
THE PARKING AND AMENIW TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIT

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG
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Dear Sir/Madam

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION :

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( orntcrw rH rnomoF FrrzPATRtcK

RrvER POll{t HOUSE)

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30" September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faithfully: O +t. s Pr-a.. r- [-{ c-<-c'
l{r+r-D: S YnaO
Lor., DO "- t(oagl
R u., e'r- 1-15719
I rer- ;  Tru r3 2-DN

{{ I l5c,iAc (-\ ,/.

f l .r*n, r l1 voi-no*ftGG( ,
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PETITION

To the Highway Authorit-v against the painting ofdouble yellow lines in the area directly
in front of Fitzpatrick, River Point House (between 'Majestic' (Wine Merchants) and
.laguar Cars) London Road.

This petition is signed by those persons rvho oppose this restriction to park on the
grounds of i) it affecting the livelihood of'Fat Princess' burger'/ sandr,vich bar and ii) the
area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a throughway. Therefore, the vehicles parking in
this do so when attending their work place in this area and secondly, short term parking
to ourchase lunch.

I fli l.'aoa
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Morcln Chodynleckl
"Fof Pilnceg!"

(in fronl of 'Flfzpohick ond Squlggles Doy Nursery)
Riverpolnl House

London Rood
Rlverheod
Sevenooks

TNI4

Iel- 07936 376 596

The Highwoy Aufhority
Sevenooks District Council
Argyle Rood
Sevenooks
Kenl

Deor Sirs

I wrife wifh concem for my business "Fof Princess Sondwich Bor"
situoled in fronl of Fitzpotrick Conlroctors ond Squiggles Doy Nursery on
London Rood, Sevenooks ond ihe focl lhot fhis oreo is to be enforced
wilh porking reslrictions l.e. double yellow lines.

This oreo of London Rood is o smoll cul-de-soc used for business
purposes only, lherefore fhe only people using this rood ore people
ottending fheir ploce of work or for short term use for people
purchosing lunch from my sondwich bor. I lherefore osk why lhis oreo is
being enforced by such porking restrictions ond lo oppose lhis os I
would no longer be oble to lrode from this spot.
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Since lroding I hove built up o lorge customer bqse from oll lhe offices
direcfly behind me olong wilh Tesco's ond olso possing frode. lom sure
you con oppreciofe, if this porking restricfion goes oheod. I would find
it extremely hord if ol oll possible fo re-esfoblish somewhere else given
the hord limes lhol mony of us hove follen on of fhis presenl fime.

I very much look forword to heoring from you.

Yours sincerely

//o4n**^
Morcin Chodyniecki
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THE PARKING AND AMENITY TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

,^,, !Vl(.ro (o-{
Dear Sir/Madam

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION :

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( ornecrrv rru rnot'tr or F[zPATRtcK

RtvER POrNT HOUSE)

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30" September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faithfully:

OAr( f}.*f- UA tbe
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THE PARKING AND AMENITY TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRI T COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

**...t4.1*-.1s.8^
Dear Sir/Madam

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION :

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( unecrrv rr rnom or FtrzPATRrcK

RIVER POINT HOUSE}

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30" September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

-htt;'.=ra.
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THE PARKING AND AMENIW TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER/SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION:

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( DTRECTLY rN FRoNT of FrrzPATRtcK

RtvER POTNT HOUSE)

oo'.........1.1f........!9.....*-9.9.-i-..............

Dear Sir/Madam

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30" September 2OO8 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faithfully:

V.5 ?tn,-rt-,

j u i  r  l , t , \  -P  J , l { i o (naJ ' ' n  dnc tT t

n l LL /1^ )  ( - . a , sS . t  24  'S

7., '1,!h*|r/hD.
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THE PARKING AND AMENITY TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAO

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

**...i5'1..-k:m,.g.rl....J-"-ex..........

Dear Sir/Madam

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER/SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION:

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( otREcTLy rr FRoMr oF FIr-zpATRrcx

RrvER PO[{T HOUSE)

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30"'September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faithf utty, 7/ -
,/(n^'"*

4 Do,o,*,7- 
^ I *,,1 ̂ ( F-f }tttt'J -) '.q^til.3 *.11n

F.k P*,.o s,A;rn 6' .(L f,t P; t s^,[p[-t d

ffi'-il"r*i,"tf "#:ffi i,t?ni::T:;0
t" srr, "F x,,ro. ) p__ ,1. L.nh*n
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THE PARKING AND AMENIry TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

,.FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

TOCATION :

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( otnecnv n rnolror FlrzPATRlcK

RIvER POTNTHOUSE)

Dear Sir/Madam

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30- September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar,onc\ *1.JQ=

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and $pm.

Yours Faithfully:

r) i v\nctolL ft,f<bJ Xots's-:
t r 

vMA,ltcuu {Ln tttuq l:to
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THE PARKING AND AMENIry TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

. l t

,^,,.. .....W 1....!. (r-. I o I
Dear Sir/Madam

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER/SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION :

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( orneoLv rH rnomor F[zPATRrcK

RIVER POINTHOUSE)

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30'September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faithfully:+
P E"beAs

u nAf,EsTlc'l
(u"rne n4eoqANit
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,,fHE PARKING AND AMENITY TEAM "FAT PRINCESS"

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

ARGYLE ROAD LOCATION :

SEVENOAKS RIVERHEAD. LONDON RD

KENT ( orneorv rH rnomor FrrzpATRrcK

TN13 1HG RIVER POINTHOUSE}

oo,,............... . ]-4-: lo:Og 
'

Dear Sir/Madam

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 30- September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

L,thtro,es ,
yours Faithfulty: 

Z3- //- 1ary,'.'t frDt/rSa" '
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- Existing double yellow lines

'*". Proposed double yellow lines

- Existing No Waiting, Mon-Sat
8.3o-6.3o

* Existing No Waiting & No
Loading, Mon-Sat, 8.3o-6.3o

Existing pedeslrian crossingn\
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Proposed Waiting Restrictions
AisherWay I Azz+ London Road

Riverhead
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i/u 
r o *rrn oND AMENrry rEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

,  i  t  ^  / - . /
'  +,  tu/u\>*' '--- '1 "- '--

Dear 5ir/Madam

/ * , ,

rtzlwc
€Qc,,rt .

(a,troAcrutLE 
tt

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION :

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( orneorY ru rnour or F[zpATRtcK

RIVER POINT HOUSE)

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 3@ September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8aqn,and 2pm.

Yours Faithfully:
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* Pl6psssd d6uble yeilow lines
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THE PARKING AND AMENITY TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYLE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 1HG

Dear Sir/Madam

I write in response to Your letter dated 30- September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the

$.*,u-:a-*=*\
a**.-r.r,1u--5

-T 
rgr\ 'zr\  

Q,

hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Fa

M t i--43-\

(-c-i).tt_q

t-s,.:\c""..r

cc:{ i : \ . , ! t t t { )<:r_

ei*i'--f

'.\{\

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

"FAT PRINCESS"

BURGER /SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION:

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( ornrcruv rru rnoxror FTzPATRtcK

RIVER POIIVT HOUSE}
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THE PARKING AND AMENITY TEAM

SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL

ARGYTE ROAD

SEVENOAKS

KENT

TN13 lHG RIV€R POINTHOUSE)

Re; Amendment l8a-Riverhead

I write in response to Your letter dated 3& September 2008 in regard
to the introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhead.

I oppose this restriction to park, on the grounds that it will affect the livelihood
of " FAT PRINCESS" burger/ sandwich Bar.

The area in question is a cul-de-sac and not a through way.

Therefore, the vechicles parking are, short term only, and just between the
hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faith

"FAT PRINC€SS"

BURGER/SANDWICH BAR

LOCATION:

RIVERHEAD , LONDON RD

( DTRECTLYTN FRoNToF FtrzPATRtcK

,^,,....1.{../_r e./- a s. .............................

Dear Sir/Madam

tJ\l\'^A P-a(rt

tCt ( Propr: ,br)
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tO Cofathec

Y

Lordon Road. Rrv€rhead
S€Yenoa(;. Kent Tl.t I : 2Dt\l

te ef)ho.e 01732 744870
i : v  0 l 7 3 2  4 6 9 9 8 6

$,!..,,,\, 1:cT. fh er:. co Llk

f P r r o r . e  &  R e q  r e E d  o t l  ! c
: 5  L r f , .  s r E . r  L o n d o r  ! ! r  c 3 1

The Park ing and Ameni ty  Team
Sevenoaks District Council

YouR aEf:AMENDMENT 18A

OUR REFArgyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent
T N  1 3  l H G

Cofathe(
Heatsave l-imited

Cofathec Ho!se.  Unrt  t ,  Ryeda e Courr

15'n october 2oo8

Dear Sir/Madam,

Ref: Amendments 18a - Riverhead

I write in respo-nse to your letter dated 30'h September 200g with regards to the
introduction of parking restrictions in Riverhe'ad.

l.strongly oppose this restriction to park in the cul-de-sac on London Road opposite
the Fitzpatrick River Point House, on the grounds that it will affect the liveliirood of'Fat Princess' Burger/Sandwich Bar.

It is not a through way and therefore any vehicles parking there are short term only,
between the hours of 8am and 2pm.

Yours Faithfu lly

All the members of Staff at Cofathec Heatsave Limited

0aris t)rsTRlrr t0UNCti

PLANIiING & TRANSPrJHTATION DEPT,

Cofathec, a subsidrary company of the Gaz de France qrouo
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58 London Road
Riverhead
Sevenoaks

Kent
TN13 2DJ

The Parking & Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent
TN13 lHG

10th October 2OO8

Dear Si r  or  Madam

Re: ?mendment 18a - Riverhead'

We write in response to your letter dated 3Oth September 2OO8 outlining the proposals for the Riverhead
area regarding new parking restrictions. The Consultation process to take place between 9'n October and
3'd November 2008.

We would like to re-iterate our earlier objections to the proposals for placing double yellow lines at
Bullfinch Lane between London Road and Baden Powell Road.

We are objecting on the grounds that there are many houses in the London Road, along with ourselves,
who have no parking facilities and consequently park our cars in Bullfinch Lane.

We would ask that this section of Bullfinch Lane between London Road and Baden Powell Road be
available for Residents Parking only.

The residents in London Road will stil l need to park their cars in the area and ifthey park elsewhere in
the vicinity this will, undoubtedly impact on potential parking problems in those streets.

In the event that the double yellow lines are placed in the proposed areas we seek your advice as to
where we are now supposed to park near our home.

Yours faithfully

SEI/FHNA$IETP'rTrNUNcii

Sarah and Mark Lennox
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Page I of 2

Gox, Graham

From: Hawkins, Janet

Sent: 22 October 2008 09:01

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: T/Riverhead/4 (FAO Graham Cox) Amendement 18a

lmportance: High

From: Danny Pearson [mailto:danny,pearson@ubertek.uk.com]
Posted At: 21 October 2008 20:16
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: T/Riverhead/4 (FAO Graham Cox) Amendement 18a
Subject: Re: T/Riverhead/4 (FAO Graham Cox) Amendement 18a
Importance: High

Graham

On what basis and reasoning do you plan to spend tax payers money on reducing parking in Riverhead
outside the Hire shop & installing a bus stop.

We utilise the spaces outside the Hire shop to park and have done since we moved to Riverhead 8 years ago,
we did park in Hamlin Road for a while and found our car was being vandilised often, by Kids and possibley
residents.

By Installing the bus stop you will be causing us significant stress & worry at where we park our vehicle, we
have "locus standi" (previous involvement), as we have been using the parking place for eight years.

lf this cannot be resolved between us, iwill have to take my greivence to the Queens bench division for
addministrative action, under an order 53.

Kind regards

Danny Pearson

Opera ons Director

iJ El E RTE K
I . I  V A  C  E L C C T R t r  M E C H A N I C A L
E N G I N E T R I N G  6  M A I  N T E  N A N  t r E

344-354 Grays inn road London WCl X 8BP

r: 02Q7 1642211
F: 0207 1642212
E: operations@ubertek.uk.com
W: www.ubertek.uk.com

22/10/2008
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Kent
Police

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 lHG

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitins. Disabled Parking Places.
And On Street Parkine Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

A224 London Road / Bullfinch Lane Riverhead

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30th September 2008 concerning the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

r The application meets the necessary criteria.
r The introduction ofprohibition ofwaiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
o Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from any junction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours ofdarkness and
contravening provisions ofthe Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

e The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation ofparking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerely

Paul Cave
Police Constable 7981
Traffic Management Unit.

Working to keep Kent safe

This is available in
large print on request

Traflic Managcm€nt Unit, Tscticsl Operotions, London Rord, Aylesford, Kcnt ME20 ?SL
Tefephone: (01622) 798542 F^x| 0162279t549

Your Ref:
Our Ref:

Date

222/PW/895'7t08

9th october 2008

5IllE|\|ndri'

REC'D i 5

rliq"sl{"T r{!t?hr(h

i i i  20r$

PLANIIING e r n-,vSpun rrr rUN DEpl
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Page 1 of2

Gox. Graham

From: Hawkins, Janet

Sent: 22 October 2008 09:01

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: T/Riverhead/4 (FAO Graham Cox) Amendement 18a

lmportance: High

From: Danny Pearson [mailto:danny.pearson@ubertek.uk.com]
Posted At: 21 October 2008 20:16
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: T/Riverhead/4 (FAO Graham Cox) Amendement 18a
Subject: Re: T/Riverhead/4 (FAO Graham Cox) Amendement 18a
Importancer High

Graham

On what basis and reasoning do you plan to spend tax payers money on reducing parking in Riverhead
outside the Hire shop & installing a bus stop.

We utilise the spaces outside the Hire shop to park and have done since we moved to Riverhead I years ago,
we did park in Hamlin Road for a while and found our car was being vandilised often, by Kids and possibley
residents.

By Installing the bus stop you will be causing us significant stress & worry at where we park our vehicle, we
have "locus standi" (previous involvement), as we have been using the parking place for eight years

lf this cannot be resolved between us, iwill have to take my greivence to the Queens bench division for
addministrative action, under an order 53.

Kind regards

Danny Pearson

tapehtions Director

iJEIERTEK
H V A C  € L E C ' F C  M  E E  H A  F I I  C A L
E N  6 I N  E E R I N E i  &  M A : ' { T € N A N C E

344-354 Grays inn road London WClX 8BP

r: 0207 1642211
F: A207 1642212
E: operations@ubertek.uk.com
W: www.ubertek.uk.com

22/t0/2008
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Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Troflic Mamgement Unit, Tacticel Operrtionq London Roe4 Aylesford, Kent ME20 7SL
T€lephon€: (01622) 79E542 Ftx. 0162279t549

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
KentTNl3 lHG

Your Ref
Our Ref: 222/PW/8958108

Date 9'n October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitine. Disabled Parkine Places.
And On Street Parkins Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Aisher Wav / A224 London Road Riverhead

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30'h September 2008 conceming the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

o The application meets the necessary criteria.
r The introduction of prohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
o Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from anyjunction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours ofdarkness and
contravening provisions ofthe Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

o The safety ofother road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation of parking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Kent

Yours sincerely

AH
Paul Cave
Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Managernent Unit. This is avai lable in

large print on request

sEyEfit04rfan,qBrnTffiruiir
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25 Chesterfield Drive
Sevenoaks

Kent
TNI3 2EG

Tel.01732 450549
E mail: doncave@onetel,com

Sevenoaks District Council
Parking and Amenities Team
Argyle Road
SEVENOAKS
TN13 lHG

28 October 2008

Dear Sirs Ref Not ice l8

I have read the Planning Notice displayed in Bullfinch Lane regarding the introduction
and/or amendments to the parking conditions in the Riverhead area.

I presume that this is intended to make the motorist pay for any parking that might be
allowed or to penalise the motorist by reducing the parking available and should they
infringe any restrictions a mighty fine out of all proportion to the offence will be
imposed. Either way it is income for the Council at the expense or inconvenience of
the motorist trying to use the facilities in the area. It could be the end of the last few
local shops. Incidentally, has the cost of monitoring or controlling these new
restrictions been considered?

If it intended to stop the commuters from the sunounding areas parking and then
using the bus to Sevenoaks station, where the parking is completely inadequate, then it
will be counter productive from an environmental aspect. There is no sensible public
transport into Sevenoaks from the surrounding villages and the alternative will be for
someone to drive the commuter in and take the car home again, thereby doubling the
joumeys from two to four: in fact, once the driver and the commuter passenger are in
the car, the car will be taken all the way to the station. This will not only double the
joumeys but also make the journeys longer. The congestion at the station will also
increase.

Maybe the Council's ultimate aim is to reduce the usage on the commuter bus to the
point where it is deemed no longer economic and the service will be discontinued.

The few cars that are presently parked in Bullfinch Lane are the only deterrent to
speeding by the targe cars used to and from the two schools in the moming and the
afternoon. The humps only impede the progress of the smaller cars that we are
supposed to be using. The large ones are wide enough to be immune to the bumps or
the drivers consider that they are sufficiently strong not to bother to slow down' The
parked cars do slow the traffic and even brings it to a stop, Horror on horror, that they
might be delayed for 20 seconds on the way to school.

IREC'D - l  l l { - r l  tC08
j
;PLANIJING & TRAiirur-,,, , rt,, rtFpr.
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I am not a commuter but I do use the train later in the morning or afternoon to London
fairly frequently and the imposition of charges in St. Boltolph's Road removes the
opportunity to leave the car there while using the train. The parking fee is almost the
cost ofthe rail ticket. Once again the alternative is to ask a neighbour to provide a lift
(double joumey) or use a taxi (cost and a double journey). Walking is a possibility,
but not in inclement weather, it takes about 30 minutes ifdone briskly.

However ihese are the sort of policies that the Sevenoaks council tax payer might
expect when the person responsible is a butcher (what qualification is that?) and who
is able to commute from home everyday and to park conveniently at no charge. I am
sure that many Sevenoaks shopkeepers would like such an opportunity. However they
need to increase their sales by around f 12,000 per annum to meet their parking costs.
Their employees have to forgo about an hour's wages per day, 12%o or so which is
taken after tax of 20o/o, so the real cost of parking is 25%o greater than the advertised
cost.

The Council knows that the people cannot reliably or conveniently get in and out of
Sevenoaks by Public Transport and have to use their cars, so the Council can charge
just what it likes for parking and the motorist has to pay. This is otherwise known as
'holding someone to ransom'.

I can imagine a proportion of the council staffjust sitting in their offices, dreaming up
schemes and looking busy, which will ensure that their employment continues.
Perhaps they could attend to the bushes overhanging the London Road (the one in use)
near the 'Tesco' roundabout.

A victim of ransom,

>Lt €**
D. H. Cave.
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 23 October 2008 09:18

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: parking restrictions

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 21 October 2008 08:26
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: parking restrictions

From: Lynda Harrison [mailto:wkpc@btconnect.com]
Posted At: 20 October 2008 10:17
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
ConveEationr parking restrictions
Subject: parking restrictions

Dear Andy

Many thanks for the notifications of changes to proposed parking restrictions at Hever Road and the Briars/
London Road West Kingsdown . Members are pleased to see these restriciions being proposed and fully
support the District Councils plans for these restrictions. We would welcome regular visits by the traffic
wardens to enforce these parking changes.

Mrs Lynda Harrison
West Kingsdown Parish Clerk
wkpc@btconnect.com

04/tt/2008
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Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Trelfic Mrnsg€ment Unit, Tacticrl Operstions, London Roid, Aylesford, Kcnt ME20 7SL
Telephoner (01622) 798542 F^x. 0162279t549

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 IHG

Your Ref:
Our Ref: 3021PW18956108

Date 9th October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitinq. Disabled Parkine Places.
And On Street Parkinq Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

A20lThe Briars West Kingsdown

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30th September 2008 conceming the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

r The application meets the necessary criteria.
o The introduction ofprohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
o Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-how period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from anyjunction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

r The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation ofparking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerely

Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Manasement Unit. This is avai lable in

large print on request

Kent

SEVEllilA!i( il!qrprrr rfi [il{clL
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Cox. Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 08 October 2008 16:44

To: 'tracy.dickenson@virgin.net'

Cc: Cox,Graham;'westkent.highways@kent.gov.uk'

Subject: FW: Amendment 18b - Westkingsdown

Dear Ms Dickenson

Thank you for your comments regarding the proposed parking restrictions.

Atl comments will be assessed once the consultation process ends, but I note your comment mainly relates to
speeding traffic on Hever Road. With this in mind I am also forwarding your comments to Kent Highway
Services as they are the Authority that deals with issues relating to vehicle speed.

Andy Bracey
Senior Engin0er, Traffic & Parking

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 08 October 2008 07:48
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: RE: Amendment 18b - Westkingsdown

From: Tracy Dickenson Imailto:tracy.dickenson@virgin.net]
Posted At: 07 October 2008 21:32
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Amendment 18b - Westkingsdown
Subject: Amendment 18b - Westkingsdown

FAO Andy Bracey

I am the householder of 29 Hever Road, West Kingsdown and I am in receipt of your letter dated 30th
September 2008.

The parking is not an issue for me or my partner even if people park up opposite our house. What causes us
serious concern is the way we observe so many drivers speeding down Hever Road. On so many occasions
in the 4 years we have lived here, I have seen cars skidding to a halt and over stating the crossing at the end
of Hever Road. I regularly observe people driving at high speed up the road. I appreciate that humps are in
place in the little roadway by the shops but lthink speeding restrictions should be imposed on Hever Road
itself. lts a miracle that nobody has been knocked over.

Kind regards,

TRACY DICKENSON

22/10/2008
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Gox. Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 20 October 2008 11:07

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: parking restrictions

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 20 October 2008 11:04
To: Bracey, Andy
subject: FW: parking restrictions

From: Lynda Harrison [mailto:wkpc@btconnect.com]
Posted At: 20 October 2008 10:17
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoak.gov.uk)
Conversation: parking restrictions
Subject: parking restrictions

Dear Andy

Many thanks for the notiflcations of changes to proposed parking restrictions at Hever Road and the Briars/
London Road West Kingsdown . Members are pleased to see these restrictions being proposed and fully
support the District Councils plans for these restrictions. We would welcome regular visits by the traffic
wardens to enforce these parking changes.

Mrs Lynda Harrison
West Kingsdown Parish Clerk
wkoc@btconnect.com

22/r0/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 23 October 2008 09:18

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: parking restrictions

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 21 October 2008 08:26
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: Fw: parking restrictions

From: Lynda Harrison [mailto:wkpc@bkonnect.com]
Posted Ae 20 October 2008 10:17
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
ConveEation: parking restrictions
Subject: parking retrictions

Dear Andy

Many thanks for the notifications of changes to proposed parking restrictions at Hever Road and the Briars/
London Road West Kingsdown . Members are pleased to see these restrictions being proposed and fully
support the District Councils plans for these restrictions. We would welcome regular visits by the traffic
wardens to enforce these parking changes.

Mrs Lynda Harrison
West Kingsdown Parish Clerk
wkpc@btconnect.com

04/tL/2008
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Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Traffic Mlnagement Unit, Tacticrl Operrtions, Loddotr Ror4 Aylesford, Kent ME20 7SL
Telephoner (01622) 79E542 Faxt 0162279E549

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 lHG

Your Ref:
Our Ref: 302/PW8955/08

Date gth October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitine. Disabled Parking Places.
And On Street Parkins Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Ilever Road West Kingsdown

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30th September 2008 conceming the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

o The application meets the necessary criteria.
o The introduction of prohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffrc

Sigrrs and General Directions 2002.
o Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from any junction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrfng out constant enforcernent issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

r The safety ofother road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation of parking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Manaeernent Unit.

This is available in
large print on request

Kent

SEVENOA|iS DNTll T ({]|Ji'|TII.
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Cox. Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 09 October 2008 16:16

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: TiAsh-cum-Ridley/4 - Waiting Restrictions

Fromi Ash Parish Council [mailto:acrparish.council@virgin.net]
Sent: 09 October 2008 12:53
To: Bracey, Andy
Cc: Carol Clark; Bruce, Clive (non-sdc); Cllr Pett
Subject: T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4 - Waiting Restrictions

Dear Mr Bracey,

I write in response to the letter that we received dated 30th September 2008 relating to the proposals to
extend the double yellow line provision along Meadow Lane in New Ash Green.

Having already responded to you on 23rd September 2008 that the Parish Council ' Would request the District
Council not to proceed with increasing the double yellow line provision along Meadow Lane'we were
somewhat surprised to note in the letter that the matter seems to be the subject of further consultation and as
far as we can ascertain, the proposals appear to be unchanged.

As Cllr. Mrs Clark has pointed out in her email to you of 7th October, the original request had come from a
local resident who has since died. Recent local consultation, including a site meeting, established that the
extension ofthe lines is now actively opposed.

I would be grateful if you could look into this matter and report back as soon as possible.

With thanks.
Jane Redman
Clerk to Ash-cum-Ridley Parish Council
Teleohone: 01 47 4 7 027 60.

22/10/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 07 October 2008 11:40

To: Cox. Graham

Subject: FW:T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4

lmportance: High

From: cllr clark
Sent! 07 October 2008 1l:33
To3 Bracey, Andy
Cc: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoak.gov.uk); Cllr Bruce; Cllr Pett; Parish.Council, Ash Cum
Ridley
Subject! Ref : T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4
Impoftancer High

Dear Andy

I'm not sure what has happened here over the proposed extension to the double yellow lines in Meadow
Lane. My understanding was that it had all been sorted out with the Parish Council as the original request
(several years ago) had come from them, and that it had now been agreed with the Parish Council that the
lines would not be extended as shown or at all.

The original request had come from a resident who has now died. Recent local consultation, including a site
meeting, has established that the e)dension of the lines is now actively opposed. We had assumed that we
would hear no more of it! (lncidentally - the letter to me arrived in an open envelope with my address on it ,but
no name, and the letter inside to 'Dear Cllr," )

Please can you ensure that this is killed off and no further action taken?

Regards

Carol Clark

07/t0/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 08 October 2008 16:41

To: CIlr Clark

Cc: Cox, Graham

Subject: RE: T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4

Cl l r  Clark

This is an issue that Graham Cox is dealing with and lam forwarding your comments to him.

I understand there were a number of issues raised at the informal consultation stage, with some residents
strongly supporting the proposals.

Andy Bracey
Senior Engineer, Traffic & Parking

From: Cllr Clark
Sent: 07 October 2008 11:33
To: Bracey, Andy
Cc: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoak.gov.uk); Cllr Bruce; Cllr Pett; Parish.Council. Ash Cum
Ridley
Subject: Ref : T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4
Importance: High

Dear Andy

I'm not sure what has happened here over the proposed exitension to the double yellow lines in Meadow
Lane. My understanding was that it had all been sorted out with the Parish Council as the original request
(several years ago) had come from them, and that it had now been agreed with the Parish Council that the
lines would not be extended as shown or at all.

The original request had come from a resident who has now died. Recent local consultation, including a site
meeting, has established that the extension of the lines is now actively opposed. We had assumed that we
would hear no more of it! (lncidentally - the letter to me arrived in an open envelope with my address on it ,but
no name, and the letter inside to "Dear Cllr," )

Please can you ensure that this is killed off and no further action taken?

Regards

Carol Clark

rs/r0/2008
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N{ember of Scvenoaks l)istrict Council

Parking & Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council,
Council offices,
Argyle Road
SEVENOAKS
Kent TN13 1HG
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41, Lambardes,
NewAsh Green,

LONGFIELD,
Kent DA3 8HX

29th october 2008

Dear Sirs

Ref Amendment 18, Waiting Restriction Proposal,
Meadow Lane, New Ash Green

I believe that this proposal arises in response to a suggestion made originally
by a lady, resident at Hanover Place, who has been dead for two years or
more. I do not believe that there is any demonstrable prob'lem with vehicles
parked in this area causing a problem for highway users, or to neighbouring
properties.

I write to oppose the proposed extension to the yellow lines/waiting restriction at
Meadow Lane. The restriction is wholly unnecessary, in my view and that of a
number of residents to whom I have spoken. I am aware that the Parish Council
and Village Association take a similar view and trust that this proposal will not
be pursued.

The proposal amounts to a sledgehammer to crack a nut that does not existl
The money squandered on this piece of futile bureaucracy would have been
befter spent on services to the public.

Yours faithfully

n I
n  /  1  t '

,o
(''!4.

Alan Pett

Ash ward councillor

Council Offices, Arg].le tload, Scvenoaks, Kcnt' lNl3 IIIG
Tcleph<rne: O1732 227OOO Fax: 01732 227493
DX 3OOO6 Sevcnoaks rwvrv-sevenoaks.qov.uk

r\
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NEW ASH GREEN
VILLAGE ASSOCIATION LTD
Registered Office: Centre Road, New Ash Green, Longfield, Kent DA3 8HH
Tefephone: Ash Green (0147 41 872691 Fax. (01474\ 872409

,f WtO* irir: tsiil i .' ii, ; Cl r.

Our ref: PASK/s/Roads
Your ref: T/Ash-cumRidley/4

The Parking & Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent
TN131HG

28 October 2008

Dear Sirs

Amendment 18 - Ash-cum-Ridley

We refer to your recent communications with District Councillors within the Ash-cum-Ridley
parish regarding proposals for changing parking restrictions in the road known as Meadow
Lane.

Firstly, we would like to express our disappointment that this Association was not asked for
comments particularly as the road in question atfects land in our ownership either side.
Would you please ensure that any matters relating to such proposals in the future are
communicated directly to the Association at its Registered Office address - as above.

The proposals that you have been considering have been fully discussed by the Directors of
the New Ash Green Village Association who wish to put on record that the proposal to extend
the yellow lines as detailed is not supported by this organisation, and is regarded as wholly
unnecessary. Indeed, it is believed that there would be little if no monitoring of this proposed
extension or any other yellow lines in the village.

The Association is of the opinion that any such expense for such a proposal is not justified
and money would be better spent in much needed road surfacing throughout the village.

Yours faithfully \

l$Ni ' l l " :  9' :  l : ' -  .oi-1,.  ,^, i i i ; ,  r lEpl

Registration No 916654 Registered an England
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Gox, Graham

From: Hawkins, Janet

Sent: 03 November 2008 09:23

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Parking Restriction Proposals - Meadow Lane/Lancecroft, New Ash Green

Attachments: Extract re Meadow Lane.doc

From: New Ash Green Dental Centre Imailto:office@nagdentalcentre.com]
Posted At: 30 October 2008 17:38
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Parking Restriction Proposals - Meadow Lane/Lancecroft, New Ash Green
Subject: Parking Restriction Proposals - Meadow Lane/Lancecroft, New Ash Green

Dear Mr Bracey

lwould like to object to the latest proposal for waiting restrictions on meadow Lane/Lance croft. My reasons
are the same as before which are set out below.
Also, I gather you have received objections from the parish council, the district councillors and the county
councillor for the area - David Brazier.

PIease can you acknowledge receipt of this?

Huw Winstone
Senior Partner
New Ash Green Dental Centre
Meadow Lane
New Ash Green
Longfield
Kent
DA3 8PR

Tel: 01474 879800
Fax 01474 873495
---Original Message---
From: New Ash Green Dental Centre [mailto:office@nagdentalcentre.com]
Sent: 15 September 2008 18:51
To: 'Connor, Gary'
Cc: (acrparish.council@virgin.net)
Subject: RE: FAO Huw Winstone - Parking Restriction Proposals - Meadow Lane/Lancecroft, New Ash Gre€n

Dear Mr Connor

Re: Parking Restriction Proposals - Meadow Lane/Lancecroft, New Ash Green

Thank you for your email.

I have now met with Mr Peter Masson, parish councillor and Jane Redman, Clerk of Ash cum Ridley Parish
Counci l .

We agreed with lhem - see attached (from Jane Redman, parish clerk) that in lhe current circumstances, it
would be better to not proceed with this scheme. The parish council will hopefully ratiry this decision at their
next meeting, which I believe is Thursday evening. I understand from Jane Redman the clerk, that as you had
not notified them of this scheme; you are allowing the parish council until next week to respond.

04/11/2008
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Factors which were considered at our meeting at the site included,

1. Absence ofany complaints received by the parish council.
2. Proposed redevelopment of New Ash Green centre may result in less parking being available in the

vi l lage.
3. During the proposed redevelopment, it is highly likelythat parts of the car parks will be needed for

contractors buildings/stores.
4. The current parking, opposite the dental centre causes no problems with traffic and actually helps to

slow the lraffic flow.
5. At weekends, there is a considerable need for parking in this area as many people visit their relatives

and friends who live in the sheltered housing at Hanover Place, opposite the dental centre. Many of
these are elderly people themselves and need to park near by. One of my staff has discussed this with
Mrs Orchard, the warden at Hanover who agrees with this.

6. We have spoken to many residents of Lance Croft who have also approached us independently of us
asking them. The views from them all are that this scheme is unnecessary.

7. Whilst we have six car parking spaces, it is very helpful for there to be extra so locally. On a regular
basis we treat patients who arrive via ambulance bus who have to unload nearby and the vehicle is to
large to flt into our car park.

We would be grateful if you could consider all of lhis and we hope you will cancel this scheme.

Yours sincerely,

Huw Winstone
Senior Partner
New Ash Green Dental Centre
Meadow Lane
New Ash Green
Longfield
Kent
DA3 8PR

Tel:  01474 879800
Fax 01474 873495

- - - - -Or id inal  Mc<c: . rp--- - -

From : Connor, Gary [mailto:gary.connor@sevenoaks.gov.uk]
Sent: 05 September 2008 10:40
To: offi ce@nagdentalcentre.com
Subject: FAO Huw Winstone - Parking Restriction Proposals

Dear Mr. Winstone,

Further to your telephone call yesterday, I confirm that we can give you say a week's extension for
comments on the proposals. Please let us have your comments by 1 6th September.

By email would be acceptable.

Regards,

Gary Connor

This email may contain privilegediconfidential information.
It is intended solely for the person to whom it is addressed.
lf you are not the intended recipient you may not copy, deliver or disclose the
content of this message to anyone.
In such case please destroy/delete the message immediately and notify the sender
by reply email.
Opinions, conclusions and other information in this message that do not relate to the

0411t/2008
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Waiting Restrictions, Meadow Lane New Ash Green - A consultation is
currently being carried out bythe District Council concerning an order to
increase the length of double yellow line provision in Meadow Lane.
Unfortunately, some two years have elapsed since the request was made to
the District Gouncil so it was considered sensible to review the current
situation. Coupled with this, concerns had been raised by the local Dental
Practice to the extension of the double yellow line provision and a site
meeting was held with representatives from the Parish Council and the Dental
Surgery on 9th September 2008 to review the matter. As a result, it was
agreed that a proposal should be considered by the Parish Council to leave
the provision as it now stands, or until such time as there are any
complaints/concerns raised by local residents when the matter could be
further reviewed. There was a consensus however that a white edge line or
similar signage should be painted in the road to dissuade vehicles from
parking in front of and blocking the crossover from the pathway leading from
Lance Croft.
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy
Sent: 08 October 2008 16:41
To: Cllr Clark

Gc: Cox, Graham

Subject: RE: T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4

Cllr Clark

This is an issue that Graham cox is deaiing with and I am forwarding your comments to him.

I understand there were a number of issues raised at the informal consultation stage, with some residents
strongly supporting the proposals.

Andy Bracey
Senior Engineer, Traffic & Parking

From: Cllr Clark
Sentr 07 October 2008 11:33
To: Bracey, Andy
Cc: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk); Cllr Bruce; Cllr pett; parish.Council, Ash Cum
Ridley
Subject: Ref : T/Ash-cum-Ridley/4
Importance: High

Dear Andy

l'm not sure what has happened here over the proposed e)dension to the double yellow lines in Meadow
Lane. My understanding was that it had all been sorted out with the Parish Couniil as the original request
(several years ago) had come from them, and that it had now been agreed with the Parish C6uncil that the
lines would not be extended as shown or at all.

The original request had come from a resident who has now died. Recent local consultation, including a site
meeling, has established that the extension of the lines is now actively opposed. We had assumed that we
would hear no more of it! (lncidentally - the letter to me anived in an opeh'envelope with my address on it ,but
no name, and the letter inside to "Dear Cllr," )

Please can you ensure that this is killed off and no further action taken?

Regards

Carol Clark

22/t0/2008
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Gox. Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: '15 October 2008 16:27

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Parking Restiction Proposals - Meadow Lane / Lancecroft, New Ash Green

Fromi Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 15 October 2008 07:52
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Parking Restiction Proposals - Meadow Lane / Lancecroft, New Ash Green

From: New Ash Green Dental Centre lmailto;office@nagdentalcentre.com]
Posted At: 14 October 2008 16:57
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks,gov.uk)
Conversation: Parking Restiction Proposals - Meadow Lane / Lancecroft, New Ash Green
Subject: Parking Restiction Proposals - Meadow Lane / Lancecroft, New Ash Green

Dear Mr. Bracey,

Re: Parking Restriction Proposals - Meadow Lane / Lancecroft, New Ash Green.

We have again been foMarded a letter of communication from Sevenoaks District Council, written to one of
the residents living in Lancecroft, signed from yourself regarding: Prohibition and Restriction of Waitinq.
Disabled Person Parking Places, And On Street Parking Places (Amendment No.18 Ash - Cum -
Ridley) Order 2008

Factors which should be considered are as follows:

l. We again have had no communication from Sevenoaks District Council by letter or email. And as a rate
payer I believe we are entitled!

2. The consultation period is until 3rd November 2008, we need an extension of time to allow us to
respond.

3. Request for Information under the Freedom of lnformation Act:
What comments / letters / emails you have received that have caused you to have a second round of
consultation, please send us copies of these and any other reports or recommendations received in
relation to this proposal.

Yours sincerely,

Huw Winstone
Senior Partner
New Ash Green Dental Centre
Meadow Lane
New Ash Green
Longfield
Kent
DA3 8PR

22/t0/2008
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Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Trafric Msnagemenl Uni! Tacticel Operations, London Roe4 Aylesford, Kent ME20 7SL
Telephon€: (01622) ?9E542 Fs\, 0162219E549

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 IHG

Your Refi
Our Ref: glPW/8962108

Date 9th October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitins. Disabled Parkine Places.
And On Street Parking Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Lancecroft New Ash Green

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30th September 2008 concerning the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

r The application meets the necessary criteria.
r The introduction ofprohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
o Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from anyjunction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcernent issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

o The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation ofparking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerely

Police Constable 7981
Traffrc Manaeement Unit. This is avai lable in

large print on request

Kent

sEI/[NOA|{s I)I5TRlritn
REc'D 
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 07 October 2008 09:53

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Amendment 18d Penshurst

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 07 October 2008 09:52
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Amendment 18d Penshurst

From: DAVID DIVALL Imailto:d.divall@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 07 October 2008 09:19
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Amendment 18d Penshurst
Subject: Amendment 18d Penshurst

For the attention ofAndy Bracey
Senior Engineer - Traffic and Parking

KCC(Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting, Disabled Person Parking Places
& On Street Parking Places (Amendment No. 18d Penshurst Order) 2008

I acknowledge receipt ofyour letter dated 30 September regarding the above and, subsequent to
discussions at the PC meeting held last evening, would reiterate the comments contained in our
email to Graham Cox as follows:

The members ask if these could be restricted to the comers leading from Fordcombe Lane only into
Spring Lane and Fordcombe Road. It would also behelpful if the lines could be extended towards
the boundary of 1 Stone Row Cottages

Members felt this compromise would provide extended sight lines for vehicles leaving The Lane
making their exit much safer, most problems are experienced during day light hours when the area is
most quiet, the parking gnerated by the school 'pick up and drop off periods acting as a slowing
down mechanism.

It would be appreciated ifyou could take these comments into account when making a final decision.

We note from your letter that 'The first round of consultation produced a number of comments and
with these in mind the District Council has amended the proposals to encompass as many of the
residents views as possible'. We carmot see any difference between the current plan and the
original. It would be appreciated ifyou could advise what comments, other than those ofthe PC,
were received in connection with this consultation.

E M Divall (Mrs)
Clerk to Penshurst Parish Council

07/10/2008
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FROM :

6" M" (,rz.a.o,. 6* zhus &,,1"

To:
pa rkinqandamenity@se\renQaks,oov. uk

Cc:
collrMc6B@hoEnail.con, "Mike Gilberr <mllcailberBTr@ftreereEnme.o,uk>, ndavrd
geal' <davidgeal@bfirrtemet om>, .dlanne broad' <dianne@broadfted.co.ub, 'anqela
hill' <ahillS@toucansuf.om>,'simon frederickn sfrederict@Uivclub.net...

For the attenton of Andy Bracey

Senlor Engineer - Trafrc and Parl<ing

Kcqvarious Roads in the Disfict of Se'/enoaks)
Prohibition and Restsiction of Waiting, DNsabled person hrldng ptaces
& On Sbeet Parking Places (Amendment t{o. 18d penshur* Order) 200g

I ackrptvldge retript of )our letter dat€d 30 September regBrdhg tf|e abo,e and,
subsequefit to discussions at the PC meeting tteld last €^/ening, would reiterate the
comments aontained in our emall to Gnham Oor as frllGvs:

The memberc ask if these couH be rcstsicted b tfie @rners leadim trorn Fodornbe
tane only hb spring Lane and Forftornbe Road. It urouH also behelpfrrl if the lines
could be e<tended toM,arG U|e boundary of l Sone Roe, Ottages

Members felt this compromlse umu6 provlde e$ended $ght lines fur rtehlcles
leaving The Lane maldng their o<lt muctr der, most protdera are seerienced
dufing day light hou6 wlE'n the arca ls m6t quiet, tt|e pa*ing gnerated by tf|e
sdrool 'pick up and drcp ofr pedods aclirrg c a dmirp dsrn mednnism.

It lvould be appredaH if l,ou could take these commertE into a@urt when
making a flnal decislon.

We note ftun your lefter ttut The fimt round of con$ltation iloduced a number of
comrnents ardwih tlrese In mind the Di$blct Council tre anrmded the propmals to
enqlmpass as marry of the rcsi@rts viervs as possiHe'. we canlx}t see arry
Oimereice befirueen the orrent plan ard the orlglnal'Ip'ld be apgrcdabd if ptt

lrufO-aOrl* *nat comrneds, ofrrer Uran nm of $e rc, were recehred in
connection wlth this corsulffion'

E M DMall(l'ln)
Penshur* Pari$t Coundl
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Kent Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Trsffic Manrgement Unit, Tscticsl Operrtion3, London Ror4 Aylesford, Kent ME20 7SL
Telephone: (01622) 798542 F^rt 01622798549

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
KentTNl3 lHG

Your Ref:
Our Ref 253/PW/8961/08

Date 9'n October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting. Disabled Parkins Places.
And On Street Parkine Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Fordcombe Road / Chafford Lane Fordcombe

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30' Septanber 2008 concerning the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

r The application meets the necessary criteria.
r The inhoduction of prohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
r Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from any junction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

o The safety ofother road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation of parking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerely

Paul Cave
Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Management Unit. This is avai lable in

large print on request

stI/EN0Af{! ils"rit-
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Kent Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Traffic Mrndgeme[t Udit, Taciicrl Operrtions, London Ros4 Aylcsford, Kent ME20 ?sL
T€lephone: (01622) 79E542 Frx: 01622 79t549

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 lHG

Your Ref:
Our Refi 39lPW8960/08

Date 9" October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitine. Disabled Parkinq Places.
And On Street Parkine Places (Amendment No' 18) Order 2008

West End Brasted

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30th September 2008 conceming the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

r The application meets the necessary criteria.
o The introduction ofprohibition ofwaiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
o Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from anyjunction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by hansferring the
problem to other areas.

o The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation ofparking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerely

Paul Cave
Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Management Unit. This is available in

large print on request

s EyEru oA fis r-= iTR t ciin u lici r
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Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 49 of 125



i )rvrr{orr ur DlSTRl$ ff{,tiilt
I

i ; rcc ' i ,  iU 'CT 2008

i,LINIJIN(i d. IRANSPORTATII;'I iiiP'i
AMENDMENT 18 F-FAWKHAM 

-

THE PARKING &AMENITYTEAM. MR. A. H. BRYER.
SEVENOAKS DISTRICT COUNCIL. No.1 1. SMALL GRAINS.
ARGYLE ROAD. FAWKHAM.
SEVENOAKS. LONGFIELD.
KENT.TN13. 1HG. KENT. DA3 8NT.

4.10.2008. 01474-873238

I NOTE THE BROKEN YELLOW LINES ARE ON THE SOUTHSIDE OF
SMALL GRAINS
AND WOULD PERMIT PARKING ON THAT SIDE,THE HEAVY TMFFIC WOULD
THEN BE ABLE TO RUN ON THE PAVEMENT AND BREAK UP THE SURFACE,
PUTTING PEDESTRIANS AT RISK OF FALLING

THE PAVEMENT ON THE NORTHSIDE OF SMALL GRAINS IS TARMAC
IN GOOD CONDITION,THE SOUTHSIDE HAS A KERB ALLREADY DAMAGED BY
HEAVY TMFFIC
IT WOULD BE BETTER TO HAVE THE BROKEN YELLOW LINES ON THE
NORTHSIDE AND WITH KERB MARKINGS AT THE JUNCTION.SUPPORTING

THE YELLOW LINES

SEE AMENDED PLAN ENCLOSED. A,_,4 H. 
Yr-
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**- -  -  *
.+ a.rFrx? r7 ?drr

. , \  1
, } , r ' \ ,  ( ' l l ! r i l l . . l '

tk nrrE |r3€l4 (i6a. stu,r crdrt plrt rr Fu. ttdt Prld r.l T/tf*lhirl5 GrF!/a

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 51 of 125



Page I of 2

Bracey, Andy

From: Hawkins, Janet

Sent: 27 Octobet 2008 07.'28

To: Bracey, Andy

Subject: FW: AMENDMENT NO. 18 (in the Parish of Various locations) ORDER 2008

From: DAVE JOHNSON Imailto:d.johnson885@btinternet.com]
Posted Ati 23 October 2008 14:35
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: AMENDMENT NO. 18 (in the Parish of Various locations) oRDER 2008
Subject: Fw: AMENDMENT NO. 18 (in the Parish of Various locations) ORDER 2008

The Parking & Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
KentTNl3 1HG

Dave Johnson

Montana House

Fawkham Green

DA3 BNL

AMENDMENT NO. 18 (in the Parish of Various locations) ORDER 2008

I object to the proposed amendment order in relation to proposals to introduce 24 hour
parking restrictions in

1. Fawkham Forge,

2.  Sun Hi l l  and

3. Fawkham Green Rd.

The grounds of my objection are as follows:-

. The statement of reasons is silent in relation to Fawkham Forge. Without a valid
reason to introduce these restrictions. thev are unsubstantiated and should not be
inhoduced.

03/11/2008

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 52 of 125



/

Page 2 of2

. The underlying reason for introduction of parking controls as given in the
statement of reasons is relief from obstructive parking and maintenance of
emergency service access.

. For the vast majority of time the above roads are free of any parked vehicles and
only on relatively rare occasions do drivers park in the locations subject to the
proposals. In relation to Fawkham Forge I have never seen a vehicle parked within
5m of the junction.

. Parking in such a manner as to hinder emergency access is already an offence
enforcable under the provisions of section 22 of the Road Traffic Act 1988. For
existing parking control to be effective it is only necessary lo enforce section 22.

. lt follows that without regular and effective enforcement, parking controls are
ineffective.

. These roads are in an isolated rural setting. Regular and effective parking
enforcement would require parking attendants to travel many miles every week, with
adverse cost and carbon footprint implications, contrary to Government and Council
Policy. lf such regular and effective enforcement is not provided, then there is no
change to the current situation.

. Because there can be no reasonable exoectation of reoular and efiective
enforcement, the proposed controls are meaningless.

. The secretary of State for transport has recently announced a review of Traffic
Signs Regulations and General Directions, with one of the key issues being visual
intrusion and clutter. Double yellow lines constitute visual clutter and are out of
character with this rural village setting.

. Such localised and isolated controls cannot reasonably be expected to be
effective, but will certainly cause visual intrusion and be out of character with a rural
village environment. The controls should therefore not be introduced.

. The provisions of the Road lraffic Regulation Act should not be applied in these
crrcumstances.

Please advise me of the process to be followed in considering this objection.

03/tt/2008
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Kent
Police

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 lHG

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitinq. Disabled Parkine Places.
And On Street Parkine Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Small Grains & Sun Ilill Fawkham Green

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30th Septanber 2008 concerning the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

o The application meets the necessary criteria.
o The introduction ofprohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs ald General Directions 2002.
. Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from anyjunction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by traasferring the
problem to other areas.

r The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation of parking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerely

Paul Cave
Police Constable 798i
Traffi c Management Unit. This is available in

Working to keep Kent safe

Tfrmc M{mgement Utrit Tactical Operrtions, Inndon Rosd, Aylesfor4 K€nt ME20 7SL
Telephoder (01622) 798542 Fu: nK2279E549

sFyit{0A irs DTisiFT$trtrai

Your Ref
Our Ref:

Date

101/PWi8963l08

9ft october 2008

large print on request
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 16 October 2008 09:16

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Parking/Safety at Hildenborough Rd/Powdermill Lane, Leigh

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 15 October 2008 08:10
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Parking/Safety at Hildenborough Rd/Powdermill Lane, Leigh

From: Janice Butler [mailto:janice.leighclerk@hotmail.co,uk]
Posted At: 15 October 2008 23:16
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Parking/Safety at Hildenborough Rd/Powdermill Lane, Leigh
Subjectr FW: Parking/Safety at Hildenborough Rd/Powdermill Lane, Leigh

I refer to your letter 30th September ref: T/Sundridge/4, and draw your attention to Leigh Parish Council's
response as outlined in our email below. Our response remains the same, We also wish to add that those
residents on the Hildenborough Road without garages and drives who currently park sensibly on this stretch
of road would have no alternative place to safely park nearby.

Please advise should you need a posted copy of this response.

Regards,

Janice

Janice Butler
Parish Clerk Leigh
01892 871611
ianice.leighclerk@hotmail.co.uk

From: janice.leighclerk@hotmail.co.uk
To: transportation@sevenoaks,gov.uk
Subject: Parking/Safety at Hildenborough Rd/Powdermill Lane, Leigh
Date: Mon, 22 Sep 2008 13:01:32 +0100

FAO Andy Bracey,

KCC Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting, Disabled Person Parking Places, and on Street
Parking Places Order 2006
Your ref. T/sundridge/4

I refer to your communication of 6th August which was addressed to the Leigh Parish Council Chairman Mr C,
Stratton-Brown. Firstly please could you arrange for future correspondence to be sent to me as Clerk to the
Council: Janice Butler, Tyehall, Hill Hoath Road, Chiddingstone, Edenbridge, Kent TNB 7AB. Tel: 01892

22/10/2008
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Page 2 of 2

Secondly, my apologies for not responding earlier to this consultation; I did not receive this document until
/ much later than postmarked, and we as a Parish Council have now had a chance to discuss its contents. I

would like to draw your attention to our response submitted to Andy Bracy in November 2007 - see below,
Councillors are not in favour of double yellow lines within this village setting in a conservation area, but agree
that parking on the bend is dangerous. As a compromise, we would welcome narrower than standard lines
for a minimum distance consistent with safety sight lines round both sides of the bends. The Parish
Council requests to see any final proposals before they are implemented.

Regards,

Janice
Parish Clerk Leigh
01892 871511
'ianice.leighclerk@hotmail.co.uk

Leigh - Powdermill Lane
From :Janice Butler (janice.leighclerk@hotmail.co.uk)
Sent: 07 November 2Q07 l6:33:L4
To: andy.bracey@sevenoaks.gov.uk

Andy,
Thankyou for your proposals re.  wait ing restr ict ions on the bl ind bend by The Green in Powdermil l
Lane, Leigh. At the Parish Council meeting it was agreed that we wish to keep the existing white
lines for deterrent purposes (45 feet?) from the junction, and thereafter would like to see yellow
on the north side, and a shorter yellow on the south side opposite, to protect the bend.
Regards,

Janice Butler
Parish Clerk Leigh
01892 871611
ia_u99,,t9ighclerK@Iatme jl,ea-u-k
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Bracey, Andy

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 27 October 2008 16:26

To: Bracey, Andy; Briley, Sallyann

Subject: FW: Parking and waiting restrictions in Leigh.Amendment 189.

From: mowbray whiffin Imailto:mowbraywhiffin@yahoo.co.uk]
Posted At: 27 October 2008 12:59
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Parking and waiting restrictions in Leigh.Amendment 189.
Subject: Parking and waiting restrictions in Leigh.Amendment 18g.

Dear Sirs,
I note the proposed amenments to parking and waiting in Powder Mill Lane,Leigh.We are directly
oposite part ofthe road areas and the map that was sent with your letter of30th September is
inadequate in several aspects.
The most important is that the War Memorial and the Church are not shown.Powder Mill Lane is
used for parking by attendees at the Church as parking is virtually non existant at the Church
itself.This particularly applies to weddings and funerals as well as ceremonies at the War Memorial.
Cars have never,in my memory been parked on the north side of Powder Mill Lane and an extension
of double yellow lines on the south side will seriously impede those with lack of mobility who wish
to attend services.
I have checked with the previous owners ofour house who lived here for 12 years who confirmed
that no accidents ofany kind happened at the bendjust before the junction with the High Street,and
we would add our own knowledge ofnearly 5 years,a total of 17 years.
Finally the Green and the immediate area is a Conservation area and the visual impact of extensive
double yellow lines will be detrimental to what is a most treasured feature ofour village.
If the Sevenoaks DC insist on proceeding with these ill thought out proposals a Public Meeting
should be called.Hopefully sanity and good judgement will result in this scheme being abandoned
entirely.
I have sent a copy of this mail to our local Councillor,Mrs Alison Cook.
Yours faithfully,
Mr Mowbray Whiffin,
Oak Lodge,
Powder Mill Lane,
Leigh,
TNl18QE

03/11/2008
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Working to keep Kent safe

Police

Trafric Mrnlgement Unit, Tscticrl Operrtions, London Roeq Aylesford, Kent ME20 7SL
Tefephone: (01622) 798542 Ftxt 0162219E449

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 1HG

Your Ref
Our Ref: 159/PW8964/08

Date 9th October 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitine. Disabled Parkins Places.
And On Street Parkins Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Powder Mill Lane Leish

Dear Mr Bracey

Thank you for your letter dated 30fi September 2008 conceming the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

o The application meets the necessary criteria.
o The introduction of prohibition of waiting complies in all rcspect with the Tmffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
. Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance of at least 10 metres from any junction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions of the Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994'

o The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constart enforcement issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

o The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measufes.

Decriminalisation of parking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Paul Cave
Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Managonent Unit. This is avai lable in

large print on request

Kent

SEVEI{{lA fi S I"}ISTRIF LO'UNCIi
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Cox, Graham

From: Terry Phipps ltjp@terryphipps.go-plus.net]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 13:27

Conversation: Church Rd Hartley Amendment 18

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Church Rd Hartley Amendment 18

I regularly attend St Francis de Sales Church, Hartley and we were only made aware on Sunday 2nd
November 2008 of your proposals to make part of Church Road Hartley a no waiting zone at any time for 7
days a week. Church Road is a relatively quiet road and the area you are seeking to make no parking at any
time of day for 7 days a week will cause extreme inconvenience. Some of the users of this section of the road
are parishioners ofSt Francis de Sales church, often elderly, and again mostly on Sunday morning. The
church parish extends over a large area and people have to use their cars to get to church.

Other users of this section of Church Road are parents delivering to and collecting children from Our Lady of
Hartley School. This is usually over a period of 30 minutes morning and afternoon weekdays and again will
cause extreme inconvenience.

The proposal will also cause extreme difficulties whenever there are funeral services being held at the church
and the same will apply when there are weddings and there is a need to park for a short period of time.

This really does seem to be an extremely severe action to take:

WhyTdaysaweek?
Why all day long?
Why both sides of the road.

Please reconsider your proposals and the problems this action will cause.

Please advise me of the results of this appeal.

Sincerely

Theresa Phipps (Mrs)

04/tt/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: jelt@btconnect.com

Posted At: 02 November 2008 14:18

Gonversation: No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley

Dear Sir/Madam.
With reference to the proposal for No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley, I am writing to urge you to reconsider
these proposals because of the devastating effect they will have on parishioners of St Francis de Sales
Church and on parents whose children attend Our Lady of Hartley School.

As organist at the Church, I know only too well how desperate the situatiuon would be is no parking were
allowed outside it. Weddings, Funerals and the more elderly members of our congregation would be
extremely inconvenienced by these measures and may result in them having to leave the church and look for
other places of worship. After many years of uage this would have a devastating effect on us all.

As a regular driver in Church Road, I appreciate the dangers of parking in it but on the whole, few drivers park
on the side nearest to Longfield and, if safer measures are necessary, could the restrictions not be confined to
one side ofthe road, preferably not the Church side. Also, for mothers with young babies the restrictions
would pose more dangers while they try to struggle with children from a greater distance away from the
school.

Furthermore, is there no way we could have restrictions lifted for school times and church times and for
Weddings and Funerals as i really can't see undertakers and prospective brides having to walk considerable
distances to achieve their aims?

Yours sincerely,

Judith Smith. (Mrs.)

04/rr/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: jelt@btconnect.com

Posted At: 02 November 2008 14:'18

Conversation: No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley

Dear Sir/Madam.
With reference to the proposal for No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley, I am writing to urge you to reconsider
these proposals because of the devastating effect they will have on parishioners of St Francis de Sales
Church and on parents whose children attend Our Lady of Hartley School.

As organist at the Church, I know only too well how desperate the situatiuon would be is no parking were
allowed outside it. Weddings, Funerals and the more elderly members of our congregation would be
extremely inconvenienced by these measures and may result in them having to leave the church and look for
other places of worship. After many years of uage this would have a devastating effect on us all.

As a regular driver in Church Road, I appreciate the dangers of parking in it but on the whole, few drivers park
on the side nearest to Longfield and, if safer measures are necessary, could the restrictions not be confined to
one side of the road, preferably not the Church side. Also, for mothers with young babies the restrictions
would pose more dangers while they try to struggle with children from a greater distance away from the
school.

Furthermore, is there no way we could have restrictions lifted for school times and church times and for
Weddings and Funerals as i really can't see undertakers and prospective brides having to walk considerable
distances to achieve their aims?

Yours sincerely,

Judith Smith. (Mrs.)

04nt/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: JimBernieTess@aol.com

Posted At: 02 November 2008 15:39

Conversation: Amendment 18 ,No Parking proposals Church Rd Hartley

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18,No Parking proposals Church Rd Hartley

Dear Sirs

I have Iearnt with dismay about your proposals for parking restrictions outside the St Francis de Sales
Church.
I object most strongly. I live at Ash and this is my nearest R C Church, which means, like many others, I
have to drive there.
What about Funerals, Weddings,The Elderly and collection oi people from the Church.
Why seven days a week, and all day?
Why both sides of the road?

Please think again

Yours Sincerely Mr J Harbinson Treetop Ash Rd, Ash TN 157HR

04/1U2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Yvonne Hegarty lyhegarty@toucansurf.com]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 16:39

Conversation: AMENDMENT '18 RE CHURCH ROAD HARTLEY
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: AMENDMENT 18 RE CHURCH ROAD HARTLEY

It was brought to my notice today that there are plans to put double yellow lines along Church Road outside
St.Francis de Sales Church.

I live in New Ash Green and attend this church, and therefore have no altemative but to drive. This applies to
all parisioners as the parish extends over a very wide area.

Why is it necessary to restrict both sides of the road? Surely just one side would be sufficient. Also why
does it have to be for the whole day and for seven days a week? These heavy restrictions are surely quite
unnecessary, as the traffic flow in and out of Stack Lane is not significant except around the start and end of
the school day.

This severe parking reshiction would affect not only parishioners attending the church, but also cars for
funerals and weddings.

It seems to me that this proposal is exceedingly detrimental to the parishioners of St. Francis de Sales and
that it should be abandoned or substantially altered to allow for parking at least at evenings and weekends, or
indeed along one side of the road.

Regards
WONNE HEGARry
19 Punch Croft
New Ash Green
Longfield
DA3 8HP

04/tI/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Gerry Budd [gerrybudd@talktalk.net]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 17:18

Conversation: Amendment 18 - Parking in Church Road

Posted To: Microsoft Omce Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18 - Parking in Church Road

Dear Sir or Madam

I have been told that Amendment 18 is a proposal to restrict the parking around the Catholic Church in
Church Road and that this amendment would restrict parking on both sides of Church Road seven days a
week and for twenty four hours a day. These restrictions would also apply to section of Stack Lane and
Woodlands Avenue.

As a Governor of Our Lady of Hartley School and a parishioner of St Frances De Sales I must object to the
ounitive measures. The church and school have aftendees from a wide area which makes the use of a car a
necessity being forced to park further away from the school or church, particularly with small children, will
make attendance to both more dangerous and difficult.

The inclusion of part of Stack Lane in this proposal will further add to the problems face by parents but does
the inclusion of Stack Lane in this proposal mean the council will be adopting this road and paying for its
maintenance?

These restrictions will also make the normal running of the church more difficult and would also impact special
services such as weddings and funeral. Being able to park a hearse directly outside the church and transfer a
coffin into the church with some dignity will be lost.

Why do the restriction have to be to both sides ofthe road and why all day, every day? These proposals seem
designed to make the use of the church and school as difficult as possible and no consideration given to its
use or service to the local community.

I believe these proposals need to be reconsidered and more carefully thought out.

Yours sincerely

Gerry Budd

04/tl/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: John Quigley Uohnquigle.y@vhgin.ne{
Posted At: 02 November 2008 17:33

Conversation: Amendment 18

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment '18

We wish to prolest most strongly to the proposal of preventing parking outside our church.We are both over
70 years of age -we live in Ash where there is no means of public transport and even if there were,we would
find it difficult.Our church is a listed building with insufficient car parking space for the people who attend Mass
on Sundays,Holy Days,Christenings and Funerals.

It is an ill thought-out idea,bearing in mind that quite a substantial number of the congregation live outside
Hartley and we think that the proposal should be shelved.

Yours sincerely,

John and Digna Quigley

PS.Written copies sent to the Gravesend Reporter and Local Papers.

04/tt/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: David Coffey ldavidcoffey@dsl.pipex.coml
Posted At: 01 November 2008 16:31

Conversation: Amendment 18 - Parking resrictions atjunctions Stack Lane, Woodlands Avenue and
Church Road

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18 - Parking resrictions atjunctions Stack Lane, Woodlands Avenue and

Church Road

Dear Sir/Madam

I was appalled to find out that parking restrictions are planned for Church Road.

This is completely unacceptable because (1) | think one of the major problems might relate to the ability of
buses to pass parked cars at times on that road. I would suggest that if that is the case the buses should be
stopped entering Church Road and should only travel along Ash Road (2) Make Church Road one way only
and (3) at worst allow parking on one side of the road only.

Please remember there is a Catholic Primary School in Stack Lane and parents should be allowed to park in
Church Road when dropping off their children because it is so unsafe not to do so.

Furthermore there is a Catholic Church on the corner of Stack Lane and parking should be allowed by the
church at all times to cater for access to the school,, attendance at church services, such as, Masses,
Baptisms, Confirmations, funerals and weddings. ln many cases the Church was there a long time before
many of the houses. Perhaps some compulsory purchase orders should be inflicted on some of the newer
houses and a free parking area provided instead?

Most definitely parking should not be restricted on an all day basis, seven days a week, or on both sides of
the roads.

Please abandon your proposals immediately which are obviously not properly thought out.

Kind regards

David Coffey
3, Old Downs, Hartley

Telephone No: (Home) 01474 703949

04/rr/2008

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 66 of 125



Page 1 of I

Gox, Graham

gerard.carey@btinternet.com

01 November 2008 19:39
Conversation: Amendment 1 8
Posted To: Microsoft Offlce Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

I object to the proposed parking restrictions in Church Road and elsewhere in Hartley. The proposed
restrictions in Church Road at the junction of Woodland Avenue are not iustified. This section ofthe
road is used by people parking to attend St Francis De Sales Church and ior parents dropping off
children at Our Lady ofHartley School. One ofthe adjacent roads, Stack Lane, is a non adopted road
and therefore private so parking is not permitted. The proposal will result in parking further along
Church Road causing nuisance to a greater number ofresidents and people who have good reason to
park close to the school and church. I live in Church Road, some 75m from the proposed parking
restricted area, and have done so for the last 17 years. I attend the church, both my children attended
the school, living so close meant I have always walked along this road. Cars parked in this area cause
no more than a minor nuisance for only very short periods of time, the same will be true elsewhere if
the restrictions are imposed. I am not aware ofany significant issues resulting from the parking other
thar a grumble that the rare bus service finds it difhcult to tum into and out of Woodland Avenue. It
would easier if the timetable were altered to avoid peak parking times. Church Road is not a busy
road, is unlit and will be maned by ugly signs and unnecessary road markings etc. This proposal is
unjustified and poorly conceived, is not required and I ask the council officers to abandon it.

Yours sincerely
Gerard Carey
Pickwick
Church Road
Hartley
DA3 8DN

From:

Posted At:

04/tr/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Paul Libaert [paul.libaert@virgin.net]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 09:49

Conversation: Amendment 18

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18

Dear Sir, I understand that you intend restricting parking in Church Road, Hartley close to the Catholic Church
near Stack Lane. I understand that this will be EVERY day of the week, obviously including Sundays and for
24 hours a day. You also intend restricting both sides of the road.
This part of Church Road has never required restriction of parking in the past and I cannot see the justification
for it to be restricted in such a Draconian manner now. Use of this Public Highway for parking by residents,
visitors, Church goers, school childrens' parents etc for relatively short periods of time is quite unnecessary
and I believe that the council should direct my council tax to more important matters such as clearing the
drains of leaves which are causing localised flooding around the village.
Yours Sincerely,
Paul Libaert.
4, Everglade Close,
Hartley.

04t11/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: WilliamFerrill@aol.com

Posted At: 02 November 2008 10:09
Conversation: Objection to Parking Restrictions to Church Rd adjacent to St Francis De Sales C
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Objection to Parking Restrictions to Church Rd adjacent to St Francis De Sales C

We are parishioners to St Francis de Sales RC Church Road Hartley and the restrictions proposed would
jeopardise the access for funerals and weddings in particular. There does not need to be a restriction on
both sides ofthe road. The restriction does not need to be all day and does not need to be seven days a
week .l feel strongly as a Sevenoaks rate payer these restriction; do not need to be fully imposed. Piease
take a reasonable approach to this matter.

Regards,

William and Claire Fenill

04/tt/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: Bill Buckley [billbuck99@btinternet.coml
Posted At: 02 November 2008 12:19

Conversation: amendment 18- proposed restricion, Church Rd Hartley

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: amendment 18- proposed restricion, Church Rd Hartley

Dear Sirs,
I am writing to express my objection to your propoesed total parking restrictions around St Francis de Sales
RC Chrurch in Church Rd Hartley. At times such as now when church attendence is dwindling, you proposed
to make access to the Church even more difficult by not allowing any form of parking outside at any time. The
result will be that people of limited mobility, the old and families with young children will be impeded in their
worship.
Cleady by recommending a 24 hour, 7 day restriction you cannot have thought this mafter through properly.
I have no objection to parking restrictrions in the area you propse and understand why these are under
consideration, but why do these restrictions have to be 24 hrs a day? Could they not be implemented at
variable times to cover mass attendence and to facilitate parking for weddings, funerals and other
important Church and community related events?

William Buckley,
Longfield
Kent

04/tt/2008
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Gox. Graham

From: Terry Halpin [tahalpin@yahoo.co.uk]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 12:29
Conversation: Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18

Dear Eir/madam

I would l ike to 1og my objections to the proposed amendment to the parking in church
Road/Stack Lane I{artley.

1. Why has it been so rushed to get through wj"th no public meetings

2.  Why res t r i c t  bo th  s ides  o f  the  road

3, Why is it on for the whofe day on the proposed stretch of roads

4. why seven days a week, are you not you aware that there are many semi-invalids
that attend lhe church

especialfy at week-ends that would find walking more than 50 to 100 metres or
more  very  d i f f i cu l t .

5. What about funerals or weddings that take ptace quite regularly at this church

6. You say that you intend to take lhese restrictions into Stack Lane, well surely
that is an unmade road and is it

n. | f  e nr iwej-F r . '^  d.

'7. Do you not think that this a bit over the top when you cansider thaL it is only
busy for a smal1 amount of Ehe

8. I have spoken to many people about this and they do remember any road accidents
concern.ing Lhis stretch.

q DA^hlA Fh.l- . l-Fahd the Church and the school in Stack lJane come from a wide axea
and need to use their cars

to  ge t  there .

I think that you this is a very hasty decision and should be abandoned compleLely or
along with a public meeting allowing more time for people concerned to air their views
on th is  o r  aubBtant ia l l y  a f te red .

Terence Halpin (Resident of New Barn and patron of the church and school)

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 71 of 125



Page 1 of I

Gox. Graham

From: Mary Farlane [mary.farlane@btinternet.coml
Posted At: 02 November 2008 12:36

Conversation: Amendment 1 8

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18

Dear s ir
Parkins restrictions proposed for Cherrv Trees. Church Road and Stack Lane in Hartlev Kent.

I would like to object to the proposed double yellow lines on Church Road, as people who go to Mass on
Saturday/Sunday and who do not live in Hartley and have to travel by carjust wound not be able to go to
weekly Church. As the parish extends over a wide area not just Hartley this would cause unknown hardship
to many people. Also people who attend church during the week and who look after the maintenance of the
church.
Also during weddings and funerals.

Why restrict both sides of the roads?
Why all day long for the whole of the st.etch of Church Road (New Ash Green - Main road in Hartleyl?
Why seven days a week?

Why one has full sympathy with the people who live on Stack Lane why not restrict traffic on this part of
road to resident only, people using the school do not need to use this road we never use either when our
children were at school or when we go to Church etc. ie from the School to the end ofStack Lane- Main
Road

PLEASE DO RECONSIDER AS THIS PROPOSAL SHOURTD BE ABANDONED OR SUBSTANTIATTY ATTERED TO
ACCOMADATE AIt PEOPLE NOT JUST THE FEW.

Thank you for time.

No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG.
Venion: 7.5.549 / Virus Database: 270.8.5/1761 - Release Date: 0l/11/2008 19:56

04/lt/2008
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Kent
Police

The Parking and Amenity Team
Sevenoaks District Council
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent TN13 1HG

Trafric Management Unit, Ttctical Operations, LondoD Road, Aylesford' Kent ME20 7SL
Tel€phon€: (01622) 798542 Fax: 01622798549

Working to keep Kent safe

This is available in
large print on request

Your Ref:
Our Ref:

Date

222tPWt8959108

9fr october 2008

The Kent Countv Council (Various Roads in the District of Sevenoaks)
Prohibition and Restriction of Waitine. Disabled Parkine Places.
And On Street Parkins Places (Amendment No. 18) Order 2008

Church Road/Stack Lane/Woodland Avenue Hartlev

Dear Mr Bracey

Thanh you for your letter dated 30th September 2008 concerning the above subject.

Kent Police have no specific observations to make regarding this proposal, however in
general terms we would expect the following:

o The application meets the necessary criteria.
r The introduction ofprohibition of waiting complies in all respect with the Traffic

Signs and General Directions 2002.
r Ifbeing used for 'comer protection' the prohibition of waiting restriction is for a

24-hour period and extends for a distance ofat least 10 metres from anyjunction.
Thus preventing vehicles mistakenly parking during the hours of darkness and
contravening provisions ofthe Roads Vehicles Lighting Regulations 1994.

r The introduction of such measures will not leave the Police with the task of
carrying out constant enforcement issues such as obstruction by transferring the
problem to other areas.

r The safety of other road users is not compromised by the introduction ofthese
measures.

Decriminalisation ofparking will require your Authority to ensure resources are
available to enforce this proposal.

Yours sincerelv

Paul Cave
Police Constable 7981
Traffi c Management Unit.

STI/El\l[}AIiS

REC'D 
.i 
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 22 October 2008 09:22

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Amendment TRO18h Hartley Parish

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 22 October 2008 09:00
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Amendment TRO18h Hartley Parish

From: Cliff Wilton lmailto:cf,^/ilton@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 21 October 2OO8 77:44
Posted Toi Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Amendment TRO18h Hartley Parish
Subject: Amendment TRO18h Hartley Parish

3 Dickens Close
Hartley
Longfield
Kent DA3 8DP

Dear Sir/Madam

I write to object to your proposed parking prohibition notice for Hartley Parish. I am writing in particular to the
proposed changes in Church Road Hartley, if read correctly this will enforce a parking exclusion on both sides
ofthe road from the Junction of Woodlands Avenue, east 17m and west 67m, and to be in force 24 hours per
day 365 days per year.

lfind this proposal totaliy ill thought out and will be detrimental to the residents in the surrounding area.

I accept that there is a certain amount of parking that takes place in this area, typically at school times 0830 to
0900 and 1500 to 1530 Monday to Friday term times and on various church service times, most notably on
a Sunday.

This restriction willjust move the issue of parking further back to the local side streets, which are by design
very narrow, and the driveway accesses are very close together. This will lead to potential blocking of
driveways, reduced sightlines when leaving driveways and potential conflict with local residents.

The main parking issues at the present time are ill considered parking on the junctions of Stack Lane, Dickens
Close and Woodlands Avenue.
This blocks both the safe entrance and exit to/from these roads and creates a hazard for pedestrians. This
occurs both during the above mentioned school times and at church service times. This parking is in
contravention of the Highway Code 2007 revised edition, I draw your attention to Page 82 rule 242 and 243.

This allows for the relevent agencies to enforce these laws, it would appear at this time thay have very little
inclination in doing so.

I feel there has been a lack of thought on the potential impact that these regulations will have on local
residents and their visiting guests, especially in light of a blanket coverage 365 days a year. That is not

22/10/2008
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how you believe they will be enforced anyway. I suggest apart form an occasional token parking
presence, the yellow lines will largely ignored and will again just put another ugly yellow scar on an

semi-rural residentail area.

This is the classic case of using a sledge hammer to crack a nut syndrome, if this is the best you can propose
you urgently need to go back to the drawing board and think again.

Again, I urge you to review these proposals, and consider not only what the major issues are at present, but
the impact they have on local residents who will have to suffer the consequences of them, this will impact way
after any parking nuisance has passed ftom either chuchgoers or school parents dropping off/collecting
children.

Yours faithtully

MrCWil ton

CC Hartley Parish Council

22n0/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 28 October 2008 09:20
To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parish

Fromi Hawkins, Janet
Sentr 27 October 2008 16:26
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parlsh

From: George Harvey [mailto:georgel3harvey@talktalk.net]
Posted Atr 27 October 2008 09:30
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks,gov.uk)
Conversation: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parish
Subject: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parish

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing regarding the above proposal which I consider will cause more problems than it will solve.

lf my understanding ofthe proposal is conect some 140 metres of road on Church Road will be subject to
waiting restrictions.During the morning and evening "school run" this could effect some 30 cars.

Currently during this period cars are parked not only on Church Road but also on the surrounding side roads
including Dickens Close which is a cul de sac the only entrance being onto Church Road.

Dickens Close at its entrance to Church Road is only 5 metres wide and if a further 35 cars are seeking
parking space at the times mentioned it is almost inevitable that people will park on both sides of ihe road at
the start of Dickens Close.

In an emergency situation this could mean that in the event ofa fire rescue vehicles would be unable to reach
the scene of the incident. lt is also worth noting that the Refuse Collection Vehicles are normally in the area
between 8.30 and 9.00 am on a Tuesday morning. lf there is parking as anticipated it could well mean that
these vehicles also could not carry out their duties.

I would sincerely request that the proposals be re-examined to ensure that any decision taken is best in the
long term rather than a short term fix.

G W Harvey
36 Dickens Close
Hartlev

04/11/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 27 October 2008 09:21

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: TRO 18h Hartley Parish

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sentr 27 October 2008 07:27
Tor Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: TRO 18h Hartley Parish

From: gwen johns [mailto:gsjohns@talktalk.net]
Posted At: 26 October 2008 17:19
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: TRO 18h Hartley Parish
Subject: TRO 18h Hartley Parish

1 Dickens Close,
Ha rtley,
Longfield,

Kent DA3 8DP. 26!n October 2008.

Dear Sir/Madam,

I write in respect of the proposed parking restrictions around Stack Lane, Church Road and Woodlands. I do
not feel that these restrictions are going to improve the current situation regarding cars parking for the
school. as well as the church and its various functions.
lfeelthat the parking restrictions will mean that around 20/30 cars will have to find somewhere in the
vicinity to park and inevitably they will spill further down Church Road and into Dickens Close and Gresham
Avenue.

With particular regard to Dickens Close which is a cul de sac as opposed to Gresham Avenue which has
assess from Larksfield, if cars park either side of the road which is approximately 5 metres wide and a vehicle
1.8 metres wide then it does not leave much room for emergency vehicles to enter the Close. Another
service which will be imoeded is that ofthe refuse vehicles which need access to Dickens Close etc. every
Tuesday at around the same time as the children are being dropped offfor their school day.

As the large percentage of time that the traffic problems are caused is when the children who you are trying
to protect are being either dropped off or picked up by their parents whose cars are creating this problem, I
do not see whv local residents should have to experience undue inconvenience of people coming into
Dickens Close either to park and using our drive ways for 3 point turns. lalso feel that with the narrowness
of the road it could create further accidents by impairing visibility of Church Road. Already of late we are
seeing some infringement of access to our front path by car owners who are irresponsibly parking their
vehicles partly on the pavement on the actual bend of Church Road/Dickens Close.

I trust when coming to a decision full consideration will be given to the problem from all aspects

04/tt/2008

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 77 of 125



Page 2 of 2

I

Yours faithfu lly,

Mrs G.V. Johns

Cc Hartley Parish Council.

04/rI/2008
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Bracey, Andy

From: Terry Phipps ltjp@terryphipps.go-plus.net]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 13:27
Conversation: Church Rd Hartley Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Church Rd Hartley Amendment 18

I regularly attend St Francis de Sales Church, Hartley and we were only made aware on Sunday ?nd
November 2008 of your proposals to make part of Church Road Hartley a no waiting zone at any time for 7
days a week. Church Road is a relatively quiet road and the area you are seeking to make no parking at any
time of day for 7 days a week will cause extreme inconvenience. Some of the users of this section of the road
are parishioners ofSt Francis de Sales church, often elderly, and again mosfly on Sunday morning. The
church parish extends over a large area and people have to use their cars to get to church.

Other users of this section of Church Road are parents delivering to and collecting children from Our Lady of
Hartley School. This is usually over a period of 30 minutes morning and afternoon weekdays and again will
cause extreme inconvenience.

The proposal will also cause extreme difficulties whenever there are funeral services being held at the church
and the same will apply when there are weddings and there is a need to park for a short period of time.

This really does seem to be an extremely severe action to take:

WhyTdaysaweek?
Why all day long?
Why both sides of the road.

Please reconsider your proposals and the problems this action will cause.

Please advise me of the results of this appeal.

Sincerely

Theresa Phipps (Mrs)

03/tt/2008
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From: John Quigley liohnquigle.y@virgin.net]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 17:33

Conversation: Amendment 18

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18

We wish to protest most strongly to the proposal of preventing parking outside our church.We are both over
70 years of age -we live in Ash where there is no means of public transport and even if there were,we would
find it difficult.Our church is a listed building with insufficient car parking space for the people who attend Mass
on Sundays,Holy Days,Christenings and Funerals.

It is an ill thought-out idea,bearing in mind that quite a substantial number of the congregation live outside
Hartley and we think that the proposal should be shelved.

Yours sincerely,

John and Digna Quigley

PS.Written copies sent to the Gravesend Reporter and Local Papers.

03/11/2008
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From: jelt@btconnect.com

Posted At: 02 November 2008 14:18

Conversation: No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley

Dear Sir/Madam,
With reference to the proposal for No Waiting in Church Road, Hartley, I am writing to urge you to reconsider
these proposals because of the devastating effect they will have on parishioners of St Francis de Sales
Church and on parents whose children attend Our Lady of Hartley School.

As organist at the Church, I know only too well how desperate the situatiuon would be is no parking were
allowed outside it. Weddings, Funerals and the more elderly members of our congregation would be
extremely inconvenienced by these measures and may result in them having to leave the church and look for
other places ofworship. After many years of uage this would have a devaslating effect on us all.

As a regular driver in Church Road, I appreciate the dangers of parking in it but on the whole, few drivers park
on the side nearest to Longfield and, if safer measures are necessary, could the restrictions not be confined to
one side of the road, preferably not the Church side. Also, for mothers with young babies the restrictions
would pose more dangers while they try to struggle with children from a greater distance away from the
school.

Furthermore, is there no way we could have restrictions lifted for school times and church times and for
Weddings and Funerals as i really can't see undertakers and prospective brides having to walk considerable
distances to achieve their aims?

Yours sincerely,

Judith Smith. (Mrs.)

03/lt/2008
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Bracey, Andy

From: KA MACEWAN [kenmacewan@btinternet.coml
Posted At: 02 November 2008 15:09

Conversation: Amendment 18 :Church Road, Hartley

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18:Church Road, Hartley

Dear Sirs,
I  would l ike to object to the proposed amanedment to change the
parking arrangements to improve visibi l i ty close to Stack Lane,
Woodlands Avenue and Church Road.

I am concerned that the proposal will restrict access to St Francis de
Sales Church at all times. This seems a very excessive restriction
and could be tackled in some other way to meet the needs of
parishioners and road users. The proposal needs to be altered.

I can understand the visibi l i ty problem as I regularly drive up and
down Church Road on Thursday evenings. In the l ighter evenings,
there is no issue with parking on the Church side of the
road/ however, I appreciate that there could be concerns with
parked vehicles during the winter/dark evenings. This issue could
easily be dealt with better street lighting in this stretch of road or by
advising those parking outside the Church of the potential dangers
at such t imes. During services/ funerals and weddings, I  think
drivers wil l  be very aware of those parked on that side of the road
and wil l  take the necessary steps to drive past.

Having l ived in this area for a long t ime, i t  does seem a rather
point less planning exercise to deal with such an area of very low
traffic. Surely there are areas more wofthy of time, consideration
and planning t ime! Can you not f ind better ways of spending Counci l
funds?

Yours faithfully,
A. MacEwan

03/11/2008
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From: alangray flinnet.gate@tiscali.co.ukl
Posted At: 02 November 2008 14:28

Conversation: Amendment 18 proposed parking restrictions

Posted To: Microsoft Offlce Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18 proposed parking restrictions

To Arnendment 18 - Parkins and Amenitv Team. Sevenoaks District Council
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.hut h.

!{hilstgou ^^gfcclsomc control o[ parLingin thc arca is n"c"ss"rg,l $"el

that prohibitio n o[ p^ili"g both siJcs of road, z*hours p", d"g, 
""u"n 

d"g" 
" 
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will c"usc unJuc Jistrcs s to mang p"opl" .nd .""ult in car Vatlingch"os cspccirllg
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and th"n follow thc co{fin on {oot.

I do fccl thc prcscnt propos.ls n..d looLing ut morc closclg with a vicw to amcnding

thcm

for thc bcncfit of .ll intcrcstcd partics.

\ours{."itrh{.ullg
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Bracey, Andy

03/tr/2008

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 83 of 125



Page 1 of 1

4.,*1, r
t  ) l

li,',r'rL *lBracey, Andy

From: Yvonne Hegarty lyhegarty@toucansurf.com]
Posted At: 02 November2008 16:39

Conversation: AMENDMENT 18 RE CHURCH ROAD HARTLEY

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: AMENDMENT 18 RE CHURCH ROAD HARTLEY

It was brought to my notice today that there are plans to put double yellow lines along Church Road outside
St.Francis de Sales Church.

I live in New Ash Green and attend this church, and therefore have no alternative but to drive. This applies to
all parisioners as the parish extends over a very wide area.

Why is it necessary to restrict both sides of the road? Surely just one side would be sufficient. Also why
does it have to be for the whole day and for seven days a week? These heavy restrictions are surely quite
unnecessary, as the traffic flow in and out of Stack Lane is not significant except around the start and end of
the school day.

This severe parking restriction would affect not only parishioners attending the church, but also cars for
funerals and weddings.

It seems to me that this proposal is exceedingly detrimental to the parishioners of St. Francis de Sales and
that it should be abandoned or substantially altered to allow for parking at least at evenings and weekends, or
indeed along one side of the road.

Regards
WONNE HEGARTY
19 Punch Croft
New Ash Green
Longfield
DA3 8HP

03/tt/2008
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From:

Posted At:

Amanda Malas [amanda_malas@yahoo.co.uk]
02 November 2008 16:55

Conversation: Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

Dear Sir/l\4adam

With respect to the proposed parking restrictions at the juntions of Stack Lane and Woodland
Avenue with Church Road, Hartley, I have the following comments to make:

As a resident of Woodland Ave (Midyat Cottage) I agree that there should at all times be parking
restrictions in Woodland Ave at the junction with Church Road. This is a busy junction where the
bus turns down Woodland Ave and a few yards from the junction is a bend in the road which
restricts visibility for vehicles coming fiom the opposite direction.

I agree that there should be restrictions to parking in Church Road in the area ofthe junctions with
Stack Lane and Woodland Ave but ONLY ON ONE SIDE OF THE ROAD (the side opposite to St
Francis Church) MON- FRI ONLY and NOT BETWEEN 8.30 am - 9.30 am ard 3 pm - 4 pm.
Where are parents who are dropping/picking up their children from Our Lady ofHartley School
going to park - probably further down in Woodland Ave which will restrict the passage of the bus, if
they cannot park near the school at those times.

Also, there should be no parking restrictions on Saturdays and Sundays for people parking to attend
Church services (held on Sat eves. and throughout the day on Sunday). The church car park holds
about a dozen cars at most.

Ifthere are parking restrictions at all times on both sides of Church Road in the vicinity ofSt Francis
Church, where will wedding cars and funeral hearses be able to pull up?

Provided there is only parking on the church side of Church Road and restrictions are put in place so
that the first 30-40 metres of Woodland Avenue have permanent restrictions, this will ease the
problems ofpassage for the bus.

Whilst writing, I would like to point out (again) that Hartley could greatly benefit from a mini-
roundabout at the junction of Church Road with Ash Road to ensure the flow of traffic, particularly
in the busy moming rush hour/school drop period and also slow traffic along Ash Road. The traffrc
calming measures (a few dropped curbs?) and the threat ofnon-existant speed cameras were to say
the least pathetic and have not eased the problem.

Yours faithfully
Amanda & Gabriel Malas
Midyat Cottage
Woodland Ave
Hartley DA3 7BY

03/1t/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: kathryn graham [kp.graham@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 03 November 2008 12:12
Conversation: Parking Restrictions Proposal in Church Road at entrance to StFrancis de Sales R.C.

Church - Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Parking Restrictions Proposal in Church Road at entrance to StFrancis de Sales R.C.

Church - Amendment 18

I have only just received the information that parking restrictions are proposed by Sevenoaks District Council
for a stretch of over 70 yards alongside and opposite the Catholicchurch - Church of St. Francis de Sales - in
Church Road Hartley. I WOULD LIKE TO REGTSTER MY PROTEST TO TH|S PROPOSAL.

This proposal demostrates gross contempt for the parishioners of St. Francis de Sales Church by the
Sevenoaks District Council, Parking and Amenity Department. lt shows that the needs of the parishioners
have been totally overlooked or deliberately ignored.

Parking access is necessary outside the Church by the entrance on Church Road for funeral cars, for
wedding cars, for cars transporting the disabled and elderly to services.

Parking by parshioners outside the church only takes place during services or meetings at the Church, i.e.
only for relatively short periods on certain days.

Rather than worrying about Church Road, perhaps attention should be focused on the Ash Road ( a far busier
road) outside the Post Office where frequest and unnecessary parking makes driving along that stretch
hazardous.

I would also like to poinl out that our Council Tax in Larks Field Hartley for a 3 bedroomed detached house is
now over f200 per month, which is quite crippling, and for which the only service we receive is having our
rubbish collected. For this price, we don't expect to have to suffer the inconvenience of not being able to park
near our Church in a quiet road like Church Road.

Kathryn Graham
Ridgemount
Larks Field
Hartley
Longfield
DA37EH

04/tt/2008
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From: SarahRennison[Sarah.Rennison@btinternet.com]

Posted At: 03 November 2008 11:30

Conversation: Hartley Amendment 1 8

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Hartley Amendment 18

Dear Sirs/Madam

I am writing to you to oppose the planned parking restrictions along Church Road Hartley DA3. This is
absolutely ludicrous and completely unnecessary. I am a regular visitor to Hartley travelling from Otford and
will be severely affected by this measure. lt needs to be reconsidered and looked at logically. Parking only
ever happens on one side ofthe road and at very limited times ofthe day, it is by no means constant. lf we
don't use Church Road which isn't a main "A' road, where do we use ??? The Church does it's best to keep
a sense of community and help local & not so local people and will be truly disrupted by this. We are unable
to use Stack Lane as residents are opposed to parking other than that of parents parking for a brief period
each day.

I feel that if Sevenoaks council want to start getting heavy on Church/School areas, they need to look at the
stretch of road, by Antony Roper School in Eynsford which is horrendous at certain times of the day, with cars
Darked on both sides of the 4225.

Please include my email in your consultation which I believe takes place today.

Regards

Mrs S Rennison

04nt/2008
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From: Sarah Gawor lsarahgawor@fsmail.netl
Posted At: 03 November 2008 1 1 :18
Conversation: amendment 18 objection
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: amendment '18 objection

Dear Sir

I would like to register my objections to the proposed parking restrictions around my Church.

Where are people going to park when they come to church? Many of the congregation live too far
away to walk to church, others are elderly and cannot walk very far, they need to park outside the
church. What about funerals? How can you expect the hearse and entire funeral party to park so far
from the church? Weddings also, a bride is not normally asked to walk such a distance along a
pavement. Church road is not a busy through road as all through traffic goes along Ash road. The
only time the area is busy is at the start and end of the school day, and the school are making huge
efforts to reduce this traffic with special walk to school days and rewards for those children who do
walk every day. I have been parking along this stretch ofroad for 9 years and have never
experienced or been aware of any problems caused by parking,except for where the buses come out
of Woodlands avenue and tum left onto Church Road, perhaps a short stretch ofdouble yellow lines
from the other side of middle farm towards Cherry Trees would be more sensible? People always
only park on the church side ofthe road thus not causing any obstruction to the flow oftraffrc.

I would urge you to reconsider this proposal, as it does not appear to benefit anyone!

Thank you

Sarah Gawor

30 Bowes Wood, New Ash Green, Kent, DA3 8QL

04/11/2008
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From: alison cogle [alison.cogle@googlemail.com]
Posted At: 03 November 2008 10:44
Conversation: Amendment 18 - Hartley
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18 - Hartley

I am writing to object to the plans to impose 7 day parking restrictions along both sides of Church
Road in the area surrounding St Francis de Sales Catholic Church.

The shrine and Church is a public building and its Parish extends to New Ash Green and New Bam.
Many parishoners are elderly and sometimes infirm and need to use cars to get to Mass weekly. In
addition, the church is used for Funerals and Weddings and the extent of the proposed restrictions
would adversly affect these activities, which are ofgreat importance to those involved.

Traffic around the school is busy at certain times ofthe day, due to the wide extent ofthe Catholic
School's catchment area. However the school is, as far as I understand it, working hard to encourage
children and parents to walk to school ifpossible.
The area is not, in my experience as a parishoner, busy at the weekend so I am particularly sqprised
that the restriction is proposed for seven days of the week.

I appreciate the necessity ofmaking the roads in the Hartley area as safe as possible, but believe that
such a wide ranging restriction would cause disfress and inconvenience to a number ofpeople, and
would only serve to move any problems elsewhere.

Yours faithfirllv

04/11/2008
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From: Christopher Gawor [chris_gawor@hotmail.coml
Posted At: 03 November 2008 10:38

Conversation: Amendment 1 8

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Messaoe
Subject: Amendment 18

Dear Sir  or Madam

We are writing to object against the proposed parking restrictions in Church Road, Stack Lane
and Woodlands Avenue in Hartley. The reason why we are objecting is that the proposed
parking restrictions would directly affect our regular use of and attendance at St Francis de
Sales Catholic Church in Church Road Hartley. We live in New Ash Green and use the Church
facilities on a weekly basis, We simply have no option but to drive by car to the Church as do
many people that attend the Church who come from quite some distances away from the
surrounding area, We have two young children aged (2 years and 2 months old) and require
close parking access to the Church - the Church car park is simply not large enough to
accommodate all of the parishioners cars. The proposed parking restrictions would therefore
require us to park our car quite some distance away from the Church and put our young family
through a much longer walk which in our opinion would be unreasonable.

We will also shortly be having our youngest child Christened at the Church and will have several
family and friends coming to the Christening from quite some distances away and they will all
be travelling by car to the Church. The proposed parking restrictions would seriously affect
some of our older relatives who would find it difficult to walk to the Church from outside the
boundaries of the proposed parking restrictions which again are quite some distance away,
Moreover surely this will affect those local people who will have their weddings at the Church or
indeed funerals of relatives in the same way,

Indeed this is the point that we would like to make that the Church is an integral part of the
local community not only the Catholic Christian community but indeed non Catholic's whose
children attend the excellent primary school Our Lady of Hartley in Stack Lane which is part of
the Church's wider community. St Francis de Sales Church and Our Lady of Hartley primary
school have been part of the local community for many years and we feel the proposed parking
restrictions would seriously undermine the vital role that both these essential institutions play in
the lives of many people both young and old in the local community.

We look forward to hearing from you further.

Yours faithfully

Mr Christopher Gawor & Mrs Helen Gawor

58 Olivers Mill, New Ash Green, Longfield, Kent DA3 8RF
Mobi le number:  07808 890 609

04/lt/2008
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From: REUBEN JOSEPH [tessandreub@yahoo.co.uk]
Posted At: 03 November 2008 10:31

Conversation: Proposed parking restrictionsto Church Rd and Stack lane Amendment 18

Posted To: Microsoft Omce Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Re: Proposed parking restrictionsto Church Rd and Stack lane Amendment '18

From! REUBEN JOSEPH <tessandreub@yahoo.co.uk>
To: ParkingAndAmenity@sevenoaksgov.uk
Sent: Monday, 3 November, 2008 10:17:02
Subject: Proposed parking restrictionsto Church Rd and Stack lane Amendment 18

Dear Sir
I have learned with horror the proposed parking restrictions in Stack Lane and Church Rd
in Hartley, and wish to register my objection to the scheme proposed.

There are many strands to my objections:

I have three children attending Our Lady of Hartley school and could understand if there
were parking restrictions outside the school, in line with many other schools. However to
put yellow lines outside the Church appears to me illogical. The road is called Church Road
and it appears the Church has been there for hundreds of years, in comparison to the local
houses which appear to be quite new. So if there have been complaints from residents
regarding the parking going to and from the Church the obvious answer is they knew that
there was a Church here when they bought their houses! lf there has been a resident led
objection to the parking of parents and Church goers this smacks of sour grapes.

I also attend Church in St Francis De Sales on a regular basis and am appalled at the
parking restrictions as a Church goer. As a regular Church goer I have noticed the amount
of frail and elderly who go to Church and who need to park close to the Church to get into
the Church and the proposed parking restrictions will discriminate against the elderly. As
the Catholic Church in Hartley is open during all day, so all Catholics will be discriminated
against in their desire to attend Church safely . In fact I will go so far to say unless you are
White Anglo-Saxon and Protestant in this "multi-cultural " part of Kent you will be heavily
discriminated against, and as we all know Roman Catholicism is the Religion of immigrants.
I feel I am racially discriminated against in my desire to practise my Religion.

As far as I am aware other parts of the area , especially the other Church of England
Churches, do not have this type of parking restriction. I see no salient reason to propose
this as there is no major traffic problem with this area , apart from as , many schools there
is an increase in traffic at school start and finish times,so ican,t understand the need for
both sides of the road to have yellow lines, and why there should be restrictions for seven
days a week.

I fact I would propose that there will be a rise in traffic accidents if these yellow lines are
implemented as there will be more pedestrians trying to cross the road more often perhaps
quite dangerously -given that the very young and very old will be most affected by this. The
young do not have the necessary experience to judge traffic speed and flow, and the very
old do not have the ability to cross the road with enough speed to be very safe,

04/tl/2008
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I hope you will take these objection on board.

Yous Sincerely

Teresa Vallely-Joseph

04/tt/2008

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 92 of 125



Page 1 of I

Gox, Graham

Claire Lester-Smith [ctaire@ri-ttd.co.uk]
03 November 2008 09:45

Conversation: Amendment 1B
Posted To: Microsoft Office Ouflook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

Hello,

I am writing to object to the above proposal in Church Road, Hartley Kent. I am one of many that attend st
Francis De Sales church on church Road regularly at weekends and week days. I live in Meopham and attend
this catholic church as my children attend the school next door. As I live far from the church as many do - |
have to drive and this proposal would cause great inconvenience for me with 3 children and very often my
elderly mother who cannot walk very far. Also why do you have to restrict both sides of the road?

I have also noticed that the restriction would be all day and seven days a week for this road- Church road.
For most of the day and days it is empty and free from cars.

I strongly feel that this proposal should be abandoned or the very least hugely alteredl No real thought
seems to have gone into this.

Many thanks
Claire Lester-Smith
Splinters
Whitepost Lane
Meopham
Kent
DAl3OTZ

01732 820043

From:
Posted At:

04/It/2008
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From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 04 November 2008 09:05
To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: amendment 18
lmportance: High

From: Kelly Harrison lmailto:kharrisonl0@hotmail,co.uk]
Posted At: 03 November 2008 20:41
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: amendment 18
Subject: amendment 18
Importance: High

Hi

I am writing to object to the proposals you have planned for church road,hartley.

I am a parishloner at St Francis de Sales church,Hartley and have two small children.

The proposals you have planned will have a big impact not only to myself but to lots of other people that
attend the church, especially the old who find great peace and friendship there, but to other people with
small children.

I live in new ash green and so it is not practical for me to walk to church,like many other people who attend
church

Also, i wanted to know what happens when there is a funeral or a wedding or christening,

Do you really expect people to carry a coffin a great distance. have you ever had to carry one, and also,
funerals are sad and stressful enough without the worry of where you can park.

If these proposals are due to school traffic, then this still does not make sense,

I have a young child attending the school in stack lane, and with the fact that the school opens at 8.40 to
drop the children off, i never come across a problem with the parking or conjestion in church road.

Please can you advise why you are proposing these strange restrictions 24 hrs 7 days a week

Regards

Kelly Harrison

Click here for FREE customisable desktop wallpapers. Get tllenl XgWj
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From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 03 November 2008 15:56

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Amendment 18

Graham

The address details of this email have been delibertately obscured by the sender. As such it ought to be
cons:dered as an anonymous comment rather than a bona-fide objection.

Andy

From: Hawkins, Janet
S€nt: 03 November 2008 15:50
Tor Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Amendment 18

tr q tr +r) 4 tr tr m tr i'l tr tr ! lgffi fi n ffi # Ett0[ EH E#]#* tr t5*t tr i5E tr g rfi ! tr EJ - q+
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I am a resident of Hartley DA3 7DF.

I am e-mailing regarding the proposed No parking or Waiting on a section of Church Road hartley Kent.

I strongly object to this proposal

Why do we need to restrict both sides of the road particularly the side adjacent to the Catholic Church of St
Francis De Sales.

Why does this restriction need to be 7 days per week for 24 hours a day.

This proposal needs to be abandoned or substantially altered.

This will seriously affect the Church gatherings such as Masses, Weddings, Funerals and elderly
churchgoers, along with traffic flow for the primary school in Stack Lane. at start and end of School.

This is a ridiculous proposal.

Steve Lewis

This message (and any associated files) is intended only for the use of the individual or entity to
which it is addressed and may contain information that is confldential. lf you are not the intended
recipient you are hereby notified that any dissemination, copying or distribution of this message,
orfiles associated with this message, is strictly prohibited. lf you have received this message in
error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.
Any views or opinions presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent
those of the company. Please rely on your own virus check as no responsibility is taken by the
sender for any damage rising out of any bug or virus infection.

Southem Harvesters Limited.

04/tt/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: Phil Kerton [cpkerton@lionrampant.co.uk]
Posted At: 03 November 2008 13:38

Conversation: Amendment 18 - Parking Restrictions in and near Church Road (Hartley Parish)

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18 - Parking Restrictions in and near Church Road (Hartley Parish)

We object to the proposed parking restrlctions at the junctions of Stack Lane and Woodlands Avenue with
Church Road in Hartley, apparently with the aim of improving visibility and traffic movements.

We are residents in the District and regularly attend St Francis de Sales Church at the corner of Stack Lane. lf
implemented, no parking or waiting will be allowed on either side of Church Road for a stretch of over 70
yards, centred around the Church - at any time of day or night for seven days a week. This compares with
restrictions planned on parts of nearby roads for periods such as "7.00 am to 10.00 am, Monday to Friday", or
"8.30 am to 6.30 pm, Monday to Saturday" and sometimes applying to only one side of a road.

We point out that the parish extends over a wide area and parishioners have to use cars to get to church.
People attending regular weekend services or being collected will be severely affected, as also will the
hearses and cars at funerals and weddings that need to stand outside the church doors. The use of a long-
established centre of worship in the community will be adversely affected if these proposals are implemented
as now drafted.

Visibility and traffic flow can be improved without restricting both sides of Church Roads and there seem to be
no grounds for prohibiting waiting all day long for the whole of this stretch of Church Road for seven days a
week. Traffic flow in and out of Stack Lane is not significant except around the start and end of the school
qay.

We suggest that the proposal for wholesale prohibition of waiting for both sides of the portion of Church Road
near Stack Lane should be abandoned, or at least applied only to those hours of school days during term time
when it may be helpful.

Mr&MrsCP&KMKef ton
62 Lambardes
New Ash Green
DA3 gHU

04/rt/2008
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Gox, Graham

From:

Posted At:

James Lamb [iamesanddiv@hotmail.co.uk]
03 November 2008 13:35

Conversation: Amendment 18

Posted To:

Subject:

Microsoft Omce Outlook Embedded Message

Amendment 18

Dear Sir  /  Madame
I object to the proposed parking restrictions. While I understand measures need to be taken on
the corner of Woodlands Ave to allow buses through, There is no need to restrict parking on
both sides of the road. The church side should be left free of any restrictions, You should not
stop people parking out side their church, Especially if it's 24 hrs 7 days a week. What if there
is a funeral and not even the hearse or relatives can park. Also the elderly and disabled need to
park as near to the church as Dossible.
Traffic is relatively quiet around stack lane, Church road etc.. It is only congested between
8,30 am and 9,00am , 3.00 pm and 3.30 mon to fr i  term t ime only that is only one hour
every week day,

Please reconsider restrictions needed and the times of these restrictions.

Miss D Clarke
Northfield, Hartley.

Read amazing stories to your kids on Messenger lfy_itJ,'lpwl

\
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Cox. Graham

From: Bracey, Andy

Sent: 04 November 2008 09:14

To: Cox, Graham

Subject: FW: Hartley Road Parking

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 04 November 2008 09:05
Toi Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Hartley Road Parking

From: PETER STEVENS [mailto:stevenspjl@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 03 November 2008 19:42
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Hartley Road Parking
Subject: Hartley Road Parking

Sir,

Today, I leamt of Sevenoaks District Council's plans for parking restrictions in Church Road in the
vicinity of the Roman Catholic Church.

The proposals, as I understand them seem to be totally unwarranted, irrational and uffeasonable.
Many of the congregation of this church travel more than 5 miles to get there and it is therefore
unreasonable to expect them to walk. Also, for the majority of times, parking is limited to an hour
on Saturday evening and a couple ofhours on Sunday, when traffic in this road is light.

In my view, as a member of the Highways Committee of Longfreld & New Bam Parish Council,
traffic and parking in general is becoming a national problem; and banning parking in small areas
can only be construed as 'victimisation or discrimination'.

Please provide me with an explanation as to why these restrictions are being proposed; other than to
te11 me that the residents of that area of Hartley are being inconvenienced fiom time to time.

Regards, Cll. Peter Stevens

041t1/2008
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Bracey, Andy

From: Hawkins, Janet

Sent: 27 October 2008 07:27

To: Bracey, Andy

Subject: FW: TRO 18h Hartley Parish

From: gwen johns Imailto: g5johns@talktalk.net]
Posted At: 25 October 2008 17:19
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: TRO 18h Hartley Parish
Subject: TRO 18h Hartley Parish

1 Dickens Close,
Hartley,
Lo ngfield,

Kent DA3 8DP. 26th october 2008.

Dear sir/Madam,

I write in respect of the proposed parking restrictions around Stack Lane, Church Road and Woodlands. I do
not feel that these restrictions are Boing to improve the current situation regarding cars parking for the
school, as well as the church and its various functions.
I feel that the parking restrictions will mean that around 20/30 cars will have to find somewhere in the
vicinity to park and inevitably they will spill further down Church Road and into Dickens Close and Gresham
Avenue.

With particular regard to Dickens Close which is a cul de sac as opposed to Gresham Avenue which has
assess from Larksfield, if cars park either side of the road which is approximately 5 metres wide and a vehicle
1.8 metres wide then it does not leave much room for emergency vehicles to enter the Close. Another
service which will be impeded is that ofthe refuse vehicles which need access to Dickens Close etc. every
Tuesday at around the same time as the children are being dropped offfor their school day.

As the large percentage of time that the traffic problems are caused is when the children who you are trying
to protect are being either dropped off or picked up by their parents whose cars are creating this problem, I
do not see why local residents should have to experience undue inconvenience of people coming into
Dickens Close either to park and using our drive ways for 3 point turns. I also feel that with the narrowness
of the road it could create further accidents by impairing visibility of Church Road. Already of late we are
seeing some infringement of access to our front path by car owners who are irresponsibly parking their
vehicles partly on the pavement on the actual bend of Church Road/Dickens Close.

I trust when coming to a decision full consideration will be given to the problem from all aspects.

Yours faithfully,

Mrs G.V. Johns

Cc Hartlev Parish Council.

03trr/2008
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Bracey, Andy

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 27 October 2008 '16:26

To: Bracey, Andy

Subject: FW: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parish

From: George Harvey [mailto:georgel3harvey@talktalk.net]
Posted At: 27 October 2008 09:30
Posted Toi Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
Conversation: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parish
Subject: Amendment TRO 18th Hartley Parish

Dear Sir/Madam

I am writing regarding the above proposal which I consider will cause more problems than it will solve.

lf my understanding of the proposal is conect some 140 metres of road on Church Road will be subject to
waiting restrictions.During the morning and evening "school run" this could effect some 30 cars.

Currently during this period cars are parked not only on Church Road but also on the surrounding side roads
including Dlckens Close which is a cul de sac the only entrance being onto Church Road.

Dickens Close at its entrance to Church Road is only 5 metres wide and if a further 35 cars are seeking
parking space at the times mentioned it is almost inevitable that people will park on both sides of the road at
the start of Dickens Close.

ln an emergency situation this could mean that in the event of a fire rescue vehicles would be unable to reach
the scene of the incident. lt is also worth noting that the Refuse Collection Vehicles are normally in the area
between 8.30 and 9.00 am on a Tuesday morning. lf there is parking as anticipated it could well mean that
these vehicles also could not carry out their duties.

I would sincerely request that the proposals be re-examined to ensure that any decision taken is best in the
long term rather than a short term fix.

G W Harvey
36 Dickens Close
Hartlev

03/lt/2008
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Bracey, Andy

From: Hawkins, Janet
Sent: 22 October 2008 09:00

To: Bracey, Andy

Subject: FW: Amendment TRO18h Hartley Parish

From: Cliff Wilton Imailto:ci^/ilton@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 21 October 2OO8 L7:44
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks.gov.uk)
ConveEation: Amendment TRO18h Hartley Parish
Subject: Amendment TROl8h Hartley Parish

3 Dickens Close
Hartley
Longfield
Kent DA3 8DP

Dear Sir/Madam

lwrite to object to your proposed parking prohibition notice for Hartley Parish. I am writing in particular to the
proposed changes in Church Road Hartley, if read correctly this will enforce a parking exclusion on both sides
of the road from the Junction of Woodlands Avenue, east 'l 7m and west 67m, and to be in lorce 24 hours per
day 365 days per year.

lfind this proposal totally ill thought out and will be detrimental to the residents in the surrounding area.

I accept that there is a certain amount of parking that takes place in this area, typically at school times 0830 to
0900 and 1500 to '1530 Monday to Friday term times and on various church service times, most notably on
a Sunday.

This restriction willjust move the issue of parking further back to the local side streets, which are by design
very narrow, and the driveway accesses are very close together. This will lead to potential blocking of
driveways, reduced sightlines when leaving driveways and potential conflict with local residents.

The main parking issues at the present time are ill considered parking on the junctions of Stack Lane, Dickens
Close and Woodlands Avenue.
This blocks both the safe entrance and exit to/from these roads and creates a hazard for pedestrians. This
occurs both during the above mentioned school times and at church service times. This parking is in
contravention of the Highway Code 2007 revised edition, I draw your attention to Page 82 rule 242 and 243.

This allows for the relevent agencies to enforce these laws, it would appear at this time thay have very little
inclination in doing so.

I feel there has been a lack of thought on the potential impact that these regulations will have on local
residents and their visiting guests, especially in light of a blanket coverage 365 days a year. That is not
withstanding how you believe they will be enforced anyway. I suggest apart form an occasional token parking
agent presence, the yellow lines will largely ignored and will again just put another ugly yellow scar on an
otherwise semFrural residentail area.

This is the classic case of using a sledge hammer to crack a nut syndrome, if this is the best you can propose
you urgently need to go back to the drawing board and think again.

Again, I urge you to review these proposals, and consider not only what the major issues are at present, but
the impact they have on local residents who will have to suffer the consequences of them, this will impact way

03/11/2008
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after any parking nuisance has passed from either chuchgoers or school parents dropping off/collecting
' chlldren.

Yours faithfully

Mr C Wilton

CC Hartley Parish Council

03trr/2008
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pJ.ace.

The busj-est t imes are normalLy around 8.30am -9.00am weekdays and Sunday mornings.
However the school is not open 12 months of the year (probably only 5 montshs if you
take into consideration all the school holidays.

If the main point of the restricEions as you aay are to improve visibil i ty and traffic
movement then there are laws around parking at junctions and cau6ing obstructions
already in place bhat can deal with these issues. IE does not require further
restrictj.ons being put in pl-ace when tshe laws in place already are not enforced at

This appears to be a heavy handed decision, not very well thought out by Sevenoaks
council that wil l disrupt. the local residents of Hartley and force visitors !o out
vil lage to rrot bother an).more and go elsewhere.

I am sure the local residents that wil l border these parking restrictions wil l al-so
have the disruption when they have visitors to their homes for whatever reason be iL
re la t i ves ,  f r iends ,  de l i ver ies  o r  even soc ia l  serv ices  ass is tance.

I do object to these proposed restrictions when really all you need !o do is enforce
the laws that cover highway obstructions and parking withj-n a set distance of a
junction that are already in place. Proper enforcement by parking attendants /pol ice is
all that is needed and this could be Dut in place immediatelv if i t was such a
problem.

I hope that whoever makes the final decision on this applies a bi! of common sense and
re fuses  th is  app l  i ca t ion .

Yours failhfulfy,

c len  sh iDs ton
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Bracey, Andy

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hawkins, Janet
03 November 2008 09:22
Bracey, Andy
FW: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h

- - - - - O r i g i n a l  M e s s a g e - - -  -  -
F rom:  G len  Sh ips ton  [ma i l to :g .sh ips ton@sky.com]  Pos ted  At :  31  October  2008 09 :08
Posted To: Parking & AmeniEy (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks . gov. uk )
Conversation: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h
Sub jec t :  Amendment  18  re  TRO 18h

Dear  S i r /Madam,

I  wr i te  in  re fe rence Eo the  proposed park ing  res t r i c t ions  tsha t  you  are  cons ider ing
putting in place along the Church Road, Woodlands Road and stack Lane area in Hartley,
Kent ,

I  am a  loca l  res ident  l i v ing  in  Har t ley  and am fu1 ly  aware  o f  the  occas iona l  p rob lems
Ehat the parking of cars on the highway causes. However, I believe what you propose
are  dracon ian  measures  and are  to ta l l y  unreasonab le  and no t  p rac t icab le .

I  have had the  sadness  o f  los ing  my mother  ear l ie r  th is  year  and her  funera l  uas  he fd
aL St .  F ranc is  De Sa les  Catho l i c  Church  in  Church  Road wh ich  is  a t  the  junc t ion  w i th
Stack  Lane.  peop le  a t tended th is  fo rm fa r  and w ide  and the  church  on ly  has  a  smal l  car
park  a rea  wh ich  soon f i l l s  up  (a f te r  about  8 -10  cars ) .  Where  do  you propose Uhe hearse
wou ld  o f  had to  park  had these park ing  res t r i cE ions  been in  p lace  then.  Th is  i s  no t  an
iso la ted  example .
Th j -s  church  is  used on  a  very  regu la r  da i l y  bas is .  I f  the  park ing  res t r i c t ions  you
propose are  pu t  in  p lace  th is  w i l l  fo rce  the  many loca1 v is i to rs  to  the  church  in  to
the surrounding roads and they themselves are very narrow as it is. This wil l cause
fur t .her  p rob lems i f  emergency  veh ic les  a re  requ i red  to  ga in  en t ry  in  to  any  o f  these
surrounding roads as thej-r access would now become blocked.

Har t ley  has  a  very  h igh  percentage o f  e lder ly  res idents ,  some o f  these have to  d r ive
or are driven to the church and need to either park very close or be dropped off and
la te r  co l lec ted  a t  the  very  min imum of  requ i rement .  The park ing  res t r i c t ions  wou ld
exc lude them f rom do ing  th is .  Th is  sure ly  i s  aga ins t  the i r  human r ighL as  you w i l l  be
s topp- ing  them f rom prac t is ing  the i r  fa i th .

As you are aware Stack Lane is a resEricted highway and unmade road.
S i tua ted  in  S tack  Lane is  Our  Lady  o f  Har t ley  Pr imary  Schoo l .  The park ing  res t r i c t ions
would cause immense problems to those people thab need to attend the school, again the
park ing  res t r i c t ions  you propose w i l l  no t  geE r id  o f  a  park ing  prob lem as  you see i t ,
but just move it further down the road or Eo adjoining roads. Then how do you propose,
i f  you  have even cons idered ye t ,  to  deaf  w i th  Eh is  i ssue.  What  you propose is  no t  a
so lu t ion  to  the  issue,  i t  jus t  moves i t .

I accept that occasionally the parking around church Road, Woodlands Road and Stack
Lane does  ge t  busy  bu t  th is  j -s  a t  l im i ted  t imes on ly  and genera l l y  fo r  shor t  per iods .
This is normally around the school opening and closing times and the periads when
there are church masses taking place or the occasional functj-on a! either of the two
places. However, as I have already mentj.oned Ehis is only at very l imj-ted when you
taken a whofe year in to consideration and you want 24/'7 parkr'rg restrictions in
p 1 a c e .

The bus ies t  t imes are  normal ly  a round 8 .3oam -9 .ooam weekdays  and Sunday morn ings .
However the school is noE open 12 monttrs of the year (probably only 6 months if you
take in to  cons idera t ion  a l l  the  schoo l  ho l idays .

T f  r - h a  m : i n  n ^ i n r -  ^ F  r - h a- -  - . . -  res t r i cL ions  as  you say  are  to  improve v j -s ib i l i t y  and t ra f f i c
movemenE then Ehere are Laws around parking at junctions and causing obstructi.ons
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in place that can deal with these i6€ues. It doe8 no! require further
trictions being put in place when tshe laws in place already are not enforced at

PresenE .

Thj-a appears to be a heavy handed decision. not very well thought out by Sevenoaks
Council Ehat wil l disrupt the Local residents of Hareley and force visitor8 to out
village to not bother anf.more and go elser.rhere.

I am sure the local reBident.s that vriU border these parkiug restsrictions will also
have the disruption rthen they have visitors to their homes for whatewer reason be it
relatsives, friends, deliveries or even social serviceE assistance.

I do object !o tbese propoged restrictions when really all you need to do ia elrfolce
tshe lavirs that cover highway obatructions and parking !,ri!hin a set distance of a
junction that are already in place. Proper enforcement by parking attendants/police is
all that is needed and Ehis could be Dut in Dlace immediatelv if i t was such a
problem.

I hope thaE whoever makes the final decision on this applies a bit of common sense and
refuses this application.

Yours faiEhfully.

GIen Shipston
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Gox, Graham

From: CHRISTINE OLNEY-HOLMES [c.olneyholmes@btopenworld.com]
Posted At 02 November 2008 21:04
Conversation: Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Ofiice Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

Dear Sirs.

I write to object to the proposed Amendment l8 with regards to the Church Road area of Hartley.

Could I ask for your explanation as to why parking is being restricted on both sides of the road, for
the entire day and for seven days a week? This is a very drastic measure and does not seem to be in
accordance with restictions being placed on neighbouring roads.

Could I also point out to you, as a member ofthe parish ofSt. Francis de Sales in Church Road, that
these parking restrictions will have severe effects on those mernbers of the parish who are elderly or
infirm and cannot walk to church. Also the parish is spread over a wide area and people have to
drive as they cannot rely on public hansport to get to chuch. These restrictions will also be a great
problem on the days that funerals or wedding are taking place.

I look forward to hearing from you and hope that you will be able to amend your propose course of
action.

Yours faithfully,

Mrs. Christine Olney Holmes

PS. I would be grateful for the name and address of the District Councillor for the Hartley area so
that I can find out their views on this matter.

04/rr/2008
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Cox, Graham

From: MARGARET JEFFS [margaret jeffs@btinternet.com]

Posted At: 02 November 2008 20:39
Conversation: Amendment 18

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Fw: Amendment 18

--- On Sun, 2llll08, MARGARET f,EFFS gnargarctjeffs@btinternetcom> wrote:

From: MARGARET JEFFS <margaretjeffs@btintemet.com>
Subject: Fw: Amendment 18
To: Parking66rqsenity@sevenoaks.go.uk
Date: Sunday,2 November,2008, 8:33 PM

--- On Sun, 2llll08, MARGARET JEFFS <nargurcLjeffs@btinternetcon > wrote:

From: MARGARET JEFFS <margaretjeffs@btintemet.com>
Subject: Amendment 18
To : Parkinglql6rq6enity@sevenoacks. gov.uk
Date: Sunday,2 November,2008, 8:31 PM

Dear Sirs
I wish to add comments on the proposed parking restrictions at the junctions of
Stack Lane and Woodlands Avenue with Church Road.

I am a resident ofDickens Close, Hartley and although I see no mention of the
double yellow lines extending to the junction ofDickens Close and Church Road my
concem in that parking along Church Road to this junction has made it hazardous to
make a left or right tum to exit Dickens Close at school arrival and departure time.
On occasions I have noticed vehicles parked partially across the junction! If the
double yellow lines are marked for a limited strip, parked vehicles will continue to
present a visual obstruction at thejunction which necessitates taking a'risk' or
nudging the car forward and hope nothing is speeding along Church Road.

Have traffic calming measures been considered on Church Road bearing in mind
young children cross this road on the route to and liom school?

A further point, is it really necessary to ban haffic from parking outside the church
at the weekend, particularly on Sunday morning when through traffic is very light?

Marearet Jeffs

04/tr/2008
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Cox. Graham

From: brian spickett lgrandeespi@yahoo.co.ukl
Posted At: 02 November 2008 19:55
Conversation: Amendment 1 8
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

I wish to object to the Council's proposals to make parking restrictions at the junctions ofStack Lane
and Woodlands Avenue with Church Road.

I attend the St Francis De Sales Catholic Church and as I live in Bramblefield Close, Longfield, need
to travel by car. I am 73 years of age and could not walk that distance and need to park the car as
near to the Church as possible.

Why is it necessary to restrict parking on both sides of the roads?
Why are the restrictions proposed for the whole of this stretch of Church Road seven days a week?

I request that this part of the proposal be abandoned or substantially altered to allow people to park
near to the Church as many people attending this Church need to travel from some distance away.

Valerie Spickett
4 Bramblefield Close.
Longfield, Kent.
DA3 RL.

Telephone 01474707598

04/1t/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Margaret Walsh lmargaret_walsh@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 19:36
Conversation: Parking Restrictions Church Road Hartley
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Parking Restrictions Church Road Hartley

As a member of the Catholic Church in Church Rd Hartley I am very concemed to hear of the
proposed parking restrictions.

I live in Longfield and need to use my car to attend Mass - many people come further than me as it
is a widespread parish.

Are restrictions necessary 7 days per week? A1l day? Both sides ofthe road?

Restrictions will cause difficulties at funerals and weddings.

Traffic flow in and out ofStack Lane is only affected at the start and close ofeach day.

May I request that this proposal be abandoned or substantially altered.

Margaret Walsh

margaret walsh@btiniemet.com

04/tt/2008

Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board - 16th December 2008 TRO Amendment 18 - Appendix 1

Page 109 of 125



Page I of I

Gox, Graham

From: aeinman@aol.com
Posted At: 02 November 2008 19:34
Conversation: Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

I am writing to object to the proposal to implernent no parking or waiting on Church Road at the
entrance to St. Francis de Sales Church.

I frequently attend Church after dark, and would feel unsafe having to park elsewhere and walk to
the Church il the dark. This could prevent me being able to go to Church on winter evenings.

Furthermore it would make it very difficult when I take elderly or disabled people to church, and I
imagine it would cause difficulties for funeral directors and wedding cars.

Please reconsider your decision

Yours sincerely

@r.) Arme Inman
181 Ifuights Croft, New Ash Green, Longfield, Kent DA3 8HZ
Tel:01474 879026

AOL Email goes Mobile! You can now read your AOL Emails whilst on the move. Sign up for a
free AOL Email account with unlimited storage today.

04/1t/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: William Rons lwilliamrons@btinternet.com]
Posted At 02 November 2008 13:26

Conversation: Amendmentl 8

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: AmendmentlS

I am a Worshipper at St Francis De Sales Catholic Church Church Road Hartleyand strongly object to the
proposed 24 Ho|.rI 7 day a weekparking restrictions outside the Church This would seriously impede the
activities of a Church that has been there for nearly 100 yearsHearses need to park outside the Church at
funerals Likeise Cars need to park outside at weddings. The elderly and infirm need to be dropped outside the
Church.The Parish extends over a wide area and Parishioners have to use cars to get to Church.Traffic Flow
in and out of stack Lane is not significant except around the start and end of the school day
William Rons 21 Broomfields Hartlev Kent DA3 8BW

04trr/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Pennyvant@aol.com

Posted At: 02 November 2008 12:48

Conversation: Parking Restrictions

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Parking Restrictions

To whom it may concern:

I would like to register my strong opposition to the proposed parking restrictions at the junction of Stack
Lane and Woodlands Avenue with Church Road, Harlley, Longfield, Kent DA3.

I have been a member of the parish for 31 years and have attended the church of St Francis de Sales
during that time. I am a regular attendee and would be greatly affected by these proposed parking
restrictions, that is:

. Why restrict both sides of the roads?
o Why all day long for the whole of this stretch of Church Road?
. Why seven days a week?
. This proposal should be abandoned, or substantially altered!

These proposed restrictions will cause great distress to those needing funeral access to the church,
particularly in the case of previous night vigil as is common practice in a Catholic funeral service. Families
using the church for the celebration of marriage and baptisms will be affected by the proposed restrictions
as will those who attend all the church services held throughout the week. Then there are the pilgrims that
arrive in mini buses and coaches to pay their respects to 'Our Lady of Hartley' - these parties need close
parking to the church, the list is endless.

Churches are a part of our culture and heritage, parking restrictions will invade our basic human rights and
should not be used in the proposed manner.

Yours sincerely

Penelope Ann Vant
Parishioner of the Parish of Hartlev

04/rr/2008
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THE COURT COTTAGE
GRANGE LANE, HARTLEY, LONGFIELD, KENT DA3 8LH
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9 LANCE CROFT NEW ASH GREEN KENT DA3 8PP

2 November 2008

PARK]NG & AMENITY
SEVENOAKS DISTRICT
ARGYLE ROAD
SEVENOAKS
KENT
TN13  1HG

TEAM
COUNC

Dear  S i r s ,

re:  Amendment 18 -  Parking in Church Road, Hart ley.

5 tt/tl.| 0A !{s n Kio I rr-4CI lJ l,f af t
RE0'D 4 fiOv 200g

PLANNING & IRANSpuhrArii)iJ l)EpT

I  was very shocked to learn that the above Amendment,  i f  adopted,
wi l l  prevent ne from parking my car outside St.  Francis de Sales
Cathol ic Church when I  at tend Mass, funerals.  etc.

I  am 76 years of  age, have a replacement knee, and need to dr ive
to Church Road, Hart ley,  f rom my home in New Ash Green. I  park
outside the Church for about one hour,  and at no t ime have I  ever
exper ienced  d i f f i cu l t  r oad  cond i t i ons .  To  p lace  pa rk ing
res t r i c t i on  on  bo th  s ides  o f  t he  road  i s  sp i t e fu l  .

I  am convinced that the above proposal should be abandoned or
subs tan t i a l l y  a l t e red .

I  shal I  tetepfrone Sevenoaks Distr ict  Counci l  to advise that th is
le t te r  i s  i n  t he  pos t  ahead  o f  t he  dead l i ne  fo r  ob jec t i ons .

Yours fai thful  ly,

/i,f, Dcery:-
(Mrs .  )  M .A .D i xon .
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Cox, Graham

From: Tony and Valerie Owen ltandv.owen@sky.com]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 18:46
Conversation: Proposed Parking restrictions in Church Road, Harfley - Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Proposed Parking restrictions in Church Road, Harfley - Amendment 18

Dear Sir.
I wish to register an objection to the above proposal in its present form. I am familiar with the
situation because I am a regular attender at St. Francis de Sales church and I have been a volunteer at
Our Lady of Hartley Primary School for several years.
An improvement in visibility at the Stack Lane junction at start and finish ofschool is probably a
good idea, so I would not object to reasonable restrictions from, say, 8.30 - 9.30a.m. and 2.45 -
3.30p.m. on Monday - Friday dwing school term time, and for a shorter kerb distance than the one
proposed. I would also suggest that flashing waming lights should be installed, to be switched on at
these times to slow down haffic as it approaches the sensitive zone - such as is done for other
schools in adjacent areas.
However, to impose blanket restrictions all day and all night, seven days a week and all year round is
unneccessary, and creates significant difficulties for parishioners at St. Francis de Sales church and
perhaps for other local residents. The church services during the weekend are held at times when
there is little traffic about and the school is closed. There are sufficient existing places for cars to
pass where there are roadjunctions and driveways to avoid any significant delays.
Some provision should also be made for exceptional circumstances, such as funerals and weddings,
when it is necessary for a limited number ofvehicles (e.g. three) to stop directly outside the church -
the parish priest could be supplied with special permits for such vehicles.
If the above suggestions are accepted it becomes unneccessary to raise further points. Ifthey are not,
then please also consider that small numbers ofpeople regularly come to the church at times outside
the school "windows" - church cleaners, flower anangers, choir members for practice, mother and
toddler group, and others. Sometimes they need to park outside the church, and their doing so
inconveniences nobody and does not constitute a problem for traffic. It is unacceptable, and indeed
high-handed, for the Sevenoaks authority to impose blanket restrictions which would interfere with
such normal practice. This is especially important for the protection ofolder ladies coming to the
church after dark (in winter), when they feel safer parking where the security lights ofthe church are
operatlng.
Please re-consider the proposed parking restrictions and limit them to what is essential in the interest
ofroad safety at school start and finish times. Most reasonable people would support such a
proposal, but will object most strongly to the unneccessary blanket restrictions which Sevenoaks
District Council have proposed.
Yours faithfully, Anthony Owen.

04/tt/2008
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Gox, Graham

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bracey, Andy
03 November 2008 09:26
Cox. Graham
FW: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h

I

I

- - -  - O r i g i n a l  M e s s a g e - - - - -
From: I{awkins, ,taneE
Sent: 03 Novemlcer 2OOB O9:.22
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h

-  -  - - - O r i g i n a I  M e s s a g e -  - -  -  -
F rom:  G len  Sh ips ton  [ma i l  to  :  g .  sh ips ton@sky.  com]  pos ted  At :  31  October  2008 09 :08
Posted To: Parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks . gov. uk)
Conversation: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h
Subject: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h

Dear  S i r /Madam,

I write in reference to the proposed parking restrictions tha! you are considering
putting in place along the Church Road, Woodlands Road and Stack Lane area in Hartley,
Kent .

I am a locaL resident l iving in Hartley and am fu1ly aware of the occasj.onal problerns
that the parking of cars on the highway causes. However, I believe what you propose
are draconian measures and are totally unreasonabLe and not practicable.

I have had the sadness of losing my mother earlier this year and her funerat was held
at St. Francis De Sal.eB Catholic Church in church Road which is at the junction with
Stack Lane. People attended this form far and wide and the church onfy has a small car
park area which soon fi l1s up (after about 8-10 cars) . Where do you propose the hearse
would of had to park had these parking restrictions been in place then. This is not an
iso la ted  examefe .
\\s qN'!q\ .\s .sse\ s\ 3. \e.c\ .re<5.\\an \an\1 \as\s. \\- \\g \d*\\S 

-!sB*\a\-\s\E 
\s\

propose are put in place this wil l force the many loca1 visitors to the church in to
the surraunding roads and they themselves are very narrolr as it is, This wil l cause
fur ther  p rob lems i f  emergency  veh ic les  a re  requ i red  to  ga in  en t ry  in  to  any  o f  these
surrounding roads as their access would now become blocked-

Har t ley  has  a  very  h igh  percentage o f  e lder fy  res idents ,  some o f  these have to  d r lve
or are driven t.o the church and need to either park very close or be dropped off and
la te r  co l lec ted  a t  the  very  min imum of  requ i rement .  The park ing  res t r i c t ions  wou ld
exclude them from doing this. This surely is against their human right as you wil-l be
s topp ing  them f rom prac t is ing  the i r  fa i th .

As you are aware Stack Lane is a restricted hiqhwav and unmade road.
S i tua ted  in  s tack  Lane is  Our  Lady  o f  Har t ley  Fr imary  Schoo l  .  The park ing  res t r i c t ions
would cause immense problems to those people that need to attend the school, again the
parking restsrictions you propose wil l not get rid of a parking probLem as you see it,
but just nove it further down the toad or to adjoining roads, Tien how do you proposel
if you have even considered yet, to deal wilh this isiue. what you propose is not a
so lu t ion  to  the  issue,  i t  jus t  moves i t .

r accept that occasionally the parking around church Road, woodlands Road and sEack
Lane does get busy but this is at l imited times only and generally for short periods.
Thi,s is normally around Ehe school opening and closing times and the periods when
there are church masses taking place or the occasional function at eilher of the two
places. However, as I have already mentioned tshis is only at very l imited when you
taken a whole year in to consideration and you want 24/7 parklng restrictions in
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

I  wr i te
put.ting
Kent .

Bracey, Andy
03 November 2008 09:26
Cox, Graham
FW: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h

-  - - -  - O r i g i n a l  M e s s a g e -  - -  -  -
From: Hawkins, ,tanet
Sent :  03  November  2OO8 O9:22
To: Bracey, Andy
Subject: FW: Amendment. 1g re TRO 18h

Dear  S i r /Madam,

-  -  -  - - O r i g i n a f  M e s s a g e -  -  - - -
From:  G len  sh ips ton  [ma i  l to  :  g .  sh ips ton@sky.  com]  pos ted  At :  31  October  2008 09 :08Posted Tor parking & Amenity (parkingandamenity@sevenoaks . gov. uk)Conversation: Amendment 18 re TRO 18h
Subject: AmendmenE 1g re TRO 18h

Ln
in

reference to the proposed parking restrictions
place along the Church noad, Woodlands Road and

that you are considering
Stack IJane area in Hartlev.

r am a local resident l iving in HarEley and am fully aware of the occasj-onal problems
that _the parking of cara on the highwa| c",r"e". However, I believe what you proposeare draconi.an measures and are tot,Lly unreasonabLe and no. practicibie.

r have had the sadness of rosing my mo.her earlier this year and her funerar was herdat st' Francis De sales cathotic church in church Road which is aE the junction withsEack Lane' People attended this form far and. wide and the 
"h"i"ir-""ry 

Las a small carpark  a rea  wh ich  soon f i1 ls  up  (a f te r  about  8 -10  cars )  .  where  do  you p iopose the  hearsewou ld  o f  had to  park  had these park ing  res t r i c t . ions  been in  p tace  t t ren . 'Th is  i s  no t  aniso la ted  example .
This church is used on a very regular daily basis. If the parking restrlccaons youpropose are puE in place this wil l force the many 10ca1 visitors to the church in tothe surxounding roads and they themselves are very narrow a6 it is. This wil l causefurLher problems if emergency vehicles are requirld to gain entry in to any or thesesurrounding roads as their access would now be-come blocked.

Hartley-has a very high percent.age of elderly residents, some of these have to driveor are driven t.o the church and need to eiEirer park very close or be dropped off andlater coflected at the very min.imum of requirement. The parking restrictions wourdexclude Ehem from doing rhis. This surelv is againsr rh.i; h;;;"-;r.;;;-;" you wir.l bes topp ing  them f rom prac t is ing  the i r  fa i t i r .

As you are ar,yare SEack Lane is a restricted highway and. unmade road..
siEuated in sEack lane is our Lady of Hartley irimary s.n".i l  

-rrr. -parking 
restrictionswould cause immense problems to those people Ehat need to attend the schoor, again theparking restrictions you propose wi.11 not-geE rid of a parki-ng problem as you see ic,but just move i! further down the road or Eo adjoining ioads. 

-riren 
how do you propose,

if you have even considered yet, to deal with t; is islue. What you propose as not aso lu t ion  to  the  issue,  i t .  iu l t  moves  i t .

r accepE that occasionally Lhe parking around church Road, woodlands Road and stack
Lane does get busy but this is at l imit.ed times onry and generalry io. srrort periods.
This i 's normally around the.school opening and closing ti ies and Lhe periods when
there are church masses taking place or l ie occasionar function aE either of the twoplaces' However, as r have arieiay men.ioned this is only at r.ty-rir i l .a when you
taken a whofe year in to considerlt ion and you wan' 24/'7 patklng r""fi i .t iorr" i '
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Page 1 of2

Gox, Graham

From: alangray flinnet.gate@tiscali.co.ukl
Posted At: 02 November 2008 14:28

Conversation: Amendment 1 I proposed parking restrictions

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18 proposed parking restrictions

To Amendment 18 - Parking and Amenity Team. Sevenoaks District Council

I havcjust bccomc awarc of thc propos cd V"rbi"grcstrictions to bc put in forcc

in f.hurch (oad, fia*lcg. in thc arca of St.Yrancis J".J.l"s f.atholic f.hurch.

fhc c"tholic ch,rrch parish covcrs awidc arca .round \"t" $"-, l-"ngft"lJ,\"*

Ash Gccn,
F.*Lh"r "nJ [-"tr"" f"d. ""J 

so mang parishioncrs havc to usc thcir cars to go to

"hur.h.

lVhilst gou ̂ "g ["cl somc control of parLingin thc arca is neccss"rg,l f"cl

that prohibition o[ p"tli"g both siJcs oF ro^A,Z*hours p", d^g, 
"".,"n 

d"g" 
" 

*""k

will c"usc undr" Ji"t.c"s to mang p"opl" und r""rlt in ,ur p"iling chaos especiallg

on

$unJ"g momin gs.

y', ch,r.ch also nccds to carrg out scwiccs for wcddi ngs anA (rncr^ls 
"nd 

th"sc ttccds

should bc t"Lcn into account whcn ftamingthc propo""l"

f s it rcallg Vractical [or {un"ol ."r" 
"nd 

rou-"." to stop somc Jo gard" ftot chut h

"nJ 
th"tt follow thc co[#n onfioot.

I do f""l th" prcscnt propos"ls n""d looLingat more closclgwith a vicw to amcnding

thcm

[or thc b"n"fit of .ll intcrcstcd partics.

\ourshitrhfullg

AJT G-y- parrishioncr $tfrancisdc $alcs "hr."h, lfa*lc1

+ 5 birch (lo s", N c"' bu -,Lo "if 'cld.D Al Z Ll1

04/tr/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: KA MACEWAN [kenmacewan@btinternet.com]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 15:09

Conversation: Amendment 18 :Church Road, Hartley

Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message

Subject: Amendment 18:Church Road, Hartley

Dear Sirs,
I  would l ike to object to the proposed amanedment to change the
parking arrangements to improve visibi l i ty close to Stack Lane,
Woodlands Avenue and Church Road.

I am concerned that the proposal will restrict access to St Francis de
Sales Church at all times. This seems a very excessive restriction
and could be tackled in some other way to meet the needs of
parishioners and road users. The proposal needs to be altered.

I can understand the visibi l i ty problem as I regularly drive up and
down Church Road on Thursday evenings. In the l ighter evenings,
there is no issue with parking on the Church side of the
road, however, I appreciate that there could be concerns with
parked vehicles during the winter/dark evenings. This issue could
easily be dealt with better street lighting in this stretch of road or by
advising those parking outside the Church of the potential dangers
at such t imes. During services, funerals and weddings, I  think
drivers will be very aware of those parked on that side of the road
and will take the necessary steps to drive past.

Having l ived in this area for a long t ime, i t  does seem a rather
point less planning exercise to deal with such an area of very low
traffic. Surely there are areas more worthy of time, consideration
and planning t ime! Can you not f ind better ways of spending Counci l
funds?

Yours faithfully,
A. MacEwan

04/1t/2008
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Gox, Graham

From: Amanda Malas [amanda_malas@yahoo.co.uk]
Posted At: 02 November 2008 16:55
Gonversation: Amendment 18
Posted To: Microsoft Office Outlook Embedded Message
Subject: Amendment 18

Dear Sir,A4adam

With respect to the proposed parking restrictions at the juntions of Stack Lane and Woodland
Avenue with Church Road, Hartley, I have the following comments to make:

As a resident of Woodland Ave (Midyat Cottage) I agree that there should at all times be parking
restrictions in Woodland Ave at the junction with Church Road. This is a busy junction where the
bus tums down Woodland Ave and a few yards from the junction is a bend in the road which
restricts visibility for vehicles coming ftom the opposite direction.

I agree that there should be restrictions to parking in Church Road in the area of the junctions with
Stack Lane and Woodland Ave but ONLY ON ONE SIDE OF THE ROAD (the side opposite to St
Francis Church) MON- FRI ONLY and NOT BETWEEN 8.30 am - 9.30 am and 3 pm - 4 pm.
Where are parents who are dropping/picking up their children from Our Lady ofHartley School
going to park - probably further down in Woodland Ave which will restrict the passage of the bus, if
they cannot park near the school at those times.

Also, there should be no parking restrictions on Saturdays and Sundays for people parking to attend
Church services (held on Sat eves. and throughout the day on Sunday). The church car park holds
about a dozen cars at most.

If there are parking restrictions at all times on both sides of Church Road in the vicinity of St Francis
Church, where will wedding cars and funeral heaxses be able to pull up?

Provided there is only parking on the church side of Church Road and restrictions are put in place so
that the first 30-40 metres of Woodland Avenue have permanent restrictions, this will ease the
problems ofpassage for the bus.

Whilst writing, I would like to point out (again) that Hartley could greatly benefit from a mini-
roundabout at the junction of Church Road with Ash Road to ensure the flow of traffic, particularly
in the busy moming rush hour/school drop period and also slow traffic along Ash Road. The traffic
calming measures (a few dropped curbs?) and the threat ofnon-existant speed cameras were to say
the least pathetic and have not eased the problem.

Yours faithfully
Amanda & Gabriel Malas
Midyat Cottage
Woodland Ave
Hartley DA3 7BY

04/11/2008
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=

/w. Dr Howard Stoate MP
/ EffiE Member of Parliament for Datford

Head of Parking & Amenities
Sevenoaks District Council
Council Offices
Argyle Road
Sevenoaks
Kent
TN131HG

Our Ref: MC/GR4H01006

04 November 2008

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: Mrs Kathrvn P Graham. RidEemount Larks Field. Hartlev. DA3 7EH

I am writing to you on behalf of my constituent Mrs Graham who has contacted my
office to raise her concerns regarding the current proposals to implement parking
restrictions on either side of Church Road, Hartley. I understand that a number of
local residents will have already been in contact with Sevenoaks Council to voice
their concerns regarding this issue.

Local parishioners are concerned that if these restrictions are put in place it will
make it extremely difficult for them to gain easy access to St Francis de Sales RC
Church.

I would be very grateful for your comments.

Yours faithfully

. ' {  a
t-)-'---o."t\

Dr Howard Stoate

House of Commons, l-ondon, S\71A 0AA

hstoate@hotmai.l com snnr''howatdstoate'com

Consutuency office: Cobden House, Spital Stteet, Dartfotd, Kent, DA1 2DR

Telephone: 01322 225200 Fax: 01322 225299

Serving Bean, Betsham, Darenth, Dartfotd, Fawkham, Grrenhithe, Hartley, Hawley, H^orns cross' Honon Kirby'

Joydens Vood, Longfield, New-B",,', so"* Darenth' Southfleet, Stone, Sutton at Hone, Swanscombe and Wilmington.

Jsrvrruolrirxreif'l I'iifilfelt

PLANI,IiNij & I IIAI']SPUii IAJIt)N DEPI,
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Dr H. Stoate MP
House of Commons
London
SWIA OAA

Tel No: 01732 227000
Ask for: Andy Bracey
Email: andy.bracey@sevenoaks.gov.uk
My Ref: T/Hartley/4
Your Ref: MC/GRAHo1006
Date: 11 November 2008

Dear Dr Stoate

Re: Kathryn P Graham, Ridgemount, Larks Field, Hartley, DA3 7EH
Parking restrictions in Church Road, Hartley

Thank you for your letter of 4th November, received on 5th November, regarding Mrs
Graham's concerns overthe proposed parking restrictions in Church Road, Hartley.

The Consultation period had closed before the receipt of your letter but the District
Council had already received direct correspondence from Mrs Graham within the
consultation period and her comments will be included for consideration by the
members of the Sevenoaks Joint Transport Board. who next meet on 16tn
December.

The decision of the Joint Transport Board will be relayed to the all those who
commented within the consultation oeriod.

Yours sincerely,

tZtS
Andy Bracey
Senior Engineer, Traffic & Parking
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