
 

 

PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTIONS, FLEET ESTATE, DARTFORD 
 

To: Dartford Joint Transportation Board 
 
By: Tim Read, Head of Transportation, Kent County Council 
 
Classification: Unrestricted 
 
Ward: Heath Ward, Dartford District 
 

 
Summary: This report gives details of proposed waiting restrictions in Fleet 

Estate, Dartford, and the results of the statutory public 
consultation. 

 
For Recommendation 
 

 
1.0 Introduction and Background 
 

 
1.1 The parking levels have increased on the estate in recent years due to the proximity 

to the hospital and other areas of employment. One of the impacts of this has been 
an increase in parking on corners and junctions limiting visibility at this location. 
 

1.2 To reduce the danger to persons and vehicles using this road, Kent County Council 
has proposed introducing waiting restrictions within the Fleet Estate 
 

 
2.0 The Proposal 
 
 
2.1 There has been one statutory public consultation relating to these proposals.  
 
2.2 The proposal is to introduce corner protection to junctions to improve visibility and to 

facilitate pedestrian and vehicular movement. It is also proposed that the corner 
protection is completed ahead of the installation of dropped kerbs in the same 
locations. Thereby, allowing easier crossing points for pedestrians. 
 

2.3 The locations for the corner protection were recommended to Officers by Cllr Penny 
Cole. Cllr Cole liaised with the Residents Association to ascertain the most suitable 
locations for the corner protection. Cllr Cole is keen to see both corner protection and 
dropped kerbs on this housing estate. 
 

3.0 Consultation 
 
3.1 The proposals were placed on deposit at Dartford Borough Council and Public 

Notices were put on display at the site location. The deadline for responses was 26th 
August 2019. A copy of the Consultation Document can be seen in Appendix A 

 
3.2 A total of 13 responses were received. These included a response from Kent Police. 

Four objections have been received from residents. Three of the responses received 
were in total support of the proposals. The other comments received contained mixed 
feedback. A summary of the comments is made below.  



 
 

Respondent Support/Object Comments 

Kent Police   It is noted that a certain amount of displacement 
will be expected from the implementation of this 
scheme.  Vehicles displaced should not be 
allowed to hinder the progress of the adjacent 
road network or surrounding roads as a result. 

 Civil Parking Enforcement will be required by the 
Local Authority and they should ensure 
resources are available to enforce these 
proposals 

Local resident Object  As a Fleet Estate resident, I object to the yellow 
lines being implemented. 

 This will not solve the parking problems this 
estate currently has and will create less space 
for residents to park when the hospital staff and 
patients continue to park here on a daily basis. 

 I believe only a few residents have pushed for 
this without consideration for the rest of the 
estate and if they would agree to this. 

Local resident Object  I object to the 48 metres lines as there is never 
a problem on this piece of road it is a free flow 
bit of road as nobody stops on the corner on this 
side the idiots who proposed this should be 
sacked as they don’t live here (Verbatim) 

Local resident Object  As a Fleet Estate resident for over 15 years I 
object in the strongest terms to these proposals. 

 The implementation of such a system of double 
yellow lines will do nothing to restrict the number 
of hospital staff parking on the estate. It will 
simply move the hospital parkers further into the 
estate, causing problems for a higher number of 
residents. 

 Furthermore, the restrictions will; limit residents 
parking outside their own houses, Stop 
legitimate visitors parking at these houses and 
in doing so cause further congestion, need 
policing and ticket issuing for which there are no 
available council or police resources and lead to 
further restrictions which will end up costing 
residents annually in permit charges. 

 Simple solutions to hospital staff parking on the 
estate are; Darenth Valley hospital board to 
reduce or remove charges for their staff, the 
current level of greed the hospital exhibits is 
unnecessary particularly when considering the 
recent increases to NHS funding generally.  
Perhaps it would help with the hospitals 
unsuccessful staff recruitment programme if 
they added “low cost” parking for new starters, it 
is always the lower paid staff who park on the 
estate which is easily judged by the age of the 
vehicles parked. 

Local 
Healthcare 
Trust  

Object  Please take this email as an official objection to 
the proposed park restriction on the Fleet 
Estate, Dartford. 

 It is disappointing to the Trust that at a time 
when local government should be working in 
partnership with the local health economy that 
KCC were intending to issue this consultation 



without formally notifying the Trust of its 
intentions. 

 Parking in and around Dartford hospital has 
always been an issue, of which officers are 
aware.  Fleet Estate is currently a public 
highway and therefore the public are entitled to 
park there; this fact has helped alleviate the 
historic pressure of parking on the hospital site. 

 The Trust financially and under planning laws 
cannot increase its current parking footprint, 
therefore if these local parking restrictions are 
put in place it would have an immediate and 
direct negative impact on the local population 
using the hospital facilities and cause untold 
stress and financial burden to vulnerable 
persons seeking to park their cars legally. 

 I can appreciate local residence frustration, but 
they are aware of the hospital; it has been on its 
present site for 18 years and this is not a new 
issue to them. 

 If this parking restriction is put into place, then 
there is a likelihood there will be queues of cars 
spilling onto the major roads and causing 
frequent blockages outside the hospital premise 
increasing the risk to those owners and 
impeding flow to Bluewater, a major business 
contributor to the County. 

Local resident Support  

 I wish to support this order, and hope that after 
many years with irresponsible parking close to 
the corners, drivers will now be safer when 
approaching junctions and will be able to see if 
there is any oncoming traffic rather than having 
to hope there is not. 

Local resident Support  I live on Lonsdale Crescent and for me these 
DYL’s cannot come soon enough, you will get 
no objection as we live on the bend. 

Local resident Support  I would like to give my full support to the 
proposal for the yellow lines etc on the Fleet 
Estate, they cannot come soon enough.  There 
are serious safety issues across the whole 
estate due to the dangerous practice of parking, 
sometimes actually ON the corners, by non-
estate people including employees of the local 
motor dealers on Princes Road, as well as both 
staff and visitors to Darent Valley Hospital.  You 
will get those who complain and say they don’t 
want/need the proposed lines/parking 
restrictions, but these are needed ASAP.  There 
have already been several minor accidents due 
to the dangerous parking and one very serious 
incident that nearly cost a little girl her life 

Local Resident Both  I have been looking at the proposals for the 
street which I live in.  I have studied the maps 
available.  I am concerned that I have a partial 
dropped kerb and park another car on the front 
of my garden.  I am very concerned that you 
have not written to me or any other residents 
when this affect the street where I live and park.  
No-one parks on the north side of the road on 
the bend or outside my house.  Most of the 



parking is opposite my house to the side of the 
Post Office and on the other park of the bend 
(the south).  Could you please explain your 
reasoning? (Verbatim) 

Local resident Both  My comments are specific to the proposals for 
the parking prohibition (‘double yellow lines’) on 
both sides of Fleet Avenue at its junction with 
Fleet Road and the continuance of the 
prohibition into Fleet Road either side of the 
junction. 

 I think the consequential outcome of the 
prohibition will likely be that cars are parked 
entirely on the pavement outside of 20 Fleet 
Road and 22 Fleet Road. This is because, whilst 
there is a sanction for parking over yellow lines 
and thus parking partially on the pavement 
where there are yellow lines still constitutes a 
violation, parking entirely on the pavement could 
be construed as not in contravention. Thereafter 
it is a police or parking officer’s judgement and 
discretion (if they are present to observe) 
whether the parking contravenes the Highway 
code. 

 The Highway Code states drivers should not 
park on the pavement, meaning it is advisory 
and not, therefore, backed up by any legislation. 

 Rule 242 is where it gets a little less clear, 
stating: "You MUST NOT leave your vehicle or 
trailer in a dangerous position or where it causes 
any unnecessary obstruction of the road." 

 This is a must not, again, meaning if a car is 
reported or seen by a police officer and judged 
to be either in a dangerous position or causing 
an unnecessary obstruction of the road then a 
Fixed Penalty Notice could be issued. 

 A second likely consequence is that the yellow 
lines will encourage drivers to park across 
cross-overs into properties driveways. This is 
because there is little appetite for the local 
council or police to address such low-level 
issues. 

 However, when these likely outcomes are 
considered against the stated aims (bullet points 
above) of the intent of the order it can be argued 
they will not be met and will likely lead to less 
conformance with the stated aims. 

 Parking fully on the pavement will hinder sight 
lines when turning into Fleet Road from Fleet 
Avenue thus making the danger element of the 
first bullet point more likely. Parking fully on the 
pavement will force wheelchair users, users of 
mobility scooters and users of prams and 
pushchairs into the road if the pavement is 
blocked. This is also likely to lead to less 
conformance with the aims of the third bullet 
point. 

 With respect to the second bullet point 
conformance with this is again less likely as 
parking pressure on the remaining permitted 
roadside places from residents and transient 
drivers will increase leading to greater social 



tensions and therefore hardly preserving or 
improving the amenities of the area. 

 On balance the double yellow lines are unlikely 
to achieve the stated aims and most likely 
exacerbate the very problems they propose to 
resolve. 

Local resident Both  With regards to the painting of yellow lines at the 
junction of Fleet Avenue and Swaledale Road, 
while I realise the parking is heavy at these 
times, especially at peak hours, there are 
several reasons why this is not a good scheme. 
Firstly, it will take trade away from the shops 
and the café, secondly any vans or trucks 
parking there at present will only park further 
down Swaledale Road, Tessdale Road and 
Fleet Avenue.  These are residential properties 
and at present there are enough vehicles 
parking down these roads. 

 Your scheme will exacerbate this situation.  
Also, in this day and age some families have 
two and sometimes three cars per household, 
this scheme will cause hardship to families. A 
better scheme would perhaps be a time zone if 
anything has to be done 

Local resident Both  This program does nothing to help with the issue 
of hospital parking, but it will mean less parking 
space for locals. 

 I is likely to make Fleet Road part of the main 
route through the estate, as cars can avoid the 
speed bumps in Lunedale Road.  We will have 
more traffic, at faster speeds.  Not an 
improvement for us locally.  

 When the M25 jams Fleet Road will become a 
rat run as drivers will have a faster route to 
avoid the jams. 

Local resident Comment only  Parking is a struggle every day with people who 
don’t live here parking and then going over to 
the garages on Princes Road or leaving multiple 
cars and going across the bridge in one ot to the 
hospital. 

 All these lines are going to do is give the 
residents more misery as they will have 
nowhere to park. 

 The only way you will improve parking on this 
estate is making the whole estate permits only 
between certain hours of the day 7 days a week. 
If their permits are reasonably priced for the 
year then the complaints should be minimal and 
once people realise the benefits of actually 
being able to park where they live surely will be 
welcomed. 

 
3.3 The main concerns appear to be that some residents perceive that they will not be 

able to park outside of their own houses and that parking problems will not be 
resolved. A number of the respondents are in favour of the installation of double 
yellow lines on the corners of the roads concerned. 

 
4.1 Financial and VAT 
 
4.1.1 None for Dartford Borough Council.  
 



4.2 Legal 
 
4.2.1 None for Dartford Borough Council. 
 
4.3      Corporate 
 
4.3.1 None for Dartford Borough Council. 
 
5.0 Recommendation(s) 
 
5.1 It is recommended that the TRO proposal for double yellow line corner protection is 

taken forward.  The introduction of this Order is recommended on the grounds of 
improving safety for pedestrians and to increase visibility at the junctions.  The TRO 
proposals are intended to reduce the safety problems associated with the current 
inconsiderate parking, exacerbated by non-residents parking and the expansion of 
the nearby hospital.  Thus, this TRO proposal is intended to improve visibility at 
junctions by reducing the extents of parked cars that are causing obstructions.  

 
 

Contact Officer: Robin Chantrill-Smith, TRO Co-ordinator, Schemes Planning & 
Delivery Team 

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

 
 
Background Papers 
 

Title Details of where to access copy 

Whole file Highway Services, Kent County Council 
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These documents  
should remain available 

for public inspection until 
            26th August 2019 

 
 
 

 
 

    In the Borough of Dartford 
 

THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 
 (VARIOUS ROADS, DARTFORD) (STOPPING, WAITING & 

LOADING PROHIBITIONS & RESTRICTIONS & PROVISION OF 
PARKING PLACES) (AMENDMENT No.2) ORDER 2019 

 

        Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

DOCUMENTS 

on DEPOSIT 
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 In the Borough of Dartford 
 

THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 
(VARIOUS ROADS, DARTFORD) (STOPPING, WAITING & LOADING 

PROHIBITIONS & RESTRICTIONS & PROVISION OF PARKING PLACES) 
(AMENDMENT No.2) ORDER 2019 

 

        Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 
 

NOTICE is hereby given that the Kent County Council proposes to make the above-named 
Order under Sections 1, 2, 4 and 124 of and Part IV of Schedule 9 of the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1984, the effect of which would be to: - 
 

The effect of the proposed named Order will introduce or amend existing waiting restrictions 
on the following lengths of roads (DYL’s means double yellow lines) waiting to be prohibited 
at any time:-  
 

Roads in Borough of Dartford 
 
Airedale Close, Dartford – On both sides of its junction with Princes Road for a distance of 
10 meters in a southerly direction. Allendale Close, Dartford – On both sides from its 
junction with Princes Road for a distance of 10 metres in a southerly direction. Dovedale 
Road, Dartford – (1) On both sides of its junction with Fleet Road for a distance of 10 
meters in a northerly direction. (2) On both sides of its junction with Princes Road for a 
distance of 10 metres in a southerly direction. Eskdale Close, Dartford – On both sides 
from its junction with Lunedale Road for a distance of 10 metres in a southeasterly direction. 
Fleet Avenue, Dartford – (1) On the northern side from its junction with Swaledale Road for 
a distance of 10 metres in a westerly direction. (2) On the northern side from a point in line 
with the boundary of 45/47 Fleet Avenue for a distance of 48 metres in a westerly then 
northerly direction. (3) On the eastern side from its junction with Fleet Road for a distance of 
10 metres in a south easterly direction. (4) On the western side from its junction with Fleet 
Road for a distance of 12 metres in a south easterly direction.  Fleet Road, Dartford – (1) 
On the southern side from a point 10 metres east and 10 metres west of its junction with 
Maybury Avenue. (2) On the southern side from a point 10 metres east and 7 metres west of 
its junction with Fleet Avenue. (3) On the southern side from a point 10 metres east and 10 
metres west of its junction with Swaledale Road. (4) On the southern side from a point 10 
metres east and 10 metres west of its junction with Ribblesdale Road. (5) On the northern 
side from a point 10 metres east and 10 metres west of its junction with Un-named Road to 
junction with Princes Road. (6) On the northern side from a point 10 metres west and 10 
meters south east of its junction with Dovedale Road. (7) On the eastern side from its 
junction with Teesdale Road for a distance of 10 meters in a northerly direction. Lonsdale 
Crescent, Dartford – (1) On both sides of its junction with Lunedale Road for a distance of 
10 metres in a south easterly direction. (2) On both sides of its junction with Weardale 
Avenue for a distance of 14 metres in a westerly direction. Lunedale Road, Dartford – (1) 
On the northern side from a point 10 metres north easterly and 10 meters south westerly of 
its junction with Swaledale Road. (2) On the south eastern side from a point 10 meters north 
easterly and 8 metres south westerly of its junction with Eskdale Close. (3) On the southern 
side from a point 10 metres west and 4 metres east of the eastern arm and 6 metres west 

PUBLIC 
NOTICE 
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and 10 metres east of the western arm junctions of Lunedale Road. (4) On both sides of the 
eastern and western arm junctions of Lunedale Road for a distance of 10 metres in a 
southerly direction. (5) On the south eastern side from a point 10 metres north east and 10 
metres south west of its junction with Lonsdale Crescent. (6) On the northern side from a 
point 14 metres west and 10 metres east of its junction with Un-named Road to junction with 
Teesdale Road.  Maybury Avenue, Dartford – On both sides from its junction with Fleet 
Road for a distance of 10 metres in a south easterly direction. Oaklands Road, Dartford – 
On both sides form its junction with Princes Avenue for a distance of 10 metres in an 
easterly direction. Patterdale Road, Dartford – On the western side from its junction with 
Princes Road for a distance of 10 metres in a southerly direction. Princes Avenue, Dartford 
– (1) On the eastern side from a point 10 metres north and 10 metres south of its junction 
with Oaklands Road. (2) On the western side from a point 10 metres north and 10 metres 
south of its junction with Queens Gardens. Princes Road, Dartford – (1) On the southern 
side from a point 10 metres east and 10 meters west of its junction with Airedale Close. (2) 
On the southern side from a point 10 metres east and 10 meters west of its junction with 
Dovedale Road. (3) On the southern side from a point 10 meters east and 10 meters west of 
its junction with Tynedale Close. (4) On the southern side from a point 10 meters east and 
10 meters west of its junction with Alledale Close. (5) On the southern side from its junction 
with Patterdale Road for a distance of 10 metres in a westerly direction. (6) On the southern 
side from a point 14 metres east and 10 metres west of its junction with Un-named Road to 
junction with Fleet Road.  Queens Gardens, Dartford – On both sides from its junction with 
Princes Avenue for a distance of 7 metres in a westerly direction. Ribblesdale Road, 
Dartford – On both sides of its junction with Fleet Road for a distance of 10 metres in a 
southerly direction. Swaledale Road, Dartford – (1) On the western side from its junction 
with Fleet Avenue for a distance of 10 metres in a northerly direction. (2) On both sides from 
its junction with Fleet Road for a distance of 10 metres in a southerly direction. (3) On both 
sides from its junction with Lunedale Road for a distance of 10 metres in a north westerly 
direction. Teesdale Road, Dartford – (1) On the north easterly side from a point 10 meters 
north east and 10 meters south west of its junction with Wharfedale Road. (2) On the 
southern side form a point 12 meters east and 14 meters west of its junction with Un-named 
Road to the junction with Teesdale Road. (3) On the northern side from a point 10 meters 
east of its junction with Fleet Road. (4) On the northern side from a point 10 metres west and 
5 metres east of the eastern arm and 10 metres west and 10 metres east of the western arm 
junctions of Teesdale Close. Tynedale Close, Dartford – (1) On both sides of its junction 
with Princes Road for a distance of 10 metres in a southerly direction. (2) On both sides of 
the eastern and western junctions to Tessdale road for a distance of 10 metres in a northerly 
direction. Un-named Road junction from Fleet Road to junction with Princes Road, 
Dartford – (1) On both sides from its junction with Fleet Road for a distance of 10 metres in 
a northerly direction. (2) On both sides from its junction with Princes Road for a distance of 
10 metres in a southerly direction. Un-named Road junction from Lunedale Road to 
junction with Teesdale Road, Dartford – (1) On both sides from its junction with Lunedale 
Road for a distance of 10 metres in a northerly direction. (2) On both sides from its junction 
with Teesdale Road for a distance of 10 metres in a southerly direction. Weardale Avenue, 
Dartford – On the western side from a point 10 metres north and 10 metres south of its 
junction with Lonsdale Crescent. Wharfedale Road, Dartford – On both sides form its 
junction with Teesdale Road for a distance of 10 metres in a north westerly direction. 
 

A copy of the proposed Order, statement of the Council’s reasons for making the proposed 
Order, a map indicating the location and the effect and a copy of any other Orders which will 
be amended by the proposed Order may be examined on Monday to Friday at The Kent 
County Council, Sessions House, Maidstone, ME14 1XQ, The Kent County Council, 
Highways Transportation & Waste, Ashford Highway Depot, Henwood Industrial Estate, Unit 
4 Javelin Way, Ashford, Kent TN24 8AD and at Dartford Borough Council Offices, Civic 
Centre, Home Gardens, Dartford, Kent DA1 1DR during normal office hours or viewed online 
at www.consultations.kent.gov.uk 
 

If you wish to offer support or object to the proposed Order you should send the grounds in 
writing to The TRO Co-ordinator, Schemes Planning & Delivery Team, Highways 
Transportation & Waste, Kent County Council, Ashford Highway Depot, Henwood Industrial 
Estate, Javelin Way, Ashford, TN24 8AD or by email to TRO@kent.gov.uk by 12 noon 
Monday 26th August 2019. 

http://www.consultations/
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Simon Jones, Director of Highways Transportation & Waste 
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In the Borough of Dartford 
 

THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 
(VARIOUS ROADS, DARTFORD) (STOPPING, WAITING & LOADING 

PROHIBITIONS & RESTRICTIONS & PROVISION OF PARKING PLACES) 
(AMENDMENT No.2) ORDER 2019 

 

        Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 

 
The Kent County Council acting as the Local Traffic Authority intends to make the Order 
referred to above and as shown on the drawings accompanying this document in the interest 
of public safety  
 

 For avoiding danger to persons or other traffic using the road or any other road of for 
preventing the likelihood of any such danger arising. 
 

 For preserving or improving the amenities of the area through which the road runs. 
 

 For facilitating the passage on the road or any other road of any class of traffic 
(including pedestrians). 

 
 

Nikola Floodgate 
Schemes Planning and Delivery Manager 

 

STATEMENT 
OF REASONS 
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THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 
(VARIOUS ROADS, DARTFORD) (STOPPING, WAITING & LOADING 

PROHIBITIONS & RESTRICTIONS & PROVISION OF PARKING PLACES) 
(AMENDMENT No.2) ORDER 2019 

 

       Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 
 
THE KENT COUNTY COUNCIL, acting as the local traffic authority and in exercise of its 
powers under Sections 1, 2, 4 and 124 of and Part IV of Schedule 9 to the Road Traffic 
Regulations Act 1984 (hereinafter referred to as the “the Act”) and of all other enabling 
powers and after consultation with the Chief Officer of Police in accordance with Part III of 
Schedule 9 to the Act hereby propose to make the following Order:- 
 
 

 
1. The Order shall come into operation on                                 and may be cited 

as ‘The Kent County Council (Various Roads, Dartford) (Stopping, Waiting 

and Loading Prohibitions and Provision of Parking Places) (Amendment 2) 

Order 2019’ (‘this Order’). 

 
2. The Interpretation Act 1978 shall apply to this Order as it applies for the 

interpretation of an Act of Parliament. 

 
3. Without prejudice to the validity of anything done or to any liability incurred in 

respect of any act or omission before the coming into operation of this Order, 

‘The Kent County Council (Various Roads, Dartford) (Stopping, Waiting and 

Loading Prohibitions and Prohibitions of Parking Places) (Consolidation) 

Order 2019’ (‘the Order of 2019’) shall have effect as though: 

 
(a) Schedule 2 to the Order of 2019 is amended by the replacement of the 

following Map Schedules: 
  

AA17 revision 0 replaced by  AA17 revision 1 
Y16 revision 0 replaced by  Y16 revision 1 
Y17 revision 0 replaced by  Y17 revision 1 
Y18 revision 0 replaced by  Y18 revision 1 
Z16 revision 0 replaced by  Z16 revision 1 
Z17 revision 0 replaced by  Z17 revision 1 
Z18 revision 0 replaced by  Z18 revision 1 
 

 
GIVEN under the Common Seal of The Kent County Council  
 
 
This day of   2019 
 
 
THE COMMON SEAL OF THE 
KENT COUNY COUNCIL 
was hereunto affixed  
in the presence of: -  
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Authorised Signatory 

 


