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6. Two key junctions have been identified by HBC as particulary significant. These junctions have had traffic
count surveys undertaken allowing percentage increase to be calculated.
Ranelagh Road/Brockhampton Road - Development % Impact Solent Road/Park Road South - Development % Impact
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9. 10 years of Personal injury Accident (PIA) data was obtained from Hampshire Constabulary. The
7. The Institute of Highways and Transportation guidelines requires junctions to be only modelled incidents demonstrate a low recurrence of comparable types of incident, and cannot be attributed to
where traffic associated with the developments exceeds 10% of the existing traffic flow of any traffic levels or poor highways design. Minor intensification of the LRN would not exacerbate highway
junction or 5% in congested areas, therefore modelling was not carried out upon the Solent safety concerns. ) .
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