














































WEST SUSSEX COUNTY COUNCIL     
PRE APPLICATION CONSULTATION 

 

TO: Organisation: Glanville  

FAO: John Birch 

FROM: WSCC - Highways Authority 

DATE: 12 September 2025 

LOCATION: Cedar Cottage  

Sandygate Lane 

Horsham 

RH13 6LR 

SUBJECT: Internal Reference: PRE-72-25 

The development proposals are for the erection of up 
to 26 dwellings, with associated access, parking and 
landscaping. Access to the site will take the form of a 
priority T-junction with a 5.5m wide carriageway with 
2.0m wide footway on the eastern side.  

DATE OF SITE VISIT: n/a  

RECOMMENDATION: Advice  

S106 CONTRIBUTION TOTAL: n/a / see comments below 

 
The Highways Authority has been consulted for pre-application advice regarding the 

proposed development of at Land at: 

 

Cedar Cottage, Sandygate Lane, Lower Beeding 
 

WSCC met in an online meeting on 12th September 2025 to discuss the proposals 

with John Birch and Jasmine Cooper from Glanville, and Cate Kent from Black Onyx 
using the following documents:  

 

1. Transport Appraisal produced by Glanville 
2.  Location Plan 25109-S101 

3. Proposed Site Plan 25109-P101 

 

WSCC as the County Highway Authority (CHA) offers the following advice. 
 

Access 

 
A new access will be created onto Sandygate Lane in the same location as the 

existing access to Cedar Cottage and Sandygate, a residential dwelling. Sandygate 

Lane has a posted speed limit of 60mph, however this changes to a 30mph approx. 
100m from the proposed access in the easterly direction into the village of Lower 

Beeding. 

 



An existing footway is provided on Sandygate Lane providing access to the village 
and its primary school, church and bus stops.  

 

The access has been designed to consider the speeds of the road and as such the 

following visibility splays are proposed which are all within the public highway 
boundary.  

 

ATC survey results show 85th percentile speeds of 33.7mph westbound and 44mph 
eastbound. This suggests visibility splays of 2.4m x 120.7m are required on the 

eastbound splay, and 50.7m on the westbound splay. 

 
WSCC are satisfied with this approach as it also considers Lower Beeding Parish 

Council’s aspirations to extend the 30mph speed limit to include this part of 

Sandygate lane in the future. Should this eventually be included in the 30mph limit 

the visibility splays provided will still be acceptable.  
 

A 5.5m wide carriageway with a kerb radius of 8m will also be provided at the 

access and a 2m footway will wrap around both sides of the access and tie into the 
existing footway along Sandygate Lane. The access design is in accordance with 

expected design standards. 

 
Proximity to committed development access under planning ref 

DC/22/0708 

 

The close proximity of this site to the recently approved access at the above 
development has been considered. Both access points are 27m apart (measured 

from centre line to centreline). Vehicle movements have been considered, and it is 

not likely that vehicles will need to make crossing movements over Sandygate 
Lane. Trips associated with both developments will be low and visibility at both 

access points are good. Vehicles can see each other with no obstructions in the 

visibility splay. Whilst there are no issues with the proximity of this access a Stage 
1 RSA should be submitted with any future application. 

 

Stage 1 RSA  

 
For developer-led works, a Stage 1 RSA (preliminary design) is required for all 

residential developments of 20 units or greater where there will be a creation of a 

new access onto the public highway. The applicant should submit an independent 
RSA alongside a singed and completed designer’s response in accordance with 

GG119.   

 

Refuse Tracking  
 

Tracking plans for an 11.2m refuse vehicle have been submitted to show how the 

access will be able to accommodate a refuse lorry. However, as part of any full 
submission a plan showing how the largest sized vehicle can enter, and turn on 

site, to exit in forward gear would also be required. 

 



Offsite works 
 

WSCC would recommend that the applicant includes the provision of an informal 

dropped kerb on the eastern footway connecting into the development opposite. 

Whilst it is acknowledged there is an informal crossing further towards the east 
which links into a footway connecting this development there is a desire line from 

this site directly over into the other development which will occur, and the provision 

of an informal crossing would provide a safe place to cross. WSCC acknowledge the 
provision of footway on the other side of the road may determine if this can be 

achieved. 

 
RTCC 

 

As part of any full application the applicant will need to shows they have assessed 
the local roads in the vicinity of the site for any patterns in road traffic collisions.  

We have looked at the WSCC database which holds data on recorded incidents over 

the last 5 years and cross referenced this with the data you have provided, and we 
are satisfied there are no patterns attributing to any highway layout or defect which 

would require any mitigation. 

 

Internal Layout 
 

WSCC would recommend the designers consult the governments publication called 

Inclusive Mobility ‘making transport accessible for passengers and pedestrians’ to 
ensure the layout of the site is inclusive for all.  Whilst it is appreciated this 

development is at an early stage of advice on the most basic of levels road 

hierarchy and footway provision is key to access for all and should be considered in 
detail to ensure safe and level access is provided for residents to be able to move 

around the site with ease.  



Points raised at today’s meeting included transitions into share surface layouts, 
road hierarchy and dropped kerbs and tactile paving. 

 

Car and Cycle Parking 

 
Use of WSCC car parking in new residential developments. Lower Beeding is in 

Parking behaviour zone 1 and would command 55 car parking spaces based on the 

following parking standards: - 
1.7 for 2 beds, 2.2 for 3 beds and 2.7 for 4 beds. Generating a total of 55 car 

parking spaces. 

 
Electric vehicle charging provision is not a planning consideration anymore however 

we are supportive of the inclusion of 20% of all space to be active with EVC and the 

remaining space to be activated at a later date.  

Visitor Parking as per WSCC guidance is to allow for additional demand for Visitor 
parking of 0.2/spaces per dwelling” (DCLG, 2007, Residential Car Parking 

Research). 0.2 x 26 = 5.2 spaces. 

 
Trips/Distribution/Modelling 

 

The number of trips this development will generate has been considered using the 
TRICS database. The daily number of two-way trips would equate to 109 which 

breaks down into 12/13 two-way trips in the AM/PM peak hours.  

 

This equates to 1 car every 5 minutes and is considered to be a small number of 
movements and would not create any highway capacity impacts. 

 

Additionally, the distribution of trips turning left or right out of the site is evenly 
distributed and network flow diagrams show the number of trips travelling in and 

out of the site in the peak hours would still be very low.  

 
The committed development over the road for 23 residential dwellings under 

(DC/22/0708) has also been considered and these will generate similar trip rates 

which would not generate a number of trips which would cause any highway safety 

or capacity issues. 
 

Construction Access and Management  

 
As the access will be shared with the existing residential property ‘Sandygate’ any 

future submission should provide details of how access will be managed during 

construction with a construction management plan. The submission of this will be 

dictated by site specific issues which may or may not be known at the time of 
submission. Either way a CMP will be required as part of this site planning approval.  

 

 
 

 

 



 
 

I trust you appreciate that any advice given by council officers for pre-application 

enquiries does not constitute a formal response or decision of the council with 

regard to the granting of planning permission in the future. Any views or opinions 
expressed are given in good faith, and to the best of ability, without prejudice to 

the formal consideration of any application, which will be the subject of public 

consultation and ultimately decided by the Local Planning Authority. 
 

Alison Meeus 

Planning Services 
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Consumer Protection

Important Consumer Protection Information 
This search has been produced by Argyll Environmental Ltd, 1st Floor, 98 - 99 Queens Road, Brighton, BN1 3XF 
 
Tel: 0845 458 5250 
Email: argyll@landmark.co.uk 
 
Argyll adheres to the Conveyancing Information Executive (CIE) standards. 

 
The Standards: 

• Conveyancing Information Executive Members shall act in a professional and honest manner at all times in line with the 
Conveyancing Information Executive Standards and carry out the delivery of the Search with integrity and due care and 
skill. 

• Compliance with the Conveyancing Information Executive Standards will be a condition within the Conveyancing 
Information Executive Member's Terms and Conditions. 

• Conveyancing Information Executive Members will promote the benefits of and deliver the Search to the agreed 
standards and in the best interests of the customer and associated parties. 

• The standards can be seen here: http://www.conveyinfoexec.com 

 
Complaints 
If you have a query or complaint about your search, you should raise it directly with the search firm, and if appropriate ask for any 
complaint to be considered under their formal internal complaints procedure. If you remain dissatisfied with the firm's final 
response, after your complaint has been formally considered, or if the firm has exceeded the response timescales, you may refer 
your complaint for consideration under The Property Ombudsman scheme (TPOs). The Ombudsman can award up to £5,000 to you 
if the Ombudsman finds that you have suffered actual financial loss and/or aggravation, distress or inconvenience as a result of your 
search provider failing to keep to the Standards. 
 
Please note that all queries or complaints regarding your search should be directed to your search provider in the first instance, not 
to TPO. 
 
TPOs Contact Details: 
 
The Property Ombudsman scheme 
Milford House 
43-55 Milford Street 
Salisbury 
Wiltshire SP1 2BP 
 
Tel: 01722 333306 
Fax: 01722 332296 
Website: www.tpos.co.uk 
Email: admin@tpos.co.uk
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Consumer Protection

Complaints Procedure 
If you want to make a complaint, we will: 
 

• Acknowledge it within 5 working days of receipt. 
• Normally deal with it fully and provide a final response, in writing, within 20 working days of receipt. 
• Keep you informed by letter, telephone or e-mail, as you prefer, if we need more time. 
• Provide a final response, in writing, at the latest within 40 working days of receipt. 
• Liaise, at your request, with anyone acting formally on your behalf. 

 
Complaints should be sent to: 
 
Legal Director 
Argyll Environmental Ltd 
1st Floor 
98 - 99 Queens Road 
Brighton 
BN1 3XF 
 
Tel: 0845 458 5250  
Email: argyll@landmark.co.uk 
 
 
If you are not satisfied with our final response, or if we exceed the response timescales, you may refer the complaint to The Property 
Ombudsman Scheme (TPOs): 
 
Tel: 01722 333306 
Email: admin@tpos.co.uk 
 
We will co-operate fully with the Ombudsman during an investigation and comply with his final decision.





Total

Mean Speed

85% 31.7 33.7

SITE: ATC 1 - Sandygate Lane, Horsham (51.032670, -0.261830)

Eastbound Westbound

16408 15561

27 28.7



Total

Mean Speed

85% 44 47.5

SITE: ATC 2 - Sandygate Lane, Horsham (51.031820, -0.264728)

Eastbound Westbound

16258 15039

38.6 41
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1. Introduction 
 
1.1 This report results from a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out during March/April 2026 

at the request of the Design Organisation, Glanville Consultants Limited, Cornerstone 
House, 62 Foxall Road, Didcot, Oxfordshire OX11 7AD. 

 
1.2 The Audit relates to proposed access arrangements and highway works associated with 

residential development at the site of an existing property, Cedar Cottage, located on 
Sandygate Lane, Lower Beeding, West Sussex RH13 6LR. 

 
1.3 The Audit Team membership was as follows: 
 

J Bown (Audit Team Leader)  Alpha Consultants 

B Newiss (Audit Team Member) Alpha Consultants 
 
 
1.4 The Audit took place at the offices of Alpha Consultants during March/April 2026 and 

included an examination of the following: 
 

 Drawing No. 8240636/6101 E 

 Drawing No. 8240636/6203 D 

 Drawing No. 8240636/6204 C 

 Drawing No. 8240636/6205 C 

 Drawing No. 8240636/6206 C 

 Transport Appraisal document dated 11 August 2025 
 
 
1.5 The Audit Team visited the site on the afternoon of 5 March 2026.  The weather was 

sunny and dry.  The surfaces were generally dry. 
 
1.6 The terms of reference of the Audit are as described in the DMRB GG 119. 
 
1.7 The Audit Team has acted independently of the Design Team and has had no prior 

involvement in the design of the scheme.   
 
1.8 The Audit Team has examined and reported only on the road safety implications of the 

scheme as presented and has not examined or verified the compliance of the designs to 
any other criteria. 
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2. Items raised at this Road Safety Audit 
 
 
LOCAL ALIGNMENT 
 
 
2.1 Problem 
 

Location: Proposed site access junction 

 

 

Summary:  Provision for opposing vehicle 
movements 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Description: 

Although it is common for a larger vehicle to encroach onto the opposite side of the 
carriageway when turning at junctions of this type, it will be important that an opposing 
motorist can see the vehicle and stop in a safe place to allow the vehicle to pass.  
Otherwise, one of the vehicles may need to reverse, which could lead to conflict with 
other road users. 

Recommendation: 

It is recommended that an opposing private car is included in the swept path scenarios 
analysed in the drawings.  Localised widening on bends within the access road may be 
beneficial if conflict appears likely. 
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WALKING, CYCLING AN HORSE RIDING 
 
 
2.2 Problem 
 

Location: Proposed crossing point on 
Sandygate Lane northeast of 
site access 

 

 

Summary:  Possible conflict between 
vehicles using private 
driveway and waiting 
pedestrians 

 

 

 

 

Description: 

A new dropped crossing point is proposed on Sandygate Lane, to the northeast of the 
proposed site access.  It was noted during the site visit that there is an existing private 
driveway nearby.  Whilst it is recognised that usage of the driveway will likely be low, 
there could be a risk of conflict between turning vehicles and waiting pedestrians if 
there is a lack of physical separation between the dropped kerbs of the driveway and 
the dropped crossing point. 

Recommendation: 

It is recommended that the new crossing point and driveway are separated by a section 
of raised kerbing. 
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3. Other Observations 
 
3.1 At the request of the Design Organisation, the Audit has considered the relative proximity 

of the proposed site access and the new access to The Gallops on the opposite side of 
Sandygate Lane.  It is confirmed that the Audit Team does not have any concerns to raise 
in this regard. 

 
3.2 It was observed during the site visit that alterations to the speed limits on Sandygate Lane 

have been introduced, involving extension of the previous 30mph limit, and a new 40mph 
limit to the west of this. 

 
3.3 Whilst it is noted that suitable visibility splays, based on previously recorded speeds, can 

be achieved, it may be appropriate to further review the coverage of the 30mph speed 
limit, in light of the development and associated access junction proposed. 
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Appendix A 
 

Problem Location Plan 
 



































Traffic Distribtuion 

Traffic Generation 25 Dwellings

Arrivals Departures Total J1 Site Access

AM 3 8 11 J2 A281 / B2115

PM 9 3 12 J3 A281 / B2110 Leechpond Hill

DAILY 50 51 101 J4 B2115 / B2110 

MSOA Locations No Trips % Within Zone AM Departures AM Arrivals PM Departures PM Arrivals Access Departure Matrix Arrival Matrix 

Horsham 883 48.4% 3.9 1.5 1.5 4.4 BA J1BC-J2BA J2AB-J1CB

Crawley 360 19.7% 1.6 0.6 0.6 1.8 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Mid Sussex 133 7.3% 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.7 BC J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Reigate and Banstead 75 4.1% 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.4 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Mole Valley 69 3.8% 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 BA J1BC-J2BA J2AB-J1CB

Brighton and Hove 51 2.8% 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 BC J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Worthing 35 1.9% 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 BC J1BC-J2BC-J3AC J3CA-J2CB-J1CB

Waverley 28 1.5% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BC J1BC-J2BA J2AB-J1CB

Guildford 27 1.5% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BC-J2BA J2AB-J1CB

Hillingdon 27 1.5% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BC J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Chichester 25 1.4% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BC-J2BC-J3AC J3CA-J2CB-J1CB

Croydon 21 1.2% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BC J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Tandridge 16 0.9% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Arun 14 0.8% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BC J1BC-J2BC-J3AC J3CA-J2CB-J1CB

Elmbridge 13 0.7% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BC J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Adur 12 0.7% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Epsom and Ewell 12 0.7% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Sevenoaks 12 0.7% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Lewes 11 0.6% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 BA J1BA-J4BC J4CB-J1AB

Total 1,824 100% 8 3 3 9



Site Access Site Access J2 J3

Hourly Hourly Hourly Hourly Hourly Hourly 

08:00-09:00 17:00-18:00 08:00-09:00 17:00-18:00 08:00-09:00 17:00-18:00

From / To A B C From / To A B C From / To A B C From / To A B C From / To A B C From / To A B C

A 1.2 A 3.7 A 1.7 A 5.0 A 0.3 A 0.1

B 3.3 4.7 B 1.2 1.8 B 4.4 0.3 B 1.7 0.1 B B

C 1.8 C 5.3 C 0.1 C 0.4 C 0.1 C 0.4

11 12

6.5 59.3% west 7.1 59.3% west 

4.5 40.7% east 4.9 40.7% east



J4

Hourly Hourly 

08:00-09:00 17:00-18:00

From / To A B C From / To A B C

A A

B 3.3 B 1.2

C 1.2 C 3.7















Analysis Options 

Demand Set Summary 

Analysis Set Details 

PICADY 
short 
flare 

model

Vehicle 
length 

(m)

Calculate 
Queue 

Percentiles

Calculate 
detailed 

queueing 
delay

Show 
lane 

queues 
in feet / 
metres

Show all 
PICADY 
stream 

intercepts

Calculate 
residual 
capacity

RFC 
Threshold

Average 
Delay 

threshold 
(s)

Queue 
threshold 

(PCU)

Use simulation 
for HCM 

roundabouts

Use iterations 
for HCM 

roundabouts

PICADY 

4.1
5.75           0.85 36.00 20.00    

ID Year Scenario Time period Traffic profile type Start time (HH:mm) Finish time (HH:mm) Time segment length (min) Run automatically

D1 2030 Opening Year AM ONE HOUR 08:00 09:30 15 ü

D2 2030 Opening Year PM ONE HOUR 17:00 18:30 15 ü

D3 2035 Future Year AM ONE HOUR 08:00 09:30 15 ü

D4 2035 Future Year PM ONE HOUR 17:00 18:30 15 ü

ID Include in report Network flow scaling factor (%) Network capacity scaling factor (%)

A1 ü 100.000 100.000
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D1 - 2030 | Opening Year | AM 

Data Errors and Warnings 
No errors or warnings 

Junction Network 

Junctions 

Junction Network 

Arms 

Arms 

Major Arm Geometry 

Geometries for Arm C are measured opposite Arm B. Geometries for Arm A (if relevant) are measured opposite Arm D. 

Minor Arm Geometry 

Slope / Intercept / Capacity 

Priority Intersection Slopes and Intercepts 

The slopes and intercepts shown above include custom intercept adjustments only. 

Streams may be combined, in which case capacity will be adjusted. 

Values are shown for the first time segment only; they may differ for subsequent time segments. 

Traffic Demand 

Demand Set Details 

Junction Name Junction type Arm A Direction Arm B Direction Arm C Direction Use circulating lanes Junction Delay (s) Junction LOS

1 Site Access T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way   0.11 A

Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) Network LOS

Left Normal/unknown 0.11 A

Arm Name Description Arm type

A Sandygate Lane (E)   Major

B Site Access   Minor

C Sandygate Lane (W)   Major

Arm Width of carriageway (m) Has kerbed central reserve Has right-turn storage Visibility for right turn (m) Blocks? Blocking queue (PCU)

C 6.22     160.0 ü 0.00

Arm Minor arm type Lane width (m) Visibility to left (m) Visibility to right (m)

B One lane 3.35 34 19

Stream
Intercept
(Veh/hr)

Slope
for  
A-B

Slope
for  
A-C

Slope
for  
C-A

Slope
for  
C-B

B-A 515 0.094 0.236 0.149 0.338

B-C 658 0.099 0.251 - -

C-B 667 0.256 0.256 - -

ID Year Scenario Time period Traffic profile type Start time (HH:mm) Finish time (HH:mm) Time segment length (min) Run automatically

D1 2030 Opening Year AM ONE HOUR 08:00 09:30 15 ü
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Demand overview (Traffic) 

Origin-Destination Data 

Vehicle Mix 
 

 

Results 

Results Summary for whole modelled period 

 
 
 
 
 

Main Results for each time segment 

08:00 - 08:15 

Arm Linked arm Profile type Use O-D data Average Demand (Veh/hr) Scaling Factor (%)

A   ONE HOUR ü 350 100.000

B   ONE HOUR ü 8 100.000

C   ONE HOUR ü 304 100.000

Demand (Veh/hr) 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 1 349

 B  3 0 5

 C  302 2 0

HV data entry mode PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00

Heavy Vehicle % 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 0 9

 B  0 0 0

 C  13 0 0

Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
Average Demand 

(Veh/hr)
Total Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

B-AC 0.02 7.97 0.0 A 7 11

C-AB 0.00 4.92 0.0 A 3 4

C-A         276 414

A-B         0.92 1

A-C         320 480

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 6 2 0.00 504 0.012 6 0.0 0.0 7.223 A

C-AB 2 0.54 0.00 736 0.003 2 0.0 0.0 4.906 A

C-A 227 57 0.00     227        

A-B 0.75 0.19 0.00     0.75        

A-C 263 66 0.00     263        
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08:15 - 08:30 

08:30 - 08:45 

08:45 - 09:00 

09:00 - 09:15 

09:15 - 09:30 

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 7 2 0.00 486 0.015 7 0.0 0.0 7.518 A

C-AB 3 0.70 0.00 752 0.004 3 0.0 0.0 4.793 A

C-A 270 68 0.00     270        

A-B 0.90 0.22 0.00     0.90        

A-C 314 78 0.00     314        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 9 2 0.00 460 0.019 9 0.0 0.0 7.974 A

C-AB 4 1 0.00 775 0.005 4 0.0 0.0 4.652 A

C-A 331 83 0.00     331        

A-B 1 0.28 0.00     1        

A-C 384 96 0.00     384        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 9 2 0.00 460 0.019 9 0.0 0.0 7.974 A

C-AB 4 1 0.00 775 0.005 4 0.0 0.0 4.668 A

C-A 331 83 0.00     331        

A-B 1 0.28 0.00     1        

A-C 384 96 0.00     384        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 7 2 0.00 486 0.015 7 0.0 0.0 7.521 A

C-AB 3 0.71 0.00 752 0.004 3 0.0 0.0 4.830 A

C-A 270 68 0.00     270        

A-B 0.90 0.22 0.00     0.90        

A-C 314 78 0.00     314        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 6 2 0.00 504 0.012 6 0.0 0.0 7.224 A

C-AB 2 0.55 0.00 736 0.003 2 0.0 0.0 4.925 A

C-A 227 57 0.00     227        

A-B 0.75 0.19 0.00     0.75        

A-C 263 66 0.00     263        
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D2 - 2030 | Opening Year | PM 

Data Errors and Warnings 
No errors or warnings 

Junction Network 

Junctions 

Junction Network 

Traffic Demand 

Demand Set Details 

Demand overview (Traffic) 

Origin-Destination Data 

Vehicle Mix 
 

 

Junction Name Junction type Arm A Direction Arm B Direction Arm C Direction Use circulating lanes Junction Delay (s) Junction LOS

1 Site Access T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way   0.06 A

Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) Network LOS

Left Normal/unknown 0.06 A

ID Year Scenario Time period Traffic profile type Start time (HH:mm) Finish time (HH:mm) Time segment length (min) Run automatically

D2 2030 Opening Year PM ONE HOUR 17:00 18:30 15 ü

Arm Linked arm Profile type Use O-D data Average Demand (Veh/hr) Scaling Factor (%)

A   ONE HOUR ü 271 100.000

B   ONE HOUR ü 3 100.000

C   ONE HOUR ü 336 100.000

Demand (Veh/hr) 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 4 267

 B  1 0 2

 C  331 5 0

HV data entry mode PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00

Heavy Vehicle % 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 0 6

 B  0 0 0

 C  6 0 0

Generated on 01/04/2026 15:03:18 using Junctions 11 (11.1.0.2307)
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Results 

Results Summary for whole modelled period 

 
 
 
 
 

Main Results for each time segment 

17:00 - 17:15 

17:15 - 17:30 

17:30 - 17:45 

17:45 - 18:00 

Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
Average Demand 

(Veh/hr)
Total Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.0 A 0 0

C-AB 0.01 4.71 0.0 A 8 11

C-A         301 451

A-B         4 6

A-C         245 368

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 499 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 6 1 0.00 771 0.007 6 0.0 0.0 4.703 A

C-A 247 62 0.00     247        

A-B 3 0.75 0.00     3        

A-C 201 50 0.00     201        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 483 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 7 2 0.00 793 0.009 7 0.0 0.0 4.575 A

C-A 295 74 0.00     295        

A-B 4 0.90 0.00     4        

A-C 240 60 0.00     240        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 461 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 10 2 0.00 824 0.012 10 0.0 0.0 4.411 A

C-A 360 90 0.00     360        

A-B 4 1 0.00     4        

A-C 294 73 0.00     294        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 461 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 10 2 0.00 824 0.012 10 0.0 0.0 4.420 A

C-A 360 90 0.00     360        

A-B 4 1 0.00     4        

A-C 294 73 0.00     294        
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18:00 - 18:15 

18:15 - 18:30 

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 483 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 7 2 0.00 793 0.009 7 0.0 0.0 4.592 A

C-A 295 74 0.00     295        

A-B 4 0.90 0.00     4        

A-C 240 60 0.00     240        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 499 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 6 1 0.00 771 0.007 6 0.0 0.0 4.714 A

C-A 247 62 0.00     247        

A-B 3 0.75 0.00     3        

A-C 201 50 0.00     201        
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D3 - 2035 | Future Year | AM 

Data Errors and Warnings 
No errors or warnings 

Junction Network 

Junctions 

Junction Network 

Traffic Demand 

Demand Set Details 

Demand overview (Traffic) 

Origin-Destination Data 

Vehicle Mix 
 

 

Junction Name Junction type Arm A Direction Arm B Direction Arm C Direction Use circulating lanes Junction Delay (s) Junction LOS

1 Site Access T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way   0.11 A

Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) Network LOS

Left Normal/unknown 0.11 A

ID Year Scenario Time period Traffic profile type Start time (HH:mm) Finish time (HH:mm) Time segment length (min) Run automatically

D3 2035 Future Year AM ONE HOUR 08:00 09:30 15 ü

Arm Linked arm Profile type Use O-D data Average Demand (Veh/hr) Scaling Factor (%)

A   ONE HOUR ü 367 100.000

B   ONE HOUR ü 8 100.000

C   ONE HOUR ü 318 100.000

Demand (Veh/hr) 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 1 366

 B  3 0 5

 C  316 2 0

HV data entry mode PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00

Heavy Vehicle % 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 0 9

 B  0 0 0

 C  13 0 0
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Results 

Results Summary for whole modelled period 

 
 
 
 
 

Main Results for each time segment 

08:00 - 08:15 

08:15 - 08:30 

08:30 - 08:45 

08:45 - 09:00 

Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
Average Demand 

(Veh/hr)
Total Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

B-AC 0.02 8.10 0.0 A 7 11

C-AB 0.01 4.90 0.0 A 3 5

C-A         289 433

A-B         0.92 1

A-C         336 504

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 6 2 0.00 500 0.012 6 0.0 0.0 7.290 A

C-AB 2 0.55 0.00 739 0.003 2 0.0 0.0 4.882 A

C-A 237 59 0.00     237        

A-B 0.75 0.19 0.00     0.75        

A-C 276 69 0.00     276        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 7 2 0.00 481 0.015 7 0.0 0.0 7.604 A

C-AB 3 0.72 0.00 756 0.004 3 0.0 0.0 4.764 A

C-A 283 71 0.00     283        

A-B 0.90 0.22 0.00     0.90        

A-C 329 82 0.00     329        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 9 2 0.00 453 0.019 9 0.0 0.0 8.095 A

C-AB 4 1 0.00 781 0.005 4 0.0 0.0 4.617 A

C-A 346 87 0.00     346        

A-B 1 0.28 0.00     1        

A-C 403 101 0.00     403        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 9 2 0.00 453 0.019 9 0.0 0.0 8.095 A

C-AB 4 1 0.00 781 0.005 4 0.0 0.0 4.635 A

C-A 346 87 0.00     346        

A-B 1 0.28 0.00     1        

A-C 403 101 0.00     403        

Generated on 01/04/2026 15:03:18 using Junctions 11 (11.1.0.2307)
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09:00 - 09:15 

09:15 - 09:30 

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 7 2 0.00 481 0.015 7 0.0 0.0 7.605 A

C-AB 3 0.72 0.00 756 0.004 3 0.0 0.0 4.803 A

C-A 283 71 0.00     283        

A-B 0.90 0.22 0.00     0.90        

A-C 329 82 0.00     329        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 6 2 0.00 500 0.012 6 0.0 0.0 7.293 A

C-AB 2 0.56 0.00 739 0.003 2 0.0 0.0 4.904 A

C-A 237 59 0.00     237        

A-B 0.75 0.19 0.00     0.75        

A-C 276 69 0.00     276        
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D4 - 2035 | Future Year | PM 

Data Errors and Warnings 
No errors or warnings 

Junction Network 

Junctions 

Junction Network 

Traffic Demand 

Demand Set Details 

Demand overview (Traffic) 

Origin-Destination Data 

Vehicle Mix 
 

 

Junction Name Junction type Arm A Direction Arm B Direction Arm C Direction Use circulating lanes Junction Delay (s) Junction LOS

1 Site Access T-Junction Two-way Two-way Two-way   0.06 A

Driving side Lighting Network delay (s) Network LOS

Left Normal/unknown 0.06 A

ID Year Scenario Time period Traffic profile type Start time (HH:mm) Finish time (HH:mm) Time segment length (min) Run automatically

D4 2035 Future Year PM ONE HOUR 17:00 18:30 15 ü

Arm Linked arm Profile type Use O-D data Average Demand (Veh/hr) Scaling Factor (%)

A   ONE HOUR ü 284 100.000

B   ONE HOUR ü 3 100.000

C   ONE HOUR ü 352 100.000

Demand (Veh/hr) 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 4 280

 B  1 0 2

 C  347 5 0

HV data entry mode PCU Factor for a HV (PCU)

HV Percentages 2.00

Heavy Vehicle % 

  To

From

   A   B   C 

 A  0 0 0

 B  0 0 0

 C  6 0 0
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Results 

Results Summary for whole modelled period 

 
 
 
 
 

Main Results for each time segment 

17:00 - 17:15 

17:15 - 17:30 

17:30 - 17:45 

17:45 - 18:00 

Stream Max RFC Max Delay (s) Max Queue (Veh) Max LOS
Average Demand 

(Veh/hr)
Total Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

B-AC 0.00 0.00 0.0 A 0 0

C-AB 0.01 4.66 0.0 A 8 12

C-A         315 473

A-B         4 6

A-C         257 385

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 498 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 6 1 0.00 779 0.007 6 0.0 0.0 4.654 A

C-A 259 65 0.00     259        

A-B 3 0.75 0.00     3        

A-C 211 53 0.00     211        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 482 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 7 2 0.00 803 0.009 7 0.0 0.0 4.519 A

C-A 309 77 0.00     309        

A-B 4 0.90 0.00     4        

A-C 252 63 0.00     252        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 459 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 10 3 0.00 837 0.012 10 0.0 0.0 4.347 A

C-A 377 94 0.00     377        

A-B 4 1 0.00     4        

A-C 308 77 0.00     308        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 459 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 10 3 0.00 837 0.012 10 0.0 0.0 4.357 A

C-A 377 94 0.00     377        

A-B 4 1 0.00     4        

A-C 308 77 0.00     308        
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18:00 - 18:15 

18:15 - 18:30 

 
 

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 482 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 7 2 0.00 803 0.009 7 0.0 0.0 4.538 A

C-A 309 77 0.00     309        

A-B 4 0.90 0.00     4        

A-C 252 63 0.00     252        

Stream
Total 

Demand 
(Veh/hr)

Junction 
Arrivals (Veh)

Pedestrian 
demand 
(Ped/hr)

Capacity 
(Veh/hr)

RFC
Throughput 

(Veh/hr)
Start queue 

(Veh)
End queue 

(Veh)
Delay (s)

Unsignalised 
level of service

B-AC 0 0 0.00 498 0.000 0 0.0 0.0 0.000 A

C-AB 6 1 0.00 779 0.007 6 0.0 0.0 4.665 A

C-A 259 65 0.00     259        

A-B 3 0.75 0.00     3        

A-C 211 53 0.00     211        
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