
AGENDA

SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD MEETING
Date: Monday, 7 March 2016
Time: 5.30 pm
Venue: Council Chamber, Swale House, East Street, Sittingbourne, Kent, ME10 3HT

Membership:

Swale Borough Councillors Bryan Mulhern, Prescott, Ken Pugh, Ghlin Whelan, 
Mike Whiting (Chairman), Cameron Beart and June Garrad.

Kent County Councillors Mike Baldock, Bowles, Lee Burgess, Adrian Crowther, Tom Gates 
(Vice-Chairman), Harrison and Roger Truelove.

Parish Council Members: 

Kent Association of Local Council’s representatives: Dave Austin (Sheldwich, Badlesmere 
and Leaveland Parish Council), Peter Macdonald (Minster Parish Council) and Richard 
Palmer (Newington Parish Council).

Quorum = 5 (2 from each Council and 1 Parish representative).
 
RECORDING NOTICE

Please note: this meeting may be recorded.

At the start of the meeting the Chairman will confirm if all or part of the meeting is being 
audio recorded.  The whole of the meeting will be recorded, except where there are 
confidential or exempt items.

You should be aware that the Council is a Data Controller under the Data Protection Act.  
Data collected during this recording will be retained in accordance with the Council’s data 
retention policy.

Therefore by entering the Chamber and speaking at Committee you are consenting to being 
recorded and to the possible use of those sound recordings for training purposes.

If you have any queries regarding this please contact Democratic Services.

Pages
1. Emergency Evacuation Procedure

The Chairman will advise the meeting of the evacuation procedures to 
follow in the event of an emergency. 

Public Document Pack



2. Apologies for absence and confirmation of substitutes

3. Minutes

To approve the Minutes of the Meeting held on 7 December 2015 (Minute 
Nos. 373 - 385) as a correct record, subject to an amendment on the top 
of page 411, to read ‘double yellow lines’, rather than ‘double yellow 
lanes’.

Cabinet on 3 February 2016 resolved:

That the report ‘Parking in Swale’ – Minute No. 376 be considered further 
at the next Swale Joint Transportation Board on 7 March 2016.  This is 
reported at item 6 on the agenda ‘Verge and Footway Parking in Swale’.

4. Declarations of Interest

Councillors should not act or take decisions in order to gain financial or 
other material benefits for themselves or their spouse, civil partner or 
person with whom they are living with as a spouse or civil partner.  They 
must declare and resolve any interests and relationships.

The Chairman will ask Members if they have any interests to declare in 
respect of items on this agenda, under the following headings:

(a) Disclosable Pecuniary Interests (DPI) under the Localism Act 
2011.  The nature as well as the existence of any such interest must be 
declared.  After declaring a DPI, the Member must leave the meeting and 
not take part in the discussion or vote.  This applies even if there is 
provision for public speaking.

(b) Disclosable Non Pecuniary (DNPI) under the Code of Conduct 
adopted by the Council in May 2012.  The nature as well as the existence 
of any such interest must be declared.  After declaring a DNPI interest, 
the Member may stay, speak and vote on the matter.

Advice to Members:  If any Councillor has any doubt about the 
existence or nature of any DPI or DNPI which he/she may have in any 
item on this agenda, he/she should seek advice from the Director of 
Corporate Services as Monitoring Officer, the Head of Legal or from other 
Solicitors in Legal Services as early as possible, and in advance of the 
Meeting.

5. Public Session

Members of the public have the opportunity to speak at this meeting.  
Anyone wishing to present a petition or speak on this item is required to 
register with the Democratic Services Section by noon on Friday 4 March 
2016.  Questions that have not been submitted by this deadline will not be 
accepted.  Only two people will be allowed to speak on each item and 
each person is limited to asking two questions.  Each speaker will have a 
maximum of three minutes to speak.



Petitions, questions and statements will only be accepted if they are in 
relation to an item being considered at this meeting.

A representative from ‘20’s Plenty’ is presenting to request that a working 
group is set-up to examine how 20mph could be implemented throughout 
all residential streets in Faversham.
 

Part One - Reports for recommendation to Swale Borough Council's 
Cabinet

6. Verge and Footway Parking in Swale 1 - 6

7. Formal Objections - Traffic Regulation Order for Proposed Sittingbourne 
Market Re-location

7 - 24

8. Formal Objections - Traffic Regulation Order Amendment 17 (Grayshott 
Close, Sittingbourne and Church Road, Eastchurch)

25 - 52

9. Fairview Road Area, Sittingbourne - Parking Review 53 - 70

10. Information Consultations on Proposed Waiting Restrictions

This report provides a summary of informal consultation results with 
residents and statutory consultees on proposals to install waiting 
restrictions in Wildish Road, Faversham and The Street/Canterbury Road 
in Boughton-under-Blean and Dunkirk.

71 - 112

Part Two - Report for recommendation to Kent County Council's Cabinet

11. A2/A251, Faversham - Junction Improvement Update

To receive a presentation on the junction improvements.

Part Three - Information Items

12. Lower Road, Isle of Sheppey, petition 113 - 
114

13. Swale Highway Works Programme 115 - 
128

14. Progress Update Report

To note progress made following recommendations and agreed action at 
previous meetings.

129 - 
134

15. Department for Transport response to the closure of the A249 135 - 
138



Issued on Monday, 22 February 2016

The reports included in Part I of this agenda can be made available in 
alternative formats. For further information about this service, or to arrange 
for special facilities to be provided at the meeting, please contact 
DEMOCRATIC SERVICES on 01795 417330. To find out more about the 
work of the Swale JTB, please visit www.swale.gov.uk

Corporate Services Director, Swale Borough Council,
Swale House, East Street, Sittingbourne, Kent, ME10 3HT



SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Meeting Date Monday 7th March 2016

Report Title Verge and Footway Parking in Swale

Cabinet Member Cllr David Simmons

SMT Lead Dave Thomas

Head of Service Dave Thomas

Lead Officer Mike Knowles (SBC) 

Classification Open

Recommendations Members are asked to re-consider their 
recommendation of December 2015, as per the 
Cabinet decision, in light of the additional information 
provided by Officers.

1. Purpose of Report and Executive Summary

1.1 Having considered and discussed the December 2015 report, Members of the JTB 
resolved to recommend that “the byelaw restricting parking on grass verges be 
extended to include parking on footways”. 

1.2 At the Cabinet Meeting on 3 February 2016 following the December 2015 JTB, it 
was resolved that in view of the significant implications of changing the current 
byelaw to include footway parking, the matter should be referred back to the JTB for 
further consideration.

2. Background

2.1 As the initial report to the JTB had not considered the potential recommendation, 
this report presents all options and relative implications.

2.2 The report to the JTB presented the current situation regarding inconsiderate 
parking on footways, emphasising that the police and the highway authority already 
have powers to deal with any vehicles parking in a manner to obstruct free passage 
along a highway. It was noted however that this is not generally regarded as a 
priority function by the delegated authorities.  

2.3 The report also clarified what actions the Council may currently take where parking 
restrictions exist, including yellow lines adjacent to where vehicles are parking on 
grassed verges.
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2.4 Members of the JTB made a proposal that Swale’s current byelaw covering parking 
on grassed verges be extended to include footway parking. Despite concerns raised 
by some Members, the proposal was passed by 8 votes to 6.

3. Issue for Decision

3.1 There are significant concerns around the implications of this proposal should it be 
adopted:

Impact on Residents

3.2 A revision to the current byelaw will have a significant impact on residents in many 
areas of the Borough. With limited carriageway widths and high demand for parking 
on-street due to a lack of off-street parking facilities, in many roads residents are 
forced to park their vehicles on footways.

3.3 A borough-wide ban on footway parking will severely impact on these residents, 
where in most cases parking in adjoining streets is not an option as they are already 
saturated with parked vehicles.

3.4 The result will inevitably be an increase in the number of driveway entrances and 
pedestrian crossing points becoming obstructed, and inappropriate parking on 
junctions, as drivers struggle to find available parking spaces.

3.5 Where residents are forced to park vehicles on the carriageway as a result of a 
change to the byelaw, problems around traffic movement could increase, which may 
leave authorities no option but to install double yellow lines along one side of the 
road. This will exacerbate the issues for residents as on-street parking capacity will 
be significantly reduced, with local authorities unable to offer alternative parking 
arrangements.

Enforcement

3.6 The revised byelaw would need to be allocated appropriate additional resources for 
investigation and enforcement purposes.  This resource allocation may be significant 
when considering the level of expectation of the public in terms of enforcing the 
revised byelaw.

3.7 The current byelaw is inefficient in terms of enforcement, and is only used where 
persistent offenders have damaged grassed verges by frequent parking. To use the 
byelaw, a case file needs to be produced for each offender and therefore it is not a 
simple case of issuing an enforcement notice. The matter will then be heard in a 
Magistrates Court.

3.8 As a result, enforcement of the byelaw is a slow and potentially expensive 
procedure, and one where additional legal resources may also be required should 
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the byelaw be amended to include footway parking, as previously recommended by 
the JTB.

Consistency

3.9 If the byelaw is amended to include footway parking, this would result in a Borough-
wide prohibition of parking on all footways. There are many areas in the Borough 
where vehicles are being parked on footways because parking on the carriageway 
would cause an obstruction to the safe passage of other vehicles. In these areas it 
may be considered acceptable to park on the footway, particularly where footways 
are wide enough to accommodate the vehicles whilst maintaining adequate width for 
the safe passage of pedestrians.  

3.10 A Borough-wide prohibition of parking on all footways will result in a significant 
demand on resources resulting in some areas with limited patrols. Leaving such 
areas unenforced may result in reputational damage and complaints of 
inconsistency, particularly if vigorous enforcement is carried out in other areas. 
There could also be issues where the Police would prefer to see vehicles parked on 
footways to prevent carriageway obstruction, or to serve as traffic calming 
measures.

Practicality

3.11 As detailed in 3.9, the amendment to the byelaw would impact on all footways in the 
Borough, irrespective of the circumstances.

3.12 It should be considered that verges and footways remain the responsibility of Kent 
County Council and therefore an alternative method to deter verge parking and 
footway obstruction should be sought in the first instance with the Highways Team. 

3.13 Individual Traffic Regulation Orders may be introduced for “hot spots” which in 
themselves would be very resource intensive to administer and enforce. There are 
also costs associated with the preparation of the Traffic Regulation Order and 
required on-street signing and posts. Such Traffic Regulation Orders have been 
implemented in other districts, however evidence suggests that this displaces the 
problem into other roads and onto the carriageway resulting in reduced traffic flow 
and associated highway safety concerns.

3.14 Isolated areas of parking restrictions therefore require careful consideration, as the 
issue of displacement and more compacted parked vehicles into adjoining roads can 
produce more of a problem than the original issue that the restrictions were 
introduced to alleviate.

3.15 In many cases where isolated parking restrictions are proposed, residents in 
adjoining roads formally object to the Traffic Regulation Order on the grounds that 
the parking issues will merely be displaced into their streets.
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Current legislation

3.16 As the Police and Highway Authority already have the power to act where vehicles 
are considered to be causing an obstruction using powers granted to them under the 
Highways Act 1980, the question needs to be asked as to whether any change to 
the existing byelaw, or introduction of specific Traffic Regulation Orders, is 
necessary to tackle the issue of footway parking. 

3.17 Such an amendment would effectively transfer the responsibility for enforcement 
from the Police and Highway Authority to the District Council. This may cause 
confusion for residents where enforcement action has been requested to tackle 
footway parking.

4. Recommendation

Members are asked to re-consider their recommendation of December 2015, as per 
the Cabinet decision, in light of the additional information provided by Officers.

5. Consultation

5.1 Since the December JTB meeting, consultation has taken place with the 
Environment Response Team to establish the potential impact on the team’s 
resources should the proposed change to the byelaw be implemented.

5.2 Engagement should take place with local residents where such an amendment  may 
have significant impact upon their everyday lives.
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6. Implications

Issue Implications
Corporate Plan A Borough to be Proud Of.

Financial, 
Resource and 
Property

Significant (albeit unquantified at this stage) resource issues in 
respect of Borough-wide enforcement of revised byelaw

Legal and 
Statutory

Revisions to the current parking on grass verges byelaw, and 
impact upon resources for taking each offence to court for action.

Crime and 
Disorder

None identified at this stage.

Sustainability None identified at this stage.

Health and 
wellbeing

None identified at this stage.

Risk Management 
and Health and 
Safety

There may be no realistic and safe alternative location for some of 
these residents to park. This could displace the problem creating 
further risks, and damaging Swale BC’s reputation.  

Equality and 
Diversity

None identified at this stage.

7. Appendices

8.1 None

9. Background Papers

9.1      None
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SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Meeting Date Monday 7th March 2016

Report Title Formal Objections – Traffic Regulation Orders for 
Proposed Sittingbourne Market Re-location

Cabinet Member Cllr David Simmons

SMT Lead Dave Thomas

Head of Service Dave Thomas

Lead Officers Mike Knowles (SBC)

Classification Open

Recommendations Members are asked to note the contents of this report 
and consider formal objections to the Traffic 
Regulation Orders, and recommend that the proposed 
Traffic Regulation Orders be progressed.

1. Purpose of Report and Executive Summary

1.1 This report provides a summary of formal objections received in relation to the 
recently advertised Traffic Regulation Orders to accommodate the proposed re-
location of the Sittingbourne Market into the High Street.

2. Background

2.1 A copy of the Notice of Intention for these Traffic Regulation Orders can be found in 
Annex A.  The proposals consist of amending the current times of the Saturday road 
closure in the High Street, between the junctions of Station Street and Bell Road, 
adding a Friday road closure between the junctions of Station Street and Central 
Avenue, reversing the flow of traffic in Central Avenue between the mini-roundabout 
and the High Street junction, and amending some of the existing parking restrictions 
in the High Street.

      

3. Issue for Decision

3.1 Prior to the drafting of the Traffic Regulation Orders, the proposed changes to the 
High Street road closure and reversal of traffic flow in the lower section of Central 
Avenue were discussed with Bus Operators at the Swale Quality Bus Partnership 
Meetings. Following some concerns raised, a separate meeting took place with Bus 
Operators on 29th September 2015, to discuss in detail the proposals and the issues 
raised.
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3.2 It was originally suggested that to accommodate the proposed closures, the traffic 
flow in the lower section of Central Avenue could be reversed, to allow buses to 
continue to serve the lower section of the High Street at the existing bus stop 
outside St Michael’s Church. In addition to this, it was proposed to install a new bus 
stop in the lay-by at the bottom of Central Avenue to replace the bus stop further up 
the High Street between the junctions of Central Avenue and Station Street.

3.3 However, at the meeting on 29th September, the Bus Operators advised that they 
would prefer to run a consistent route for all days of the week, as producing a 
different timetable for some days would create confusion with their passengers. 
There was also a reluctance to run buses up and down Park Road due to vehicle 
movements in and out of parking bays and to and from the entrance to the public car 
park off of Avenue of Remembrance.

3.4 The Operators therefore stated that rather than running buses through the High 
Street as they currently do, they felt serving the rear of The Forum would work 
better. They added that the proposed changes should also include improved signing 
to direct pedestrians from the High Street to the bus stop, and provision of new bus 
stops in St Michael’s Road to line up with pedestrian access routes through to the 
High Street.

3.5 The proposed Traffic Regulation Orders were amended to take these proposals into 
account, and formally advertised on site and in local newspapers. A total of 6 formal 
objections were received, and a copy of these objections can be found in Annex B.

3.6 Objections have been received from Swale Seniors Forum, who state that no 
provision has been made for appropriate boarding points or shelters for users. 
Objections have also been received stating that the bus stop at the rear of The 
Forum is totally inadequate, especially when several buses arrive at one time, and 
that the proposals will result in shoppers having to carry several bags across two 
main roads to access the St Michael’s Road stop. Comments have also been 
received that removing the bus stops in the High Street will make life difficult for 
elderly residents who would need to carry shopping from the lower end of the High 
Street up to the Forum bus stop.

3.7 The Arriva Bus Company has formally objected to the proposed High Street closure 
as they would need to withdraw all vehicles out of the High Street. They state that 
the alternate route is not suitable for local buses, and that passengers will need to 
walk further to access local bus services, some of which have mobility issues. They 
state that this will have a detrimental impact on these passengers.

3.8 The Chalkwell Bus Company has submitted a comprehensive formal objection to the 
proposals, stating that over the years they have developed local and rural routes for 
the Sittingbourne area and that the proposals to close the High Street will have a 
negative impact on patronage and revenue, putting the viability and sustainability of 
some of these routes at risk. They also make comments around the unsuitability of 
the alternative route via Central Avenue, and insist that bus services should 
continue in the High Street. They also make many other comments including 
reduction in High Street footfall, increased mileage, limited covered waiting areas for 
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passengers, lack of clearly defined footpaths to and from The Forum to High Street 
and increased costs which they feel the Borough Council would need to meet.

4. Recommendation

4.1 Members are asked to note the contents of this report and consider formal 
objections to the Traffic Regulation Orders, and recommend that the proposed 
Traffic Regulation Orders be progressed.

5. Implications

Issue Implications
Corporate Plan Embracing Localism

Open for Business
Healthy Environment

Financial, 
Resource and 
Property

Costs associated with Traffic Regulation Order, and necessary 
lining and signing. Costs associated with Traffic Sign Strategy, 
Enforcement Policy, Feasibility and Safety Audit, possible costs 
associated with Bus Route changes, Letter of Agreement and 
appointment of highway contractor(s). The work will be funded 
through the Regeneration Fund.

Legal and 
Statutory

Traffic Regulation Orders to be sealed by Kent County Council.

Crime and 
Disorder

None.

Sustainability The initiative supports the economic vitality of the area and the 
town centre in particular and provides an opportunity to 
demonstrate localism in action through the contract award 
(Sittingbourne Market Operative)

Health and 
Wellbeing

An enhanced and improved market offer with greater visibility will 
promote and support healthier lifestyles through partnership 
working.

Risk Management 
and Health and 
Safety

The technical work which has yet to be undertaken will consider 
these issues.

Equality and 
Diversity

The consultation undertaken to date indicates that there will be 
greater ‘buy-in’, support and project sustainability moving forward
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6. Appendices

6.1 Annex A – Copy of Traffic Regulation Orders Notice of Intention
Annex B – Copy of Formal Objections Received

7. Background Papers

7.1      None
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SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Meeting Date Monday 7th March 2016

Report Title Formal Objections to Traffic Regulation Order Am 17

Cabinet Member Cllr David Simmons

SMT Lead Dave Thomas

Head of Service Dave Thomas

Lead Officer Mike Knowles (SBC) 

Classification Open

Recommendations Members are asked to note the contents of this report 
and consider formal objections to the Traffic 
Regulation Order, and recommend that the proposed 
Traffic Regulation Order be progressed.

1. Purpose of Report and Executive Summary

1.1 This report provides a summary of formal objections received in relation to the 
recently advertised Traffic Regulation Order Swale Amendment 17.

2. Background

2.1 The Traffic Order includes proposed amendments to various parking restrictions in 
the Borough, some of which have previously been reported to the Swale Joint 
Transportation Board and subsequently recommended for progression. A copy of 
the Traffic Regulation Order can be found in Annex A, with the proposals that have 
received formal objections highlighted. A copy of the formal objections received can 
be found in Annex B.

      

3. Issue for Decision

Grayshott Close, Sittingbourne – Proposed Single Yellow Line

3.1 An informal consultation took place with residents back in August 2015, on 
proposals to install a single yellow line on the east side of Grayshott Close following 
requests from residents. Of the 22 properties consulted, 13 responses were 
received all supporting the proposals.

3.2 The results of the informal consultation were reported to the Joint Transportation 
Board, and it was recommended that the proposed restrictions be implemented, plus 
a short section of double yellow lines around the turning head of the road and a 
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slight extension to the existing double yellow lines at the Highsted Road junction, 
both as a result of comments received during the consultation.

3.3 Three letters have been received regarding the advertised Traffic Regulation Order 
for Grayshott Close, from residents of Highsted Road and Farm Crescent. Only one 
of the letters received stated that it was a formal objection to the proposals, but in 
view of the comments made all three letters have been taken as objections.

3.4 All three objectors have expressed concern that the proposed restrictions in 
Grayshott Close will displace parked vehicles into nearby roads such as Highsted 
Road and Farm Crescent, and have asked that any restrictions are undertaken in 
conjunction with these adjoining roads and other nearby roads.

3.5 The parking issues in Highsted Road have previously been brought to the attention 
of Kent County Council Highways who at the time stated they would not support 
parking restrictions in Highsted Road as they felt it would lead to an increase in 
traffic speeds. It is also understood that there is not a history of personal injury 
crashes at this location and as such a scheme to introduce waiting restrictions would 
be unlikely to attract funding.

Church Road, Eastchurch – Disabled Persons Parking Bay

3.6 Also included in the advertised Traffic Regulation Order is a disabled persons 
parking bay outside of 30 Church Road in Eastchurch. The bay has been in place 
for some time as an advisory bay, and the proposed Traffic Order would formalise 
the bay to make it enforceable. 

3.7 Two written objections have been received, both stating a number of reasons for the 
objections including the fact that there are already two existing disabled bays in this 
section of road. We have now written to the objectors to clarify that there is not a 
third disabled bay proposed for this location, and the Traffic Order is formalising one 
of the existing bays. The other bay, outside of the property next door, was included 
in a Traffic Order back in 2014.

3.8 The objectors have also been advised that the Borough Council works within the 
guidelines issued by Kent County Council, and if an applicant meets the necessary 
criteria we cannot refuse the bay. It is also KCC who issue blue badges and any 
eligibility issues should be taken up with the County Council.

4. Recommendation

4.1 Members are asked to note the contents of this report and consider formal 
objections to the Traffic Regulation Order, and recommend that the proposed Traffic 
Regulation Order be progressed.
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5. Implications

Issue Implications
Corporate Plan Improving Community Safety through safer Highways.

Financial, 
Resource and 
Property

Costs associated with Traffic Regulation Order, and necessary 
lining and signing.

Legal and 
Statutory

Traffic Regulation Orders to be sealed by Kent County Council.

Crime and 
Disorder

None at this stage.

Risk Management 
and Health and 
Safety

None identified at this stage. 

Equality and 
Diversity

None identified at this stage.

Sustainability None identified at this stage.

6. Appendices

6.1 Annex A – Copy of Traffic Regulation Order with Objections Highlighted
Annex B – Copy of Formal Objections Received

7. Background Papers

7.1      None
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ANNEX A 

 

THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL (VARIOUS ROADS, BOROUGH OF SWALE)  

(WAITING RESTRICTIONS AND STREET PARKING PLACES)  

(AMENDMENT No. 17) ORDER 2016 

5 FORMAL OBJECTIONS RECEIVED 

 

The Council of the County of Kent in exercise of their powers under sections 1(1), 2(1) to (3), 3(2), 4(1) 

and (2), 32(1), 35(1), 45, 46, 49 and 53 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, and of all other enabling 

powers, and after consultation with the chief officer of police in accordance with Paragraph 20 of Schedule 

9 to the Act, propose to make the following Order:- 

 

A - This Order may be cited as the Kent County Council (Various Roads, Borough of Swale) (Waiting 

Restrictions and Street Parking Places) Amendment 17 Order 2016 and shall come into force on the xx day 

of xxxxx, 2016. 

 

B. the Kent County Council (Various Roads, Borough of Swale) (Waiting Restrictions and Street Parking 

Places) (Consolidation) Order 2010 shall have effect as though - 

 

Taxi Ranks 

 

The following shall replace the existing TABLE (Article 13) for Taxi Ranks in the Faversham Area:- 

 

TABLE 

(Article 13) 

 

Taxi Ranks 

 
 

1 2 
 

3 4 

Item 
 
 

Name of Road Specified Length Days and times on 

which restrictions 

apply 
 

Roads in Faversham   
 

1 LESLIE SMITH DRIVE On the southern side 

between points 4 metres 

west and 21 metres west of 

the western building line of 

6 Hugh Place 

At all times 

21 STATION ROAD On the northern side from a 

point in line with the 

boundary of 1/2 Station 

Road for a distance of 9 

metres in a westerly 

direction 

At all times 

32 STATION ROAD On the southern side 

between points 3 metres east 

and 11 metres west of the 

boundary of 1/2 Station 

Road 

At all times 

43 STONE STREET On the northern side 

between points 1 metre east 

and 10 metres west of the 

boundary of 38/38a Stone 

Street 

At all times 
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Loading Bays 

 

The following shall replace the existing TABLE (Article 23 (3)) for Loading Bays 

 

TABLE 

(Article 23 (3)) 

 
 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 
 

5 
 
Item 

 
Name of Road 

 
Length of road 

 
Days on which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Times at which 

restriction 

applies 

 
1 

 
HIGH STREET, 

SITTINGBOURNE 

 
On the northern side from a point 

27 metres east of the boundary of 

108/110 High Street, in an easterly 

direction for a distance 30 metres; 

 

 
 Daily 

 

 

 
7am to 7pm 

 

 
2 

 
HIGH STREET, 

SITTINGBOURNE 

 
On the northern side from a point 

opposite the eastern boundary of 23 

High Street for a distance of 28 

metres in an easterly direction;  

 
 Daily 

 

 

 
7am to 7pm 

 

 
3 

 
HIGH STREET 

SHEERNESS 

 
South Side from a point 19 metres 

east of Bridge Road to a point 30 

metres east of Bridge Road 

 
Monday to 

Saturday 

 
8.00 am - 

6.00 pm 

with waiting 

limited to 20 

Minutes (No 

Return 1 

Hour) 
 

4 
 
TRINITY PLACE 

SHEERNESS 

 
from a point in line with the rear 

boundary of 20/22 Broadway for a 

distance of 7 metres in an easterly 

direction  

 
Daily 

 
At all times 

 
5 

 
QUEENS ROAD 

MINSTER 

 
On the south side from a point in 

line with the eastern boundary of 

19-23 Queens Road for a distance 

of 10 metres in a westerly direction  

 
Daily 

 
At all times 
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In the Schedules to the Order 

 

 

FIRST SCHEDULE 

 

Roads in Faversham 

 

Oare Creek, Oare 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in the correct alphabetical 

sequence: 

 

OARE CREEK (1) On both sides of the road, from the eastern kerbline of Oare Road for a 

 distance of 7 metres in an easterly direction; 

 

 (2) On both sides of the access road to Brett Aggregates quarry, from the southern 

 kerbline of Oare Creek for a distance of 18 metres in a south-eastern direction. 

 

 

 

Oare Road, Oare 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

OARE ROAD  (1) On the eastern side 

 

(a) from a point 122 metres north of John Hall Close  16 metres north of the 

            centre of the junction of Oare Creek to the junction of Windmill Lane 

 

(b) between points 35 metres north and 35 metres south of the centre of the  

 junction of Lakeside Avenue 

 

 

   (2) On the western side 

 

(a) from the junction of Seager Road to the junction of Lakeside Avenue  

 

(b) from the junction with Seager Road for a distance of 32 metres in a 

northerly direction 

 

(c) from 22 metres north of John Hall Close to 6 metres south of Southern 

                                                GIST entrance 

 

(d) from the GIST northern entrance for a distance of 6 metres in a southerly 

direction 

 

(e) From the centre of the junction of Lakeside Avenue for a distance of  65 

metres in a southerly direction. 
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Preston Street 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

PRESTON STREET (1) On the eastern side 

 

(a) from the junction with East Street to a point in line with the boundary of 6/6a 

Preston Street 

 

(b) from a point in line with the northern building line of 19a Preston Street to a 

point in line with the boundary of 25/26 Preston Street 

 

(c) between points 17 metres and 28 metres south of the boundary of 24 - 25 

Preston Street; 

 

(d) between southern boundary of 37 Preston Street and a point 15 metres south 

of that point; 

 

(e) from the junction with Station Road a point opposite the boundary of 55a/56 

Preston Street; 

 

(f) from the southern kerbline of Station Road, for a distance of 5 metres in a 

southerly direction; 

 

(g) from a point in line 1 metre north of the southern boundary of 14 Preston 

Street to a point 1 metre south of the northern boundary of the Alexander 

Centre, 15 Preston Street, across the entrance of Gatefield Lane. 

 

 

(2) On the western side 

 

(a) from a point in line with the southern boundary of 56 Preston Street the 

northern kerbline of Forbes Road; 

 

 (b) from the southern kerbline of Forbes Road, south to the end of the road. 

 

 

(c) between a point in line with the southern boundary of 64 Preston Street to a 

point 3 metres south of the southern boundary of 70 Preston Street; 

     

(d) from a point opposite the boundary of Alexander Centre and 18 Preston 

Street to the junction with Market Street. 
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The Street, Boughton-under-Blean 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

THE STREET, BOUGHTON-UNDER-BLEAN 

(1) On both sides. 

 

(a) from Stockers Hill to a point 22 metres east of the junction with Bull Lane; 

 

(b) between points 154 metres and 172 metres east of the junction with Bull 

Lane; 

 

(c) between points 369 metres and 377 metres east of the junction with Bull 

Lane. 

 

(2) On the northern side between points 267 metres and 291 metres east of the 

junction with Bull Lane. 

 

(3) On the southern side 

 

(a) between points 267 metres and 282 metres east of the junction with Bull 

Lane; 

 

(b) between points 20 metres west and 20 metres east of the junction with The 

Ridgeway; 

 

(c) between points 13 metres west and 15 metres east of the junction with 

Arthur Kennedy Close; 

 

(d) from a point 2 metres east of the western boundary of  203 The Street, for a 

distance of 17 metres in a westerly direction. 

 

 

 

Roads in Queenborough 

 

Borough Road 

 

The following shall be deleted from the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time]: 

 

BOROUGH ROAD On both sides from the southern kerbline of Main Road for a distance of 10 metres 

 in a southerly direction 

 

 

Dumergue Avenue 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

 

DUMERGUE AVENUE 

 On both sides from the northern kerb line of Main Road for a distance of 10  

 5 metres in a northerly direction. Page 33



 

 

 

 

Gordon Avenue 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

GORDON AVENUE On both sides from the southern kerbline of Main Road for a distance of 10 5 

metres in a southerly direction. 

 

 

Harold Street 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

HAROLD STREET On both sides from the southern kerbline of Main Road for a distance of 10 5 

metres in a southerly direction. 

 

Main Road 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

MAIN ROAD (1) On the southern side 

 

 (a) from the junction of Rushenden Road, for a distance of 110 metres in an 

 easterly direction 

 

 (b) from the western kerbline of Gordon Avenue for a distance of 10  5 metres in a 

 westerly direction 

 

 (c) from the eastern kerbline of Gordon Avenue for a distance of 10  5 metres in 

 an easterly direction 

 

 (d) from the eastern kerbline of Harold Street for a distance of 10  5  metres in an 

 easterly direction 

 

 (e) from the western kerbline of Harold Street for a distance of 10  5  metres in a 

 westerly direction 

 

(f) from the eastern kerbline of Stanley Avenue for a distance of 10  5   metres in 

an easterly direction 

 

 (g) from the western kerbline of Stanley Avenue for a distance of 10  5   metres in 

 a westerly direction 

 

 (h) from the eastern kerbline of Borough Road for a distance of 10 metres in an 

 easterly direction 

 

(i) from the western kerbline of Borough Road for a distance of 10 metres in a 

westerly direction 

 

 (2) On the northern side 

 

 (a) from the eastern kerbline of Castlemere Avenue for a distance of 12 Page 34



 

 metres in an easterly direction 

 

 (b) from the western kerbline of Castlemere Avenue for a distance of 12 

 metres in a westerly direction 

 

 (c) from the eastern kerbline of Dumergue Avenue for a distance of 10  5    

 metres in an easterly direction 

 

 (d) from the western kerbline of Dumergue Avenue for a distance of 10  5    

 metres in a westerly direction 

 

(e) from the eastern kerbline of Sterling Road for a distance of 10 metres in an 

easterly direction 

 

 (f) from the western kerbline of Sterling Road for a distance of 10 metres in a 

 westerly direction. 

 

Stanley Avenue 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

STANLEY AVENUE On both sides from the southern kerbline of Main Road for a distance of 10  5    

metres in a southerly direction. 

 

 

Sterling Road 

 

The following shall be deleted from the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time]: 

 

STERLING ROAD On both sides from the northern kerbline of Main Road for a distance of 10 metres

 in a northerly direction 

 

Roads in Sheerness 

 

Berridge Road 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in the correct alphabetical 

sequence: 

 

BERRIDGE ROAD On both sides, from the south-western kerbline of Winstanley Road for a distance 

 of 5 metres in a south-westerly direction. 

 

 

Broadway 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

BROADWAY (1) On the northern side  

 

 (a) from the junction with High Street to a point in line with the eastern building 

line of 35 Broadway; 

 

 (b) from a point 17 metres west of the western kerbline of Strode Crescent, east 

to the boundary with Broadway/Marine Parade opposite the junction of Alma 

Road. 37 metres west of Alma Road; Page 35



 

 

  

(2) On the southern side from the junction with High Street to a point 15 metres 

east of the junction with Strode Crescent. 

 

 

Esplanade 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in the correct alphabetical 

sequence: 

 

ESPLANADE On the north side, from the junction with Royal Road east to a point 18 metres 

 east of the western building line of Sheerness Swimming Pool, including the 

 turning head. 

 

 

Marine Parade 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

MARINE PARADE  On the southern side from 106 metres to 83 metres east of Seager Road 

 

 (1) On both sides, from a point in line with the western building line of 105 

Marine Parade to a point in line with the boundary of 127/129 Marine Parade 

 

 (2) On the northern side 

 

 (a) from the boundary of Broadway/Marine Parade opposite the junction of 

Alma Road, east to a point in line with the boundary of 2/3 Redan Place; 

 

 (b) from a point 1 metre west of the centre of the junction with Berridge Road, 

east to a point opposite the centre of the junction of Invicta Road; 

 

 (3) On the southern side 

 

 (a) from a point in line with the boundary of 44/45 Marine Parade to a point in 

line with the boundary of 39/40 Marine Parade; 

 

 (b) from a point in line with the boundary of 21/22 Marine Parade, west to the 

boundary of Marine Parade/Broadway at the junction with Alma Road. 

 

 

Winstanley Road 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

WINSTANLEY ROAD (1) On both sides 

 

(a) from a point 6 metres northwest of the north-western kerbline of Invicta 

Road to a point 6 metres southeast of the south-eastern kerbline of Invicta Road; 

 

(b) from the junction with Strode Crescent for a distance of 7 metres in a south-

easterly direction; 
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(c) from the north-western kerbline of Alma Road for a distance of 6 metres in a 

north-westerly direction; 

 

(d) from the south-eastern kerbline of Alma Road for a distance of 6 metres in a 

south-easterly direction; 

 

(e) from the north-western kerbline of Invicta Road for a distance of 6 metres in 

a north-westerly direction. 

 

 

(2) On the north-eastern side 

 

(a) from a point 6 metres northwest of the north-western kerbline of Alexandra 

Road to a point 6 metres southeast of the south-eastern kerbline of Alexandra 

Road; 

 

 (b) from a point 6 metres northwest of the north-western kerbline of Wellesley 

 Road to a point 6 metres southeast of the south-eastern kerbline of Wellesley 

 Road; 

 

 (3) On the south-western side, from a point 5 metres northwest of the north-

 western kerbline of Winstanley Road to a point 5 metres southeast of the south- 

 eastern kerbline of Winstanley Road. 

 

 

Roads in Sittingbourne 

 

Gadby Road 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in the correct alphabetical 

sequence: 

 

GADBY ROAD (1) On the north side from the western kerbline of Staplehurst Road for a distance 

  of 14 metres in a westerly direction. 

 

 (2) On the south side from the western kerbline of Staplehurst Road for a distance 

 of 19 metres in a westerly direction. 

 

 

 

 

Grayshott Close 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

GRAYSHOTT CLOSE On both sides  

 

 (a) from the junction with Highsted Road for a distance of 5 10 metres in a 

northerly direction; 

 

 (b) from a point in line with and opposite the boundary of 15/17 Grayshott 

Close around the turning head at the northern end of Grayshott Close. 
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Sandford Road 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in the correct 

alphabetical sequence: 

 

SANDFORD ROAD On both sides of the road, from the northern kerbline of London Road for a 

 distance of 22 metres in a northerly direction. 

 

 

Staplehurst Road 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

STAPLEHURST ROAD 

(1) On the northern side from the junction with Crown Road/Chalkwell Road 

to a point 195 metres west of the western building line of 1 Windmill Road; 

 

(2) On the southern side 

 

(a) from the junction with Crown Road/Chalkwell Road to a point in line 

with the boundary of 9/11 Staplehurst Road; 

 

(b) from a point in line with the western building line of 43 Staplehurst Road 

to a point 195 metres west of the western building line of 1 Windmill Road. 

 

(3) On the north-western side 

 

(a)  between points 6 metres and 12 metres northeast of the boundary of 60 

and 64 Staplehurst Road; 

 

 (b) between a point in line with the boundary of 158/160 Staplehurst Road 

 and a point in line with the boundary of 162/164 Staplehurst Road 

 

 

 

The Street, Borden 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

 

THE STREET, BORDEN 

  

 (1) On the south side, from a point 10 metres west of the western kerbline of 

 Coppins Lane to a point 10 metres east of the eastern kerbline of Coppins Lane. 

 

 (2) On both sides, from the eastern kerbline of Wises Lane to a point 10 metres 

 east of the eastern end of the central traffic island. 
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Wises Lane 

 

The following shall be inserted in the First Schedule [No Waiting At Any Time] in place of the existing 

entry: 

 

WISES LANE (1) On the eastern side 

 

(a) from the junction with London Road for a distance of 54 metres in a 

southerly direction; 

 

(b) from the junction with Grove Park Avenue for a distance of 29 metres in 

a southerly direction; 

 

(c) from a point 7 metres north of the northern kerbline of the northern 

junction with Brier Road to a point 7 metres south of the southern kerbline of 

the northern junction of Brier Road; 

 

(d) from a point in line with the boundary of 65/67 Wises Lane to a point in 

line with the southern boundary of 71 Wises Lane; 

 

(e) from a point in line with the southern building line of Barrow House to a 

point 24 metres north of the centre of the traffic island. 

 

 (2) On the western side 

 

 (a) from the junction with London Road, southwards to a point in line with the 

 boundary of 10/10a Wises Lane; 

 

 (b) between points 13 metres north and 13 metres south of the centre of the 

 Junction of Dental Close. 

 

 

 

THIRD SCHEDULE 

 

Roads in Faversham 

 

Preston Street 

 

The following shall be inserted in the Third Schedule [Daytime Waiting Restrictions] in place of the 

existing entry: 

 
 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 

 

Name of Road 

 

Length of road 

 

Days on which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Times at which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Roads in Faversham 
 
PRESTON STREET 

 
(1) On the western side 

 

(a) between the southern boundary of 56 

Preston Street and the northern boundary of 

 
 

 

 

Monday to 

Saturday 

 
 

 

 

8.30am to 

5.00pm Page 39



 
 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 

 

Name of Road 

 

Length of road 

 

Days on which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Times at which 

restriction 

applies 

64 Preston Street; 

 

(b) between a point 3 metres south of the 

southern boundary of 70 Preston Street and a 

point opposite the boundary of the Alexander 

Centre/18 Preston Street 

 

 

(2) On the eastern side  

 

(a) between a point in line with the boundary 

of 6/6a Preston Street and a point 1 metre 

north of the southern boundary of 14 Preston 

Street; 

 

(b) from a point 1 metre south of the northern 

boundary of the Alexander Centre, 15 

Preston Street, to a point in line with the 

northern building line of 19a Preston Street. 

 

 

 

Monday to 

Sunday 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Monday to 

Sunday 

 

 

 

6am to 6pm 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6am to 6pm 

 

 

 

 

Roads in Sheerness 

 

Marine Parade 

 

The following shall be inserted in the Third Schedule [Daytime Waiting Restrictions] in place of the 

existing entry: 

 
 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 

 

Name of Road 

 

Length of road 

 

Days on which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Times at which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Roads in Sheerness in the Borough of Swale 
 
MARINE 

PARADE 

 
(1) On the northern side 

 

(a) from a point 5 metres east of the junction with 

Richmond Street to a point opposite the boundary 

of 62/63 Marine Parade; 

 

(b) from a point 1 metre east of the boundary of 

42a/43b Marine Parade to a point opposite the 

boundary of 62/63 Marine Parade; 

 

(c) (b) from a point opposite the boundary of 

 
On all days 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8.30am to 

6.30pm 
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1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 

 

Name of Road 

 

Length of road 

 

Days on which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Times at which 

restriction 

applies 

74/75 Marine Parade to a point opposite in line 

with the boundary of 94/9596 Marine Parade; 

 

(d) (c) from a point opposite the boundary of 

127/129 Marine Parade to a point opposite the 

western boundary of the Ship on Shore Public 

House; 

 

 

(2) On the southern side 

 

(a) from a point in line with the boundary of 

22/23 21/22 Marine Parade to a point in line with 

the boundary of 39/40 Marine Parade; 

 

(b) from a point in line with the western building 

line of 105 Marine Parade to a point in line with 

the boundary of 85/87 Marine Parade. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

On all days 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8.30am to 

6.30pm 

 

 

Roads in Sittingbourne 

 

Anselm Close 

 

The following shall be inserted into the Third Schedule [Daytime Waiting Restrictions] in place of the 

existing entry or in the correct alphabetical sequence: 

 
 

1 
 

2 
 

3 
 

4 

 

Name of Road 

 

Length of road 

 

Days on which 

restriction 

applies 

 
Times at which 

restriction 

applies 
 
Roads in Sittingbourne and Milton 
 

ANSELM CLOSE 
 
For the entire length of both sides except 

(a) on the northern side from the junction with 

Ufton Lane for a distance of 27 metres in an 

easterly direction; 

 

(b) on the southern side from the junction with 

Ufton Lane to a point opposite the boundary of 

16/17 Anselm Close. 

 
Monday to 

Friday 

 

10am to 

11am 

8am to 

6pm 

 

GRAYSHOTT 

CLOSE 

 
On the south eastern side from a point 10 metres 

northeast of the north eastern kerbline of 

Highsted Road to a point opposite the boundary 

of 15/17 Grayshott Close. 

 
Monday to 

Friday 

 

8am to 

5pm 
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3 No. OBJECTIONS RECEIVED – GRAYSHOTT CLOSE, SITTINGBOURNE – PROPOSED 

SINGLE YELLOW LINES 

 

 

SIXTH SCHEDULE 

 

Roads in Faversham 

 

Thomas Road, Faversham 

 

The following shall be inserted into the Sixth Schedule [Time Limited Waiting Restrictions] in the correct 

alphabetical sequence: 

 
 

1 
 

2 
 

3 

 

4 

 

5 

 
Name of Road 

 
Length of road 

 
Days and 

times on 

which 

restriction 

applies 

 

Maximum 

permitted 

waiting time 

 

 Period to 

elapse since 

last period of 

permitted 

waiting 

 
Roads in Faversham 

 
THOMAS 

ROAD 

 
(1) On the southern side, between points 3 

metres west and 4 metres east of the rear 

boundary of 117 and 118 West Street 

 

(2) On the western side, between points 26 

metres north and 11 15 metres north of the 

rear boundary of 4 and 5 Court Street 

 
Monday to 

Saturday 

 

8.30am to 

5.30pm 

 

30 minutes 

 

2 hours 

 

 

 

SEVENTH SCHEDULE 

 

The following shall be inserted into the Seventh Schedule [Parking Places for Disabled Persons Vehicles] 

in place of the existing entry or in the correct alphabetical sequence: 

 

 
 
Roads in Sittingbourne and Milton 
 
GAZE HILL AVENUE  

 
(1) From the boundary of 19/21 Gaze Hill Avenue, south for a 

distance of 6.6 metres 

 

(1) On the eastern side from a point in line with the boundary 

of 7/9 Gaze Hill Avenue for a distance of 6.6 metres in a 

northerly direction.  

(2) On the western side, across the frontage of 1/2 Exchange 

Court. 

SHORTLANDS ROAD (1) Across the frontage of 147 Shortlands Road 

(21) Across the frontage of 45 Shortlands Road 

(32) Across the frontage of 124 Shortlands Road 

(3) Across the frontage of 46 Shortlands Road 
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2 No. OBJECTIONS RECEIVED – PROPOSED DISABLED PERSONS PARKING BAY 

OUTSIDE 30 CHURCH ROAD, EASTCHURCH 

 
 
Roads on the Isle of Sheppey 
 
CHURCH ROAD             EASTCHURCH 

 
On the west side 

(a) across the frontage of 32 Church Road 

(b) across the frontage of 30 Church Road 

HOLMSIDE AVENUE               MINSTER (1) On the south western side, across the frontage of 

62 Holmside Avenue 

(2) On the south western side, across the frontage of 

32 Holmside Avenue 

ESPLANADE                        SHEERNESS At the front of Sheerness Swimming Pool, on the 

easterly side of the turning head 

GALWAY ROAD                  SHEERNESS On the north eastern side, across the frontage of 42 

Galway Road. 

 

 

 

 

The following shall be deleted from the Seventh Schedule [Parking Places for Disabled Persons 

Vehicles]: 

 
 
Roads in Faversham 

ATHELSTAN 

ROAD                        

FAVERSHAM Across the frontage of 120 Athelstan Road 

EDITH ROAD FAVERSHAM from a point in line with the eastern boundary of 1 

Edith Road for a distance of 6.6 metres in a westerly 

direction.  

WEST STREET        

                

FAVERSHAM Across the frontage of 25 West Street 

 

 

 
 
Roads in Sittingbourne and Milton 

GOODNESTONE ROAD (1) Across the frontage of 35 Goodnestone Road. 

 

THOMAS ROAD From the boundary of 13/15 Thomas Road, west for a distance 

of 6.6 metres. 
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Given under the Seal of the Kent County Council 

 

This xx day of xxxxx, 2016 

 

 

 

THE COMMON SEAL OF THE 

KENT COUNTY COUNCIL was 

hereunto affixed in the 

presence of:- 

 

 

 

 

 

Authorised Signatory  

Page 44



Page 45



Page 46



Page 47



Page 48



Page 49



Page 50



Page 51



Page 52



SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Meeting Date Monday 7th March 2016

Report Title Fairview Road Area, Sittingbourne – Parking Review

Cabinet Member Cllr David Simmons

SMT Lead Dave Thomas

Head of Service Dave Thomas

Lead Officer Mike Knowles (SBC) 

Classification Open

Recommendations Members are asked to note the contents of this report 
and recommend that:-

 A Residents Parking Scheme is not 
implemented in the Fairview Road area due to 
the percentages of support received

 Officers continue to liaise with Kent Fire and 
Rescue and carry out further consultation with 
residents in the vicinity of any subsequent 
proposed restrictions in Fairview Road

 Officers report the comments around 
enforcement to the Parking Enforcement Team 
to ensure resource is committed when required

Purpose of Report and Executive Summary

1.1 Following the initial report to the Joint Transportation Board back in December 2015, 
this report provides a more detailed analysis of the recent informal consultation with 
residents and property owners in the Fairview Road, Lavender Court, Aubretia Walk, 
Heather Close and East Street areas of Sittingbourne.

2 Background

2.1 A petition containing 45 signatures was presented to the Swale Joint Transportation 
Board at the September 2015 meeting. Mr Lynch, a resident from the area who 
presented the petition, stated that he considered that parking in this area caused 
health and safety issues, and access for emergency vehicles was difficult.

 
     
3 Issue for Decision
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3.1 Following the petition, an informal consultation leaflet was prepared and sent out to 
properties in and around the Fairview Road Area. A copy of the leaflet can be found 
in Annex A, and a plan showing the distribution area of the leaflets can be found in 
Annex B. The closing date for responses was 20th November 2015.

3.2 A total of 151 leaflets were hand delivered to properties within the consultation area, 
and a total of 46 responses were received, providing a response rate of 30%. Two of 
the responses did not provide a location so have been omitted from the results.

3.3 A summary of the responses from each road is detailed below, and further more 
detailed information on the responses can be found in Annex C.

3.4 Aubretia Walk
Of the 12 leaflets delivered to properties in Aubretia Walk, 5 responses were 
received giving a 42% response rate. Of these responses, 3 felt a Residents Parking 
Scheme would improve the parking situation. Based on the number of properties, 
this represents 25% of households supporting such a scheme.

3.5 Two of the responses reported problems with parking during the daytime, 1 at 
weekends and 1 at all times. One response stated there were no existing parking 
problems.

3.6 Fairview Road
Of the 28 leaflets delivered to properties in Fairview Road, 16 responses were 
received giving a 57% response rate. Of these responses, none of these residents 
felt that a Residents Parking Scheme would improve the parking situation, even 
though 12 of the responses all stated that parking problems occurred during the 
daytime only.

3.7 Heather Close
Of the 19 leaflets delivered to properties in Heather Close, 9 responses were 
received giving a 47% response rate. Of these responses, 5 felt that a Residents 
Parking Scheme would improve the parking situation, and 3 felt it would not. Based 
on the number of properties, this represents 26% of households supporting such a 
scheme.

3.8 Three of the responses reported problems with parking during the daytime, 4 
reported problems at all times and one stated there were no existing parking 
problems.

3.9 Lavender Court
Of the 22 leaflets delivered to properties in Lavender Court, 10 responses were 
received giving a 45% response rate. Of these responses, 8 felt that a Residents 
Parking Scheme would improve the parking situation, and 2 felt it would not. Based 
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on the number of properties, this represents 36% of households supporting such a 
scheme.

3.10 There were mixed views on when parking problems occur, with 1 response stating 
daytime only, 1 stating weekends only, 5 stating daytime and weekends, and 1 
stating there are parking problems at all times. One response stated there were no 
existing parking problems.

3.11 East Street
Of the 70 leaflets delivered to properties in East Street, 4 responses were received 
giving a 6% response rate. Of these responses, 1 response felt that a Residents 
Parking Scheme would improve the parking situation, and 2 felt it would not. Based 
on the number of properties, this represents 1% of households supporting such a 
scheme.

3.12 One response stated that parking problems are experienced during the daytime and 
one response stated problems occurred during the daytime and at weekends.

3.13 Annex C shows some of the typical responses received from each road. These 
comments provide further information on the views of residents, including the 
perceived problems and suggested solutions.

4 Summary

4.1 A plan showing the existing parking restrictions in the area can be found in Annex D. 
There are existing double yellow lines on the east side of the s-bend in Fairview 
Road, around the t junction of Fairview Road and along the south side of Fairview 
Road between the t junction and Lavender Court. 

4.2 The width of the carriageway at the eastern end of Fairview Road, between Empire 
Court and Lavender Court, is not sufficient to allow the installation of parking bays, 
and therefore the formalisation of parking in Fairview Road would result in the loss 
of approximately 10 on street parking spaces.

4.3 Consideration could be given to extending the existing double yellow lines in 
Fairview Road from the t junction, west to the junction of Heather Close. However, 
this will result in the loss of approximately 6 on street parking spaces, and as no 
particular access problems along this section of road have been reported by Kent 
Fire and Rescue it is suggested that the area remains unchanged.

4.4 A site survey carried out on a Thursday morning at 9:35am revealed that the 
Fairview Road area was heavily parked with vehicles, but that none of these 
vehicles were parked on the double yellow lines, suggesting that any parking 
contraventions occur in the evening. Our Parking Enforcement Team will be made 
aware of the comments from the consultation to commit additional resources in the 
area if required.
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4.5 Out of the 46 responses received, 17 supported a Residents Parking Scheme and 7 
felt such a scheme would not help. As a percentage of households, 25% were in 
favour of a Residents Parking Scheme in Aubretia Walk, 26% in Heather Close, 
36% in Lavender Court and 1% in East Street. There was no support for the 
introduction of a Scheme from residents of Fairview Road.

5 Recommendation

5.1 Members are asked to note the results of the consultation and recommend that:

 A Residents Parking Scheme is not implemented in the Fairview Road area due to 
the percentages of support received

 Officers continue to liaise with Kent Fire and Rescue and carry out further 
consultation with residents in the vicinity of any subsequent proposed restrictions in 
Fairview Road

 Officers report the comments around enforcement to the Parking Enforcement Team 
to ensure resource is committed when required

6 Implications

Issue Implications
Corporate Plan Improving Community Safety through safer Highways.

Financial, 
Resource and 
Property

Costs associated with any Traffic Regulation Order and installation 
of additional lining on site.

Legal and 
Statutory

None at this stage.

Crime and 
Disorder

None at this stage.

Risk Management 
and Health and 
Safety

None identified at this stage. 

Equality and 
Diversity

None identified at this stage.

Sustainability None identified at this stage.
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7 Appendices

7.1 Annex A – Copy of Consultation Leaflet
Annex B – Plan of Distribution Area
Annex C – Detailed Responses to Consultation
Annex D – Plan of Existing Parking Restrictions

8 Background Papers

8.1      None
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Annex B 

Consultation Area – Fairview Road Parking Review, Sittingbourne 
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ANNEX C 

Fairview Road Area Parking Review – Summary of Typical Comments and Responses 

Road  Comments Response 

AUBRETIA WALK 1 Remove some of the kerbing on north side of Fairview 

Road to provide additional parking and charge for 

permits 

Funding would need to be sourced for any works, and require 

consent of KCC Highways. Would need to determine whether 

land is Public Highway. Also many vehicle accesses off of 

Fairview Road which would need to remain clear 

 

 2 Not prepared to pay for parking outside my own 

property, parking is not a major issue and permits would 

not work around here 

 

Introduction of Residents Parking Scheme would require 

majority support from residents, and would be subject to 

permit charges as in other areas 

 

 3 

 

Cars and lorries park on pavement and double yellow 

lines causing me to have to go on the road to get by 

 

Comments around parking on existing waiting restrictions 

will be passed to Parking Enforcement Team. Particular 

issues of obstruction caused by vehicles parking on footway 

should be reported to the Police 

 

 4 

 

Section of Fairview Road from Chilton Avenue to t-

junction is inaccessible to large vehicles including 

emergency services. Needs double yellow lines down one 

side 

 

Some corner protection measures in the form of double 

yellow lines have previously been introduced along this 

section of Fairview Road, including double yellow lines on 

one side where the road bends. There needs to be a balance 

on the amount of restrictions introduced against the needs 

of residents to park on-street 

 

 5 

 

Time limit for visitors to the estate. Suggest small section 

of road set aside for doctors surgery on a short stay basis 

at rear of surgery 

  

Any time limited restrictions would apply to both residents 

and visitors and may not receive a high level of support from 

residents. A minimum carriageway width of 5.8 metres would 

be required to install parking bays allowing clearance for 

emergency vehicles 
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ANNEX C 

Fairview Road Area Parking Review – Summary of Typical Comments and Responses 

Road  Comments Response 

EAST STREET 1 The people parking to the rear are all people coming into 

town to work and want to avoid parking for parking, to 

be fair these are predominately Council employees 

 

Council employees are given permits to park in some SBC car 

parks but as these can be a substantial distance from the 

Council Offices, for example Cockleshell Walk Car Park, some 

employees will park in surrounding roads. The Council does 

not have any powers to control where staff park, and with 

limited staff parking there are no closer options 

 

 2 I have to park at the rear of my shop. We have 3 cars 

approximately. Most cars that park there are Council 

cars. What you have got to understand is where do shop 

keepers park? The car park in East Street which is for 

Council workers is always empty, doesn't that say 

something? 

 

Any Residents Parking Scheme would allow for a maximum of 

2 cars to be parked from each property at a given time. 

Specific staff permits are required to park in the East Street 

Council car park and only a limited number of permits are 

issued by the Parking Section 

 

 

 3 

 

The Chestnut Surgery has 7 off road parking spaces, 

however we have a further 10 staff here at any one time 

and need to park at the rear of the surgery in Fairview 

Road. Also many of our patients need to park in the rear 

as the parking restriction of 20 minutes on East Street is 

not long enough for the average appointment 

 

As above, a Permit Scheme would only allow a maximum of 2 

cars for each property, which would not help staff at the 

surgery. Limited waiting bays have been suggested for the 

rear of the surgery, but these would need to be in excess of 

the 20 minute limit in East Street to assist patients. As stated 

above, a minimum carriageway width of 5.8 metres would be 

required to install parking bays 

 

FAIRVIEW ROAD 1 

 

The problem has unavoidably been exacerbated during 

daylight hours by the ongoing building works, but I do 

feel residents permits are the way forward 

 

Situation should improve on completion of building works. 

Residents Permit Scheme would require majority support 

from households and will reduce on-street parking capacity 

due to the minimum road widths required to install parking 

bays 

 

 2 

 

Fire engines, delivery vehicles, refuse collections cannot 

get down road. Cars have been damaged by heavy lorries 

 

Kent Fire and Rescue have reported that at times they 

experience difficulties negotiating parked cars on the s-bend 

in Fairview Road, and we are currently in discussion with 

them on possibly installing a short section of additional 

double yellow lines 
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ANNEX C 

Fairview Road Area Parking Review – Summary of Typical Comments and Responses 

Road  Comments Response 

FAIRVIEW ROAD 3 Despite there being yellow lines in certain areas, people 

still park on them as there seems to be a lack of policing. 

We oppose the introduction of permits 

 

Comments around enforcement of existing restrictions will 

be reported to the Parking Operations Team with a view to 

increasing enforcement in the area 

 

 

 4 Double yellow lines in the area, cars still park over them. 

We do not want parking permits, it will not help the 

situation 

 

As above 

 

 

 5 

 

What guarantee do permit holders have to get a parking 

space beside their house? How is this going to be 

policed? Non-permit parking 2 to 4 hours is very obscure. 

Most of SBC workers are flexi, it will still be congested. 

SBC workers have badges on their windscreens. Will that 

allow them to park anywhere without restrictions? If so 

then this is a complete waste of time 

 

A Residents Parking Scheme cannot guarantee that permit 

holders will be able to park outside of their properties, or 

indeed within the permit area, it merely limits the amount of 

time non-permit holders can park during the scheme 

operating times. Any scheme would be policed by Swale's 

Parking Enforcement Officers. The exact details of the 

amount of time non-permit holders could park would be 

confirmed through further consultation if majority support 

was received. SBC employees have permits to park in 

specified car parks, this would not make them exempt from 

the restrictions in a Residents Parking Scheme 

 

 6 

 

I haven't a car but drivers of large vehicles are always 

knocking on my door asking if I know who a car belongs 

to as they can't get through 

 

We are currently in discussion with Kent Fire and Rescue over 

any possible amendments to existing double yellow lines 

 

 7 

 

When Planning Permission for more flats is granted I 

don't consider enough residential parking for occupants 

is provided. 

 

Planning consent does follow Government guidelines for off-

street parking provision but in many cases new 

developments invariably leads to an increase in on-street 

parking. 
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ANNEX C 

Fairview Road Area Parking Review – Summary of Typical Comments and Responses 

Road  Comments Response 

FAIRVIEW ROAD 8 Off street parking no longer size for modern cars. We 

regularly need disabled access to vehicle at front of 

house, but can't get vehicle close enough. Non residents 

use most of the available places. Continuous building of 

flats on East Street adds to problem. Council workers 

park here 

 

Suggest that consideration is made to applying for Disabled 

Persons Parking Bay 

 

 9 Several vehicles have been damaged due to so many 

large vehicles going to building works. Cars park here 

whether it's 2 hours or all day. As soon as a car leaves a 

space another one fills it. If double yellow lines went all 

down one side of road it would prevent vehicle damage 

and provide safer access but would create more parking 

problems. No magic solution 

 

Comments suggest that there is a regular turnover of parked 

vehicles as well as all day parking. Residents Parking Scheme 

would not prevent shorter term parking by non residents. 

Double yellow lines down one side of the road would 

improve access but as stated would also create more parking 

problems as on street parking capacity would be greatly 

reduced 

 

 10 

 

Fairview Road, Heather Close and Lavender Court should 

be for residents only but not with residents parking 

scheme charges 

 

Residents Parking Schemes carry an annual charge for 

parking permits to provide increased revenue to cover the 

required level of enforcement of such a scheme 

 

HEATHER CLOSE 1 

 

I work in ****** (East Street business) and find I've 

nowhere to park in the week. Saturdays there are many 

parking spaces which I'm sorry to say means the spaces 

are being taken up by Council workers. People who live 

and work in East Street/Fairview is where we have to 

park, not Council workers 

 

As previously stated, there is nothing the Council can do to 

regulate where their staff park and any allocated parking can 

be a considerable distance from Swale House 

 

 2 

 

Cars are being parked behind other cars in the cul-de-sac, 

blocking cars from getting out 

 

Any issues with parked vehicles causing obstruction should 

be reported to the Police 
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Fairview Road Area Parking Review – Summary of Typical Comments and Responses 

Road  Comments Response 

HEATHER CLOSE 3 I do not agree with residents paying to park in their own 

road. Also had there not been so many flats built in 

Fairview Road the parking might not be so bad 

 

As above regarding necessity to charge for Residents Permits 

and also minimum off-street parking requirements for new 

developments 

 

 4 Garage too small for vehicle. Being nearest free parking 

to the High Street and new properties built in and behind 

East Street, we feel that a Residents Parking Scheme is 

now essential. 

 

Majority support from residents would be required to 

implement Residents Parking Scheme 

 

 5 

 

I do question why some vehicles with SBC parking display 

have to park in this close. If I do have a parking permit 

will be they be regularly checked and endorsed correctly? 

 

As above regarding proximity of available allocated parking 

for SBC staff. Any Residents Parking Scheme would be 

enforced 

 

 6 

 

Issues around losing space when dropping children to 

school and space being taken up with mainly Council 

workers. Have to carry children from Chilton Avenue 

after picking them up from school. Do not mind public 

parking out on the road too much, it's when they park in 

our cul-de-sac that really annoys me. What would help 

also in our cul-de-sac would be painted parking spaces as 

a lot of the visitors, commuters and Council staff park in 

the middle of 2 potential spaces meaning less people can 

park in our cul-de-sac 

 

As cul-de-sac is part of the Public Highway spaces are not 

reserved for householders. Will investigate possible marking 

of parking spaces, subject to funding, although in some cases 

the marking of bays can reduce available parking due to need 

to mark a minimum space width. Any bays marked would be 

advisory only and would be unenforceable 

 

 7 

 

Unable to park between 9am and 5.50pm, if use car for 

any trip often unable to move car in day as blocked in, 6 

people parking in middle of road 

 

Any vehicles parked in such a way as to cause an obstruction 

should be reported to the Police 
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Fairview Road Area Parking Review – Summary of Typical Comments and Responses 

Road  Comments Response 

LAVENDER COURT 1 When you have workers at Swale House who have 

parking permits for town car parks displayed on their 

windscreen who decide to park in Fairview Road, this 

then has a knock on effect for residents in this area, but 

as Fairview Road is nearer than Cockleshell Walk and St. 

Michaels car park is closer then why issue them with 

permits. Sort your staff out please.  There is always at 

least 4-6 cars most days of the week here 

 

As previously stated, there is nothing the Council can do to 

regulate where their staff park and any allocated parking can 

be a considerable distance from Swale House 

 

 2 As the problem is during the day I don't see that permit 

parking will help.  Doctor's staff use the court as a car 

park and visitors to the doctor's and Aldi's park 

constantly all day 

 

The introduction of a Residents Parking Scheme would not 

help solve the problem of short term parking as non-permit 

holders would still be able to park for a certain amount of 

time as the resident states 

 3 

 

No problem overnight and weekends lots of spaces.  

Daytime even more space to park so no need for 

residents parking scheme.  Today Friday 16 cars parked 5 

spaces left at 1pm 

 

Comments noted 

 4 

 

At 9am it’s like Piccadilly with commuters trying to find a 

space. I wonder if emergency vehicles could get through? 

People that live in East Street and further afield also park 

here for days on end.  Permits please 

 

As stated previously, we are in discussion with Kent Fire and 

Rescue regarding any issues with access 

 5 

 

I do not have a car but do have a blue badge and rely on 

family visiting on a daily basis. What happens in this 

situation 

 

 

Generally, during the hours of a Residents Parking Scheme 

visitors would only be allowed to park for a limited time 

unless they purchase visitor permits. Blue badge holders are 

entitled to park on waiting restrictions for up to 3 hours as 

long as they do not cause an obstruction 

 6 Parking is also an issue at daytime weekends, during 

these times I try to avoid moving the car and going out as 

I know I'll have nowhere to park when I get back 

 

Residents Parking Schemes can be effective during their 

operating periods but the scheme does not operate on 

Sundays so would not assist then 
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ANNEX D 

PLAN OF EXISTING DOUBLE YELLOW LINES – FAIRVIEW ROAD AREA 
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SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Meeting Date Monday 7th March 2016

Report Title Informal Consultation on Proposed Waiting 
Restrictions

Cabinet Member Cllr David Simmons

SMT Lead Dave Thomas

Head of Service Dave Thomas

Lead Officer Mike Knowles (SBC) 

Classification Open

Recommendations Members are asked to consider the results of the 
recent informal consultations for waiting restrictions 
and recommend that Officers:-

 Take the comments from the consultation back 
to the Swale Quality Bus Partnership for further 
discussion prior to implementing restrictions in 
Wildish Road, Faversham.

 Progress the proposed restrictions in The 
Street/Canterbury Road in Boughton-under-
Blean and Dunkirk, but with the amendments 
suggested by Kent County Council and subject 
to the agreement of both Parish Councils who 
are funding the works.

Purpose of Report and Executive Summary

1.1 This report provides a summary of informal consultation results with residents and 
statutory consultees on proposals to install waiting restrictions in Wildish Road, 
Faversham and The Street/Canterbury Road in Boughton-under-Blean and Dunkirk.

2 Background

2.1 A request has been received from the Stagecoach Bus Company for a bus stand to 
be installed in Wildish Road, Faversham, with double yellow lines opposite the bus 
stand. A request has also been received from both Boughton-under-Blean and 
Dunkirk Parish Council for double yellow lines to be installed along The 
Street/Canterbury Road between the junctions of Staplestreet Road and Horselees 
Road. 

2.2 A copy of the consultation material for the proposals can be found in Annex A.
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3 Issue for Decision

3.1 Details of the consultation results can be found in Annex B. For the Wildish Road 
proposals, an additional 4 responses were received from residents not within the 
consultation area, and for the Canterbury Road/The Street proposals an additional 
54 responses were received from residents outside of the consultation area, 
following the delivery of additional leaflets by the Parish Councils. In both cases, the 
additional responses have been kept separate from the main consultation results.

Wildish Road, Faversham – Bus Stand and Double Yellow Lines

3.2 Following a request from the Stagecoach Bus Company through the Swale Quality 
Bus Partnership, a consultation took place with residents on proposals to install a 
bus stand to the south of the Ivory Close junction in Wildish Road, Faversham, with 
double yellow lines to be installed on the opposite side of the road. Problems have 
been reported with vehicles parked opposite the existing bus stop, resulting in the 
road becoming blocked to through traffic when buses are stationary at the bus stop.

3.3 The Wildish Road bus stop is a timing/layover point for some bus services, and 
would therefore need to be marked as a bus stand as opposed to a bus stop, to 
allow buses to wait for several minutes at the stop.

3.4 Of the 9 properties consulted, 5 responses were received, 3 supporting the 
proposals and 2 objecting. An additional 4 responses from outside of the 
consultation area were received, all supporting the proposals. 

3.5 One objector states that on a daily basis up to 3 buses are parked at the bus stop 
for several minutes at a time from 7.08am with their engines running, creating a 
public noise nuisance and environmental health issue. It is also stated that these 
parked buses cause an obstruction to the Ivory Close junction sightline. The other 
objector states that double yellow lines will affect all road users and visitors to the 
play area who will have to park elsewhere, and suggests that the parking issue is 
caused by visitors to the nearby community centre, who should be forced to expand 
their car park or ensure that their patrons use the agreed facilities of Sainsbury’s car 
park.

Canterbury Road/The Street, Boughton-under-Blean/Dunkirk – Proposed Double 
Yellow Lines

3.6 A request was received from Boughton-under-Blean and Dunkirk Parish Council for 
double yellow lines to be installed on both sides of Canterbury Road/The Street 
between the junctions of Staplestreet Road and Horselees Road. The issue had 
previously been discussed on site with Parish Councillors and Kent County Council 
Officers, and KCC advised that they would not consider the installation of the 
restrictions as there is no history of personal injury crashes at the location.

3.7 The Parish Councils therefore approached Swale Borough Council with the request 
for waiting restrictions, with both Parish Councils agreeing to jointly fund the 
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scheme. It has been reported that vehicles parked between the two junctions are 
obstructing the sightlines of vehicles using the Staplestreet Road and Horselees 
Road junctions.

3.8 Of the 28 properties consulted, 19 responses were received, 11 supporting the 
proposals and 8 objecting. An additional 54 responses were received from outside 
of the consultation area, following the distribution of leaflets by the Parish Councils. 
41 of these responses supported the proposals and 13 objected.

3.9 Many of the additional responses supporting the proposals came from residents who 
use the Staplestreet Road junction, although it is acknowledged that waiting 
restrictions would not impact on them directly as they do not park in the area.

3.10 Some of the objections received state that visitors to nearby properties rely on the 
on-street parking at this location, and any restrictions would force vehicles to park 
further down The Street in areas which are already congested with parking. 
Comments have also been received that the parked vehicles create a traffic calming 
effect resulting in the reduction in speed of vehicles entering The Street. Other 
objectors have stated that with insufficient off-street parking, they have been in 
communication with the local PCSO and have fully complied with the requests 
around parking a safe distance from junctions. Concern has also been expressed 
that introducing waiting restrictions will displace parked vehicles into nearby areas, 
including some private accesses, which could obstruct emergency vehicle access.

3.11 Kent County Council have responded to the consultation, stating that they consider 
that a shorter section of double yellow lines would be appropriate on the north side 
of Canterbury Road, running easterly from the junction of Staplestreet Road for a 
distance of 20 metres. This would still provide adequate visibility for vehicles exiting 
Staplestreet Road whilst allowing a level of on-street parking for residents. The 
County Council also state that vehicles parking east of the Staplestreet Road 
junction will, in themselves, create a traffic calming measure by providing a clearly 
visible presence that will naturally slow oncoming vehicles traffic from the Boughton 
Hill direction, and that this, coupled with the planned speed limit reduction on 
Canterbury Road, will significantly improve road safety in this vicinity.

3.12 As the planned restrictions are being proposed and funded by Boughton-under-
Blean and Dunkirk Parish Council, agreement on any amendments to the scheme 
would be sought from the Parish Councils prior to implementing the necessary 
Traffic Regulation Order.
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4 Recommendation

4.1 Members are asked to consider the results of the recent informal consultations for 
waiting restrictions and recommend that Officers:-

4.1.1 Take the comments from the consultation back to the Swale Quality Bus 
Partnership for further discussion prior to implementing restrictions in Wildish 
Road, Faversham.

4.1.2 Progress the proposed restrictions in The Street/Canterbury Road in 
Boughton-under-Blean and Dunkirk, but with the amendments suggested by 
Kent County Council and subject to the agreement of both Parish Councils 
who are funding the works.

5 Implications

Issue Implications
Corporate Plan Improving Community Safety through safer Highways.

Financial, 
Resource and 
Property

Costs associated with Traffic Regulation Order, and necessary 
lining and signing.

Legal and 
Statutory

Traffic Regulation Orders to be sealed by Kent County Council.

Crime and 
Disorder

None at this stage.

Risk Management 
and Health and 
Safety

None identified at this stage. 

Equality and 
Diversity

None identified at this stage.

Sustainability None identified at this stage.

5 Appendices

5.1 The following documents are to be published with this report and form part of the 
report:- 

 Annex A – Copy of Consultation Material
 Annex B – Results of Consultations
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6 Background Papers

6.1      None
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ANNEX A 
 

 

 
Proposed Double Yellow Lines & Bus Stand 

Wildish Road, Faversham 
 
A request has been received from the Stagecoach Bus Company for a small section of double 
yellow lining to be installed in Wildish Road, Faversham, opposite the bus stop near Ivory Close, 
as shown on the plan overleaf.  
 
The proposed restrictions are to tackle problems with vehicles parking opposite the bus stop, 
resulting in the road becoming obstructed when buses are present at the stop, regularly for 
periods of several minutes. As well as the installation of double yellow lines, the proposals include 
the marking of a Bus Stand at the location of the bus stop. 
 
I would be most grateful to receive your views as to whether you would support or object to the 
proposals, so that this feedback can be reported back to the Joint Transportation Board for further 
consideration. Please note that direct, individual responses will not be sent out in response to 
each questionnaire. At the end of the consultation a report on feedback will be compiled and this 
will be available on request.  
 
Please complete the reply slip below and return to Swale Borough Council Engineering Services, 
Swale House, East Street, Sittingbourne, Kent ME10 3HT before Friday 5th February 2016. 
Alternatively you can e-mail your comments to us at engineers@swale.gov.uk  
 
A space has also been provided to allow you to add any further comments you may have. 
 
 
 
Proposed Double Yellow Lines & Bus Stand – Wildish Road, Faversham 
 
Please tick one of the following boxes 
 

 I Support the proposal to install  double 
yellow lines and a Bus Stand 

 I Object to the proposal 

    
Name & Address Comments 

    
    
    
    
    
    
    

The information supplied will only be used in conjunction with this proposal, and used for geographical analysis 
purposes only 
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Plan of Proposed Double Yellow Lines and Bus Stand 
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ANNEX A 
 

 

 

 
Proposed Double Yellow Lines 

The Street/Canterbury Road Area, Boughton/Dunkirk 
 
A request has been received from Dunkirk and Boughton-under-Blean Parish Councils for a 
section of double yellow lines to be installed along The Street, Boughton-under-Blean and 
Canterbury Road in Dunkirk, and into Horselees Road all as shown on the plan overleaf. 
 
The proposed restrictions are to tackle reported problems with vehicles parking in the vicinity of 
the junctions of Staplestreet Road and Horselees Road, and I understand this issue has previously 
been brought to the attention of the local PCSO and Kent County Council. The Parish Councils 
have stated that they have received many complaints from residents who are concerned that the 
frequently parked vehicles are causing a safety issue for both road users and pedestrians. 
 
I would be most grateful to receive your views as to whether you would support or object to the 
proposals, so that this feedback can be reported back to the Joint Transportation Board for further 
consideration. Please note that direct, individual responses will not be sent out in response to 
each questionnaire. At the end of the consultation a report on feedback will be compiled and this 
will be available on request.  
 
Please complete the reply slip below and return to Swale Borough Council Engineering Services, 
Swale House, East Street, Sittingbourne, Kent ME10 3HT before Friday 5th February 2016. 
Alternatively you can e-mail your comments to us at engineers@swale.gov.uk  
 
A space has also been provided to allow you to add any further comments you may have. 
 
Proposed Double Yellow Lines – The Street/Canterbury Road Area, Boughton/Dunkirk 
 
Please tick one of the following boxes 
 

 I Support the proposal to install  double 
yellow lines 

 I Object to the proposal 

    
Name & Address Comments 

    
    
    
    
    
    
    

The information supplied will only be used in conjunction with this proposal, and used for geographical analysis 
purposes only 
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Plan of Proposed Double Yellow Lines 
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Lower Road / Barton Drive Petition

To: Swale Joint Transportation Board 7th March 2016

By: James Hammond

Classification: For Information

Summary: Following the receipt of a petition from the ‘Lower Road Campaign Group’ the local 
highway authority provides an update concerning proposals for Lower Road/Barton Hill Drive.

The local highway authority’s technical consultant has been progressing a concept design for a new 
roundabout at the junction of Lower Road and Barton Hill Drive. Once this exercise has been 
completed the scheme will be handed over internally to the Traffic Schemes Team, at which point 
consultation with the local community will take place. 

Future cycling requirements will be considered so that the design of the junction does not preclude 
new facilities at a later stage. Where it makes sense to do so, the local highway authority will seek to 
provide footways that are wide enough to accommodate cyclists. The local highway authority will 
continue to seek funding streams and opportunities to improve the corridor between Barton Hill 
Drive and Cowsted when opportunities arise. 
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To:              Swale Joint Transportation Board 

By:              KCC Highways and Transportation

Date: 7th March 2016

Subject: Highway Works Programme 2014/15

Classification: Information Only 

Summary: This report updates Members on the identified schemes approved for construction in 2014/15

1. Introduction 

This report provides an update and summarises schemes that have been programmed for delivery in 2014/15.

Footway and Carriageway Improvement Schemes – see Appendix A
 

Drainage Repairs & Improvements – see Appendix B

Street Lighting – see Appendix C

Traffic Systems – see Appendix D

Developer Funded Works – see Appendix E

Transportation, PROW and Safety Schemes – see Appendix F

Public Rights of Way – see Appendix G

Bridge Works – see Appendix H

Member Highway Fund – see Appendix I

Conclusion 

1. This report is for Members information.
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Contact Officers:

The following contact officers can be contacted on 03000 418181
 
Kirstie Williams Highway Manager (Central)
Alan Blackburn Swale District Manager 
Alan Casson Resurfacing Manager
Katie Lewis Drainage Manager
Sue Kinsella Street Lighting Manager
Toby Butler Intelligent Transport Systems Manager
Andrew Hutchinson Transportation, PROW and Safety Schemes
Katie Moreton Acting Structures Manager
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Appendix A – Footway and Carriageway Improvement Schemes

The delivery of these schemes is weather dependent; should it prove not possible to carry out 
these works on the planned dates, new dates will be arranged and the residents will be informed 
by a letter drop to their homes.

Machine Resurfacing – Contact Officer Byron Lovell

Road Name Parish Extent of Works Current Status

Park Road Sittingbourne Roundabout and 
approaches, junction 

with Albany Road

Programmed for 
March/April 2016 

Dawes Road Dunkirk Repair of the collapsed 
section

Completed

 
Footway Improvement - Contact Officer Neil Tree
 

Road Name Parish Extent and Description 
of Works

Current Status

Church Road Eastchurch

From its junction with 
Rowetts Way in 

southerly direction past 
Parsonage Farm 

entrance, including the 
section enclosed by 

hedgerow. 
(Replacement of tarmac 

surface and kerbing 
where required).

Completed

Shurland Avenue Sittingbourne
Entire Length

(Footway protection 
treatment).

Works deferred until 
next financial year 

due to proposed Gas 
mains replacement 

works

Surface Treatments - Contact Officer Mr Clive Lambourne

Road Name Parish Extent of Works Current Status

None
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Appendix B – Drainage Repairs & Improvements

Location Description of Works Job Status Timescale for 
Completion

NONE over £5,000

Appendix C – Street Lighting

Following Structural testing, this year’s column replacement budget will be used to replace 
columns deemed high risk.

Street Lighting Column Replacement – Contact Officer Sue Kinsella

Road Name Parish Description of Works Status

Dover Street Sittingbourne Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern COMPLETED

High Street Sheerness Replacement of 7 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

St Helens Road Sheerness Replacement of 10 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Alma Road Sheerness Replacement of 10 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED 

Richmond Street Sheerness Replacement of 7 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Admirals Walk Minster-On-Sea Replacement of 13 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Broadway Sheerness Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Chapel Street Minster-On-Sea Replacement of 3 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Preston Street Faversham Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern COMPLETED

Rock Road Sittingbourne Replacement of 7 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Almond Tree Close Sheerness Replacement of 2 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns COMPLETED

Seaside Avenue Minster-On-Sea

Replacement of 2 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns.

Replacement of 1 no sign post 
complete with LED Downflood

COMPLETED
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Harps Avenue Minster-On-Sea Replacement of 1 no sign post 
complete with LED Downflood. COMPLETED

The Leas Minster-On-Sea Replacement of 2 no sign posts  
complete with LED Downflood. COMPLETED

Ridham Avenue Sittingbourne Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern COMPLETED

Bruges Court Sittingbourne Replacement of 2 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns. COMPLETED

Britannia Close Sittingbourne Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern. COMPLETED

Austin Close Sittingbourne Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern. COMPLETED

Fox Hill Bapchild Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern. COMPLETED

Bank Street Faversham Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern

Works are currently being 
programmed and due for 

completion by end of March 
2016.

Ridham Avenue Kemsley Replacement of 2 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns

Works are currently being 
programmed and due for 

completion by end of March 
2016.

Frognal Close Teynham Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern

Works are currently being 
programmed and due for 

completion by end of March 
2016.

London Road Newington Replacement of 9 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns

Traffic Management issue which 
requires further investigation.

Programmed for completion by 
end of March 2016

Curtis Way Faversham Replacement of 4 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns 

1 Column Completed

Remaining 3 columns have had to 
be passed to UKPN due to 

engineering difficulties. Works 
have been programmed for 

completion by end of February 
2016.

Winstanley Road Sheerness Replacement of 15 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns

12 Columns completed

Remaining 3 columns need to be 
done under another road closure, 

works were attempted under 
original road closure on 11th 
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January but due to parked cars 
were unable to be done.

Road closure currently being re-
programmed for completion by 

the end of April 2016.

Granville Road Sheerness Replacement of 9 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns

8 Columns completed

Remaining job has had to be 
passed to UKPN due to 
engineering difficulties. 

The job is currently being 
programmed & due for  

completion by end of  March 
2016.

Burley Road Sittingbourne Replacement of 7 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns

6 Columns completed

Remaining job has had to be 
passed to UKPN due to 
engineering difficulties. 

The job is currently being 
programmed for completion by 

end of March 2016.

Milton Road Sittingbourne Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern

This job was attended to on the 
11th November under a road 

closure but due to engineering 
difficulties works were 

abandoned. 

This job has now had to be 
passed to UKPN and is currently 
being programmed with another 
road closure and works due to be 
completed by the end of March 

2016.

Berridge Road Sheerness Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern

Programmed for completion by 
end of March 2016

Ufton Lane Sittingbourne Replacement of 6 no street lights 
complete with LED Lanterns

4 Columns Completed

The remaining 2 jobs have had to 
be passed to UKPN and is 

currently being programmed for 
completion by the end of March 

2016

Borden Lane Sittingbourne Replacement of 1 no street light 
complete with LED Lantern.

This job has had to be passed to 
UKPN due to engineering 

difficulties. The work is currently 
being programmed and due for 
completion by the end March 

2016.
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Appendix D – Traffic Systems

There is a programme of scheduled maintenance to refurbish life expired traffic signal equipment across 
the county based upon age and fault history. The delivery of these schemes is dependent upon school 
terms and holiday periods; local residents, businesses and schools will be informed verbally and by a 
letter drop of the exact dates when known. 

Traffic Systems - Contact Officer: Toby Butler
 

Location Description of Works Current Status

No schemes planned
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Appendix E – Developer Funded Works

Developer Funded Works (Section  278 Works) 

Road Name Parish Description of Works Current Status

School Lane Iwade Iwade

Provision of New 
Junction /Access for 
Housing Development

Certificate 1 issued now in 
maintenance period- Works 
to be carried out again on 
Kerblines

Land at Chequers Hill 
Doddington Doddington

Provision of 
Footway./Junction for 
Housing Development

Design Approved Letter of 
Agreement Signed

Ospringe Cof E School 
Water Lane Faversham Ospringe

Provision of Revised 
Vehicle Access

Letter of Agreement Signed - 
Works Underway

Mill Way, Sittingbourne Sittingbourne

New traffic signals 
associated with new 
supermarket As Built Drawings Received 

Stickfast Lane Iwade Iwade/Bobbing

Provision of Passing 
places and new access 
for Brick Clay 
extraction Orchard 
Farm

Design Approved Works to 
commence 25.01.16 under 
Temporary Road Closure

Tunstall Road Tunstall Tunstall

New School access 
Traffic calming 
changes and footway 
Connection Works mostly completed .

Gas Road Off Mill Way 
Sittingbourne Milton

Upgrading junction / 
Access to Milton Pipes 
Ltd 

Awaiting Full Design 
Submission

Barton Hill Drive/Lower 
Road & Barton Hill 
Drive/Plover Road 
Minster Sheppey Minster

Minor Junction 
realignment and 
Traffic Signal 
Upgrading

Redesign of works to be 
carried out at junction – See 
Minute No. 218/09/14

Sheppey Way Iwade Iwade

Provision of New 
Junction/Access for 
Housing Development Works Underway

Thomsett Way 
Queenborough - 
Morrisons Store - PFS 
Junction Queenborough

Drainage diversion 
within Highway verge Design  of works agreed

Asda Store Mill Way 
Sittingbourne Sittingbourne

Provision of Signalised 
Junction to 
Store/Petrol Filling 
station

As Built Plans Received  End 
of Maintenance Period 
Works to be Carried out

Rushenden Road 
Queenborough Queenborough

Replacement of 
Footway on frontage 
to HA Development 

Footway remedial resurfacing 
works to be carried out

Page 122



Wyllie Court Milton

Reconstruction of 
existing Turning area 
for Housing 
development

Works Complete Certificate 1 
to be issued (street lighting 
problem)

109-111 Staplehurst 
Road Sittingbourne Sittingbourne

Provision of revised 
traffic calming and 
vehicle access for 
Housing 
developments

Technical vetting of design 
underway

Attlee Way/Wyvern 
Close Sittingbourne Milton

Provision of revised 
traffic calming and 
vehicle access for 
Housing 
developments

Design Approved S278 
Agreement being prepared

Dover Street              
Sittingbourne Sittingbourne

Revision of Vehicle 
Access to Lidl Store 
and footway revisions

Works complete awaiting 
Safety Audit

Thistle Hill Way Minster 
Sheppey Minster

Provision of new 
Primary School  Exit 
and Footpath

Letter of Agreement signed 
Works underway

Seager Road Marine 
Parade Sheerness Sheerness

Provision of new 
junction /access for 
housing development

Stage 3 Road Safety Audit 
Carried out – Awaiting Report

Lower Road Teynham Teynham

Provision of new 
footway for housing 
development

Section 278 Letter  of 
Agreement signed  Works 
underway

Grove Ave/The 
Promenade  Leysdown 
on Sea Leysdown

Revision of Surface 
Water Drainage 

Certificate 1 Issued - in 
Maintenance Period

West Street Sittingbourne

Provision of HGV 
Delivery Vehicle Lay-
By for Restaurant

Completion works still 
required

Otterham Quay Lane 
Upchurch Upchurch

Provision of Right Turn 
Lane / Junction and 
Footway for Housing 
Develoment

Technical Vetting of Design 
Submission

Larkrise Conyer Road 
Conyer Teynham

Provision of footway 
to Small Housing 
Development

Technical Vetting of Design 
Submission

Selling Road Faversham Faversham

Provision of Access 
into Proposed Public 
House/Restaurant

Design Approved Letter of 
Agreement Signed

Wyvern Close 
Sittingbourne Milton

Provision of Revised 
Footway and Access to 
Housing Development

Letter of Agreement Signed – 
Works Underway

Old Water Works Site 
Rook Lane Keycol 
Bobbing Bobbing

Provision of Revised 
Footway and Access to 
Housing Development

Technical Vetting of Design 
Submission
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Appendix F – Transportation, PROW and safety schemes

Appendix F – Transportation and Safety schemes

The Traffic Schemes Team is implementing a number of schemes within the Swale District, 
in order to meet Kent County Council’s strategic targets (for example, addressing traffic 
congestion, or improving road safety). Contact Officer – Andy Corcoran

CASUALTY REDUCTION MEASURES
Identified to address a known history of personal injury crashes

Road Name Parish Description of Works Current Status

High Street Sittingbourne Pedestrian safety 
scheme

Works complete.  
Amendments have been 
requested

A2 London Road 
/ Chalkwell 
Road

Sittingbourne Junction improvement

Scheme ordered and due to 
commence 11th Jan for 5-6 
weeks. This will involve up to 3 
weeks working on the A2 
under two way lights. TM is 
shared with the gas works 
which is currently underway to 
minimise disruption.

A2 Canterbury 
Rd / Swanstree 
Avenue

Sittingbourne
Traffic signal 
modifications

Scheme complete 

A2 St Michaels 
Road / Crown 
Quay Lane

Sittingbourne
Traffic island re-
location and yellow box 
markings

Scheme complete

B2005 Swale 
Way / Lloyd 
Drive

Sittingbourne Junction improvement Scheme complete 

A2 Hartlip Hill / 
Lower Hartlip 
Rd

Lower Hartlip
Signing, lining and 
resurfacing 
improvements

Signage works ordered. New 
completion date mid Feb.

Castle Road / 
Dolphin Road

Sittingbourne Signing improvements Works complete
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INTEGRATED TRANSPORT SCHEMES
Local Transport Plan funded non-casualty reduction schemes

Road Name Parish Description of Works Current Status

A2 / A251 
junction

Faversham
Junction improvement, 
to ease congestion

Please see separate report 
entitled ‘A2 / A251 Junction 
Improvement update February 
2016’

Highsted Road 
(Farm Crescent 
to Swanstree 
Avenue)

Sittingbourne New footway
Scheme has been dropped due 
to private land issues. 

Eastchurch 
Primary School

Leysdown-on-
Sea

School safety zone. 
Provision of part time 
20mph zone

All signs installed except one 
variable message sign.  New 
post installed and awaiting 
installation date of sign to 
complete the scheme.

Bobbing Village 
School

Bobbing
School safety zone. 
Provision of part time 
20mph zone

Traffic order to be advertised 
by end of February

A2 Canterbury 
Rd (adj. 
Murston Rd)

Sittingbourne
Pedestrian crossing 
island

Initial investigation work 
delayed due to staff resource 
being allocated to other 
priority schemes. Likely 
implementation in 2016/17

A2 East St / St 
Michaels Rd

Sittingbourne
Pedestrian crossing 
island

Initial investigation work 
suggests site not suitable. No 
further proposals at present

A2500 Lower Rd 
(Sheppey R.C.)

Minster
Cycle crossing 
improvement

Dropped due to financial 
implications.

A2500 Lower Rd 
/ Rowetts Way

Eastchurch
Speed limit 
amendments

Works complete

Marine Town 
area

Sheerness Drop kerbs

Initial investigation work 
delayed due to staff resource 
being allocated to other 
priority schemes. Likely 
implementation in 2016/17

The Brents area Faversham Drop kerbs
 Initial investigation work 
delayed due to staff resource 
being allocated to other 
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priority schemes. Likely 
implementation in 2016/17

The Wall/Milton 
Road

Sittingbourne Carriageway widening

Awaiting costs from UKPN to 
divert existing services. 
Planned construction of 
scheme expected to 
commence in May 2016

LOCAL GROWTH FUND
Central Government funded schemes to support economic development

Road Name Parish Description of Works Current Status

Howard Ave to 
Laburnham 
Place

Sittingbourne New cycle route Works complete

National Cycle 
Route 1

Sittingbourne

Cycle route signing 
improvements. Full 
extent not know at 
present

Works ordered. Estimated 
completion by end of March

Appendix G – Public Rights Of Way

Contact Officer Andrew Hutchinson 
No work currently being carried out

Appendix H – Bridge Works

Bridge Works – Contact Officer Katie Moreton

Road Name Parish Description of Works Current Status

No Planned works
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Appendix I - Member Highway Fund programme update for the Swale District.

Combined Member Grant programme update for Swale

The following schemes are those which have been approved for funding by both the relevant 
Member and by Roger Wilkins, Director of Highways, Transportation and Waste. The list only 
includes schemes, which are 

 in design
 at consultation stage
 Handed over for delivery
 Recently completed on site. 

The list is up to date as of 15th February 2016.

The details given below are for highway projects only.  This report does not detail 
 Contributions Members have made to other groups such as parish councils
 Highway studies
 Traffic/ non-motorised user surveys funded by Members.  

More information on the schemes listed below can be found via Kent Gateway, the online 
database for all Combined Member Grant schemes and studies, or by contacting the Schemes 
Project Manager/ Engineer for the Swale District. 

2014/15/16 Combined Member Grant Highway Schemes

Roger Truelove

Details of Scheme Status

15-MHF-SW-31 The Street, Iwade

Install illuminated GIVE WAY sign 
Handed over for delivery

14-MHF-SW-63 Volante Drive, Sittingbourne

Install motorbike inhibitors
Complete

14-MHF-SW-64 Volante Drive, Sittingbourne

Install advanced junction warning sign 

 

works complete on site awaiting 
completion certificate

Mike Baldock

Details of Scheme Status

15-MHF-SW-23 Oad Street, Borden

Lining improvements 

complete
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Combined Members Grants – Joint Transportation Board updates 2016

A review of the delivery of highway projects using County Members’ discretionary 
Combined Members Grant has been undertaken. As a result of this review the scheme 
will be revised from 1st May 2016. 

The key changes are intended to create key contacts for County Members through the 
District Managers who will support County Members in identifying highway projects 
working on an annual programme of works which will allow resources to be effectively 
planned to deliver projects on the ground.

District Managers will also be responsible for reporting through Joint Transportation 
Boards on Combined Member Grant scheme.

County Members will be fully briefed on the changes in April.

1.1 Legal Implications

1.1.1 Not applicable.

1.2 Financial and Value for Money Considerations

1.2.1 Not applicable.

1.3 Risk Assessment

1.3.1 Not applicable

Contact: Kirstie Williams / Alan Blackburn 03000 418181
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SBC - Swale Borough Council                                                                                                    Updated 19 February 2016
KCC - Kent County Council Highway Services 

SWALE JOINT TRANSPORTATION BOARD (JTB)

Updates are in italics

Minute 
No

Subject SBC/
KCC

Recommendations Made by Board KCC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

SBC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

730/03/11 Highway works 
programme 2010/2011

KCC Mill Way, Sittingbourne Asda site – signalising 
junction. Design check complete - awaiting 
Developer to progress S278 Agreement

As Built Drawings 
Received and Approved. 
Final site remedial works 
requested to be carried 
out.

Sittingbourne Retail Park site Widening of approach road 
from Sittingbourne Retail 
Park to the new traffic 
signal junction is still being 
pursued. Additional 
unrecorded statutory 
undertakers plant identified 
in works area prior to 
construction. Currently 
liaising with UKPN for 
service diversions. Scheme 
construction put on hold 
until completion of 
diversionary works. Likely 
scheme construction date 
April/May 2016.

590/03/12 Highways at the 
junction of Warden 
Bay Road and B2231 
Leysdown Road

KCC That the 30mph boundary be moved, and that 
costs associated with moving the 30mph 
boundary and associated signing be met by KCC 
Councillor Mr Adrian Crowther's Member Highway 
Fund.

Subsequent related 
Minute No. 67/06/13 – 

Eastchurch Primary 

KCC (1)  That a letter be sent to KCC Highways to 
include the points made by the Ward Member 
regarding the crossing, risk assessments and the 
re-location of the 30mph zone and a more 

Road markings and red 
patches completed.  
Standard signs installed.  
VMS and Flashing school 
warning signs are installed, 
one post to amend for VMS 
sign
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Minute 
No

Subject SBC/
KCC

Recommendations Made by Board KCC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

SBC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

School pedestrian 
crossing petition

detailed report be submitted to a future JTB 
meeting.

235/09/13 A2 / A251 Junction, 
Faversham

KCC (1)  That both proposed traffic improvements 
(Annex 1 and 2 in the report), the inclusion of 
consideration of the junction of The Mall and the 
A2, plus the option of ‘no change’, be approved 
for the purposes of a wider public consultation 
and the results of the consultation brought back to 
the JTB at a later date.

Subsequent related
Minute No. 72/06/14
A2/A251 Junction, 
Faversham Highway 
Improvement Scheme

KCC 1)  That Option B (roundabout) be progressed as 
the preferred option for the A2/A251 junction, 
Faversham.

Detailed design work is 
being undertaken by 
Amey Consultants. It is 
anticipated that the 
designs will be completed 
in February 2016. Land 
acquisition negotiations 
are in progress with the 
Fire Station and the 
Abbey School. Pending 
approval of detailed 
design, land acquisition 
and funding being 
available, implementation 
is planned to commence 
in 2016/17.

70/06/14 Proposed Relocation 
of Sittingbourne 
Market

SBC (1)  That the preferred option for the relocation of 
Sittingbourne market at the top of the High Street 
be noted and that consideration be given to a 
phased approach to the project with the Saturday 
market to be progressed first, and the Friday 
market to be addressed separately to facilitate 
quicker progress.
(2)  That Officers proceed to the stage of drafting 
a Traffic Regulation Order and the
procurement of services to support this work and 
preparation for formal consultation.

Traffic Regulation Order 
has been advertised, and 
formal objections 
received are included in 
report to March 2016 JTB.

218/09/14 Lower Road Junction 
with Barton Hill Drive, 
Isle of Sheppey

KCC (1) That the preferred option for the Lower 
Road junction with the Barton Hill Drive junction 
be a small roundabout, rather than a mini-
roundabout.

Initial design work is 
currently being undertaken 
on a roundabout scheme, 
and discussions are 
ongoing with landowners 
and developers to help 
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Minute 
No

Subject SBC/
KCC

Recommendations Made by Board KCC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

SBC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

secure the delivery of it.

Whilst the S278 Agreement 
for previously agreed 
highway works to the 
junction has expired, the 
agreement is only a 
mechanism used to allow a 
developer to carry out 
works on the public 
highway. Their standard 
duration is 12 months, after 
which they must reapply. 
Expiry does not remove the 
obligation for the developer 
to undertake the works. 
However, in this instance, it 
has been agreed with the 
developer that the funds 
they were to use for those 
works can instead be 
diverted towards delivering 
the roundabout.  

195/09/15 Proposed Waiting 
Restrictions, The 
Street, Boughton-
under-Blean

SBC (1) That double yellow lines across the Gas 
Lane entrance, off The Street, Boughton-
under-Blean be included in the next Traffic 
Regulation Order.

(2) That the proposed double yellow lines 
between 179 and 191 The Street, Boughton-
under-Blean be abandoned.

Traffic Regulation Order 
has now been advertised, 
and formal objections will 
be reported to JTB in 
March 2016.

197/09/15 Informal Consultation 
on waiting 
restrictions

SBC (1) That a single yellow line on the east side of 
Grayshott Close, Sittingbourne be 
proceeded, with restrictions between 8am 
and 5pm, Monday to Friday.

(2) That the existing double yellow lines in 

Traffic Regulation Order 
has now been advertised, 
and formal objections will 
be reported to JTB in 
March 2016.
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Minute 
No

Subject SBC/
KCC

Recommendations Made by Board KCC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

SBC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

Grayshott Close, Sittingbourne near the 
junction with Highsted Road be extended 
from five metres to 10 metres in length.

(3) That double yellow lines around the turning 
head at the end of Grayshott Close, 
Sittingbourne be installed.

198/09/15 Swale Rail Line 
between 
Sittingbourne and 
Sheerness-on-Sea

KCC (1) That Swale be encouraged to consider 
funding the Kent Community Rail Partnership 
£4,000 per year towards promoting events in 
Swale.

(2) That the Kent Community Rail Partnership 
consider extending their remit to Swale’s 
lesser used stations, including Teynham, 
Newington and Selling. 

1)  Mike Baldock, Councillor 
for Borden and Grove Park, 
reported at the SwaleRail 
Line Meeting on the 10th 
February 2016 that Swale 
Borough Council was 
hoping to make a 
contribution of £4,000 to the 
Kent CRP, and that this 
would be confirmed once 
the details of the 2016-17 
budget had been examined. 

(2)  Kent CRP agreed to 
extend their support of local 
community initiatives at 
Teynham, Newington and 
Selling in respect of station 
environments.

376/12/15 Parking Issues in 
Swale

SBC (1) That the bylaw restricting parking on grass 
verges be extended to include parking on 
footways.

At the request of 
Cabinet, more detailed 
report to be submitted 
to March 2016 for 
further consideration.

382/12/15 Quiet Lane – 
Munsgore Lane, 
Borden

KCC (1) That a Quiet Lane scheme be implemented 
in Munsgore Lane and progressed by the 
Borough Council and local residents.

383/12/15 Pedestrian Crossing KCC (1) A feasibility study to be carried out into 
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Minute 
No

Subject SBC/
KCC

Recommendations Made by Board KCC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

SBC - 
Comments/date due back to 

JTB

at South Avenue 
School, Sittingbourne

highway improvements at the site.
(2) A report on the conclusions of the feasibility 

study to be presented to a future JTB.
(3) The cost of funding for the feasibility study to 

come from a Member’s grant. 
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