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Qualifications and Experience and Scope of Evidence

My qualifications and experience are set out at page 2 of my Proof of Evidence (NGPoE).

My evidence considers the transport related matters which are the subject of this Inquiry.

My rebuttal considers the Proof of Evidence (AJPoE) of Mr Anthony Jones of Pegasus Group.
In his evidence Mr Jones asserts that the individual and cumulative impacts of the northern
and southern sites do not undermine the purpose and objective of the Newgate Lane East

improvements.

In order to better understand the impact of the proposed development, both in terms of the
proposed signalisation of old Newgate Lane/ Newgate Lane East junction and the installation
of the required Toucan crossing, the Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR) calculation has been adjusted
to account for the delay caused by the proposed improvement measures and new BCR

values have been calculated.

Based on the results of 1.4 above, my rebuttal considers the results of the updated BCR
analysis and the subsequent impact of the development mitigation proposals on Newgate
Lane East. | conclude that the development impact results in significant delay leading to a
substantial reduction in the Newgate Lane East improvement’s BCR value and therefore the
mitigation proposed by the appellant does undermine the purpose and objective of the
Newgate Lane East improvements and results in a severe impact on the local highway

network.
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2. Updated BCR Assumptions
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24 As stated in my Proof of Evidence (NGPoE) at Paragraph 5.5, the BCR of 1.88, upon which
funding and implementation for the Improvement Package was based, was calculated using

the Solent Sub-Regional Transport model. Fhis-model-seenario-has-beenused-to-informthe
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Toucan Crossing Modelling
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AM
Newgate Lane East
Northbound 10.9 11 11
Newgate Lane East
6.3 6.7 7.4
Southbound
T Newgate tane 64.8 678 757
PM
Newgate Lane East
4 4 4
Northbound
Newgate Lane East
4.7 4.7 4.7
Southbound
Newgate Lane 64.6 65.8 68.7
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Box 5.1 Standard Categories
(Transport cost outlays exceed revenues or cost savings)

ViM Category Implied by...*

Very High BCR greater than or equal to 4
High BCR between 2 and 4
e e

Low BCR between 1 and 1.5

Poor ECR between 0 and 1

Very Poor BCR less than or equal to O

*Relevant indicative monetised and/or non-monetised impacts must also be considered and
may result in a final value for money category different to that which is implied solely by the
BCR. This chapter provides guidance on how to select the final value for money category.
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5. Summary and Conclusions

5+ The indicative arrow signalisation scheme is not considered acceptable by the Highway

Authority on safety grounds as set out in Mr Mundy’s evidence. Nevertheless;—for
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