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SHEPHERDS LANE – RESIDENTS’ VIEWS ON POSSIBLE 
EXTENSION OF PARKING RESTRICTIONS  

 
Heath 
 
1. Summary 
 

1.         This report considers arguments expressed by residents both for and 
against a proposed extension of parking restrictions in Shepherds Lane.                   

 
2. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
2.1  It is recommended that no parking restrictions should be introduced between 

107 and 155 Shepherds Lane. 

 
3. Introduction 
 

3.1. This report examines the results of consultation with residents about 
possible extensions of double yellow lines on the south side of 
Shepherds Lane between houses 107 and 155.  

3.2. As reported to the Board at the previous meeting on 22nd June, the 
consultation was undertaken in March / April and the majority of 
residents who responded voted against extending the parking 
restrictions. However, Kent Highway Services wanted to investigate 
some of the issues raised by residents before any final decision was 
taken. 

3.3. A map of the area is shown in Appendix A.  

 

4. Parking and the footway 
 

4.1. The footway on the south side of Shepherds Lane is exceptionally wide, 
varying in width from 4.3 metres to over 7.5 metres. Cars are parked on 
the footway, mostly adjacent the kerb, though a few are parked on the 
other side of the footway, i.e. adjacent garden walls. Since February 
2009 there has been a cycle path marked out on the footway. 

4.2. In March 2010, Kent Highway Services were phoned by two residents 
from Shepherds Lane complaining about vehicles parked on the footway 
near or outside their properties. One of the residents said her car had 
just been hit by another vehicle as she drove out of her driveway onto 
Shepherds Lane. She said she had not been able to see (and could not 
be seen by) the approaching vehicle due to a van parked by a neighbour 
on the footway. It should be noted that vans parked on the footway are 
more of a problem than cars, because drivers can catch sight of 
oncoming vehicles through the windows of parked cars, whereas this is 
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not possible with vans. It should also be noted that this crash took place 
near a bend, which may have contributed to the visibility problem. 

4.3. A review of crash data for the last three years, as supplied by the police, 
shows four personal injury crashes on Shepherds Lane between 
Roseberry Gardens and Havelock Road. These are shown in the table 
below. 

Date Severity Summary description 

8/3/2010 Slight Car leaving driveway in collision with vehicle heading 
southwest on Shepherds Lane and obscured by van parked 
on footway 

3/12/2008 Slight Car leaving Somerset Rd hit by vehicle going northeast 
along Shepherds Lane 

5/7/2008 Serious Collision caused by mechanical failure of one of the 
vehicles 

16/11/2007 Serious Vehicle turning off Shepherds Lane onto driveway in 
collision with motorbike trying to overtake 

 

 

5. Consultation Results and Residents Comments 
 

5.1. The consultation was delivered on 23rd March to residents at 107 – 155 
Shepherds Lane (odd numbers) and 60 – 122 Shepherds Lane (even 
numbers). It was also delivered to all properties in Gloucester Road, 
Bath Road and Somerset Road. 

5.2. The letter invited residents to tick one of three options, namely: 

• extending the double yellow lines on the south side of Shepherds 
Lane from house 107 as far as the junction with Princes Road 

• extending the double yellow lines from house 107 to house 123 
and no further 

• Not extending the double yellow lines. 

5.3. Twelve residents voted in favour of extending the double yellow lines 
along the south side of Shepherds Lane as far as Princes Road. 

5.4. Five residents voted in favour of extending the double yellow lines only 
as far as house 123. Two additional residents voted for this option as 
well as the option above. 

5.5. Thirty-seven residents voted in favour of no change to the double yellow 
lines.  
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6. Issues Raised by Residents 
 
6.1 A number of residents have stated that most of the vehicles parked on 

the footway do not belong to residents in the nearest houses, but instead 
belong to residents who live on the other side of the road or in 
neighbouring streets where very little off-street parking is possible. 

 
6.2 A frequent comment on the consultation responses was that extending 

double yellow lines would just move the problem further along 
Shepherds Lane or onto nearby streets. A frequently asked question 
was “if double yellow lines are extended, where are we to park?” 
Somerset Road, Bath Road and Gloucester Road are already more-or-
less fully parked overnight, with some cars parked on corners at road 
junctions. Sixteen responses were in this general category. 

 
6.3 Other comments were made by smaller numbers of residents. Four 

suggested that residents should park on the footway but adjacent garden 
walls rather than next to the kerb. Five replies suggested that formal 
parking bays should be marked out on the footway, to encourage 
parking only in relatively safer locations, and three responses requested 
speed cameras. Comments have also been made about the need for 
more effective parking enforcement in respect of cars parked by the 
existing double yellow lines in Shepherds Lane. 

 
7. Discussion 

 
7.1 It is clear from the consultation responses that there are some very 

strongly held views both for and against the proposed double yellow 
lines. It will be difficult to find a solution that satisfies all residents.  

 
7.2 The essence of the problem is that if the double yellow lines are 

extended, it would solve one problem but create others elsewhere. 
Parking places on the street are already in very short supply in 
Gloucester Road, Bath Road and Somerset Road, so that cars are to be 
found parked even on the corners at road junctions. On the north side of 
Shepherds Lane concerns have been expressed about visibility 
problems caused by cars parked on the north side of the road and 
especially on the left hand bend between Havelock Road and Gloucester 
Road. 

 
7.3 In the absence of a clear solution, and in recognition of residents’ votes 

in the consultation, it is recommended that double yellow lines are not 
extended. 

 
7.4 KHS have forwarded concerns about speeding traffic to the Police 

Community Support Officer for the area, and she has requested her 
colleagues to take action. 
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7.5 With regard to the site of the crash earlier this year described above, 

where a van was reported to be frequently parked on the footway on the 
bend and obscuring visibility, it is understood that the van no longer 
regularly parks there.  

 
 
 

8. Details of Exempt Information Category 
 
8.1 Not applicable 
 
 

9. Appendices 
 

Appendix A: Map showing shown extent of double yellow lines proposed in the 
consultation 

 
 

 
BACKGROUND PAPERS:   JTB reports about Shepherds Lane for June 2010 
and December 2009 Board meetings. 
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APPENDIX A 
 

Map showing shown extent of proposed double yellow lines 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 


