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PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTIONS – BRUNEL WAY, DARTFORD

To: Dartford Joint Transportation Board

By: Tim Read, Head of Transportation

Classification: Unrestricted

Electoral division: Dartford North East

Date: 27 October 2016

Summary: This report gives details of the proposed waiting restrictions 
requested by Prologis UK Limited to facilitate goods vehicle 
access to sites off Brunel Way, Dartford.  This report seeks 
recommendation to proceed to make the traffic regulation 
order with minor amendments following public consultation 
already completed.

For Decision

1.0 Introduction and background

1.1 Kent County Council received an application from Prologis UK Limited for a 
traffic regulation order to restrict waiting on the eastern section of Brunel Way.  
Prologis acts as the lead developer for The Bridge site in Dartford and is 
acting in response to persistent problems with inconsiderate parking on Brunel 
Way preventing goods vehicles from entering and leaving the One Hundred 
House site.

1.2 In discussions with Prologis and the traffic engineer from Schemes Planning 
and Delivery team, it was agreed that it would be appropriate to prohibit 
waiting at all times on both sides of Brunel Way from the roundabout junction 
with Marsh Street North in a westerly direction to a point 16 metres east of the 
centreline of its junction with Vickers Lane.  This length extended slightly 
beyond the entrance to the One Hundred House site for two reasons: Firstly to 
protect visibility to the left for drivers turning out of the site.  Secondly, to 
protect access and visibility for bridleway users who also have a crossing point 
immediately to the west of the entrance.  Given the high demand for parking in 
the area, it was considered likely that drivers will park from immediately before 
the start of the double yellow lines and compromise visibility and safety.  The 
extent of the proposed new waiting restrictions as advertised is shown on the 
drawing in Appendix 1.

1.3 Waiting is already prohibited on the full length of Brunel Way between 6pm 
and 6am on all days.  This restriction was implemented in the early stages of 
the development when there were concerns about preventing overnight lorry 
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parking.  As part of this scheme, no changes will be made to this for the 
remaining section of Brunel Way, i.e. single yellow lines will remain except for 
the section to be replaced by double yellow lines.

2.0 Consultation

2.1 The County Council advertised its intention to implement the additional waiting 
restrictions as The Kent County Council (Various Roads, Dartford) (Prohibition 
of Waiting) Consolidation (Amendment 24) Order 2015:

2.2.1 By placing a highway notice in the Dartford Messenger on 23/10/2015;

2.2.2 By placing notices on site;

2.2.3 By consulting with Kent Police, South East Coast Ambulance Service, 
Kent Fire and Rescue Service, Road Haulage Association and Freight 
Transport Association;

2.2.4 By consulting with local County Council members and Dartford Borough 
Council ward members;

2.2.4 By consulting with residents.

2.3 By the closing date for consultation on 16 November 2015, the County Council 
had received objections from five local residents.  A summary of these 
comments and a technical response is included in Appendix 2.

3.0 Discussion and member comments

3.1 Following the end of the consultation period, the County Council member – Mr 
Tom Maddison – was asked for recommendations on whether to proceed.  Mr 
Maddison accepted an offer from Prologis to attend a site meeting to discuss 
the issues and this took place on 19 December 2015.

3.2 Mr Maddison offered support in principle for full time restrictions to allow the 
passage of goods vehicles to and from the One Hundred House site but 
requested that any scope to shorten the length of restrictions to allow some 
on-street parking be investigated.

3.3 Traffic engineers have investigated options to create parking bays east of the 
entrance but analysis of vehicle swept paths has demonstrated that these 
would still obstruct passage for larger vehicles.

3.4 Traffic engineers have reassessed the western extent of the double yellow 
lines.  Given the raised table in the carriageway at this point, it can be 
assumed that traffic speeds will be around 20 miles per hour or lower on the 
approach to this.  The stopping sight distance is taken to be 25 metres at 20 
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miles per hour1.  It is therefore recommended that the waiting restrictions could 
be shortened on Brunel Way to a point 23 metres east of the centreline of its 
junction with Vickers Lane.  ProLogis UK Limited has accepted this 
amendment.

3.5 The consultation has not identified any safety or operational issues that 
officers consider significant or requiring further modification to the scheme.

3.6 No personal injury crashes have been recorded for Brunel Way in the three 
years to 31/12/2015.

4.0 Recommendation(s)

4.1 It is recommended that waiting is prohibited at all times for the reduced length 
of Brunel Way as show in Appendix 2, specifically;

“on both sides of Brunel Way from the roundabout junction with Marsh Street 
North in a westerly direction to a point 23 metres east of the centreline of its 
junction with Vickers Lane.”

Contact Officer: Paul Brand, Traffic Engineer, Kent County Council   03000 
418181

Reporting to: Tim Read, Head of Transportation, Kent County Council 03000 
418181

Appendices

Appendix 1 – Scheme plan as advertised in October 2015.
Appendix 2 – Scheme plan recommended for implementation.
Appendix 3 – Comments from consultees.

Background Papers

None

1 Department for Transport (2007) Manual for Streets.
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Appendix 1 - Scheme plan as advertised in October 2015.
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Appendix 2 - Scheme plan recommended for implementation.
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Appendix 3 – Comments from consultees

Consultee Summary of consultees’ comments Traffic engineer response
1 Resident [We] recently brought [property name redacted] 

Vickers lane; we brought the apartment with no 
parking space but was reassured that with my valid 
blue badge could park along Brunel way. I have a 
blue badge due to my lifelong heart defect; which 
consequently led to a stroke, restricting my mobility 
further.

As you can imagine, I'm highly concerned about 
your proposal; as it will restrict me a lot when it 
comes to parking conveniently near our new home. 
Despite several pleas to Kcc and Kent highways 
they're no disabled spaces on the bridge 
development and none on Brunel way! I await 
enthusiastically to an answer to my simple question. 
What are all the disabled residents supposed to do?

Kent County Council can only comment on the publically 
maintainable highway and its priority is the safe passage of all road 
users along this (Brunel Way is the only road in this area which is 
currently adopted by the County Council).  The County Council does 
not have a duty to provide for private parking along the highway – 
the only right that exists over the highway is the right of the public to 
pass and repass.  It is not appropriate to comment on the private 
roads or parking allocation within the development but this might be 
something that the developers and management company could 
consider.

As Brunel Way is public highway, it is not within the powers of the 
developer to give extra concessions over its use.  As a blue badge 
holder, the resident would be able to park on double yellow lines (or 
the existing single yellow lines from 6pm to 6am) for up to three 
hours as long as their vehicle was not otherwise obstructing traffic 
as would any other blue badge holder.

Dartford Borough Council has powers to create on-street disabled 
person’s parking bays.  This would only be possible where there is 
space on the carriageway to do so without obstructing traffic.  The 
resident has been passed details of how to apply for a disabled 
persons parking bay.
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Consultee Summary of consultees’ comments Traffic engineer response
2 Resident The double yellow lines near the roundabout seems 

a good idea from Marsh Street to a point 16 metres 
east of the centre line of its junction with Vickers 
Lane, as this appears to be a necessity due to the 
inconsiderate parking causing a bottleneck with 
access only in and out of Brunel Way being single 
file in either direction compounded by the SEM 
factory entrance and Vickers Lane junction, but 
where are all these vehicles going to be parked? 
One possibility might be behind the Nucleus 
building where a car park could be built, or if this is 
a watercourse, how has this parking issue arisen in 
the first place. 

I have noticed that The Bridge School has had to 
build a second car park over the last three months 
which confirms some of the parking issues.

There are also insufficient 'A' Fastrack buses 
coming back from Dartford train station to The 
Bridge development, which is why people living on 
Brunel Way need to be able to park their vehicles.

These are all planning issues and do not relate to the movement of 
traffic on the public highway.
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Consultee Summary of consultees’ comments Traffic engineer response
During the construction of the sme factory the 
contractors vehicles did not impede the traffic flow 
to any greater extent than today,their being more 
activity then .The balanced mix of residential and 
commercial property seems to be tipping towards  
an industrial estate with a blanket approach to use a 
sledge hammer to crack a parking issue that has 
been present  from original planning consultations. 
Please […] prevent the bridge development turning 
into an industrial estate by greater  consultation with 
all road users as the average 32 vehicles may start 
parking on any grass  verge in sight or footpaths.

The current proposed waiting restrictions are to enable the turning 
in and out of large goods vehicles to the SEM site, which was not 
operational during the time mentioned.

The planning issues raised here are not within the highway 
authority’s remit to comment on.

3 Resident We wish to appeal against parking restrictions on 
Brunel Way. This is because we have 2 cars which 
we need for work purposes but have only been 
allocated 1 space.  We need both our cars for work 
and therefore would not function without the second 
car. 

We therefore would strongly appeal against 
restrictions.

The extent of the waiting restrictions proposed is the minimum 
necessary for the safe passage of large goods vehicles to and from 
the SEM site.  This length of Brunel Way should not have been 
considered as an appropriate parking place given the proximity of 
junctions and merging traffic flows.

4 Resident Whilst I can understand the need to introduce the 
double yellow lines outside the SEM development 
to allow Lorries access, the fact is clear that there 
are many cars parked there during the daytime due 
to there being inadequate parking facility provided 
by the Nucleus, and it is the overflow of these cars 
that generally are the cause of obstruction.
By implementing double yellow lines there will only 
push these cars to park further along Brunel Way or 

The planning issues and issues with the management of private 
roads raised here are not within the highway authority’s remit to 
comment on.
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Consultee Summary of consultees’ comments Traffic engineer response
inside the development, meaning residents or their 
visitors will be unable to park.
 
[…]

These internal roads are already at breaking point 
with an excess of vehicles parked outside of 
marked parking bays, generally parking wherever 
they can, restricting the width of roads, parking on 
corners, blocking pavements and obstructing 
residents being able to enter and leave their 
legitimate parking bays.
By forcing another 30-40 vehicles onto these roads 
at night will have serious safety implications.  I 
doubt whether a fire engine or Ambulance could 
access some areas, which causes the fire plan in 
the planning application to fail.
 
These areas are currently not controlled by any 
enforced parking restrictions and even if they were, 
the tickets generally get ignored as I have heard 
people brag to ignore them as they private tickets 
and view them as unenforceable unlike council 
tickets.
 
My wife is due to give birth in a few months’ time 
and it does worry me that I will find my car blocked 
in my parking bay when we need to get to the 
hospital, as I have done on quite a few occasions 
previously.
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Consultee Summary of consultees’ comments Traffic engineer response
By forcing cars off Brunel Way and into the 
development at night it will make this already bad 
situation a whole lot worse.
 
I think that cars should be allowed to park on Brunel 
Way overnight under the same restrictions as the 
daytime, but that in the daytime a resident’s permit 
scheme should apply to control the excess cars 
from the Nucleus, so as not affect the residents.
 
There is already a big parking problem on the 
Bridge, which is only going to get worse in time; the 
council has a duty to work with the developers to 
help improve the situation.

5 Resident I would like to object to the planned introduction of 
double yellow lines on Brunel Way at the Bridge 
development Dartford.

As I resident of Brunel way I can understand why 
the introduction of double yellow lines is suggested 
as there are major issues at the start of the road 
due to overflow parking from the Nucleus building.
But the double yellow lines are not a solution.

By applying the double yellow lines this will only 
push the parking further up to the residential area, 
causing further congestion to residents.

Residents of phase 2 (Brunel way) have only 1 
allocated parking space and NO official allocated 
visitor parking. So we use Brunel way between the 

The planning issues and issues with the management of private 
roads raised here are not within the highway authority’s remit to 
comment on.
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Consultee Summary of consultees’ comments Traffic engineer response
hours of 6am & 6pm for any visitors to our houses 
or for loading & unloading of deliveries/shopping 

The main issue is with the Nucleus who are 
allowing its occupiers to travel to work by car. If you 
were to assess the cars parked on Brunel way 
during the day you will see that the majority have a 
Nucleus parking permit which the car owners think 
allows them to park on Brunel Way thus taking up 
spaces for residents to have any items delivered  or 
any visitors.

I see a valid solution in making the Nucleus more 
accountable for the travel arrangements of its 
employees and a noted restriction in the amount of 
parking permits they can issue. I currently am not 
able to find a valid travel plan for this employer 
which I understand under the restrictions of the 
development they are required to produce. The 
amount of parking from this building is currently  not 
in keeping with the developments 'green' ethics and 
also unfairly biased to this employer and not 
towards residents.

I would like to see that KCC implement a residents 
parking only permit system for Brunel way between 
the hours of 6am & 6pm keeping the no parking at 
any time overnight which currently has the desired 
effect stopping over night parking by HGV's.


