 LY
C-A 238 238
A-B 69 69
AC 61 61
SEBE - ON18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 218 464 0.469 217 0.9 14.504 2
C-AB 6 823 0.007 6 0.0 4.395 A
C-A 284 284
A-B 82 82
AC 73 73
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 266 447 0.597 264 1.4 19.499 <
C-AB 7 856 0.009 7 0.0 4.238 A
C-A 347 347
A-B 100 100
AC 89 89
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 266 447 0.597 266 1.4 19.918 &
C-AB 7 855 0.009 7 0.0 4.244 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 347 347
A-B 100 100
AC 89 89
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 218 464 0.469 220 0.9 14.883 8
C-AB 6 823 0.007 6 0.0 4.410 A
C-A 284 284
A-B 82 82
AC 73 73
SHO8 - 09018
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 182 476 0.383 183 06 12.348 2
C-AB 4 801 0.005 4 0.0 4.529 A
C-A 238 238
A-B 69 69
AC 61 61
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.61 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.86 0.20 0.95 1.43 1.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.41 0.03 0.28 1.41 5.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.44 0.03 0.28 1.44 5.06 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.91 0.06 0.7 1.71 2.31 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.63 0.04 0.43 1.12 1.76 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 2.07 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 56 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2: 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 624 100.000
B v 127 100.000
v 115 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A 0 {310;314
From
Bi116: 0 { 11
Ci113: 2 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A: 0 1 4
From
B:4:01%{0
c:5:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.35 13.94 0.5 &
C-AB 0.00 6.14 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 96 443 0.216 95 0.3 10.297 b
C-AB 2 618 0.003 2 0.0 5.838 A
C-A 85 85
A-B 233 233
AC 236 236
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 114 424 0.269 114 0.4 11.584 &
C-AB 2 606 0.004 2 0.0 5.958 A
C-A 101 101
A-B 279 279
AC 282 282
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 140 398 0.351 139 0.5 13.866 8
C-AB 3 590 0.005 3 0.0 6.128 LY
C-A 124 124
A-B 341 341
AC 346 346
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 140 398 0.351 140 0.5 13.936 2
C-AB 3 590 0.005 3 0.0 6.137 A
C-A 124 124
A-B 341 341
AC 346 346
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 114 424 0.269 115 0.4 11.662 b
C-AB 2 606 0.004 2 0.0 5972 A
C-A 101 101
A-B 279 279
AC 282 282
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 96 443 0.216 96 0.3 10.385 &
C-AB 2 618 0.003 2 0.0 5.843 A
C-A 85 85
A-B 233 233
AC 236 236
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.53 0.03 0.26 0.53 0.53 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
1738 - 1748
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.54 0.03 0.30 1.37 2.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
TE88 - 1218
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.28 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 12/01/2017
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 2017 Lower Bognor Road Pagham Road.j9
Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling 2017
Report generation date: 12/01/2017 14:27:15
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Summary of junction performance

AR =\
95% - - Network 95% - . Network
c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC {LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction { Residual c(:\.;:;:)e Queue D(es'j‘y RFC{LOS ‘IJJ';';':":’S'; Junction | Residual
(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity
/T

Stream B-C | 0.0 33630013 & 9% 00 | ~1 10003000} A 1%
StreamB-A | 6.2 seariosel Fo117.01 2 stream Y211 108 (33337068 T 1 475 A iStream
Stream C-AB | 0.0 427 {000 A B-Al 00 | 05 |638 001) A B-A]

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

File summary

(untitled)

Location

Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version

Status (new file)

Identifier
Client

Jobnumber
Enumerator { DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s) {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID : Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D113 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

D2 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Analysis Set Details
ID  Network flow scaling factor (%)
Al 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Page 2 of 8

Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1

Lower Bognor R

oad j/w Pagham Road

T-Junction

Two-way

17.01

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown -9 Stream B-A
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B : Lower Bognor Road Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Amn Width of carriageway Has kerbed central Has right turn Visibility for right turn Blocks? Blocking queue
m reserve bay {m)
C - Pagham Road South 7.50 95.0 v 0.00
Minor Arm Geometry
Amm Minor arm "Y\:‘;‘_\'L:‘ Widthat | Widthat | Widthat | Widthat | Estimate I:I':'teh Visibility to { Visibility to
type 9 m) Y 5m (m) 10m (m) 15m (m) 20m (m) flare length (P(?U) left (m) right (m)
One lane
B - Lower Bognor Road plus flare 10.00 8.00 5.50 4.25 3.00 v 2.00 105 85
Slope / intercept / Capacity
Slope : Slope : Slope : Slope
Junction | Stream I(n\;:::;ﬁ?)t for for for for
A-B AC C-A c-B
1 B-A 635 0.108 § 0.273 { 0.172 : 0.391
1 B-C 666 0.095{ 0.241 - -
1 c-B 629 0.228 { 0.228 - -
Traffic Demand
Bemand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name { Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D1 12017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Am Linked arm ; Use O-D data ;| Average D d (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 361 100.000
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 12/01/2017



B - Lower Bognor Road

362

100.000

C - Pagham Road South

549

100.000

Origin-Destination Data

From

To
A -Pagham Road North | B - Lower Bognor Road ! C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 0 192 169
B - Lower Bognor Road 361 0 1
C - Pagham Road South 548 1 0

Page 3 of 8

To
A -Pagham Road North | B - Lower Bognor Road : C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 0 2 5
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 1 0 0
C - Pagham Road South 2 0 0
Resuits
Resulis Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 0.01 33.63 0.0 28 B
B-A R E 6.2
C-AB 0.00 427 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Resulis for each time segment
A48 - a8
Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';s:l'g“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 0.75 492 0.002 0.75 0.0 7.333 A
B-A 272 505 0.538 267 11 14.887
C-AB 1 845 0.002 1 0.0 4.265 A
C-A 412 412
A-B 145 145
AC 127 127
{EHN - ¥
Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.90 396 0.002 0.90 0.0 9.114
B-A 325 481 0.675 321 19 22.070
C-AB 2 891 0.002 2 0.0 4.047 A
C-A 492 492
A-B 173 173
AC 152 152
RE a8
T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 1 153 0.007 1 0.0 23.635 <
B-A 397 448 0.888 384 54 5
C-AB 3 956 0.003 3 0.0 A
C-A 601 601
A-B 211 211
AC 186 186

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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BEAT - ON48
Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 1 108 1 0.0 33.629 o
B-A 397 448 394 6.2 B ¥
C-AB 3 956 3 0.0 3.780 A
C-A 601 601
A-B 211 211
AC 186 186
{EAS - 100
Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.90 361 0.002 0.93 0.0 9.989 A
B-A 325 481 0.675 340 22 27.942 2
C-AB 2 891 0.002 2 0.0 4.055 A
C-A 492 492
A-B 173 173
AC 152 152
{HAY - S
Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.75 483 0.002 0.76 0.0 7.465 A
B-A 272 505 0.538 276 1.2 15.973 [
C-AB 1 845 0.002 1 0.0 4.268 A
C-A 412 412
A-B 145 145
AC 127 127
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.12 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
QR - AR
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
B-A 1.94 0.09 1.26 427 5.86 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.01 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
B-A 5.37 0.07 1.34 15.17 23.71 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
BIRAN - P2dE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
B-A 6.19 0.05 0.45 17.37 32.22 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
GEAT - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 223 0.04 0.40 6.00 11.07 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
QEHE 1§
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.21 0.03 0.31 2.26 6.16 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 12/01/2017
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'caB { 000 | 000 | 000 | 000 { 000 | N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1

Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road

T-Junction

Two-way

4.75 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown 1

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID : Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D2: 2017

PM ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

Vehicle mix source { PCU

Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Am Linked arm ; Use O-D data ; Average D d (Veh/hr) : Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 1062 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 219 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 250 100.000

Destination Data

From

To
A -Pagham Road North ! B - Lower Bognor Road ; C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 0 500 562
B - Lower Bognor Road 219 0 0
C - Pagham Road South 246 4 0

To
A -Pagham Road North : B - Lower Bognor Road : C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 0 1 3
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 1 0 0
C - Pagham Road South 3 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 ~1 A
B-A 0.69 33.33 21 10.8 2
C-AB 0.01 6.38 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment

Page 7 of 8

Stream T°‘R;enhjmj‘“d Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K,"e';s:l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
BC 0 475 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
BA 165 437 0478 163 06 13.024 8

CAB 4 581 0.008 4 0.0 6.239 A
CA 184 184
AB 376 376
AC 423 423
R CRREIT

Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
BC 0 435 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
BA 197 399 0.493 195 09 17.537 o

CAB 6 577 0.010 6 0.0 6.300 A
CA 219 219
AB 449 449
AC 505 505
TS TN

Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
BC 0 378 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
BA 241 348 0.693 237 20 31.240 o

CAB 8 573 0015 ) 0.0 6.372 A
CA 267 267
A-B 551 551
AC 619 619
1738 - 1748

Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘"“ Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';s:l'g“t End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
BC 0 377 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
BA 241 348 0.693 241 21 33.326 o

CAB 8 573 0015 ) 0.0 6.382 A
CA 267 267
AB 551 551
AC 619 619

A48 IR0

Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
BC 0 433 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
BA 197 399 0.493 201 10 18.574 &

C-AB 6 577 0.010 6 0.0 6.316 Iy
CA 219 219
AB 449 449
AC 505 505

1880 - 118

Stream T°‘R; 33;3;‘“" Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC T'K;’e';st'l'g“t End queue {Veh) Delay (s) Los
BC 0 474 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
BA 165 437 0378 166 06 13.308 8

C-AB 4 581 0.008 4 0.0 6.245 Iy
CA 184 184
AB 376 376
AC 423 423

Queue Variation Resuits for each time segment

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.59 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ATHE TS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.94 0.12 0.95 1.32 1.71 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 2.04 0.03 0.33 4.25 10.80 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
I ATA8
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 214 0.03 0.31 2.91 10.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
TAE - 188
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.01 0.05 0.486 235 3.59 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
TE88 - 1218
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.62 0.03 0.35 1.41 2.52 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 12/01/2017
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Junctions 9

ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646
© Copyright TRL Limited

1]
, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this compuler program for the selution of an sngineering problem are in no way relisved of their responsibility for the
sorrectness of the selution

Filename: 2017 Nyetimber Lane Tabard Gate.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane,
Pagham\Modelling 2017
Report generation date: 17/01/2017 10:45:35

N

i
5
74

“
L P

. Network . Network
?\‘,‘:r‘:;’ DZ':V RFC | LOS ‘é‘;?a“;'g; Residual ?\‘,‘:r‘]‘)e Dfs';)ay RFC | LOS ‘é‘;’l‘a“;'?s’; Residual
Capacity Capacity
24T
LA
Arm 1 0.2 320 {0171 A 0.3 331 10211 A
Am2} 0.0 380 {004 A 224 % 0.0 386 {0.02) A 314 %
3.55 337
Arfm 3 0.3 379 1024 A [Arm 3] 0.2 3.32 0.13 A [Arm 1]
Am4i 0.1 359 {0091 A 0.2 347 10131 A

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle.
Junction LOS and Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 (untitled)
Location
Site number
Date 12/01/2017
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | HTP-WS01\Fiona
Description
Units
Distance Speed Traffic units Traffic units Flow Average delay Total delay Rate of delay
units units input results units units units units
m kph Veh perHour S -Min perMin
Analysis Options
Calculate Queue Calculate residual Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) (PCU)
v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017




Demand Set Summary

Page 2 of 8

ID | Scenario name { Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D1 {2017

AM

ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

15

D2 {2017

PM

ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

15

Analysis Set Details

ID { Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017
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Data Errors and Warnings

Al

a8

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.55 A

Junction Network Options

Page 3 of 8

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 224 Arm 3
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description
1 Nyetimber Lane N
2 | Tabard Gate
3 i Cardinal's Drive
4 i Nyetimber Lane W
Roundabout Geometry
Arm V- Apprpach road E_- Entry I" - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir]scribed circle PHI - Conflict (entry) Exit
half-width (m) width (m) length {m) radius (m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 3.74 6.40 4.0 19.0 32.0 19.0
2 2.68 5.08 4.1 19.0 32.0 15.0
3 3.34 6.08 54 19.0 32.0 20.0
4 3.57 5.38 2.0 13.0 32.0 3.0
Siope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabout Jlops and ntercept used in wodal
Amm | Final slope | Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 0614 1439
2 0.552 1118
3 0.598 1370
4 0.596 1305

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name { Time Period name | Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D13 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15

15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

2.00

HV Percentages

Demand overview (Traffic)

N N N

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017
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Arm ; Linked arm { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 211 100.000
2 v 34 100.000
3 v 270 100.000
4 v 87 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {Wahih)
To
1 2 4
1 0 6 {10897
From{ 2 { 23 | O (O
31242: 0 28
4 {769 2 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vahicle Pargentages
To
112134
11010714
From: 2 {0000
313101010
4 13101010
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.17 3.20 0.2 A
2 0.04 3.80 0.0 A
3 0.24 3.79 0.3 A
4 0.09 3.59 0.1 A
Main Resuits for each time segment
G748 - B8
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 159 8 1361 0.117 158 0.1 2.992 A
2 26 155 1028 0.025 25 0.0 3.591 A
3 203 98 1275 0.159 203 0.2 3.355 A
4 65 199 1153 0.057 65 0.1 3.309 A
JEDHG - (S
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 190 10 1360 0.140 190 0.2 3.076 A
2 31 186 1010 0.030 31 0.0 3.675 A
3 243 118 1264 0.192 243 0.2 3.525 A
4 78 238 1129 0.069 78 0.1 3.423 A

<2
o
>
[
.
(5]
F:
(]

k4
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Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 232 12 1358 0.171 232 0.2 3.196
2 37 228 986 0.038 37 0.0 3.796
3 297 144 1248 0.238 207 0.3 3.786
4 96 291 1098 0.087 96 0.1 3.592
OR:30 - OR4S
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 232 12 1358 0.171 232 0.2 3.196 A
2 37 228 985 0.038 37 0.0 3.796 A
3 297 144 1248 0.238 207 0.3 3.787 A
4 96 292 1097 0.087 96 0.1 3.593 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 190 10 1360 0.140 190 0.2 3.079 A
2 31 186 1010 0.030 31 0.0 3676 A
3 243 118 1263 0.192 243 0.2 3.528 A
4 78 239 1129 0.069 78 0.1 3.425 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 159 8 1361 0.117 159 0.1 2.995
2 26 156 1027 0.025 26 0.0 3.592
3 203 99 1275 0.159 203 0.2 3.359
4 65 200 1152 0.057 66 0.1 3314

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Al

a8

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.37 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

314

Arm 1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
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ID { Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D2 {2017 PM

ONE HOUR

16:45 18:15

15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm ; Linked arm { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 268 100.000
2 v 13 100.000
3 v 150 100.000
4 v 145 100.000
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Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.21 3.31 0.3 A
2 0.02 3.86 0.0 A
3 0.13 3.32 0.2 A
4 0.13 3.47 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 202 28 1391 0.145 201 0.2 3.023 A
2 10 207 1001 0.010 10 0.0 3630 A
3 113 76 1268 0.089 113 0.1 3.115 A
4 109 110 1227 0.089 109 0.1 3.219 A
ATAS L AT.aR
RIS O
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 241 33 1388 0.174 241 0.2 3137 A
2 12 248 978 0.012 12 0.0 3.725 A
3 135 91 1259 0.107 135 0.1 3.200 A
4 130 132 1214 0.107 130 0.1 3.322 A
IS LT
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 295 41 1383 0.213 205 0.3 3.307
2 14 304 946 0.015 14 0.0 3.862
3 165 111 1248 0.132 165 0.2 3.324
4 160 162 1195 0.134 160 0.2 3474
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 295 41 1383 0.213 205 0.3 3.307 A
2 14 304 946 0.015 14 0.0 3.862 A
3 165 111 1248 0.132 165 0.2 3.325 A
4 160 162 1195 0.134 160 0.2 3475 A
TTAS TR
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 241 33 1388 0.174 241 0.2 3.139 A
2 12 248 978 0.012 12 0.0 3.728 A
3 135 91 1259 0.107 135 0.1 3.203 A
4 130 132 1214 0.107 130 0.1 3.323 A
SR
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 202 28 1391 0.145 202 0.2 3.028
2 10 208 1001 0.010 10 0.0 3635
113 76 1268 0.089 113 0.1 3.119
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ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

soiution

The users of this compuder program for the solution of 51 enginesring problem are In no way relizved of their responsibility for the comreciness of the

Filename: 2017 Aldwick Road West Meads.j9
Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling

2017

Report generation date: 13/01/2017 12:56:50

Teen
o
Do

%
s

Summary of junction performance

. . Network . . Network
%‘,‘;‘l‘)‘* D?s";’y RFC | LOS ‘é‘é’l‘:;';’s'; J”I'_‘g‘sw“ Residual ‘(J\‘,':r‘l')e D‘(*s';’y RFC | LOS ‘é‘é’l‘:;';’s'; J”Eg‘?“ Residual
Capacity Capacity
Iy
1 - Hawthorn Road 01 | 276 {009) & 03 {361 {023] & 104 %
- 201 % °
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E § 0.3 | 2.55 {0241 A 04 {277 {0271 A

3 - Aldwick Fields 00 | 322 {0.04] A 3.01 \ [5-Westy 00 | 3.37 {001 A 369 A B; 6
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W) 03 | 334 {023} o '\é‘f;g]s 07 | 438 {041} & Aldwick
5 - West Meads Drive 03 | 343 10211 A 03 | 389 1024 A Road W]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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

ey intinT
LIRNGN

Title West Meads/Aldwick Fields
Location Rose Green, Pagham
Site number
Date 15/06/2016
Version
Status Existing junction
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber { JNY8840
Enumerator { EUR\pauline.pettitt
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 QOptions
Vehicle Calculate Queue Calculate detailed Calculate residual { Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue
length (m) Percentiles queueing delay capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) threshold (PCU)
575 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID : Scenario name : Time Period name | Traffic profile type ; Start time (HH:mm) ! Finish time (HH:mm) : Time segment length (min) ;: Run automatically
D1 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2 | 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Analysis Set Details

Include in report

Network flow scaling factor (%)

Network capacity scaling factor (%)

A1l

v

100.000

100.000
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 3.01 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 201 5 - West Meads Drive

Arms

Arms
Armm Name Description
Hawthorn Road

B2166 Aldwick Road E
Aldwick Fields

B2166 Aldwick Road W
West Meads Drive

Qi F N =

Roundabout Geometry

Arm V- Appr9ach road E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir_lscribed circle : PHI - Conflict (entry) { Exit

half-width (m) width (m) length (m) radius (m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 - Hawthorn Road 4.00 6.10 10.7 236 58.6 19.0
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road E 4.70 7.40 13.5 15.0 58.6 21.0
3 - Aldwick Fields 3.70 7.10 438 18.7 58.6 22.5
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 3.50 6.10 216 8.3 58.6 235
5 - West Meads Drive 3.65 6.20 7.5 21.5 58.6 21.0

Slope / Intercept / Capacity

Roundabout Slops and intargspl used in modeal
Armm Final slope | Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.573 1676
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.613 1952
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.530 1469
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.527 1554
5 - West Meads Drive 0.544 1527

LI slope

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID : Scenario name | Time Period name | Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min) : Run automatically
D1 ;2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry ! Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Armm Linked arm ; Profile type } Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 121 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 402 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 41 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 289 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 250 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Origin-Destination Data

To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 33 4 79 5
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 34 0 1 248 119
3 - Aldwick Fields 23 13 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 130 127 1 0 31
5 - West Meads Drive 36 173 5 36 0
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 1 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 1 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 2 5 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’her';"a"d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(f,‘:t"')‘
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.09 2.76 0.1 A 111 167
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.24 2.55 0.3 A 369 553
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.04 3.22 0.0 A 38 56
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.23 3.34 0.3 A 265 398
5 - West Meads Drive 0.21 3.43 0.3 A 229 344

Main Results for each time segment

Total Junction }{ Circulating Capacit Throughput Throughput Start End Dela
Armm Demand Arrivals flow (V(-r:hlhr;, RFC (Vehghs (exit side) queue queue (s) y LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 91 23 266 1511 0.060 91 167 0.0 0.1 2.535 A
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road E 303 76 98 1880 0.161 302 260 0.0 0.2 2.280 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 31 8 391 1260 0.024 31 8 0.0 0.0 2.927 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 218 54 147 1432 0.152 217 275 0.0 0.2 2.961 A
5 - West Meads Drive 188 47 246 1390 0.135 188 118 0.0 0.2 2.993 A
QRQE - BNE
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 109 27 319 1480 0.073 109 200 0.1 0.1 2624 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 361 90 117 1868 0.193 361 311 0.2 0.2 2.388 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 37 9 468 1219 0.030 37 10 0.0 0.0 3.044 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 260 65 176 1417 0.183 260 329 0.2 0.2 3.110 A
5 - West Meads Drive 225 56 295 1363 0.165 225 141 0.2 0.2 3.163 A
RN RSN
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 133 33 391 1439 0.093 133 245 0.1 0.1 2.756 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 443 111 143 1852 0.239 442 381 0.2 0.3 2.553 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 45 11 573 1163 0.039 45 12 0.0 0.0 3.219 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 318 80 216 1397 0.228 318 403 0.2 0.3 3.336 A
5 - West Meads Drive 275 69 361 1326 0.208 275 173 0.2 0.3 3.426 A
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O30 - BRAS
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 133 33 391 1439 0.093 133 246 0.1 0.1 2.757 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 443 111 143 1852 0.239 443 381 0.3 0.3 2.553 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 45 11 574 1163 0.039 45 12 0.0 0.0 3.220 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 318 80 216 1397 0.228 318 403 0.3 0.3 3.337 &
5 - West Meads Drive 275 69 361 1325 0.208 275 173 0.3 0.3 3.427 A
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 109 27 319 1480 0.074 109 201 0.1 0.1 2627 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 361 90 117 1868 0.193 362 311 0.3 0.2 2.391 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 37 9 469 1219 0.030 37 10 0.0 0.0 3.047 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 260 65 176 1417 0.183 260 329 0.3 0.2 3.112 A
5 - West Meads Drive 225 56 295 1362 0.165 225 141 0.3 0.2 3.167 A
RRMEUEE TR
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 91 23 267 1510 0.060 91 168 0.1 0.1 2.536 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 303 76 98 1880 0.161 303 261 0.2 0.2 2282 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 31 8 392 1260 0.025 31 8 0.0 0.0 2.929 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 218 54 148 1432 0.152 218 276 0.2 0.2 2.968 A
5 - West Meads Drive 188 47 247 1389 0.135 188 118 0.2 0.2 3.000 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Junction Network

Junctions

Junction Name

Junction Type

Arm order

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive

Standard Roundabout

12,345

3.69

A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

104

4 - B2166 Aldwicl

k Road W

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 5 of 6

ID | Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

Run automatically

D2 ;2017 PM

ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

15

v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm } Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 276 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 437 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 11 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 529 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 260 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Ramand {Wehihn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 55 12 200 9
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 18 0 8 228 183
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 4 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 148 345 2 0 34
5 - West Meads Drive 21 207 5 27 0
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 0 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 0 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max RFC

Max delay (s)

Max Queue (Veh)

Max LOS

Average Demand
{Veh/hr)

Total Junction
Arrivals (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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1 - Hawthorn Road 0.23 3.61 0.3 A 253 380
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.27 2.77 0.4 A 401 601
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.01 3.37 0.0 A 10 15
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.41 4.38 0.7 A 485 728
5 - West Meads Drive 0.24 3.89 0.3 A 239 358

Main Resulis for each time segment

1A TR0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 208 52 443 1420 0.146 207 142 0.0 0.2 2.967 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 329 82 191 1834 0.179 328 458 0.0 0.2 2.389 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 499 1204 0.007 8 20 0.0 0.0 3.009 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 398 100 164 1445 0.276 397 344 0.0 0.4 3.431 A
5 - West Meads Drive 196 49 389 1312 0.149 195 171 0.0 0.2 3.221 A
SIS LU IR
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 248 62 530 1369 0.181 248 170 0.2 0.2 3.211 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 393 98 229 1811 0.217 393 549 0.2 0.3 2537 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 597 1152 0.009 10 24 0.0 0.0 3.150 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 476 119 196 1428 0.333 475 411 0.4 0.5 3.776 A
5 - West Meads Drive 234 58 466 1270 0.184 234 205 0.2 0.2 3.474 A
TVAS AT
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 304 76 649 1300 0.234 304 208 0.2 0.3 3.612 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 481 120 280 1780 0.270 481 672 0.3 0.4 2771 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 732 1081 0.011 12 30 0.0 0.0 3.366 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 582 146 240 1405 0.415 582 504 0.5 0.7 4.367 A
5 - West Meads Drive 286 72 571 1212 0.236 286 251 0.2 0.3 3.887 &
TR
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 304 76 650 1300 0.234 304 208 0.3 0.3 3.614 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 481 120 281 1780 0.270 481 673 0.4 0.4 2772 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 732 1081 0.011 12 30 0.0 0.0 3.368 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 582 146 240 1405 0.415 582 504 0.7 0.7 4376 &
5 - West Meads Drive 286 72 571 1211 0.236 286 251 0.3 0.3 3.890 A
Total Junction }{ Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 248 62 531 1368 0.181 248 170 0.3 0.2 3.217 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 393 98 230 1811 0.217 393 550 0.4 0.3 2.539 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 598 1152 0.009 10 24 0.0 0.0 3.154 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 476 119 196 1428 0.333 476 412 0.7 0.5 3.789 A
5 - West Meads Drive 234 58 467 1269 0.184 234 205 0.3 0.2 3.481 A
TRHE IR
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 208 52 445 1418 0.147 208 142 0.2 0.2 2976 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 329 82 192 1834 0.179 329 461 0.3 0.2 2.392 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 501 1203 0.007 8 20 0.0 0.0 3.011 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 398 100 164 1444 0.276 399 345 0.5 0.4 3.443 A
5 - West Meads Drive 196 49 391 1311 0.149 196 172 0.2 0.2 3.230 A
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
® Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www. trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of an enginesring problem am in no way relisved of thelr responsibility for the comectness of
the selution

Filename: 2017 Aldwick Road Gossamer Lane.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane,
Pagham\Modelling 2017

Report generation date: 13/01/2017 12:58:29
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Summary of junction performance

AR 234
. . Network . . Network
%‘,‘:ﬁ)‘* D?s';’y RFC | LOS ‘l’;;'l‘:;'?s'; "“I'_‘gsw“ Residual %‘,‘:ﬁ)‘* D?s';’y RFC | LOS ‘l’J‘;'I‘:;'?S'; "“I'_‘gsw“ Residual
Capacity Capacity
1 - Aldwick Road 04 | 541 {031F & 78 % 06 {5721038! A 79 %
2 - Aldwick Street 04 {431 1026% A 07 {559 {042 & )
533 [4- 5.40 A 2-
3 - Barrack Lane 03 | 540 {024} & Gossamer § 02 | 564 {017 A Aldwick
4-GossamerLane} 09 | 585 {0471 A Lane] 06 | 486 038! A Street]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 Gossamer Lane/Aldwick Road/Barrack Lane
Location Rose Green, Pagham
Site number
Date 15/06/2016
Version
Status Existing junction
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber { JNY8840
Enumerator { EUR\pauline.pettitt
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
Vehicle Calculate (_lueue Calculage detailed _Calculate . Resiqua! capacity RFC Average Delay th?::l:‘:ld
length {m) Percentiles queueing delay residual capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) (PCU)
5.75 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Sat Summary
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segm_ent length Run_
name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Analysis Set Details
ID | Include in report | Network flow scaling factor (%) | Network capacity scaling factor (%)
A1 v 100.000 100.000
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Data Errors and Warnings

Ao WS

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Aldwick Road jw Gossamer Lane | Standard Roundabout 1234 533 A

Junction Network Options

Page 2 of 6

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 78 4 - Gossamer Lane
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description
1 } Aldwick Road
2} Aldwick Street
3 1 Barrack Lane
4 1 Gossamer Lane
Roundabout Geometry
Amn V - Approach road E - Entry I' - Effective flare R - Entry D - Inscribed circle | PHI - Conflict (entry) { Exit
half-width {m) width (m) length {(m) radius (m) diameter {m) angle (deg) only
1 - Aldwick Road 3.70 4.50 8.1 8.8 240 28.5
2 - Aldwick Street 4.10 5.50 1.3 16.9 240 18.5
3 - Barrack Lane 3.50 5.10 1.7 12.2 240 255
4 - Gossamer Lane 3.70 5.60 1.8 20.9 240 17.0
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabout Slope and nfercep used n modal
Am Final slope : Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.548 1231
2 - Aldwick Street 0.606 1379
3 - Barrack Lane 0.547 1163
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.597 1312
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

4 v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm : Profile type | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 270 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 272 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 191 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 487 100.000

Origin-Destination Data
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Damand {Vahihn
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street ; 3 - Barrack Lane : 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 33 61 176
From : 2 - Aldwick Street 52 0 32 188
3 - Barrack Lane 106 45 0 40
4 - Gossamer Lane 182 276 29 0
Vehicle Mix
HMaavy Yahicls
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street ; 3 - Barrack Lane : 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 3 12 4
From }{ 2 - Aldwick Street 8 0 6 4
3 - Barrack Lane 3 0 0 5
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 4 0
Results

Resuits Summary for whole modelied period

Amn Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"er?\?:h?l:r')“a“d Total :I‘;"(\C;;‘l’]')‘
1 - Aldwick Road 0.31 541 04 A 248 372
2 - Aldwick Street 0.26 4.31 04 A 250 374
3 - Barrack Lane 024 5.40 03 A 175 263
4 - Gossamer Lane 047 5.85 0.9 A 447 670
Main Results for each time segment
v B
Am Demand | Armvals | flow © | Caacity | pec | Throuheut - TOGYSE | qule | queue | 0% | Los
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 203 51 262 1027 0.198 202 255 0.0 0.2 4.359 A
2 - Aldwick Street 205 51 199 1192 0.172 204 265 0.0 0.2 3.641 A
3 - Barrack Lane 144 36 312 959 0.150 143 91 0.0 0.2 4410 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 367 92 152 1195 0.307 365 303 0.0 04 4.330 A
GE0G - O3S
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput Pl Delay
Am Demand Arrivals flow (Veh/hr) RFC {(Veh/hr) {exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 243 61 314 1000 0.243 242 305 0.2 0.3 4749 A
2 - Aldwick Street 245 61 239 1168 0.209 244 318 0.2 0.3 3.898 A
3 - Barrack Lane 172 43 374 924 0.186 172 110 0.2 0.2 4781 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 438 109 182 1176 0.372 437 363 04 06 4.866 A
G318 - 0830
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Am Demand Arrivals flow (Veh/hr) RFC {(Veh/hr) {exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 297 74 385 963 0.309 297 374 0.3 04 5.401 A
2 - Aldwick Street 299 75 292 1135 0.264 299 389 0.3 04 4.305 A
3 - Barrack Lane 210 53 457 878 0.240 210 134 0.2 0.3 5.389 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 536 134 223 1151 0.466 535 444 06 0.9 5.829 A
OR:130 - $348
Am D:rcr):rtd ‘k‘rr:ucvt;?: Clrcﬂlﬂ:} "o c(:\‘,’gﬁfi:g’ RFC Th({,‘;ﬁ,':r‘;“t T('ggtu gm:)n qsut::te quge Dfs';’y LoS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 297 74 385 963 0.309 297 374 04 04 5410 A
2 - Aldwick Street 299 75 293 1135 0.264 299 390 04 04 4310 A
3 - Barrack Lane 210 53 458 877 0.240 210 134 0.3 0.3 5.396 EN
4 - Gossamer Lane 536 134 224 1151 0.466 536 445 0.9 0.9 5.852 A
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Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Am Demand Arrivals flow C(-'\?;sﬁ;?l::))/ RFC Th(\r;‘;ﬁ::sm {exit side) queue queue D?SI;’V LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 243 61 315 999 0.243 243 306 04 0.3 4764 A
2 - Aldwick Street 245 61 240 1167 0.210 245 319 04 0.3 3.906 A
3 - Barrack Lane 172 43 375 924 0.186 172 110 0.3 0.2 4791 EN
4 - Gossamer Lane 438 109 183 1176 0.372 439 364 0.9 06 4.890 A
GHO0 - 898
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Am Demand Arrivals flow C(-'\?;sﬁ;?l::))/ RFC Th(\r;‘;ﬁ::sm {exit side) queue queue D?SI;’V LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 203 51 264 1026 0.198 204 256 0.3 0.2 4378 A
2 - Aldwick Street 205 51 201 1191 0.172 205 267 0.3 0.2 3.654 EN
3 - Barrack Lane 144 36 314 958 0.150 144 92 0.2 0.2 4.425 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 367 92 153 1194 0.307 367 305 06 04 4.357 A
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Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Aldwick Road jw Gossamer Lane | Standard Roundabout 1234 540 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 79 2 - Aldwick Street
Traffic Demand
Damand Set Details
Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
ID N . . "
name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

4 v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm : Profile type ; Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 358 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 417 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 119 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 411 100.000

Damand {Wehin
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street ; 3 - Barrack Lane : 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 35 95 228
From i 2 - Aldwick Street 44 0 54 319
3 - Barrack Lane 69 26 0 24
4 - Gossamer Lane 144 229 38 0
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street ; 3 - Barrack Lane : 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 0 1 4
From i 2 - Aldwick Street 5 0 4 2
3 - Barrack Lane 6 0 0 0
4 - Gossamer Lane 4 1 0 0
Resulis
Resuits Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"er?\?:h?l:r')“a“d Total :I‘;"(\C;;‘l’]')‘
1 - Aldwick Road 0.38 572 06 A 329 493
2 - Aldwick Street 042 5.59 07 A 383 574
3 - Barrack Lane 017 5.64 0.2 A 109 164
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! 4-Gossamer Lane | 038 4.86 06 377 566
Main Resulls for each time segment
FR:48 TR0
Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput Pl Delay
Am Demand Arrivals flow (Veh/hr) RFC {(Veh/hr) {exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 270 67 220 1079 0.250 268 193 0.0 0.3 4.432 EN
2 - Aldwick Street 314 78 270 1180 0.266 312 217 0.0 04 4142 A
3 - Barrack Lane 90 22 443 883 0.102 89 140 0.0 0.1 4.535 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 309 77 104 1223 0.253 308 428 0.0 0.3 3.930 EN
ARG TS
Am Demand | Armvals | flow © | SRy | pec | Throughput | TGS | quete | queue | DS | Los
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 322 80 263 1056 0.305 321 231 0.3 04 4.900 A
2 - Aldwick Street 375 94 324 1148 0.327 374 260 04 0.5 4652 A
3 - Barrack Lane 107 27 531 835 0.128 107 168 0.1 0.1 4.945 &
4 - Gossamer Lane 369 92 125 1210 0.305 369 513 0.3 04 4278 A
Am Demand | Armvals | flow © | Capacity | pec | Throuhout | TOGUSE | qule | queue | D% | Los
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 394 99 322 1024 0.385 393 282 04 06 5.700 A
2 - Aldwick Street 459 115 397 1104 0416 458 319 05 0.7 5.570 &
3 - Barrack Lane 131 33 649 770 0.170 131 206 0.1 0.2 5629 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 453 113 153 1193 0.379 452 627 04 06 4.853 A
CATAS
Am Demand | Amvara | CfGaating c(:\‘,’gﬁfl:g’ RFC Th({,‘;ﬁ,':r‘;“t T('QQ‘TI‘ gi':jﬂl)‘t qsllt:l:te quge D?s';’y LoS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 394 99 323 1024 0.385 394 283 06 06 5716 &
2 - Aldwick Street 459 115 397 1103 0416 459 319 07 0.7 5.589 A
3 - Barrack Lane 131 33 651 770 0.170 131 206 0.2 0.2 5.637 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 453 113 153 1193 0.379 453 629 06 06 4.862 &
PTA8 8N
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
: Capacity Throughput L Delay
Am Demand Arrivals flow (Veh/hr) RFC {(Veh/hr) {exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 322 80 264 1055 0.305 323 231 06 04 4918 A
2 - Aldwick Street 375 94 325 1147 0.327 376 261 07 0.5 4674 A
3 - Barrack Lane 107 27 533 834 0.128 107 168 0.2 0.1 4.957 &
4 - Gossamer Lane 369 92 125 1210 0.305 370 514 06 04 4.290 A
AT - IS
Am D:rcr):rtd ‘k‘rr:ucvt;?: Clrcﬂlﬂ:} "o c(:\‘,’gﬁfi:g’ RFC Th({,‘;ﬁ,':r‘;“t T('ggtu gm:)n qsut::te quge Dfs';’y LoS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 270 67 221 1079 0.250 270 194 04 0.3 4.454 A
2 - Aldwick Street 314 78 272 1179 0.266 314 219 05 04 4.166 &
3 - Barrack Lane 90 22 446 881 0.102 90 141 0.1 0.1 4.550 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 309 77 105 1222 0.253 310 431 04 0.3 3.948 A
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 ]
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program o5 ihe solution of an enginesring problem are in no way relisved of thelr responsibility ior the comreciness of the
solution

Filename: 2017 Lower Bognor Road Chalcraft Lane.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling
2017

Report generation date: 17/01/2017 16:23:02

Q
N

caps
5
bl
2

Sumumary of junction performance

: : Network . . Network
((J\L/I:rt:)e D‘(*s";’y RFC | LOS ‘é‘é’l‘:;';’s'; J”Eg‘é“ Residual ‘(’\‘,':;l')e D‘(*s";’y RFC | LOS ‘é‘é’l‘:;';’s'; J”I'_‘g‘sw“ Residual
Capacity Capacity
/T
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.4 540 1026 A 739% 1.4 848 1059: & 39 %
2 - Chalcraft Lane 05 1362 10311 A _ 09 {511 (047} & -
475 A [4- 597 L
3 - Lower Bognor Road S { 0.4 436 10281 A Hewarts 0.3 447 10251 A nglr?c:r
4 - Hewarts Lane 08 | 571 1044 A Lane] 04 | 427 1029 A Road N]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 B2166/Hewarts Lane/Chalcraft Lane
Location Rose Green, Pagham

Site number

Date 15/06/2016
Version

Status Existing Junction
Identifier

Client

Jobnumber ; JNY8840
Enumerator { EUR\pauline.pettitt

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

Vehicle Calculate Queue Calculate detailed Calculate residual | Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue
length (m) Percentiles queueing delay capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) threshold (PCU)
575 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
ID . Y
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D1 i 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2 { 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Analysis Set Details

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Include in report

Network flow scaling factor (%)

Network capacity scaling factor (%)

A1l

v

100.000

100.000
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 4.75 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First amm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 73 4 - Hewarts Lane

Arms

Arms

Arm Name Description

Lower Bognor Road N

Chalcraft Lane

Lower Bognor Road S

BN -

Hewarts Lane

Roundabout Geometry

Arm V- Appr(_)ach road E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir_lscribed circle } PHI- Conflict (entry) | Exit

half-width (m) width (m) length (m) radius (m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2.90 5.60 7.6 14.4 320 21.0
2 - Chalcraft Lane 3.20 6.60 10.9 44.0 32.0 16.0
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 3.35 6.20 5.8 30.9 320 21.0
4 - Hewarts Lane 3.40 5.90 7.7 12.1 32.0 245

Slope / intercept / Capacity

Final slope : Final intercept (PCU/hr) |

1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.573 1277
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.658 1597
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.613 1416

4 - Hewarts Lane

1384

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
ID . Y
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D1 ;2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic}

Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 214 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 409 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 297 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 459 100.000
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To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 101 105 8
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 118 1 55 235
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 140 96 2 59
4 - Hewarts Lane 20 377 62 0
Vehicle Mix
Heoavy Vohiols Parcentages
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 - Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 5 2 0
From ; 2 - Chalcraft Lane 2 0 2 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 2 50 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’herr)"a“d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(‘\:,‘;f];‘
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.26 5.40 0.4 A 196 295
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.31 3.62 0.5 A 375 563
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.28 4.36 0.4 A 273 409
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.44 5.71 0.8 A 421 632

Main Results for each time segment

e
s
P
4
L3
<2
<
=1

Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 161 40 403 1009 0.160 160 209 0.0 0.2 4.240 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 308 77 133 1486 0.207 307 431 0.0 0.3 3.049 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 224 56 272 1230 0.182 223 168 0.0 0.2 3.571 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 346 86 268 1210 0.286 344 227 0.0 0.4 4.148 &
G300 - Q818
Arm Demand | Arrane 1 S Gloating ?Szr?fr::;, RFC T'}{Z‘ﬁ:g”‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 192 48 483 964 0.200 192 250 0.2 0.2 4,664 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 368 92 159 1469 0.250 367 516 0.3 0.3 3.268 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 267 67 325 1197 0.223 267 201 0.2 0.3 3.869 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 413 103 321 1179 0.350 412 271 0.4 0.5 4.691 A
GEIS - 0838
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput P Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow {Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 236 59 591 903 0.261 235 306 0.2 0.4 5.388 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 450 113 195 1445 0.312 450 632 0.3 0.5 3.614 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 327 82 398 1152 0.284 327 246 0.3 0.4 4.358 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 505 126 393 1136 0.445 504 332 0.5 0.8 5.685 A
G830 - H3:48
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: c|r<;|L:)|3: " ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{ze”hg,ﬁsm T(Z;(:tu . ir:ir;n qsut: " qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 236 59 592 902 0.261 236 306 0.4 0.4 5.399 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 450 113 195 1445 0.312 450 633 0.5 0.5 3618 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 327 82 399 1152 0.284 327 247 0.4 0.4 4.363 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 505 126 393 1136 0.445 505 333 0.8 0.8 5.706 A
G848 - 0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 192 48 485 963 0.200 193 250 0.4 0.3 4677 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 368 92 159 1469 0.250 368 518 0.5 0.3 3.274 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 267 67 326 1197 0.223 267 202 0.4 0.3 3.876 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 413 103 321 1179 0.350 414 272 0.8 0.5 4713 A
SR00 - 88018
Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 161 40 406 1007 0.160 161 210 0.3 0.2 4.256 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 308 77 133 1486 0.207 308 434 0.3 0.3 3.059 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 224 56 273 1229 0.182 224 169 0.3 0.2 3.584 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 346 86 269 1210 0.286 346 228 0.5 0.4 4173 A
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 597 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First amm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 39 1 - Lower Bognor Road N

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic}

Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 562 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 569 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 250 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 320 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2 244 282 34
From ; 2 - Chalcraft Lane 98 1 119 351
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 107 60 2 81
4 - Hewarts Lane 16 269 35 0
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 0 0 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 0 0 0 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 0 0 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 3 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017



Page 7 of 7

1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.59 8.48 14 A 516 774
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.47 5.11 0.9 A 522 783
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.25 4.47 0.3 A 229 344
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.29 4.27 04 A 294 440

Main Results for each time segment

1848 - AT
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 423 106 275 1118 0.379 421 167 0.0 06 5.148 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 428 107 266 1413 0.303 427 430 0.0 0.4 3.644 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 188 47 364 1186 0.159 187 328 0.0 0.2 3.603 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 241 60 202 1250 0.193 240 349 0.0 0.2 3.561 A
1708 - TS
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 505 126 330 1086 0.465 504 200 0.6 0.9 6.175 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 512 128 319 1378 0.371 511 515 0.4 06 4.148 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 225 56 436 1142 0.197 225 393 0.2 0.2 3.922 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 288 72 242 1226 0.235 287 418 0.2 0.3 3.833 A
IR Y
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 619 155 404 1043 0.593 617 245 0.9 1.4 8.390 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 626 157 390 1332 0.470 625 631 0.6 0.9 5.088 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 275 69 534 1082 0.254 275 481 0.2 0.3 4.458 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 352 88 297 1195 0.295 352 512 0.3 0.4 4.269 A
738 - AT48
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 619 155 404 1043 0.593 619 246 1.4 1.4 8.480 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 626 157 391 1331 0.471 626 632 0.9 0.9 5.110 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 275 69 535 1081 0.255 275 482 0.3 0.3 4.465 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 352 88 297 1194 0.295 352 513 0.4 0.4 4274 A
V48 - 80
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 505 126 330 1086 0.465 507 201 1.4 0.9 6.252 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 512 128 320 1377 0.371 513 517 0.9 06 4170 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 225 56 438 1141 0.197 225 395 0.3 0.2 3.933 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 288 72 243 1226 0.235 288 420 0.4 0.3 3.839 A
R RUURE R 1
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 423 106 277 1117 0.379 424 168 0.9 06 5.205 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 428 107 268 1411 0.304 429 433 0.6 0.4 3.668 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 188 47 366 1185 0.159 188 330 0.2 0.2 3.612 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 241 60 204 1249 0.193 241 351 0.3 0.2 3.571 A
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Junctions 9

ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of sn engineering probiam are in no way relieved of thelr responsibilily for ihe correctness of the solution

Filename: 2017 Aldwick Road Lower Bognor Road.j9
Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling 2017
Report generation date: 13/01/2017 13:03:36

Summary of junction performance

An HRY
. . Network : " Network
Queue | Delay Junction } Junction - Queue : Delay Junction } Junction y
RFC { LOS Residual RFC : LOS Residual
(Veh) | (s) Delay (s) { LOS {coacity § (Ve | (8) Delay (s) | LOS {corocity
pHEN
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.2 292 10167 A 208 % 04 3.33 1030% A 153 %
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.3 342 1025} A 05 3.85 10.31 A 2-
317 A [4- 3.41 A B2166
3 - Aldwick Fields 00 {392 {005} & Aldwick 00 423 10041 A i
W
4 - Aldwick Road 03 {302 {025] A Roadl § 02 {279 {018} A Road]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and Junction
Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacily indicales the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable threshold (see

Analysis Options) is met.

File summary

File Qas NI
Title B2166/Aldwick Fields/Aldwick Road
Location Rose Green, Pagham
Site number
Date 15/06/2016
Version
Status Existing Junction
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber } JNY8840
Enumerator { EUR\pauline.pettitt
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
Vehicle Calculate Queue Ci detailed C residual Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue threshold
length {m) Percentiles queueing delay capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) {PCU)
5.75 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min) ;| Run automatically
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Analysis Set Details

ID } Include in report

Network flow scaling factor (%)

Network capacity scaling factor (%)

v

A1

100.000

100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction { Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 untitled ; Standard Roundabout 1.2,3.4 317 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

208

4 - Aldwick Road

Arms

Arms

Am Name Description

B2166 Lower Bognor Road

B2166 Aldwick Road

Aldwick Fields

BIWIN -

Aldwick Road

Roundabout Geometry

Page 2 of 6

Am \Y -Apprpach road E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir_lscribed circle { PHI-Conflict (entry) } Exit
half-width (m) width (m) length {m) radius {m) diameter {m) angle (deg) only
1 -B2166 Lower Bognor Road 3.65 7.60 19.5 8.7 29.8 28.5
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 3.70 6.40 71 17.5 29.8 20.5
3 - Aldwick Fields 3.30 5.00 5.9 9.7 29.8 28.5
4 - Aldwick Road 3.70 6.60 17.5 236 29.8 19.0
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
of usad in wadal
Final slope }{ Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.645 1725
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.631 1529
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.543 1209
4 - Aldwick Road 0.687 1773

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ietbie

ID ; Scenario name { Time Period name ; Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min) ;| Run automatically
D1 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry { Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm ; Profile type { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 217 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 321 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 41 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 367 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 137 3 77
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 144 0 5 172
3 - Aldwick Fields 20 9 0 12
4 - Aldwick Road 106 250 11 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vehisle Persavtages
To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 4 0 4
From: 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 2 0 0 6
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 3 2 18 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.16 292 0.2 A 199 299
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.25 3.42 03 & 295 442
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 3.92 0.0 A 38 56
4 - Aldwick Road 0.25 3.02 03 A 337 505
Main Results for each time segment
Q748 - P8
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 163 41 203 1531 0.107 163 203 0.0 0.1 2.632 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 242 60 68 1425 0.170 241 297 0.0 0.2 3.039 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 31 8 295 1042 0.030 31 14 0.0 0.0 3.559 A
4 - Aldwick Road 276 69 130 1637 0.169 275 196 0.0 0.2 2.643 A
R0 - PR 18
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 195 49 243 1505 0.130 195 243 0.1 0.1 2.746 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 289 72 82 1416 0.204 288 356 0.2 0.3 3.191 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 37 9 353 1009 0.037 37 17 0.0 0.0 3.702 A
4 - Aldwick Road 330 82 155 1619 0.204 330 234 0.2 0.3 2791 A
OF18 - (130
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 239 60 297 1471 0.162 239 297 0.1 0.2 2.922 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 353 88 100 1404 0.252 353 436 03 0.3 3.424 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 45 11 432 964 0.047 45 21 0.0 0.0 3.916 A
4 - Aldwick Road 404 101 190 1596 0.253 404 287 03 0.3 3.020 A
OR30 - 2248
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 239 60 297 1471 0.162 239 297 0.2 0.2 2.922 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 353 88 100 1404 0.252 353 436 03 0.3 3.424 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 45 11 433 964 0.047 45 21 0.0 0.0 3.917 A
4 - Aldwick Road 404 101 190 1595 0.253 404 287 03 0.3 3.021 A
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Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) |  (Veh) {Vehihr) (Veh/hr) | (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 195 49 243 1505 | 0130 195 243 02 01 2750 | &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road 289 72 82 1416 | 0204 289 356 03 03 1 3196 1 A
3 Aldwick Fields 37 9 354 1000 | 0.037 37 17 0.0 00 1 3706 | A
4 Aldwick Road 330 82 156 1619 | 0204 330 235 03 03 12793 A
8800 - 001E
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) |  (Veh) {Vehihr) (Veh/hr) | (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 163 41 203 1530 | 0107 163 203 0.1 0.1 2635 1 &
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road 242 60 69 1425} 0170 242 298 03 02 | 3043 1 A
3 Aldwick Fields 31 8 296 1041 0.030 37 12 0.0 00 1Tase2 A
4 - Aldwick Road 276 69 130 1636 | 0169 277 197 03 02 | 2649 | A
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Data Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction | Name Junction Type Arm order { J tion Delay (s) i J tion LOS
1 untitled ; Standard Roundabout 1,2,3.4 341 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 163 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 5 of 6

ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min) ;| Run automatically
D21 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry { Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Am Linked arm ; Profile type { Use O-D data } Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 428 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 386 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 36 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 263 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Diawmard {Wehihn
To
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields | 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 255 30 143
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 153 0 9 224
3 - Aldwick Fields 13 10 0 13
4 - Aldwick Road 73 174 16 0
To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields ; 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 2 0 1
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 1 0 0 4
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 1 5 0 0
Results
Resulis Summary for whole modeiled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh'hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.30 3.33 0.4 A 393 589
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.31 3.85 0.5 A 354 531
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.04 4.23 0.0 A 33 50
4 - Aldwick Road 0.18 279 0.2 & 241 362
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Main Results for each time segment

.
@
L3
d
'
o
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Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\7£:/ct:3l RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 322 81 150 1600 0.201 321 179 0.0 03 2.811 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 291 73 142 1401 0.207 290 330 0.0 03 3237
3 - Aldwick Fields 27 7 390 992 0.027 27 4 0.0 0.0 3.730
4 - Aldwick Road 198 49 132 1623 0.122 197 285 0.0 0.1 2525
TN - ATE
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 385 9 180 1580 0.243 384 215 03 03 3.010 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 347 87 170 1383 0.251 347 394 03 03 3473 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 32 8 467 949 0.034 32 49 0.0 0.0 3.926 A
4 - Aldwick Road 236 59 158 1606 0.147 236 341 0.1 02 2628
1T
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road { 471 118 220 1553 0.303 471 263 03 0.4 3323 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 425 106 208 1360 0.313 425 483 03 05 3.848 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 572 891 0.044 40 81 0.0 0.0 4228 A
4 - Aldwick Road 290 72 194 1582 0.183 289 418 02 02 2785
17148
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road { 471 118 220 1553 0.303 471 263 04 0.4 3.326 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 425 106 208 1360 0313 425 483 05 05 3.851 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 573 891 0.045 40 81 0.0 0.0 4229 A
4 - Aldwick Road 290 72 194 1582 0.183 290 418 02 02 2785
A48 1800
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 385 9% 180 1580 0.244 385 215 04 03 3.015 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 347 87 170 1383 0.251 347 395 05 03 3476 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 32 8 468 949 0.034 32 49 0.0 0.0 3.928 A
4 - Aldwick Road 236 59 158 1605 0.147 237 342 02 02 2,630
800 - 1848
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 322 81 151 1599 0.201 323 180 03 03 2.821 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 291 73 142 1400 0.208 291 331 03 03 3.245 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 27 7 392 991 0.027 27 4 0.0 0.0 3.737
4 - Aldwick Road 198 49 133 1623 0122 198 286 02 0.1 2527 &
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
@© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

The users of this compiier program for the solufion of an enginesring probiem are in Bo way refieved of thelr responsibility for the comrrestness of the
safution

Filename: 2017 Vinnetrow Road B2166.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling
2017

Report generation date: 13/01/2017 13:04:48

7

(5]
2

Summary of junction performancs

AM PN
95% . - Network 95% - . Network
C(’\‘,':t‘:)e Queue Dfs";‘y RFC | LOS ‘IJD‘:I‘:“?S“) Junction { Residual C(’\‘,':t‘:)e Queue Dfs";‘y RFC | LOS ‘IJD‘;'I‘:"?S'; Junetion | Residual
(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity
Am1} 06 26 | 616 | 0.36F A 2.1 79 (15703068 &
Am2} 17 24 {663 {0631 A 45% 0.7 27 | 407 1040} & ‘ 14 %
6.19 Fa 974 A
Arm3{ 0.1 05 | 545 {009} A Az § 00 05 | 397 1003{ A [Arm 1]
Arm4} 038 22 | 555 046% A 26 87 11044{073% B

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 (untitled)
Location
Site number
Date 10/11/2016
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s} (PCU)
v 4 Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID | Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) { Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min})
D1 {2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Analysis Sst Details

ID

Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1

100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 6.19 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) i First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 45 Arm 2

Arms

Arms
Am Name Description
Vinnetrow Road
B2166 E
Mill Lane
B2166 W

plwinG =

Roundabout Geometry

Arm V- Apprqach road half- E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Iljscribed circle PHI - Conflict (entry} Exit
width (m} width (m} length (m} radius (m} diameter (m} angle (deg) only
1 3.00 6.00 5.0 30.0 30.0 35.0
2 4.00 6.00 12.0 30.0 30.0 30.0
3 3.00 7.00 8.0 20.0 30.0 30.0
4 3.50 6.00 6.0 20.0 30.0 30.0

Slope / Intercept / Capacity

P

b

%2
%
Y

oy e At
DR UReN

2
7
22
5
=
9
I

%
i
)
Lo
123
]
=
s

5

i

L

Amm | Final slope : Final intercept (PCU/hr}
1 0.559 1219
2 0.649 1633
3 0.591 1375
4 0.593 1385

Y AN O

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID { Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min})
D1 | 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00

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

1 v 302 100.000
2 v 826 100.000
3 v 56 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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v 502 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Daynand {Vohihy}
To
112 {34
11 0 {1531 8 {141
From{ 2 {173} 0 | 7 {646
3i12112101% 32
4 1113i381i{ 81 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Porcentages
To
112134
110141315
From{ 2 {1 6 {1 0:0: 4
3i0i0i0i0
4i115{01i0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 0.36 6.16 06 26
2 063 6.63 17 24 A
3 0.09 5.45 0.1 0.5
4 0.46 5.55 08 22 A
Main Results for each time segment
RESCSINRIRN G
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 227 301 996 0.228 226 03 4,669
2 622 18 1488 0.418 619 07 4.130
3 42 719 931 0.045 42 0.0 4.050 A
4 378 148 1243 0.304 376 0.4 4.145
QEBN - QWS
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 271 360 963 0.282 271 0.4 5.202
2 743 141 1473 0.504 741 1.0 4.915 A
3 50 862 843 0.060 50 0.1 4.543 A
4 451 177 1225 0.368 451 06 4,644 A
Q848 - %80
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 333 441 918 0.362 332 06 6.136 A
2 909 173 1452 0.626 907 16 6.572 A
3 62 1054 724 0.085 62 0.1 5.437 A
4 553 216 1202 0.460 552 0.8 5.529 A
G830 - 8R4%
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) {(Vehhr) RFC {Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
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1 333 441 917 0.363 332 0.6 6.155 A
2 909 173 1452 0.626 909 17 6.635 A
3 62 1057 722 0.085 62 0.1 5.451 A
4 553 217 1201 0.460 553 038 5.549 A
Q848 - %80
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 271 361 962 0.282 272 04 5224 A
2 743 141 1472 0.504 745 1.0 4.967 A
3 50 866 840 0.060 50 0.1 4.561 A
4 451 178 1225 0.368 452 0.6 4.665 A
Q0% - BRE
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 227 302 995 0.228 228 03 4.695 A
2 622 118 1487 0.418 623 0.7 4172 A
3 42 724 928 0.045 42 0.0 4.067 A
4 378 149 1242 0.304 379 04 4171 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
G748 - G800
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
2 0.71 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
4 043 0.00 0.00 0.43 043 N/A N/A
BRI
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
2 1.01 0.07 0.86 1.79 237 N/A N/A
3 0.06 0.03 0.25 0.45 048 N/A N/A
4 0.58 0.10 0.83 1.37 1.43 N/A N/A
GRS - 883
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.56 0.03 0.25 0.56 0.56 N/A N/A
2 1.64 0.03 0.27 1.64 1.64 N/A N/A
3 0.09 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
4 0.84 0.03 0.26 0.84 0.84 N/A N/A
Q830 - AE48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.57 0.03 0.29 1.32 2.64 N/A N/A
2 1.66 0.03 0.27 1.66 1.66 N/A N/A
3 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.09 N/A N/A
4 0.85 0.03 0.27 0.85 218 N/A N/A
RNCEIER N
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.40 N/A N/A
2 1.03 0.14 1.01 1.54 1.84 N/A N/A
3 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
4 0.59 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
SR - G818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30 N/A N/A
2 0.72 0.06 0.67 1.48 1.49 N/A N/A
3 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
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Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 9.74 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

14

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

Time segment length (min}

D2 {2017 PM

ONE HOUR

16:45 18:15

15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU}

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm ; Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 439 100.000
2 v 532 100.000
3 v 28 100.000
4 v 839 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
112 {314
11 0 {200{221127
From{ 2 {113} 0 } 5 {414
314 111 13
4164 17613141 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vahicle Foroantages
To
1121314
110{3;01:0
From{ 2 {4:0:01:3
31010010
4:8:2101i0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 0.68 15.70 2.1 79 <
2 0.40 4.07 07 27 A
3 0.03 3.97 0.0 0.5 A
4 073 10.44 26 87 8
Main Results for each time segment
AEE - T80
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 331 588 867 0.381 328 06 6.657 A
2 401 122 1506 0.266 309 0.4 3.247 A
3 21 490 1078 0.020 21 0.0 3.406 A
4 632 96 1205 0.488 628 0.9 5.368
HEREURINEAR Y
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 395 705 801 0.492 303 1.0 8.792
2 478 146 1491 0.321 478 0.5 3.550 A
3 25 587 1019 0.025 25 0.0 3.621
4 754 15 1283 0.588 752 1.4 6.757
§4730
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 483 861 714 0.677 479 20 15.061
2 586 178 1471 0.398 585 07 4.059 A
3 31 718 939 0.033 31 0.0 3.961
4 924 141 1268 0.729 919 26 10.179 &
THRG < AT48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 483 865 712 0.679 483 2.1 15.700 ¢
2 586 179 1470 0.308 586 07 4.070 A
3 31 720 938 0.033 31 0.0 3.966 A
4 924 141 1268 0.729 924 26 10.440 i3
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) {(Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 395 711 798 0.495 309 1.0 9.114 A
2 478 148 1490 0.321 479 05 3.565 A
3 25 500 1017 0.025 25 0.0 3.628 A
4 754 15 1283 0.588 759 1.5 6.929 A
AHHH - 1WA
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 331 504 864 0.383 332 06 6.792 K
2 401 123 1505 0.266 401 0.4 3.259
3 21 493 1076 0.020 21 0.0 3.414 K
4 632 96 1204 0.488 634 1.0 5.462
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
TREE AT
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 061 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
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4} o904 | 055 } 100 { 140 | 145 | N/A N/A
78
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.95 0.08 0.87 1.60 1.94 N/A N/A
2 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.47 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 1.40 0.06 0.84 3.15 4.55 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.99 0.03 0.29 1.99 7.92 N/A N/A
2 0.66 0.03 0.25 0.66 0.66 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 2.58 0.03 0.29 2.58 872 N/A N/A
38 - AV48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 2.06 0.03 0.28 2.06 6.47 N/A N/A
2 0.66 0.03 0.28 0.91 2.66 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 263 0.03 0.27 2.63 3.15 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.00 0.06 0.72 1.92 275 N/A N/A
2 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.48 0.48 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 1.45 0.07 0.91 3.23 4.59 N/A N/A
IO A8
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 063 0.04 0.39 1.32 2.00 N/A N/A
2 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 0.96 0.04 0.43 2.26 3.56 N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
@© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

The users of this compiier program for the solufion of an enginesring probiem are in Bo way refieved of thelr responsibility for the comrrestness of the
safution

Filename: 2017 B2145 B2166.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Modelling
2017

Report generation date: 13/01/2017 13:00:37

7

(5]
2

Summary of junction performancs

AR 284

95% . - Network 95% - . Network

C(’\‘,':t‘:)e Queue Dfs";‘y RFC | LOS ‘IJD‘:I‘:“?S“) Junction { Residual C(’\‘,':t‘:)e Queue Dfs";‘y RFC | LOS ‘IJD‘;'I‘:"?S'; Junetion | Residual

(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity

Am1) 07 3§ 27 451 041 A 8% 26 | 77 | 939 1073 A 3%
Am2) 23 § 51 1861 070: & { 676 A 09 | 21 | 5301048 & | 664 A

Am3) 13 1 15 1600 056 A Am2] Y708 | 24 1386 10430 A [Arm 1]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 (untitled)
Location

Site number
Date 05/12/2016
Version

Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator ;| DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s} (PCU)
v 4 Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID { Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min})
D1} 2017 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15

Analysis Set Details

Y

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

13/01/2017



ID

Network flow scaling factor (%)

A1

100.000
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

Item

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} : Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 6.76 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) i First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 28 Arm 2
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description
1 B2145 North
2 B2166
3 {untitled
Roundabout Geometry
Arm V- Apprqach road half- E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Iljscribed circle PHI - Conflict (entry} Exit
width (m} width (m} length (m} radius (m} diameter (m} angle (deg) only
1 3.30 7.10 11.4 46.0 30.0 8.0
2 3.20 7.80 16.0 24.0 30.0 37.0
3 4.10 7.70 9.0 65.0 30.0 10.0

Siope / intercept / Capacity

Final slope

Armm
1 0.694 1719
2 0.646 1668
3 0.731 1898

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario

name ; Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

D1 {2017

AM

ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

Time segment length (min}
15 !

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU}

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 4 511 100.000
2 4 898 100.000
3 4 696 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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From
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From
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Results

Results Summary for whole modelied period
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Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) | percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 0.41 4.51 07 27 A
2 0.70 8.61 23 5.1 A
3 0.56 6.09 1.3 1.5 A
Main Resuits for each time segment
RN
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 385 244 1436 0.268 383 0.4 3.415 A
2 676 206 1471 0.460 673 0.8 4.489 A
3 524 428 1504 0.348 522 0.5 3.659 A
Q08 - 988
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 459 203 1404 0.327 459 0.5 3.807 A
2 807 246 1444 0.559 806 1.3 5,625 A
3 626 513 1442 0.434 625 0.8 4.399 A
QREE - AR3D
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 563 358 1361 0.414 562 07 4.502 A
2 989 301 1407 0703 985 23 8.443 A
3 766 627 1359 0.564 764 1.3 6.028 A
Q30 - W48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 563 359 1360 0.414 563 07 4515 K
2 989 302 1406 0.703 989 23 8.608
3 766 630 1358 0.564 766 1.3 6.087 E
18 - 03
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 459 204 1403 0.327 460 0.5 3.820 K
2 807 247 1443 0.559 811 1.3 5733
3 626 517 1440 0.435 628 0.8 4.445

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Q88 - 9918
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 385 246 1435 0.268 385 04 3.432 A
2 676 207 1471 0.460 678 0.9 4.552 A
3 524 432 1501 0.349 525 0.5 3.692 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
2 0.84 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.53 0.53 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
[ H RN Y
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 048 0.00 0.00 0.48 048 N/A N/A
2 1.25 0.06 0.78 2.75 3.89 N/A N/A
3 0.76 0.08 0.81 1.14 1.14 N/A N/A
GHIS - G830
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.70 0.03 0.25 0.70 0.70 N/A N/A
2 2.29 0.03 0.28 2.29 5.08 N/A N/A
3 1.27 0.03 0.26 1.27 1.27 N/A N/A
« O848
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.70 0.03 0.28 0.81 2.70 N/A N/A
2 233 0.03 0.27 2.33 233 N/A N/A
3 1.29 0.03 0.27 1.29 1.29 N/A N/A
GR48 - 8800
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.49 N/A N/A
2 1.29 0.08 1.00 2.54 3.41 N/A N/A
3 0.78 0.19 0.93 1.39 1.45 N/A N/A
Q0% - BRE
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
2 0.86 0.05 047 1.82 2.70 N/A N/A
3 0.54 0.05 0.52 1.31 1.41 N/A N/A
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Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} : Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 6.64 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

23

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

Time segment length (min}

D2} 2017 PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm ; Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 932 100.000
2 v 569 100.000
3 v 639 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Vemand {Fehihn
To
1 2 3
1 0 1475457
From
250% 0 1319
283135 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Veohicle Parsontages
To
1:2:3
1:10:13:2
From
2:14:0:1
3:1611:0
Resuits
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 0.73 9.39 26 7.7 &
2 0.48 5.30 09 21 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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= 043 3.86 08 24 |
Main Results for each time segment
1448 - 1800
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 702 267 1494 0470 698 09 4.503 A
2 428 342 1410 0.304 427 04 3.655 A
3 481 187 1701 0.283 480 04 2.942 A
EERUUER N
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 838 320 1458 0.575 836 1.3 5.768 A
2 512 410 1366 0.374 511 06 4.206 A
3 574 224 1674 0.343 574 05 3.270 A
I8 AN
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Vehihr) (Veh'hr) {(Veh'hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s} Los
1 1026 391 1409 0.728 1021 26 9.159 A
2 626 501 1308 0.479 625 0.9 5.265 A
3 704 275 1637 0.430 703 07 3.848 A
1538 - 1548
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 1026 392 1409 0.728 1026 26 9.390 A
2 626 503 1306 0.480 626 09 5.295 A
3 704 275 1637 0.430 704 08 3.857 A
1548 - 16:88
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 838 321 1458 0.575 843 1.4 5.902 A
2 512 413 1364 0.375 513 06 4.234 A
3 574 225 1673 0.343 575 05 3.282 A
TEEH - 1818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) {(Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 702 268 1493 0470 704 09 4.570 A
2 428 345 1408 0.304 429 04 3.678 A
3 481 189 1701 0.283 482 04 2.954 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
148 < 1880
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 088 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 043 0.00 0.00 0.43 043 N/A N/A
3 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
TH80 1818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.33 0.06 0.71 3.04 4.52 N/A N/A
2 0.59 0.09 0.81 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
3 0.52 0.52 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
HE N Y
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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1 2.58 0.03 0.28 2.58 7.66 N/A N/A
2 0.91 0.03 0.26 0.91 0.91 N/A N/A
3 0.75 0.03 0.25 0.75 0.75 N/A N/A
1845
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 263 0.03 0.27 2.63 263 N/A N/A
2 0.92 0.03 0.27 0.92 2.08 N/A N/A
3 0.75 0.03 0.28 0.75 243 N/A N/A
1848 - 1900
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.37 0.07 0.95 2.89 3.99 N/A N/A
2 0.60 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.53 0.53 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
TR0 - 1848
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.89 0.04 0.43 1.99 313 N/A N/A
2 0.44 0.03 0.32 1.06 1.28 N/A N/A
3 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.40 N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Basic Results Summary
Basic Results Summary

User and Project Details
Land West of Hook Lane, Pagham

Grosvenor Gdns-Gossamer La-Nyetimber La-Rose Green Rd

Grosvenor Gdns-Gossamer La-Nyetimber La-Rose Green Rd, Bognor Regis

2017 Nyetimber Lane Gossamer Lane.lsg3x

F Bennett

Highgate Transportation Ltd
42 Trianlge West, Park Street, Bristol

Scenario 1: '2017 AM ' (FG1: '2017 AM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
N, PRC:16%
\Tota\ Traffic Delay: 13.2 pcuHr
e

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _ - -
-—————e

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 2: '2017 PM' (FG2: '2017 PM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
N\ PRC:10.3%
\\ Total Traffic Delay: 11.6 pcuHr
3

O——.
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _ - -
el

7\

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT




9611 ((4Hnod)saueT |y 18nQ AejaQ e101 0l (%) saueT ||y 18A0 DHd
¥0L () awi] 8joAD 9511 :(44nod) seueT pajjeubls Jo} Aeja( [ejo | e0lL :(%) seueT pajjeubls 10} DHJ 10
Wby ya
(Y2 ger L'€ - - - %G'6.L 06¢ LE6 oLe 6l 4 pesyy asueq e
JaquuileAN
He') peayy
L'OE 9'¢e 2 2 0 1) %6918 958 G161 ¥ey 8¢ Z Wby suen
JBWESS0Y)
Wby peayy
6L 8'0v L'€ 8l 0 65 %S’ 18 g6g 9e8t gce 8¢ 4 Yo7 suspiey {52
JOUBASOIE)
= - 9LL 0g 0 ) %9’18 = - - = - =
PH LI9DIL) 9S0Y-ET
POLUSAN-
- - oL oz 0 26 | %918 - - - - - - sl
JOUBASOILY DIOMIDN

S1INSay YI0MIaN

Arewwng sjnsey oiseq

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT



Land at Pagham South
Transport Assessment

Appendix 10

Modelling Outputs — 2022 & 2027

HTp/1616/ATA/01 Appendices
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 1616 Nyetimber Lane Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:44:56

LR AN
HAUIL, AW
S8 S8
NLE, A
PG SNIAAATIE AW
R SRS Ny
&L LANWNILAN
AN S ST ITRSY Y A
>3RI + CUMUILAT
QAN KNS
SHIT AN
> 2037, AM
AN NSRS
AHET R
PAWSTy WY
SR &N
SAN S ~ Y
PG T LW
AN oy
VLT 4

Summary of junction performance

AM PR
95% - - Network 95% - . Network
Queue Delay Junction : Junction . Queue Delay Junction | Junction -
Queue RFC { LOS Residual Queue RFC : LOS Residual
(ven) {UeRr i ) Delay (s) { LOS { goiie X (Veh) § (ep®: () Delay(s) | LOS {goii®
2022
Stream B-AC { 03 12 19051021) & 146 % 05 25 11303{035% & 42%
1.86 2.02
St St
StreamC-AB | 01 | 09 | 4831007} A [B_r:(a:'i” 03 { 12 {708 {018} A [B_r:(a:'i”
FRET - CURMULATIVE
Stream B-AC { 05 23 {11121 034{ & 66 % 12 50 20121054} © 14%
2.80 A 3.60 A
. [Stream . [Stream
Stream C-AB { 06 13 15321026 A B-AC] 0.9 38 | 840 {036] & B-AC)
Stream B-AC { 03 13 192010211 A 138 % 06 27 136210371 © 38%
1.89 2.10
St St
Stream C-AB |} 01 | 09 | 482008} A [B_r:(a:'i” 04 | 13 | 718 1019) A [B_r:(a:'i”
FRET + QURMULATIVE
Stream B-AC { 05 24 i11371035) & 63 % 13 56 {21681057% © "%
285 3.83 A
) [Stream . [Stream
Stream C-AB { 06 14 15321026) A B-AC) 1.0 42 {863 {0381 A B-AC)

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

File summary

Title (untitled)
Location

Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version

Status (new file)

Identifier
Client

Jobnumber
Enumerator } DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
Description

Units

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold S {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 i 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D5 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D6} 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID : Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Page 3 of 26

Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction

Name

Junction Type

Major road direction

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1

Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road

T-Junction

Two-way

1.86

EAN

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 146 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B : Nyetimber Lane Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Width of carriageway (m)

Has kerbed central reserve

Has right turn bay

Visibility for right turn {(m)

Blocks?

Blocking queue (PCU)

7.30

200.0

v 0.00

Minor Arm Geometry

Amm { Minor arm type } Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.00 60 45
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
s
Slope ! Slope ; Slope : Slope

Junction | Stream ":;:::;ﬁft for for for for

{ )i AB{AC { CA | CB
1 B-A 571 0.098 } 0.248 : 0.156 | 0.354
1 B-C 718 0.104 } 0.262 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm ;| Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
v 173 100.000
B v 94 100.000
v 312 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...

ID i Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D1 {2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

21/12/2016



Origin-Destination Data

o

To
B:C
A 0 {30143
From
B:i62:0 {32
C i277:35: 0

A!BiC
A0 7 8
From
B:2 0 6
c:5 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Page 4 of 26

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.21 9.05 0.3 1.2 A
C-AB 0.07 4.83 0.1 0.9 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 71 531 0.133 70 0.2 7.796 A
C-AB 36 783 0.046 36 0.1 4814 LY
C-A 199 199
A-B 23 23
AC 108 108
SR:08 - 98018
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 85 519 0.163 84 0.2 8.288 A
C-AB 46 802 0.057 46 0.1 4.754 A
C-A 235 235
A-B 27 27
AC 129 129
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 103 501 0.207 103 0.3 9.043 A
C-AB 61 830 0.074 61 0.1 4.680 A
C-A 282 282
A-B 33 33
AC 157 157
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 103 501 0.207 103 0.3 9.055 LY
C-AB 61 830 0.074 61 0.1 4.687 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 282 282
A-B 33 33
AC 157 157
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 85 519 0.163 85 0.2 8.303 A
C-AB 46 802 0.057 46 0.1 4.768 A
C-A 235 235
A-B 27 27
AC 129 129
SWB8 - OV S
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 7 531 0.133 7 0.2 7.824 A
C-AB 36 783 0.046 36 0.1 4.827 A
C-A 199 199
A-B 23 23
AC 108 108
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.15 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.19 0.00 0.00 0.19 0.19 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.09 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.26 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.03 0.27 0.48 0.88 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.26 0.03 0.30 0.89 1.23 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.13 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.20 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.09 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 2.02 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 42 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 806 100.000
B v 137 100.000
v 267 100.000

To
B:C
A 0 {106;700
From
Bi34:0 {103
Ci200:67:% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0 1
c:i4:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.35 13.03 0.5 25 &
C-AB 0.18 7.08 0.3 1.2 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 103 506 0.204 102 0.3 8.891 A
C-AB 66 638 0.103 65 0.2 6.280 A
C-A 135 135
A-B 80 80
AC 527 527
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 123 473 0.260 123 0.3 10.260 &
C-AB 84 631 0.134 84 0.2 6.576 A
C-A 156 156
A-B 95 95
AC 629 629
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 151 427 0.353 150 0.5 12.956 8
C-AB 114 624 0.183 114 0.3 7.057 LY
C-A 180 180
A-B 117 117
AC 77 77
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 151 427 0.353 151 0.5 13.027 2
C-AB 115 624 0.184 115 0.3 7.079 A
C-A 179 179
A-B 117 117
AC 77 77
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 123 473 0.260 124 0.4 10.330 b
C-AB 85 632 0.134 85 0.2 6.608 A
C-A 155 155
A-B 95 95
AC 629 629
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 103 506 0.204 104 0.3 8.957 A
C-AB 66 638 0.104 66 0.2 6.310 A
C-A 135 135
A-B 80 80
AC 527 527
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.25 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

B-AC 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 022 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.53 0.03 0.26 0.53 0.53 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.33 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.50 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.54 0.03 0.30 1.41 2.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.34 0.03 0.30 0.87 1.19 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 2.80 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 66 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D3} 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 264 100.000
B v 149 100.000
v 526 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A0 {3323
From
Bi65: 0 | 84
C 1422:104: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:615
From
B:2:0}2
c:i4:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.34 11.12 0.5 23 &
C-AB 0.26 532 0.6 1.3 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment
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G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 112 536 0.209 111 0.3 8.445 A
C-AB 126 838 0.151 125 0.3 5.047 A
C-A 270 270
A-B 25 25
AC 174 174
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 134 516 0.259 134 0.3 9.398 LY
C-AB 167 869 0.192 166 0.4 5121 A
C-A 306 306
A-B 30 30
AC 208 208
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 164 488 0.336 163 0.5 11.076 8
C-AB 234 913 0.256 233 06 5.294 LY
C-A 345 345
A-B 36 36
AC 254 254
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 164 488 0.336 164 0.5 11.120 2
C-AB 234 914 0.257 234 06 5.317 A
C-A 345 345
A-B 36 36
AC 254 254
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 134 516 0.260 135 0.4 9.451 A
C-AB 167 869 0.192 168 0.4 5.153 A
C-A 306 306
A-B 30 30
AC 208 208
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 112 536 0.209 113 0.3 8.506 A
C-AB 127 838 0.151 127 0.3 5.080 A
C-A 269 269
A-B 25 25
AC 174 174
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
FURINCEI
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.26 0.26 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
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B-AC 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.50 0.03 0.26 0.50 0.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.58 0.03 0.26 0.58 0.58 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.50 0.03 0.30 1.36 228 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.59 0.05 0.45 1.27 1.27 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.28 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 3.60 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 14 Stream B-AC
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D4 : 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 929 100.000
B v 194 100.000
v 411 100.000

To
B:C
A 0 (107822
From
Bi34: 0 {160
C i297:114% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0 1
c:2:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.54 2012 1.2 5.0 <
C-AB 0.36 8.40 0.9 3.8 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 146 489 0.299 144 0.4 10.409 b
C-AB 129 669 0.193 128 0.3 6.640 A
C-A 181 181
A-B 81 81
AC 619 619
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 174 449 0.388 174 06 13.026 &
C-AB 171 671 0.255 170 0.5 7.194 A
C-A 199 199
A-B 96 96
AC 739 739
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 214 392 0.544 212 11 19.678 &
C-AB 245 676 0.362 243 0.9 8.333 LY
C-A 208 208
A-B 118 118
AC 905 905
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 214 392 0.545 213 1.2 20.116 [
C-AB 245 676 0.363 245 0.9 8.401 A
C-A 207 207
A-B 118 118
AC 905 905
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 174 449 0.389 176 06 13.314 b
C-AB 172 672 0.255 173 0.5 7.270 A
C-A 198 198
A-B 96 96
AC 739 739
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 146 488 0.299 147 0.4 10.570 &
C-AB 130 670 0.193 130 0.4 6.696 A
C-A 180 180
A-B 81 81
AC 619 619
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.42 0.00 0.00 0.42 0.42 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.62 0.13 0.88 1.38 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.51 0.51 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.14 0.03 0.28 1.14 298 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.90 0.03 0.26 0.90 0.90 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.17 0.03 0.29 1.41 5.00 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.91 0.04 0.39 2.21 3.77 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.65 0.06 0.60 1.08 1.08 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.53 0.53 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.43 0.04 0.37 1.24 1.41 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 1.89 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 138 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D5} 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 178 100.000
B v 97 100.000
v 321 100.000

To
A iB:C
A0 {31147
From
B:i64:0 133
C i285:36: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:6}8
From
B:2:01{6
c:5:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.21 9.20 0.3 1.3 A
C-AB 0.08 482 0.1 0.9 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment

G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 73 529 0.138 72 0.2 7.864 A
C-AB 37 786 0.047 37 0.1 4.804 A
C-A 204 204
A-B 23 23
AC 111 111
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 87 516 0.169 87 0.2 8.380 LY
C-AB 48 806 0.059 47 0.1 4741 A
C-A 241 241
A-B 28 28
AC 132 132
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 107 498 0.214 107 0.3 9.182 A
C-AB 64 834 0.076 64 0.1 4.668 LY
C-A 290 290
A-B 34 34
AC 162 162
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 107 498 0.214 107 0.3 9.195 A
C-AB 64 834 0.076 64 0.1 4676 A
C-A 290 290
A-B 34 34
AC 162 162
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 87 516 0.169 87 0.2 8.399 A
C-AB 48 806 0.059 48 0.1 4.760 A
C-A 241 241
A-B 28 28
AC 132 132
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 73 529 0.138 73 0.2 7.895 A
C-AB 37 786 0.048 37 0.1 4.817 A
C-A 204 204
A-B 23 23
AC 111 111
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
FURINCEI
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.20 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.09 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.14 0.03 0.27 0.49 0.92 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.03 0.30 0.96 1.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.14 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.21 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.21 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.10 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Page 18 of 26

Bt NN S
S e § s Y YWY

Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 210 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 38 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D6 } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 830 100.000
B v 141 100.000
v 274 100.000

To
B:C
A0 {109:721
From
B:i35: 0 {106
Ci205:69: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0 1
c:i4:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.37 13.62 0.6 27 &
C-AB 0.19 718 0.4 1.3 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 106 501 0.212 105 0.3 9.067 A
C-AB 69 637 0.108 68 0.2 6.326 A
C-A 138 138
A-B 82 82
AC 543 543
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 127 467 0.271 126 0.4 10.548 &
C-AB 88 630 0.140 88 0.2 6.637 A
C-A 158 158
A-B 98 98
AC 648 648
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 155 420 0.370 154 06 13.531 8
C-AB 120 622 0.192 119 0.4 7.157 LY
C-A 182 182
A-B 120 120
AC 794 794
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 155 420 0.370 155 06 13.618 2
C-AB 120 622 0.193 120 0.4 7.180 A
C-A 182 182
A-B 120 120
AC 794 794
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 127 467 0.271 128 0.4 10.626 b
C-AB 88 630 0.140 89 0.2 6.674 A
C-A 158 158
A-B 98 98
AC 648 648
SRR PSR
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 106 501 0.212 107 0.3 9.138 A
C-AB 69 637 0.108 69 0.2 6.358 A
C-A 137 137
A-B 82 82
AC 543 543
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.16 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.16 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 037 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 023 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.57 0.03 0.26 0.57 0.57 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.36 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.50 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.58 0.03 0.30 1.42 274 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.36 0.03 0.32 1.03 1.27 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.24 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.27 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.17 N/A N/A
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 2.85 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 63 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D7 } 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 269 100.000
B v 152 100.000
v 535 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A0 {34:235
From
B:i67: 085
C 1430:105% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:615
From
B:2:0}2
c:i4:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.35 11.37 0.5 24 &
C-AB 0.26 532 0.6 1.4 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 114 534 0.214 113 0.3 8.544 A
C-AB 129 841 0.153 127 0.3 5.043 A
C-A 274 274
A-B 26 26
AC 177 177
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 137 513 0.266 136 0.4 9.545 LY
C-AB 170 873 0.195 170 0.4 5.120 A
C-A 311 311
A-B 31 31
AC 211 211
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 167 484 0.346 167 0.5 11.321 8
C-AB 240 918 0.261 239 06 5.304 LY
C-A 349 349
A-B 37 37
AC 259 259
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 167 484 0.346 167 0.5 11.370 2
C-AB 240 918 0.262 240 06 5.323 A
C-A 349 349
A-B 37 37
AC 259 259
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 137 513 0.266 137 0.4 9.598 A
C-AB 170 873 0.195 171 0.4 5.155 A
C-A 310 310
A-B 31 31
AC 211 211
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 114 533 0.215 115 0.3 8.608 A
C-AB 129 841 0.153 130 0.3 5.077 A
C-A 274 274
A-B 26 26
AC 177 177
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.28 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.52 0.03 0.26 0.52 0.52 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.60 0.03 0.26 0.60 0.60 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.52 0.03 0.30 1.36 243 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.60 0.05 0.486 1.40 1.40 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.40 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.28 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction { Junction Delay (s) : Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 3.83 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown " Stream B-AC
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D8} 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 953 100.000
B v 198 100.000
v 418 100.000

To
B:C
A 0 {110; 843
From
B:i35: 0 {163
C i302:116% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0}2
From
B:0:0 1
c:i3:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.57 21.68 1.3 56 <
C-AB 0.38 8.63 1.0 42 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 149 483 0.309 147 0.4 10.665 b
C-AB 132 667 0.199 131 0.4 6.707 A
C-A 182 182
A-B 83 83
AC 635 635
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 178 442 0.402 177 0.7 13.521 &
C-AB 176 669 0.264 176 0.5 7.300 A
C-A 200 200
A-B 99 99
AC 758 758
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 218 384 0.568 216 1.2 21112 &
C-AB 254 674 0.377 252 1.0 8.548 LY
C-A 206 206
A-B 121 121
AC 928 928
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 218 384 0.568 218 13 21.682 [
C-AB 255 674 0.377 254 1.0 8.631 A
C-A 206 206
A-B 121 121
AC 928 928
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 178 442 0.403 180 0.7 13.870 b
C-AB 177 670 0.264 179 06 7.393 A
C-A 199 199
A-B 99 99
AC 758 758
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 149 483 0.309 150 0.5 10.845 &
C-AB 133 668 0.199 134 0.4 6.772 A
C-A 182 182
A-B 83 83
AC 635 635
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.44 0.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.66 0.13 0.88 1.38 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.54 0.54 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.25 0.03 0.28 1.25 4.20 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.97 0.03 0.26 0.97 0.97 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.28 0.03 0.29 1.28 5.57 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.98 0.04 0.38 2.45 4.21 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.69 0.05 0.59 1.47 1.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.56 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.45 0.04 0.37 1.30 1.47 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 1616 Hook Lane Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:45:46

AL, B

Summary of junction performance

AM PR
95% - - Network 95% - . Network
Queue Delay Junction : Junction . Queue Delay Junction | Junction -
Queue RFC { LOS Residual Queue RFC : LOS Residual
(ven) {UeRr i ) Delay (s) { LOS { goiie X (Veh) § (ep®: () Delay(s) | LOS {goii®
2022
Stream B-AC { 0.7 29 {1144i041) 8 66 % 0.8 30 11105044} & 59%
4.89 439
St St
StreamGC-AB{ 05 | 16 |598 {027} A [B_r:(a:'i” 04 | 12 742 i026) A [B_r:(a:'i”
AT+ QUMULATIVE
Stream B-AC § 1.1 37 114811053) & 3% 13 39 14931058} B 30%
6.58 A 6.00 A
St St
SteamC-AB{ 12 | 58 | 7521045} A Bl Y 08 | 38 876 {038} A el
Stream B-AC { 0.7 30 (11841042} B 60 % 0.8 31 111381046} © 96 %
502 4.51
St St
Stream C-AB} 05 | 18 | 6041028} A Bl Y 04 115 753 j027% A el
ST + QUMULATIVE
Stream B-AC { 1.2 39 115491055) © 30% 14 42 i15541059% © 28%
6.84 6.21 A
) [Stream . [Stream
StreamC-AB{ 12 | 60 | 7.66 |046| A B-AC) 08 | 40 {894 {040} A B-AC)

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

File summary

Title (untitled)
Location

Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version

Status (new file)

Identifier
Client

Jobnumber
Enumerator } DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
Description

Units

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Page 2 of 26

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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold S {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 i 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D5 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D6} 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID : Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 4.89 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 66 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B {HooklLane Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Width of carriageway (m)

Has kerbed central reserve

Has right turn bay

Visibility for right turn {(m)

Blocks?

Blocking queue (PCU)

6.00

200.0

v 0.00

Minor Arm Geometry

Amm { Minor arm type } Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.00 60 50
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
s
Slope ! Slope ; Slope : Slope

Junction | Stream ":;:::;ﬁft for for for for

{ )i AB{AC { CA | CB
1 B-A 574 0.105 } 0.264 : 0.166 : 0.378
1 B-C 1 0.111 } 0.279 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm ;| Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
v 938 100.000
B v 197 100.000
v 397 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ID i Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D1 {2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
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Origin-Destination Data

3

B:C
A: 0 {1286
From
B:i94: 0 {103
C i264:133% 0

A!BiC
A0 0 8
From
B:O 0 5
c:3 2 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Page 4 of 26

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.41 11.44 0.7 29 b
C-AB 0.27 5.98 0.5 16 A
C-A
A-B
AC
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 148 564 0.263 147 0.4 8.605 A
C-AB 134 780 0.172 133 0.3 5.564 LY
C-A 165 165
A-B 9 9
AC 65 65
SEBE - ON18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 177 550 0.322 177 0.5 9.621 A
C-AB 170 801 0.213 170 0.4 5.709 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 11 11
AC 77 77
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 217 532 0.408 216 0.7 11.380 b
C-AB 226 829 0.273 225 0.5 5.963 A
C-A 211 211
A-B 13 13
AC 95 95
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 217 531 0.408 217 0.7 11.443 &
C-AB 226 830 0.273 226 0.5 5.975 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 211 211
A-B 13 13
A-C 95 95
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 177 550 0.322 178 0.5 9.690 A
C-AB 171 801 0.213 171 0.4 5730 A
C-A 186 186
A-B 11 11
A-C 77 77
LWBE - HV18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 148 564 0.263 149 0.4 8.691 A
C-AB 135 780 0173 135 0.3 5.592 A
C-A 164 164
A-B 9 9
A-C 65 65

Queue Variation Results for each time segment

Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.35 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.27 0.00 0.00 0.27 0.27 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.47 0.47 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.68 0.03 0.26 0.68 0.68 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.51 0.03 0.26 0.51 0.51 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.68 0.03 0.29 1.12 2.91 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.51 0.04 0.37 1.45 1.62 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) (Veh) {Veh) (Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.48 0.04 0.42 1.25 1.38 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.36 0.03 0.27 0.49 0.84 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.28 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 4.39 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 59 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 359 100.000
B v 237 100.000
v 238 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A0 {37322
From
B:i16: 0 {221
C i115:123% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0} 4
From
B:0:0 1
c:i5:2:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.44 11.05 0.8 3.0 &
C-AB 0.26 7.42 0.4 1.2 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 178 624 0.286 177 0.4 8.028 A
C-AB 107 659 0.162 106 0.2 6.498 A
C-A 73 73
A-B 28 28
AC 242 242
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 213 608 0.350 213 0.5 9.085 LY
C-AB 131 657 0.200 131 0.3 6.847 A
C-A 83 83
A-B 33 33
AC 289 289
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 261 587 0.445 260 0.8 10.986 8
C-AB 168 654 0.257 168 0.4 7.404 LY
C-A 94 94
A-B 41 41
AC 355 355
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 261 587 0.445 261 0.8 11.050 2
C-AB 168 654 0.257 168 0.4 7.424 A
C-A 94 94
A-B 41 41
AC 355 355
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 213 608 0.350 214 0.5 9.158 A
C-AB 131 657 0.200 132 0.3 6.877 A
C-A 82 82
A-B 33 33
AC 289 289
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 178 624 0.286 179 04 8.107 A
C-AB 107 659 0.162 107 0.2 6.529 A
C-A 72 72
A-B 28 28
AC 242 242
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.40 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.53 0.53 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.78 0.03 0.26 0.78 0.78 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.41 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.79 0.03 0.28 0.89 3.03 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.41 0.03 0.34 1.22 1.22 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.55 0.06 0.65 1.33 1.42 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.41 0.03 0.32 1.05 1.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.22 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 6.58 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 33 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D3} 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 139 100.000
B v 249 100.000
v 545 100.000

>
=
N
N
N
N
~

From

w
©
=
=
N
T
&

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0:!686
From
B:0:0}{3
c:3 1 0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.53 14.81 1.1 3.7 &
C-AB 0.45 7.52 1.2 58 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 187 562 0.333 185 0.5 9.504 A
C-AB 226 813 0.278 224 0.5 6.095 A
C-A 184 184
A-B 9 9
AC 96 96
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 224 544 0.412 223 0.7 11.194 &
C-AB 292 840 0.347 291 0.7 6.555 A
C-A 198 198
A-B 11 11
AC 114 114
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 274 517 0.530 273 11 14.607 8
C-AB 396 877 0.452 395 11 7.465 LY
C-A 204 204
A-B 13 13
AC 140 140
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 274 517 0.530 274 11 14.809 2
C-AB 397 878 0.452 397 1.2 7.523 A
C-A 203 203
A-B 13 13
AC 140 140
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 224 543 0.412 225 0.7 11.379 b
C-AB 292 841 0.348 294 0.7 6.628 A
C-A 198 198
A-B 11 11
AC 114 114
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 187 562 0.334 188 0.5 9.660 A
C-AB 227 814 0.279 228 0.5 6.163 A
C-A 183 183
A-B 9 9
AC 96 96
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.51 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.69 0.20 0.93 1.39 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.7 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.09 0.03 0.27 1.09 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 1.14 0.03 0.26 1.14 114 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.1 0.03 0.28 1.1 3.74 N/A N/A
C-AB 1.15 0.03 0.31 1.87 5.79 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.7 0.07 0.74 1.06 1.06 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.74 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.51 0.04 0.43 1.30 1.42 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.52 0.06 0.62 1.32 1.41 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 6.00 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 30 Stream B-AC
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D4 : 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 425 100.000
B v 296 100.000
v 334 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A0 {37388
From
B:i16: 0 {280
C 16111731 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0:3
From
B:0:0 1
ci4:2:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.58 14.93 1.3 3.9 &
C-AB 0.39 8.76 0.8 3.8 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 223 611 0.365 221 06 9.163 A
C-AB 159 670 0.237 158 0.4 7.011 A
C-A 92 92
A-B 28 28
AC 292 292
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 266 593 0.449 265 0.8 10.957 &
C-AB 199 670 0.296 198 0.5 7.622 A
C-A 102 102
A-B 33 33
AC 349 349
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 326 567 0.575 324 13 14.695 8
C-AB 259 671 0.386 258 0.8 8.709 LY
C-A 108 108
A-B 41 41
AC 427 427
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 326 567 0.575 326 13 14.928 2
C-AB 260 672 0.387 260 0.8 8.759 A
C-A 108 108
A-B 41 41
AC 427 427
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 266 593 0.449 268 0.8 11.156 b
C-AB 199 671 0.297 200 0.5 7.683 A
C-A 101 101
A-B 33 33
AC 349 349
SRR PSR
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 223 611 0.365 224 06 9.315 A
C-AB 159 670 0.238 160 0.4 7.073 A
C-A 92 92
A-B 28 28
AC 292 292
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.56 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.36 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.80 0.17 0.92 1.41 1.47 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.50 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.31 0.03 0.27 1.31 2.94 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.76 0.03 0.26 0.76 0.76 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.33 0.03 0.28 1.33 3.90 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.77 0.03 0.31 1.47 3.77 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.83 0.07 0.78 1.30 1.75 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.52 0.52 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.58 0.04 0.45 1.29 1.29 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.37 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Page 15 of 26

w,
2

S S

2]

%
%
/"""/2

Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 5.02 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 60 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D5} 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 101 100.000
B v 203 100.000
v 409 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A0 {12 89
From
B:i97: 0 {106
C i272:137% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0:9
From
B:0:0}{5
ci4:2:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.42 11.84 0.7 3.0 &
C-AB 0.28 6.04 0.5 1.8 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 153 561 0.272 151 0.4 8.753 A
C-AB 140 782 0.179 139 0.3 5.590 A
C-A 168 168
A-B 9 9
AC 67 67
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 182 547 0.334 182 0.5 9.844 LY
C-AB 177 803 0.221 177 0.4 5.748 A
C-A 190 190
A-B 11 11
AC 80 80
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 224 528 0.424 223 0.7 11.769 8
C-AB 236 833 0.284 236 0.5 6.027 LY
C-A 214 214
A-B 13 13
AC 98 98
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 224 527 0.424 223 0.7 11.841 2
C-AB 236 833 0.284 236 0.5 6.043 A
C-A 214 214
A-B 13 13
AC 98 98
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 182 547 0.334 183 0.5 9.924 A
C-AB 178 804 0.221 178 0.4 5774 A
C-A 190 190
A-B 11 11
AC 80 80
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 153 561 0.272 153 04 8.844 A
C-AB 140 782 0.179 141 0.3 5.622 A
C-A 168 168
A-B 9 9
AC 67 67
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.37 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.28 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.72 0.03 0.26 0.72 0.72 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.54 0.03 0.26 0.54 0.54 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.73 0.03 0.29 1.06 3.00 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.55 0.04 0.37 1.03 1.81 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.51 0.05 0.49 1.30 1.40 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.38 0.03 0.29 0.79 1.15 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 4.51 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 56 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D6 } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 369 100.000
B v 243 100.000
v 245 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A 0 {3833
From
B:i16: 0 {227
C i118:127% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0} 4
From
B:0:0 1
c:i5:2:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.48 11.38 0.8 3.1 &
C-AB 0.27 7.53 0.4 1.5 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 183 622 0.294 181 0.4 8.141 A
C-AB 111 659 0.168 110 0.2 6.550 A
C-A 74 74
A-B 29 29
AC 249 249
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 218 606 0.361 218 06 9.262 LY
C-AB 136 656 0.208 136 0.3 6.919 A
C-A 84 84
A-B 34 34
AC 298 298
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 268 584 0.458 266 0.8 11.307 8
C-AB 175 653 0.268 174 0.4 7.514 LY
C-A 95 95
A-B 42 42
AC 364 364
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 268 584 0.458 268 0.8 11.381 2
C-AB 175 653 0.268 175 0.4 7.533 A
C-A 95 95
A-B 42 42
AC 364 364
TAE - 188
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 218 606 0.361 220 06 9.343 A
C-AB 136 656 0.208 137 0.3 6.951 A
C-A 84 84
A-B 34 34
AC 298 298
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 183 622 0.294 184 04 8.226 A
C-AB 111 659 0.168 111 0.2 6.585 A
C-A 74 74
A-B 29 29
AC 249 249
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.41 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.23 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.56 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.83 0.03 0.26 0.83 0.83 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.43 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.84 0.03 0.28 0.84 3.08 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.43 0.03 0.34 1.35 1.45 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.57 0.07 0.70 1.34 1.42 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.31 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.31 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.42 0.03 0.35 1.14 1.32 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.23 0.23 N/A N/A
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 6.84 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 30 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D7 } 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 142 100.000
B v 255 100.000
v 557 100.000

>
=]
N
N
N
@
=]

From

w
©
~
=
N
I
&

C 1347:210: 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0:!686
From
B:0:0}{3
c:3 1 0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.55 15.49 1.2 3.9 <
C-AB 0.46 7.66 1.2 6.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 192 560 0.343 190 0.5 9.684 A
C-AB 232 817 0.285 230 0.5 6.129 A
C-A 187 187
A-B 9 9
AC 98 98
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 229 541 0.424 228 0.7 11.501 &
C-AB 300 844 0.356 300 0.7 6.613 A
C-A 200 200
A-B 11 11
AC 117 117
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 281 513 0.547 279 1.2 15.249 &
C-AB 410 882 0.464 408 1.2 7.593 LY
C-A 204 204
A-B 13 13
AC 143 143
Q36 - A4S
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 281 513 0.547 281 1.2 15.488 [
C-AB 410 883 0.465 410 1.2 7.662 A
C-A 203 203
A-B 13 13
AC 143 143
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 229 540 0.424 231 0.8 11.710 b
C-AB 301 845 0.357 303 0.8 6.691 A
C-A 199 199
A-B 11 11
AC 117 117
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 192 559 0.343 193 0.5 9.853 A
C-AB 233 817 0.286 234 0.5 6.202 A
C-A 186 186
A-B 9 9
AC 98 98
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.51 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.52 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.72 0.19 0.93 1.39 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.75 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.17 0.03 0.27 1.17 212 N/A N/A
C-AB 1.20 0.03 0.26 1.20 1.20 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.19 0.03 0.28 1.19 3.93 N/A N/A
C-AB 1.22 0.03 0.30 1.86 6.04 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.75 0.07 0.75 1.44 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.78 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.53 0.04 0.43 1.33 1.46 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.54 0.07 0.70 1.34 1.42 N/A N/A
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type : Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Hook Lane jiw Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 6.21 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 28 Stream B-AC
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D8} 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 435 100.000
B v 302 100.000
v 341 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A0 {38397
From
B:i16: 0 {286
C i164:177% 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A:0:0:3
From
B:0:0 1
ci4:2:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.59 15.54 1.4 42 <
C-AB 0.40 8.94 0.8 40 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Page 25 of 26

Main Resulis for each time segment

THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 227 609 0.373 225 06 9.308 A
C-AB 163 670 0.244 162 0.4 7.077 A
C-A 93 93
A-B 29 29
AC 299 299
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 271 590 0.460 27 0.8 11.215 &
C-AB 204 670 0.305 204 0.5 7721 A
C-A 102 102
A-B 34 34
AC 357 357
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 333 564 0.590 330 1.4 15.266 &
C-AB 267 671 0.398 266 0.8 8.885 LY
C-A 108 108
A-B 42 42
AC 437 437
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 333 564 0.590 332 1.4 15.540 [
C-AB 268 671 0.399 268 0.8 8.938 A
C-A 108 108
A-B 42 42
AC 437 437
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 271 590 0.460 274 0.9 11.443 b
C-AB 205 670 0.305 206 0.5 7.785 A
C-A 102 102
A-B 34 34
AC 357 357
SRR PSR
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 227 609 0.373 228 06 9.476 A
C-AB 164 670 0.244 164 0.4 7.139 A
C-A 93 93
A-B 29 29
AC 299 299
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.59 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.38 0.38 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.83 0.16 0.93 1.43 1.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.52 0.52 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.38 0.03 0.28 1.38 3.74 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.80 0.03 0.26 0.80 0.80 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.41 0.03 0.28 1.41 417 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.81 0.03 0.31 1.48 3.98 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.87 0.07 0.78 1.49 1.89 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.54 0.54 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.60 0.04 0.44 1.46 1.51 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of 50 engineering problem are in no way relisved of thelr respansibifity for the sorreciness of the solulion

Filename: 1616 Sefter Road Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:46:24

AL, B

Summary of junction performance

AM BN
95% - - Network 95% . - Network
Queue Delay Junction } Junction - Queue Delay Junction { Junction -
Queue RFC  LOS Residual Queue RFC ; LOS Residual
(ven) { ey i © Delay (s); LOS | SooRie N (veh) | el i () Delay(s); LOS | ooie
I023

Stream B-AC { 1.7 71 122151063} © 17% 06 28 1149871038} 8 4%
6.96 A [Stream 218 A [Stream

Stream C-AB { 0.0 0.01] A B-AC) 00 | & 614 1000} A B-AC)

SPIT + QUMULATIVE
Stream B-AC | 7.9 5783 & 4% 1.1 49 22711053} ¢ 15 %
21.48 2 3.15 A

[Stream [Stream

Stream C-AB { 0.0 05 | 438 {001} A B-AC] 0.0 05 {601 {001] & B-AC]

Stream B-AC { 1.8 85 123891066} ° 13 % 06 29 {15431039{ © B%
7.51 A [Stream 222 A [Stream

Stream C-AB { 0.0 0.01] A B-AC] 00 | 2004 | 615 1000 A B-AC]

+ CUMHATIVE
Stream B-AC { 100 | &3 i1 & 16% 12 52 12392{055] ¢ 12%
26.27 0 3.30 &

[Stream [Stream

Stream C-AB { 0.0 05 | 435 {001} & B-AC) 0.0 05 {603 {001] & B-AC)

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

File summary

Title (untitled)
Location

Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version

Status (new file)

Identifier
Client

Jobnumber
Enumerator } DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
Description

Units

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold S {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 i 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D5 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D6} 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID : Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 6.96 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 17 Stream B-AC
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description | Amm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B : Sefter Road Minor
C Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Width of carriageway (m)

Has kerbed central reserve

Has right turn bay

Visibility for right turn {(m)

Blocks?

Blocking queue (PCU)

6.00

200.0

v 0.00

Minor Arm Geometry

Amm { Minor arm type } Lane width (m) } Visibility to left (m) : Visibility to right (m)
B One lane 4.00 22 30
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
s
Slope ! Slope ; Slope : Slope

Junction | Stream ":;:::;ﬁft for for for for

{ )i AB{AC { CA | CB
1 B-A 549 0.100 { 0.253 : 0.159 } 0.361
1 B-C 707 0.108 ; 0.274 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm ;| Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
v 188 100.000
B v 251 100.000
v 357 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ID i Scenario name } Time Period name : Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
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21/12/2016



Origin-Destination Data

o

From

w
N)
&
=
<)
~

A!B
A0 3 7
From
B:2 0125
c:3 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.63 2215 1.7 7.1 <
C-AB 0.01 444 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

Main Results for each time segment

Page 4 of 26

Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 189 470 0.402 186 0.7 12.575 8
C-AB 4 817 0.005 4 0.0 4.430 LY
C-A 264 264
A-B 72 72
AC 70 70
SEBE - ON18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 226 457 0.494 224 0.9 15.419 [
C-AB 6 843 0.007 6 0.0 4.296 A
C-A 315 315
A-B 85 85
AC 84 84
{EAS - 4930
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 276 438 0.631 274 16 21.529 <
C-AB 8 880 0.009 8 0.0 4124 A
C-A 385 385
A-B 105 105
AC 102 102
OR30 - 2248
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 276 438 0.631 276 17 22153 &
C-AB 8 880 0.009 8 0.0 4128 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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C-A 385 385
A-B 105 105
AC 102 102
Q8148 - H0
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 226 457 0.494 228 1.0 15.929 &
C-AB 6 843 0.007 6 0.0 4.306 A
C-A 315 315
A-B 85 85
AC 84 84
SHO8 - 09018
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 189 470 0.402 190 0.7 12.921 2
C-AB 4 817 0.005 4 0.0 4.436 A
C-A 264 264
A-B 72 72
AC 70 70
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
G748 - 0900
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.66 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ERMAY
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.95 0.18 0.98 1.1 1.58 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
S8 - 9830
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.61 0.03 0.29 1.61 7.15 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
BEAT - ON48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.66 0.03 0.29 1.66 6.17 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.01 0.06 0.65 2.01 292 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
GWAE - (N1E
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.69 0.04 0.41 1.46 215 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 216 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 47 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 667 100.000
B v 132 100.000
v 130 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A 0 (320347
From
B i120: 0 | 12
C i128: 2 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A: 0 1 4
From
B:4:01%{0
c:5:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.38 14.97 0.6 &
C-AB 0.00 6.14 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 99 435 0.229 98 0.3 10.661 b
C-AB 2 617 0.003 2 0.0 5.846 A
C-A 96 96
A-B 241 241
AC 261 261
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 119 414 0.287 118 0.4 12.148 &
C-AB 2 605 0.004 2 0.0 5.965 A
C-A 115 115
A-B 288 288
AC 312 312
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 145 386 0.377 145 06 14.881 8
C-AB 3 589 0.005 3 0.0 6.132 LY
C-A 140 140
A-B 352 352
AC 382 382
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 145 386 0.377 145 06 14.972 2
C-AB 3 589 0.005 3 0.0 6.141 A
C-A 140 140
A-B 352 352
AC 382 382
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 119 414 0.287 119 0.4 12.243 b
C-AB 2 605 0.004 2 0.0 5.980 A
C-A 115 115
A-B 288 288
AC 312 312
TRAY &1
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 99 435 0.229 100 0.3 10.762 &
C-AB 2 617 0.003 2 0.0 5.854 A
C-A 96 96
A-B 241 241
AC 261 261
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.29 0.00 0.00 0.29 0.29 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.59 0.03 0.26 0.59 0.59 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
1738 - 1748
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.60 0.03 0.30 1.37 2.80 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.41 0.03 0.29 0.83 117 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
TE88 - 1218
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.30 0.03 0.25 0.486 0.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 21.46 <

Junction Network Options

Network residual capacity (%)
-14

First arm reaching threshold
Stream B-AC

Driving side
Left

Lighting

Normal/unknown

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D3} 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 496 100.000
B v 316 100.000
v 487 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
A B Cc
From A 0 :1345:151
B i308: 0 8
C 1482: 5 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
AiB:!C
From A: 0 1 4
B:2:01{13
c:2:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC Qad 7.9 3
C-AB 0.01 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment

G748 - 0900
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 238 427 0.557 233 1.2 18.123 <
C-AB 7 830 0.008 7 0.0 4372 A
C-A 360 360
A-B 260 260
AC 114 114
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 284 405 0.701 280 21 27.951 0
C-AB 9 862 0.011 9 0.0 4.217 A
C-A 429 429
A-B 310 310
AC 136 136
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 348 375 331 6.4 =
C-AB 13 909 13 0.0 LY
C-A 523 523
A-B 380 380
AC 166 166
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 348 375 Q828 342 7.9 ¥
C-AB 13 909 0.015 13 0.0 A
C-A 523 523
A-B 380 380
AC 166 166
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 284 405 0.701 305 26 b
C-AB 9 862 0.011 9 0.0 A
C-A 429 429
A-B 310 310
AC 136 136
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 238 427 0.557 243 13 20.040 &
C-AB 7 830 0.008 7 0.0 4377 A
C-A 360 360
A-B 260 260
AC 114 114
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.56 1.07 1.20 1.57 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 214 0.10 1.39 4.7 6.42 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 6.43 0.1 2.35 17.02 24.52 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.02 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 7.92 0.07 1.20 22.84 36.14 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 2.60 0.04 0.40 7.03 13.11 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.31 0.03 0.31 222 6.67 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 3.15 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 15

Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D4 : 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 830 100.000
B v 164 100.000
v 208 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
A B Cc
From A 0 :1371:459
B :i150: 0 14
C :1203: 5 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
AiB:!C
From ALl 3
B:3:101%{0
c:i3:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.53 2271 11 49 <
C-AB 0.01 6.01 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 123 404 0.306 122 0.4 12.8677 b
C-AB 5 627 0.008 5 0.0 5.789 A
C-A 152 152
A-B 279 279
AC 346 346
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 147 377 0.391 147 06 15.595 &
C-AB 6 618 0.010 6 0.0 5.882 A
C-A 181 181
A-B 334 334
AC 413 413
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 181 339 0.533 179 11 22.237 &
C-AB 9 608 0.014 9 0.0 6.005 LY
C-A 220 220
A-B 408 408
AC 505 505
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 181 339 0.533 180 11 22711 [
C-AB 9 608 0.014 9 0.0 6.013 A
C-A 220 220
A-B 408 408
AC 505 505
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 147 377 0.391 149 0.7 15.953 <
C-AB 6 618 0.010 6 0.0 5.894 A
C-A 181 181
A-B 334 334
AC 413 413
SRR PSR
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 123 404 0.306 124 0.4 12.909 &
C-AB 5 627 0.008 5 0.0 5.797 A
C-A 152 152
A-B 279 279
AC 346 346
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.43 0.00 0.00 0.43 0.43 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.63 0.18 0.92 1.38 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.09 0.03 0.28 1.09 3.18 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.1 0.03 0.29 1.44 4.87 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.66 0.05 0.59 1.26 1.26 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.45 0.04 0.38 1.27 1.43 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 7.51 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 13 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D5} 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 194 100.000
B v 259 100.000
v 368 100.000

From

w
N
o
o
o
~

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
A B
A:0:1317
From
B:2:01{25
c:i3:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.66 23.89 1.8 <
C-AB 0.01 4.41 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 195 468 0.417 192 0.7 12.930 b
C-AB 5 821 0.006 4 0.0 4.408 A
C-A 273 273
A-B 74 74
AC 72 72
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 233 454 0.513 232 1.0 16.076 &
C-AB 6 848 0.007 6 0.0 4271 A
C-A 325 325
A-B 88 88
AC 86 86
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 285 435 0.656 282 1.8 23.078 &
C-AB 8 886 0.009 8 0.0 4.095 LY
C-A 397 397
A-B 108 108
AC 106 106
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 285 435 0.656 285 1.8 23.890 [
C-AB 8 886 0.009 8 0.0 4101 A
C-A 397 397
A-B 108 108
AC 106 106
{EAS - 100
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 233 454 0.513 236 11 16.708 <
C-AB 6 848 0.007 6 0.0 4.280 A
C-A 325 325
A-B 88 88
AC 86 86
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 195 468 0.417 196 0.7 13.327 &
C-AB 5 821 0.006 5 0.0 4.414 A
C-A 273 273
A-B 74 74
AC 72 72
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 1.02 0.16 1.01 1.46 1.78 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
SEIH - AW
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.78 0.03 0.30 2.26 8.55 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.84 0.03 0.29 1.84 719 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.09 0.05 0.59 2.43 3.53 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.73 0.04 0.40 1.85 2.59 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 222 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 43 Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type  Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D6 } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 687 100.000
B v 135 100.000
v 134 100.000

To
AiB}iC
A 0 (330357
From
B i123: 0 | 12
C i132: 2 0

Vehicle Mi

Seemew Wahiela Do PN
NTAVY Vancig Percantay

To
AiB:!C
A: 0 1 3
From
B:4:01%{0
c:5:0:0
Resulis

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.39 15.43 0.6 <
C-AB 0.00 6.15 0.0 A
C-A
A-B
A-C

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Resulis for each time segment

THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 102 432 0.235 100 0.3 10.818 b
C-AB 2 616 0.003 2 0.0 5.857 A
C-A 99 99
A-B 248 248
AC 269 269
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 121 411 0.295 121 0.4 12.394 &
C-AB 2 604 0.004 2 0.0 5.977 A
C-A 118 118
A-B 297 297
AC 321 321
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 149 382 0.389 148 06 15.329 &
C-AB 3 588 0.005 3 0.0 6.147 LY
C-A 145 145
A-B 363 363
AC 393 393
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 149 382 0.389 149 06 15.434 [
C-AB 3 588 0.005 3 0.0 6.154 A
C-A 145 145
A-B 363 363
AC 393 393
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 121 411 0.295 122 0.4 12.500 b
C-AB 2 604 0.004 2 0.0 5.991 A
C-A 118 118
A-B 297 297
AC 321 321
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 102 432 0.235 102 0.3 10.927 &
C-AB 2 616 0.003 2 0.0 5.866 A
C-A 99 99
A-B 248 248
AC 269 269
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.30 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.41 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.62 0.03 0.26 0.62 0.62 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 >199 >199 >199 >199 N/A N/A
1738 - 1748
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.63 0.03 0.30 1.36 293 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.43 0.03 0.32 1.06 1.28 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
TE88 - 1218
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.31 0.03 0.26 0.486 0.49 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Data Errors and Warnings

Area

Severity tem Description

Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction
1

Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS

26.27 ]

Name
Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road

Junction Type } Major road direction

T-Junction Two-way

Junction Network Options

Network residual capacity (%)
-16

First arm reaching threshold
Stream B-AC

Driving side
Left

Lighting

Normal/unknown

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D7 } 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 502 100.000
B v 324 100.000
v 498 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
A B Cc
From A 0 :348:154
B i316: 0 8
C 1493: 5 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
AiB:!C
From ALl 3
B:2:01{13
c:2:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC Qe WG 10.0 &3
C-AB 0.01 435 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 244 425 0.574 239 13 18.872 <
C-AB 7 834 0.008 7 0.0 4.349 A
C-A 368 368
A-B 262 262
AC 116 116
R0 - PR 18
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 291 402 0.724 287 24 30.072 3
C-AB 9 867 0.011 9 0.0 4192 A
C-A 438 438
A-B 313 313
AC 138 138
Q818
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 357 37 4.8 335 7.7 K =
C-AB 14 916 0.015 14 0.0 3.986 LY
C-A 535 535
A-B 383 383
AC 170 170
DF3G - O%48
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 357 37 347 10.0 ¥
C-AB 14 916 0.015 14 0.0 A
C-A 535 535
A-B 383 383
AC 170 170
{EAS - 100
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 291 402 0.724 320 3.0 ERRG ¥
C-AB 9 867 0.011 9 0.0 4.200 A
C-A 438 438
A-B 313 313
AC 138 138
RN - ¢ 18
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 244 425 0.574 250 1.4 21.280 &
C-AB 7 834 0.008 7 0.0 4.355 A
C-A 368 368
A-B 262 262
AC 116 116
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
QT 48 -8
Stream Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.56 1.16 1.59 1.80 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 2.36 0.10 1.47 5.31 7.27 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
BETE - 31D
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 7.72 0.18 3.80 19.20 26.46 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.02 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
DF3G - O%48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 10.04 0.1 3.40 27.52 40.28 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
L4 - P
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 2.98 0.04 0.41 8.14 15.11 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
SHO8 - 09018
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.41 0.03 0.31 217 7.06 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Page 24 of 26

R R R RN Q S Y TR ONR YN W ORI AR e Q0% WL AW
SIS 7Y Lo LI IVE LS Rae™ ¥ ¥ W Ry ¥ WY
Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area tem Description
Warning | Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type { Major road direction  Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Pagham Rd j/w Sefter Road T-Junction Two-way 3.30 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 12

Stream B-AC

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D8} 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Vehicle mix source } PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amn } Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
v 850 100.000
B v 167 100.000
v 212 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dawansd {Wahinn
To
A B Cc
From A 0 :381:469
B :i153: 0 14
C i1207: 5 0
Vehicle Mi
Heavy Vehisle Perow
To
AiB:!C
From ALl 3
B:3:101%{0
c:i3:0:0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-AC 0.55 23.92 1.2 5.2 <
C-AB 0.01 6.03 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B
AC

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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THA8 - T8
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 126 401 0.314 124 0.4 12.926 b
C-AB 5 625 0.008 5 0.0 5.805 A
C-A 155 155
A-B 287 287
AC 353 353
TG - ATE
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 150 373 0.403 149 0.7 16.051 &
C-AB 6 616 0.010 6 0.0 5.900 A
C-A 184 184
A-B 343 343
AC 422 422
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 184 334 0.551 182 1.2 23.361 &
C-AB 9 606 0.015 9 0.0 6.025 LY
C-A 225 225
A-B 419 419
AC 516 516
AT3G TS
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 184 334 0.551 184 1.2 23.924 [
C-AB 9 606 0.015 9 0.0 6.031 A
C-A 225 225
A-B 419 419
AC 516 516
TAE - 188
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream (Vehrhr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Vehihr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 150 373 0.403 152 0.7 16.463 <
C-AB 6 616 0.010 6 0.0 5914 A
C-A 184 184
A-B 343 343
AC 422 422
SRR PSR
Total Demand - Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-AC 126 401 0.314 127 0.5 13.179 &
C-AB 5 625 0.008 5 0.0 5.813 A
C-A 155 155
A-B 287 287
AC 353 353
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
I§8F 0
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
ey
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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B-AC 0.66 0.19 0.92 1.38 1.44 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
AR TN
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.16 0.03 0.28 1.16 4.00 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
1738 - 1T
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 1.19 0.03 0.29 1.19 5.25 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.69 0.05 0.59 1.48 1.53 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
FRHH ~ RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-AC 0.47 0.04 0.38 1.31 1.48 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Junctions 9

ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trlsoftware.co.uk

correciness of the solution

The users of this compuler program for the selution of an sngineering problem are in no way relisved of their responsibility for the

Filename: 1616 Nyetimber Lane Tabard Gate.j9
Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane,
Pagham\Cumultaive Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 17/01/2017 11:07:23
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. Network . Network
%‘,‘:ﬁ;’ DZ';V RFC | LOS ‘é‘;?a“;'g; Residual ?\‘,‘:r‘]‘)e Dfs';)ay RFC | LOS ‘é‘;’l‘a“;'?s’; Residual
Capacity Capacity
Arm 1 0.2 320 {0181 A 022} A
Arm 2 0.0 382 1004} A 002 A 300 %
3.59 3.39
Arm3} 03 385 1025) A 014} A [Arm 1]
Arm4}y 0.1 363 10091 A 0141 &
Arm 1 03 334 10211 A 0271 A
Arm 2 0.0 395 {004 A 002 A 282%
- 3.74 3.57
Arm3{ 04 402 10261 A 0151 A [Arm 1]
Arm4{ 02 387 10161 A 0171 A
/2T
aerayy
Arm 1 0.2 325 10181 A 0.3 337 10231 A
Am2{ 00 3.85 {0.04{ A 202 % 0.0 391 {002) A 289 %
363 _ 343
Arm3} 03 390 {0261 A [Arm 3] 0.2 341 10141 A [Arm 1]
Arm4} 0.1 363 009! A 0.2 353 10141 A
+ QUMUELATIVE
Arm 1 03 339 10220 A 0.4 359 1027 A
Arm 2 0.0 398 004! A 379 175 % 0.0 409 1002} A 261 224 %
Am3} 04 408 {027 A ’ [Arm 3] 0.2 354 10450 A ' [Arm 1]
Arm4} 02 391 10471 A 0.2 367 1018 A

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle.
Junction LOS and Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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
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Title (untitled)
Location
Site number
Date 12/01/2017
Version
Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | HTP-WS01\Fiona
Description
tnits
Distance Speed Traffic units Traffic units Flow Average delay Total delay Rate of delay
units units input results units units units units
m kph Veh Veh perHour S -Min perMin
Analysis Options
Calculate Queue Calculate residual Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) (PCU)
v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
D Scenario name Tim:al::;iod Traff:;;);ofile ?It-lal-lltrtr:rr::‘)e F(irl-lli::r:r::nm)e Time se(grr:i(relr)]t length
D1 | 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 | 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D5 | 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D6 | 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D7 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017
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Data Errors and Warnings

Al

a8

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.59 A

Junction Network Options

Page 3 of 26

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 212 Arm 3
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description
1 Nyetimber Lane N
2 | Tabard Gate
3 i Cardinal's Drive
4 i Nyetimber Lane W
Roundabout Geometry
Arm V- Apprpach road E_- Entry I" - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir]scribed circle PHI - Conflict (entry) Exit
half-width (m) width (m) length {m) radius (m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 3.74 6.40 4.0 19.0 32.0 19.0
2 2.68 5.08 4.1 19.0 32.0 15.0
3 3.34 6.08 54 19.0 32.0 20.0
4 3.57 5.38 2.0 13.0 32.0 3.0
Siope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabout Jlops and ntercept used in wodal
Amm | Final slope | Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 0614 1439
2 0.552 1118
3 0.598 1370
4 0.596 1305

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name { Time Period name | Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15

15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

2.00

HV Percentages

Demand overview (Traffic)

N N N

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017
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Arm ; Linked arm { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 218 100.000
2 v 36 100.000
3 v 281 100.000
4 v 90 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {Wahifhn
To
1 2 3 4
1 0 6 1121100
From{ 2 { 24 | O 0 12
312511 0 30
4 1799 2 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Validole Fercomntages
To
112134
110:{0:6:4
From: 2 {0000
313101010
4 13101010
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.18 3.20 0.2 A
2 0.04 3.82 0.0 A
3 0.25 3.85 0.3 A
4 0.09 3.63 0.1 A
Main Resuits for each time segment
OFAS - ORQ
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 164 8 1367 0.120 164 0.1 2.989 A
2 27 161 1025 0.026 27 0.0 3.606 A
3 212 102 1273 0.166 211 0.2 3.387 A
4 68 206 1148 0.059 68 0.1 3.330 A
DHHY - 8818
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 196 10 1366 0.143 196 0.2 3.075 A
2 32 192 1007 0.032 32 0.0 3.693 A
3 253 122 1261 0.200 252 0.2 3.569 A
4 81 247 1124 0.072 81 0.1 3.450 A
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Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 240 12 1365 0.176 240 0.2 3.199
2 40 235 982 0.040 40 0.0 3.820
3 309 150 1244 0.249 309 0.3 3.848
4 99 302 1091 0.091 99 0.1 3628
OR:30 - OR4S
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 240 12 1365 0.176 240 0.2 3.199 A
2 40 236 982 0.040 40 0.0 3.820 A
3 309 150 1244 0.249 309 0.3 3.849 A
4 99 303 1091 0.091 99 0.1 3629 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 196 10 1366 0.143 196 0.2 3.076 A
2 32 193 1007 0.032 32 0.0 3,694 A
3 253 122 1261 0.200 253 0.3 3.571 A
4 81 248 1124 0.072 81 0.1 3.454 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 164 8 1367 0.120 164 0.1 2.994
2 27 161 1025 0.026 27 0.0 3610
3 212 102 1273 0.166 212 0.2 3.395
4 68 207 1148 0.059 68 0.1 3333

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.39 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 300 Arm 1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID } Scenario name } Time Period name | Traffic profile type ! Start time (HH:mm) : Finish time (HH:mm) { Time segment length (min)
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source ;| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm ; Linked arm { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 277 100.000
2 v 13 100.000
3 v 155 100.000
4 v 150 100.000

0 11411721 N
M0M:01 013
187141 0 (14
1M5113122 ;0

From

W IN =

From
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(=R M =R
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Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.22 3.34 0.3 A
2 0.02 3.89 0.0 A
3 0.14 3.35 0.2 A
4 0.14 3.50 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 209 29 1391 0.150 208 0.2 3.042 A
2 10 214 997 0.010 10 0.0 3645 A
3 117 78 1267 0.092 116 0.1 3.129 A
4 113 113 1225 0.092 113 0.1 3.235 A
ATAS L AT.aR
RIS O
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 249 35 1387 0.180 249 0.2 3.162 A
2 12 256 973 0.012 12 0.0 3.742 A
3 139 93 1258 0.111 139 0.1 3217 A
4 135 136 1211 0.111 135 0.1 3343 A
IS LT
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 305 43 1382 0.221 305 0.3 3.341
2 14 314 941 0.015 14 0.0 3.885
3 171 114 1246 0.137 171 0.2 3.347
4 165 166 1193 0.138 165 0.2 3.502
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 305 43 1382 0.221 305 0.3 3.341 A
2 14 314 941 0.015 14 0.0 3.886 A
3 171 115 1246 0.137 171 0.2 3.347 A
4 165 166 1193 0.138 165 0.2 3.503 A
T8 1800
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 249 35 1387 0.180 249 0.2 3.166 A
2 12 256 973 0.012 12 0.0 3.743 A
3 139 94 1258 0.111 139 0.1 3.220 A
4 135 136 1211 0.111 135 0.1 3.347 A
TEOQ -
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 209 29 1390 0.150 209 0.2 3.048
2 10 215 997 0.010 10 0.0 3,649
117 78 1267 0.092 117 0.1 3.130

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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4 i 113 114 1225 {0092 ! 13 0.1 L3237 |
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Data Errors and Warnings
Al S oy
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.74 A

Junction Network Options

Page 9 of 26

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 183 Arm 3
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min)
D3 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

2.00

HV Percentages

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm | Linked arm { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 266 100.000
2 v 36 100.000
3 v 290 100.000
4 v 162 100.000

To
23 4
1 0 {6 {1121148
Fromj{ 2 {24 1 0} 0 }{ 12
312511 0 39
4 {147 11111 4 0

From

BaiWING=a
Slwioioia
cioioioiw
ocloiolwia
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Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.21 334 0.3 A
2 0.04 3.95 0.0 A
3 0.26 4.02 0.4 A
4 0.16 3.87 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
OT48 - DR0G
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 200 1 1375 0.146 200 0.2 3.061 A
2 27 198 1004 0.027 27 0.0 3.683 A
3 218 138 1253 0.174 217 0.2 3.473 A
4 122 206 1168 0.104 121 0.1 3.438 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 239 13 1374 0.174 239 0.2 3.172 A
2 32 237 982 0.033 32 0.0 3.791 A
3 261 165 1237 0.211 260 03 3.687 A
4 146 247 1143 0.127 146 0.1 3.607 A
Q8T - G330
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 293 16 1372 0.213 293 03 3335
2 40 290 951 0.042 40 0.0 3.949
3 319 202 1214 0.263 319 0.4 4018
4 178 302 1110 0.161 178 0.2 3.864
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 293 17 1372 0.213 293 03 3335 A
2 40 291 951 0.042 40 0.0 3.950 A
3 319 203 1214 0.263 319 0.4 4.021 A
4 178 303 1109 0.161 178 0.2 3.866 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 239 14 1374 0.174 239 0.2 3.173 A
2 32 238 981 0.033 32 0.0 3.792 A
3 261 166 1236 0.211 261 03 3.694 A
4 146 248 1143 0.127 146 0.1 3610 A
SRHY - B8
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 200 1 1375 0.146 200 0.2 3.065
2 27 199 1004 0.027 27 0.0 3.685
218 139 1253 0.174 219 0.2 3.484
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Data Errors and Warnings

Al

Junction Network

N = DN N W A7 NN s W o~
Ree™1 § W Ry ¥ PWR

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.57 A

Junction Network Options

Page 12 of 26

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 232 Arm 1
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min)
D4 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm | Linked arm { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 335 100.000
2 v 13 100.000
3 v 160 100.000
4 v 186 100.000

1 3 4
1 0 1141172149

From{ 2 { 10 { O 0 3
31137441 0 19

4 1144113129 ¢ 0

From

W IN =
QIO O ;=
RIOIOIW W
[=RN RN R N
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Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.27 3.56 04 A
2 0.02 4.06 0.0 A
3 0.15 3.48 0.2 A
4 0.17 3.64 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 252 35 1390 0.181 251 0.2 3.160 A
2 10 263 970 0.010 10 0.0 3.748 A
3 120 122 1243 0.097 120 0.1 3.205 A
4 140 113 1227 0.114 140 0.1 3.309 A
ATAS L AT.aR
RIS O
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 301 41 1386 0.217 301 0.3 3317 A
2 12 314 941 0.012 12 0.0 3.874 A
3 144 146 1229 0.117 144 0.1 3.315 A
4 167 136 1213 0.138 167 0.2 3.442 A
IS LT
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 369 51 1380 0.267 368 0.4 3.558
2 14 385 901 0.016 14 0.0 4.060
3 176 178 1211 0.146 176 0.2 3.479
4 205 166 1194 0.172 205 0.2 3638
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 369 51 1380 0.267 369 0.4 3.558 A
2 14 385 901 0.016 14 0.0 4.061 A
3 176 178 1210 0.146 176 0.2 3.479 A
4 205 166 1194 0.172 205 0.2 3639 A
TTAS TR
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 301 41 1386 0.217 301 0.3 3319 A
2 12 315 940 0.012 12 0.0 3.876 A
3 144 146 1229 0.117 144 0.1 3316 A
4 167 136 1213 0.138 167 0.2 3.446 A
1§00
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 252 35 1390 0.181 252 0.2 3.164
2 10 264 969 0.010 10 0.0 3.750
120 122 1243 0.097 121 0.1 3.209
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.63 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 202 Arm 3

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID } Scenario name } Time Period name | Traffic profile type ! Start time (HH:mm) : Finish time (HH:mm) { Time segment length (min)
D5 } 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source ;| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm ; Linked arm { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 227 100.000
2 v 37 100.000
3 v 290 100.000
4 v 94 100.000

0 {7 i1161104
251041 0 {12
250101 0 1 A
82 1101 2 0

From

W IN =

From

W IN -
NIWw!Io; 0=
OIO0IO;NiIW
QIO N &
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Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.18 3.25 0.2 A
2 0.04 3.85 0.0 A
3 0.26 3.90 0.3 A
4 0.09 3.63 0.1 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
s - %
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 171 9 1360 0.126 170 0.1 3.023 A
2 28 167 1021 0.027 28 0.0 3623 A
3 218 106 1271 0.172 218 0.2 3418 A
4 71 213 1154 0.061 71 0.1 3.321 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 204 11 1359 0.150 204 0.2 3.115 A
2 33 199 1002 0.033 33 0.0 3715 A
3 261 127 1258 0.207 260 0.3 3.607 A
4 85 255 1129 0.075 84 0.1 3.445 A
G818 - 88:38
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 250 13 1358 0.184 250 0.2 3.248
2 41 244 976 0.042 41 0.0 3.849
3 319 155 1241 0.257 319 0.3 3.903
4 103 312 1094 0.095 103 0.1 3631
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 250 13 1358 0.184 250 0.2 3.248 A
2 41 244 976 0.042 41 0.0 3.849 A
3 319 155 1241 0.257 319 0.3 3.905 A
4 103 313 1094 0.095 103 0.1 3632 A
{848
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 204 11 1359 0.150 204 0.2 3.116 A
2 33 200 1002 0.033 33 0.0 3.719 A
3 261 127 1258 0.207 261 0.3 3613 A
4 85 256 1129 0.075 85 0.1 3.450 A
SO0 - 088
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 171 9 1360 0.126 171 0.1 3.026
2 28 167 1021 0.027 28 0.0 3.624
218 106 1271 0.172 219 0.2 3.422
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.43 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 289 Arm 1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID } Scenario name } Time Period name | Traffic profile type ! Start time (HH:mm) : Finish time (HH:mm) { Time segment length (min)
Dé } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source ;| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm ; Linked arm { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 285 100.000
2 v 14 100.000
3 v 160 100.000
4 v 155 100.000

0 141177194
M:i0i 013
14214 1 0 {14
M9i113123 10

From

W IN =

From

W IN -
OO 0=
AIOIO;W!W
QIO;0; =&
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Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.23 3.37 0.3 A
2 0.02 3.91 0.0 A
3 0.14 3.41 0.2 A
4 0.14 3.53 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 215 30 1390 0.154 214 0.2 3.059 A
2 11 221 993 0.011 10 0.0 3.661 A
3 120 81 1254 0.096 120 0.1 3.174 A
4 117 118 1224 0.095 116 0.1 3.251 A
ATAS L AT.aR
RIS O
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 256 36 1387 0.185 256 0.2 3.184 A
2 13 264 969 0.013 13 0.0 3.763 A
3 144 97 1245 0.116 144 0.1 3.268 A
4 139 141 1209 0.115 139 0.1 3.364 A
IS LT
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 314 44 1382 0.227 314 0.3 3.370
2 15 323 935 0.016 15 0.0 3913
3 176 119 1233 0.143 176 0.2 3.406
4 171 173 1189 0.144 171 0.2 3.533
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 314 44 1382 0.227 314 0.3 3.370 A
2 15 324 935 0.016 15 0.0 3.914 A
3 176 119 1233 0.143 176 0.2 3.406 A
4 171 173 1189 0.144 171 0.2 3.533 A
TTAS TR
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 256 36 1386 0.185 256 0.2 3.185 A
2 13 265 969 0.013 13 0.0 3.764 A
3 144 97 1245 0.116 144 0.1 3.271 A
4 139 141 1209 0.115 139 0.1 3.366 A
TR -
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 215 30 1390 0.154 215 0.2 3.065
2 11 222 993 0.011 11 0.0 3.666
120 81 1254 0.096 121 0.1 3177
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Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.79 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 175 Arm 3
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min)
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm | Linked arm { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 275 100.000
2 v 37 100.000
3 v 299 100.000
4 v 166 100.000

To
2 3 4
1 o] 116 {152
Fromi{ 2 { 25 { O o] 12
3 {2590 40
4 115012 4 o]

From

BaiWING=a
Slwioioia
cloioliNiw
ocloiolwia
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Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.22 3.39 0.3 A
2 0.04 3.98 0.0 A
3 0.27 4.08 0.4 A
4 0.17 3.91 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
OT48 - DR0G
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 207 12 1369 0.151 206 0.2 3.095 A
2 28 204 1000 0.028 28 0.0 3.701 A
3 225 142 1251 0.180 224 0.2 3.504 A
4 125 213 1164 0.107 124 0.1 3.461 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 247 14 1368 0.181 247 0.2 3212 A
2 33 244 977 0.034 33 0.0 3.813 A
3 269 170 1234 0.218 269 03 3.729 A
4 149 255 1138 0.131 149 0.2 3.638 A
Q8T - G330
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 303 18 1366 0.222 303 03 3.386
2 41 299 945 0.043 41 0.0 3.979
3 329 208 1211 0.272 329 0.4 4078
4 183 312 1104 0.166 183 0.2 3.907
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 303 18 1366 0.222 303 03 3.386 A
2 41 299 945 0.043 41 0.0 3.980 A
3 329 208 1211 0.272 329 0.4 4.082 A
4 183 313 1103 0.166 183 0.2 3.910 A
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 247 14 1368 0.181 247 0.2 3213 A
2 33 245 977 0.034 33 0.0 3.814 A
3 269 170 1234 0.218 269 03 3.735 A
4 149 256 1138 0.131 149 0.2 3.641 A
SRHY - B8
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 207 12 1369 0.151 207 0.2 3.100
2 28 205 1000 0.028 28 0.0 3.706
225 142 1250 0.180 225 0.2 3.512
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Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Nyetimber Lane jw Tabard Close { Standard Roundabout 3.61 A
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) | First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 224 Arm 1
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min)
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm | Linked arm { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 343 100.000
2 v 14 100.000
3 v 165 100.000
4 v 191 100.000

0 {14 11771152

From

19
1483113130 O

W ING -
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(=]

From
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Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
1 0.27 3.59 04 A
2 0.02 4.09 0.0 A
3 0.15 3.54 0.2 A
4 0.18 3.67 0.2 A
Main Resulis for each time segment
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ¢ Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 258 35 1390 0.186 257 0.2 3.175 A
2 11 269 966 0.011 10 0.0 3.765 A
3 124 125 1231 0.101 124 0.1 3.248 A
4 144 118 1225 0.117 143 0.1 3.326 A
ATAS L AT.aR
RIS O
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 308 42 1386 0.223 308 0.3 3.341 A
2 13 322 936 0.013 13 0.0 3.897 A
3 148 149 1217 0.122 148 0.1 3.367 A
4 172 141 1211 0.142 172 0.2 3.464 A
IS LT
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am : " Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 378 52 1380 0.274 377 0.4 3.591
2 15 395 895 0.017 15 0.0 4.090
3 182 183 1198 0.152 182 0.2 3.541
4 210 173 1191 0.177 210 0.2 3670
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 378 52 1380 0.274 378 0.4 3.591 A
2 15 395 895 0.017 15 0.0 4.091 A
3 182 183 1198 0.152 182 0.2 3.541 A
4 210 173 1191 0.177 210 0.2 3671 A
TTAS TR
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Am ;" Wehihr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) LoS
1 308 42 1385 0.223 309 0.3 3343 A
2 13 323 936 0.013 13 0.0 3.900 A
3 148 149 1217 0.122 148 0.1 3.371 A
4 172 141 1210 0.142 172 0.2 3.466 A
SR
Total Demand Circulating Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) flow (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) LOS
1 258 35 1390 0.186 258 0.2 3.184
2 11 271 966 0.011 11 0.0 3.768
124 125 1231 0.101 124 0.1 3.255
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 [|
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk  Web: http://www trlsoftware.co.uk

the salution

The users of this compuier program for the solufion of an engineerning probiem are in ne way relieved of thelr responsibility for the coreciness of

Filename: 1616 Gossamer Lane Aldwick Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\CneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane,

Pagham\Cumultaive Impact\Modelling
Report generation date: 17/01/2017 07:19:47

»JRIZ, B

Summary of junction performance

AN P
. . Network . . Network
Queue | Delay Junction ;| Junction . Queue : Delay Junction : Junction .
RFC { LOS Residual RFC | LOS Residual
(Veh) | (s) Delay (s) ! LOS Capacity (Veh) i (s) Delay(s) | LOS .- pacity
1 - Aldwick Road 05 {555 1032 A 582 10401 & 74 %
2 - Aldwick Street 04 | 443 1028 A 577 1043% A )
5.51 A 553 A 2-
3 - Barrack Lane 03 {554 1025} A Gossamery 02 i 581 {019 & Aldwick
4-GossamerLanei{ 0.9 i 6.10 {049} & Lane] 06 | 4951039 A Street]
1 - Aldwick Road 05 {612 10351 A 48 % 07 16290 1043} A 55 9%
2 - Aldwick Street 04 {4866 1031] A 10 {672 1051F &
- 6.33 A [4- 8.15 A 2-
3 - Barrack Lane 04 581 1026 A Gossamer 03 633 1020 A Aldwick
4-GossamerLane}{ 14 | 7.51 {058; A Lane] 08 {539 {044} A Street]
1 - Aldwick Road 05 {572 1034) & 86 % 07 16051041} A 68 %
2 - Aldwick Street 04 | 455 10291 A 08 | 599 1045} A
570 A [4- 571 A 2-
3 - Barrack Lane 04 570 1026 A Gossamer 02 590 {019 & Aldwick
4-GossamerLanei{ 10 1 636 {050} & Lane] 07 {507 1040% A Street]
1 - Aldwick Road 06 {628 1036 A 44 % 08 655 044 A 50 %
2 - Aldwick Street 05 {474 1032] A 1.1 7.01 10521 a
- .56 A [4- 8.37 A 2-
3 - Barrack Lane 04 | 596 {028 A GossamerY 03 | 647 {021} A Aldwick
4-GossamerLane} 15 | 7.88 {060 A Lane] 08 | 552 {045} & Street]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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

Gossamer Lane/Aldwick Road/Barrack Lane

Location

Rose Green, Pagham

Site number

Date

15/06/2016

Version
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Status Existing junction
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber { JNY8840
Enumerator { EUR\pauline.pettitt
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
Vehicle Calculate Queue Calculate detailed Calculate Residual capacity RFC Average Delay th?euset:‘;d
length {m) Percentiles queueing delay residual capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) (PCU)
575 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D3 | 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D4 } 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D5 } 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D6 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D7 } 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D8 ! 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D9 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D10} 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Analysis Set Details

ID } Include in report

Network flow scaling factor (%)

Network capacity scaling factor (%)

A1 v

100.000

100.000
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 551 &

Junction Network Options

Page 3 of 19

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 71 4 - Gossamer Lane
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description
1 Aldwick Road
2 | Aldwick Street
3 Barrack Lane
4  Gossamer Lane
Roundabout Geometry
Arm V - Approach road E - Entry I' - Effective flare R - Entry D -Inscribed circle  PHI - Conflict (entry) Exit
half-width {m) width (m) length (m) radius {(m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 - Aldwick Road 3.70 4.50 8.1 8.8 240 28.5
2 - Aldwick Street 410 5.50 13 16.9 240 18.5
3 - Barrack Lane 3.50 510 17 12.2 240 255
4 - Gossamer Lane 3.70 5.60 18 209 240 17.0
Siope / Intercept / Capacity
i madatd
Arm Final slope } Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.548 1231
2 - Aldwick Street 0.606 1379
3 - Barrack Lane 0.547 1163
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.597 1312
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D3 { 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Arm Linked arm ; Profile type ; Use O-D data : Average Demand (Veh/hr) : Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 280 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 282 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 197 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 507 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand (Vahihn
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 34 63 183
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 54 0 33 195
3 - Barrack Lane 110 46 0 41
4 - Gossamer Lane 189 287 31 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street ;| 3 - Barrack Lane : 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 3 1 4
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 11 0 6 4
3 - Barrack Lane 3 0 0 5
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.32 555 0.5 A 257
2 - Aldwick Street 0.28 443 0.4 A 259
3 - Barrack Lane 0.25 5.54 0.3 A 181
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.49 6.10 0.9 A 465
Main Resulis for each time segment
QF48 - (&
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 211 53 273 1024 0.206 210 264 0.0 0.3 4414 A
2 - Aldwick Street 212 53 208 1181 0.180 21 275 0.0 0.2 3.709 A
3 - Barrack Lane 148 37 324 951 0.156 148 95 0.0 0.2 4475 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 382 95 157 1194 0.320 380 314 0.0 0.5 4415 A
O848 - EAS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 252 63 327 996 0.253 251 317 0.3 0.3 4.832 A
2 - Aldwick Street 254 63 249 1156 0.219 253 329 0.2 0.3 3.986 A
3 - Barrack Lane 177 44 388 N5 0.193 177 114 0.2 0.2 4873 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 456 114 189 1174 0.388 455 376 0.5 0.6 5.001 A
OR18 - 08:30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 308 77 400 958 0.322 308 388 0.3 0.5 5534 A
2 - Aldwick Street 310 78 304 1123 0.277 310 403 0.3 0.4 4.429 A
3 - Barrack Lane 217 54 475 867 0.250 217 140 0.2 0.3 5533 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 558 140 231 1148 0.486 557 481 0.6 0.9 6.074 A
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QV:3G - GRAS
Arm D:r?lt::ld ?r?.cvt;?: C"cﬂlﬂ:: ne ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC Tr;{,‘;‘:gﬁg“‘ T(Z;(:tu . i[(l;;l)lt qst:::e qﬁgge Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (veh) | (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 308 77 401 957 0.322 308 389 05 05 5548 A
2 - Aldwick Street 310 78 305 1122 0.277 310 404 04 04 4.434
3 - Barrack Lane 217 54 476 866 0.250 217 140 03 03 5541 A
4-Gossamer Lane | 558 140 231 1148 0.488 558 481 0.9 0.9 6.100 A
O3:48 - 99180
Arm D:r?lt::ld ?r?.cvt;?: C"cﬂlﬂ:: ne ((:\‘,’g;ﬁ::‘)’ RFC Tr;{,‘:ﬁ:g“‘ T(Z;(:tu . i[(l;;l)lt qst:::e qﬁgge Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (veh) | (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 252 63 328 995 0.253 252 318 05 03 4.849 A
2 - Aldwick Street 254 63 250 1156 0.219 254 331 0.4 03 3.993 &
3 - Barrack Lane 177 14 389 915 0.194 177 114 03 02 4.884 A
4-Gossamer Lane | 456 114 189 1174 0.388 457 377 0.9 08 5.030 A
QR - QWIS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%:S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LoS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (veh) | (veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 211 53 275 1023 0.208 211 266 03 03 4435 A
2 - Aldwick Street 212 53 209 1180 0.180 213 277 03 02 3.720 A
3 - Barrack Lane 148 37 326 950 0.156 149 96 02 02 4.491 A
4-Gossamer Lane | 382 95 158 1193 0.320 382 316 08 0.5 4.444 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 553 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

74

2 - Aldwick Street

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 6 of 19

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D4 } 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 369 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 431 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 129 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 424 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 36 98 235
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 45 0 56 330
3 - Barrack Lane 71 27 0 31
4 - Gossamer Lane 149 236 39 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vahiols Ferconiages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street { 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 0 1 3
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 4 0 4 2
3 - Barrack Lane 6 0 0 0
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 0 0
Results

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.40 5.82 0.7 A 339 508
2 - Aldwick Street 0.43 577 0.8 A 395 593
3 - Barrack Lane 0.19 5.81 0.2 A 118 178
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.39 4.95 0.6 & 389 584
Main Resulis for each time segment
T84E T30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 278 69 226 1082 0.257 276 199 0.0 0.3 4.460 A
2 - Aldwick Street 324 81 279 1177 0.276 323 224 0.0 0.4 4.206 A
3 - Barrack Lane 97 24 457 878 0111 97 145 0.0 01 4.606 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 319 80 107 1225 0.261 318 447 0.0 0.4 3.961 A
AT R8-S
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 332 83 271 1058 0.314 331 238 0.3 0.5 4.950 A
2 - Aldwick Street 387 97 334 1144 0.339 387 268 0.4 0.5 4752 A
3 - Barrack Lane 116 29 548 828 0.140 116 173 01 0.2 5.050 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 381 95 128 1212 0.314 381 535 0.4 0.5 4327 A
NS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 406 102 332 1025 0.396 405 291 0.5 0.6 5.802 A
2 - Aldwick Street 475 119 409 1099 0.432 474 329 0.5 0.8 5747 A
3 - Barrack Lane 142 36 670 762 0.186 142 212 0.2 0.2 5.803 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 467 117 157 1195 0.391 466 655 0.5 0.6 4.936 A
- 1745
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 406 102 333 1025 0.396 406 292 0.6 0.7 5818 A
2 - Aldwick Street 475 119 410 1098 0.432 475 329 0.8 0.8 5769 A
3 - Barrack Lane 142 36 672 761 0.187 142 212 0.2 0.2 5814 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 467 117 157 1194 0.391 467 656 0.6 0.6 4.946 A
1748 - 1800
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 332 83 272 1058 0.314 332 239 0.7 0.5 4.971 A
2 - Aldwick Street 387 97 335 1143 0.339 388 269 0.8 0.5 4774 A
3 - Barrack Lane 116 29 550 827 0.140 116 174 0.2 0.2 5.064 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 381 95 129 1212 0.314 382 537 0.6 0.5 4.341 A
IRAE - TWAS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 278 69 228 1082 0.257 278 200 0.5 0.3 4.483 A
2 - Aldwick Street 324 81 281 1176 0.276 325 225 0.5 0.4 4232 A
3 - Barrack Lane 97 24 460 876 0111 97 146 0.2 01 4625 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 319 80 108 1225 0.261 320 449 0.5 0.4 3.980 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

\\\\“ & \\ \%
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Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 6.33 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

48

4 - Gossamer Lane

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 8 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D5 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 0745 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 289 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 316 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 202 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 611 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
aang {Wahitin
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 34 63 192
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 54 0 33 229
3 - Barrack Lane 110 46 0 46
4 - Gossamer Lane 208 370 33 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vahiole Farcaniages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street { 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 3 12 4
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 13 0 6 3
3 - Barrack Lane 3 0 0 4
4 - Gossamer Lane 2 1 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017



Page 9 of 19

Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.35 6.12 0.5 A 265 398
2 - Aldwick Street 031 4.66 0.4 A 290 435
3 - Barrack Lane 0.26 5.81 0.4 A 185 278
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.58 7.51 14 & 561 841
Main Resulis for each time segment
G748 - %80
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 218 54 336 989 0.220 216 279 0.0 0.3 4.651 A
2 - Aldwick Street 238 59 216 1182 0.201 237 337 0.0 0.3 3.805 A
3 - Barrack Lane 152 38 356 936 0.163 151 97 0.0 0.2 4.585 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 460 115 157 1198 0.384 458 350 0.0 0.6 4.848 A
GRO0 - §818
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 260 65 403 954 0.272 259 334 0.3 0.4 5177 A
2 - Aldwick Street 284 71 259 1156 0.246 284 404 0.3 0.3 4126 A
3 - Barrack Lane 182 45 427 896 0.203 181 116 0.2 0.3 5.035 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 549 137 189 1178 0.466 548 419 0.6 0.9 5703 A
GEAS - 838
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 318 80 493 907 0.351 318 409 0.4 0.5 6.097 A
2 - Aldwick Street 348 87 316 1121 0.310 347 494 0.3 0.4 4.651 A
3 - Barrack Lane 222 56 522 843 0.264 222 142 0.3 0.4 5794 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 673 168 231 1152 0.584 671 513 0.9 14 7.444 A
QR3N - 8348
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 318 80 494 907 0.351 318 410 0.5 0.5 6.116 A
2 - Aldwick Street 348 87 317 1120 0.311 348 495 0.4 0.4 4.659 A
3 - Barrack Lane 222 56 523 842 0.264 222 142 0.4 0.4 5.805 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 673 168 231 1152 0.584 673 514 14 14 7.506 A
QR4S B
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 260 65 405 953 0.273 260 335 0.5 0.4 5199 A
2 - Aldwick Street 284 71 260 1155 0.246 285 406 0.4 0.3 4135 A
3 - Barrack Lane 182 45 428 895 0.203 182 116 0.4 0.3 5.048 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 549 137 189 1178 0.466 551 421 14 0.9 5764 A
Q848 - Wi
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 218 54 339 988 0.220 218 281 0.4 0.3 4676 A
2 - Aldwick Street 238 59 217 1181 0.201 238 339 0.3 0.3 3.820 A
3 - Barrack Lane 152 38 358 934 0.163 152 97 0.3 0.2 4.604 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 460 115 158 1197 0.384 461 352 0.9 0.6 4.896 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 6.15 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%

)1 First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 55

2 - Aldwick Street

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 10 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D6 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry } Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 387 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 500 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 132 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 477 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
v {Wahihir}
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 37 98 252
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 45 0 56 399
3 - Barrack Lane 71 27 0 34
4 - Gossamer Lane 158 279 40 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vahiole Farcaniages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street { 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 0 1 3
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 4 0 4 2
3 - Barrack Lane 5 0 0 0
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 2 0
Results
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.43 6.29 0.7 A 355 533
2 - Aldwick Street 0.51 6.72 1.0 A 459 688
3 - Barrack Lane 0.20 6.33 0.3 A 121 182
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.44 5.39 0.8 & 438 657
Main Resulis for each time segment
T84E T30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 291 73 259 1064 0.274 290 205 0.0 0.4 4643 A
2 - Aldwick Street 376 94 292 1170 0.322 375 257 0.0 0.5 4513 A
3 - Barrack Lane 99 25 521 848 0117 99 145 0.0 01 4.804 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 359 90 107 1224 0.293 357 513 0.0 0.4 4147 A
AT R8-S
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 348 87 311 1036 0.336 347 246 0.4 0.5 5225 A
2 - Aldwick Street 449 112 350 1135 0.396 449 308 0.5 0.7 5244 A
3 - Barrack Lane 119 30 625 791 0.150 118 174 01 0.2 5348 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 429 107 128 1211 0.354 428 615 0.4 0.5 4.596 A
NS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 426 107 380 998 0.427 425 301 0.5 0.7 6.271 A
2 - Aldwick Street 551 138 428 1087 0.506 549 377 0.7 1.0 6.674 A
3 - Barrack Lane 145 36 764 715 0.203 145 213 0.2 0.3 6.312 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 525 131 157 1194 0.440 524 752 0.5 0.8 5370 A
- 1745
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 426 107 381 998 0.427 426 302 0.7 0.7 6.295 A
2 - Aldwick Street 551 138 429 1087 0.507 550 378 1.0 1.0 6.715 A
3 - Barrack Lane 145 36 766 714 0.204 145 214 0.3 0.3 6.328 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 525 131 157 1193 0.440 525 754 0.8 0.8 5387 A
1748 - 1800
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 348 87 312 1035 0.336 349 247 0.7 0.5 5252 A
2 - Aldwick Street 449 112 352 1134 0.396 451 309 1.0 0.7 5282 A
3 - Barrack Lane 119 30 628 790 0.150 119 175 0.3 0.2 5370 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 429 107 129 1211 0.354 430 618 0.8 0.6 4616 A
IRAE - TWAS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 291 73 261 1063 0.274 292 207 0.5 0.4 4671 A
2 - Aldwick Street 376 94 294 1168 0.322 377 259 0.7 0.5 4.553 A
3 - Barrack Lane 99 25 525 846 0117 100 146 0.2 01 4.824 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 359 90 108 1224 0.294 360 517 0.6 0.4 4.169 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 570 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

66

4 - Gossamer Lane

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 12 of 19

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D7 2027 AM ONE HOUR 0745 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 289 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 292 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 204 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 524 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 35 65 189
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 56 0 34 202
3 - Barrack Lane 113 48 0 43
4 - Gossamer Lane 195 297 32 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vahiols Ferconiages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street { 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 3 12 4
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 13 0 6 4
3 - Barrack Lane 3 0 0 5
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.34 572 0.5 A 265 398
2 - Aldwick Street 0.29 4.55 0.4 A 268 402
3 - Barrack Lane 0.26 5.70 0.4 A 187 281
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.50 6.36 1.0 & 481 721
Main Resulis for each time segment
G748 - %80
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 218 54 282 1017 0.214 216 273 0.0 0.3 4.491 A
2 - Aldwick Street 220 55 214 1172 0.188 219 285 0.0 0.2 3.772 A
3 - Barrack Lane 154 38 335 945 0.163 153 98 0.0 0.2 4.543 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 394 99 163 1190 0.332 393 325 0.0 0.5 4.504 A
GRO0 - §818
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 260 65 338 988 0.263 259 327 0.3 0.4 4.940 A
2 - Aldwick Street 263 66 257 1147 0.229 262 341 0.2 0.3 4.069 A
3 - Barrack Lane 183 46 401 907 0.202 183 118 0.2 0.3 4.969 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 471 118 195 1170 0.403 470 390 0.5 0.7 5140 A
GEAS - 838
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 318 80 414 948 0.336 318 400 0.4 0.5 5704 A
2 - Aldwick Street 321 80 314 1112 0.289 321 417 0.3 0.4 4.549 A
3 - Barrack Lane 225 56 491 857 0.262 224 144 0.3 0.4 5685 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 577 144 239 1143 0.505 576 477 0.7 1.0 6.328 A
QR3N - 8348
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 318 80 415 948 0.336 318 401 0.5 0.5 5717 A
2 - Aldwick Street 321 80 315 1112 0.289 321 418 0.4 0.4 4.555 A
3 - Barrack Lane 225 56 492 857 0.262 225 144 0.4 0.4 5695 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 577 144 239 1143 0.505 577 478 1.0 1.0 6.361 A
QR4S B
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 260 65 340 987 0.263 260 328 0.5 0.4 4.959 A
2 - Aldwick Street 263 66 258 1146 0.229 263 343 0.4 0.3 4.078 A
3 - Barrack Lane 183 46 403 907 0.202 184 118 0.4 0.3 4.981 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 471 118 195 1170 0.403 472 391 1.0 0.7 5172 A
Q848 - Wi
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 218 54 284 1016 0.214 218 274 0.4 0.3 4.511 A
2 - Aldwick Street 220 55 216 1172 0.188 220 287 0.3 0.2 3.786 A
3 - Barrack Lane 154 38 337 943 0.163 154 99 0.3 0.2 4.561 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 394 99 164 1189 0.332 395 327 0.7 0.5 4.537 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 571 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

68

2 - Aldwick Street

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 14 of 19

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D8} 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 380 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 444 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 128 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 437 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 37 101 242
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 47 0 57 340
3 - Barrack Lane 74 28 0 26
4 - Gossamer Lane 154 243 40 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vahiols Ferconiages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street { 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 0 1 4
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 4 0 4 2
3 - Barrack Lane 5 0 0 0
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 0 0
Results
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road oM 6.05 0.7 A 349 523
2 - Aldwick Street 0.45 5.99 0.8 A 407 611
3 - Barrack Lane 0.19 5.90 0.2 A 117 176
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.40 5.07 0.7 & 401 601
Main Resulis for each time segment
T84E T30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 286 72 233 1072 0.267 285 206 0.0 0.4 4.564 A
2 - Aldwick Street 334 84 287 1171 0.285 333 231 0.0 0.4 4284 A
3 - Barrack Lane 96 24 471 872 0.110 96 148 0.0 01 4633 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 329 82 112 1223 0.269 328 455 0.0 0.4 4.014 A
AT R8-S
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 342 85 279 1047 0.326 341 247 0.4 0.5 5.096 A
2 - Aldwick Street 399 100 344 1137 0.351 399 277 0.4 0.5 4874 A
3 - Barrack Lane 115 29 565 821 0.140 115 178 01 0.2 5.095 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 393 98 134 1209 0.325 392 546 0.4 0.5 4.405 A
NS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 418 105 342 1014 0.413 418 302 0.5 0.7 6.031 A
2 - Aldwick Street 489 122 421 1090 0.448 488 339 0.5 0.8 5.966 A
3 - Barrack Lane 141 35 691 752 0.187 141 218 0.2 0.2 5.885 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 481 120 164 1191 0.404 480 668 0.5 0.7 5.060 A
- 1745
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 418 105 342 1013 0.413 418 303 0.7 0.7 6.051 A
2 - Aldwick Street 489 122 422 1090 0.449 489 339 0.8 0.8 5992 A
3 - Barrack Lane 141 35 693 751 0.188 141 218 0.2 0.2 5.897 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 481 120 164 1191 0.404 481 669 0.7 0.7 5.071 A
1748 - 1800
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 342 85 280 1047 0.326 342 248 0.7 0.5 5117 A
2 - Aldwick Street 399 100 345 1136 0.351 400 277 0.8 0.5 4.898 A
3 - Barrack Lane 115 29 567 820 0.140 115 178 0.2 0.2 5110 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 393 98 134 1209 0.325 394 548 0.7 0.5 4.420 A
IRAE - TWAS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 286 72 234 1071 0.267 287 207 0.5 0.4 4.592 A
2 - Aldwick Street 334 84 289 1170 0.286 335 232 0.5 0.4 4311 A
3 - Barrack Lane 96 24 474 871 0111 97 149 0.2 01 4652 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 329 82 112 1222 0.269 329 459 0.5 0.4 4.034 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

\\\\“ & \\ \%
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Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 6.56 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

44

4 - Gossamer Lane

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 16 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D9 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 0745 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 298 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 326 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 209 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 628 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
aang {Wahitin
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 35 65 198
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 56 0 34 236
3 - Barrack Lane 113 48 0 48
4 - Gossamer Lane 214 380 34 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vahiole Farcaniages
To
1 - Aldwick Road | 2 - Aldwick Street { 3 - Barrack Lane ; 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 3 11 4
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 11 0 6 3
3 - Barrack Lane 3 0 0 4
4 - Gossamer Lane 2 1 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.36 6.28 0.6 A 273 410
2 - Aldwick Street 0.32 474 0.5 A 299 449
3 - Barrack Lane 0.28 5.96 0.4 A 192 288
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.60 7.88 15 & 576 864
Main Resulis for each time segment
G748 - %80
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 224 56 346 986 0.227 223 287 0.0 0.3 4711 A
2 - Aldwick Street 245 61 222 1182 0.208 244 347 0.0 0.3 3.835 A
3 - Barrack Lane 157 39 367 930 0.169 157 100 0.0 0.2 4.651 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 473 118 163 1195 0.396 470 361 0.0 0.6 4.949 A
GRO0 - §818
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 268 67 415 950 0.282 268 344 0.3 0.4 5270 A
2 - Aldwick Street 293 73 267 1155 0.254 293 415 0.3 0.3 4173 A
3 - Barrack Lane 188 47 440 889 0.211 188 119 0.2 0.3 5130 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 565 141 195 1175 0.480 563 433 0.6 0.9 5876 A
GEAS - 838
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 328 82 507 902 0.364 327 421 0.4 0.6 6.258 A
2 - Aldwick Street 359 90 326 1119 0.321 358 508 0.3 0.5 4731 A
3 - Barrack Lane 230 58 539 834 0.276 230 146 0.3 0.4 5950 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 691 173 238 1148 0.602 689 530 0.9 15 7.801 A
QR3N - 8348
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 328 82 509 901 0.364 328 422 0.6 0.6 6.282 A
2 - Aldwick Street 359 90 327 1118 0.321 359 510 0.5 0.5 4739 A
3 - Barrack Lane 230 58 539 834 0.276 230 146 0.4 0.4 5.962 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 691 173 239 1148 0.602 691 531 15 15 7.881 A
QR4S B
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 268 67 417 949 0.282 269 345 0.6 0.4 5294 A
2 - Aldwick Street 293 73 268 1154 0.254 294 418 0.5 0.3 4185 A
3 - Barrack Lane 188 47 441 888 0.211 188 120 0.4 0.3 5146 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 565 141 196 1175 0.481 567 434 15 0.9 5945 A
Q848 - Wi
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 224 56 349 985 0.228 225 289 0.4 0.3 4737 A
2 - Aldwick Street 245 61 224 1181 0.208 246 349 0.3 0.3 3.851 A
3 - Barrack Lane 157 39 369 928 0.169 158 100 0.3 0.2 4673 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 473 118 164 1194 0.396 474 363 0.9 0.7 5.005 A
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Dxata Errors and Warnings

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Gossamer Lane jw Aldwick Road § Standard Roundabout 1234 6.37 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 50

2 - Aldwick Street

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 18 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
D Scenario name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D10 } 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v

HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm Linked arm | Profile type : Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 397 100.000
2 - Aldwick Street ONE HOUR v 513 100.000
3 - Barrack Lane ONE HOUR v 131 100.000
4 - Gossamer Lane ONE HOUR v 490 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
v {Wahihir}
To
1 - Aldwick Road } 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane | 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 37 101 259
From | 2 - Aldwick Street 47 0 57 409
3 - Barrack Lane 74 28 0 29
4 - Gossamer Lane 163 286 41 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vahiole Farcaniages
To
1 - Aldwick Road } 2 - Aldwick Street | 3 - Barrack Lane : 4 - Gossamer Lane
1 - Aldwick Road 0 0 1 4
From ; 2 - Aldwick Street 4 0 4 2
3 - Barrack Lane 5 0 0 0
4 - Gossamer Lane 3 1 0 0
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Vehrhr) Arrivals (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 0.44 6.55 0.8 A 364 546
2 - Aldwick Street 0.52 7.01 11 A 471 706
3 - Barrack Lane 0.21 6.47 0.3 A 120 180
4 - Gossamer Lane 0.45 5.52 0.8 & 450 674
Main Resulis for each time segment
T84E T30
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 299 75 266 1054 0.284 297 213 0.0 0.4 4.750 A
2 - Aldwick Street 386 97 300 1164 0.332 384 263 0.0 0.5 4.606 A
3 - Barrack Lane 99 25 536 838 0.118 98 149 0.0 01 4.863 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 369 92 112 1223 0.302 367 522 0.0 0.4 4.196 A
AT R8-S
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 357 89 319 1025 0.348 356 255 0.4 0.5 5376 A
2 - Aldwick Street 481 115 360 1128 0.409 460 315 0.5 0.7 5391 A
3 - Barrack Lane 118 29 642 780 0.151 118 179 01 0.2 5435 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 440 110 134 1210 0.364 440 626 0.4 0.6 4674 A
NS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 437 109 390 987 0.443 436 312 0.5 0.8 6.522 A
2 - Aldwick Street 565 141 440 1079 0.524 563 386 0.7 11 6.964 A
3 - Barrack Lane 144 36 785 701 0.206 144 219 0.2 0.3 6.456 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 539 135 164 1191 0.453 538 765 0.6 0.8 5.505 A
- 1745
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 437 109 391 987 0.443 437 313 0.8 0.8 6.550 A
2 - Aldwick Street 565 141 441 1078 0.524 565 386 11 11 7.014 A
3 - Barrack Lane 144 36 787 700 0.206 144 219 0.3 0.3 6.474 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 539 135 164 1191 0.453 539 767 0.8 0.8 5522 A
1748 - 1800
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 357 89 320 1025 0.348 358 256 0.8 0.5 5.407 A
2 - Aldwick Street 481 115 361 1127 0.409 483 316 11 0.7 5434 A
3 - Barrack Lane 118 29 645 778 0.151 118 179 0.3 0.2 5456 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 440 110 134 1209 0.364 441 629 0.8 0.6 4693 A
IRAE - TWAS
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\‘,’gﬁﬁ::‘)’ RFC T'K,‘:L%‘g“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue Dfs")’y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Aldwick Road 299 75 268 1053 0.284 299 214 0.5 0.4 4783 A
2 - Aldwick Street 386 97 302 1163 0.332 387 265 0.7 0.5 4.645 A
3 - Barrack Lane 99 25 539 836 0.118 99 150 0.2 01 4.885 A
4 - Gossamer Lane 369 92 112 1223 0.302 369 526 0.6 0.4 4223 A
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Junctions 9

ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

The users of this compuder program for the solution of 51 enginesring problem are In no way relizved of their responsibility for the comreciness of the
sofution

Filename: 1616 Aldwick Road West Meads.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 17/01/2017 11:55:48
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Summary of junction performance

AWM PR
. . Network . . Network
Queue : Delay Junction { Junction . Queue ; Delay Junction } Junction .
RFC : LOS Residual RFC } LOS Residual
(Veh) (s) Delay (s) LOS Capacity (Veh) (s) Delay (s) LOS Capacity
FH23
2023
1 - Hawthorn Road 01 {278 {010] & 03 | 368|024} & 100 %
" 192 % °
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E { 03 | 2.58 1025} A 04 {281 1028} A
3 - Aldwick Fields 00 | 325 {004] A 3.04 [5-West§ 0.0 1 340 {001{ A 375 A B; 6
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W} 03 | 338 {024} & '\é‘f;g]s 07 {446 {042} A Aldwick
5_West Meads Drive 03 1348 10227 A 03 139510247 A Road W]
A0FT + CUNMULATHE
1 - Hawthorn Road 01 {280 {010} A 03 {371 1025} A o
188 % 98%
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E §{ 03 | 260 {025} & 04 2831028} &
3 - Aldwick Fields 00 | 326 {004} A 3.06 A [5-West} 00 {342 {001 & 377 A B; 6
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W{ 03 | 339 {024} A '\é‘f;g]s 0.7 | 448 {0431 A Aldwick
5_West Meads Drive 03 1350 {022} & 03 1396 024 & Road W]
ST
AAY
1 - Hawthorn Road 03 {381 {0261 A 03 | 376 {025} & .
119 % 94 %
2-B2166 Aldwick RoadE | 02 | 249 1018} A 04 12851020} A
3 - Aldwick Fields 00 {313 10011 & 369 A - 00 | 344 {001) A 3.84 A B; &6
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W} 07 | 4.07 {041} A H??"c’):‘é’]m 08 {459 {044 A Aldwick
5 - West Meads Drive 03 | 404 {0251 A 03 | 403 10257 A Road W]
JOFT + CUNMULATHE
1 - Hawthorn Road 03 i 384 {026} A 03 {379 1026 A o
117 % 92%
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E §{ 02 | 2.50 {018} & 04 | 288 029} &
3 - Aldwick Fields 00 {313 10011 A 3.71 A - 00 {346 1001} A 3.86 A B; 6
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W} 07 | 4.14 {042} A H??"c’):‘é’]m 08 | 463 044} A Aldwick
5 West Meads Drive 03 1398 024 A 03 | 405)025) & Road W]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 West Meads/Aldwick Fields
Location Rose Green, Pagham

Site number
Date 15/06/2016
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Version
Status Existing junction
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber { JNY8840
Enumerator { EUR\pauline.pettitt
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
Vehicle Calculate Queue Calculate detailed Calculate residual { Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue
length (m) Percentiles queueing delay capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) threshold (PCU)
575 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
D Scenario name Tim:al:ne;iod Traff:;p[;rofile ?;alrr::rr:(; F;ul:h"::nm)e Time se?rrr?i?]r)“ length autorﬁ:tr;cally
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2 | 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D3 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D4 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D5 | 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D6 ; 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D7 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D8 } 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Analysis Set Details
ID : Include in report ;| Network flow scaling factor (%) : Network capacity scaling factor (%)
A1l v 100.000 100.000
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 3.04 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 192 5 - West Meads Drive

Arms

Arms
Armm Name Description
Hawthorn Road

B2166 Aldwick Road E
Aldwick Fields

B2166 Aldwick Road W
West Meads Drive

Qi F N =

Roundabout Geometry

Arm V- Appr9ach road E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir_lscribed circle : PHI - Conflict (entry) { Exit

half-width (m) width (m) length (m) radius (m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 - Hawthorn Road 4.00 6.10 10.7 236 58.6 19.0
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road E 4.70 7.40 13.5 15.0 58.6 21.0
3 - Aldwick Fields 3.70 7.10 438 18.7 58.6 22.5
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 3.50 6.10 216 8.3 58.6 235
5 - West Meads Drive 3.65 6.20 7.5 21.5 58.6 21.0

Slope / Intercept / Capacity

Roundabout Slops and intargspl used in modeal
Armm Final slope | Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.573 1676
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.613 1952
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.530 1469
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.527 1554
5 - West Meads Drive 0.544 1527

LI slope

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID : Scenario name | Time Period name | Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min) : Run automatically
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry ! Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Armm Linked arm ; Profile type } Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 125 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 415 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 42 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 298 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 258 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {Waliihn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 34 4 82 5
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 35 0 1 256 123
3 - Aldwick Fields 23 14 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 134 131 1 0 32
5 - West Meads Drive 37 179 5 37 0
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 1 0
From ! 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 1 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 2 5 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS {(Vehthr) Arrivals {Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.10 2.78 0.1 A 115 172
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.25 2.58 0.3 A 381 571
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.04 3.25 0.0 A 39 58
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.24 3.38 0.3 A 273 410
5 - West Meads Drive 0.22 3.48 0.3 A 237 355
Main Results for each time segment
OTEF - H3N0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 94 24 275 1506 0.063 94 172 0.0 0.1 2.550 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 312 78 101 1878 0.166 312 269 0.0 0.2 2297 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 32 8 404 1253 0.025 32 8 0.0 0.0 2.945 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 224 56 152 1430 0.157 224 284 0.0 0.2 2.984 &
5 - West Meads Drive 194 49 254 1385 0.140 194 122 0.0 0.2 3.019 A
HRN0 - 2WAY
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 112 28 330 1474 0.076 112 206 0.1 0.1 2643 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 373 93 120 1866 0.200 373 322 0.2 0.2 2.411 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 38 9 483 1211 0.031 38 10 0.0 0.0 3.067 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 268 67 181 1414 0.189 268 340 0.2 0.2 3.139 A
5 - West Meads Drive 232 58 304 1358 0.171 232 146 0.2 0.2 3.197 A
QY18 - H2IQ
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 138 34 404 1431 0.096 138 252 0.1 0.1 2.782 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017




Page 5 of 20

2 -B2166 Aldwick Road E 457 114 147 1849 0.247 457 394 0.2 0.3 2.584 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 46 12 592 1153 0.040 46 12 0.0 0.0 3.251 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 328 82 222 1393 0.235 328 416 0.2 0.3 3.378 A
5 - West Meads Drive 284 71 372 1319 0.215 284 178 0.2 0.3 3.476 A
B0 - 2R
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 138 34 404 1431 0.096 138 252 0.1 0.1 2.782 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 457 114 148 1849 0.247 457 394 0.3 0.3 2.585 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 46 12 592 1153 0.040 46 12 0.0 0.0 3.252 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 328 82 222 1393 0.235 328 416 0.3 0.3 3.378 A
5 - West Meads Drive 284 71 372 1319 0.215 284 178 0.3 0.3 3.476 A
RSN
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 112 28 330 1474 0.076 112 206 0.1 0.1 2.646 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 373 93 121 1866 0.200 373 322 0.3 0.3 2.412 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 38 9 484 1211 0.031 38 10 0.0 0.0 3.071 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 268 67 182 1414 0.189 268 340 0.3 0.2 3.144 A
5 - West Meads Drive 232 58 304 1357 0.171 232 146 0.3 0.2 3.202 A
GRG0 - fis
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 94 24 277 1505 0.063 94 173 0.1 0.1 2.551 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 312 78 101 1878 0.166 313 270 0.3 0.2 2.299 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 32 8 405 1253 0.025 32 8 0.0 0.0 2.947 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 224 56 152 1429 0.157 225 285 0.2 0.2 2.990 A
5 - West Meads Drive 194 49 255 1385 0.140 194 122 0.2 0.2 3.026 A
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 375 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 100 4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID : Scenario name | Time Period name | Traffic profile type { Start time (HH:mm) | Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min) : Run automatically
D2 : 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry { Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Armm Linked arm } Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 284 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 447 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 11 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 541 100.000
5§ - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 266 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Ramand {Wehihn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 56 13 205 10
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 18 0 8 234 187
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 4 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 151 353 2 0 35
5 - West Meads Drive 21 212 5 28 0
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 0 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 0 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0

Resulis
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Results Summary for whole modelied period

Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’her';"a"d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(f,‘:t"')‘
1~ Hawthorn Road 0.4 368 03 261 391
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.28 281 04 A 410 615
3~ Aldwick Fields 0.01 3.40 0.0 X 10 15
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.42 4.46 07 A 496 745
5 - West Meads Drive 0.24 3.95 03 A 244 366

Main Results for each time segment

TRAE AT
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 214 53 453 1413 0.151 213 144 0.0 0.2 2.997 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 337 84 197 1831 0.184 336 469 0.0 0.2 2.407 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 512 1197 0.007 8 21 0.0 0.0 3.026 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 407 102 167 1443 0.282 406 353 0.0 0.4 3.468 &
5 - West Meads Drive 200 50 397 1308 0.153 200 176 0.0 0.2 3.247 A
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 255 64 542 1362 0.188 255 172 0.2 0.2 3.253 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 402 100 236 1807 0.222 402 561 0.2 0.3 2.561 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 613 1144 0.009 10 25 0.0 0.0 3173 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 486 122 200 1426 0.341 486 422 0.4 0.5 3.829 A
5 - West Meads Drive 239 60 476 1264 0.189 239 210 0.2 0.2 3.511 A
I Y
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 313 78 664 1291 0.242 312 211 0.2 0.3 3.678 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 492 123 289 1774 0.277 492 687 0.3 0.4 2.807 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 750 1071 0.011 12 31 0.0 0.0 3.398 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 596 149 245 1402 0.425 595 517 0.5 0.7 4.454 A
5 - West Meads Drive 293 73 583 1205 0.243 293 257 0.2 0.3 3.944 A
T30 - 1748
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 313 78 665 1291 0.242 313 211 0.3 0.3 3.680 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 492 123 290 1774 0.277 492 688 0.4 0.4 2.807 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 751 1071 0.011 12 31 0.0 0.0 3.399 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 596 149 246 1402 0.425 596 517 0.7 0.7 4.463 A
5 - West Meads Drive 293 73 584 1205 0.243 293 258 0.3 0.3 3.947 A
1748 IR
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 255 64 544 1361 0.188 256 173 0.3 0.2 3.257 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 402 100 237 1807 0.222 402 563 0.4 0.3 2.565 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 614 1143 0.009 10 25 0.0 0.0 3177 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 486 122 201 1425 0.341 487 423 0.7 0.5 3.840 A
5 - West Meads Drive 239 60 477 1263 0.189 239 211 0.3 0.2 3.518 &
TRQ0 A ES
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 214 53 455 1412 0.151 214 145 0.2 0.2 3.006 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 337 84 198 1830 0.184 337 471 0.3 0.2 2.412 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 514 1196 0.007 8 21 0.0 0.0 3.029 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 407 102 168 1442 0.282 408 354 0.5 0.4 3.483 &
5 - West Meads Drive 200 50 399 1306 0.153 200 176 0.2 0.2 3.257 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
No errors 5
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 3.06 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 188

5 - West Meads Drive

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

D Scenario name Tim:al:ne;iod Traff:;p[;rofile ?;alrr::rr:(; F;ul:h"::nm)e Time se?rrr?i?]r)“ length autorﬁ:tr;cally
D3 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry ; Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Armm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 127 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 419 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 42 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 312 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 258 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Samand Vehihw}
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 34 4 84 5
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 35 0 1 260 123
3 - Aldwick Fields 23 14 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 139 139 1 0 33
5 - West Meads Drive 37 179 5 37 0
Vehicle Mix
Maavy Vehicle Parcaniages
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 1 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 1 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 4 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Results
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Results Summary for whole modelied period

Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS {(Vehthr) Arrivals {Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.10 2.80 0.1 A 117 175
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.25 2.60 0.3 A 384 577
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.04 3.26 0.0 A 39 58
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.24 3.39 0.3 A 286 429
5 - West Meads Drive 0.22 3.50 0.3 A 237 355
Main Results for each time segment
OTEF - H3N0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 96 24 281 1502 0.064 95 176 0.0 0.1 2.558 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 315 79 102 1877 0.168 315 275 0.0 0.2 2.303 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 32 8 408 1251 0.025 32 8 0.0 0.0 2.951 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 235 59 152 1442 0.163 234 288 0.0 0.2 2.980 &
5 - West Meads Drive 194 49 263 1381 0.141 194 122 0.0 0.2 3.030 A
HRN0 - 2WAY
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 114 29 337 1470 0.078 114 210 0.1 0.1 2653 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 377 94 122 1865 0.202 376 329 0.2 0.3 2.418 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 38 9 489 1208 0.031 38 10 0.0 0.0 3.075 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 280 70 181 1426 0.197 280 345 0.2 0.2 3141 A
5 - West Meads Drive 232 58 315 1352 0.172 232 146 0.2 0.2 3.212 A
QY18 - H2IQ
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 140 35 412 1427 0.098 140 257 0.1 0.1 2.79 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 461 115 150 1848 0.250 461 403 0.3 0.3 2.595 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 46 12 599 1150 0.040 46 12 0.0 0.0 3.262 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 344 86 222 1405 0.244 343 422 0.2 0.3 3.389 A
5 - West Meads Drive 284 71 386 1313 0.216 284 179 0.2 0.3 3.497 A
D30 - (§48
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 140 35 413 1427 0.098 140 258 0.1 0.1 2.797 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 461 115 150 1848 0.250 461 403 0.3 0.3 2.595 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 46 12 599 1149 0.040 46 12 0.0 0.0 3.262 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 344 86 222 1405 0.244 344 423 0.3 0.3 3.389 A
5 - West Meads Drive 284 71 386 1313 0.216 284 179 0.3 0.3 3.498 A
QRAE - MG
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 114 29 337 1470 0.078 114 211 0.1 0.1 2.656 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 377 94 122 1865 0.202 377 329 0.3 0.3 2.421 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 38 9 489 1208 0.031 38 10 0.0 0.0 3.076 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 280 70 182 1426 0.197 281 346 0.3 0.2 3.145 A
5 - West Meads Drive 232 58 316 1352 0.172 232 147 0.3 0.2 3.214 &
BRI TR
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 96 24 283 1502 0.064 96 176 0.1 0.1 2.561 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 315 79 102 1877 0.168 316 276 0.3 0.2 2.307 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 32 8 410 1250 0.025 32 8 0.0 0.0 2953 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 235 59 152 1441 0.163 235 289 0.2 0.2 2.984 &
5 - West Meads Drive 194 49 264 1380 0.141 194 123 0.2 0.2 3.034 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
No errors 5
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 3.77 A

Junction Network Options

Page 10 of 20

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 98 4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Starf time Finis.h time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D4 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry ; Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Armm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 288 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 453 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 11 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 547 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 267 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {Vahinn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 56 13 209 10
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 18 0 8 240 187
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 4 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 153 356 2 0 36
5 - West Meads Drive 21 212 5 29 0
Vehicle Mix
Maavy Vehicle Parcaniages
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 0 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 0 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Results
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Results Summary for whole modelied period

Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’her';"a"d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(f,‘:t"')‘
1~ Hawthorn Road 0.5 371 03 264 396
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.28 283 04 A 416 624
3~ Aldwick Fields 0.01 342 0.0 X 10 15
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.43 4.48 07 A 502 753
5 - West Meads Drive 0.24 3.96 03 A 245 368

Main Results for each time segment

TRAE AT
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 217 54 456 1412 0.154 216 146 0.0 0.2 3.009 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 341 85 201 1828 0.187 340 471 0.0 0.2 2.418 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 520 1193 0.007 8 21 0.0 0.0 3.037 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 412 103 167 1447 0.285 410 361 0.0 0.4 3.469 &
5 - West Meads Drive 201 50 401 1306 0.154 200 176 0.0 0.2 3.254 A
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 259 65 546 1360 0.190 259 174 0.2 0.2 3.270 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 407 102 241 1804 0.226 407 564 0.2 0.3 2.576 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 623 1139 0.009 10 25 0.0 0.0 3.188 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 492 123 200 1430 0.344 491 432 0.4 0.5 3.834 A
5 - West Meads Drive 240 60 480 1262 0.190 240 211 0.2 0.2 3.520 A
I Y
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 317 79 669 1289 0.246 317 213 0.2 0.3 3.704 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 499 125 295 1771 0.282 498 691 0.3 0.4 2.829 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 762 1065 0.011 12 31 0.0 0.0 3.419 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 602 151 245 1406 0.428 601 529 0.5 0.7 4.469 A
5 - West Meads Drive 294 73 588 1203 0.244 294 259 0.2 0.3 3.958 A
T30 - 1748
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 317 79 669 1288 0.246 317 214 0.3 0.3 3.706 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 499 125 295 1771 0.282 499 691 0.4 0.4 2.829 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 763 1064 0.011 12 31 0.0 0.0 3.420 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 602 151 246 1406 0.428 602 530 0.7 0.7 4.478 A
5 - West Meads Drive 294 73 589 1203 0.244 294 259 0.3 0.3 3.961 A
1748 IR
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 259 65 547 1359 0.191 259 175 0.3 0.2 3.277 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 407 102 241 1804 0.226 408 565 0.4 0.3 2.580 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 624 1138 0.009 10 25 0.0 0.0 3.189 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 492 123 201 1429 0.344 493 433 0.7 0.5 3.846 A
5 - West Meads Drive 240 60 482 1262 0.190 240 211 0.3 0.2 3.525 &
TRQ0 A ES
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 217 54 458 1410 0.154 217 146 0.2 0.2 3.016 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 341 85 202 1828 0.187 341 473 0.3 0.2 2423 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 522 1192 0.007 8 21 0.0 0.0 3.040 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 412 103 168 1446 0.285 412 362 0.5 0.4 3.485 &
5 - West Meads Drive 201 50 403 1305 0.154 201 177 0.2 0.2 3.264 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

A ¢
O &y

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction Name

Junction Type Arm order

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive

Standard Roundabout

12,345

3.69

A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

119 1 - Hawthomn

Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 12 of 20

ID | Scenario name

Time Period name | Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

Run automatically

D5 ; 2027 AM

ONE HOUR 07:45

09:15

15

v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm } Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 294 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 279 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 11 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 562 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 274 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Ramand {Wehihn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 58 13 213 10
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 19 0 9 243 8
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 4 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 157 367 2 0 36
5 - West Meads Drive 22 220 5 27 0
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 1 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 1 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Resulis
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Results Summary for whole modelied period

Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS {(Vehthr) Arrivals {Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.26 3.81 0.3 A 270 405
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.18 2.49 0.2 A 256 384
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.01 3.13 0.0 A 10 15
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.41 4.07 0.7 A 516 774
5 - West Meads Drive 0.25 4.04 0.3 A 251 377
Main Results for each time segment
OTEF - H3N0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 221 55 469 1394 0.159 221 150 0.0 0.2 3.066 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 210 53 203 1811 0.116 210 487 0.0 0.1 2.248 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 390 1260 0.007 8 22 0.0 0.0 2.875 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 423 106 34 1512 0.280 422 365 0.0 0.4 3.297 &
5 - West Meads Drive 206 52 413 1299 0.159 206 42 0.0 0.2 3.291 A
HRN0 - 2WAY
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 264 66 561 1341 0.197 264 180 0.2 0.2 3.342 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 251 63 243 1786 0.140 251 583 0.1 0.2 2.344 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 467 1219 0.008 10 26 0.0 0.0 2976 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 505 126 40 1508 0.335 505 437 0.4 0.5 3.584 A
5 - West Meads Drive 246 62 495 1254 0.196 246 50 0.2 0.2 3.572 A
QY18 - H2IQ
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 324 81 687 1269 0.255 323 220 0.2 0.3 3.806 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 307 77 297 1753 0.175 307 714 0.2 0.2 2.489 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 572 1163 0.010 12 32 0.0 0.0 3127 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 619 155 50 1504 0.411 618 535 0.5 0.7 4.061 A
5 - West Meads Drive 302 75 606 1192 0.253 301 62 0.2 0.3 4.038 A
D30 - (§48
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 324 81 688 1268 0.255 324 220 0.3 0.3 3.811 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 307 77 297 1753 0.175 307 715 0.2 0.2 2.489 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 573 1163 0.010 12 32 0.0 0.0 3.128 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 619 155 50 1504 0.411 619 535 0.7 0.7 4.067 A
5 - West Meads Drive 302 75 607 1192 0.253 302 62 0.3 0.3 4.043 A
QRAE - MG
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 264 66 563 1340 0.197 265 180 0.3 0.2 3.347 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 251 63 243 1786 0.140 251 584 0.2 0.2 2.347 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 468 1219 0.008 10 26 0.0 0.0 2977 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 505 126 40 1508 0.335 506 437 0.7 0.5 3.595 A
5 - West Meads Drive 246 62 496 1253 0.197 247 50 0.3 0.2 3.580 &
BRI TR
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 221 55 471 1393 0.159 222 151 0.2 0.2 3.073 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 210 53 203 1810 0.116 210 489 0.2 0.1 2.249 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 392 1259 0.007 8 22 0.0 0.0 2.879 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 423 106 34 1512 0.280 424 366 0.5 0.4 3.308 &
5 - West Meads Drive 206 52 415 1298 0.159 207 42 0.2 0.2 3.299 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

A ¢
O &y

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction Name

Junction Type

Arm order

Junction Delay (s)

Junction LOS

1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive

Standard Roundabout

12,345

3.84

A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

94

4 - B2166 Aldwicl

k Road W

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
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ID | Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

Run automatically

D6 ; 2027 PM

ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

15

v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Arm Linked arm } Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 293 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 462 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 11 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 558 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 273 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Ramand {Wehihn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 58 13 212 10
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 19 0 9 241 193
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 4 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 156 364 2 0 36
5 - West Meads Drive 22 218 5 28 0
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 0 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 0 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Resulis
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Results Summary for whole modelied period

Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’her';"a"d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(f,‘:t"')‘
1~ Hawthorn Road 0.5 376 03 265 403
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.29 285 04 A 424 636
3~ Aldwick Fields 0.01 3.44 0.0 X 10 15
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.44 4.59 08 A 512 768
5 - West Meads Drive 0.25 4.03 03 A 251 376

Main Results for each time segment

TRAE AT
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 221 55 466 1406 0.157 220 149 0.0 0.2 3.033 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 348 87 203 1827 0.190 347 483 0.0 0.2 2.430 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 528 1189 0.007 8 22 0.0 0.0 3.047 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 420 105 173 1440 0.292 418 363 0.0 0.4 3.518 &
5 - West Meads Drive 206 51 410 1300 0.158 205 181 0.0 0.2 3.284 A
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 263 66 558 1353 0.195 263 179 0.2 0.2 3.303 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 415 104 243 1803 0.230 415 578 0.2 0.3 2.593 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 632 1134 0.009 10 26 0.0 0.0 3.201 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 502 125 207 1422 0.353 501 435 0.4 0.5 3.906 A
5 - West Meads Drive 245 61 491 1256 0.195 245 217 0.2 0.2 3.562 A
I Y
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 323 81 683 1280 0.252 322 219 0.2 0.3 3.754 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 509 127 297 1770 0.287 508 708 0.3 0.4 2.854 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 773 1059 0.011 12 32 0.0 0.0 3.438 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 614 154 253 1398 0.439 613 532 0.5 0.8 4.581 A
5 - West Meads Drive 301 75 601 1195 0.252 300 265 0.2 0.3 4.022 A
T30 - 1748
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 323 81 684 1280 0.252 323 219 0.3 0.3 3.760 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 509 127 297 1769 0.287 509 709 0.4 0.4 2.854 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 774 1059 0.011 12 32 0.0 0.0 3.439 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 614 154 253 1398 0.439 614 533 0.8 0.8 4592 A
5 - West Meads Drive 301 75 602 1194 0.252 301 265 0.3 0.3 4.027 A
1748 IR
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 263 66 559 1352 0.195 264 179 0.3 0.2 3.311 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 415 104 243 1803 0.230 416 580 0.4 0.3 2597 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 633 1133 0.009 10 26 0.0 0.0 3.203 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 502 125 207 1422 0.353 503 436 0.8 0.5 3.918 A
5 - West Meads Drive 245 61 493 1255 0.196 246 217 0.3 0.2 3.567 &
TRQ0 A ES
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 221 55 468 1405 0.157 221 150 0.2 0.2 3.040 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 348 87 203 1827 0.190 348 485 0.3 0.2 2.434 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 530 1188 0.007 8 22 0.0 0.0 3.050 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 420 105 173 1440 0.292 421 365 0.5 0.4 3.534 &
5 - West Meads Drive 206 51 412 1299 0.158 206 182 0.2 0.2 3.294 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
No errors 5
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 371 A

Junction Network Options

Page 16 of 20

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 117 1 - Hawthorn Road
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Starf time Finis.h time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D7 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry ; Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Armm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 296 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 283 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 10 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 576 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 254 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {Vahinn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 58 13 215 10
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 19 0 9 247 8
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 3 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 162 375 2 0 37
5 - West Meads Drive 2 220 5 27 0
Vehicle Mix
Maavy Vehicle Parcaniages
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 1 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 1 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Results
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Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS {(Vehthr) Arrivals {Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 0.26 3.84 0.3 A 272 407
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.18 2.50 0.2 A 260 390
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.01 3.13 0.0 A 9 14
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.42 4.14 0.7 A 529 793
5 - West Meads Drive 0.24 3.98 0.3 A 233 350
Main Results for each time segment
OTEF - H3N0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 223 56 474 1391 0.160 222 139 0.0 0.2 3.078 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 213 53 204 1810 0.118 213 492 0.0 0.1 2.254 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 395 1258 0.006 8 22 0.0 0.0 2.878 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 434 108 33 1512 0.287 432 369 0.0 0.4 3.328 &
5 - West Meads Drive 191 48 422 1294 0.148 191 43 0.0 0.2 3.261 A
HRN0 - 2WAY
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 266 67 568 1337 0.199 266 166 0.2 0.2 3.359 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 254 64 244 1785 0.143 254 589 0.1 0.2 2.351 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 9 2 473 1216 0.007 9 26 0.0 0.0 2.981 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 518 129 40 1509 0.343 517 442 0.4 0.5 3.628 A
5 - West Meads Drive 228 57 506 1248 0.183 228 51 0.2 0.2 3.530 A
QY18 - H2IQ
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 326 81 695 1264 0.258 326 203 0.2 0.3 3.833 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 312 78 299 1752 0.178 311 721 0.2 0.2 2.499 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 11 3 579 1159 0.010 11 32 0.0 0.0 3.133 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 634 159 48 1504 0.422 633 541 0.5 0.7 4130 A
5 - West Meads Drive 280 70 619 1185 0.236 279 63 0.2 0.3 3.974 A
D30 - (§48
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 326 81 696 1264 0.258 326 204 0.3 0.3 3.838 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 312 78 299 1751 0.178 312 722 0.2 0.2 2.499 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 11 3 579 1159 0.010 11 32 0.0 0.0 3.134 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 634 159 48 1504 0.422 634 542 0.7 0.7 4136 A
5 - West Meads Drive 280 70 620 1185 0.236 280 63 0.3 0.3 3.977 A
QH4E - MGG
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 266 67 569 1336 0.199 266 167 0.3 0.2 3.367 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 254 64 245 1785 0.143 255 591 0.2 0.2 2.354 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 9 2 473 1216 0.007 9 26 0.0 0.0 2.984 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 518 129 40 1509 0.343 519 443 0.7 0.5 3.640 A
5 - West Meads Drive 228 57 507 1247 0.183 229 51 0.3 0.2 3.538 &
BRI TR
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 223 56 476 1390 0.160 223 139 0.2 0.2 3.087 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 213 53 205 1809 0.118 213 494 0.2 0.1 2.255 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 396 1257 0.006 8 22 0.0 0.0 2.880 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 434 108 33 1512 0.287 434 371 0.5 0.4 3.342 &
5 - West Meads Drive 191 48 424 1293 0.148 191 43 0.2 0.2 3.268 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

No errors 5
Junction Network
Junctions

Junction Name Junction Type Armm order { Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS

1 Alwick Road jw West Meads Drive { Standard Roundabout { 1,2,3.4,5 3.86 A

Junction Network Options

Page 18 of 20

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 92 4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Starf time Finis.h time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn { Vehicle mix varies over entry ; Vehicle mix source : PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Armm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data { Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Hawthorn Road ONE HOUR v 297 100.000
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E ONE HOUR v 468 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 11 100.000
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W ONE HOUR v 564 100.000
5 - West Meads Drive ONE HOUR v 274 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {Vahinn
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 58 13 216 10
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 19 0 9 247 193
3 - Aldwick Fields 2 4 0 3 2
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 158 367 2 0 37
5 - West Meads Drive 22 218 5 29 0
Vehicle Mix
Maavy Vehicle Parcaniages
To
1 - Hawthorn 2 - B2166 Aldwick 3 - Aldwick 4 - B2166 Aldwick 5 - West Meads
Road Road E Fields Road W Drive
1 - Hawthorn Road 0 0 0 0 0
From | 2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0 0 0 0 0
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0 0
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 1 2 0 0 0
5 - West Meads Drive 0 0 0 0 0
Results
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Results Summary for whole modelied period

Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’her';"a"d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(f,‘:t"')‘
1~ Hawthorn Road 0.26 378 03 273 400
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 0.29 2.88 04 A 429 644
3~ Aldwick Fields 0.01 3.46 0.0 X 10 15
4-B2166 Aldwick Road W 0.44 463 08 A 518 776
5 - West Meads Drive 0.25 4.05 03 A 251 377

Main Results for each time segment

TRAE AT
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 224 56 469 1404 0.159 223 151 0.0 0.2 3.045 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 352 88 206 1825 0.193 351 485 0.0 0.2 2.441 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 536 1185 0.007 8 22 0.0 0.0 3.059 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 425 106 173 1440 0.295 423 372 0.0 0.4 3.533 &
5 - West Meads Drive 206 52 414 1298 0.159 206 182 0.0 0.2 3.292 A
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 267 67 561 1351 0.198 267 181 0.2 0.2 3.321 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 421 105 247 1800 0.234 420 581 0.2 0.3 2.609 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 641 1129 0.009 10 26 0.0 0.0 3.216 &
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 507 127 207 1422 0.356 506 445 0.4 0.6 3.928 A
5 - West Meads Drive 246 62 496 1253 0.197 246 217 0.2 0.2 3.574 A
I Y
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 327 82 687 1278 0.256 327 221 0.2 0.3 3.782 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road E 515 129 302 1766 0.292 515 711 0.3 0.4 2.877 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 785 1053 0.012 12 32 0.0 0.0 3.459 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 621 155 253 1398 0.444 620 544 06 0.8 4620 A
5 - West Meads Drive 302 75 607 1192 0.253 301 266 0.2 0.3 4.040 A
T30 - 1748
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((z! uhgm;m (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 327 82 688 1277 0.256 327 221 0.3 0.3 3.787 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 515 129 303 1766 0.292 515 712 0.4 0.4 2.877 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 12 3 786 1052 0.012 12 32 0.0 0.0 3.460 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 621 155 253 1398 0.444 621 545 0.8 0.8 4631 A
5 - West Meads Drive 302 75 608 1191 0.253 302 266 0.3 0.3 4.046 A
1748 IR
Total Junction | Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 267 67 563 1350 0.198 267 181 0.3 0.2 3.326 A
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 421 105 248 1800 0.234 421 583 0.4 0.3 2611 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 10 2 643 1128 0.009 10 26 0.0 0.0 3.218 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 507 127 207 1422 0.357 508 446 0.8 06 3.943 A
5 - West Meads Drive 246 62 497 1252 0.197 247 218 0.3 0.2 3.579 &
TRQ0 A ES
Total Junction { Circulating . Throughput Start End
Armm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;:&1'3, RFC Th((;;uhg;rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Hawthorn Road 224 56 471 1403 0.159 224 152 0.2 0.2 3.055 &
2-B2166 Aldwick Road E 352 88 207 1825 0.193 353 488 0.3 0.2 2.445 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 8 2 538 1184 0.007 8 22 0.0 0.0 3.064 A
4 - B2166 Aldwick Road W 425 106 173 1440 0.295 425 373 06 0.4 3.552 &
5 - West Meads Drive 206 52 416 1297 0.159 207 182 0.2 0.2 3.300 A
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program for the solution of sn engineering probiam are in no way relieved of thelr responsibilily for ihe correctness of the solution

Filename: 1616 Aldwick Road Lower Bognor Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 17/01/2017 10:30:16

>

»

L

15

1
Ty G i G
%
P
2

2
y
i

» 203 U
»3VIT, AW

Summary of junction performance

AN P
. . Network - . Network
Queue | Delay Junction } Junction - Queue ; Delay Junction | Junction -
RFC | LOS Residual RFC | LOS Residual
(Veh) | (s) Delay (s) | LOS | gasN eh) | (s) Delay (s) | LOS | dooled
1-B2166 Lower BognorRoad { 0.2 | 2.97 {017 | & 1059 Y 05 339 {0311 a 145 %
2- B2166 Aldwick Road 04 {348 (026} & 05 393 1032} & -
323 A [4- 3.47 A 85156
3 - Aldwick Fields 01 {397 (005) A Aldwick § 00 | 429 005} A 2168
W
4 - Aldwick Road 04 |3.08 (026) A Roadl § 02 i 282 {019} A Road]
T+ CUMULATIVE
1-B2166 Lower BognorRoad § 0.2 | 3.00 {017 A 1859 Y 05 | 343 10321 A 140 %
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 04 {351 {027) A 05 | 396 1033} A 2-
327 A [4- 3.50 A o156
3 - Aldwick Fields 01 } 400 1005} » Aldwick § 01 | 434 {005} A 2168
W
4 - Aldwick Road 04 {313 {028] A Roadl { 02 {284 i020f A Road]
1-B2166 Lower BognorRoad { 0.2 | 2.98 {018 | & 185% ) 05 | 345 {032} o 138 %
2- B2166 Aldwick Road 04 {353 {027} & 05 | 400 {033} A 2-
3.28 A [4- 353 A o156
3 - Aldwick Fields 01 {402 {005} A Aldwick § 01 | 435 1005} A 2166
WIC|
4 - Aldwick Road 04 {315 {027) A Roadl § 02 {285 {020} a Road]
+ GURAILATIVE
1-B2166 Lower BognorRoad { 0.2 | 3.01 {018} A 1759 ) 05 1349 10331 A 132%
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 04 {356 (028} A 05 | 408 1034 A -
332 [4- 357 53156
3 - Aldwick Fields 01 {404 {005) & Aldwick § 01 | 441 {005} A 2168
W
4 - Aldwick Road 04 {321 {020) & Roadl Y 03 {287 i020% A Road]

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

File summary

sipting

B2166/Aldwick Fields/Aldwick Road
Location Rose Green, Pagham
Site number
Date 15/06/2016
Version
Status Existing Junction
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber } JNY8840
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Enumerator } EUR\pauline.pettitt
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
Vehicle Calculate Queue Ci detailed C residual Residual capacity RFC Average Delay Queue threshold
length {m) Percentiles queueing delay capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) {PCU)
5.75 v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
D Scenario name Tim:aFr:::Jiod Traﬁ:;&rofile ?It-lal-rltr::rrn()e F;Ir-llll-slhrr::rrlr;e Time se?rrr?i(:l;lt length auto:l::lically
D1 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D3} 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D4 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D5 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D6 { 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D8 i 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Analysis Set Details
ID : Include in report ;| Network flow scaling factor (%) | Network capacity scaling factor (%)
A1 v 100.000 100.000
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17/01/2017



SHM DD S 88
ST S ey SUNIWNR

Data Errors and Warnings

e

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction { Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 untitled ; Standard Roundabout 1.2,3.4 3.23 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

195

4 - Aldwick Road

Arms

Arms

Am Name Description

B2166 Lower Bognor Road

B2166 Aldwick Road

Aldwick Fields

BIWIN -

Aldwick Road

Roundabout Geometry

Page 3 of 19

Am \Y -Apprpach road E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir_lscribed circle { PHI-Conflict (entry) } Exit
half-width (m) width (m) length {m) radius {m) diameter {m) angle (deg) only
1 -B2166 Lower Bognor Road 3.65 7.60 19.5 8.7 29.8 28.5
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 3.70 6.40 71 17.5 29.8 20.5
3 - Aldwick Fields 3.30 5.00 5.9 9.7 29.8 28.5
4 - Aldwick Road 3.70 6.60 17.5 236 29.8 19.0
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
of usad in wadal
Final slope }{ Final intercept (PCU/hr)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.645 1725
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.631 1529
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.543 1209
4 - Aldwick Road 0.687 1773

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ietbie

ID : Scenario name ; Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

Run automatically

D1} 2022 AM

ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

15

v

Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix var

ies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic}

Am Linked arm ; Profile type { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 226 100.000
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 333 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 44 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 382 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017




Page 4 of 19

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 143 3 80
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 150 0 5 178
3 - Aldwick Fields 21 10 0 13
4 - Aldwick Road 110 260 12 0
Vehicle Mix
Haavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 4 0 4
From: 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 2 0 0 6
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 3 2 17 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.17 297 0.2 A 207 311
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.26 3.48 0.4 & 306 458
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 3.97 0.1 A 40 61
4 - Aldwick Road 0.26 3.08 0.4 A 351 526
Main Results for each time segment
Q748 - P8
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 170 43 212 1525 0.112 170 211 0.0 0.1 2.656 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 251 63 71 1423 0.176 250 310 0.0 0.2 3.068 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 33 8 306 1036 0.032 33 15 0.0 0.0 3.590 A
4 - Aldwick Road 288 72 136 1633 0.176 287 203 0.0 0.2 2673 A
R0 - PR 18
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 203 51 253 1498 0.136 203 252 0.1 0.2 2778 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 299 75 85 1414 0.212 299 37 0.2 0.3 3.229 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 367 1001 0.040 40 18 0.0 0.0 3.741 A
4 - Aldwick Road 343 86 163 1615 0.213 343 243 0.2 0.3 2.831 A
OF18 - (130
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 249 62 310 1462 0.170 249 309 0.2 0.2 2.966 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 367 92 105 1402 0.262 366 454 03 0.4 3.477 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 48 12 449 955 0.051 48 22 0.0 0.1 3.971 A
4 - Aldwick Road 421 105 199 1590 0.265 420 298 03 0.4 3.078 A
OR30 - 2248
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 249 62 310 1462 0.170 249 309 0.2 0.2 2.966 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 367 92 105 1402 0.262 367 455 0.4 0.4 3.477 &
3 - Aldwick Fields 48 12 449 955 0.051 48 22 0.1 0.1 3.972 A
4 - Aldwick Road 421 105 199 1590 0.265 421 298 0.4 0.4 3.078 A
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Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) |  (Veh) {Vehihr) (Veh/hr) | (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 203 51 254 1208 | 0136 203 253 02 02 1 2780 | =&
2-B2166 Aldwick Road 299 75 85 1414} 0212 300 372 04 03} 3.231 A
3 Aldwick Fields 40 10 367 1001 0.040 40 18 0.1 00 | 3743 1 A
4 Aldwick Road 343 86 163 1614} 0213 344 244 0.4 03 12833 A
8800 - 001E
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) |  (Veh) {Vehihr) (Veh/hr) | (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 170 43 212 1524} 0412 170 212 02 0.1 2660 | &
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road 251 63 72 1223\ 0176 251 311 03 02} 3074 1 A
3 Aldwick Fields 33 8 307 1035 | 0032 33 15 0.0 00 1Tase3 i A
4 - Aldwick Road 288 72 136 1632 | 0176 288 204 03 02 i 2677 i A
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Data Errors and Warnings

e

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction { Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 untitled ; Standard Roundabout 1.2,3.4 3.47 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side
Left

Lighting
Normal/unknown

Network residual capacity (%)
145

First arm reaching threshold
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min) ;| Run automatically
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry { Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic)
Am Linked arm ; Profile type { Use O-D data } Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 442 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 398 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 38 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 272 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Danvand {Wahihn
To
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields | 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 263 31 148
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 158 0 9 231
3 - Aldwick Fields 14 10 0 14
4 - Aldwick Road 76 179 17 0
To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields ; 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 2 0 1
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 1 0 0 4
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 1 5 0 0
Results
Resulis Summary for whole modeiled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh'hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.31 3.39 0.5 A 406 608
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.32 3.93 0.5 A 365 548
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 4.29 0.0 A 35 52
4 - Aldwick Road 0.19 2.82 0.2 & 250 374
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Main Results for each time segment
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Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\7£:/ct:3l RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 333 83 155 1597 0.208 332 186 0.0 03 2842 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 300 75 147 1397 0214 299 339 0.0 03 3273
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 403 985 0.029 28 43 0.0 0.0 3.763
4 - Aldwick Road 205 51 137 1620 0.126 204 295 0.0 0.1 2.540
TN - ATE
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 397 99 185 1577 0.252 397 223 03 03 3.052 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 358 89 176 1379 0.259 357 406 03 03 3.523 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 9 482 941 0.036 34 51 0.0 0.0 3.970 A
4 - Aldwick Road 245 81 163 1602 0.153 244 353 0.1 02 2,651
1T
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 487 122 227 1549 0.314 486 273 03 05 3.385 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 438 110 216 1355 0.323 438 497 03 05 3.923 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 42 10 591 881 0.048 42 63 0.0 0.0 4.291 A
4 - Aldwick Road 299 75 200 1578 0.190 299 432 02 02 2815
17148
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 487 122 227 1549 0314 487 273 05 05 3.388 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 438 110 216 1355 0.323 438 498 05 05 3.927 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 42 10 591 880 0.048 42 63 0.0 0.0 4293 A
4 - Aldwick Road 299 75 200 1577 0.190 299 433 02 02 2816
A48 1800
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 397 99 185 1576 0.252 398 223 05 03 3.057 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 358 89 176 1379 0.259 358 407 05 0.4 3.529 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 9 483 940 0.036 34 51 0.0 0.0 3.973 A
4 - Aldwick Road 245 61 164 1602 0.153 245 354 02 02 2652
13:99 - 1808
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 333 83 155 1596 0.208 333 187 03 03 2.849 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 300 75 148 1397 0.214 300 341 0.4 03 3.281 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 405 984 0.029 29 43 0.0 0.0 3.767
4 - Aldwick Road 205 51 137 1620 0.126 205 296 02 0.1 2546 &
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Data Errors and Warnings
No GF W Y
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction | Name Junction Type Arm order { J tion Delay (s) i J tion LOS
1 untitled { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 3.27 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

185

4 - Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 8 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
1D Scenario name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D3 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Bemand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm : Profile type } Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 229 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 339 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 44 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 401 100.000

Crigi

¥

n-Destination Data

From

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 143 3 83
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 150 0 5 184
3 - Aldwick Fields 21 10 0 13
4 - Aldwick Road 115 274 12 0

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 4 0 4
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 2 0 0 6
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 3 2 17 0
Resuits
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.17 3.00 0.2 A 210 315
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.27 3.51 0.4 & 311 467
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 4.00 0.1 A 40 61
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{ 4 - Aldwick Road 0.28 313 04 A 368 552
Main Resulis for each time segment
G748 - 9%
Total Junction { Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 172 43 222 1518 0.114 172 215 0.0 0.1 2674 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 255 64 74 1421 0.180 254 321 0.0 0.2 3.084 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 33 8 313 1032 0.032 33 15 0.0 0.0 3.604
4 - Aldwick Road 302 75 136 1633 0.185 301 210 0.0 02 2.701 A
{RO - Q818
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 206 51 266 1491 0.138 206 257 0.1 0.2 2.801 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 305 76 88 1412 0.216 305 384 02 03 3.251 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 375 997 0.040 40 18 0.0 0.0 3.759
4 - Aldwick Road 360 90 163 1615 0.223 360 252 0.2 03 2.869 A
GRS - 9830
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 252 63 326 1453 0.174 252 315 02 0.2 2.998 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 373 93 108 1399 0.267 373 470 03 0.4 3.508 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 48 12 459 949 0.051 48 22 0.0 0.1 3.996
4 - Aldwick Road 442 110 199 1590 0278 441 308 03 0.4 3133 A
FERERIIR AR
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) {Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 252 63 326 1452 0.174 252 315 0.2 0.2 2.998 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 373 93 108 1399 0.267 373 470 0.4 0.4 3.508 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 48 12 459 949 0.051 48 22 0.1 0.1 3.997
4 - Aldwick Road 442 110 199 1590 0.278 442 308 0.4 0.4 3133 A
D848 - B0
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 206 51 266 1490 0.138 206 257 02 0.2 2.805 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 305 76 88 1412 0.216 305 384 0.4 03 3.253
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 375 996 0.040 40 18 0.1 0.0 3.764 &
4 - Aldwick Road 360 90 163 1615 0.223 361 252 04 03 2.871 A
SHO8 - 09018
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road } 172 43 223 1518 0.114 173 216 0.2 0.1 2675 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 255 64 74 1421 0.180 255 322 03 02 3.001
3 - Aldwick Fields 33 8 314 1031 0.032 33 15 0.0 0.0 3610 &
4 - Aldwick Road 302 75 136 1633 0.185 302 211 03 0.2 2705 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
No GF W Y
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction | Name Junction Type Arm order { J tion Delay (s) i J tion LOS
1 untitled { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 3.50 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

140

2 - B2166 Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 10 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
1D Scenario name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D4 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Bemand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm : Profile type } Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 449 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 408 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 38 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 281 100.000

Crigi

¥

n-Destination Data

From

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 263 31 155
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 158 0 9 241
3 - Aldwick Fields 14 10 14
4 - Aldwick Road 79 185 17 0

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 2 0 1
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 1 0 0 3
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 1 5 0 0
Resuits
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.32 3.43 0.5 A 412 618
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.33 3.96 0.5 & 374 562
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 434 0.1 A 52
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{ 4 - Aldwick Road 0.20 284 02 A 258 387
Main Resulis for each time segment
1548 - 1708
Total Junction { Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 338 85 159 1594 0.212 337 188 0.0 03 2.861 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 307 77 152 1402 0.219 306 344 0.0 03 3283 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 416 979 0.029 28 43 0.0 0.0 3.787
4 - Aldwick Road 212 53 137 1620 0.131 211 308 0.0 0.1 2553 A
~ATE
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 404 101 190 1573 0.257 403 225 03 03 3.077 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 367 92 182 1383 0.265 366 411 03 0.4 3.541 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 9 498 933 0.037 34 51 0.0 0.0 4.003
4 - Aldwick Road 253 63 163 1602 0.158 252 368 0.1 02 2667 A
AT
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 494 124 233 1545 0.320 494 276 03 0.5 3423 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 449 12 223 1358 0.331 449 504 0.4 0.5 3.958 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 42 10 609 872 0.048 42 63 0.0 0.1 4338
4 - Aldwick Road 309 77 200 1578 0.196 309 451 02 0.2 2838 A
{78 AT
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) {Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 494 124 233 1545 0.320 494 276 05 0.5 3426 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 449 12 224 1357 0.331 449 504 05 0.5 3.963 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 42 10 610 871 0.048 42 63 0.1 0.1 4340
4 - Aldwick Road 309 77 200 1577 0.196 309 451 0.2 0.2 2838 A
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 404 101 191 1573 0.257 404 226 05 03 3.082 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 367 92 183 1383 0.265 367 412 05 0.4 3.546
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 9 499 933 0.037 34 51 0.1 0.0 4.006 &
4 - Aldwick Road 253 63 164 1602 0.158 253 369 0.2 0.2 2670 A
TE88 - 1218
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 338 85 160 1504 0.212 338 189 03 03 2870 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 307 77 153 1401 0.219 307 345 0.4 03 3.291
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 418 978 0.029 29 43 0.0 0.0 3.795 &
4 - Aldwick Road 212 53 137 1620 0.131 212 309 0.2 0.2 2.556 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

e

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction { Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 untitled ; Standard Roundabout 1.2,3.4 3.28 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 185 4 - Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Detaiis
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min) ;| Run automatically
D5 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry { Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Am Linked arm ; Profile type { Use O-D data } Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 233 100.000
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 344 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 45 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 393 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Damarnsd {Wahihn

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 147 3 83
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 155 0 5 184
3 - Aldwick Fields 22 10 0 13
4 - Aldwick Road 13 268 12 0
To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields ; 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 3 0 4
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 2 0 0 6
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 3 3 17 0
Results
Resulis Summary for whole modeiled period
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e'?\?:h?:r';'a"d R’rﬁ", :I';';f,t:;;'
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.18 2.98 0.2 A 214 321
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.27 3.53 0.4 A 316 473
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 4.02 0.1 A 41 62
4 - Aldwick Road 0.27 3.15 0.4 & 361 541

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017



Page 13 of 19

Main Results for each time segment

Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\7£:/ct:3l RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 175 44 218 1529 0.115 175 218 0.0 0.1 2658 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 259 65 74 1421 0.182 258 319 0.0 02 3.093
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 8 317 1030 0.033 34 15 0.0 0.0 3614
4 - Aldwick Road 296 74 140 1619 0.183 295 210 0.0 02 2717
B3:990 - O%:18
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 209 52 261 1502 0.140 209 261 0.1 02 2785 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 309 77 88 1412 0.219 309 382 02 03 3263 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 379 994 0.041 40 18 0.0 0.0 3773 A
4 - Aldwick Road 353 88 168 1600 0.221 353 252 02 03 2.885
8 ag
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 257 64 319 1464 0.175 256 319 02 02 2.981 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 379 95 108 1400 0.271 378 468 03 0.4 3.525 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 50 12 464 946 0.052 49 22 0.0 0.1 4014 A
4 - Aldwick Road 433 108 206 1575 0275 432 308 03 0.4 3.150
S0 - 0848
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 257 64 319 1464 0.175 257 319 02 02 2.981 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 379 95 108 1399 0.271 379 468 04 0.4 3.525 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 50 12 465 946 0.052 50 22 0.1 0.1 4015 A
4 - Aldwick Road 433 108 206 1575 0.275 433 308 04 0.4 3.151
HEES - SNTL
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 209 52 261 1501 0.140 210 261 02 02 2787 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 309 77 88 1412 0.219 310 382 04 03 3.265 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 380 994 0.041 4 18 0.1 0.0 3775 A
4 - Aldwick Road 353 88 168 1600 0.221 354 252 04 03 2.890
RRMEY
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 175 44 219 1529 0.115 176 219 02 0.1 2662 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 259 65 74 1421 0.182 259 320 03 02 3.100 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 8 318 1029 0.033 34 15 0.0 0.0 3.620
4 - Aldwick Road 296 74 141 1619 0.183 296 211 03 02 2721 &
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Data Errors and Warnings

e

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction { Name Junction Type Arm order { Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 untitled ; Standard Roundabout 1.2,3.4 3.53 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 138 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Detaiis
ID ; Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min) ;| Run automatically
D6} 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn | Vehicle mix varies over entry { Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Am Linked arm ; Profile type { Use O-D data } Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 455 100.000
2 -B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 411 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 39 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 280 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Damarnsd {Wahihn

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 27 32 152
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 163 0 10 238
3 - Aldwick Fields 14 11 0 14
4 - Aldwick Road 78 185 17 0
To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields ; 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 2 0 1
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 1 0 0 4
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 1 5 0 0
Results
Resulis Summary for whole modeiled period
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e'?\?:h?:r';'a"d R’rﬁ", :I';';f,t:;;'
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.32 3.45 0.5 A 418 626
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.33 4.00 0.5 A 377 566
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 435 0.1 A 36 54
4 - Aldwick Road 0.20 2.85 0.2 & 257 385
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Main Results for each time segment
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Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\7£:/ct:3l RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 343 86 160 1593 0.215 341 191 0.0 03 2873 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 309 77 151 1395 0.222 308 351 0.0 03 3310
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 415 978 0.030 29 44 0.0 0.0 3.793
4 - Aldwick Road 211 53 141 1617 0.130 210 303 0.0 0.1 2557
TN - ATE
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 409 102 191 1572 0.260 409 229 03 03 3.093 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 369 92 181 1377 0.268 369 420 03 0.4 3.573 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 35 9 497 933 0.038 35 53 0.0 0.0 4.010 A
4 - Aldwick Road 252 63 169 1598 0.157 252 363 0.1 02 2672
1T
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 501 125 234 1544 0.324 500 280 03 05 3.448 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 453 113 221 1352 0.335 452 514 04 05 3.999 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 43 11 608 871 0.049 43 65 0.0 0.1 4347 A
4 - Aldwick Road 308 77 207 1573 0.196 308 444 02 02 2.845
17148
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 501 125 235 1544 0.324 501 281 05 05 3.451 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 453 113 221 1351 0.335 453 514 05 05 4.004 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 43 11 609 870 0.049 43 65 0.1 0.1 4.350 A
4 - Aldwick Road 308 77 207 1573 0.196 308 445 02 02 2.846
A48 1800
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Veh/ihr) | (Veh) (Vehrhr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 409 102 192 1572 0.260 410 230 05 0.4 3.096 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 369 92 181 1376 0.268 370 420 05 0.4 3.580 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 35 9 498 932 0.038 35 53 0.1 0.0 4013 A
4 - Aldwick Road 252 63 169 1598 0.158 252 364 02 02 2676
13:99 - 1808
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Veh/hr) | (Veh) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 343 86 160 1593 0215 343 192 04 03 2.879 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 309 77 151 1395 0.222 310 352 0.4 03 3.320 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 4“7 977 0.030 29 44 0.0 0.0 3.797
4 - Aldwick Road 211 53 142 1617 0.130 211 304 02 02 2562 &
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Data Errors and Warnings
No GF W Y
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction | Name Junction Type Arm order { J tion Delay (s) i J tion LOS
1 untitled { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 3.32 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

175

4 - Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 16 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
1D Scenario name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Bemand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm : Profile type } Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 236 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 350 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 45 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 412 100.000

Crigi

¥

n-Destination Data

From

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 147 3 86
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 155 0 5 190
3 - Aldwick Fields 22 10 0 13
4 - Aldwick Road 118 282 12 0

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 3 0 4
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 2 0 0 6
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 3 3 17 0
Resuits
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.18 3.01 0.2 A 217 325
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.28 3.56 0.4 & 321 482
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 4.04 0.1 A 41
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{ 4 - Aldwick Road 0.29 3.21 04 A 378 567
Main Resulis for each time segment
G748 - 9%
Total Junction { Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 178 44 228 1522 0.117 177 221 0.0 0.1 2676 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 263 66 76 1420 0.186 263 329 0.0 0.2 3112 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 8 323 1026 0.033 34 15 0.0 0.0 3628
4 - Aldwick Road 310 78 140 1619 0.192 309 217 0.0 02 2746 A
{RO - Q818
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 212 53 273 1493 0.142 212 265 0.1 0.2 2.809 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 315 79 91 1410 0.223 314 394 02 03 3.285 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 387 990 0.041 40 18 0.0 0.0 3.791
4 - Aldwick Road 370 93 168 1601 0.231 370 260 0.2 03 2925 A
JE:48 - SN0
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 260 65 334 1454 0.179 260 324 02 0.2 3.014 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 385 9 111 1397 0.276 385 483 03 0.4 3.557 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 50 12 474 940 0.053 49 22 0.0 0.1 4,040
4 - Aldwick Road 454 13 206 1575 0.288 453 318 03 0.4 3.208 A
FERERIIR AR
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) {Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 260 65 335 1454 0.179 260 325 0.2 0.2 3.015 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 385 9 111 1397 0.276 385 483 0.4 0.4 3.557 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 50 12 475 940 0.053 50 22 0.1 0.1 4.041
4 - Aldwick Road 454 13 206 1575 0.288 454 318 0.4 0.4 3.209 A
D848 - B0
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road { 212 53 274 1493 0.142 212 266 02 0.2 2813 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 315 79 91 1410 0.223 315 395 0.4 03 3.200
3 - Aldwick Fields 40 10 388 989 0.041 41 18 0.1 0.0 3.793 &
4 - Aldwick Road 370 93 168 1601 0.231 371 260 04 03 2.929 A
SHO8 - 09018
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 178 44 229 1522 0.117 178 222 0.2 0.1 2678 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 263 66 7% 1419 0.186 264 331 03 02 3.115
3 - Aldwick Fields 34 8 325 1025 0.033 34 15 0.0 0.0 3,631 &
4 - Aldwick Road 310 78 141 1619 0.192 310 218 03 0.2 2750 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

No GF W Y

Junction Network

Junctions

Junction | Name Junction Type Arm order { J tion Delay (s) i J tion LOS
1 untitled { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 3.57 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

132

2 - B2166 Aldwick Road

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 18 of 19

. Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
1D Scenario name name type {HH:mm) {HH:mm) {min) automatically
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Bemand overview {Traffic}
Am Linked arm : Profile type } Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road ONE HOUR v 462 100.000
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 421 100.000
3 - Aldwick Fields ONE HOUR v 39 100.000
4 - Aldwick Road ONE HOUR v 289 100.000

Crigi

¥

n-Destination Data

From

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 27 32 159
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 163 0 10 248
3 - Aldwick Fields 14 11 0 14
4 - Aldwick Road 81 191 17 0

To
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 2 - B2166 Aldwick Road } 3 - Aldwick Fields : 4 - Aldwick Road
1 - B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0 2 0 1
From{ 2-B2166 Aldwick Road 1 0 0 4
3 - Aldwick Fields 0 0 0 0
4 - Aldwick Road 1 5 0 0
Resuits
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Average Demand Total Junction
Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road 0.33 3.49 0.5 A 424 636
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 0.34 4.08 0.5 & 386 579
3 - Aldwick Fields 0.05 4.41 0.1 A 36
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{ 4 - Aldwick Road 0.20 2.87 03 A 265 398
Main Resulis for each time segment
1548 - 1708
Total Junction { Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 348 87 164 1590 0.219 347 194 0.0 03 2.891 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 317 79 156 1391 0.228 316 355 0.0 03 3344 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 428 971 0.030 29 44 0.0 0.0 3.821
4 - Aldwick Road 218 54 141 1617 0.135 217 316 0.0 02 2,570 A
~ATE
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 415 104 197 1569 0.265 415 232 03 0.4 3.119 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 378 95 187 1372 0.276 378 425 03 0.4 3.621 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 35 9 512 924 0.038 35 53 0.0 0.0 4,048
4 - Aldwick Road 260 65 169 1598 0.163 260 378 0.2 02 2688 A
AT
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 509 127 241 1540 0.330 508 284 04 0.5 3488 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 464 116 229 1346 0.344 463 520 0.4 0.5 4072 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 43 1 627 860 0.050 43 65 0.0 0.1 4.403
4 - Aldwick Road 318 80 207 1573 0.202 318 463 02 03 2868 A
{78 AT
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) {Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 509 127 241 1540 0.330 509 284 05 0.5 3.491 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 464 116 229 1346 0.344 464 521 05 0.5 4077 A
3 - Aldwick Fields 43 1 628 860 0.050 43 65 0.1 0.1 4.405
4 - Aldwick Road 318 80 207 1573 0.202 318 464 03 03 2.868 A
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow fjg:ft::;' RFC T'K,";SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y LOS
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road } 415 104 197 1569 0.265 416 232 05 0.4 3125 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 378 95 187 1372 0.276 379 426 05 0.4 3626
3 - Aldwick Fields 35 9 513 924 0.038 35 53 0.1 0.0 4.051 &
4 - Aldwick Road 260 65 169 1598 0.163 260 379 03 0.2 2,690 A
TE88 - 1218
Total Junction } Circulating - Throughput Start End
Am Demand | Arrivals flow ((:\';‘gsfh':;' RFC T'K;’;SL‘S“‘ (exitside) | queue | queue D(es";‘y Los
(Vehthr) (Veh) (Veh/hr) (Vehthr) (Veh) | (Veh)
1-B2166 Lower Bognor Road | 348 87 165 1590 0.219 348 194 0.4 03 2.901 A
2 - B2166 Aldwick Road 317 79 157 1391 0.228 317 356 0.4 03 3.355
3 - Aldwick Fields 29 7 430 970 0.030 29 44 0.0 0.0 3.829 &
4 - Aldwick Road 218 54 142 1617 0.135 218 317 0.2 0.2 2573 A
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Junctions 9
ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 ]
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www.trlsoftware.co.uk

The users of this computer program o5 ihe solution of an enginesring problem are in no way relisved of thelr responsibility ior the comreciness of the
solution

Filename: 1616 Lower Bognor Road Chalcraft Lane.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 17/01/2017 12:44:13
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Summary of junction performance

AR B
. . Network . . Network
%‘,‘;‘l‘)‘* D‘(*s";’y RFC { LOS ‘é‘é’l‘:;';’s'; J”Eg‘?“ Residual ‘(J\‘,':;l')e D‘(*s";’y RFC | LOS ‘é‘é’l‘:;';’s'; J”I'_‘g‘sw“ Residual
Capacity Capacity
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.4 557 1027 A 67 % 1.7 954 1063 A 31 %
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.5 367 10327 A 1.0 550 1050 A -
4.90 A [4- 6.48 A L
3 - Lower BognorRoad S { 0.4 449 1030) A Hewarts 0.4 457 1027% A 5 g@‘?’ne;r
4 - Hewarts Lane 09 | 593 (046 A Lane] 05 | 455 1034] A Road N]
HIT ~ CUMULATIVE
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.4 595 1029 A 0.64 R 28 %
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.5 3.78 10347 A 0551 A -
529 A 6.89 A L
3 -Lower BognorRoad S §{ 04 459 10311 A 028} & ower
Bognor
4 - Hewarts Lane 1.1 668 10537 A 0371 & Road N]
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.4 574 1029 A 0.65 I 27 %
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.5 3.77 {034} & 0521 A -
5.07 A 6.85 A L
3 -Lower BognorRoad S §{ 0.4 458 10311 & 028% A ower
Bognor
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.9 6.23 10487 A 035 A Road N]
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.4 6.17 1030 A 0.67 3 24 %
2 - Chalcraft Lane 06 3.90 {036} A 0.56 A -
5.56 A 7.31 A L
3 -Lower BognorRoad $ §{ 0.5 472 10321 A 0291 a ower
Bognor
4 - Hewarts Lane 1.2 747 $1055% A 038: & Road N]

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 B2166/Hewarts Lane/Chalcraft Lane
Location Pagham

Site number

Date 10/01/2017
Version
Status Existing Junction
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Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator
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 Qptions
Vehicle Calculate Queue Calculate detailed Calculate residual | Residual capacity Average Delay Queue
length (m) Percentiles queueing delay capacity criteria type Threshold threshold (s) threshold (PCU)
575 v Delay 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
D Scenario name Tim:al:ne;iod Traff:;rﬁ!rofile ?It-lal-?rtr:rr:;e F(Ilr-llﬁhrr::nm)e Time se?rrrzli(:]r)lt length autorﬁ:tr;cally
D1 { 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D2 i 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D3 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D4 } 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D5 } 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D6 } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
D7 §{ 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Analysis Set Details

ID

Include in report

Network flow scaling factor (%)

Network capacity scaling factor (%)

A1l

v

100.000

100.000
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Data Errors and Warnings

PR

N

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 4.90 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First amm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 67 4 - Hewarts Lane

Arms

Arms

Arm Name Description

Lower Bognor Road N

Chalcraft Lane

Lower Bognor Road S

BN -

Hewarts Lane

Roundabout Geometry

Arm V- Appr(_)ach road E_- Entry I' - Effective flare R -_Entry D- Ir_lscribed circle } PHI- Conflict (entry) | Exit

half-width (m) width (m) length (m) radius (m) diameter (m) angle (deg) only
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2.90 5.60 7.6 14.4 320 21.0
2 - Chalcraft Lane 3.20 6.60 10.9 44.0 32.0 16.0
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 3.35 6.20 5.8 30.9 320 21.0
4 - Hewarts Lane 3.40 5.90 7.7 12.1 32.0 245

Slope / intercept / Capacity

Final slope : Final intercept (PCU/hr) |

1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.573 1277
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.658 1597
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.613 1416

4 - Hewarts Lane

1384

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
ID . Y
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic}

Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 221 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 418 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 308 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 477 100.000
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To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 104 109 8
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 116 1 57 244
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 146 99 2 61
4 - Hewarts Lane 21 392 64 0
Vehicle Mix
Heoavy Vohiols Parcentages
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 - Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 5 2 0
From ; 2 - Chalcraft Lane 2 0 2 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 2 50 3
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Results
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS A"e’?\?:h',’herr)"a“d L‘ﬁ?\',:;“(‘\:,‘;f];‘
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.27 5.57 0.4 A 203 304
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.32 3.67 0.5 A 384 575
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.30 4.49 0.4 A 283 424
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.46 5.93 0.9 A 438 657

Main Results for each time segment

e
s
P
4
L3
<2
<
=1

Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) (Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 166 42 418 1000 0.166 166 212 0.0 0.2 4.309 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 315 79 137 1484 0.212 314 447 0.0 0.3 3.074 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 232 58 277 1220 0.190 231 174 0.0 0.2 3.638 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 359 90 273 1207 0.297 357 235 0.0 0.4 4227 &
G300 - Q818
Arm Demand | Arrane 1 S Gloating ?Szr?fr::;, RFC T'}{Z‘ﬁ:g”‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 199 50 501 954 0.208 198 254 0.2 0.3 4765 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 376 94 164 1466 0.256 375 535 0.3 0.3 3.302 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 277 69 331 1186 0.233 277 208 0.2 0.3 3.956 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 429 107 327 1175 0.365 428 281 0.4 06 4814 A
GEIS - 0838
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput P Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow {Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 243 61 613 891 0.273 243 311 0.3 0.4 5.554 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 460 115 201 1441 0.319 460 655 0.3 0.5 3.666 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 339 85 406 1141 0.297 339 255 0.3 0.4 4.483 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 525 131 400 1132 0.464 524 344 0.6 0.9 5911 A
G830 - H3:48
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: c|r<;|L:)|3: " ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{ze”hg,ﬁsm T(Z;(:tu . ir:ir;n qsut: " qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 243 61 614 890 0.273 243 312 0.4 0.4 5.566 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 460 115 201 1441 0.319 460 656 0.5 0.5 3.670 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 339 85 406 1141 0.297 339 255 0.4 0.4 4.489 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 525 131 401 1132 0.464 525 345 0.9 0.9 5.935 A
G848 - 0
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 199 50 503 953 0.209 199 255 0.4 0.3 4.781 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 376 94 165 1465 0.256 376 537 0.5 0.3 3.306 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 277 69 332 1186 0.233 277 209 0.4 0.3 3.965 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 429 107 328 1175 0.365 430 282 0.9 06 4.839 A
SR00 - 88018
Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 166 42 421 999 0.167 167 213 0.3 0.2 4.328 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 315 79 138 1483 0.212 315 449 0.3 0.3 3.084 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 232 58 278 1219 0.190 232 175 0.3 0.2 3.651 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 359 90 274 1206 0.298 360 236 0.6 0.4 4.254 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

PR

N

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 6.48 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

31 1 - Lower Bognor Road N

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 6 of 19

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D2 } 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 580 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 587 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 258 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 362 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2 252 291 35
From ; 2 - Chalcraft Lane 101 1 123 362
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 110 62 2 84
4 - Hewarts Lane 17 278 67 0
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 0 0 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 0 0 0 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 0 0 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr)

Arrivals (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.63 9.54 1.7 A 532 798
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.50 5.50 1.0 A 539 808
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.27 4.57 0.4 A 237 355
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.34 4.55 0.5 A 332 498

Main Results for each time segment

1848 - AT
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 437 109 307 1099 0.397 434 172 0.0 0.7 5.394 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 442 110 297 1392 0.317 440 444 0.0 0.5 3.775 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 194 49 376 1179 0.165 193 362 0.0 0.2 3.647 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 273 68 208 1247 0.219 271 361 0.0 0.3 3.688 A
1708 - TS
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 521 130 368 1064 0.490 520 207 0.7 0.9 6.608 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 528 132 356 1353 0.390 527 532 0.5 06 4.352 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 232 58 450 1134 0.205 232 433 0.2 0.3 3.989 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 325 81 250 1223 0.266 325 432 0.3 0.4 4.010 A
IR Y
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 639 160 451 1016 0.629 636 253 0.9 1.6 9.399 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 646 162 435 1301 0.497 645 651 0.6 1.0 5472 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 284 71 550 1072 0.265 284 530 0.3 0.4 4.565 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 399 100 306 1190 0.335 398 528 0.4 0.5 4.542 A
738 - AT48
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 639 160 451 1016 0.629 639 253 1.6 1.7 9.540 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 646 162 437 1300 0.497 646 653 1.0 1.0 5.503 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 284 71 552 1071 0.265 284 532 0.4 0.4 4573 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 399 100 306 1190 0.335 399 530 0.5 0.5 4.549 A
V48 - 80
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 521 130 369 1063 0.490 524 207 1.7 1.0 6.711 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 528 132 359 1352 0.390 529 535 1.0 06 4.381 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 232 58 452 1133 0.205 232 436 0.4 0.3 4.000 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 325 81 250 1222 0.266 326 434 0.5 0.4 4.020 A
R RUURE R 1
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 437 109 309 1098 0.398 438 173 1.0 0.7 5.463 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 442 110 300 1391 0.318 443 447 0.6 0.5 3.802 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 194 49 378 1178 0.165 194 364 0.3 0.2 3.660 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 273 68 210 1246 0.219 273 363 0.4 0.3 3.699 A
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Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 5.29 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

53

4 - Hewarts Lane

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 8 of 19

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D3 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 221 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 445 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 313 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 543 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

From

{VWeahihr}
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 104 109 8
2 - Chalcraft Lane 116 1 57 271
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 146 104 2 61
4 - Hewarts Lane 21 458 64 0

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 5 2 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 2 0 2 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 2 50 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 0 3 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr)

Arrivals (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

17/01/2017



Page 9 of 19

1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.29 5.95 0.4 A 203 304
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.34 3.78 0.5 A 408 613
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.31 4.59 0.4 A 287 431
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.53 6.68 1.1 A 498 747

Main Results for each time segment

RGN
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 166 42 471 972 0.171 166 212 0.0 0.2 4.458 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 335 84 137 1484 0.226 334 500 0.0 0.3 3.128 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 236 59 297 1214 0.194 235 174 0.0 0.2 3.672 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 409 102 277 1214 0.337 407 255 0.0 0.5 4.450 A
QEAE - 0888
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 199 50 565 920 0.216 198 254 0.2 0.3 4.989 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 400 100 164 1466 0.273 400 599 0.3 0.4 3.377 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 281 70 356 1178 0.239 281 208 0.2 0.3 4.011 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 488 122 331 1181 0.413 487 305 0.5 0.7 5.182 A
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 243 61 691 849 0.286 243 311 0.3 0.4 5.929 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 490 122 201 1441 0.340 489 733 0.4 0.5 3.781 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 345 86 436 1130 0.305 344 255 0.3 0.4 4.580 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 598 149 406 1137 0.526 596 374 0.7 1.1 6.637 A
O830 - 0% 48
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 243 61 693 849 0.287 243 312 0.4 0.4 5.947 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 490 122 201 1441 0.340 490 734 0.5 0.5 3.785 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 345 86 436 1129 0.305 345 255 0.4 0.4 4.587 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 598 149 406 1137 0.526 598 374 1.1 1.1 6.680 A
G848 - fage
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 199 50 567 919 0.216 199 255 0.4 0.3 5.008 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 400 100 165 1465 0.273 401 601 0.5 0.4 3.385 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 281 70 356 1178 0.239 282 209 0.4 0.3 4.021 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 488 122 332 1181 0.413 490 306 1.1 0.7 5.220 A
TR0¢ - 0818
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 166 42 474 970 0.171 167 213 0.3 0.2 4.481 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 335 84 138 1483 0.226 335 503 0.4 0.3 3.139 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 236 59 298 1213 0.194 236 175 0.3 0.2 3.683 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 409 102 278 1213 0.337 410 256 0.7 0.5 4.484 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
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N

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 6.89 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

28

1 - Lower Bognor Road N

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 10 of 19

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D4 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 580 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 644 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 261 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 396 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

From

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2 252 291 35
2 - Chalcraft Lane 101 1 130 412
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 110 65 2 84
4 - Hewarts Lane 17 312 67 0

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/1

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 0 0 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 0 0 0 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 0 0 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Average Demand Total Junction
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS (Veh/hr) Arrivals (Veh)
40/16/0UT
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.64 10.17 1.8 a 532 798
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.55 6.09 1.2 A 591 886
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.28 4.80 0.4 A 239 359
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.37 4.79 06 A 363 545

Main Results for each time segment

1848 - AT
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput P Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow {Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 437 109 335 1083 0.403 434 172 0.0 0.7 5.526 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 485 121 297 1392 0.348 483 472 0.0 0.5 3.951 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 196 49 413 1156 0.170 196 367 0.0 0.2 3.743 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 298 75 211 1246 0.239 297 398 0.0 0.3 3.790 A
1708 - TS
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: Clr(;;.:)l‘a,:mg ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{z&”hg,r"‘su‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 521 130 401 1045 0.499 520 207 0.7 1.0 6.847 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 579 145 356 1353 0.428 578 565 0.5 0.7 4.640 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 235 59 495 1106 0.212 234 440 0.2 0.3 4128 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 356 89 252 1221 0.292 356 477 0.3 0.4 4157 A
IR Y
Arm Demand | Arrane § S Gloating ?Szr?fr::;, RFC T'}{Z‘ﬁ:g”‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 639 160 491 992 0.643 636 253 1.0 1.8 9.997 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 709 177 435 1301 0.545 707 692 0.7 1.2 6.042 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 287 72 605 1038 0.277 287 537 0.3 0.4 4787 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 436 109 309 1188 0.367 435 583 0.4 06 4777 A
738 - AT48
Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3, RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) {Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 639 160 492 992 0.644 638 253 1.8 1.8 10.171 I
2 - Chalcraft Lane 709 177 437 1300 0.545 709 694 1.2 1.2 6.090 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 287 72 607 1037 0.277 287 539 0.4 0.4 4799 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 436 109 309 1188 0.367 436 585 06 06 4787 A
V48 - 80
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: Clr(;;.:)l‘a,:mg ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{z&”hg,r"‘su‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 521 130 403 1044 0.499 524 207 1.8 1.0 6.972 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 579 145 359 1351 0.428 581 568 1.2 0.8 4.680 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 235 59 497 1105 0.212 235 442 0.4 0.3 4.141 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 356 89 253 1221 0.292 357 479 0.6 0.4 4170 A
R RUURE R 1
Arm Demind | Arrane 1 Gioating f@gs,ch'g’ RFC T'}{ze”hg,::sut T(Z;(:tu . ir:ir;n qsut: " qEde D?s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 437 109 337 1082 0.404 438 173 1.0 0.7 5.601 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 485 121 300 1390 0.349 486 475 0.8 0.5 3.983 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 196 49 416 1155 0.170 197 370 0.3 0.2 3.760 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 298 75 212 1245 0.240 299 400 0.4 0.3 3.805 A
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Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 5.07 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) ; First amm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 61 4 - Hewarts Lane

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 12 of 19

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segm_ent length Run_
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D5 { 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 229 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 438 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 317 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 493 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Damand {VWaehvhe}
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 108 112 9
From ; 2 -Chalcraft Lane 126 1 59 252
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 150 102 2 63
4 - Hewarts Lane 22 404 67 0

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 5 2 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 2 0 2 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 2 50 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr)

Arrivals (Veh)
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.29 5.74 0.4 A 210 315
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.34 3.77 0.5 A 402 603
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.31 4.58 0.4 A 291 436
4 - Hewarts Lane 048 6.23 0.9 A 452 679

Main Results for each time segment

RGN
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 172 43 432 993 0.174 172 223 0.0 0.2 4.379 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 330 82 142 1480 0.223 329 461 0.0 0.3 3.124 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 239 60 291 1218 0.196 238 180 0.0 0.2 3.668 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 371 93 286 1200 0.309 369 243 0.0 0.4 4.327 A
QEAE - 0888
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 206 51 517 945 0.218 206 268 0.2 0.3 4.870 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 394 98 171 1461 0.269 393 552 0.3 0.4 3.371 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 285 71 349 1183 0.241 285 215 0.2 0.3 4.007 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 443 111 342 1166 0.380 443 291 0.4 06 4970 A
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 252 63 633 880 0.287 252 328 0.3 0.4 5724 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 482 121 209 1436 0.336 482 676 0.4 0.5 3.771 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 349 87 427 1135 0.307 349 264 0.3 0.4 4574 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 543 136 419 1121 0.484 542 356 0.6 0.9 6.199 A
O830 - 0% 48
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 252 63 634 879 0.287 252 328 0.4 0.4 5743 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 482 121 209 1436 0.336 482 677 0.5 0.5 3.775 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 349 87 427 1135 0.308 349 264 0.4 0.4 4.581 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 543 136 419 1121 0.484 543 357 0.9 0.9 6.229 A
G848 - fage
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 206 51 519 944 0.218 206 268 0.4 0.3 4.887 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 394 98 171 1461 0.270 394 554 0.5 0.4 3.378 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 285 71 349 1182 0.241 285 216 0.4 0.3 4.016 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 443 111 343 1166 0.380 444 292 0.9 06 5.000 A
TR0¢ - 0818
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 172 43 434 991 0.174 173 225 0.3 0.2 4.398 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 330 82 143 1479 0.223 330 464 0.4 0.3 3.134 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 239 60 292 1217 0.196 239 181 0.3 0.2 3.682 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 371 93 287 1199 0.310 372 244 0.6 0.5 4.357 A
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Data Errors and Warnings

PR
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Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 6.85 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

27

1 - Lower Bognor Road N

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 14 of 19

D Scenario Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segment length Run
name name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D6 } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v

Vehicle mix varies over turn

Vehicle mix varies over entry

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 598 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 605 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 267 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 373 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Damand {VWaehvhe}
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2 260 300 36
From ; 2 - Chalcraft Lane 104 1 127 373
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 114 64 2 87
4 - Hewarts Lane 17 287 69 0
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 0 0 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 0 0 0 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 0 0 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr)

Arrivals (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.65 10.30 1.9 a 549 823
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.52 575 1.1 A 555 833
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.28 4.69 0.4 A 245 368
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.35 4.65 0.5 A 342 513

Main Results for each time segment

1848 - AT
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput P Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow {Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 450 113 317 1093 0.412 447 178 0.0 0.7 5.550 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 455 114 306 1386 0.329 454 458 0.0 0.5 3.852 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 201 50 387 1173 0.171 200 373 0.0 0.2 3.698 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 281 70 215 1243 0.226 280 372 0.0 0.3 3.732 A
1708 - TS
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: Clr(;;.:)l‘a,:mg ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{z&”hg,r"‘su‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 538 134 380 1057 0.509 536 213 0.7 1.0 6.894 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 544 136 367 1346 0.404 543 549 0.5 0.7 4.478 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 240 60 463 1126 0.213 240 447 0.2 0.3 4.063 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 335 84 258 1218 0.275 335 445 0.3 0.4 4.075 A
IR Y
Arm Domend | Arre § ioand f@fm‘g’ RFC T'}{Z‘ﬁ:g”‘ T(thu 35’2‘)" qu:LTe qEde D‘(*s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) {Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 658 165 465 1008 0.653 655 260 1.0 1.8 10.118 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 666 167 448 1293 0.515 665 672 0.7 1.0 5715 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 294 73 567 1062 0.277 294 546 0.3 0.4 4683 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 411 103 315 1184 0.347 410 545 0.4 0.5 4.650 A
738 - AT48
Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3, RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) {Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 658 165 466 1007 0.654 658 261 1.8 1.9 10.304 I
2 - Chalcraft Lane 666 167 450 1292 0.516 666 674 1.0 1.1 5753 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 294 73 568 1061 0.277 294 548 0.4 0.4 4692 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 411 103 316 1184 0.347 411 546 0.5 0.5 4655 A
V48 - 80
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: Clr(;;.:)l‘a,:mg ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{z&”hg,r"‘su‘ T(Z;(:tu gir:ir;n qsut:LTe qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 538 134 381 1056 0.509 541 214 1.9 1.1 7.026 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 544 136 370 1345 0.404 545 552 1.1 0.7 4513 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 240 60 465 1124 0.214 240 450 0.4 0.3 4.075 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 335 84 259 1217 0.275 336 447 0.5 0.4 4.088 A
R RUURE R 1
Arm Demind | Arrane 1 Gioating f@gs,ch'g’ RFC T'}{ze”hg,::sut T(Z;(:tu . ir:ir;n qsut: " qEde D?s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 450 113 319 1092 0.412 452 179 1.1 0.7 5631 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 455 114 309 1385 0.329 456 462 0.7 0.5 3.882 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 201 50 389 1171 0.172 201 376 0.3 0.2 3.712 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 281 70 216 1242 0.226 281 374 0.4 0.3 3.750 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
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Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 5.56 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

47

4 - Hewarts Lane

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 16 of 19

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 229 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 465 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 322 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 559 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

From

{VWeahihr}
To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 108 112 9
2 - Chalcraft Lane 126 1 59 279
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 150 107 2 63
4 - Hewarts Lane 22 470 67 0

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 5 2 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 2 0 2 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 2 50 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr)

Arrivals (Veh)
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.30 6.17 0.4 A 210 315
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.36 3.90 06 A 427 640
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.32 4.72 0.5 A 295 443
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.55 717 1.2 A 513 769

Main Results for each time segment

RGN
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 172 43 485 963 0.179 172 223 0.0 0.2 4.543 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 350 88 142 1480 0.236 349 514 0.0 0.3 3.179 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 242 61 311 1206 0.201 241 180 0.0 0.3 3.730 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 421 105 289 1198 0.351 419 263 0.0 0.5 4611 A
QEAE - 0888
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 206 51 581 909 0.226 206 268 0.2 0.3 5115 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 418 105 171 1462 0.286 418 616 0.3 0.4 3.448 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 289 72 373 1168 0.248 289 215 0.3 0.3 4.095 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 503 126 347 1164 0.432 502 315 0.5 0.8 5.430 A
Total Junction } Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 252 63 710 836 0.302 252 328 0.3 0.4 6.154 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 512 128 209 1436 0.356 511 753 0.4 0.6 3.889 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 355 89 456 1117 0.317 354 264 0.3 0.5 4716 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 615 154 424 1118 0.551 614 386 0.8 1.2 7.115 A
O830 - 0% 48
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3’ RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 252 63 712 835 0.302 252 328 0.4 0.4 6.175 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 512 128 209 1436 0.357 512 755 0.6 06 3.895 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 355 89 457 1117 0.318 355 264 0.5 0.5 4723 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 615 154 425 1117 0.551 615 386 1.2 1.2 7.170 A
G848 - fage
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3' RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 206 51 584 907 0.227 206 268 0.4 0.3 5138 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 418 105 171 1461 0.286 419 619 0.6 0.4 3.457 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 289 72 374 1168 0.248 290 216 0.5 0.3 4104 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 503 126 348 1163 0.432 504 316 1.2 0.8 5.479 A
TR0¢ - 0818
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 172 43 488 961 0.179 173 225 0.3 0.2 4.568 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 350 88 143 1480 0.237 350 517 0.4 0.3 3.188 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 242 61 313 1205 0.201 243 181 0.3 0.3 3.742 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 421 105 291 1197 0.352 422 265 0.8 0.5 4.651 A
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Data Errors and Warnings
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N

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Arm order } Junction Delay (s) { Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road jw Chalcraft Lane { Standard Roundabout 1,2,3,4 7.31 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

24

1 - Lower Bognor Road N

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Page 18 of 19

D Scenario name Time Period Traffic profile Start time Finish time Time segm_ent length Rur]
name type (HH:mm) (HH:mm) (min) automatically
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 v
Vehicle mix varies over turn } Vehicle mix varies over entry | Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
v v HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic}
Arm Linked arm | Profile type { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) } Scaling Factor (%)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N ONE HOUR v 598 100.000
2 - Chalcraft Lane ONE HOUR v 662 100.000
3 - Lower Bognor Road S ONE HOUR v 270 100.000
4 - Hewarts Lane ONE HOUR v 407 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

From

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N : 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 { 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 2 260 300 36
2 - Chalcraft Lane 104 1 134 423
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 114 67 2 87
4 - Hewarts Lane 17 321 69 0

To
1 - Lower Bognor Road N | 2-Chalcraft Lane { 3 -Lower Bognor Road 8 | 4 - Hewarts Lane
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0 0 0 0
From ! 2 - Chalcraft Lane 0 0 0 1
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 1 0 0 0
4 - Hewarts Lane 0 1 2 0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Arm Max RFC Max delay (s) | Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS Average Demand { Total Junction

(Veh/hr)

Arrivals (Veh)

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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1 - Lower Bognor Road N 0.67 11.05 2.0 a 549 823
2 - Chalcraft Lane 0.56 6.40 1.3 A 607 911
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 0.29 4.93 0.4 A 248 372
4 - Hewarts Lane 0.38 4.90 06 A 373 560

Main Results for each time segment

1848 - AT
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
. Capacity Throughput P Delay
Arm Demand Arrivals flow {Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (exit side) queue queue (s) LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 450 113 345 1077 0.418 447 178 0.0 0.7 5.690 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 498 125 306 1386 0.360 496 486 0.0 06 4.036 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 203 51 424 1150 0177 202 378 0.0 0.2 3.797 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 306 77 217 1242 0.247 305 409 0.0 0.3 3.838 A
1708 - TS
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: c|r<;|L:)|3: " ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{ze”hg,ﬁsm T(Z;(:tu . ir:ir;n qsut: " qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 538 134 413 1038 0.518 536 213 0.7 1.1 7.156 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 595 149 367 1346 0.442 594 582 0.6 0.8 4.781 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road S 243 61 508 1098 0.221 242 453 0.2 0.3 4.207 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 366 91 260 1216 0.301 365 490 0.3 0.4 4228 A
IR Y
Arm Domend | Arre § ioand ((:\75?/?:3, RFC T'}{ze”hg,::sut T(thu gir:ir;n qsut::?e qEde D‘(*s';‘y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) {Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 658 165 506 984 0.669 655 260 1.1 2.0 10.811 &
2 - Chalcraft Lane 729 182 448 1293 0.564 727 712 0.8 1.3 6.340 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 297 74 621 1028 0.289 297 554 0.3 0.4 4918 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 448 112 319 1183 0.379 447 600 0.4 0.6 4.891 A
738 - AT48
Total Junction : Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\75?;;:3, RFC Tt;(zeuhg}rt:sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) {Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 658 165 506 984 0.669 658 261 2.0 2.0 11.046 I
2 - Chalcraft Lane 729 182 450 1291 0.564 729 714 1.3 1.3 6.398 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 297 74 623 1027 0.289 297 556 0.4 0.4 4.931 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 448 112 319 1182 0.379 448 601 06 06 4.903 A
V48 - 80
Arm D(;rr(:ltaarlld ‘k'rrguc\:;?: c|r<;|L:)|3: " ?Szﬁfr::;, RFC T'}{ze”hg,ﬁsm T(Z;(:tu . ir:ir;n qsut: " qEde D?s';’y Los
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 538 134 414 1037 0.518 541 214 2.0 1.1 7.312 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 595 149 370 1344 0.443 597 586 1.3 0.8 4.832 &
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 243 61 511 1096 0.221 243 456 0.4 0.3 4223 A
4 - Hewarts Lane 366 91 261 1216 0.301 367 492 0.6 0.4 4.243 A
R RUURE R 1
Total Junction ! Circulating . Throughput Start End
Arm Demand Arrivals flow ((:\723;;:3’ RFC Tt}(zeuhg}::sut (exit side) queue queue D?sl)ay LOS
{Veh/hr) {Veh) {Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) (Veh) (Veh)
1 - Lower Bognor Road N 450 113 347 1076 0.418 452 179 1.1 0.7 5779 A
2 - Chalcraft Lane 498 125 309 1384 0.360 499 490 0.8 06 4.072 A
3 - Lower Bognor Road $ 203 51 427 1148 0177 204 381 0.3 0.2 3.815 &
4 - Hewarts Lane 306 77 219 1241 0.247 307 412 0.4 0.3 3.855 A
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Junctions 9
PICADY 9 - Priority Intersection Module

Version: 8.0.1.4646 []
© Copyright TRL Limited, 2017

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

The users of this somputer grogram Tor the solution of an engineering probiom are in no way refieved of thelr resgonsibility Tor the torrectness of the salution

Filename: 1616 Lower Bognor Road Pagham Road.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane, Pagham\Cumultaive
Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 06/01/2017 14:27:41
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95% : : Network 95% : . Network
c(’\‘,‘:#)e Queue D‘(*s';‘y RFC { LOS ‘[’)‘;?:t':’s’; Junction ! Residual c(’\‘,‘:#)e Queue D‘(*s';‘y RFC | LOS ‘[’)‘;T:t':’s’; Junction | Residual
(Veh) Y Capacity (Veh) Y Capacity
Stream B-C 02 05 £ 3% 0.0 ~1 A 3%
Stream B-A 99 | & 1 2761 o (stream {271 143 = 576 A [Stream
Stream C-AB §} 00 | s00.3 | 417 1000} A B-A] 0.0 05 A B-A]
32+ CUMULATIVE
Stream B-C g 21% 0.0 ~1 & 14 %
Stream B-A = ¥ [Stream 76 RS & 13.91 & [Stream
Stream C-AB A B-A] 0.0 0.5 A B-A]
s
AW
Stream B-C 03 R 000} & 6%
Stream B-A {141 © 079} = 6.88 A [Stream
Stream C-AB } 0.0 A 002} A B-A]
Stream B-C EEREE ) 0001 A 16 %
Stream B-A A0 i3 ® ¥ ® [Stream 1.2 W TET A PO ® 19.22 2 [Stream
Stream C-AB { 0.0 376 1000) A B-A] 0.0 ) 586 10.02% A B-A]

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

File summary

Title (untitled)
Location

Site number
Date 19/09/2016
Version

Status (new file}

Identifier
Client

Jobnumber
Enumerator { DESKTOP-MD8GBJC\Fiona
Description

Units
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3 N N H H N
N N < N N . N N <
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Distance units

Speed units

Traffic units input

Traffic units results

Flow units

Average delay units

Total delay units

Rate of delay units
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m kph

Veh

Veh

perHour

s

-Min perMin

Analysis Options

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Calculate Queue Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s] {PCU)
v v Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00
Demand Set Summary
ID Scenario name Time Period name } Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 08:15 15 :
D2} 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 08:15 15
D4} 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D5 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 08:15 15
D6 } 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D7 : 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 08:15 15
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID  Network flow scaling factor (%)
A1 100.000
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 27.61 o

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown -13 Stream B-A
Arms
Arms
Arm Name Description | Arm type
A | Pagham Road North Major
B | Lower Bognor Road Minor
C { Pagham Road South Major

Major Arm Geometry

Arm Width of carriageway Has kerbed central Has right turn Visibility for right turn Blocks? Blocking queue
{m) reserve bay {m) ) {PCU)
C - Pagham Road South 7.50 95.0 v 0.00
Minor Arm Geometry
Arm Minoramm | WAL+ yigihat © widthat | Widthat | Widthat | Estimateflare ] T2 i visibilityto | Visibility to
type 9 s Y i 5m(m) { 10m@m) { 15m(m) ! 20m (m) length (Pgu) left (m) right (m)
One lane
B Lower Bognor Road { )0 10.00 8.00 550 425 3.00 v 2.00 105 85

Slope / intercept / Capacity

Slope | Slope i Slope } Slope
Junction | Stream Intercept for for for for
{veh/hn) © pB { AC i CA | CB
1 B-A 635 0108 { 0.273 1 0.172 { 0.3
1 B-C 666 0.085 } 0.241 - -
1 c-B 629 0.228  0.228 - -

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID { Scenario name } Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) ;| Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D1 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 08:15 15

Vehicle mix source ;| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic)

Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data ; Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 383 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 376 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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§ C - Pagham Road South

AN

583

100.000

To

A - Pagham Road North | B - Lower Bognor Road ! C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 199 184
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 375 9] 1
C - Pagham Road South 592 1 9]

Page 4 of 26

To
A - Pagham Road North | B - Lower Bognor Road ! C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 2 5
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 1 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 2 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) { percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 0.2 0.5 3
B-A 3 2120 9.9 20 <
C-AB 0.00 417 0.0 o2
C-A
A-B
A-C
Main Resulis for each time segment
Q7148 - 08100
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.75 473 0.002 0.75 0.0 7.620 A
B-A 282 496 0.570 277 13 16.143 <
C-AB 2 865 0.002 2 0.0 4168 A
C-A 445 445
A-B 150 150
A-C 139 139
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.90 357 0.003 0.90 0.0 10.115
B-A 337 470 0.718 333 23 25517 D
C-AB 2 915 0.002 2 0.0 3.942 a
C-A 531 531
A-B 179 179
A-C 165 165
QR
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 1 47 1 0.0 B
B-A 413 434 391 7.8 &
C-AB 3 986 3 0.0 A
C-A 650 650
A-B 219 219
A-C 203 203
Q

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 1 1 {8648 0.24 0.2 =
B-A 413 434 Q 404 9.8 &
C-AB 3 986 3 0.0 A
C-A 650 650
A-B 218 219
A-C 203 203
RS
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.80 286 0.003 2 0.0 12.728 &
B-A 337 470 0.718 365 2.8 BRI &
C-AB 2 915 0.002 2 0.0 3.949 A
C-A 531 531
A-B 179 179
A-C 165 165
QHAY - 1S
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.75 461 0.002 0.76 0.0 7.828 A
B-A 282 496 0.570 288 1.4 17.803 I3
C-AB 2 865 0.002 2 0.0 4172 A
C-A 445 445
A-B 150 150
A-C 138 138
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 127 0.56 115 1.57 1.79 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
HEQY - 088
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
B-A 2.33 0.08 1.38 5.40 7.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
B-A 7.75 0.14 3.40 19.96 28.07 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 >198 >198 >198 >198 N/A N/A
Q330 - OR:48
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.24 N/A N/A
B-A 9.87 0.08 2.55 27.81 41.99 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
REPEEIER RS
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 2.83 0.04 0.40 7.64 14.38 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
0.03 0.30 2.00 6.83 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/OUT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017




Data Errors and Warnings

Page 6 of 26

Severity Area

ltem

Description

Warning { Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 5.76 &

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

-3

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D2 ; 2022 PM

ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic}

Origin-Destination

Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 1118 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 226 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 270 100.000
Data

From

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 516 603
B - Lower Bognor Road 226 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 266 4 9]

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 1 3
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 9] 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 3 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 ~1 &
B-A 0.75 4178 27 14.5 &
C-AB 0.02 6.33 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...

06/01/2017



A-C

Main Results for each time segment

1848 17

o
o

Page 7 of 26

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 465 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 170 428 0.307 168 06 13676 3

C.AB 5 584 0.008 5 0.0 6215 2
C-A 199 199
AB 388 388
AC 454 454

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C ) 422 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 2
B-A 203 388 0523 202 11 19112 z

C-AB 6 580 0.011 6 0.0 6.265 A
CA 237 237
AB 464 464
AC 542 542

1718 - 4730

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 362 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 249 333 0.748 243 26 ;

C-AB 9 578 0.016 s 0.0 6318 A
C-A 288 288
AB 568 568
AC 664 664

P30 . 1748

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0 359 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 249 333 0.748 248 27 £

C-AB 9 578 0.016 s 0.0 6.328 P

C-A 288 288
AB 568 568
AC 664 P

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C ) 420 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 P
B-A 203 388 0.523 210 11 20795 <

C-AB 6 580 0.011 6 0.0 6.284 A

C-A 237 237

AB 464 464

AC 542 542

18:00 - 18115
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los

B-C 0 463 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A

B-A 170 428 0.307 172 07 14146

C.AB 5 584 0.008 5 0.0 6.225 A

C-A 199 199

AB 388 388

AC 454 454

Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment

=
@
2
=

Qo5

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.64 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
TR0 - TnE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.05 0.10 0.98 1.71 2.01 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
0.04 0.37 6.60 13.41 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 273 0.03 0.33 5.21 14.47 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
148 - i
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.15 0.04 0.42 2.85 4.65 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
EERUUR R
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.68 0.03 0.33 1.50 3.02 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017
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Severity Area

ltem

Description

Warning { Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way {8 IS

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

-21

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D3 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 :
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 466 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 376 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 783 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

From

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 199 267
B - Lower Bognor Road 375 9] 1
C - Pagham Road South 782 1 9]

Heavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 2 3
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 1 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 2 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 04 3
B-A B
C-AB 3.7% A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...

06/01/2017



»
o

Main Results for each time segment
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Q748 - 0800
Total Demand B Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 0.75 432 0.002 0.75 0.0 8.341 A
B-A 282 454 0.622 276 1.6 19.615 I3
C-AB 2 953 0.002 2 0.0 3.783 A
C-A 588 588
A-B 150 150
A-C 20 201
8. 888
Total Demand B Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 0.80 260 0.003 0.89 0.0 8
B-A 337 420 0.803 330 3.4 &
C-AB 3 1023 0.003 3 0.0 R
C-A 70 01
A-B 179 179
A-C 240 240
QRS - 030
Total Demand B Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 1 0.98 0.1¢9 0.2 &
B-A 413 373 358 16.8 &
C-AB 5 1122 5 0.0 A
C-A 857 857
A-B 218 219
A-C 294 294
BEIY - 08048
Total Demand B Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 1 2 0.698 0.57 0.4 i
B-A 413 373 TANY 369 8 F
C-AB 5 1122 0.004 5 0.0 A
C-A 857 857
A-B 218 219
A-C 294 294
QR4F - (888
Total Demand B Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 0.80 2 0.406 0.78 0.4 &
B-A 337 420 0.803 405 10.7 &
C-AB 3 1023 0.003 3 0.0 R
C-A 70 01
A-B 179 179
A-C 240 240
QR0 - QS
Total Demand . Throughput
Stream {Veh/hr) Capacity (Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) End queue (Veh) Delay (s) LOS
B-C 0.75 365 0.002 2 0.0 9.970 R
B-A 282 454 0.622 318 1.8 32.466 2
C-AB 2 953 0.002 2 0.0 3.789 A
C-A 588 588
A-B 150 150
A-C 20 201
Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment
ioQos Q50 Qs i Q95 Percentile {  Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 >198 >198 >198 >198 N/A N/A
B-A 1.55 0.30 1.38 2.42 2.90 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
QRQ0 - BENE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
B-A 3.38 0.11 1.42 8.20 11.41 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.03 0.25 0.46 0.48 N/A N/A
2.94 13.91 31.34 37.97 N/A N/A
>198 >198 >198 >198 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.37 0.03 0.26 0.46 0.49 N/A N/A
B-A 27.79 6.08 23.81 50.50 60.51 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
HEAS - e
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.38 0.03 0.30 1.22 1.7 N/A N/A
B-A 10.70 0.37 6.41 2516 33.51 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.76 0.03 0.29 1.76 7.47 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 13.91 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

14

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Origi

From

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 516 766
B - Lower Bognor Road 226 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 371 4 9]

Heavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 1 2
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 9] 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 2 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 ~1 &
B-A G4 76 314 ¥
C-AB 0.02 0.0 0.5 A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D4 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 :
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 1282 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 226 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 375 100.000
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A-C

Main Results for each time segment

1848 17

o
o

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 433 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 170 382 0.446 167 08 16.532 B

C.AB 5 621 0.009 5 0.0 5.850 2
C-A 277 277
AB 388 388
AC 577 577

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C ) 382 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 2
B-A 203 333 0.611 200 15 26,668 o

C-AB 8 627 0.012 8 0.0 5.805 A
CA 329 329
AB 464 464
AC 689 689

179§ - 4TaE

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 307 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 249 265 840 231 59 Y™ v

C-AB 12 641 0.019 12 0.0 5721 A
C-A 401 201
AB 568 568
AC 843 843

P30 . 1748

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0 303 0.000 0 0.0 A
B-A 249 265 242 76 §

C-AB 12 641 0.019 12 0.0 P
C-A 401 201

AB 568 568
AC 843 543
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C ) 373 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 P
B-A 203 333 0.611 227 17 W@ &
C-AB 8 627 0.012 8 0.0 5819 A
C-A 329 329
AB 464 464
AC 689 689
18:00 - 18115
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 430 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 170 382 0.446 174 08 17.563

C.AB 5 621 0.009 6 0.0 5859 A

C-A 277 277

AB 388 388

AC 577 577

Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment

Qs | Qs [ Qo

=
@
2
=

Q95 Percentile Marker § Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.78 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
TR0 - TnE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.46 0.07 1.01 3.08 4.33 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
0.14 2.68 14.89 20.76 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 7.64 0.08 218 21.11 31.38 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
148 - i
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.70 0.04 0.36 4.31 8.66 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
EERUUR R
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.83 0.03 0.29 1.18 3.54 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017



Data Errors and Warnings
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Severity

Area

ltem

Description

Warning

Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction Junction LOS

Junction Delay (s)

1

Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road

T-Junction

Two-way

Junction Network Options

Driving side

Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left

Normal/unknown

-16

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name

Time Period name

Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm)

Time segment length (min)

D5 : 2027 AM

ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15 15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PC

v)

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {Traffic}
Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 386 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 388 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 612 100.000

Origi

From

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 206 180
B - Lower Bognor Road 387 9] 1
C - Pagham Road South 611 1 9]

Heavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 2 5
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 1 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 2 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 03 0.5
B-A 2 14.1 483 &
C-AB 413 0.0 A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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A-C

Main Results for each time segment

Page

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0.75 459 0.002 0.75 0.0 7.855 A
B-A 291 491 0.593 286 14 17.100 o

C.AB 2 873 0.002 2 0.0 4130 2
CA 459 459
AB 155 155
AC 143 43
8 - 5818

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.90 326 0.003 0.89 0.0 11.076 8
B-A 348 464 0.749 343 27 28403 o

C-AB 2 925 0.002 2 0.0 3.000 A
CA 548 548
AB 185 185
AC 171 171

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 1 1 0.20 0.2
B-A 426 427 3% 101 S

C.AB 3 998 3 0.0 A
CA 670 670
AB 227 27
AC 200 200
HE:39 - 0148

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 1 2 0.598 063 03 5
B-A 426 427 i 410 141 §

C-AB 3 998 3 0.0 3820 P
CA 670 670
AB 257 227
AC 200 200

QR AH - HH88

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0.90 203 0.004 3 0.0 18,035 3§
B-A 348 464 0.749 390 35 § S

C-AB 2 925 0.002 2 0.0 3.006 A
CA 548 548
AB 185 185
AC 171 171

8E:00 « 03118

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.75 442 0.002 076 0.0 8157 A
B-A 291 491 0.593 209 15 19.425

C.AB 2 873 0.002 2 0.0 4133 A
CA 459 459
AB 155 155
AC 123 143

Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment

16 of 26

Qo5

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.38 0.57 1.28 1.78 1.3 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
QRQ0 - BENE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
B-A 2.67 0.08 1.50 6.33 8.81 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.03 0.25 0.46 0.48 N/A N/A
0.38 6.15 23.58 31.28 N/A N/A
>198 >198 >198 >198 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.35 0.03 0.26 0.46 0.49 N/A N/A
B-A 14.09 0.28 7.51 35.25 48.26 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
HEAS - e
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 3.47 0.04 0.42 9.57 17.68 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.53 0.03 0.30 1.88 7.28 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 6.88 &

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) { First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown -6 Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID } Scenario name } Time Period name ; Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm) { Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min)
D6 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview {Traffic}

Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 1153 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 233 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 278 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 532 621
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 233 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 274 4 9]
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vahicle Perceniages
To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 1 2
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 9] 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 3 9] 9]
Results

Results Summary for whole modelled period

Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)

B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 ~1 A
B-A 0.79 887 33 17.9 &
C-AB 0.02 6.32 0.0 0.5 A
C-A

A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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A-C

Main Results for each time segment

1848 17

o
o

Page

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 459 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 175 423 0.414 173 07 14.208 3

C.AB 5 584 0.008 5 0.0 6213 2
C-A 205 205
AB 401 201
AC 468 468

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C ) 416 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 2
B-A 209 382 0.548 208 12 20378 z

C-AB 6 581 0.011 6 0.0 6.260 A
CA 244 244
AB 478 478
AC 558 558

1718 - 4730

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0 353 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 257 325 0.788 249 30

C-AB 9 579 0.016 s 0.0 6.308 A
C-A 297 207
AB 586 586
AC 684 684

P30 . 1748

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0 350 0.000 0 0.0 A
B-A 257 325 0.788 255 33 £

C-AB 9 579 0.016 s 0.0 P

C-A 207 297
AB 586 586
AC 684 664

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C ) 412 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 P
B-A 200 382 0.548 218 13 22826 <

C-AB 6 581 0.011 6 0.0 6.280 A

C-A 244 244

AB 478 478

AC 558 558

18:00 - 18115
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los

B-C 0 458 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A

B-A 175 423 0.414 178 07 14771

C.AB 5 584 0.008 5 0.0 6.224 A

C-A 205 205

AB 401 401

AC 468 468

Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment

19 of 26

=
@
2
=

Qo5

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.69 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
TR0 - TnE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.16 0.08 1.01 1.84 2.65 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
0.04 0.43 8.43 15.28 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 3.32 0.04 0.35 7.60 17.89 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
148 - i
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.27 0.04 0.40 3.28 5.58 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
EERUUR R
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.73 0.03 0.32 1.51 3.50 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017
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Data Errors and Warnings

Page 21 of 26

Severity Area

ltem

Description

Warning { Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 7 =

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

-23

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D7 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15 :
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 479 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 388 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 802 100.000

Origi

From

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 206 273
B - Lower Bognor Road 387 9] 1
C - Pagham Road South 801 1 9]

Heavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 2 4
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 1 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 2 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 04 3
B-A B
C-AB A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Main Results for each time segment

Page 22 of 26

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0.75 414 0.002 0.75 0.0 8.720 A
B-A 291 449 0.649 284 17 21.071 o

C.AB 2 961 0.002 2 0.0 3.751 2
CA 602 602
AB 155 155
AC 206 206
8 - 5818

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.90 213 0.004 0.89 0.0 16.936 I
B-A 348 414 0.840 338 41 o &

C-AB 3 1033 0.003 3 0.0 3493 A
CA 718 718
AB 185 185
AC 245 245

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 1 092 018 0.2
B-A 426 366 E 357 215 S

C.AB 5 1135 0.004 5 0.0 A
CA 878 878
AB 227 27
AC 301 301
HE:39 - 0148

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 1 1 0.54 0.4 5
B-A 426 366 364 §

C-AB 5 1135 5 0.0 P
CA 878 878
AB 257 227
AC 301 301

QR AH - HH88

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0.90 > 0.448 0.75 04 S
B-A 348 414 0.840 403 S

C-AB 3 1032 0.003 3 A
CA 718 718
AB 185 185
AC 245 245

8E:00 « 03118

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C 0.75 221 0.003 2 0.0 16.571 <
B-A 291 449 0.649 376 2.1 ¥

C.AB 2 961 0.002 2 0.0 A
CA 602 602
AB 155 155
AC 206 206

Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 >198 >198 >198 >198 N/A N/A
B-A 1.73 0.18 1.43 2.98 3.84 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
QRQ0 - BENE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
B-A 4.08 0.13 1.87 9.82 13.54 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.03 0.25 0.46 0.48 N/A N/A
5.84 18.84 36.81 43.35 N/A N/A
>198 >198 >198 >198 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.38 0.03 0.26 0.46 0.49 N/A N/A
B-A 37.02 12.82 33.71 60.43 69.90 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
HEAS - e
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.41 0.03 0.29 1.15 1.82 N/A N/A
B-A 2315 5.52 20.02 41.02 48.80 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 2.08 0.03 0.30 2.08 9.1 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017
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Severity Area

ltem

Description

Warning { Queue variations

Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type i Major road direction } Junction Delay (s) | Junction LOS
1 Lower Bognor Road j/w Pagham Road T-Junction Two-way 19.22 o

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting

Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown

-16

Stream B-A

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

Origi

From

To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 532 784
B - Lower Bognor Road 233 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 379 4 9]

Heavy Vehicle Parcentages
To
A - Pagham Road North { B - Lower Bognor Road | C - Pagham Road South
A - Pagham Road North 9] 1 2
From
B - Lower Bognor Road 9] 9] 9]
C - Pagham Road South 2 9] 9]
Results
Results Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Stream Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.0 ~1 &
B-A TN 11.2 ¥
C-AB 0.02 5.86 0.0 A
C-A
A-B

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm) } Finish time (HH:mm) ;| Time segment length (min)
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15 :
Vehicle mix source | PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview {Traffic}
Arm Linked arm { Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) ; Scaling Factor (%)
A - Pagham Road North v 1316 100.000
B - Lower Bognor Road v 233 100.000
C - Pagham Road South v 383 100.000

06/01/2017
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Main Results for each time segment
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Probability of exactly

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C ) 426 0.000 ) 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 175 376 0.467 172 038 17.405 o

C.AB 6 620 0.009 6 0.0 5.854 2
CA 283 283
AB 401 401
AC 590 590

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B-C ) 374 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 2
B-A 209 325 0.644 206 17 20.418 o

C-AB 8 627 0.013 8 0.0 5.807 A
CA 336 336
AB 478 478
AC 705 705

18« AT

Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C ) 298 ) 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 257 256 232 79 01401 v

C.AB 13 642 13 0.0 5719 A
CA 400 400

AB 586 586
AC 863 863
P30 . 1748
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C 0 298 0 0.0 0.000 A
B-A 257 256 243 12 8 07 §
C-AB 13 642 ) 0.0 5726 P
CA 400 400
AB 586 586
AC 863 863
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los
B.C ) 359 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 P

B-A 200 325 0.644 246 20 g S

C-AB 8 627 0.013 8 0.0 A

CA 336 336

AB 478 478

AC 705 705

18:99 - 18045
Stream T°tg,' e%l':‘r;‘"d Capacity (Vehihr) RFC T"((l"e‘ﬁ’:}su‘ End queue (Veh) Delay (s) Los

B-C 0 423 0.000 0 0.0 0.000 A

B-A 175 376 0.467 180 0.9 18.774

C.AB 6 620 0.009 6 0.0 5.863 A

CA 283 283

AB 401 401

AC 590 590

Queue Variation Resuilts for each time segment
E Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker § Probability of reaching or §

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...
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Stream {Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.84 0.51 0.98 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
TR0 - TnE
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 1.66 0.07 1.02 3.78 5.34 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.01 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
{(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
0.40 485 17.79 23.35 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 11.25 0.32 6.44 2712 36.52 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
148 - i
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 2.02 0.04 0.36 5.07 10.53 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
EERUUR R
Stream Mean Qo5 Q50 Qso Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
{Veh) {(Veh) {(Veh) {Veh) {Veh) ge ge exceeding marker reaching marker
B-C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 N/A N/A
B-A 0.91 0.03 0.28 0.91 3.37 N/A N/A
C-AB 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 06/01/2017
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Junctions 9

ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []

@© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

solution

The users of this computer program for the seiution of an enginsering probiem are i 1o way relioved of their responsibiiity for the comreciness of the

Filename: 1616 Vinnetrow Road B2166.j9
Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane,
Pagham\Cumultaive Impact\Modelling
Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:47:14
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95% . . Network 95% . . Network
%‘,‘:t‘:)e Queue Dfs";‘y RFC | LOS ‘IJD‘:I‘:“;’S“) J”Egy“ Residual C(’\‘,':t‘:)e Queue Dfs";‘y RFC ! LOS ‘IJD‘;'I‘:"?S'; J”Eg?“ Residual

(Veh) Y Capacit (Veh) Y Capacity
Am1] 06 | 28 1648 {039} a 27 | 129 119891074} <
Arm2§ 2.1 35 {771 {068} A 6.9 R 35% 0.7 25 {424 10428 2 4 - 8%
Am3} 0.1 05 } 592 {0.10% A ' - Am2) § 00 05 | 407 (004} A ' N [Arm 1]
Am4y 09 19 | 588 {049} A 12321077 8
Am1] 038 761 1045 A 56 | W3 | 4aba =
Am2} 4.2 131750818 B 1000 R 14% 1.0 15 | 4.90 83 s . 2%
Am3{ 01 741 10121 A ’ ’ [Arm 2] 0.0 05 1§ 442 A ) ’ [Arm 1]
Am4} 12 15 {694 {056 A 7.1 2425 533 ©

T
Ami1} 07 | 29 1675:i040% A 237110781 O
Am2y 23 | 48 1837 {070% & . 435 10431 A 5%
3 7.35 el 13.23 B

Am3} 01 05 | 6151010} A 414 1004} & [Arm 1]
Am4} 1.0 17 1611 {050} & 1377 1079 &
Am1} 09 798 {047} A 854 109
Am2% 50 151750841 5 0 e - 1% 1.0 505 10518 AL 5700 N 4%
Am3} 01 776 1012 A ' Amz] § 00 450 {004} & ' [Arm 1]
Am4} 13 726 10571 A 88 | 8.8 (29731281 0

Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. 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 (untitied)

Location

Site number

Date 10/11/2016

Version

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Status (new file)
Identifier
Client
Jobnumber
Enumerator | DESKTOP-MD9GBJC\Fiona
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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s} (PCU)
v 4 Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min}
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 } 2022 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D3 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D5 | 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D6 | 2027 PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
D7 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15
Analysis Set Detaiis
ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)
Al 100.000

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 6.90 A

Junction Network Options

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 35 Arm 2
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description
1 Vinnetrow Road
2 B2166 E
3 {Mill Lane
4 B2166 W
Roundabout Geometry
Arm V - Approach road half- E - Entry I' - Effective flare R - Entry D - Inscribed circle PHI - Conflict (entry} Exit
width (m} width (m} length (m} radius (m} diameter (m} angle (deg) only
1 3.00 6.00 5.0 30.0 30.0 350
2 4.00 6.00 12.0 30.0 30.0 30.0
3 3.00 7.00 8.0 20.0 30.0 30.0
4 3.50 6.00 6.0 20.0 30.0 30.0
Siope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabaut S iy madad
Amm { Final slope : Final intercept (PCU/hr}
1 0.559 1219
2 0.649 1633
3 0.591 1375
4 0.593 1385
The sfope &
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID } Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min}
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm ; Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) | Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 317 100.000
2 v 891 100.000
3 v 60 100.000
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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L v 527 100000 |
Origin-Destination Data
Dhowvsand Vel
To
11213 4
110 {162} 8 {147
From}{ 2 {184} 0 | 7 {700
3113113101 34
4 111734021 81 0
1:i2i{3:i4
1:0{4i11i5
From{ 2 {6 : 0:0: 4
310i0i0i0
4111510:0
Resulis
Results Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
{(Veh)
1 0.39 6.48 06 28 A
2 068 7.71 2.1 35 A
3 0.10 592 0.1 05 A
4 0.49 5.88 0.9 1.9 A
Main Results for each time segment
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 239 317 988 0.242 237 03 4791 A
2 671 122 1485 0.452 668 0.8 4.386 A
3 45 772 898 0.050 45 0.1 4.220 A
4 397 157 1237 0.321 395 05 4.266 A
QRTH - W18
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 285 380 952 0.299 285 0.4 5.387 A
2 801 146 1469 0.545 800 1.2 5.363 A
3 54 925 803 0.067 54 0.1 4.803 A
4 474 188 1218 0.389 473 06 4.827
BR:48 - BR:30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 349 465 905 0.386 348 06 6.458
2 981 179 1448 0678 978 20 7.598 A
3 66 1131 676 0.098 66 0.1 5.899
4 580 230 1193 0.486 579 0.9 5.851
BRIV - BRAS
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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1 349 466 904 0.386 349 0.6 6.482 A
2 981 179 1448 0.678 981 21 7.709 A
3 66 1135 674 0.098 66 0.1 5924 A
4 580 231 1193 0.487 580 0.9 5878 A
RNCEIER N
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 285 381 952 0.299 286 04 5414 A
2 801 147 1469 0.545 804 1.2 5.445 A
3 54 931 800 0.067 54 0.1 4.828 A
4 474 190 1218 0.389 475 0.6 4.856 A
SR - G818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 239 319 986 0.242 239 03 4.821 A
2 671 123 1485 0.452 672 038 4.440 A
3 45 778 894 0.051 45 0.1 4.239 A
4 397 158 1236 0.321 397 0.5 4.296 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
0.00 0.00 0.32 0.32 N/A N/A
0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.47 047 N/A N/A
QRO0 - (/S
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 042 0.00 0.00 0.42 042 N/A N/A
2 1.18 0.06 0.82 2.48 3.45 N/A N/A
3 0.07 0.03 0.25 0.45 048 N/A N/A
4 0.63 0.11 0.86 1.37 1.44 N/A N/A
[ RN
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.62 0.03 0.25 0.62 0.62 N/A N/A
2 2.05 0.03 0.27 2.05 2.88 N/A N/A
3 0.11 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
4 0.94 0.03 0.26 0.94 0.94 N/A N/A
Q%38 - 9848
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.62 0.03 0.29 1.20 2.80 N/A N/A
2 2.08 0.03 0.27 2.08 2.08 N/A N/A
3 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.1 0.11 N/A N/A
4 0.94 0.03 0.27 0.94 1.88 N/A N/A
RHREY
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 043 0.00 0.00 0.43 043 N/A N/A
2 1.21 0.09 1.03 2.10 2.82 N/A N/A
3 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
4 0.64 0.21 0.93 1.39 1.44 N/A N/A
QWBG - 418
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.32 0.32 N/A N/A
2 0.83 0.05 0.56 1.63 222 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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3 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
4 048 0.04 0.41 1.24 1.37 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



\‘\\ .\\‘\}

B
&

Sy &
S A& oy

Data Errors and Warnings

Page 7 of 27

Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 11.63 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 8

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

Time segment length (min}

D2} 2022

PM ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

15

Vehicle mix source { PCU

Factor for a HV (PCU})

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {

Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 459 100.000
2 v 560 100.000
3 v 30 100.000
4 v 884 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand {Vehitr}
To
112 13} 4
11 0 {305{23}131
From{ 2 {119} 0 } 5 {436
314 {12101 14
4166 ;8031151 0
Pave
To
1121314
1:10i{3i{0}0
From{ 2 :14:0:0:3
3i0{0{0:i0
417121010
Resuits
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
‘ { Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...

21/12/2016



Page 8 of 27

Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 074 19.89 27 12.9 3
2 0.42 424 07 25 A
3 0.04 407 00 05 A
4 077 12.32 33 14.0 =

Main Resuits for each time segment

1348 L ATan
1W4E AT

Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 346 621 848 0.407 343 0.7 7.085 A
2 422 126 1504 0.280 420 04 3.318 A
3 23 514 1063 0.021 22 0.0 3.458 A
4 666 101 1283 0.515 661 1.0 5.665 A
kN TS
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 413 744 779 0.529 411 11 9.725 A
2 503 151 1488 0.338 503 0.5 3.653 A
3 27 616 1002 0.027 27 0.0 3.693 A
4 795 121 1281 0.621 792 16 7.340 A
§ 1730
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Vehihr) (Vehihr) {Vehihr) RFC {Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 505 908 688 0.735 499 26 18.561 o
2 617 184 1467 0.420 616 0.7 4.223 A
3 33 753 918 0.036 33 0.0 4.066 A
4 973 148 1264 0.770 967 3.2 11.860 I
17030 - 1748
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 505 914 685 0.738 505 27 19.891 <
2 617 186 1466 0.421 617 0.7 4.237 A
3 33 755 917 0.036 33 0.0 4.072 A
4 973 149 1264 0.770 973 33 12.319 8
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 413 752 775 0.532 419 1.2 10.272 3
2 503 154 1486 0.339 504 0.5 3.671 A
3 27 619 999 0.027 27 0.0 3.704 A
4 795 122 1281 0.621 801 17 7.603 A
R U R
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 346 627 845 0.409 347 0.7 7.264 A
2 422 128 1502 0.281 422 04 3.332 A
3 23 517 1061 0.021 23 0.0 3.468 A
4 666 102 1292 0.515 668 11 5788 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
THAE - 1700
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.68 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.05 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
Qe - AV
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.10 0.07 0.87 2.01 2.83 N/A N/A
2 0.51 0.51 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 1.60 0.06 0.78 3.87 573 N/A N/A
ATAS TR
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 257 0.03 0.31 3.86 12.94 N/A N/A
2 0.72 0.03 0.25 0.72 0.72 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 317 0.03 0.30 3.17 13.98 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 270 0.03 0.29 2.70 10.72 N/A N/A
2 0.72 0.03 0.28 0.72 2.51 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
4 3.25 0.03 0.28 3.25 6.41 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.17 0.05 0.52 272 3.99 N/A N/A
2 0.52 0.52 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 1.67 0.06 0.74 4.12 6.17 N/A N/A
TEEH - 1818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.70 0.04 0.35 1.65 2.89 N/A N/A
2 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.08 0.04 0.39 271 4.60 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 10.29 8

Junction Network Options
Driving side
Left

Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

14

First arm reaching threshold
Arm 2

Normal/unknown

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID

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

D3 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE

AM

ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU}

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 358 100.000
2 v 1081 100.000
3 v 60 100.000
4 v 588 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Ramand {Vehvhn}
To
112 13} 4
11 0 {203} 8 147
From{ 2 {224} 0 } 7 {850
3113113101} 34
4 i117:4631 81 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percestages
To
1121314
1101411115
From{ 2 :5:0:0:3
3i0{0{0:i0
4i115101i0
Resuits
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
' { Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 045 761 08 29 A
2 0.81 1317 42 w0 =
3 012 741 0.1 05 A
4 0.56 6.04 12 15 A

Main Resuits for each time segment

&
N

+)
o
A

TR

k7
@

Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 270 363 963 0.280 268 04 5170 A
2 814 122 1499 0.543 809 1.2 5181 A
3 45 914 815 0.055 45 0.1 4673 A
4 443 187 1219 0.363 440 0.6 4613 A
~ G8N
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 322 434 922 0.349 321 0.5 5.982 A
2 972 146 1483 0.655 969 19 6.963 A
3 54 1095 704 0.077 54 0.1 5534 A
4 529 224 1197 0.442 528 038 5375 A
Q818 - 0%38
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 394 531 868 0.454 393 038 7.560 A
2 1190 179 1462 0.814 1181 4.1 12.452 I
3 66 1335 557 0.119 66 0.1 7.324 A
4 647 273 1167 0.555 646 1.2 6.876 A
Q830 - BR.48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 394 533 867 0.455 394 038 7.609 A
2 1190 179 1461 0.814 1190 4.2 13.172 8
3 66 1344 552 0.120 66 0.1 7.411 A
4 647 275 1166 0.555 647 1.2 6.936 A
QR4S - L
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Vehihr) (Veh'hr) {(Veh'hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s} Los
1 322 437 921 0.349 323 0.5 6.028 A
2 972 147 1483 0.655 981 19 7.301 A
3 54 1107 697 0.077 54 0.1 5603 A
4 529 227 11985 0.442 530 038 5430 A
Q908 - 9918
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 270 365 961 0.280 270 04 5215 A
2 814 123 1499 0.543 817 1.2 5302 A
3 45 922 810 0.056 45 0.1 4.709 A
4 443 189 1218 0.364 444 0.6 4.657 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
G748 - 880
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.39 0.39 N/A N/A
2 117 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
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3 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
4 0.57 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
BRNUHEEE N
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.53 0.53 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 1.86 0.05 0.57 4.85 7.57 N/A N/A
3 0.08 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 0.78 0.10 0.87 1.43 1.50 N/A N/A
GHIS - G830
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.82 0.03 0.26 0.82 0.82 N/A N/A
2 4.09 0.03 0.32 573 20.24 N/A N/A
3 0.13 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
4 1.22 0.03 0.26 1.22 1.22 N/A N/A
Q838 - 9848
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.83 0.03 0.28 0.83 2.89 N/A N/A
2 423 0.03 0.28 4.23 11.34 N/A N/A
3 0.14 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 1.24 0.03 0.27 1.24 1.36 N/A N/A
RHREY
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.54 0.07 073 1.35 1.42 N/A N/A
2 1.94 0.05 0.58 5.10 7.97 N/A N/A
3 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.08 N/A N/A
4 0.80 0.16 0.92 1.41 1.47 N/A N/A
QWBG - 418
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.39 0.03 0.28 0.68 1.09 N/A N/A
2 1.20 0.04 0.37 3.01 571 N/A N/A
3 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
4 0.58 0.06 0.60 1.33 1.42 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 21.59 o
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown -2 Arm1
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min}
D4 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 481 100.000
2 4 665 100.000
3 v 30 100.000
4 4 1006 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

0 13271231131
143F 0 { 51517

From

66 {925115% 0

To
1:12:3:4
1:10:3:101:0
From{ 2 :14:0:0:3
3:10i{0:0:0
4:712:0:0
Results

Resuits Summary for whole modelied period

Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016



Page 14 of 27

Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 287 R 56 Ton &
2 0.50 490 10 15 A
3 0.04 442 00 05 A
4 T 24.25 71 373 <

Main Resuits for each time segment

1348 L ATan
1W4E AT

Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 362 71 797 0.454 359 038 8.153 A
2 501 126 1504 0.333 499 0.5 3.574 A
3 23 593 1015 0.022 22 0.0 3.625 A
4 757 119 1282 0.591 752 1.4 6.714 A
kN TS
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 432 852 719 0.602 430 1.5 12.353 i3
2 598 151 1488 0.402 597 0.7 4.042 A
3 27 710 944 0.029 27 0.0 3.924 A
4 904 143 1268 0.713 900 24 9.683 A
§ 1730
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Vehihr) (Vehihr) {Vehihr) RFC {Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 530 1033 618 ¥ 516 438 32.030 O
2 732 182 1469 731 1.0 4.872 A
3 33 866 849 33 0.0 4.410 A
4 1108 175 1249 1091 6.5 20.907 &
17030 - 1748
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 530 1046 610 g 527 56
2 732 185 1466 0.499 732 1.0 4.902 A
3 33 870 847 0.039 33 0.0 4.423 A
4 1108 175 1249 o887 1105 71 24.254 o
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 432 873 707 0.611 448 16 14.668 3
2 598 157 1484 0.403 599 0.7 4.075 A
3 27 77 940 0.029 27 0.0 3.944 A
4 904 143 1268 0.713 922 26 10.912 o
R U R
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 362 721 792 0.457 365 0.9 8.497 A
2 501 128 1502 0.333 501 0.5 3.601 A
3 23 597 1013 0.022 23 0.0 3.635 A
4 757 120 1282 0.591 762 1.5 6.977 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
THAE - 1700
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.82 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 0.50 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.50 N/A N/A
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3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.42 0.58 1.30 1.75 1.88 N/A N/A
Qe - AV
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.46 0.06 0.79 3.43 4.94 N/A N/A
2 0.67 0.10 0.84 1.37 1.44 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 2.40 0.06 0.75 6.44 9.96 N/A N/A
ATAS TR
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 479 0.05 0.47 13.63 24.20 N/A N/A
2 0.98 0.03 0.26 0.98 0.98 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 6.51 0.04 0.43 17.92 34.70 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 555 0.04 0.38 13.60 30.16 N/A N/A
2 0.99 0.03 0.27 0.99 1.34 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
4 7.05 0.03 0.34 12,61 37.35 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.63 0.04 0.41 4.34 7.56 N/A N/A
2 0.68 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 2.58 0.04 0.43 7.1 12.49 N/A N/A
TEEH - 1818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.86 0.03 0.30 1.45 422 N/A N/A
2 0.50 0.05 0.48 1.29 1.40 N/A N/A
3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.47 0.03 0.33 3.09 763 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings

Severity Area Item Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 7.35 A

Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 30 Arm 2

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D5 | 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15

Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 329 100.000
2 4 920 100.000
3 v 60 100.000
4 4 545 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

v aered kbt
Damand {Velvhe}

To
1 2 3 4
1 0 1168} 9 {152
From{ 2 1190} O 8 1722
3113113 01 34
4 11211415} 9 0

Pawe

To
1:12:3:4
1:0:4:11115
From{ 2 :6:0:0:4
3:10i{0:0:0
4:115:0:0

Results

Resuits Summary for whole modelied period

Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 0.40 6.75 07 29 A
2 070 837 23 48 A
3 010 6.15 0.1 05 A
4 0.50 6.11 10 17 A

Main Resuits for each time segment

&
N

+)
o
A

TR

k7
@

Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 248 327 982 0.252 246 03 4.887 A
2 693 127 1482 0.467 689 0.9 4.522 A
3 45 797 883 0.051 45 0.1 4.296 A
4 410 162 1234 0.332 408 0.5 4.348 A
~ G8N
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 296 392 945 0.313 295 0.5 5.535 A
2 827 153 1465 0.564 825 13 5612 A
3 54 955 785 0.069 54 0.1 4923 A
4 490 194 1215 0.403 439 0.7 4.954 A
Q818 - 0%38
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 362 430 896 0.404 361 0.7 6.720 A
2 1013 187 1443 0.702 1009 23 8.219 A
3 66 1167 654 0.101 66 0.1 6.121 A
4 600 237 1189 0.505 599 1.0 6.083 A
Q830 - BR.48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 362 4381 896 0.404 362 0.7 6.749 A
2 1013 187 1443 0.702 1013 23 8.368 A
3 66 1171 651 0.101 66 0.1 6.151 A
4 600 238 1189 0.505 600 1.0 6.115 A
QR4S - L
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Vehihr) (Veh'hr) {(Veh'hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s} Los
1 296 394 944 0.313 297 0.5 5.564 A
2 827 153 1465 0.565 831 13 5718 A
3 54 961 781 0.069 54 0.1 4.953 A
4 490 195 1214 0.403 491 0.7 4.989 A
Q908 - 9918
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 248 330 980 0.253 248 03 4.921 A
2 693 128 1481 0.468 694 0.9 4.585 A
3 45 803 879 0.051 45 0.1 4.318 A
4 410 163 1234 0.333 411 0.5 4.380 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
G748 - 880
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 N/A N/A
2 0.87 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
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3 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
4 0.49 0.00 0.00 0.49 0.49 N/A N/A
BRNUHEEE N
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.45 N/A N/A
2 1.28 0.06 0.79 2.82 3.98 N/A N/A
3 0.07 0.03 0.25 0.46 0.48 N/A N/A
4 0.67 0.12 0.86 1.37 1.44 N/A N/A
GHIS - G830
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.67 0.03 0.25 0.67 0.67 N/A N/A
2 229 0.03 0.28 2.29 479 N/A N/A
3 0.11 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
4 1.01 0.03 0.26 1.01 1.01 N/A N/A
Q838 - 9848
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.67 0.03 0.29 1.08 2.85 N/A N/A
2 232 0.03 0.27 2.32 232 N/A N/A
3 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.11 N/A N/A
4 1.01 0.03 0.27 1.01 1.70 N/A N/A
RHREY
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.46 0.00 0.00 0.46 0.46 N/A N/A
2 1.32 0.08 1.02 2.60 3.49 N/A N/A
3 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 N/A N/A
4 0.68 0.21 0.93 1.39 1.44 N/A N/A
QWBG - 418
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.34 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 N/A N/A
2 0.89 0.05 0.48 1.86 275 N/A N/A
3 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 N/A N/A
4 0.50 0.05 0.47 1.29 1.39 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Severity Area

Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 13.23 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 5

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

Time segment length (min}

D6 } 2027

PM ONE HOUR

16:45

18:15

15

Vehicle mix source { PCU

Factor for a HV (PCU})

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview {

Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 473 100.000
2 v 577 100.000
3 v 30 100.000
4 v 910 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Demand {Vehitr}
To
112 13} 4
11 0 (3141241135
From{ 2 {123} 0 } 5 {449
314 {12101 14
468 18271151 0
Pare
To
1121314
1:10i{3i{0}0
From{ 2 :14:0:0:3
3i0{0{0:i0
417121010
Resuits
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
‘ { Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 078 23.71 33 16.6 3
2 043 435 08 24 A
3 0.04 414 00 05 A
4 079 1377 37 175 =

Main Resuits for each time segment

1348 L ATan
1W4E AT

Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 356 639 838 0.425 353 0.7 7.378 A
2 434 130 1501 0.289 433 04 3.365 A
3 23 530 1054 0.021 22 0.0 3.490 A
4 685 104 1291 0.531 681 11 5.858 A
kN TS
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 425 765 767 0.554 423 1.2 10.401 i3
2 519 156 1485 0.349 518 0.5 3.721 A
3 27 635 990 0.027 27 0.0 3.736 A
4 818 125 1279 0.640 816 17 7.734 A
§ 1730
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Vehihr) (Vehihr) {Vehihr) RFC {Veh/hr) {Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 521 933 674 0.773 513 31 21.512 o
2 635 189 1464 0.434 634 038 4.334 A
3 33 775 905 0.037 33 0.0 4.130 A
4 1002 153 1262 0.794 994 3.6 13.107 I
17030 - 1748
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 521 940 670 0.777 520 33 23.715 <
2 635 191 1463 0.434 635 038 4.351 A
3 33 778 903 0.037 33 0.0 4.138 A
4 1002 153 1262 0.794 1001 3.7 13.772 8
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 425 775 762 0.558 433 13 11.192 3
2 519 159 1483 0.350 520 0.5 3.743 A
3 27 639 988 0.027 27 0.0 3.749 A
4 818 125 1278 0.640 826 1.8 8.082 A
R U R
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 356 645 835 0.427 358 038 7.591 A
2 434 132 1500 0.290 435 04 3.380 A
3 23 533 1051 0.021 23 0.0 3.500 A
4 685 105 1291 0.531 688 11 6.000 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
THAE - 1700
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.73 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.41 N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.12 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
Qe - AV
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.21 0.07 0.85 2.53 3.50 N/A N/A
2 0.53 0.53 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 1.74 0.06 0.76 4.35 6.51 N/A N/A
ATAS TR
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 3.09 0.03 0.34 6.44 16.59 N/A N/A
2 0.76 0.03 0.25 0.76 0.76 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 361 0.03 0.31 4.73 17.53 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 3.29 0.03 0.30 3.40 15.04 N/A N/A
2 0.76 0.03 0.28 0.76 235 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
4 3.73 0.03 0.28 3.73 9.73 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.29 0.05 0.46 3.22 5.01 N/A N/A
2 0.54 0.54 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 1.82 0.05 0.60 4.72 7.26 N/A N/A
TEEH - 1818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.75 0.03 0.33 1.73 3.47 N/A N/A
2 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.41 N/A N/A
3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.15 0.04 0.37 2.89 525 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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R A S Y TR ALY IS CITIR R R
SIWHT 7 PRI IV ™M TN fey MW
Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 11.48 8

Junction Network Options
Driving side
Left

Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

11

First arm reaching threshold
Arm 2

Normal/unknown

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details
ID

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

D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE

AM

ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

15

Vehicle mix source

PCU Factor for a HV (PCU}

HV Percentages

2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 370 100.000
2 v 1110 100.000
3 v 60 100.000
4 v 606 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Ramand {Vehvhn}
To
112 13} 4
11 0 {209} 9 1152
From{ 2 {230} 0 } 8 {872
3113113101} 34
4i121:4761 91 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehicle Percestages
To
1121314
1101411115
From{ 2 :5:0:0:3
3i0{0{0:i0
4i115101i0
Resuits
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
' { Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 0.47 7.98 0.9 29 A
2 0.84 1517 5.0 54 %
3 0.12 7.76 0.1 0.5 A
4 0.57 7.26 1.3 1.5 A
Main Resuits for each time segment
A48 - 8308
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 279 373 957 0.291 277 0.4 5.283 A
2 836 127 1496 0.559 831 1.2 5.373
3 45 938 800 0.056 45 0.1 4766 A
4 456 192 1216 0.375 454 06 4709 A
- 08is
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 333 447 915 0.363 332 06 6.166 A
2 9908 153 1479 0675 995 20 7.385 A
3 54 1124 686 0.079 54 0.1 5601 A
4 545 229 1194 0.456 544 0.8 5.532 A
QREE - AR3D
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 407 547 859 0.474 406 0.9 7.919 A
2 1222 187 1457 0.839 1211 48 14.065 I
3 66 1369 536 0.123 66 0.1 7.652 A
4 667 279 1164 0.573 665 1.3 7.192 A
B39 - R4S
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 407 548 858 0.475 407 0.9 7.978
2 1222 187 1456 0.839 1221 5.0 15.174 a
3 66 1380 530 0.125 66 0.1 7.765
4 667 282 1162 0.574 667 1.3 7.265 A
QR4S - 38N
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Vehihr) (Veh'hr) {(Veh'hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s} Los
1 333 449 914 0.364 334 06 6.221
2 9908 153 1479 0675 1009 2.1 7.846 A
3 54 1139 677 0.080 54 0.1 5782
4 545 233 1192 0.457 547 0.9 5.509 A
QR0 - ONE
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 279 376 955 0.202 279 0.4 5.332 A
2 836 128 1495 0.559 839 1.3 5513 A
3 45 948 794 0.057 45 0.1 4.807 A
4 456 193 1215 0.375 457 06 4.756 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
G748 - 8320
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.41 0.41 N/A N/A
2 1.25 0.56 1.08 1.25 162 N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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3 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
4 0.60 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
BRNUHEEE N
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.56 0.09 0.81 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
2 2.02 0.05 0.54 5.39 8.49 N/A N/A
3 0.08 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 0.83 0.10 0.87 1.44 1.44 N/A N/A
GHIS - G830
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.89 0.03 0.26 0.89 0.89 N/A N/A
2 476 0.03 0.34 9.01 25.42 N/A N/A
3 0.14 0.03 0.26 0.47 0.49 N/A N/A
4 1.32 0.03 0.26 1.32 1.32 N/A N/A
Q838 - 9848
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.90 0.03 0.28 0.90 2.85 N/A N/A
2 4.97 0.03 0.29 4.97 17.70 N/A N/A
3 0.14 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 1.33 0.03 0.27 1.33 1.33 N/A N/A
RHREY
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.58 0.09 0.79 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
2 213 0.05 0.48 576 9.32 N/A N/A
3 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.09 N/A N/A
4 0.85 0.15 0.93 1.19 1.19 N/A N/A
QWBG - 418
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 042 0.03 0.32 1.05 1.28 N/A N/A
2 1.28 0.04 0.35 3.13 6.39 N/A N/A
3 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.06 N/A N/A
4 061 0.06 0.61 1.35 1.44 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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SHESAMSNS 5 OIS AL YIRS
8 & & & § TN TONSNY Ry 9§ § RRF B S NN
Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.
Junction Network
Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} | Junction LOS
1 B2166 jw Vinnetrow Road { Standard Roundabout 27.29 O
Junction Network Options
Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown -4 Arm1
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min}
D8 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 16:45 18:15 15

Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00

Demand overview (Traffic)

Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 495 100.000
2 4 682 100.000
3 v 30 100.000
4 4 1032 100.000

Origin-Destination Data

0 13361241135
147; 0 {51530

From

68 19491151 0

To
1:12:3:4
1:10:3:101:0
From{ 2 :14:0:0:3
3:10i{0:0:0
4:712:0:0
Results

Resuits Summary for whole modelied period

Max 95th |

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

Amm Max RFC Max delay (s} | Max Queue (Veh) perce'(‘\‘,iéeh)Q”e”e Max LOS
1 3.6 8854 77 39,8 =
2 0.51 5.05 1.0 1.5 A
3 0.04 4.50 0.0 0.5 A
4 Rk 20.73 8.8 483 e
Main Resuits for each time segment
TREE AT
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 373 729 787 0473 369 0.9 8.537 A
2 513 130 1501 0.342 511 0.5 3.629
3 23 608 1006 0.022 22 0.0 3.660 A
4 777 122 1281 0.607 771 1.5 6.985 A
R R E
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 445 873 707 0.630 442 16 13.436 i
2 613 155 1485 0.413 612 07 4.121 A
3 27 728 933 0.029 27 0.0 3.974 A
4 928 146 1266 0.733 923 26 10.365 8
§-17:38
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 545 1055 605 527 6.2 &
2 751 185 1466 750 1.0 5.014 A
3 33 888 836 33 0.0 4.483 A
4 1136 179 1246 1115 79 24.283 <
T30 - 17,48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 545 1071 506 539 77 &
2 751 190 1464 751 1.0 A
3 33 892 833 33 0.0
4 1136 179 1246 1133 8.8 ]
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 445 900 692 0.643 468 1.9 17.595
2 613 164 1480 0.414 614 07 4.169 A
3 27 738 927 0.029 27 0.0 3.908
4 928 147 1266 0.733 951 29 12.243 5
IO A8
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 373 740 782 0.477 376 0.9 8.969 A
2 513 132 1500 0.342 514 0.5 3.655 A
3 23 613 1003 0.023 23 0.0 3671 A
4 777 123 1280 0.607 782 16 7.303 A
Queue Variation Resulis for each time segment
FHAE - AT
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.88 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 0.52 0.52 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.51 0.59 1.44 1.85 1.96 N/A N/A
Qe - AV
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.64 0.06 0.77 3.98 592 N/A N/A
2 0.70 0.10 0.84 1.38 1.44 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 263 0.06 0.80 712 11.08 N/A N/A
ATAS TR
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 6.19 0.06 1.36 17.73 28.11 N/A N/A
2 1.04 0.03 0.26 1.04 1.04 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.03 0.25 0.45 0.48 N/A N/A
4 7.89 0.05 0.75 22.86 39.72 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 7.70 0.05 0.50 2214 39.60 N/A N/A
2 1.05 0.03 0.27 1.05 1.13 N/A N/A
3 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 N/A N/A
4 8.80 0.04 0.38 2118 48.47 N/A N/A
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.88 0.04 0.40 5.02 9.18 N/A N/A
2 0.71 0.46 0.97 1.39 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 N/A N/A
4 2.87 0.04 0.42 7.91 14.29 N/A N/A
TEEH - 1818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.93 0.03 0.30 1.08 4.36 N/A N/A
2 0.52 0.05 0.58 1.32 1.41 N/A N/A
3 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 N/A N/A
4 1.57 0.03 0.32 2.99 8.18 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Junctions 9

ARCADY 9 - Roundabout Module

Version: 9.0.1.4646 []
@© Copyright TRL Limited, 2016

For sales and distribution information, program advice and maintenance, contact TRL:
Tel: +44 (0)1344 770758 email: software@trl.co.uk Web: http://www trisoftware.co.uk

solution

The users of this computer program for the seiution of an enginsering probiem are i 1o way relioved of their responsibiiity for the comreciness of the

Filename: 1616 B2145 B2166.j9

Path: C:\Users\Fiona\OneDrive - Highgate Transportation\1600 - Projects\1616 - Summer Lane,

Pagham\Cumultaive Impact\Modelling

Report generation date: 21/12/2016 23:48:41
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Values shown are the highest values encountered over all time segments. Delay is the maximum value of average delay per arriving vehicle. Junction LOS and
Junction Delay are demand-weighted averages. Network Residual Capacity indicates the amount by which network flow could be increased before a user-definable

threshold (see Analysis Options) is met.
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Description

Units

Page 2 of 26

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 Calculate residual Residual capacity criteria RFC Average Delay threshold Queue threshold
Percentiles capacity type Threshold (s} (PCU)
v 4 Delay 0.85 36.00 20.00

Demand Set Summary

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT

file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%620-%20...

ID Scenario name Time Period name } Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min})
D1} 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D2 } 2022 PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
D3 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D4 } 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
D5 | 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D6 | 2027 PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
D7 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
Analysis Set Details
ID | Network flow scaling factor (%)
Al 100.000

21/12/2016
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 7.86 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%) : First arm reaching threshold
Left Normal/unknown 20 Arm 2
Arms
Arms
Am Name Description
1 B2145 North
2 1B2166
3 | untitled
Roundabout Geometry
Arm V - Approach road half- E - Entry I' - Effective flare R - Entry D - Inscribed circle PHI - Conflict (entry} Exit
width (m} width (m} length (m} radius (m} diameter (m} angle (deg) only
1 3.30 7.10 11.4 46.0 15.0 8.0
2 3.20 7.80 16.0 24.0 15.0 37.0
3 4.10 7.70 9.0 65.0 15.0 10.0
Slope / Intercept / Capacity
Roundabout Stops and indercept wsad in maoded
Amm { Final slope : Final intercept (PCU/hr}
1 0.703 1719
2 0.654 1668
3 0.740 1898
J0Wn & QNS S
Traffic Demand
Demand Set Details
ID } Scenario name ; Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) ; Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min}
D1 | 2022 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source { PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00 i
Demand overview {Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data | Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 543 100.000
2 v 951 100.000
3 v 723 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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From

3841339 0

1123
110178
From
214i0:3
3i6i3{0
Results
Resuits Summary for whole modelled period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh)  percentile Queue Max LOS
{(Veh)
1 0.44 4.80 0.8 24 A
2 0.75 10.44 3.0 10.8 8
3 0.60 6.87 15 17 A
Main Resuits for each time segment
SRR
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 409 254 1427 0.286 407 0.4 3.524 A
2 716 218 1461 0.490 712 1.0 4786 A
3 544 458 1478 0.368 542 06 3.837
RERUUNEIRNNEY
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 488 304 1394 0.350 488 05 3.970
2 855 261 1431 0.597 853 15 6.200 A
3 650 549 1411 0.461 649 0.8 4714
G818 - 888
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 598 372 1348 0.443 597 0.8 4786 A
2 1047 320 1391 0.753 1041 29 10.114 &
3 796 670 1322 0.602 793 15 6.775 A
Q38 - o848
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 598 373 1347 0.444 598 0.8 4.802 A
2 1047 320 1391 0.753 1047 3.0 10.436 3
3 796 674 1320 0.603 796 15 6.871 A
Q%48 - o2l
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 488 306 1393 0.351 489 05 3.088 A
2 855 262 1431 0.598 861 15 6.378 A
3 650 554 1408 0.462 653 0.9 4782 A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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1 409 256 1426 0.287 409 0.4 3.540 A
2 716 219 1460 0.490 718 1.0 4.866 A
3 544 462 1475 0.369 545 0.6 3.877 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Q748 . o%gn
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.40 N/A N/A
2 0.95 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.58 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
Q08 - 9818
Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.54 0.54 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 1.46 0.05 0.68 3.53 522 N/A N/A
3 0.85 0.08 0.81 1.28 1.72 N/A N/A
QR . W30
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.79 0.03 0.25 0.79 0.79 N/A N/A
2 291 0.03 0.29 2.91 10.79 N/A N/A
3 1.49 0.03 0.26 1.49 1.49 N/A N/A
Q830 - AE48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.79 0.03 0.28 0.79 244 N/A N/A
2 2.98 0.03 0.27 2.98 4.04 N/A N/A
3 1.50 0.03 0.27 1.50 1.50 N/A N/A
QR4S - L
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.54 0.54 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 1.51 0.06 0.87 3.50 4.97 N/A N/A
3 0.87 0.14 0.93 1.33 1.33 N/A N/A
~ J818
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability_of reaching or Probabil_ity of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.40 0.40 N/A N/A
2 0.97 0.04 0.41 2.37 3.82 N/A N/A
3 0.59 0.05 0.53 1.35 1.45 N/A N/A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 7.57 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 18

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D2 } 2022 PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 974 100.000
2 v 607 100.000
3 v 659 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dhowvsand Vel
To
1 2 3
Erom 1 0 1496478
277F 0 {330
2921367 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehinle Percentages
To
11213
From 1304832
2:4:0:11
3171130
Results
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 0.77 11.05 3.2 12.8 &

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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2 0.52 5.82 11 17 A
3 045 4.09 038 21 A
Main Results for each time segment
1448 AN
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s}
1 733 275 1486 0.493 729 1.0 4734
2 457 358 1396 0.327 455 0.5 3.817
3 496 208 1677 0.296 494 04 3.039
1588 ~ 1518
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s}
1 876 330 1449 0.604 873 1.5 6.234
2 546 429 1350 0.404 545 0.7 4.468
3 592 249 1647 0.360 592 0.6 3.410
TEAS - 1§30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) {Veh/hr) RFC {Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s)
1 1072 403 1398 0.767 1066 31 10.645
2 668 523 1289 0.519 667 11 5776
3 726 304 1606 0.452 725 038 4.080
THIG - 15:48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (veh) Delay (s)
1 1072 404 1397 0.768 1072 3.2 11.045
2 668 526 1287 0.519 668 11 5.822
3 726 305 1605 0.452 726 038 4.092
THAS 8B
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s}
1 876 330 1448 0.605 882 16 6.434
2 546 433 1347 0.405 547 0.7 4.509
3 592 250 1646 0.360 593 0.6 3.425
818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s}
1 733 277 1485 0.494 736 1.0 4.815
2 457 361 1394 0.328 458 0.5 3.848
3 496 209 1676 0.296 497 04 3.052
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.48 048 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.42 042 N/A N/A
1800 - 18148
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.50 0.05 0.62 3.7 5.60 N/A N/A
2 0.67 0.10 0.83 1.37 1.44 N/A N/A
3 0.56 0.08 0.76 1.35 1.43 N/A N/A
1888 - 1830
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 3.14 0.03 0.29 3.14 12.83 N/A N/A
2 1.06 0.03 0.26 1.06 1.06 N/A N/A
3 0.82 0.03 0.25 0.82 0.82 N/A N/A
AH3N - 1548
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 3.22 0.03 0.27 3.22 538 N/A N/A
2 1.07 0.03 0.27 1.07 1.68 N/A N/A
3 0.82 0.03 0.27 0.82 210 N/A N/A
TH48 - 16088
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.56 0.06 0.81 3.72 5.44 N/A N/A
2 0.69 023 0.94 1.39 1.44 N/A N/A
3 0.57 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FEHN T8N
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.99 0.04 0.39 2.44 4.06 N/A N/A
2 0.49 0.04 0.44 1.27 1.39 N/A N/A
3 042 0.00 0.00 0.42 042 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 12.15 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 7

Arm 2

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

Time segment length (min)

D3 { 2022 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

15

Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})

2.00

HV Percentages

Demand overview (Traffic)

Am | Linked arm } Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr}

Scaling Factor (%)

1 v 589

100.000

2 v 1101

100.000

3 v 733

100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Framvisne fa b
Dawand VWehihw

To

304 ;285
353

349 0

From

From

N
DI W,O -
WO/ 00!N
O/W/ 0w

Results

Resuits Summary for whole modelied period

Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh)

Max 95th
percentile Queue
(Veh)

Max LOS

1 048 515 09

19

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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i

Q.38 18.30 59 i N
3 066 8.79 19 29 A

Main Results for each time segment

“a
5
75
“a
o

e

i
U

~ 08

Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 443 262 1430 0.310 442 04 3.636 A
2 829 214 1473 0.563 824 13 5.503 A
3 552 560 1408 0.392 549 0.6 4.181 A
Q08 - 9818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 529 313 1395 0.380 529 0.6 4.153 A
2 990 256 1444 0.685 986 21 7.807 A
3 659 670 1327 0.496 658 1.0 5.364 A
QR . W30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 648 383 1348 647 0.9 5126 A
2 1212 313 1405 1198 56 16.451 <
3 807 814 1222 803 19 8.519 A
Q830 - AE48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Vehihr) (Veh/hr) {Vehihr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 648 384 1347 0.481 648 0.9 5.152 A
2 1212 314 1404 1211 59 18.303 &
3 807 823 1216 0.664 807 19 8.787 A
QR4S - L
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 529 316 1394 0.380 531 0.6 4179 A
2 990 257 1443 0.686 1004 22 8.459 A
3 659 682 1318 0.500 663 1.0 5522 A
~ J818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 443 263 1429 0.310 444 0.5 3.660 A
2 829 215 1472 0.563 833 13 5.663 A
3 552 566 1403 0.393 553 0.7 4.241 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
SHERUY
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 045 0.00 0.00 0.45 045 N/A N/A
2 1.27 0.56 1.12 1.49 175 N/A N/A
3 0.64 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
QRO - BRE
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.61 0.10 0.82 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
2 212 0.05 0.50 570 9.04 N/A N/A
3 0.97 0.07 0.79 1.80 244 N/A N/A

(>4
%
i
i
%
[
P
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.92 0.03 0.26 0.92 0.92 N/A N/A
2 5.56 0.04 0.37 13.15 30.40 N/A N/A
3 1.89 0.03 0.27 1.89 2.90 N/A N/A
Q830 - AE48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.92 0.03 0.27 0.92 1.92 N/A N/A
2 5.89 0.03 0.31 5.89 26.56 N/A N/A
3 1.94 0.03 0.27 1.94 233 N/A N/A
B
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 062 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 224 0.05 0.45 6.14 10.32 N/A N/A
3 1.01 0.09 0.93 1.67 1.98 N/A N/A
(SR H NG
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.45 0.03 0.35 1.14 1.32 N/A N/A
2 1.31 0.03 0.33 293 6.67 N/A N/A
3 0.65 0.05 0.46 1.06 1.68 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
file:///C:/Users/Fiona/OneDrive%620-%20Highgate%620Transportation/1600%20-%20... 21/12/2016
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 10.80 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 8

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min}
D4 | 2022 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 1073 100.000
2 v 688 100.000
3 v 676 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dhowvsand Vel
To
1 2 3
Erom 1 0 16011472
2 13467 0 {342
3 1202:384: 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vebh SIOONERQeS
To
11213
From 124832
2:3:011
3171130
Results
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 L85 17.47 55 PR &

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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2 0.58 6.69 1.4 16 A
3 0.48 4.45 0.9 1.8 A
Main Results for each time segment
1448 AN
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 808 288 1477 0.547 803 1.2 5307 A
2 518 353 1404 0.369 516 0.6 4.041 A
3 509 259 1642 0.310 507 04 3.163 A
1588 ~ 1518
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 965 345 1437 0.671 961 2.0 7.511 A
2 618 423 1359 0.455 618 038 4.852 A
3 608 311 1604 0.379 607 0.6 3.608 A
TEAS - 1§30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 1181 422 1384 R 1169 52 15.835 o
2 758 514 1299 0.583 755 1.4 6.595 A
3 744 380 1553 0.479 743 0.9 4.437 A
THIG - 15:48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 1181 423 1384 {854 1180 55 17.465 i
2 758 519 1296 0.585 757 1.4 6.686 A
3 744 381 1552 0.479 744 0.9 4.454 A
THAS 8B
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 965 346 1437 0.671 978 21 8.074 A
2 618 430 1354 0.457 621 038 4924 A
3 608 312 1603 0.379 609 0.6 3.624 A
818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 808 289 1476 0.547 811 1.2 5.445 A
2 518 357 1402 0.369 519 0.6 4.083 A
3 509 261 1641 0.310 510 0.5 3.186 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
0.56 1.00 1.19 1.50 N/A N/A
0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.45 045 N/A N/A
1800 - 18148
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.99 0.05 0.49 531 8.44 N/A N/A
2 0.83 0.08 0.84 1.04 1.57 N/A N/A
3 0.61 0.09 0.81 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
1888 - 1830
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 521 0.04 0.36 11.68 28.47 N/A N/A
2 1.38 0.03 0.26 1.38 1.38 N/A N/A
3 0.91 0.03 0.26 0.91 0.91 N/A N/A
THIG - 15:48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 5.49 0.03 0.30 5.49 23.50 N/A N/A
2 1.39 0.03 0.27 1.39 1.39 N/A N/A
3 0.92 0.03 0.27 0.92 1.77 N/A N/A
TH48 - 16088
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 2.09 0.05 0.46 5.69 9.41 N/A N/A
2 0.85 0.16 0.94 1.03 1.03 N/A N/A
3 061 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FEHN T8N
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.23 0.03 0.33 2.80 6.20 N/A N/A
2 0.59 0.05 0.58 1.34 1.43 N/A N/A
3 0.45 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.45 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 8.69 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 16

Arm 2

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D5 | 2027 AM ONE HOUR 07:45 09:15 15
Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 560 100.000
2 v 982 100.000
3 v 747 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dhowvsand Vel
To
1 2 3
Erom 1 0 1260300
632 0 {350
3971350 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehinle Percentages
To
11213
From RN
2:4:0:!3
3i16:{3:0
Results
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 0.46 4.98 08 22 A

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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2 0.78 11.82 35 14.9 83
3 0.63 7.48 17 2.0 A
Main Results for each time segment
Q48 - 9%
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 422 262 1422 0.297 420 04 3.586 A
2 739 225 1456 0.508 735 1.0 4.966 A
3 562 473 1467 0.383 560 0.6 3.958 A
Q08 - 9818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 503 314 1387 0.363 503 0.6 4.068 A
2 883 269 1426 0.619 880 16 6.574 A
3 672 567 1398 0.480 670 0.9 4.937 A
QR . W30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 617 384 1340 0.460 615 038 4.961 A
2 1081 330 1385 0.781 1074 34 11.334
3 822 691 1307 0.629 819 17 7.343 A
Q830 - AE48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 617 385 1339 0.460 617 038 4.981 A
2 1081 330 1384 0.781 1081 35 11.822 o
3 822 696 1304 0.631 822 17 7.479 A
QR4S - L
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 503 316 1386 0.363 505 0.6 4.089 A
2 883 270 1425 0.619 890 17 6.813 A
3 672 573 1394 0.482 675 0.9 5.025 A
~ J818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 422 264 1421 0.297 422 04 3.606 A
2 739 226 1455 0.508 742 1.0 5.062 A
3 562 477 1464 0.384 564 0.6 4.005 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
RN
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 042 0.00 0.00 0.42 042 N/A N/A
2 1.02 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
3 0.62 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
QRO0 - (/S
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.57 0.08 0.79 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
2 1.60 0.05 0.62 3.97 6.03 N/A N/A
3 0.91 0.07 0.81 1.59 1.96 N/A N/A
ORIE - BR3G
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.84 0.03 0.25 0.84 0.84 N/A N/A
2 3.37 0.03 0.30 3.37 14.92 N/A N/A
3 1.66 0.03 0.27 1.66 1.66 N/A N/A
Q830 - AE48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.85 0.03 0.27 0.85 223 N/A N/A
2 3.47 0.03 0.28 3.47 6.86 N/A N/A
3 1.69 0.03 0.27 1.69 1.69 N/A N/A
B
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.57 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
2 1.66 0.06 0.74 4.08 6.11 N/A N/A
3 0.94 0.12 0.94 1.34 1.73 N/A N/A
(SR H NG
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 042 0.00 0.00 0.42 042 N/A N/A
2 1.04 0.04 0.38 2.63 4.57 N/A N/A
3 063 0.05 0.51 1.23 1.23 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Severity Area Item

Description

Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options

Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 8.38 A

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 14

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID | Scenario name : Time Period name : Traffic profile type : Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) ; Time segment length (min)
D6 | 2027 PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 1004 100.000
2 v 625 100.000
3 v 679 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dhowvsand Vel
To
1 2 3
Erom 1 0 15111493
2857 0 {340
301:378; 0
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vehinle Percentages
To
11213
From 1304832
2:4:0:11
3i611:0
Results
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 0.80 12.63 3.8 17.3 &
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2 0.54 6.12 1.2 1.5 A
3 047 4.20 0.9 19 A
Main Results for each time segment
1448 AN
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 756 284 1481 0.511 752 1.0 4912 A
2 471 369 1389 0.339 468 0.5 3.902 A
3 511 214 1680 0.304 509 04 3.072 A
1588 ~ 1518
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 903 339 1442 0.626 900 16 6.614 A
2 562 442 1341 0.419 561 0.7 4.608 A
3 610 256 1649 0.370 610 0.6 3.463 A
TEAS - 1§30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 1105 416 1389 0.796 1097 3.7 12.011 8
2 688 539 1278 0.538 686 11 6.064 A
3 748 313 1606 0.466 746 0.9 4.183 A
THIG - 15:48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 1105 416 1389 0.796 1105 3.8 12,630 3
2 688 543 1276 0.539 688 1.2 6.125 A
3 748 314 1605 0.466 748 0.9 4.196 A
THAS 8B
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 903 340 1441 0.626 911 17 6.891 A
2 562 447 1338 0.420 564 0.7 4.660 A
3 610 257 1648 0.370 612 0.6 3.479 A
818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 756 285 1480 0.511 758 11 5.009 A
2 471 372 1387 0.339 471 0.5 3.937 A
3 511 215 1679 0.304 512 04 3.085 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
0.51 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.44 0.44 N/A N/A
1800 - 18148
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.64 0.05 0.56 4.18 6.45 N/A N/A
2 0.71 0.09 0.83 1.39 1.46 N/A N/A
3 0.58 0.09 0.79 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
1888 - 1830
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 3.66 0.03 0.31 4.25 17.28 N/A N/A
2 1.15 0.03 0.26 1.15 1.15 N/A N/A
3 0.86 0.03 0.25 0.86 0.86 N/A N/A
AH3N - 1548
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 3.77 0.03 0.28 3.77 9.06 N/A N/A
2 1.16 0.03 0.27 1.16 1.53 N/A N/A
3 0.87 0.03 0.27 0.87 1.88 N/A N/A
TH48 - 16088
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.71 0.05 065 4.34 6.60 N/A N/A
2 0.73 0.21 0.93 1.39 1.44 N/A N/A
3 0.59 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FEHN T8N
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.06 0.04 0.37 2.65 479 N/A N/A
2 0.52 0.05 0.49 1.30 1.40 N/A N/A
3 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.44 0.44 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 14.57 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 4

Arm 2

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type

Start time (HH:mm)

Finish time (HH:mm}

Time segment length (min)

D7 { 2027 + CUMULATIVE AM ONE HOUR

07:45

09:15

15

Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})

2.00

HV Percentages

Demand overview (Traffic)

Am | Linked arm } Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr}

Scaling Factor (%)

1 v 606

100.000

2 v 1132

100.000

3 v 757

100.000

Origin-Destination Data

Framvisne fa b
Dawand VWehihw

To

312 ;294
364

360 0

From

From

N
DI W,O -
WO/ 00!N
O/W oW

Results

Resuits Summary for whole modelied period

Am Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh)

Max 95th
percentile Queue
(Veh)

Max LOS

1 0.50 541 10

17
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2 Q.38 22.95 7.5 39, <
3 0.69 9.78 22 52 A
Main Results for each time segment
Q48 - 9%
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 456 270 1418 0.322 454 0.5 3.730 A
2 852 220 1467 0.581 847 1.4 5755 A
3 570 574 1397 0.408 567 0.7 4.325 A
Q08 - 9818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 545 323 1382 0.394 544 0.6 4.291 A
2 1018 264 1437 0.708 1014 24 8.429 A
3 681 688 1314 0.518 679 11 5.651 A
QR . W30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 667 394 1334 0.500 666 1.0 5.376 A
2 1246 323 1396 1228 6.9 19614 <
3 833 833 1208 0.690 829 22 9.382 A
Q830 - AE48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 667 396 1333 0.501 667 1.0 5.408 A
2 1246 324 1395 1244 7.5 22.946 &
3 833 844 1201 0.694 833 22 9.781 A
QR4S - L
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 545 326 1380 0.395 546 0.7 4322 A
2 1018 265 1436 0.709 1038 25 9.459 A
3 681 704 1303 0.522 685 11 5.869 A
~ J818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 456 272 1417 0.322 457 0.5 3.753 A
2 852 222 1466 0.581 857 1.4 5.950 A
3 570 581 1392 0.409 572 0.7 4.397 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
RN
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 047 0.00 0.00 0.47 047 N/A N/A
2 1.37 0.57 1.25 1.72 1.87 N/A N/A
3 0.68 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
QRO - BRE
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.65 0.10 0.83 1.37 1.43 N/A N/A
2 2.35 0.05 0.51 6.42 10.30 N/A N/A
3 1.06 0.06 0.76 2.06 291 N/A N/A
ORIE - BR3G
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.99 0.03 0.26 0.99 0.99 N/A N/A
2 6.92 0.04 0.43 19.03 37.01 N/A N/A
3 215 0.03 0.28 215 520 N/A N/A
Q830 - AE48
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.00 0.03 0.27 1.00 1.71 N/A N/A
2 7.51 0.03 0.34 13.37 39.74 N/A N/A
3 222 0.03 0.27 222 3.19 N/A N/A
B
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.66 0.27 0.95 1.39 1.45 N/A N/A
2 2.51 0.04 0.43 6.91 12.10 N/A N/A
3 1.11 0.08 0.93 1.95 269 N/A N/A
(SR H NG
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 0.48 0.04 0.41 1.25 1.37 N/A N/A
2 1.41 0.03 0.32 2.83 7.30 N/A N/A
3 0.70 0.04 0.43 1.43 2.00 N/A N/A
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Data Errors and Warnings
Severity Area Item Description
Warning { Queue variations Analysis Options Queue percentiles may be unreliable if the mean queue in any time segment is very low or very high.

Junction Network

Junctions
Junction Name Junction Type Junction Delay (s} i Junction LOS
1 B2145 jw B2166 | Standard Roundabout 12.34 8

Junction Network Options

Driving side Lighting Network residual capacity (%)

First arm reaching threshold

Left Normal/unknown 5

Arm1

Traffic Demand

Demand Set Details

ID Scenario name Time Period name | Traffic profile type | Start time (HH:mm}) } Finish time (HH:mm) | Time segment length (min}
D8 | 2027 + CUMULATIVE PM ONE HOUR 14:45 16:15 15
Vehicle mix source {| PCU Factor for a HV (PCU})
HV Percentages 2.00
Demand overview (Traffic)
Amm | Linked arm | Use O-D data ;| Average Demand (Veh/hr) { Scaling Factor (%)
1 v 1103 100.000
2 v 706 100.000
3 v 696 100.000
Origin-Destination Data
Dhowvsand Vel
To
1 2 3
Erom 1 0 1616487
2 13547 0 {352
3 1301:395: O
Vehicle Mix
Heavy Vebh SIOONERQeS
To
11213
From 124822
2:3:011
3i611:0
Results
Resuits Summary for whole modelied period
Max 95th
Armm Max RFC Max delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) : percentile Queue Max LOS
(Veh)
1 L.88 20.66 6.6 R &
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2 0.60 7.09 1.5 1.8 A
3 0.49 4.58 1.0 16 A
Main Results for each time segment
1448 AN
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 830 296 1479 0.561 825 13 5.466 A
2 532 364 1397 0.380 529 0.6 4.136 A
3 524 265 1644 0.319 522 0.5 3.202 A
1588 ~ 1518
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 992 355 1438 0.689 988 22 7.928 A
2 635 436 1350 0.470 634 0.9 5.018 A
3 626 318 1606 0.390 625 0.6 3.669 A
TEAS - 1§30
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Am (Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Vehihr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 1214 434 1383 R 1198 6.2 18.083 o
2 777 529 1289 0.603 775 1.5 6.966 A
3 766 389 1553 0.493 765 1.0 4.559 A
THIG - 15:48
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 1214 435 1383 e 1213 6.6 20.656 i
2 777 535 1285 0.605 777 1.5 7.086 A
3 766 390 1552 0.494 766 1.0 4.578 A
THAS 8B
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm {Veh/hr) (Vehihr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s) Los
1 992 356 1438 0.690 1009 23 8.718 A
2 635 445 1344 0472 637 0.9 5112 A
3 626 319 1604 0.390 627 0.6 3.690 A
818
Total Demand Circulating flow Capacity Throughput End queue
Arm (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) (Veh/hr) RFC (Veh/hr) (Veh) Delay (s} LOS
1 830 298 1478 0.562 834 13 5627 A
2 532 368 1394 0.381 533 0.6 4.184 A
3 524 267 1643 0.319 525 0.5 3.222 A
Queue Variation Results for each time segment
Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
0.56 1.13 1.53 177 N/A N/A
0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
0.00 0.00 0.47 047 N/A N/A
1800 - 18148
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 216 0.05 0.49 5.84 9.40 N/A N/A
2 0.88 0.08 0.84 1.37 1.78 N/A N/A
3 0.63 0.09 0.81 1.36 1.43 N/A N/A
1888 - 1830
ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Arm Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 6.18 0.04 0.40 16.01 33.57 N/A N/A
2 1.49 0.03 0.26 1.49 1.49 N/A N/A
3 0.96 0.03 0.26 0.96 0.96 N/A N/A
AH3N - 1548
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 6.62 0.03 0.32 9.19 32.74 N/A N/A
2 1.51 0.03 0.27 1.51 1.51 N/A N/A
3 0.97 0.03 0.27 0.97 1.56 N/A N/A
1548 - 1880
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 229 0.04 0.44 6.28 10.77 N/A N/A
2 0.90 0.14 0.95 1.01 1.53 N/A N/A
3 0.64 0.55 1.00 1.40 1.45 N/A N/A
FEHN T8N
Ammn Mean Q05 Q50 Q90 Q95 Percentile Marker Probability of reaching or Probability of exactly
(Veh} (Veh) (Veh) (Veh} (Veh} message message exceeding marker reaching marker
1 1.30 0.03 0.32 272 6.68 N/A N/A
2 062 0.05 0.58 1.37 1.47 N/A N/A
3 0.47 0.04 0.38 1.21 1.36 N/A N/A
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Basic Results Summary
Basic Results Summary

User and Project Details

Land West of Hook Lane, Pagham

Grosvenor Gdns-Gossamer La-Nyetimber La-Rose Green Rd

Grosvenor Gdns-Gossamer La-Nyetimber La-Rose Green Rd, Bognor Regis

1616 Nyetimber Lane Gossamer Lane.lsg3x
F Bennett

Highgate Transportation Ltd
42 Trianlge West, Park Street, Bristol

Scenario 1:'2022 AM ' (FG1: '2022 AM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
N, PRC:1.4%
\Tota\ Traffic Delay: 15.2 pcuHr
e

———————— )
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ .

S/

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _
L
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 2: '2022 PM ' (FG2: '2022 PM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
A PRC:16.2%
I\ Total Traffic Delay: 11.1 pouHr
\

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _ - -
*~—
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 3: '2022 + Cumulative AM ' (FG3: '2022 + Cumulative AM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction

A\ :13.9%

I\ Total Tratfic Delay: 34.9 pouHr
A

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

“Arm 5 - Grosvenor Gardens (exit) Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane - -~
—— X —_— " e —
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 4: '2022 + Cumulative PM ' (FG4: '2022 + Cumulative PM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
A PRC:-25.1%
I\ Total Tratfic Delay: 62.5 pouHr

o

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _ - -
*~—

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 5: '2027 AM' (FG5: '2027 AM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
A PRC:-46.0%
I\ Total Tratfic Delay: 74.4 pouHr

o

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _ - -
*~—

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 6: '2027 PM' (FG6: '2027 PM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction

A\ :-18.0%

I\ Total Tratfic Delay: 37.1 pouHr
A

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane _ - -
*~—

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 7: '2027 + Cumulative AM' (FG7: '2027 + Cumulative AM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
N\ PRC:-59.9% :
\\ Total Traffic Delay: 123.2 pcuHr

o

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

“Arm 5 - Grosvenor Gardens (exit) Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane - -~
—— X —_— " e —

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/140/16/0UT
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Basic Results Summary
Scenario 8: '2027 + Cumulative PM' (FG8: '2027 + Cumulative PM', Plan 2: 'Double Cycle')
Network Layout Diagram

Unnamed Junction
N\ PRC:-782% :
\\ Total Traffic Delay: 150.3 pcuHr

o

O——ell)
Arm 6 - Gossamer Lane (exit)~ _

“Arm 5 - Grosvenor Gardens (exit) Arm 2 - Gossamer Lane - -~
—— X —_— " e —
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