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PARKING CONSULTATION: LONGFIELD WARD

1. Summary

1.1 Some of the residents of Kent Road and Essex Road, Longfield ward reported 
numerous parking related issues. The Council has undertaken a number of 
consultations on proposals for managing the reported issues.

1.2 This report summarises the results of the statutory traffic regulation order 
consultation undertaken from 21st September to 18th October 2017.

2. RECOMMENDATIONS

2.1 That the making of the traffic regulation order in accordance with paragraph 
3.6 of the report and the implementation of the scheme, be approved.

2.2 That households within the consultation areas be informed of the consultation 
outcome and the applicable installations, subject to the traffic regulation order 
making process.

3. Background and Discussion

3.1. Some residents of Kent Road and Essex Road, Longfield ward 
reported inconsiderate parking by those accessing railway stations and 
visiting the shops.

3.2. The parking management proposals consulted upon for each street are 
summarised as follows and illustrated at Appendix A:

Kent Road and Essex Road

 Introduce ‘Permit holders L1’ parking for residents and ‘Limited 
waiting 2 hours No return within 4 hours’ effective ‘Monday to 
Saturday 9.30am-4pm’ supported by ‘No waiting Monday to 
Saturday 8am-6pm’ (single yellow line) regulations.

Fawkham Road

 Introduce ‘Permit holders L1’ parking for residents and ‘Limited 
waiting 2 hours No return within 4 hours’ effective ‘Monday to 
Saturday 9.30am-4pm’ supported by ‘No waiting Monday to 
Saturday 8am-6pm’ and ‘No waiting Monday to Friday 11am-12 
noon’ (single yellow line) regulations.

Rowans Close

 Introduce ‘No waiting Monday to Friday 11am-12 noon’ (single 
yellow line) regulation.

3.3. The Council provided an online survey enabling respondents to engage 
with the statutory consultation easily. The table in paragraph 3.4 below 
provides level of support by each street, given it is Council practice to 
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require the majority of households in a ‘street’ to support parking 
management proposals for that street. Some responses provided 
comment only.

3.4. The results:

Support Object
Response 

rate
% of 

respondents
% of 

households
% of 

respondents
% of 

households
Essex Road 54.5% 97.2% 53.0% 2.8% 1.5%
Fawkham Road 17.6% 83.3% 14.7% 16.7% 2.9%
Kent Road 54.9% 67.9% 37.3% 32.1% 17.6%
Rowans Close 50.0% 50.0% 25.0% 50.0% 25.0%

The Council’s threshold for scheme delivery was achieved for Essex 
Road only; however, 83.3% and 67.9% of those responding from 
Fawkham Road and Kent Road supported the proposals. The results 
suggests the trend is one of support for the proposals.

3.5. Those responses objecting can be themed as follows and the proposed 
scheme amendments address as far as is practicable.

Displacement

Three objectors asked where the displaced 
commuter vehicles will go.

Some drivers may choose alternative modes of 
travel, some will park elsewhere on streets nearby 
and some may choose to use the railway station 
car park.

Days of operation

Five objectors commented on the hours and days 
of operation.

It is proposed the proposed scheme be amended 
to be effective Mondays to Fridays only.

Capacity for 
residents

Two objectors raised capacity concerns.

Of the 163 households on the four streets, 54 
households do not have driveways and typically, 
approximately half of households drive to work or 
education. Therefore, the resident demand for 
Resident Permits is likely to be approximately 30 
cars; the proposed scheme can accommodate 
approximately 67 cars. In addition, the streets 
currently accommodate residents’, commuters’ and 
shoppers’ vehicles and so to remove the 
commuters’ cars from the streets should provide 
more capacity for residents, their visitors and 
shoppers rather than less.
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Mis-information 
and 

misunderstanding

Comments via the survey and phone calls taken 
suggest a number of ‘stories’ about the scheme’s 
operation. For example, residents must pay for a 
Resident Permit to park on their driveway; visitors 
will not be able to park all day; visitors will always 
need a Visitor Permit; parking enforcement won’t 
take place anyway; the Kent Road scheme works 
well.

Resident Permits are not required to park off-street; 
visitors can park all day with a Visitor Permit; 
visitors can park for up to two hours during the 
scheme’s operation time and for any length of time 
outside of the scheme’s operation time without a 
Visitor Permit; parking enforcement patrols already 
take place almost every day and PCNs are served; 
and some residents report footway and driveway 
obstruction issues after 10am when the current 
regulation in Kent Road is not operational.

3.6. The results are considered along with comments and as the parking 
management proposals work best with Essex Road, Fawkham Road 
and Kent Road as a single permit zone, it is recommended that 
Cabinet approve the completion of the traffic regulation order and the 
implementation of the schemes as identified in the following table.

Street name Recommendation

Essex Road

Introduce ‘Permit holders L1’ parking for residents and 
‘Limited waiting 2 hours No return within 4 hours’ 
effective ‘Monday to Friday 9.30am-4pm’ supported by 
‘No waiting Monday to Saturday 8am-6pm’ (single yellow 
line) regulations.

Fawkham Road

Introduce ‘Permit holders L1’ parking for residents and 
‘Limited waiting 2 hours No return within 4 hours’ 
effective ‘Monday to Friday 9.30am-4pm’ supported by 
‘No waiting Monday to Saturday 8am-6pm’ and ‘No 
waiting Monday to Friday 11am-12 noon’ (single yellow 
line) regulations.

Kent Road

Introduce ‘Permit holders L1’ parking for residents and 
‘Limited waiting 2 hours No return within 4 hours’ 
effective ‘Monday to Friday 9.30am-4pm’ supported by 
‘No waiting Monday to Saturday 8am-6pm’ (single yellow 
line) regulations.

Rowans Close Install as proposed.

3.7. It is recommended that Cabinet resolve to inform the households of the 
consultation outcome and the applicable installations, subject to the 
traffic regulation order making process.

4. Relationship to the Corporate Plan
None.
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5. Financial, legal, staffing and other implications and risk assessments

Financial Implications Costs include the production and delivery of letters to 
households; and the installation of regulations. The 
installations cost is estimated at £5,000 and will be 
met from an existing budget for Lines & Signs.

Legal Implications The completion of the statutory process for traffic 
regulation orders including the ‘sealing’ of the 
relevant TRO.

Staffing Implications The production and delivery of letters to households; 
and the co-ordination of surveying, ordering and 
supervising the installation of the scheme. On-going 
patrols and enforcement of the scheme. All will be 
met by existing staff.

Administrative 
Implications

The provision of Resident Permit and Visitor Permit 
issue via existing Council systems.

Risk Assessment Vehicle displacement may occur resulting in residents 
from neighbouring streets requesting parking 
management regulations. It is KCC policy not to 
propose regulations within the same streets for the 
same highway management reasons within three 
years of a statutory TRO consultation exercise.

6. Details of Exempt Information Category

Not applicable

7. Appendices

Appendix A: Map illustrating the consultation proposals.
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