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INTRODUCTION

This Transport Statement (TS) has been prepared by Paul Basham Associates on behalf of
HighwoodVentures 7 Limited, here after referred to as Highwood to support a full planning application
for the development of a 70-bed care home at Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh. The site location is

demonstrated in Figure 1, with the site layout included in Appendix A.

— Rt Bourdary

Figure 1:Site Location (source Harris Irwin Architects)

In addition to this Transport Statement (TS) a Travel Plan (TP) has been prepared, outlining the future
strategy for promoting and monitoring sustainable travel from the development. Therefore, this

Transport Statement (TS) should be read in conjunction with that document.

Pre-Application discussions have been undertaken with Hampshire County Council (HCC) highways
officers (under reference: 6-3-9-337) on which they broadly accepted the principle of development on
the basis that further information was provided on aspects such as highway developer contributions
whichwould be required aswellasthe production of aninternally managedTravel Plan (TP)to promote
sustainable transport options for staff and the residents. The full pre-application response is attached

as Appendix B.
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1.4  Through this Transport Statement (TS) various elements will be covered including: the existing site
conditions, site accessibility, the proposed access arrangements plus visibility splays, the parking

provision and layout, fire and refuse servicing arrangement and the vehicular trip generation.
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2. EXISTING CONDITIONS AND SITE ACCESSIBILITY

2.1  Thesiteislocated along Chickenhall Lane, approximately 450m east of Eastleigh town centre boundary
and currently comprises undeveloped land. The site is bounded by the Barton River which is a tributary
of the River Itchen, to the west by Chickenhall Lane, to the north by Bishopstoke Road and to the south

by further undeveloped land. The existing conditions are demonstrated in Photographs 1 and 2.

Photograph 1: Existing Access point off Chickenhall Lane Photograph 2: Existing site frontage

Local Road Network
2.2 Chickenhall Laneis a single carriageway road that measures approximately 9.6m wide and is subject to
a 30mph speed limit. Chickenhall Lane borders the site to the westand approximately 65m north of the

proposed access point, Chickenhall Lane meets a roundabout with Bishopstoke Road.

2.3 Bishopstoke Road is a single carriagewayroad that measures approximately 7.3m wide and is subject
toa 30mph speedlimit. Bishopstoke Road borders the site to the north and facilitates accessto Eastleigh

to the west and to Bishopstoke/Fair Oak to the east.

Wider Strategic road

2.4  The proposed site is approximately 0.5 miles away from the A335. In close proximity is also the M3 at 4
milesaway running through Eastleigh headingnorthbound towards Winchester.The M27is also nearby
at approximately 9.6 miles heading towards Cadham or Porchester all allowing increased connectivity

to the proposed site.
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Pedestrian and Cycle Network

2.5 Pedestrian facilities around the site are very good. A continuous footway flanks the western side of
Chickenhall Lane that measures approximately 2mwide. Onthe easternside, a footway s present north
of the access, set back from the carriageway edge by grassed verge. Furthermore, a shared
cycleway/footway is present along the southern side of Bishopstoke Road that measures approximately
3m wide, and dropped kerbs and tactile paving are present in the appropriate locations. The existing
pedestrian and cycle infrastructure, including a recently enhanced refuge island at the Bishopstoke

Road/Chickenhall Lane roundabout is demonstrated in Photographs 3 and 4.

Photograph 3: Existing Footway/Cycleway along Bishopstoke Road Photograph 4: Dropped kerbs and tactile paving present across
roundabout to the north

2.6 This provision acts to assist pedestrians accompanied by young children who may be visiting the

proposed care home, as well as those with varying degrees of disability / visual impairment.
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2.7 A PROW: s located east to the proposed site (the ltchen Way) running south where it ends in Itchen

Valley Nature Reserve and north through Allbrook towards Winchester as shown in Figure 2. Further to

this, Figure 3 shows the walking distances achievable in 30 minutes. This includes a large amount of

amenities such as Eastleigh Town Centre and Train Station within this catchment allowing sustainable

forms of transport around the area.
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Figure 3: Achievable walking distance in 30 minutes
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National Cycle Route

2.8 Figure 4 shows National CycleRoute 24 running East to the proposed site through Eastleightown centre
joining onto route 23 which goes north towards Winchester and south towards Southampton. Further
to this Figure 5 shows the achievable cycling distances in 15 minutes. Included in this Southampton
Airport and Eastleigh Town Centre and surrounding areas such as Allbrook, Brambridge and Boyatt

Wood.

Figure 5: Achievable cycling distance in 15 minutes
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Public Transport
Bus Network

2.9 The nearest bus stop to the site is on ‘Chickenhall Lane” approximately 110m away (eastbound) and
210m away (westbound). The bus stop is located in a lay by with a flag pole and a timetable with a
further eastbound stop located opposite Dutton Lane with a half lay by. The next closest bus stops to
the site to the east are the ‘Recreation Ground’ bus stops located approximately 330m east of the site.
The eastbound bus stop is equipped with a demarcated layby, flag pole and timetable, while the
westbound bus stop is equipped with flag pole and timetable only. It is worth noting that both bus stops
arealsoequipped witharaised kerb allowingfor accessible users onand off the bus. Table 1summarises

the bus services available near to the site.

Approximate Frequency

Service | Operator Stop Route
Mon-Fri Sat Sun
Southampton- Portswood- Twice an
2 BlueStar Recreation Ground Swaythling-North Stoneham- 4 per hour 4 per hour Hour
Eastleigh-Bishopstoke-Fair Oak
Southampton-Bitterne-Thornhill- Once an Once an Once an
3 BlueStar Recreation Ground Hedge End-Botley-Boorley Green-Fair
Oak Hour Hour Hour

Table 1: Summary of Local Bus Services
2.10 The above services present the opportunity to promote sustainable travel to/from the site in the future

by utilising the frequent bus services into Eastleigh and Southampton City Centre.

2.11 The bus frequency information has been entered into the BREEAM Accessibility Index (Al) calculator

and is demonstrated in Figure 6.

BREEAM 2018 Tra01/02 Accessibility Index calculator = REEAM UK

Using the drop down boxes make the relevant selections and press the "Select’ batton

NODE 1

Public transport type
Distance to node (m)

Service 1 Sarvice 2 Service 3 Service 4 Service S Service 6 Service 7 Service 8 Service 9 Service 10

Average frequency per hour

NODE 2

Public transport type

FRail
Distance to node (m) 570

Service 1

Service 2

Service 3 Service 4 Service 5 Service 6 Service 7 Service 8 Serviee 9

Senvice 10

Avenge frequency per hour

Figure 6: BREEAM Accessibility Index
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Rail Network

The site is also located approximately 570m east of Eastleigh train station, which is operated by South
Western Railway. Eastleigh train stationis equipped with ticket machines, step-free access, 130 cycle
spaces and 133 car parking spaces. Eastleigh train station provides direct services to Winchester (9
minutes), Southampton Central (13 minutes) Portsmouth Harbour (47 minutes) and Salisbury (50

minutes).

Accessibility to Local Amenities
The CIHT document, ‘Providing for journeys on foot” (2000), identifies the ‘desirable’, ‘acceptable’ and
‘preferred maximum’ walking distances to locations within town centres and elsewhere. The distances

are outlined within Table 2.

Town Centre (m)

Elsewhere (m)

Desirable 200 400
Acceptable 400 800
Preferred Maximum 800 1200

214

2.15

Table 2: CIHT guidance for ‘Providing for journeys on foot’ (2000)

In addition, the CIHT’s ‘Planning for Walking’ (April 2015) identifies that whilst a number of pedestrian
journeys are decreasing, ‘the average length of pedestrian journeys increased slightly from 0.7 miles to
0.85 miles” between 1985 to 2007 (page 6). This equates to an average length of pedestrian journeys of

1,368m. The average duration also increased from 15 minutes to 17 minutes.

The site is situated within walking/cycling distance of several local amenities and services in the local
area. A summary of the site’s proximity to these facilities and the associated walking and cycling times

is provided in Table 3, as taken from the vehicle access.

Land East of Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh
Transport Statement

Paul Basham Associates Ltd
Report No 024.0060/TS5/4

Page [ 9




Amenity Approximate Approximate Walking Approximate Cycling

Distance (m) Journey Time (min) Journey Time (min)
Petrol Station/Convenience store Esso 100 2 1
Bus Stop- Chickenhall Lane (Eastbound) 110 1 1
Bus Stop- Chickenhall Lane (Westbound) 210 3 1
Eastleigh Town Centre 450 6 2
Supermarket- Tesco Express 510 7 2
Train Station-Eastleigh 570 9 3
Supermarket-Lidl 620 10 4
Bank-HSBC 620 9 3
Pharmacy-Boots 650 14 5
Dentist-MyDentist 740 11 4
GP-Eastleigh Health Centre 870 12 4
Gym-Anytime Fitness 950 13 5

Table 3: Summary of Local Amenities and Facilities

2.16 As displayed within Table 3 and referring to Table 2, there a large number of amenities and services
within the ‘preferred maximum’ walking distance. This demonstrates that the proposed site would
provide an excellent opportunity to create a sustainable development. Additionally, in line with the
guidance provided in ‘Planning for Walking’ (April 2015) walkingand cyclingto local amenities is realistic

for future site occupants given all the facilities listed in Table 3 are within the average walking time.

2.17 Table 3 only highlights a select number of key amenities available accessible from the site, with many
more located on the High Street within Eastleigh, all accessible by walking, cycling or public transport.
Further to this, suitable footways are present allowing suitable connectivity from the site to the
amenities. Therefore, the site is deemed to be accessible and sustainable, as was agreed by HCC as part

of the pre-application discussions.

Personal Injury Accident (PIA) Data

2.18 Personal Injury Accident (PIA) data for the last 3 years has been obtained from Hampshire Constabulary
from the period between 15t December 2021- 29" February 2024 within a 400m radius of the site. The
report is also attached in Appendix C and the map in Figure 7. The survey area covered Bishopstoke

Road (B3037) and along Chickenhall Lane.

2.19 During this period ten incidents have occurred with one being serious along Bishopstoke Road, this was
a collision with a lamppost and it was noted in the report it is very likely the driver was impaired by
alcohol. Another slight incident had occurred along Chickenhall Lane. However, this is further down

from the site access and it is deemed that this will not cause any highway concerns. None of the
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incidents recorded have occurred within close proximity to the site access.

2.20 Therefore, when considering the location, frequency and severity of the incidents to have occurredin
the last three-years it can be concluded that the proposed development will not impact on the safety

and operation of the local road network.

1500
oxr 09/10/2024

B3037 Eastieigh

Figure 7: Personal Injury Accident (PIA) Data (2021-2024)
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. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The proposed development will consist of a 70 bed care home, with access taken via Chickenhall Lane.

The proposed site layout is attached as Appendix A.

Access Arrangements

The site will be accessed via a bellmouth, upgrading the existing vehicle crossover to form a bellmouth
arrangement measuring 6m wide with 6m radii. Two-way vehicle tracking at the access has been
completed that shows two large cars can pass without conflict, and is attached within Appendix D. It
should also be noted that vehicle tracking has been undertaken at 10mph to accord with HCCtechnical

guidance.

The proposals have been subject to an independent Stage 1 Road Safety Audit (Appendix E). Overall
only two issues were raised; one relatingto the potential obstruction to the visibility splay however, it
has been noted and ensured that the visibility splays will be maintained in order to prevent this. The
second comment was that keep clear markings should be installed in the northbound lane. However, as
HCC have plans to upgrade the junction to the north keep clear markings may not be necessary. If HCC
requests these markings the developeris happy to introduce these. The RSA and Designer’s Response

are included in full at Appendix E.

Pedestrian access is formed through an internal footway link, connecting to Chickenhall Lane adjacent
to the vehicle access point and continuing around the northern radius to tie in with the existing

infrastructure.

Visibility

In order to help inform the visibility splays from the access, two 7-day ATC surveys were undertaken
along Chickenhall Lane. The traffic surveys were placed north and south of the existing access point
between Tuesday 4™ June 2024 and Wednesday 12t June 2024. Whilst the full results are attached as

Appendix F, the results are in Table 4.

Chickenhall Daily Flow (7-day 85t percentile
Lane Average) Speeds (mph)

Northbound 3204 31.2

Southbound 3119 25.1

Table 4: ATCSurvey Results

The above vehicle speeds require visibility splays of 2.4m x 33m in the primary direction and 45minthe
secondary direction in line with Manual for Streets (MfS) guidance. These have been shown as

achievable within Appendix G and is therefore considered that the access is safe and suitable for the
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3.7

3.8

39

3.10

3.11

purposes of the proposed development. This was confirmedas acceptableby HCC at the pre-application

stage.

Parking Provision
In order to inform parking provision on the site, Eastleigh Borough Council’s residential Standards SPD
(2009) has been consulted. The guidance states that for ‘Nursing and Rest Homes’ 1 space per 6 beds

plus 1 space per staff member is required (based on the presumption staff on site at any one time).

There is an expected total number 47 staff members therefore, for the proposed development of 70
beds, this would require 12 spaces plus up to 22 parking spaces for staff (assuming up to 22 staff
maximum at any one time due to the fact staff will be on shift patterns), totalling 34 spaces for the
development. However, based on operational experience and other consented schemes, in particular
Highwood’s recently consented Moorhill scheme (granted permission under EBC planning reference
F/22/94034), a reduction against the standards is deemed appropriate. Additionally, staff and visitors
would be encouraged to travel sustainably (car share, public transport etc) to the site through the
implemented Travel Plan. Therefore, a total parking provision of 24 parking spaces, with 2 designated
for disabled users as per the request within the Pre-Application response, is deemed sufficient. Vehicle

tracking has been completed and is attached as Appendix D.

Parking spaces measure 2.5m x 5.0m (It was also noted/raised in the pre-app a 0.3m wide strip step out
for all spaces located against landscaping) with a minimum 6m aisle distance to reflect changesin car

sizes.

Furthermore, recent BREAAM standards emphasise the increased demand for electric vehicles and
state that 10% of parking must be provided with electric charging spaces. 3 of the proposed parking

bays will be supplied with the necessary EV infrastructure.

Cycle Parking

Eastleigh Borough Council also outline cycle parking provision at care homes, with the SPD stating that
1 space per 6 staffis to be provided. Therefore, using the same staff numbers as above (47), this would
require 8 cycle spaces as a worst-case assessment. In addition to this BREEAM standards contained
within ‘Private Transport Measures — Points 13-15 within Table 7.4’ state that there should be enough
storage space for 1 bicycle space per 10 staff and 1 bicycle space per 10 beds. This would leave a

requirement of 12 spaces, which will be provided.
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3.12

3.13

3.14

3.15

In addition, BREEAM standards also state that shower and changing facilities should be provided to

allow staff to change after cycling to work. This will be provided as part of the development.

Fire and Refuse Servicing

A fire tender is required to enter the site and is able to get within most parts of the building. In
accordance with Building Regulations Document B, as the proposed building is less than 2000m?, and
the top occupied storey is a maximum of 11m above ground, level, then the fire tender can get within
15% of the permitter of the proposed building. Fire tender trackinghas been completedand is attached

within Appendix H.

Refuse collection will take place on site and therefore a refuse vehicle is required to access the site. The
refuse vehicle is able to get within 10m of the refuse store. As demonstrated in Appendix |, the
appropriately sized refuse vehicle is able to enter and exit the site in a forward gear via the

aforementioned improved access points.

Potential Improvements to the Chickenhall Lane Roundabout

HCC highways have identified proposed improvements to the existing mini roundabout at the junction
Chickenhall Lane and Bishopstoke Road to become signalised, with bus priority elements. Within the
pre-application response, HCC confirmed that the designs are not sufficiently advanced or finalised for
sharing at this time, although public consultation on an improvement scheme has taken place. The
public consultationscheme did identify reliance on land outside of the highway boundary to include the
north western corner of the application site. The proposed care home development has deliberately
omitteddevelopmentin thisarea soas not to prejudice delivery of a potential HCC scheme inthe future,
albeit discussions would be needed as to the extent of land required and associated value. There is no
reason why this care home application should be delayed or resisted from a highways perspective

relating to the potential delivery of this scheme.
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4. HIGHWAY IMPACT

4.1 Thissection of the TS will set out the likely highway impact of the site through quantifying the number
of trips that the site will generate. It is worth noting that these were agreed with the HCC highways
officer at the pre-application stage (as confirmed in Appendix B) and should therefore be considered

acceptable.

Proposed Trip Generation

4.2  Consideringthat the site is currently undeveloped land, it has been assumed that there are currently no
regular trips generated on the site, Therefore, in order to provide an assessment of the likely number
of tripsthatthe proposed development wouldgenerate,a TRICSassessment has beenundertakenusing

the following parameters:

e Use Class ‘Health” and sub category ‘care home’;
e Sites in England and Wales only;

e Parameter of 30 — 90 units;

e Weekday Surveys only; and

e Sites in ‘Edge of Town Centre” and ‘Suburban Area’ only.

4.3  The results of the TRICS assessment are summarised in Table 5, with the full outputs attached as

Appendix J.
AM Peak (0800-0900 PM Peak (1700-1800 i
TRICS (v.7.11.1) : ( ) : ( ) Total Daily
Arrivals | Departures | Total | Arrivals | Departures | Total Trips
Trip Rate per 1 bed 0.084 0.046 0.130| 0.049 0.087 0.136 1.965
Trip Generation (70
b erelions| 6 3 9 3 6 10 138

Table 5: Proposed Development TRICS Data (TRICS v.7.11.1)

44  The proposed development is likely to generate in the order of 9 trips in the AM peak, 10 trips in the
PM peak, with 138trips generatedacross a 12 hour period. Thisequatesto 1 vehicle tripevery 5 minutes

across 12 hour period.

45 As confirmed through the pre-application response from HCC, given the level of peak period trips
generated by the site, no further assessment of the traffic impact on the local road network is required
asthe proposals would not result in a severe residual cumulativeimpactinthe context of the NPPF para

115.

Land East of Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh Page | 15 Paul Basham Associates Ltd
Transport Statement Report No 024.0060/TS5/4




51

52

53

54

55

56

5.7

58

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This Transport Statement (TS) has been prepared by Paul Basham Associates on behalf of Highwood to
support a full planning application for the development of a 70-bed care home at Chickenhall Lane,

Eastleigh.

Pre-Application discussions have been undertaken with Hampshire County Council (HCC) highways
officers (under reference: 6-3-9-337) on which they broadly accepted the principle of development on
the basis that further information was provided on aspects such as highway developer contributions
whichwould be required aswellasthe production of aninternally managedTravel Plan(TP)to promote

sustainable transport options for staff and the residents.

The site is located approximately 450m east of Eastleigh town centre boundary, which is host to
extensive amenities and facilities. The site is well connected to the existing pedestrian and cycle
infrastructure and therefore presents an excellent opportunity to create a sustainable development for
staff and visitors. Given the accessibility of the site in line with the nature of the development, existing
pedestrian network and bus services, the site can currently be a good location to produce a sustainable

development.

PersonalInjury Accident (PIA) Data for a 3-yearperiodhas been obtained from Hampshire Constabulary
which does not identify any trends or highway design concerns that would be exacerbated by the

proposed development.

The proposed access point for the site is a bellmouth junction onto Chickenhall Lane. Visibility from this
accessisachievableinaccordance withtherecordedspeeds, andhas been broadly acceptedatthe pre-

application stage.

The proposed provision of 24 parking spaces for the 70-bed care home, with 2 designated disabled
spaces is deemed sufficient. This equates to a ratio of 0.34 spaces per bedroom for the care home.
Furthermore, recent BREEAM standards emphasise the increased demand for electric vehicles and state
that 10% of parking must be provided with electric charging spaces. 3 of the proposed parking bays will

be supplied with the necessary EV infrastructure.

The refuse vehicle is able to reach within 10m of the refuse store and a fire tender is able to get within

15% of the perimeter of the building in accordance with Building Regulations Document B.

From completing a TRICS assessment, the proposed development is likely to generate in the order of 9

trips in the AM peak, 10 trips in the PM peak, with 138 trips generated acrossa 12 hour period. This
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equates to 1 vehicle trips every 5 minutes across a 12 hour period.

5.9 This Transport Statement (TS) has demonstrated that the proposed development will have a negligible
impact the operation of the local road network and that a safe and suitable access is attainable. We
wouldtherefore encourage Hampshire County Council and Eastleigh Borough Council tolook favourably

upon this development in relation to highways.
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N Hampshire
Countprouncil

Hampshire 2050

FAO lzzie Drohan The Castle

Paul Basham Associates Winchester, Hampshire SO23 8UD

The Bothy Tel: 0300 555 1375

Fax 01962 847055

Cams Hall Estate wav)\:w.hants.gov.uk

Fareham

PO16 8UT

6-3-9-337 — Chickenhall Lane

Enquiries to Matt Grantham My reference Pre-App
Direct Line Your reference ChiCkenha” Lane, EaStlelgh
Date 16" August 2024 Email matt.grantham@hants.gov.uk

Dear Ms Drohan,

Re: Pre-Application advice — Chickenhall Lane.

Thank you for providing HCC Highways with the opportunity to provide input,
via the pre-application process, into the proposed development of a 70-bed
care home located on land to the south eastern corner of the Chickenhall
Lane and Bishopstoke Road junction in Eastleigh:

To date, you have provided me with a Pre-Application Scoping Note
(024.0060PASN2) which outlines the proposals, and requests agreement and
clarification on the following issues:

* Principle of access;

* Trip rates and impact of development upon the local road network;

* Requirement of a Travel Plan Statement;

* Servicing Arrangements;

* Parking provision; and

» Discussion regarding the area required for the potential junction
improvements at the junction of Chickenhall Lane / Bishopstoke Road.

Following a full review of the Pre-application Scoping Note, along with liaison
with other departments within HCC, the following comments are made:

Deputy Chief Executive and Director of Hampshire 2050
Gary Westbrook

Call charges apply. For information see www.hants.gov.uk




DISCUSSION REGARDING THE AREA FOR THE POTENTIAL JUNCTION
IMPROVEMENTS AT THE JUNCTION OF CHICKEHALL LANE /
BISHOPSTOKE ROAD:

As you are aware, there are plans to upgrade the Chickenhall Lane /
Bishopstoke Road junction, and this is a key scheme which HCC as Local
Highway Authority are currently progressing.

The scheme looks to update the existing mini roundabout to a signalised
junction which will provide an element of bus prioritisation as well as
improvements for pedestrian and cycle movements, all assisting with the aim
of better promoting sustainable travel on this key corridor within the Eastleigh
Borough area.

Unfortunately, at the present time, whilst the scheme has an indicative
programme for start of construction in 2026, the designs are being finalised
with what is anticipated to be the final updates currently being made. Due to
this, the designers have requested that the current designs are not shared at
this stage, given there are ongoing negotiations to be had with several
affected landowners.

| will however endeavour to provide information to the following issues that
you have raised and are requesting clarification on, utilising the knowledge
that | have of the highway improvement works, outlining where they may have
a direct impact on the built elements of your proposals accordingly.

Please note however, that there could obviously be changes made to the
highway improvement works that could affect the comments that | make
below.

PRINCIPLE OF ACCESS:

It is noted that the access into the proposed development site is taken from
the eastern side of Chickenhall Lane, located in the position of the existing site
vehicle crossover, but widening and upgrading this to a formal two-way
bellmouth junction.

Whilst in some locations it could be preferable to retain the simple vehicle
crossover, albeit with some widening taking place, in order to preserve the
priority movement for pedestrians and cyclists, it is noted that the existing
footway stops adjacent to your site access. As such, with no plans at the
present time to extend this further on the eastern side, there would be no
objection to the formal bellmouth as proposed. Pedestrians will simply be
encouraged to switch to the western side of Chickenhall Lane further north at
the proposed junction highway works for access into the wider industrial
estate.

In terms of vehicle tracking to demonstrate the movement of various vehicles
in and out of the site, this has been provided within the Pre-application
Scoping Note for personal vehicles, an emergency vehicle (fire tender) and a
refuse vehicle. These demonstrate that two-way access is achievable through



the proposed access junction for personal cars accessing and egressing the
site at the same time, as well as the emergency and refuse vehicle accessing
and egressing as a sole vehicle which would be acceptable given the
infrequencies that these movements would be anticipated to take place.

It is however noted that the tracking drawings provided do not show the formal
parking bays located opposite (and heading north from) the proposed site
access on the western side of Chickenhall Lane. Should a formal application
come forward, it would be requested that the parking bays are added to plans
to fully demonstrate the proposed vehicle movements are fully achievable with
parked cars in place. Having reviewed the tracking plans provided, this looks
to be very tight.

Plan have also been provided which show the visibility splay at the proposed
access looking out onto Chickenhall Lane, cross referenced with physical
speed surveys undertaken over a 7-day period utilising ATC'’s.

These visibility splays would be acceptable for the speeds recorded, and
indeed in reality it is likely that visibility in excess of that shown on plans would
be achievable due to the local conditions in the vicinity of the proposed site
access. There would however be a need for any areas of landscaping located
within these visibility splays to be kept to an appropriate maximum height (0.6
to 1.0m) however this could be via a condition for any landscaping not
contained on highway land.

It should be noted that within the Chickenhall Lane / Bishopstoke Road
junction improvement works, it is likely that a parking space will need to be
provided for maintenance vehicles at some point between the site access and
the signalised junction. Given the infrequency of use that this will attract, its
formal assessment against visibility would not be required.

In terms of foot and cycle provision, access to the site would utilise the
existing infrastructure which would be acceptable, noting the potential for
improvements to be made in the near future by the HCC highway junction
scheme. These external links adequately reach the site access, with 2.0m
footway links entering into the site itself from the highway to provide full
connectivity to the care home entrance building via internal tactile drop kerbs
and an onward footway link to the building access.

Finally, it would also be reminded that any works on the highway such as
those outlined above, will need to be undertaken via the S278 process
accordingly. Details of this process can be found via the following web
address - https://www.hants.gov.uk/transport/developers/section-278

This process can also cover the movement of the adjacent lamp column that is
noted to be very close to the access position (just south of the existing vehicle
crossover) should this be required as part of the proposed bellmouth junction
works.



TRIP RATES AND IMPACT OF DEVELOPMENT UPON THE LOCAL
HIGHWAY NETWORK:

The proposed trip rates that the development proposals are anticipated to
generate have been outlined within the Scoping Note provided. These have
been derived from the TRICS database, and it can be confirmed that the trip
rate per 1 bed as shown in Table 1 below is acceptable. Dependant on the
timescales against which the development proposals come forward however,
it may be that a refresh of data is required, as additional sample developments
get added to the database.

TRICS ( 7.8 2) AM Peak {0800“0900) PM Peak (1700*1800} Total Da”y
Sl Arrivals | Departures | Total | Arrivals | Departures | Total Trips
Trip Rate per 1 bed 0.084 0.046 0.130 0.049 0.087 0.136 1.965
Trip Generation (70 6 3 9 3 6 10 138
bed care home)

Table 1: TRICS Data

Calculated against the 70-bed care home development, this shows trip
generation to be 9 vehicles in the AM Peak (0800-0900), being 6 arrivals and
3 departures, along with 10 vehicles in the PM Peak (1700-1800), being 3
arrivals and 6 departures (with rounding adjustments). Additionally it is
outlined that there would be a total of 138 combined access and egress trips
throughout a 24 hour period.

Clearly when considered against the background level of vehicle movements
that already exist through the local highway junctions and on Bishopstoke
Road, this will result in a small percentage increase, and would be unlikely to
have a detrimental impact on the local highway network. As such, at this
stage, it would be unlikely that any associated vehicle modelling exercises
would be required.

It would however be foreseen that accumulative to other development in the
local area, there will be a need to update and improve highway infrastructure
and services in the local vicinity in order to ensure sustainable travel to and
from the site is encouraged. In this regard, it would be confirmed that highway
developer contributions would be required, with an initial calculation
generating a value of approximately £30,000. This would likely go towards
pedestrian and cycle improvements, as well as bus service and infrastructure
improvements in close proximity to the site.

In addition, £12,000 towards the cost of updating and additional Traffic
Regulation Orders would be required, primarily for the restriction of parking at
the access junction to ensure visibility splays are protected.

REQUIREMENT OF A TRAVEL PLAN STATEMENT:

Given the quantum and type of development being proposed, and its distance
from any active likewise development against which partnerships could be
formed, no formal Travel Plan (TP) requiring assessment by HCC as Local
Highway Authority would be required.



An internally managed TP would however be suggested for the development,
encouraging staff and visitors to utilised sustainable modes of travel to and
from the site wherever possible. This could be via reception information
packs, or through website pages.

SERVICING ARRANGEMENTS:

As outlined above, in terms of service vehicle movements in and out of the site
onto the highway, these would be generally acceptable, with refuse vehicle
tracking supplied which would cover the largest vehicle movement anticipated
to access the site. However there is a need to add formal parking spaces on
Chickenhall Lane to the tracking drawings to fully demonstrate adequate
space is afforded.

Internally, it is noted that the refuse store to the north of the proposed building
can be accessed by a refuse vehicle, with the internal turning head giving
ample space to turn the vehicle and facilitate forward gear access and egress
out onto the highway.

What isn’t shown on plans however is the internal layout of the care home,
and so it is not clear where the kitchens (for example) will be located and
whether the same area used for refuse collections is conveniently situated for
a dual purpose of food deliveries. The developer may wish to consider such
elements when designing the internal layout.

PARKING PROVISION:

Whilst the quantum of parking is for EBC to assess, where they will need to
ensure that the parking quantum accords to the EBC Parking Standards, it is
noted that 24 vehicle parking spaces are proposed (inclusive of disabled and
EV enabled parking) along with 4 cycle parking spaces. Whilst this looks to
fall below the standards, as outlined in the Scoping Note, the site is located
within a reasonable distance of sustainable travel modes (bus and train) as
well as local cycle and walking routes to residential areas. There are also
public car parks close by, the nearest of which is the NCP off Dutton Lane,
should staff and visitors be unable to utilise sustainable travel for some
reason.

In terms of the layout, the cycle parking locations would be generally
acceptable, being close to the care home building, however confirmation of
the internal layout and access points would be required to fully assess.
Additionally, one set of cycle hoops appears to be on a grassed area
(Appendix A site plan) which isn’t ideal, and also full details of the cycle
storage / shelters would be required.

With the vehicle parking, again the layout would be acceptable in principle,
with adequately sized parking bays (2.5x5.0m) being quoted. However, 0.3m
wide step out strips for all spaces located against landscaping would be
suggested to reduce the need for users to have to step out onto theses areas
when accessing vehicles, which could cause slips and trips, as well as
become unsightly during wet weather periods.



The main area of concern would be the 7 parking spaces marked up for EV
charging to the north western end of the site. Whilst as outlined above, the
designs for the Chickenhall Lane / Bishopstoke Road junction improvement
works have yet to be finalised, this corner of the site obviously sits within close
proximity of where these works are to take place, and where there is potential
for third party land to be required for widening works.

It would therefore be suggested that should an application come forward
before either the works have been completed (likely 2026) or as a minimum,
designs have been finalised, that to avoid a potential highway objection
alternative layouts are reviewed.

This could be via either angling these parking spaces further east, or simply by
elongating the eastern side parking, resulting in the need for one side parking
only on this northern parking area.

As outlined however, the primary recommendation would be for any future
application to wait for the junction work designs to be fully finalised prior to any
application being submitted.

This of course could have onwards benefits for the HCC as Local Highway
Authority, given the site could also be utilised for compound purposes during
construction if the land owners were amenable to this.

| trust that the comments above are clear, however if you have any queries or

require any clarification on the matters discussed, please feel free to contact
me.

Yours faithfully

Matt Grantham
Principal Development Planner — Highways Development Planning



Appendix C

Land East of Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh Paul Basham Associates Ltd
Transport Statement Report No. 024.0060/T5/4




TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection:

Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents
within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")
Selected Polygon: AW B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158

Notes:

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents

within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")

44210329382 18/08/2021 Time 1522 Vehicles 3 Casudlties 1 Slight
E446518 N:119156 First Road: A 3037 Road Type  Single carriageway
Speed limit: 30  Junction Detail: Not within 20m of junction
Crossing: Control  None Facilities:  None within 50m Road surface Dry
Daylight Fine without high winds
Special Conditions at Site  None Carriageway Hazards: None
Place accident reported: At scene DfT Specia Projects:
Causation
Factor: Participant: Confidence:
1st:|  Following too close Vehicle 001 Possible
2nd:
3rd:
4th:
5th:
6th:

VEH 1 (CAR) TRAVELLING E TO W ON BISHOPSTOKE ROAD FAILSTONOTICE VEH 2 (CAR) TRAVELLING
ETOW HASSLOWED AND COLLIDESWITH REAR OF VEH 2 WHICH SUBSEQUENTLY COLLIDESWITH
REAR OF UNKNOWN VEH 3 (CAR)

Occurred on BISHOPSTOKE ROAD A3037 NEAR EASTLEIGH OUTSIDE TESCO EXPRESS

Vehicle Reference 1 Car Stopping

Vehiclemovementfrom E  to W No tow / articulation Leaving the main road

On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning

Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad ~ None Off road:  None

Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 39 Mae
Not hit and run Breath test Driver not contacted

Left hand drive: No

VehicleReference 2 Car Stopping

Vehiclemovementfrom E to W No tow / articulation L eaving the main road

On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning

Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Back Hit vehicle:
Hit object in road None Off road: None

Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 22 Female
Not hit and run Breath test Not requested

Left hand drive: No

Casualty Reference: 1 Vehicle: 2 Age. 22 Femae Driver/rider Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seathelt  Worn but not i Cycle helmet: Not acyclist

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING

Runon: (Q9/10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System
Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents
within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW
B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")
Vehicle Reference 3 Car Stopping
Vehiclemovementfrom E to W No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Back Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad  None Off road: None
Did not leave carr Age of Driver Unknown
Not hit and run Breath test Driver not contacted

Left hand drive: No

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents

within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")

44220222979 06/06/2022 Time 0716 Vehicles 2 Casudlties 1 Slight
E446538 N:119154 First Road: B 3037 Road Type  Single carriageway
Speed limit: 30  Junction Detail: Pri Drive Give way or controlled Unclassified
Crossing: Control  None Facilities:  None within 50m Road surface Dry
Daylight Fine without high winds
Special Conditions at Site  None Carriageway Hazards: None
Place accident reported: At scene DfT Specia Projects:
Causation
Factor: Participant: Confidence:
1st:| Failed to look properly Vehicle 001 Very Likely
2nd:
3rd:
4th:
5th:
6th:

VEH1 (VAN) TRAVELLING W ALONG B3037 BISHOPSTOKE ROAD, TURNED RIGHT INTO TESCO EXPRESS
WITHOUT GIVING WAY TO VEH2 (CAR) TRAVELLING E ALONG B3037 BISHOPSTOKE ROAD. VEH1 LEAVES
CARRIAGEWAY TO THE OFFSIDE HITTING LAMP POST.

Occurred on B3037 BISHOPSTOKE ROAD AT JUNCTION WITH TESCO EXRESS ENTRANCE, EASTLEIGH,

HAMPSHIRE
Vehicle Reference 1 Van or Goods 3.5 tonnes mgw and under Turning right
Vehiclemovementfrom E to N No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Mid Junction - on roundabout or 1 Firstimpact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad ~ None Off road: | amp post
oIS Ageof Driver 22 Mae
Not hit and run Breath test Negative
Left hand drive: No
Vehicle Reference 2 Car Going ahead other
Vehiclemovementfrom W to E No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Mid Junction - on roundabout or 1 First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad  None Off road: None
Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 56 Male
Not hit and run Breath test Negative
Left hand drive: No
Casualty Reference: 1 Vehicle: 2 Age 56 Made Driver/rider Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seatbelt Not Applicable Cycle helmet: Not acyclist

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents

within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")

44220268349 05/07/2022 Time 1430 Vehicles 3 Casudlties 3 Slight
E:446609 N: 119141 First Road: B 3037 Road Type  Single carriageway
Speed limit: 30  Junction Detail: Not within 20m of junction
Crossing: Control  None Facilities:  None within 50m Road surface Dry
Daylight Fine without high winds
Special Conditions at Site  None Carriageway Hazards: None
Place accident reported: Elsewhere DfT Special Projects:
Causation
Factor: Participant: Confidence:
Ist:  Careless/Reckless/In ahurry Vehiclel Possible
2nd:  Failed to look properly Vehicle1 Possible
3rd: | Failed to judge other persons path or speed Vehiclel
4th:
5th:
6th:

VEH1 (CAR) TRAV W ALONG B3037 BISHOPSTOKE RD FAILED TO SLOW FOR STATIONERY TRAFFIC
AHEAD AND COLLIDED INTO REAR OF VEH2 (CAR) TRAV W ALONG B3037, WHICH PUSHED INTO VEH3
(CAR) TRAV W ALONG B3037, CAUSING MINOR INJURY TOCAS1,2& 3.

Occurred on B3037 BISHOPSTOKE RD, OUTSIDE MILL HOUSE LODGE, 45 W OF RIVERSIDE, EASTLEIGH,

HAMPSHIRE.
Vehicle Reference 1 Car Going ahead other
Vehiclemovementfrom E  to W No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad ~ None Off road:  None
Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 64 Female
Not hit and run Breath test Driver not contacted
Left hand drive: No
Casualty Reference: 1 Vehiclee 1 Age 64 Femade Driver/rider Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seathelt  Worn but not i Cyclehelmet: Not acyclist

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Run on:

09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System
Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents
within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW
B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")
Vehicle Reference 2 Car Going ahead but held up
Vehiclemovementfrom E to W No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Back Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad ~ None Off road:  None
Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 71 Male
Not hit and run Breath test Driver not contacted
Left hand drive: No
Casualty Reference: 2 Vehicle: 2 Age 71 Made Driver/rider Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seatbelt  Worn but not i Cycle helmet: Not acyclist
Casualty Reference: 3 Vehicle: 2 Age 72 Femade Passenger Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seathelt  Worn but not i Cycle helmet: Not acyclist
Front seat
VehicleReference 3 Car Going ahead but held up
Vehiclemovementfrom E to W No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Back Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad  None Off road:  None
Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 21 Male
Not hit and run Breath test Driver not contacted

Left hand drive: No

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months

Selection: Notes:

Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents

within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")
44220326401 12/08/2022 Time 1140 Vehicles 2 Casudlties 3 Slight
E:446529 N: 119405 First Road: U Road Type  Single carriageway
Speed limit: 30  Junction Detail: Not within 20m of junction
Crossing: Control  None Facilities:  None within 50m Road surface Dry
Daylight Fine without high winds
Special Conditions at Site None Carriageway Hazards: Other object in carriageway
Place accident reported: At scene DfT Specia Projects:

Causation
Factor: Participant: Confidence:

1st:

2nd:

3rd:

4th:

5th:

6th:

VEH1 (CAR) TRAV SALONG CHURCH RD, OVERTAKING PARKED VEHS NEARSIDE COLLIDED WITH V
(CAR) HEAD ON TRAV N ALONG CHURCH RD, CAUSING MINOR INJURY TO ALL VEH OCCUPANTS DU
DEPLOYMENT OF AIRBAGS,

Occurred on CHURCH RD / RIVERSIDE, BISHOPSTOKE, EASTLEIGH, HAMPSHIRE.

EH2
ETO

Vehicle Reference 1 Car Overtaking nearside

Vehiclemovementfrom N to S No tow / articulation Leaving the main road

On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning

Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad  None Off road: None

Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 79 Female
Not hit and run Breath test Negative

Left hand drive: No

Casudlty Reference: 1 Vehiclee 1 Age 79 Femae Driver/rider Severity:
Not a pupil

Seatbelt Worn and ind Cycle helmet: Not acyclist
Casualty Reference: 2 Vehicle: 1 Age 55 Femade Passenger Severity:
Not a pupil

Seatbelt Worn and ind Cycle helmet: Not acyclist
Front seat

Slight

Slight

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents

within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")

Vehicle Reference 2 Car Going ahead other

Vehiclemovementfrom S to N No tow / articulation Leaving the main road

On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning

Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad  None Off road: None

Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 46 Female
Not hit and run Breath test Negative

Left hand drive: No

Casualty Reference: 3 Vehicle: 2 Age 46 Femade Driver/rider Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seatbelt Worn and ind Cycle helmet: Not acyclist
44220340353 21/08/2022 Time 1941 Vehicles 1 Casudlties 1 Serious
E446448 N: 119160 First Road: U Road Type  Single carriageway
Speed limit: 30  Junction Detail: Not within 20m of junction
Crossing: Control  None Facilities:  None within 50m Road surface Dry
Daylight Fine without high winds
Specia Conditions at Site None Carriageway Hazards: None
Place accident reported: At scene DfT Special Projects:
Causation
Factor: Participant: Confidence:
1st:| Impaired by alcohol Vehicle1 Very Likely
2nd:
3rd:
4th:
5th:
6th:

VEH1 (P/ICYCLE) TRAVELLING E ALONG BISHOPSTOKE ROAD ON THE SOUTHERN PAVEMENT, COLLIDED
WITH A LAMP POST.
Occurred on BISHOPSTOKE ROAD, OPPOSITE NO. 51, EASTLEIGH, HAMPSHIRE.

Vehicle Reference 1 Pedal Cycle Going ahead other

Vehiclemovementfrom W to E No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
Cycleway or shared use footway (not part of maincar ~ No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning

Location at impact Not at, or within 20M of Jct First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad ~ None Off road: | amp post

OIS Age of Driver 56 Male
Not hit and run Breath test Not applicable

Left hand drive: No

Casualty Reference: 1 Vehicles 1 Age. 56 Mae Driver/rider Severity: Serious
Not a pupil
Seatbelt Not Applicable Cycle helmet: NoO

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System

Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents

within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW

B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")

44230062789 14/02/2023 Time 1701 Vehicles 2 Casudlties 1 Slight
E446236  N:118954 First Road: U Road Type  Single carriageway
Speed limit: 30 Junction Detail: T & Stag Jct Give way or controlled Unclassified
Crossing: Control  None Facilities:  None within 50m Road surface Dry
Darkness: street lights present and lit Fine without high winds
Special Conditions at Site  None Carriageway Hazards: None
Place accident reported: At scene DfT Specia Projects:
Causation
Factor: Participant: Confidence:
1st:|  Vehicleblind spot Vehicle1 Very Likely
2nd:;  Cyclist entering road from pavement Vehicle 2 Very Likely
3rd:  Failed to look properly Vehicle1 Possible
4th: . Travelling too fast for conditions Vehicle 2 Possible
5th:
6th:

VEH 1 (CAR) TRAV SE CHICKENHALL LANE TURNED RIGHT FOR PHOENIX PARK INDUSTRIAL ESTATE.
TRAFFIC WAS QUEUED UP TRAV NW. VEH 2 (P/CYCLE) TRAV UNSEEN AT SPEED SE ALONG THE
PAVEMENT COLLIDED WITH THE OFFSIDE OF VEH 1.

Occurred on CHICKENHALL LANE AT JUNCTION WITH PHOENIX PARK INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, EASTLEIGH,

HAMPSHIRE
Vehicle Reference 1 Car Turning right
Vehiclemovement from  NW to SW No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Leaving main road First impact Offside Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad ~ None Off road:  None
Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 19 Male
Not hit and run Breath test Negative
Left hand drive: No
Vehicle Reference 2 Pedal Cycle Going ahead other
Vehicle movement from  NW to SE No tow / articulation Leaving the main road
On main carriageway No skidding, jack-knifing or overturning
Location at impact Mid Junction - on roundabout or 1 First impact Front Hit vehicle:
Hit objectinroad  None Off road: None
Did not leave carr Ageof Driver 50 Male
Not hit and run Breath test Not applicable
Left hand drive: No
Casualty Reference: 1 Vehicle: 2 Age 50 Made Driver/rider Severity: Slight
Not a pupil
Seatbelt Not Applicable Cyclehelmet: NoO

Registeredto:  Hampshire Police



TRAFFMAP INTERPRETED LISTING Runon: 09/ 10/2024
AccsMap - Accident Analysis System
Accidents between dates 01/03/2021 and 29/02/2024  (36) months
Selection: Notes:
Selected using Pre-defined Query : ; Refined using Accidents
within selected Polygons -HC - RPU Statistics Request ("AW
B3037 EASTLEIGH BACS/SR/0924/158")
Accidentsinvolving: Casudlties:
Fatal Serious Slight Tota Fatal Serious Slight Total
Motor vehicles . .
only (excluding 0 0 4 Vehicle driver 0 6
2-wheels)
Passenger 0 2
2-wheeled motor
vehicles 0 0 0 Motorcyclerider 0 0
Pedal cycles 0 1 1 Cyclist 1 2
Pedestrian 0 0
H & oth
orses & other 0 0 0 Other 0 0
Total 0 1 5 Total 1 10

Registered to:

Hampshire Police

10




Appendix D

Land East of Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh Paul Basham Associates Ltd
Transport Statement Report No. 024.0060/T5/4
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The drawings, information and data recorded in this document ("the information”) is
the property of Paul Basham Associates.This document and the information are
solely for the use of the authorised recipient and this document may not be used,

copied or reproduced in whole or part for any purposes other than which it was
supplied by Paul Basham Associates. Paul Basham Associates makes no
representation, undertakes no duty and accepts no responsibilities to any third
party who may use or rely upon this document or the information.

SITE LAYOUT VEHICLE TRACKING CAR PARKING SPACE 7

GENERAL NOTES

1. THIS DRAWING IS INTENDED TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH
ALL RELEVANT ARCHITECTS, ENGINEERS, SERVICES AND
SPECIALIST DRAWINGS, DETAILS AND SPECIFICATIONS.
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INTRODUCTION

This report describes a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit carried out on a proposed access associated
with a small residential development off Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh, as below:

e A priority junction on the eastern side of the carriageway with a footway on the northern corner
of the junction.

The Audit was requested by the design organisation, Paul Basham Associates, The Lambourn,
Wyndyke Furlong, Abingdon, Oxfordshire, OX14 1UJ on behalf of Hampshire County Council, as
the Overseeing Organisation.

The Audit Team membership was as follows:

Bryan Shawyer B.Eng. (Hons), MSc, MCIHT, MSoRSA — Audit Team Leader
National Highways Approved RSA Certificate of Competency

Martin Morris, PGD, MCIHT, MSoRSA — Audit Team Member
National Highways Approved RSA Certificate of Competency

The audit was undertaken following the principles of GG 119, The Design Manual for Roads and
Bridges. The documents available at the time the report was compiled are detailed in Appendix A.

The Audit took place at the Gillingham offices of M&S Traffic in October 2024 and comprised an
examination of the documents provided as listed in Appendix A. A joint visit to the site was
undertaken to the proposed scheme on the 4" October 2024 between 15:30 and 16:00. Weather
conditions at the time were fine and the road surface was dry. Traffic flows were low and free flow
speeds were moderate. There were low pedestrian flows and no cycle movements observed
during the site visit.

The report has been compiled, only with regards to the safety implications for road users of the
layout presented in the supplied drawings. It has not been examined or verified for compliance with
any other standards or criteria. This safety audit does not perform any “Technical Check” function
on these proposals. It is assumed that the Project Sponsor is satisfied that such a “Technical
Check” has been successfully completed prior to requesting this safety audit.

The auditors have not been informed of any Departures from Standards in this scheme
construction.

All comments and recommendations are referenced to the detailed drawings and the locations
have been detailed relating to the plans supplied with the audit brief, Appendix B.
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2 SAFETY ISSUES RAISED AT PREVIOUS AUDITS

2.1  No previous safety audits were submitted for assessment.
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3 ITEMS RAISED AT THE STAGE 1 AUDIT

3.1 General

3.1.1 No Problems were identified in this category at this Stage 1 Road Safety Audit.

3.2 Local Alignment

3.2.1 No Problems were identified in this category at this Stage 1 Road Safety Audit.

3.3 Junctions

3.3.1 PROBLEM
Location. Proposed access with Chickenhall Lane.
Summary: Restricted visibility could lead to side impact collisions or rear end shunts.

The visibility splays are obstructed by hedgerows and vegetation, see figures 1 and 2 below.
Restricted visibility could increase the risk of side impact collisions or rear end shunts.

Flgre 1: Visibility to :tﬁe no.
RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that there should be no physical obstruction of the visibility splays and
additionally, that the splays should be periodically maintained to retain visibility.
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3.3.2 PROBLEM

3.4

34.1

35

351

Location. Proposed access with Chickenhall Lane.

Summary: Insufficient gap acceptance could increase the risk of side impact collisions.

During the site visit, it was noted that there is a two-lane approach to the mini-roundabout
junction with Bishopstoke Road, indicating that at peak periods there is potential queuing on
Chickenhall Lane. In peak periods, there is concern that traffic from the development may not
have enough gap acceptance to undertake the right turn manoeuvre, which could increase
the risk of side impact collisions.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that a Keep Clear marking, to diagram 1026, should be installed in the
northbound lane opposite the egress.

Non-Motorised User Provision

No Problems were identified in this category at this Stage 1 Road Safety Audit.

Road Signs, Carriageway Markings and Lighting

No Problems were identified in this category at this Stage 1 Road Safety Audit.
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4

4.1

4.2

ISSUES IDENTIFIED DURING THE AUDIT THAT ARE OUTSIDE THE TERMS OF
REFERENCE

Any issues that the Audit Team wish to bring to the attention of the Client Organisation, which
are not covered by the road safety implications of this audit have been included in the following
section. These issues could include maintenance items, operational issues, or poor existing
provision. It should be understood however, that in raising these issues, the Audit Team do
not warrant that a full review of the existing highway environment has been undertaken beyond
the scope of the audit.

The Audit Team had no issues to raise within this section.
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5 AUDITOR TEAM STATEMENT

51 We certify that this audit has been carried out following the principles of GG 119.

Audit Team Leader
Bryan Shawyer

BEng (Hons), MSc, MCIHT, MSoRSA
National Highways Approved RSA Certificate of Competency

Date: 09/10/2024

Audit Team Member

Martin Morris
PGD, MCIHT, MSoRSA
National Highways Approved RSA Certificate of Competency

Date: 09/10/2024

M & S Traffic
Aeolus House
32 Hamelin Road

Gillingham

Kent ME7 3EX
:: +44 (0) 1634 307 498
@ contact@mestraffic.co.uk
P

@«J www.mstraffic.co.uk



APPENDIX A

List of drawings and documentation submitted for auditing:

Drawing Number Title

024.0060-0001 P02 PROPOSED SITE ACCESS VISIBILITY SPLAY
024.0060-0002 P02 PROPOSED SITE LAYOUT REFUSE VEHICLE TRACKING
024.0060-0003 P02 PROPOSED SITE LAYOUT FIRE TENDER TRACKING
024.0060-0004 P02 PROPOSED SITE LAYOUT PRIVATE VEHICLE TRACKING

3765-HIA-01-00-DR-A-0102 P5  PROPOSED SITE PLAN

Supporting Documentation:

e Covering emails, Paul Basham Associates.



APPENDIX B

Plan attached showing the locations of the problems identified as part of this audit (location numbers refer
to paragraph numbers in the report).



APPENDIX C: Road Safety Audit Decision Log.

Auditors: Bryan Shawyer (Team Leader) and Martin Morris (Team Member).
Scheme: Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh

Date Audit Completed: 9 October 2024

This response is to a Stage 1 Road Safety Audit to the design standard detailed within GG 119 of Volume 5, Section 2, Part 2, of the Design Manual for
Roads and Bridges, as detailed by the Highways Agency.

. I Agreed RSA
RSA Problem R RSA . Design Organisation response) Overseeing Organisation action
ecommendation
response

331
Location. Proposed It is recommended that
access with Chickenhall there should be no
Lane. physical obstruction of

the visibility splays and
Summary: Restricted additionally, that the
visibility could lead to side | splays should be
impact collisions or rear periodically maintained
end shunts. to retain visibility. Noted, visibility splays will be
The visibility splays are maintained.
obstructed by hedgerows
and vegetation, see figures
1 and 2 below. Restricted
visibility could increase the
risk of side impact
collisions or rear end
shunts.
3.3.2 HCC have plans to upgrade junction
Location. Proposed Itis recommended that | to the north to signalised and control
access with Chickenhall a Keep Clear marking, flows through the junction. As a
Lane. to diagram 1026, should | result, the introduction of keep clear

be installed in the markings may not be necessary.
Summary: Insufficient gap | northbound lane Should HCC request these markings
acceptance could increase | opposite the egress. be introduced through this planning




the risk of side impact
collisions.

During the site visit, it was
noted that there is a two-
lane approach to the mini-
roundabout junction with
Bishopstoke Road,
indicating that at peak
periods there is potential
queuing on Chickenhall
Lane. In peak periods,
there is concern that traffic
from the development may
not have enough gap
acceptance to undertake
the right turn manoeuvre,
which could increase the
risk of side impact
collisions.

application the developer is willing to
introduce them to the scheme.




APPENDIX D: DESIGN ORGANISATION STATEMENT

PROJECT NAME: Stage 1 Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh

On behalf of the Design Organisation | certify that:

1) The actions identified in response to the problems raised in this RSA have been discussed and agreed with the
Overseeing Organisation

Name Izzie Drohan

Signed

Position

Transport Planner

Organisation Paul Basham Associates Ltd

Date 22/10/24




APPENDIX E: OVERSEEING ORGANISATION STATEMENT

PROJECT NAME: Stage 1 Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh

On behalf of the Overseeing Organisation | certify that:

1) The actions identified in response to the problems raised in this RSA have been discussed and agreed with the

Design Organisation; and
2) The agreed RSA actions will be progressed.

Name

Signed

Position

Organisation

Date
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The drawings, information and data recorded in this document ("the information") is
the property of Paul Basham Associates.This document and the information are
solely for the use of the authorised recipient and this document may not be used,

copied or reproduced in whole or part for any purposes other than which it was
supplied by Paul Basham Associates. Paul Basham Associates makes no
representation, undertakes no duty and accepts no responsibilities to any third
party who may use or rely upon this document or the information

GENERAL NOTES
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SPECIALIST DRAWINGS, DETAILS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

2. ANY VARIATIONS OR DISCREPANCIES BETWEEN THESE
DRAWINGS IN TERMS OF DIMENSIONS OR DETAILS SHOULD BE
DRAWN TO THE ATTENTION OF THE ARCHITECT AND/OR THE
ENGINEER FOR CLARIFICATION.

3. ALL FIGURED DIMENSIONS TO BE TAKEN IN PREFERENCE TO
SCALED DIMENSIONS. DO NOT SCALE THIS DRAWING.

4. PAUL BASHAM ASSOCIATES ACCEPTS NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR
THE ACCURACY OF BACKGROUND INFORMATION PRODUCED BY
THIRD PARTIES — THIS MUST BE TREATED AS INDICATIVE ONLY.

5. THIS DRAWING SHOULD ONLY BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION IF
THE PROJECT PHASE IN THE TITLE FRAME BELOW IS SHOWN AS
“CONSTRUCTION". PAUL BASHAM ASSOCIATES TAKE NO
RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONSTRUCTION WORKS UNDERTAKEN TO
DRAWINGS WHICH ARE NOT MARKED UNDER THIS PHASE.

6. VISIBILITY SPLAYS ARE BASED ON 7-DAY ATC RESULTS ALONG
CHICKENHALL LANE, WITH 85TH PERCENTILE SPEEDS OF
31.2MPH RECORDED NORTHBOUND AND 85TH PERCENTILE
SPEEDS OF 251MPH RECORDED SOUTHBOUND, WHICH
EQUATES TO SPLAYS OF 45M AND 33M RESPECTIVELY.
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Eastleigh ATC, Chicken Hall Lane (Northern Site)
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Eastleigh ATC, Chicken Hall Lane (Northern Site)

BYEEe wEE K

Southbound
Yio wm wm Mm B W ma w6 6@ b o2
Total Flow
SREZZISIaaS




Eastleigh ATC, Chicken Hall Lane (Northern Site)
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Eastleigh ATC, Chicken Hall Lane (Southern Site)
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Eastleigh ATC, Chicken Hall Lane (Southern Site)
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Eastleigh ATC, Chicken Hall Lane (Southern Site)
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The drawings, information and data recorded in this document ("the information”) is
the property of Paul Basham Associates.This document and the information are
solely for the use of the authorised recipient and this document may not be used,

copied or reproduced in whole or part for any purposes other than which it was
supplied by Paul Basham Associates. Paul Basham Associates makes no
representation, undertakes no duty and accepts no responsibilities to any third
party who may use or rely upon this document or the information.
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The drawings, information and data recorded in this document ("the information”) is
the property of Paul Basham Associates.This document and the information are
solely for the use of the authorised recipient and this document may not be used,

copied or reproduced in whole or part for any purposes other than which it was
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representation, undertakes no duty and accepts no responsibilities to any third
party who may use or rely upon this document or the information.
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The drawings, information and data recorded in this document ("the information”) is
the property of Paul Basham Associates.This document and the information are
solely for the use of the authorised recipient and this document may not be used,
copied or reproduced in whole or part for any purposes other than which it was
supplied by Paul Basham Associates. Paul Basham Associates makes no
representation, undertakes no duty and accepts no responsibilities to any third
party who may use or rely upon this document or the information.

GENERAL NOTES

1. THIS DRAWING IS INTENDED TO BE READ IN CONJUNCTION WITH
ALL RELEVANT ARCHITECTS, ENGINEERS, SERVICES AND
SPECIALIST DRAWINGS, DETAILS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

ANY VARIATIONS OR DISCREPANCIES BETWEEN THESE
DRAWINGS IN TERMS OF DIMENSIONS OR DETAILS SHOULD BE
DRAWN TO THE ATTENTION OF THE ARCHITECT AND/OR THE
ENGINEER FOR CLARIFICATION.

3. ALL FIGURED DIMENSIONS TO BE TAKEN IN PREFERENCE TO
SCALED DIMENSIONS. DO NOT SCALE THIS DRAWING.

4. PAUL BASHAM ASSOCIATES ACCEPTS NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR
THE ACCURACY OF BACKGROUND INFORMATION PRODUCED BY
THIRD PARTIES — THIS MUST BE TREATED AS INDICATIVE ONLY.

5. THIS DRAWING SHOULD ONLY BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION IF
THE PROJECT PHASE IN THE TITLE FRAME BELOW IS SHOWN AS
“CONSTRUCTION". PAUL BASHAM ASSOCIATES TAKE NO
RESPONSIBILITY FOR CONSTRUCTION WORKS UNDERTAKEN TO
DRAWINGS WHICH ARE NOT MARKED UNDER THIS PHASE.

6. ALL VEHICLE TRACKING HAS BEEN COMPLETED AT 10MPH
UNLESS STATED OTHERWISE.

]
I —

HCC Super Large Refuse Vehicle

VEHICLE PROFILE

112

Overall Ler&g}h 11.200m
Overall Wi . 2.530m
Overall Body Height 3.751m
Min Bov(\iy Ground Clearance 0.304m
Track Width 2.500m
Lock to lock time 4.00s
Kerb to Kerb Turning Radius 9.500m
NORTH
o P03 | REVISED LAYOUT 271124 | HML | MDS
= A P02 | UPDATED LAYOUT 13.08.24 IDR | MDS
/ PO1|FIRST ISSUE 210624 | IDR | MDS
! Rev | Description Date By App'd
Project Name Title Client Date Created Drawn By Approved By Suitabilty Code
CHICKENHALL LANE PROPOSED SITE LAYOUT 210624 | IOR MDS §
EASTLEIGH 7 REFUSE VEHICLE TRACKING P pau I basham @ o e e o
associates HIGHWOOD 024.0060 1:250 (AT A3)
Project Phase e Bomyf’g:;iﬁ::'é‘s::?;;;saidmw - - PBA Drawing No: Revison
PRELIMINARY o0 B e 024.0060-0002 P03 |

QMS2011/v8/210723/JM _}



Appendix J

Land East of Chickenhall Lane, Eastleigh Paul Basham Associates Ltd
Transport Statement Report No. 024.0060/T5/4




TRICS 7.11.1 210524 B22.0747624173 Database right of TRICS Consortium Ltd, 2024. All rights reserved Friday 21/06/24
024.0060 Proposed TR Page 1

Paul Basham Associates = Hamble Lane  Southampton Licence No: 247601

Calculation Reference: AUDIT-247601-240621-0637
TRIP RATE CALCULATION SELECTION PARAMETERS:

Land Use : 05 - HEALTH
Category : F - CARE HOME (ELDERLY RESIDENTIAL)
TOTAL VEHICLES

Selected regions and areas:
02 SOUTH EAST

ES EAST SUSSEX 1 days

WS WEST SUSSEX 1 days
05 EAST MIDLANDS

NT NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 1 days
09 NORTH

™ TYNE & WEAR 1 days

10 WALES
NW NEWPORT 1 days
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Paul Basham Associates Hamble Lane Southampton
Primary Filtering selection:
Parameter: Number of residents
Actual Range: 34 to 69 (units: )
Range Selected by User: 30 to 90 (units: )

Parking Spaces Range: All Surveys Included

Public Transport Provision:
Selection by:

Date Range: 01/01/16 to 18/06/23

Selected survey days:
Monday

Tuesday

Wednesday

Thursday

Selected survey types:
Manual count
Directional ATC Count

Selected Locations:
Edge of Town Centre
Suburban Area (PPS6 Out of Centre)

Selected Location Sub Categories:
Residential Zone
No Sub Category

Inclusion of Servicing Vehicles Counts:
Servicing vehicles Included
Servicing vehicles Excluded

Secondary Filtering selection:

Use Class:
c2

Population within 500m Range:
All Surveys Included
Population within 1 mile:
5,001 to 10,000

10,001 to 15,000

15,001 to 20,000

25,001 to 50,000

Population within 5 miles:
50,001 to 75,000
125,001 to 250,000
250,001 to 500,000

Car ownership within 5 miles:
0.6t0 1.0
1.1to 1.5

Travel Plan:
No

PTAL Rating:
No PTAL Present

1 days
1 days
2 days
1 days

5 days
0 days

2 days
3 days

5 days

1 days
1 days
1 days
2 days

2 days
2 days
1 days

2 days
3 days

5 days

5 days

Include all surveys

- Selected
- Selected

Licence No: 247601




TRICS 7.11.1 210524 B22.0747624173 Database right of TRICS Consortium Ltd, 2024. All rights reserved Friday 21/06/24

024.0060 Proposed TR

Page 3

Paul Basham Associates Hamble Lane Southampton

LIST OF SITES relevant to selection parameters

1 ES-05-F-02 CARE HOME
BATTLE ROAD
HAILSHAM

Edge of Town Centre
Residential Zone
Total Number of residents:
Survey date: WEDNESDAY
2 NT-05-F-02 NURSING HOME
MOOR LANE
NEAR NOTTINGHAM
BINGHAM
Edge of Town Centre
No Sub Category
Total Number of residents:
Survey date: MONDAY
3 NW-05-F-01 NURSING HOME
GOLDCROFT COMMON
NEAR NEWPORT
CAERLEON
Edge of Town Centre
No Sub Category
Total Number of residents:
Survey date: WEDNESDAY
4 TW-05-F-03 NURSING HOME
MOORE STREET
GATESHEAD
FELLING SHORE
Suburban Area (PPS6 Out of Centre)
Residential Zone
Total Number of residents:
Survey date: THURSDAY
5 WS-05-F-02 NURSING HOME
WYKEHAM ROAD
WORTHING

Suburban Area (PPS6 Out of Centre)
Residential Zone
Total Number of residents:

Survey date: TUESDAY

69
13/07/16

34
14/11/16

54
12/10/22

52
02/05/19

54
17/05/22

Licence No: 247601

EAST SUSSEX

Survey Type: MANUAL
NOTTINGHAMSHIRE

Survey Type: MANUAL
NEWPORT

Survey Type: MANUAL
TYNE & WEAR

Survey Type: MANUAL
WEST SUSSEX

Survey Type: MANUAL
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Paul Basham Associates Hamble Lane Southampton

TRIP RATE for Land Use 05 - HEALTH/F - CARE HOME (ELDERLY RESIDENTIAL)
TOTAL VEHICLES

Calculation factor: 1 RESIDE
BOLD print indicates peak (busiest) period

Licence No: 247601

ARRIVALS DEPARTURES TOTALS
No. Ave. Trip No. Ave. Trip No. Ave. Trip
Time Range Days RESIDE Rate Days RESIDE Rate Days RESIDE Rate
00:00 - 01:00
01:00 - 02:00
02:00 - 03:00
03:00 - 04:00
04:00 - 05:00
05:00 - 06:00
06:00 - 07:00
07:00 - 08:00 5 53 0.129 5 53 0.114 5 53 0.243
08:00 - 09:00 5 53 0.084 5 53 0.046 5 53 0.130
09:00 - 10:00 5 53 0.068 5 53 0.034 5 53 0.102
10:00-11:00 5 53 0.065 5 53 0.061 5 53 0.126
11:00 - 12:00 5 53 0.080 5 53 0.049 5 53 0.129
12:00 - 13:00 5 53 0.084 5 53 0.080 5 53 0.164
13:00 - 14:00 5 53 0.091 5 53 0.091 5 53 0.182
14:00 - 15:00 5 53 0.080 5 53 0.061 5 53 0.141
15:00 - 16:00 5 53 0.061 5 53 0.133 5 53 0.194
16:00 - 17:00 5 53 0.053 5 53 0.061 5 53 0.114
17:00 - 18:00 5 53 0.049 5 53 0.087 5 53 0.136
18:00 - 19:00 5 53 0.053 5 53 0.038 5 53 0.091
19:00 - 20:00 5 53 0.061 5 53 0.099 5 53 0.160
20:00 - 21:00 5 53 0.023 5 53 0.030 5 53 0.053
21:00 - 22:00
22:00 - 23:00
23:00 - 24:00
Total Rates: 0.981 0.984 1.965

Parameter summary

Trip rate parameter range selected: 34 - 69 (units: )

Survey date date range: 01/01/16 - 18/06/23

Number of weekdays (Monday-Friday):
Number of Saturdays:

Number of Sundays:

Surveys automatically removed from selection:
Surveys manually removed from selection:

oooowu






