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Dear Councillor 
 

JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD - MONDAY, 20TH SEPTEMBER, 2021 

 

I am now able to enclose for information the consultation responses in relation to the 
Parking Action Plan – Phase 12. 
 
 

Agenda No Item 
 
 

 4. Parking Action Plan - Phase 12  (Pages 3 - 128) 
 

  This report brings forward recommendations to the Borough Council’s Cabinet for 
Phase 11 of the Parking Action Plan following formal consultation. 
 
Due to the size of the documents the consultation responses will be uploaded 
as a supplement. 

 
 
 

Yours sincerely 
 
 
J E BEILBY 
Chief Executive 
 
 
Encs 
 
 
 
 

Contact: Democratic Services 
committee.services@tmbc.gov.uk 

 
10 September 2021 

Public Document Pack
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Parking Action Plan - Phase 12 – Annex 3 Redacted formal consultation responses 

 

20th September 2021 
 

PCN223 DD/590/16A Tonbridge - 
Shakespeare Road area 

Object I don't feel the 
proposals are 
necessary 

There was a whole area Residents Survey that asked the local area 
if they wanted a Residents Parking scheme, carried our by Ashhill 
developers when submitting their planning application to build on 
West Kent College Car Park.  This survey rejected the idea, and so 
therefore did the Council only a little while ago.  Therefore there is a 
majority against this in the Shakespeare Road area. 
 
Most of the houses in the proposed area have off street private 
drives, therefore the scheme is pointless and will not bring you the 
revenue that you desire.  You will receive more planning 
applications for more off street parking, which will increase surface 
water flow into the drains that already flood during heavy rain on 
Brook Street. 
 
There is already a lot school car drop off and pick up blocking of 
Shakespeare Road  - where people park on double yellow lines and 
dangerously force passing traffic onto the wrong side of the road.  
Resident's parking bays will simply be ignored by this cohort. 
 
Cars the used to park in Douglas Road for the Railway simply 
moved onto the Shakespeare Road area 10 years ago.  Introducing 
another scheme just moves these people further out.  They are 
bringing their big London pay checks back to spend in Tonbridge so 
good luck to them! 
 
You have a concentration of 5 schools / colleges plus nursery 
schools all on the same road.  School traffic is hardly surprising and 
we all know the score when we moved in.   
 
TMBC granted planning permission on a large college car park 
beyond the requirements of their own local plan.  West Kent 
College's old leadership team hatched the plan to redevelop their 
whole site and then sell off the car park later which they did before 
going broke and all leaving us their legacy! The new WKC team are 
nothing to do with the last lot. 
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Parking Action Plan - Phase 12 – Annex 3 Redacted formal consultation responses 

 

20th September 2021 
 

Part 2 – SCANNED EMAIL, FORM & LETTER  CONSULTATION RESPONSES 
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From:
To:
Cc: Parking Office
Subject: Re: DD/590/02A
Date: 13 July 2021 19:22:44

Hello,

Also to add to my partners email.

The house in question also has access to the rear of there property with off road parking. Therefore they never
have issues with the continual problems of the parking on station road.

Kind Regards,

> On 13 Jul 2021, at 19:06,  wrote:
>
> Dear Sirs
>
> We object to the Borough Council's proposals for changes to the on street parking arrangements for Station
Road, Borough Green shown on plan DD/590/02A
>
> I frankly find it offensive that the council want to reduce the levels of parking on Station Road.
>
> Myself and partner, copied in, own and live in number Station Road where there is double yellow lines
over the walkway entrance and these on many occasions have been parked over, blocking access. I think you
are simply wasting your time with this.
>
> Instead of proposals like reducing the levels of parking, why don't the council consider making the spaces
more recognisable? The smart car in the attached photo constantly parks covering more than one space - yes, a
smart car, which absolutely infuriates me. Why don't you put lines separating spaces which at least will make it
more organised and you will no doubt fit an additional 3/4 cars on the road each day / night. You could no
doubt line the parking space outside the property in question so that they at least have access to their stairs.
>
> I rarely get to park near my home on Station road, often using the high street or other areas in our zone to park
- this is fine as we knew parking would be a pain when we purchased the property but you should be doing
more to make it easier, not harder!
>
> We have to pay annually for the pleasure to park on our road and I would be far from impressed if parking
was further reduced. You won't believe the time I have wasted driving around borough green after work just
trying to park my car.
>
> I hope this proposal is rejected. If it's not and it goes ahead then I urge you to consider the rest of the
homeowners on the road and review the parking as a whole.
>
> Many thanks for your consideration
>
> Yours faithfully
>
>
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/02 Station Road
Date: 24 July 2021 17:30:20

I am in receipt of your letter dated 09.07.21 stating the outcome of the consultation regarding new double
yellow lines outside No. 17 Station Road.  I note that only 1 respondent (14.3% - probably the applicant) was in
favour of the new double yellow lines and 7 (85.7%) against the proposal.

I understand the need of access for the resident, however, having lived for nearly  years opposite the
approximately 12’ (3.6 metres) wide steps outside No. 17 I would like to make the following points:

1) There is a notice on the wall by the steps asking not to park across access and almost everybody complies
with this request. Obviously it is not for the whole width of the steps but a gap is left wide enough between the
parked cars to access Station Road without a problem.  Why anybody would require 12’ (3.6m) to access the
Road is questionable.
2) Other properties at the top of Station Road have double yellow lines outside their gates which are
approximately 1’ (30 cm) wide and they seem to manage ok.
3) I have spoken to the previous tenant of No. 17 and he confirmed that off street parking is available to tenants
at No. 17 at the back of the property. This might explain the fairly new resident’s disregard for the need of
parking on Station Road of residents who do not have access to off street parking.
4) As a compromise, may I suggest that double yellow lines are introduced to the width of 1’-1’20” (30-50cm)
at the bottom of the steps on the side next to the lamppost which would still allow 2 cars to park between the
joint access to No. 21 & No. 23 and No.17 and at the same time give the resident sufficient access to Station
Road.

As mentioned above, I feel that the residents of Station Road are on the whole very aware of the needs for
access to the road. We are all trying to make the best of a difficult situation. I pay an annual fee to TMBC for a
parking permit, yet sometimes I have to park in the car park off Western Road which makes it necessary for me
to either purchase a parking ticket or move the car first thing in the morning.  I used to sometimes park in the
Village Hall/Library car park but due to new restrictions this has become impossible without incurring fines.

The other day I spoke to one of my neighbours and enquired if they had received your letter and if they had and
will object to the proposed double yellow lines. Their response was that they had objected in the last
consultation but felt that TMBC would do whatever they wanted totally disregarding the wishes of the majority
and they didn’t see the point in objecting again as their wishes would be disregarded.

I sincerely hope that the opposition of 85.7% are not going to be ignored!

Yours sincerely

Sent from my iPad
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From:
To: Parking Office
Cc:
Subject: ref;DD/590/03A Bell Lane
Date: 12 July 2021 14:49:01

I live at number , Bell Lane, which is one of the four bungalows next to the surgery. We
have our own little area of off road parking which gives us just enough room to turn and
drive in and out. I noticed that the new proposal suggests double yellow lines outside on
the road. A lot of people park out there especially at school drop off and pick up times. I
think that if the double yellow lines go ahead we will have people driving in to our car
park and blocking us all in. I do agree that the other yellow lines would be a good idea but
i think that extending them down this far will cause problems.

Yours sincerely
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/04A New Road , Kiln Barn Raod , St Peters Road and Cherry Orchard
Date: 29 July 2021 09:02:59

Good Morning
 
I’m objecting to the proposed road markings along Kiln Barn Road/ Cherry Orchard. As a resident
that lives on Kiln Barn Road you would be making an already dangerous road into a hazardous
road. We already have some using the road like a racetrack and if people in the area know they
have no obstructions / no parking the road will be treated like a racetrack. I’m already verbally
abused daily as I must reverse into onto my drive that’s on a blind corner , if I drive in and
reverse out the task is more dangerous. If you do go ahead with the new road markings some
sort of traffic calming system would need to be implemented making it safer for residents along
this stretch of road
 
 
Regards
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: REF: DD/590/04A New Road, Kiln Barn Road, St Peter"s Road and Cherry Orchard
Date: 30 July 2021 11:47:35

We fully support the proposed 'No waiting at any time' proposal'

However, as a resident of Cherry Orchard could we request the yellow lines to continue
past No: 6 otherwise we will be having vehicles parked outside our front window, 

We have a large utilities van that parks in the entrance to Cherry Orchard most days (if he
can get a space), l can see the prospect of looking out of my window to a large white van. 
The man lives in the last house on the right before the Cherry Orchard entrance. 

Regarding the gaps for two parking spaces, could l make a suggestion that a notice be
erected suggesting residents of Cherry Orchard private parking only - otherwise l can
foresee a utilities van taking up the spaces and defeating the object of the idea.

Could l also make the same point for the proposed gap opposite the houses in New Road,
there is another utilities van that often parks there, (lives in Stream Side) and that makes
for the exit from St. Peter's Road to New Road very difficult as your visibility is restricted
until you are almost half way into the road, especially if you are turning right.  You have to
contend with the traffic coming from Brampton Field estate and vehicles travelling down
towards the A20, as you are also very aware, vehicles do not travel slowly in this area, and
as is the case nowadays not many drivers are happy to "give way".

Thank you very much, 

Kind regards
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Fwd: PROPOSED EXTRA YELLOW LINES - DITTON
Date: 24 July 2021 21:28:28

Dear Sir or madam
Please note that the original draft of this objection has been amended by alteration of the
penultimate paragraph beginning " No objection   ...." .  Could you please, therefore,
substitute the version below as the official objection from the Ditton Heritage Centre. 
With apologies and thanks.  David Stevens (Vice-Chairman).

Dear Sir or Madam

PARKING ACTION PLAN PHASE 12 

Attention has been drawn to the above proposals, which were discussed at a meeting of the
Ditton Heritage Committee last evening.  As Vice-Chairman, I was delegated to write to
you, as the Chairman declared an interest as a Parish Councillor, and advise you that the
Committee have very grave concerns about the extent to which these extended lines will
impede the normal life in the village plus the functioning of several services and
organisations in the heart of the village. 

Accordingly, the Committee objects most strongly to these proposals and requests that you
please put our objections forward through the appropriate channels.  We consider the
measures to be unnecessary, undesirable and unworkable.

We consider that there will be repercussions for the Heritage Centre in that organised  and
private visits from former Ditton residents or members of Ditton organisations will be
unable to park locally.  Our small car park is often utilised by school staff, and, therefore
visitors will have to travel to the Community Centre for parking, or further if there is a
large function on there taking up the whole of their car park space.  In this case,  Kiln Barn
Road, Scott Close and Ragstone Court would suffer, as would St Peter's Road, Wilton
Drive and St Peter's Close and elsewhere.  This distance could be a deterrent or prevention
to many, especially those with health issues.

The church office has many visitors and appointments daily during the time it is open and
there are only 5 spaces across the road  shown for parking.  These, I fear, will be mostly
taken up by local residents who will not be able to even park outside their own homes ! 
 The neighbouring estates roads will all become more congested.

The church centre is hired out for functions, whose attendees will now have to search far
and wide for parking spaces.  As much as anybody, however, the Committee objects on
behalf of all the people, many elderly, who visit the churchyard to tend to family and
friends graves and who, largely, bring garden tools and/or plants and flowers and,
therefore, would not be able to walk that far.  

Trades people will not be able to park close to properties which they have come to service
e.g.  utility workers, plumbers, builders, electricians etc. plus numerous delivery drivers
now that many people undertake their shopping online.  All in all, the Committee believes
that these proposals are not necessary and should be cancelled entirely.  

No objection was made, however, to a suggestion that was mooted at our meeting that it
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would be acceptable to have a single yellow line on the north side of Stream Road, from
the edge of the village green down to the corner where the footpath ends. 

The Committee felt that the suggestion put forward by St Peter's PCC a much better,
workable solution to the current problems in the centre of the village without totally and
permanently disrupting the life and workings of the village.

Regards, 
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Proposed double yellow lines - Cherry Orchard
Date: 29 July 2021 12:50:53
Importance: High

To whom it may concern,

As residents of Cherry Orchard, Ditton, we object to the double yellow lines being placed
within the road of Cherry Orchard. As a coldesac, it deems unnecessary to insert double
yellow lines in such a quiet road and area. Cars parked on this road/close have never been
an issue for other cars driving, or parking, throughout the coldesac. 

Considering the curvature of this culdesac, the straight length of road and pavement, where
the double yellow lines and only two parking spaces have been suggested, is vital for
visitor parking. If this space has double yellow lines, and only two car parking spaces
available, people and visitors will resort to parking on the bends in the close (where there
are no double yellows), which will be far more dangerous for the community and the area.
These visitors will be left with no option other than to park there as the other proposed
double yellow lines across all of the others areas/roads in ditton means there is no other
visitor/free parking physically available elsewhere.

The current straight road as you enter Cherry Orchard happily allows for 3 to 4 visitors in
the close and is a very helpful area for visitor parking that does not cause any congestion
or traffic issues (please see photos attached for different time periods where this is
evident).

While some of the other proposed double yellow lines in Ditton would be useful, since
they would avoid heavy traffic and parking on the roads, we do not understand why double
yellow lines have been proposed in such a small, quiet close (Cherry Orchard) where this
area of available parking for people/visitors is very useful for the community and causes
no traffic issues. Instead, putting double yellow lines here would cause more traffic issues
as people will have to resort to the other very limited (and more dangerous) areas around
the close.

We do hope you take our comments into thoughtful consideration as these proposed
yellows lines in this small coldesace has caused clear unhappiness in the area and would
also be a key reason when someone is looking for a family house to not buy in this
coldesac due to very limited parking which is currently a huge benefit to the community in
Cherry Orchard, which causes no current issues.

Thank you.

Best wishes, 

Cherry Orchard Residents
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/04A New Road, Cherry Orchard, Kiln Barn Road, St Peters Road
Date: 12 July 2021 16:35:21

 
WE OBJECT TO the borough council’s proposals for changes to the on street parking
arrangements for New Road, Kiln Barn Road, St Peters Road and Cherry Orchard on plan
DD/590/04A.
 
More parking spaces are needed than allowed for in Cherry Orchard- only two is just not enough
when there is safely room for at least six parking places. We have lived here for  without
the “enhancement” of double yellow lines and there have been no accidents as far as we are
aware so why the sudden need for them now? Surely their existence will force visitors around
the bend to the longer section of Cherry Orchard, probably to obstruct someone’s drive, which
wouldn’t go down too well.
If you have allowed for 5 parking spaces in New Road near the junction with St Peters Road
despite the fact that parked vehicles here obstruct the sight lines of vehicles turning out of St
Peters Road surely there can be no justification for allowing less than this in Cherry Orchard
where parked vehicles do not obstruct the view out into Kiln Barn Road.
Moreover, in St Peters Road you are allowing parking outside St Peters Court when St Peters
Court in any case has two designated parking areas and most of the elderly who live there do not
have cars anyway.  Opposite, the houses have long driveways, so they are unlikely to need it. So
the parking here could be reduced to fewer spaces for visitors and reduce the obstruction of 
parked cars to traffic trying and failing quite often to negotiate their way successfully to what is
in any case a tricky junction with New Road. 
We notice you have put double yellow lines in Brampton Field – only thought to be necessary
because you allowed plans for the estate to be passed without making proper provision for the
car parking of occupants of the houses, a mistake you will be making again with the proposed
plan for further development at the back of Cherry Orchard, no doubt. Trouble is, it’s the people
who live here who have to live with the consequences of your mistakes- so please do not make
any more.                    
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/04A New road
Date: 19 July 2021 09:44:36

To whom it may concern,

I wish to object to part of the proposals for cherry orchard only.
I live at no  cherry orchard and to bring the proposed yellow lines right to our driveway means we have no
where for visitors to park. The top end of Cherry orchard is pretty busy with cars out on the road as it is without
putting in yellow lines at the bottom end. we are lucky enough to have a driveway for 2 cars but have 3 due to
work vehicles so 1 has to be parked out on the road. Not many other houses have the space for more than 1 car
so use the road. It is very rare cars are parked in the proposed areas of cherry orchard apart from the ones that
are there daily potentially due to limited parking space. If the yellow lines go in at the bottom end of cherry
orchard people will come further up into cherry orchard to find parking.
Is there a way in which you could bring in certain time limits to maybe when the double yellow lines are I
forced e.g school pick up and drop off times maybe? Allowing the rest of our road to freely use the parking as
we do so already.

Thanks

Sent from my iPhone
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Tonbridge and Malling Parking Action Plan – phase 12 

Response by the Parochial Church Council (PCC) 

 St. Peter Ad Vincula Ditton 

Location: Parish of Ditton - New Road, The Stream, Kiln Barn Road, St Peters Road 
and Cherry Orchard 

Proposals and Reasons:  New double yellow lines to prevent obstructive parking 
and maintain traffic movements 

Response: 

St. Peter’s PCC does not believe that this proposal is the most appropriate way to 
address the parking problems experienced in these locations and that if introduced 
would disproportionally and detrimentally affect people visiting St. Peter’s Church, 
graves in the churchyard and users of the Church Centre and therefore wishes to 
formally object to their implementation and suggest an alternative strategy to 
alleviate the very specific parking problems which are occurring.      

Local authorities normally only consider the introduction or extension of existing 
parking controls in the form of double yellow lines, where a Road Traffic Survey 
(RTS) has been carried out in order to observe, identify and document the parking 
situation. 

The Tonbridge and Malling document, Parking Action Plan –Annex 1 (Locations for 
Phase 12) 08 June 2020, states that the proposal was made by the Parish Council 
and local residents back in November 2018. However there is no supporting RTS, 
nor is there is any evidence that either Ditton Junior School, Ditton Church 
Preschool, the PCC, the various support groups who use the Church Centre or the 
residents of St. Peter’s Court housing unit, were canvased or contacted about the 
proposals at that time. 

Requests to the Local Authority for the provision or extension of double yellow lines 
should only normally be considered where: 

• there’s evidence of a regular problem of parking across a vehicle dropped 
kerb preventing access throughout the day   

• there is evidence of a regular problem of indiscriminate parking 
• there are genuine safety concerns, for example where there’s poor visibility 

with vehicles approaching at high speed or pedestrians crossing 
• there’s evidence of regular ‘damage only’ accidents 
• there have been three or more accidents recorded in the last five years which 

have resulted in injury 
• there are access issues for HGV traffic being regularly reported 
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• the Council’s waste management team confirm that waste and recycling 
collections are regularly being missed due to lack of parking restrictions 

• the existing parking problem is causing unnecessary and lengthy congestion 
issues 

• residents/occupants who would be directly affected by the markings are in 
favour of the restrictions 

• the emergency services request double yellow lines to help them carry out 
their work 

• there is no possibility that parking will be displaced to other locations 

Evidence should be in the form of a photographic record or witnessed by an 
employee of the local authority or emergency services, anecdotal evidence should 
not be used when evaluating or determining the existence or extent of a parking 
problem.    

Whilst no formal RTS has been submitted with this proposal, it is self-evident to any 
resident of the parish, that the parking problem in these locations only happens at 
school drop-off and collection times.  

During these periods drivers try to park as close to the school as possible, creating 
congestion, safety issues and contributing to localised air pollution by often leaving 
engines running whilst waiting.  

Outside of these specific periods the roads concerned are almost virtually devoid of 
parked vehicles.     

This is not however, a problem solely confined to these particular locations. During 
school drop-off and pick-up times, Pear Tree Avenue, Woodlands Road, Linkway 
and Nursery Road also suffer badly from congestion and parking problems.       

One way local authorities can address these specific problems is by adopting 
‘School Street’ measures which aim to create a safer, healthier and more liveable 
street environment for everyone in the community. 

This is achieved by introducing wider but limited parking restrictions during specific 
times of the day in the areas which have a parking problem. These limited parking 
restrictions would not operate during school holidays or at weekends.  

Limiting parking at pick-up and drop-off times gives the whole school community the 
opportunity to travel to and from school in safety. With less traffic, children can walk, 
scoot and cycle thereby helping young people to be healthier and more active. Local 
residents will enjoy quieter, less congested streets. Fewer car journeys means less 
air pollution and lower impact on climate change, making an important contribution to 
improving health and the environment for everyone. 

The success of any Parking Management Plan the Council ultimately introduces, will 
be determined by the level of enforcement Tonbridge and Malling devotes to 
ensuring compliance with the parking restrictions. 
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At the current time there is no visible parking enforcement in the parish and the 
double yellow lines already introduced by the Council in New Road opposite the 
Church Centre and at the junction of Woodlands and New Road are regularly 
ignored at school drop-off and pick-up times. 

Unless enforcement action is carried out by the Council bad and dangerous parking 
will continue to be a problem whatever parking measures are introduced.    

Conclusion:  

Neither St. Peter’s Church nor the Church Centre has the benefit of their own 
dedicated off street parking. 

It is the belief of St. Peter’s PCC, that the current proposals to install double yellow 
lines in New Road, The Stream and St. Peter’s Road are not the most appropriate 
way to address the perceived problem and that no evidence has been presented to 
show that the parking issues are sufficiently problematic to warrant such extreme 
measures and will:  

A) Disproportionally and detrimentally affect;  

1. Mourners attending weekday funerals at the church (which occur outside of the 
peak congestion times).  

2. People attending midweek weddings.  

3. People visiting graves in the churchyard (many of whom travel by car a distance 
from the parish).  

4. People attending St. Peter’s Church for private midweek prayer. 

5. Staff at Ditton Church Preschool who do not live locally.  

6. Members of the two AA support groups who use the Church Centre in the 
evenings for their meetings (a proportion of whom are not local).  

7. The older members of the community group (Crafty Coffee) that uses the Church 
Centre during the week.       

8. People who attend evening prayer groups in the Church Centre (especially those 
who live outside the parish and or are, older and less mobile).  

B) Potentially cause a loss of hire income to the PCC, should the AA groups decide 
to cease using the Centre for their evening support meetings because their members 
are no longer able to park within a reasonable distance of the Centre due to the new 
restrictions.    
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The PCC feels that Tonbridge and Malling Council should withdraw this proposal and 
after discussion with all stakeholders, consider the introduction of a much more 
focused and joined up parking plan which will benefit all members of the community 
and contribute to both health and environmental improvements in all the locations 
experiencing parking issues. 

 

 

 

 

Churchwarden 

For and on behalf of St. Peter’s Parochial Church Council 
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From:
To: Parking Office
Cc:
Subject: DD/590/05A Laburnum Dv, Hornbeam Close, and The Ferns
Date: 12 July 2021 14:21:21

Dear Sir / Madam
As a resident of Laburnum Drive I wonder will the proposed yellow lines be enforced along with dangerous
parking along the rest of Laburnum Drive? It is already a chicane due to dangerous parking, I am already
concerned that when I call an ambulance for my husband , which unfortunately I have to do more than I would
like, it will be delayed . Also inconsiderate pavement parking makes it difficult and sometimes impossible to
use a wheelchair on the pavement.

I realise that these yellow lines cannot be seen in isolation. They need to be considered in relation to the wider
area, otherwise the problems are just moved further into the estate, as happened when the yellow lines were put
around Maple Close. The needs of residents in other roads without parking such as New Hythe Lane need to be
considered. In an ideal world there would be no cars and we would all use public transport and the problem
would disappear, but it’s not the case , so a realistic solution needs to be found. Might not the large, usually
empty car park behind the commercial offices on the corner of New Hythe Lane,opposite Morrisons be used for
resident parking? Also by repositioning the letterbox, the grassed area on the corner of Laburnum Drive could
accommodate a few cars for New Hythe Lane residents.

There also needs to be sensible discussions between the Planning and Parking departments before new housing
is allowed. If there had been such discussions the recent construction of properties behind  houses at the top of
New Hythe Lane which have added to an already congested area might have been better used for parking.

KInd regards

Sent from my iPad
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/07A Wyvern Close
Date: 20 July 2021 07:47:06

Thankyou for your letter regarding the permit parking proposal in Wyvern Close.
We would like you to know that we are very much in favour of the proposal and would
support any action you take to improve the current restrictions that are being totally
ignored.
 
Thanks and regards
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Ref:DD/590/07A Wyvern Close
Date: 26 July 2021 13:34:31

Objection. I live in  Wyvern Close. I wish to strongly object against the removal of the yellow lines. I do not
wish to see a resident only parking permit scheme. I was born in this road in  and cannot see any benefits
to residents with going ahead with this proposal. The lines are ideal as they restrict the parking during school
peak periods. Parking permits will have a direct effect on family and friends if the proposal went ahead. I can
see no benefits what so every. We had no restrictions when I was growing up in this road in the . So
why now enforce new restrictions in what is a nice area of Snodland to live in.

Sent from my iPhone
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Phase 12 of the Parking Action Plan - Wyvern Close Snodland
Date: 27 July 2021 12:31:39

Good Afternoon
 
Following a meeting of Snodland Town Council Planning Committee the following comments
were made.
 
The Council, whilst sympathetic to the residents problems, do not feel that the introduction of
parking permits on the entire cul de sac would achieve the results that the residents require. It
would also just move the problem onto other nearby roads.  The problem appears to be mainly
associated with School drop off and pick up times and therefore double yellow lines at specific
times may be more appropriate.
 
Kind Regards
 

 

Chief Executive
Snodland Council
Council Offices
Waghorn Road
Snodland
Kent
ME6 5BQ
01634 240228
 

"This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient and may contain
confidential and/or privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or
distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender
and destroy all copies of the original message."
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/10A Lavender Hill, Priory Street, Priory Grove, Priory Walk, St Stephens Street & Pembury Road
Date: 26 July 2021 11:55:33

We do not agree with the changes proposed. This will result in having to purchase a
Visitor's Permit every Saturday for a short visit, which is another substantial annual
increase on top of our yearly Parking Permit. I recall that we used to get ten Visitor's
Permits with our yearly Parking Permit, but that was stopped, so this all adds up to a large
increase in our annual expenditure on parking costs.

If it does go ahead, please compensate those who purchase Annual Permits with an
appropriate number of Visitor's Permits.

Regards,
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/10A Lavender Hill, Priory Street, Priory Grove, Priory Walk, St Stephens Street & Pembury Road
Date: 16 July 2021 11:05:24

I support the Borough Council's proposal for changes to the on-street parking arrangements for
Lavender Hill, Priory Street, Priory Grove, Priory Walk, St Stephens Street & Pembury Road, shown
on plan DD/590/10A
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/12A Lyons Crescent
Date: 16 July 2021 12:11:12

Dear Parking Team
  We support these proposals (again). The consultation has gone on forever, can we please just
get on with it?
Yours
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD590/12A Lyons Crescent
Date: 13 July 2021 10:14:50

To whom it might concern.
I live in Lyons crescent at Ronnies wharf a building that apparently wasn’t included into the residents parking
scheme when it was built so I do not qualify.
So when the new parking restrictions come into place I can no longer park within a 1/4 of  a mile from my
property further more it would seem any visitors also have the same restrictions so it would seem Sunday will
be visitors day as I can not receive any visitors permits either.
As for my  year old father outside of the single disabled parking space it would seem he is screwed as well.
Is there not some way of giving some visitor parking permits to persons like myself before we find ourselves
completely discriminated against even though we live in Tonbridge.
Yours
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Ref DD/590/13A
Date: 23 July 2021 22:47:47

I support the Borough Councils proposals for changes to the on-street parking
arrangements for Nelson Avenue shown on plan DD/590/13A.

I want the yellow lines removed from outside my home.
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Ref: DD/590/16A Shakespeare Road, Scott Close, Burns Crescent.
Date: 22 July 2021 11:06:54

Dear sirs,

I object to the Borough Council's proposals for changes to the on-street parking
arrangements for Shakespeare Road, Scott Close, Burns Crescent area, shown on
plan DD/590/16A

I would like to suggest that the grass verges in Burns Crescent are removed, and
parking bays put in.  This would create at least two or three spaces per house and
then either single or double yellow lines could be put on the opposite side of the
road.  If this was done, I would be happy to consider permit parking within this
area.  However, as the current plan stands, I do not believe it is a workable plan.

Yours faithfully,
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From:
To: Parking Office
Cc:
Subject: Objection to Parking Order in Shakespeare Road area
Date: 01 August 2021 22:47:54

Dear Sir or Madam,

I am writing to object to the parking order 

THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 
(VARIOUS ROADS, TONBRIDGE AND MALLING) (WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS AND ON-STREET PARKING PLACES)
(AMENDMENT 43) ORDER 2021,

specifically the Shakespeare Road area section. 

The aim of this order I believe was to mitigate difficulty for residents parking due to
current use by both local students and commuters to London using this area. While
consideration of how to address this is appreciated, the current plan is only going to result
in the same number of cars parked for the schools or for commuting in a even smaller area
encompassing those areas just outside the new zone, on the rest of the roads named in the
order and Masefield Way exacerbating difficulties on these streets where cars for the
schools and commuting already park.

Furthermore I specifically object to residents having to pay for a parking permit on the
street outside their house when there is no driveway.

Yours faithfully,

Masefield Way resident
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: Shakespeare road parking permits
Date: 30 July 2021 16:34:15

Hello I am emailing you you as I wish to to make it clear that I support the parking permit
proposals for the Shakespeare Road and Scott Close  and Burns Crescent area in
tonbridge.  DD/590/16A. For a good few years now it has been extremely difficult for
visitors with cars to park near my house sometimes it's been impossible. The whole area
has been blighted over the years with with cars parked sometimes on the grass Verges
turning up the mud and causing general nuisance I hope this proposal goes ahead and I am
prepared to support it. Thank you very much Shakespeare Road
Tonbridge Kent tn9 2pr
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: DD/590/16A
Date: 12 July 2021 13:29:35

I would like to recomend that the lower part of the Scott Road is excluded from the new
regulations as the properties opposite do not have access to off road parking.

Thank you
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From:
To: Parking Office
Subject: "DD/590/16A Shakespeare road, Scott Close, burns crescent area
Date: 17 July 2021 21:57:24

I object to parking permits in this area, this is just another ruse for the council to make
more money! I haven't seen any problems parking near me only people who live here and
just have too many cars to park on their drive and that is their fault!
I see the stranglehold the council has had on this town and now you can't park anywhere
without having to pay extortionate prices! I have first hand experience of permit parking
and it's not exactly fair, anybody who lives in these three roads can park in any road
mentioned and if one householder has 4 cars and can afford 4 permits then that in itself
stuffs it up for a lot of people. I could never park in my road even with a permit!
I'm sure you will still adopt this permit and the people who want it really don't know what
they're in for!( luckily I have a parking space in our own car park)

 

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy A12 - Powered by Three
Get Outlook for Android
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From:
To: Parking Office
Cc:
Subject: DD/590/16A response
Date: 19 July 2021 11:59:59

Dear sir/madam,

Attached response of DD/590/16A of  Shakespeare Road, Tonbridge TN9 2QH

Best regards,
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