ANNEX 4

Consultation responses - Aylesford — Firs Close

Points Raised Frequency | Response
Double yellow lines on both sides to prevent parking 3 There had been a preference expressed to maintain some parking.
altogether Parking on one side of Firs Close on the straight section should not

cause issue as the road is wide enough.

Will this prevent parking on the other side of the road? 1

Yellow lines appear to go all the way down one side but not the other. This could lead to cars parking on Aylesford — Firs
that side. Close
Therefore would it not be best to have double yellow lines down both sides to stop all parking?
208 | Yellow lines should stop parking on the pavement, which endangers pedestrians ( having to walk out in Y Aylesford — Firs
the road ) several with young children, prams, or wheelchairs. But will this prevent parking on the opposite Close
side of the road?
240 | no comments supplied Y Aylesford — Firs
Close
508 | no comments supplied Y Aylesford — Firs
Close

Scanned responses for Aylesford — Firs Close follow












Consultation responses - Aylesford — Pratling Street

Points Raised Frequency | Response
Insert bollards too on the corner of Pratling and Beddow - 2 The installation of bollards would be for Kent County Council to consider,
and this part of the junction falls within Maidstone Borough rather than
TMBC.
Any compensation for residents having to widen 2 No. Parking on the public highway is not a right, it is only tolerated when the
drives/drop kerbs to accommodate vehicles previously parking oes not cause an issue, so deterring parking that causes problems
parked on roads? would not be grounds for any compensation.
As long as they are policied 1 All parking restrictions are patrolled, but some on a reactive basis.
Support - will improve safety 2
ID Online comments relating to Aylesford — Pratling Street Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
175 | | am fully in support of the double yellow lines being placed in the area outlined , | have people Y Aylesford — Pratling

continuously parking on the PATHWAY right out side my house making it extremely difficult to exit Street

my driveway safely !

This has been ongoing for sometime and has become worse since the waitrose distribution offices

were demolished and waitrose turned it into a car park for their staff.

More often than not you see many people using pratling street as a short cut to the car park that

waitrose distribution have installed for there staff.

It is also very unsafe for people in my street that have children to take to school and exit their

driveways safely !

Regards

201 | I support the proposal however | do not think this goes far enough. Bollards should be placed on Y Aylesford — Pratling
the grass verge on the corner of Pratling Street and Beddow Way from where the telephone box Street
used to be and round to Pratling Street. Cars and vans regular park on this verge completely




blocking any view when waiting to exit the junction. The proposed yellow lines will resolve this
problem for traffic turning left but not for traffic turning right.

| would also like to know if any compensation or support will be give to those of us who will no
longer be able to park outside our homes and so will have to widen driveways & apply for wider
dropped curbs to enable us to park our vehicles within the boundaries of our property and prevent
impact on our motor insurance premiums.






















Consultation responses — Borough Green — Fairfield Road

Points Raised Frequency | Response
In favour - but concerned the parking 'problem' will be 3 The proposals are intended to address the problems of parking on the bend
moved along the road, possibly opposite the 'parking and near the junction, and this could displace parking further along the road,
triangle' outside 52 -66 but to an area with fewer safety issues.
Extend double yellow lines across Nos 68 -70, so one 3 The proposals are intended to address the problems of parking on the bend
continuous stretch and near the junction, and this could displace parking further along the road,
but to an area with fewer safety issues.
Support - and trust it will stop pavement parking and 1 The proposals would prevent pavement parking in the areas adjacent to the
blocking the view on the bend double yellow lines.
ID Online comments relating to Borough Green - Fairfield Road Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
172 | Hopefully this will stop pavement parking and blocking the view on the bend in the road. Y Borough Green —
Fairfield Road
432 | | support the proposed double yellow lines but would like to see them extend further along the road. N Borough Green —

The small section in front of the triangular parking areas by houses 52 - 66 is not ever parked on as Fairfield Road

it is a dropped kerb and obvious access point. However the area directly to the right of it,

m, is parked on and blocks both access and visibility. The fear is

also that the double yellow lines from house 74 towards 88 will move the parking issue further

along the road, possibly opposite the entrance to the triangular parking area, making access and

egress difficult.





































Consultation responses — Borough Green — Griggs Way & Hunts Farm Close

to find space to park because of vehicles displaced from
southern end of Griggs Way

Points Raised Frequency | Response

Expect parking to get worse with permit parking - and am 1 Permit parking areas bring with them a the benefits of enforcement and

not prepared to pay should be appropriate for deterring all-day parking, but has infrastructure
and patrolling costs associated with it that have to be covered by the permit
charges.

Griggs Way and Hunts Farm Close are different streets 2 The roads are being considered as one area as the reported non-resident

with different parking issues and shouldn't be lumped parking is likely to displace to the nearest available location.

together

Why not have a 2 hour parking window weekdays? 1 This does not reflect best-practice for new permit areas.

Extend double yellow lines in Hunts Farm Close to 3 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as

prevent parking on both sides of narrow road possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

Concerned about parking on west side of Griggs Way on 3 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as

entry to street being dangerous possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

Why should residents pay to park when it is the garage 2 Permit parking areas bring with them a the benefits of enforcement and

parking clients cars in the street that is causing should be appropriate for deterring all-day parking, but has infrastructure

problems? and patrolling costs associated with it that have to be covered by the permit
charges.

Extend double yellow lines on entrance to Griggs Way as 1 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as

commuter parking obstructs view possible.

Parking in 'private' car park outside No 1 - 11 Hunts Farm 4 If this were to be an issue it ould be for the management of the private

Close will be abused in order to avoid paying for permit parking area to address

Please implement and enforce! 4

Double yellow lines too extensive - not as far north or 1 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as

south or east side of road junction into Hunts Farm possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

Would be upset to pay for permit parking only to struggle 1 Permit parking areas bring with them a the benefits of enforcement and

should be appropriate for deterring all-day parking, but has infrastructure
and patrolling costs associated with it that have to be covered by the permit
charges.




T

pay for a permit especially as council tax increased by
having to pay for removal of garden waste

provided 2 per household

charges.

Support as long as residents parking permits are free and 2 Permit parking areas bring with them a the benefits of enforcement and
should be appropriate for deterring all-day parking, but has infrastructure
and patrolling costs associated with it that have to be covered by the permit

so parking outside house essential - will not 1 Permit parking areas bring with them a the benefits of enforcement and
should be appropriate for deterring all-day parking, but has infrastructure
and patrolling costs associated with it that have to be covered by the permit

to the street outside their own properties. Each home uses the street to park their own vehicles
without any issue! These are the ONLY residents in Griggs Way that would be impacted by this
decision. Can | suggest the council contacts these residents individually for their opinion otherwise
any consultation is absolutely meaningless. Hunts Farm Close is completely different and as such
should have a separate proposal that those residents can either accept or object to. By combining
the two roads any feedback you receive will be not be balanced as Hunts Farm Close has different
property types with a higher concentration of residents.

| would be grateful if you could confirm that my objection has at least been noted.

charges.
There is no issue with the residents of the 19/20 1 The roads are being considered as one area as the reported non-resident
properties in Griggs Way - it is others causing any issues parking is likely to displace to the nearest available location.
commuter parking is causing problem 2
Support on grounds of safety and clear access 1
ID Online comments relating to Borough Green — Griggs Way and Hunts Farm Close Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
141 | Have am and parking outside our house is essential. Day to day life would become much | N | Borough Green —
more difficult without this. Will not be paying for a permit as you have already stealthily increased Griggs Way and
our council tax this year by no longer taking garden waste. We are not paying for parking as well - Hunts Farm Close
especially as you will no doubt raise council tax, and your salaries, above inflation again this year.
In addition we already pay a maintenance charge for our car park each year.
173 | no comments supplied Y Borough Green —
Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close
174 | We do not have an issue with parking. There are 19/20 properties in Griggs Way who have access N Borough Green —

Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close




ID Online comments relating to Borough Green — Griggs Way and Hunts Farm Close Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
Thank You
197 | The current plan does not allow to extend the double yellow lines far enough up the north side of Y Borough Green —
Hunts Farm close to prevent motorists parking on both sides of the road. Double yellow lines Griggs Way and
should extend to the west boundary of No. 13 otherwise parked cars will make it almost impossible Hunts Farm Close
to access or eiress from both car iarks, and from the drive at no. 13. ﬁ
210 | The parking recently for travellers to the station is at times totally dangerous, blocking the road and Y Borough Green —
access for larger vehicles including emergency vehicles. Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close
587 | | support the proposal on grounds of safety and clear access in and out of my own driveway and Y Borough Green —
Hunts Farm Close as a whole. Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close
612 | The proposals whilst attempting to solve some issues at one end of Griggs Way and in Hunts Farm N Borough Green —

Close are disproportionate and are more likely to create much more widespread parking issues
than currently exist. Furthermore, the positioning of residents parking bays on the West side at the
A25 end of Griggs Way will mean those entering Griggs Way will be faced almost immediately with
parked cars which may well lead to accidents, injuries and in extreme maybe even death.

The proposed permit only restricted areas is for Monday to Saturday again showing that the council
do not fully understand the nature of the minor parking issue which is around weekday commuter
parking.

| am sure that my comments will be ignored as the mine and others have been in the past. TMBC
have already made their mind up | am convinced, but | wait to be surprised.

Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close




Why should residents pay to park when the garage on the A25 is using our streets to park their
clients' cars? It doesn't seem fair. They should be the ones who are penalised and not the
residents.

Borough Green —
Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close

806

We would like the double yellow line at the entrance to griggs way off the A25 extended as
commuters Park right at the entrance to the road. Our main objection is that residents who have
more cars than their allocated parking spaces will park in the "main" residence car park for houses
1-11 instead of buying permits. The car park is currently not congested as not everyone uses their
allocation and it is ripe thus for abuse.

Borough Green —
Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close

807

| am concerned that enforcing permit parking will mean the majority of cars currently parking in
Griggs Way and Hunts Farm Close will instead move into our private parking in front of houses 1-
11 in hunts farm close, to avoid paying the permit charge. The private car park is marked 'private
parking', but the paint is faded, and there is no way to easily enforce this.

Borough Green —
Griggs Way and
Hunts Farm Close








































Consultation responses — Ditton — A20 London Road

Points Raised Frequency | Response
Can there be double yellow lines at the top of the Ferns 1 This can be added to the list of locations for future consideration under the
as well. Parking Action Plan
Can the double yellow lines in Bradbourne Lane be 1 This can be added to the list of locations for future consideration under the
extended further, up to the first traffic hump Parking Action Plan
No Double yellow lines outside No 653 1 Unfortunately leaving a gap in the yellow lines is likely to encourage
obstructive parking at this location, which would conflict with the principle of
the proposals, and the property has rear access from Downderry Way.
Ditton PC whilst supporting the parking restrictions would 1 Any displacement issues could be considered as future additions to the
welcome additional measures to stop a perceived 'knock- Parking Action Plan
on' effect - parking on the pavements
Consider parking restrictions on Station Rd/A20 junction - 1 This is being considered by Kent County Council in their review of the
please complete road markings on Station Rd (?) junction.
Support - reduce congestion in a difficult area - improves 8
safety - minimises chance of accident -allows access for
emergency vehicles
Support - as long as potential for parking on pavement 1 The proposals would prevent pavement parking in the areas adjacent to the
outside Kia garage is stopped too double yellow lines.
ID Online comments relating to Ditton — A20 London Road Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
162 | Please also consider double yellow lines on station road - A20 London road junction. Y Ditton — A20
London Road
Please complete road marking works on station road - it's dangerous to drive there in the dark
without this.
205 [ no comments supplied Y Ditton — A20
London Road
272 | | think the proposals will benefit the community, complement the potential changes to the Highway Y Ditton — A20
by KCC and reduce congestion in a difficult area London Road
422 | The A20 London Road / Ditton Corner road is in constant use and very busy. Adding the lines Y Ditton — A20
restricts the parking of vehicles making the roads safer and less likely to incur an accident. London Road




ID Online comments relating to Ditton — A20 London Road Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
467 | no comments supplied Y Ditton — A20
London Road
482 | | am in complete agreement with this proposal. Y Ditton — A20
London Road

502 | we fully agree with the proposed double yellow lines on the entry of 1 ditton place, ditton Aylesford Y Ditton — A20
kent me206sx. Hopefully this will reduce the likelihood of accidents caused by ill-considerate car London Road
owners/drivers.

519 | Brilliant, busy road, double yellows is good Y Ditton — A20

London Road

614 | | support the plan for double yellow lines on London Road if the traffic regulation order includes Y Ditton — A20
banning parking on the pavement in front of the former Kia garage site. London Road
The pavement on the A20 is wide enough to park completely off the A20.

If the Lidl planning application is approved in its current form, there will be insufficient parking on
that site and drivers will park on the pavement, despite the yellow lines, this will immediately block
splay visibility of vehicles exiting the site making this exit even more dangerous.

678 | There have been many occasions when vehicles park too close to the junction of Ditton Place and Y Ditton — A20
London Road near the pedestrian island. This makes the gap very narrow and, so, very difficult to London Road
pass. Emergency vehicles would struggle to get through the gap.

700 | Cars are often parked in Ditton Place making access very difficult. In fact | had to phone 101 and Y Ditton — A20
ask them to get a car moved as | could not get down the road. If you check this | am sure it will be London Road
recorded by them as they had to contact the motorist to get it moved.

708 | Cars parked too close to the run off from the A20 are a danger. Yellow lines are needed.( opinion Y Ditton — A20
of a driver) London Road

717 | | entirely agree with this proposal as parked vehicles at the entrance to Ditton Place are a danger Y Ditton — A20
to other road users & could make entry difficult for emergency vehicles. London Road

798 | Needed as a priority as regular traffic parks close on the corner and interferes with the bollard in Y Ditton — A20

the road. | had hoped, similar to other nearby side roads that the double yellow lines would be
extended to the tight corners within the road as these are a similar hazard with vans parking on
them restricting visibility and these are not in front of peoples' houses. | would add that the road is
used by parents taking children to and from the nearby Ditton junior/primary schools so careful
parking and clear access is really important at these times.

London Road

























Consultation responses — Ditton — Brampton Field

Points Raised

Frequency

Response

In support of proposal, but if double yellow lines are
restricted to first bend - will make second bend just as
bad

2

Any displacement issues could be considered as future additions to the
Parking Action Plan

Parked vehicles don't obstruct emergency vehicles - but
do slow speeding vehicles.

Residents have reported problems with parked vehicles that cause access
issues

residents being penalised by these restrictions

Current proposals will displace parking and will only 16 Any displacement issues could be considered as future additions to the
exacerbate issues further up Brampton Field and possibly Parking Action Plan
force parking to other local streets affecting other
residents
Write to/penalise those causing the problem rather than 3 We are unable to carry out enforcement without introducing restrictions
penalising all
Object as proposals endanger /inconveniences residents 3 Residents have reported problems with parked vehicles that cause access
at top of Brampton Fields issues
Object but do agree we need double yellow lines but only 7 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
on one side - especially on double bends possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.
Object as (member of staff?) lives on 1 To TMBC's knowledge, no TMBC staff member has responded to this
Brampton Field and has expressed support for the consultation.
scheme on social media
Perceive this will negatively impact on the sale/value of 3 On the contrary, unmanaged and obstructive parking has a detrimental
my property effect on property values
People don't use their allocated parking spaces 2 This is a significant cause of the parking issues
Will residents have to pay for these parking restrictions? 1 There is no cost to residents for the introduction of yellow line parking
restrictions such as these
Suggest marked parking bays - partly on pavement or 1 Pavement parking is not condoned as it obstructs pedestrians. Pavements
straighten road near 16/20 which would also widen road are for people.
In general support the changes but not outside my 1 The garage and access in question is on a junction and parking at this
rope location can cause access problems for those using the junction.
nstall on
e entrance and bends only.
Development not designed for so many vehicles but 3 Unfortunately we cannot control the number or type of vehicles residents

own, but the restrictions should encourage better use of off-street parking
facilities.




Support as people are not using their garages/allocated
parking for the purpose they were designed

This is a significant cause of the parking issues

Support as parking at entrance to estate and on bends
which means currently service/lemergency vehicles can't
gain access - parking on pavements also causes issues
for pedestrians, especially those with pushchairs or in
wheelchairs and children

Garages too small for larger cars - too many commercial
vehicles blocking the light into our windows - where are

Unfortunately we cannot control the number or type of vehicles residents
own, but the restrictions should encourage better use of off-street parking
facilities.

visitors going to park
Support as a mobility scooter often has to
go into road to pass parked vehicles on pavements

Support - but would also like car park for
visitors/deliveries behind No 81

We are unable to provide a car park. Any changes to private parking areas
would be for the managing agents of the private areas to consider

Object - as no alternative parking arrangements
proposed

Unfortunately we cannot control the number or type of vehicles residents
own, but the restrictions should encourage better use of off-street parking
facilities.

Suggest double yellow lines on bends only

The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

Object as insufficient parking for residents their family
and visitors already

The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

The majority voted against the lines in the initial
consultation - so why do we need to continue the
process? If the majority vote against it this time, will it will
be put to rest?

The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

Changing the proposal to just the first half of the road is a
strategic move designed to 'swing the vote'

We listened to the first-round responses and adapt the proposals to address
the main concerns about access.

Support but no need for yellow lines on both sides near
electricity sub station

The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.

Support amended plan - after the initial consultation




Suggest a resident parking permit scheme 1 This would not be appropriate - the parking issues are caused by the
residents themselves and introducing a permit scheme would only introduce
a charge to residents, not address the obstruction issues, as it would not
"ration" car ownership

The bend where Kiln Barn Road meets New Rd is 1 This can be added to the list of locations for future consideration under the
dangerous(?77??) Parking Action Plan
ID Online comments relating to Ditton — Brampton Field Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
118 | In general | support this proposal however | strongly object to having double yellow lines in front of N Ditton — Brampton
F iaraie. This will render it illegal to park in front garage.m Field
. | also note y driveway you have blocked wi
ouble yellow lines. There should be no lines in front o garage or- driveway. Please
consider leaving a gap after the initial lines from the first two garages until after‘driveway and
then re- start the lines from the edge of house where the dropped kerb rises to a normal kerb.
cannot park outside garage another car will now need to be parked on the left side of the
road creating a new problem rather than resolving one.
134 | | support parking restrictions/ yellow lines in Brampton Field but the latest drawing does not solve N Ditton — Brampton
the problem. The issue is double parking. Having double yellow lines on both sides up to the ‘S’ Field
bend will prevent problems at the beginning of the development but will just shift the problem of
double parking further round so there will be restricted access at our end for emergency services
etc. | thought the idea was to have lines all the way round on one side to ensure a clear path for
larger vehicles such as bin wagons and fire engines. The current proposal does not achieve this.
165 | No alternative parking arrangements suggested N Ditton — Brampton
Field
166 | | understand the problems , but | feel once the yellow lines are there | will not get any visitors , | am N Ditton — Brampton
, the offending car owners should be spoken to they are the same Field
cars all the time parked on the bend in Brampton field , maybe just put double yellow lines on the
bend .
167 | My objection to the plans are for the follow reasons N Ditton — Brampton
Field
1. There is not enough allocated per household in the Brampton field area. Most households have
2 vehicles and only 1 allocated parking bay.* do not have a garage and only




168

a single parking bay, have 2 cars

2. Should yellow lines be drawn on the street, people will be forced to park all their cars in allocated
“parking areas” which alone will cause problems due to there being too many cars within a certain
area. This alone is going to cause problems such as bumper bashing etc.

3. The majority of people voted against the lines being put down, so why would we need to
continue this process. It is pretty clear from the first vote.

4. | see on the map that the yellow lines are only allocated to the front area of Brampton fields, yet
this is not the area of Brampton that has a problem with parking. The parking issues take place at
the rear of Brampton fields where according to your map, there will be no yellow lines. So you are
actually not solving a problem but creating a larger issue as the homes |. The front area will have
no where to park

Hopefully on the second time round, the maijority will vote against the proposed plans and their will
be put to rest

Regards

Especially at the entrance. Emergency vehicles would not be able to get through if nothing was
done.

Ditton — Brampton
Field




| object for the following reasons Ditton — Brampton

Field

On the first proposed map you sent, yellow lines where shown throughout Brampton fields. On the
new proposal, only the front half of Brampton shows yellow lines. It's complete nonsense that only
the people living in the front need to be completely inconvenienced when there are large bends at
the back of Brampton which are not being yellow lined.

This is a clear strategical move on your behalf to swing the vote in favour of this proposal as now
only the front homes Are going to be inconvenienced by the yellow lines, which will now become
the minority of the votes.

The front of Brampton fields is not the parking problem, as refuse collection trucks are often not
able to gain access at the back of Brampton and can easily navigate through the front.

| am completely against this proposal, and find it ridiculous that we need to re-vote as the outcome
was very clear the first time. The people in Brampton fields can foresee a bigger problem that is
going to occur from these yellow lines.

Regards




ID Online comments relating to Ditton — Brampton Field Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
184 | We are broadly in agreement with the new proposals, which we believe are a much more sensible Y Ditton — Brampton
approach and will ease access on and off of the estate whilst still leaving sufficient parking. Field
However, we would suggest that there is perhaps no need for yellow lines in front of the electrical
substation on both sides, one side would be sufficient.
196 | Having read the proposal, | can confirm that | full support this plan Y Ditton — Brampton
Field
217 | The revised proposals for double yellow lines on Brampton Field is much improved from the Y Ditton — Brampton
previous, first proposed plan. The site itself is poorly designed and lacks parking for residents. | Field
fully support double yellow lines being placed on the bends of the estate as driving around this area
is often hazardous due to double parking. Any increase in double yellow lines from the revision
would be unsustainable due to lack of parking, surely pushing residents to park in nearby roads.
219 [ I a very keen for the double yellow lines to be implemented and enforced.m Y | Ditton — Brampton
m, | find it difficult to cross the road safely at the entrance to Brampton field due to Field
e parked cars reducing visibility, so yellow lines would be particularly welcome here. For drivers,
the parked cars on the bends are frequently hazardous and so | support those on your plan too.
Thank you
225 | This will make the development safer if ever an emergency vehicle needs to come on site it will Y Ditton — Brampton
now be able to get around the corners and also enable people to walk along the pavements Field
239 | | support the proposed addition of double yellow lines to Brampton Field in order to reduce Y Ditton — Brampton
obstructive parking. | suggest that further markings (in line with the proposals in the previous Field
informal consultation) would also support this aim by deterring parking on bends further along the
road (see sections marked in blue on the attached copy of the proposal plan).
385 | This will not solve the problem of not enough space to park and only force the problem into the N Ditton — Brampton
estate. Perhaps a viable resident permit as | would like to be able to allow my guests to park near Field
us when they visit us. Consider placing yellow lines on one side of the road throughout the estate
and not just penalise the front of the estate. This is ill thought our without due consideration of the
residents.
473 | The bend where New Road meets Kiln Barn Road is dangerous, moving traffic needs to slow Y Ditton — Brampton
down and keep well to the left on both sides, there have been several incidences on this bend over Field
the years.
536 | By only putting yellow lines at the beginning of the estate it will only push people round to parking N Ditton — Brampton

on the rest of it so the problem will still remain. You need to either just put the yellow lines on the
corners, put them all around the estate or don't put them on at all. The current proposal is pointless

Field




ID Online comments relating to Ditton — Brampton Field Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object

537 | By only putting yellow lines at the beginning of the estate it will only push people round to parking N Ditton — Brampton
on the rest of it so the problem will still remain. You need to either just put the yellow lines on the Field
corners, put them all around the estate or don't put them on at all. The current proposal is pointless

586 | There is not sufficient parking available on the estate so the introduction of yellow lines will lead to N Ditton — Brampton
“scramble” for what available street parking there is. Field
Also while the double yellow lines will only be at the entrance to the estate all it will do is the push
the parking issues further into the estate where they will be exacerbated.

600 | I object because | want to know where the cars that park on the paths are going to park when the N Ditton — Brampton
yellow lines are put in. Are they residents or visitors? Will residents allocated parking bays be Field
clearly marked as to which house they belong to? I'm yet our bay is* and | find other
cars park in our bay and in front of our garage as it is and the yellow lines will only make that
worse. We don't want to come home and find we can't park

800 N Ditton — Brampton

mwhere the yellow lines are planning to cover. We have lived here for overl
years and whilst lots have people have moaned about the parking in that time, there have only
been a handful of problems that have actually restricted access to larger vehicles. There simply
isn't enough parking for residents on the estate and going ahead with these parking restrictions will
reduce the available parking further. | suspect this could generate hostility between neighbors as
they struggle to find space to park their cars where they live. The time when large vehicles (i.e. fire
engine, or bin lorry) have been restricted access has been due to irresponsible parking on the
inside on the bends. Therefore | suggest yellow lines only on the inside of the corners but still
allowing parking on the outer edges of the corners.

Field
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Consultation responses — East Malling — Bondfield Road

Points Raised Frequency | Response
Support as unhappy with cars and commercial vehicles 3
blocking street - safety concerns for pedestrians/children
Yes to yellow lines on the right of Bondfield NO to on the 3 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
left. possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
should not occur.
Current proposals will displace parking and will only 4 The proposals are intended to maintain as much on-street parking as
exacerbate issues in Bondfield Road and possibly force possible, whilst protecting the areas where the Highway Code states parking
parking to other local streets (probably Temple should not occur.
Way)affecting other residents.
Why should those living in No 1 -10 suffer for the actions 1 Unfortunately we cannot introduce restrictions that apply to specific people
of those from No 11 -137 or households
Support - but how will you enforce? 1 All parking restrictions are patrolled, but some on a reactive basis.
- droped parking. e dropped kerbs are not appropriate for the user then Kent
erbs are iInadequate/dangerous County Council may be able to assist with re-profiling the kerb
Why should 54 residents suffer for one person who has 8 1 Unfortunately we cannot introduce restrictions that apply to specific people
vehicles? or households
ID Online comments relating to East Malling — Bondfield Road Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object
163 | My reason being, that the amount of cars parked where the proposed lines are to go will need to N East Malling —
park elsewhere, which usually means in the spaces which are premiun spaces anyway on Temple Bondfield Road
Way, its hard enough to park as it is, with one or more properties having 2 plus cars. Also the
yellow lines that are already in DO NOT stop illegal parking as there is no one to enforce it! Even
police cars park on the yellow lines!
183 | Parking restrictions are needed as cars are parked on corners and are make driving difficult as Y East Malling —
people leave their cars on both sides of the road Bondfield Road
387 of Bondfield Road i have to park outside my homem N | East Malling —
from that there is no adequate dropped curbs to Bondfield Road
reac this would be very unsafe




ID Online comments relating to East Malling — Bondfield Road Agree | Pertaining to
/
Object

m, the lines go right outside so i strongly object to them, the so
called dropped curbs are not even low enought and on many occasions

402 | | support this plan,And | hope this will stop cars being parked on the pavement at the bottom of Y East Malling —
Bonfield road,As | feel it is quite dangerous for pedestrians at the moment. Bondfield Road

518 | All the cars will park outside our houses instead of their own causing even more problem, parking N East Malling —
is an issue as it is, most of the vehicles that park on the junction of ruskin close and bonfield road Bondfield Road
are massive Van's.

818 Y East Malling —

| support it to a certain eﬁect.m So the amount of cars that park
opposite will start to park in front of my property so this will prevent any visitors that | have on
weekly basis will not be able to park due to the amount of extra cars that will use the space.
Hopefully a solution can be sorted with this.

Bondfield Road































Consultation responses — East Malling — Temple Way

Points Raised

Frequency

Response

Support but there needs to be more parking bays in the
area

1

The level of parking provision in the newly developed areas is a matter for
the Housing Association and the planning constraints on the developments.

Support but parking restrictions need to be policed

All parking restrictions are patrolled, but some on a reactive basis.

Support as it will improve safety

171 | no comments supplied Y East Malling —
Temple Way

211 | | support this as sometimes it's hard to get onto my drive and you cannot see. But | am concerned Y East Malling —
that no one will be monitoring these yellow line and people will still feel free to park there as there Temple Way
will be no consequences.

598 | The junction on Temple Way that leads to Meridian Place is dangerous. A transit van is constantly Y East Malling —
parked there which makes it impossible to pull out onto Temple Way from Meridian Place with a Temple Way
clear view. | have had several near-misses with my children in the car. | fully support the proposals.

599 | Totally dangerous parking at both ends of Meridian Place. Fully support this. Y East Malling —

Temple Way









