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Recommendation: 
 

 That the Board endorses the proposed making of the Traffic Regulation 
Orders for the three restrictions as advertised.  

 

 
1. INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 New double yellow line proposals have been advertised in respect of three 

separate locations within the Borough. This report details the proposals and 
responses received together with the recommended course of action. 

 
2. BACKGROUND 
 
2.1 The three locations, together with proposed restrictions are as follows:- 
 

 Major York’s Road, Tunbridge Wells – the proposal, which was brought 
before members at the April meeting of this Board, involves the 
introduction of double yellow lines on the two unrestricted sections of the 
road between its junctions with Hungershall Park and Langton Road. It 
would result in there being no roadside space available for parking at any 
time on that part of the road. 

 Horsmonden – This proposal, which is being promoted by KCC for 
highway safety reasons, involves the introduction of double yellow lines on 
all arms of the crossroads in the centre of the village where there has 
been a poor crash record – Brenchley Road/Goudhurst Road/Lamberhurst 
Road/Maidstone Road  

 Southborough – Corner protection double yellow lines are proposed at the 
Prospect Road/Holden Park Road junction. This is being promoted by 
KCC in conjunction with a 20mph speed restriction also the subject of a 
recent consultation exercise.  



2.2 The Major York’s Road and Horsmonden proposals were advertised on one 
order dated 24th May and the Southborough proposal was advertised on 14th 
June. Each had a three week consultation period. 

 
3. RESPONSES RECIEVED 
 
3.1 Major York’s Road – 47 responses were made to this proposal with those in 

support significantly outnumbering objections. Comments can broadly be placed 
into three categories as follows:- 

 

 In support – 35 respondents favoured restrictions. 

 Generally supportive but with additional comments – 5 people were in this 
category with 4 wanting the restrictions to apply to the whole length of 
Major York’s Road (although some of the 35 in support also mentioned 
this) and one wanting the parking replaced by cycle lanes. 

 Object – 7 people objected to the proposal 
 
3.2 All comments are provided in full at Appendix B  
 
3.3 Horsmonden – 2 responses were made to this proposal with both expressing 

support for the restrictions proposed. These comments are detailed in full at 
Appendix B 

 
3.4 Southborough – The closing date for comments was 5th July and after this 

report was written. Comments which had been received at the time of writing 
are shown at Appendix B. A verbal update will be provided at the meeting. 

 
4. COMMENT ON RESPONSES 
 
4.1 Major York’s Road – Although there have been some objections to this 

proposal, the overall level of support is significant. The potential loss of roadside 
parking has been given as a reason for objecting but the problems associated 
with parking on the upper section of Major York’s Road have long been known 
and many, including local bus companies, have complained about delays to 
through traffic.  

 
4.2 It should be remembered that neither KCC nor TWBC have any duty to provide 

parking facilities for public use so the loss of roadside parking space is not in 
itself a valid reason for objection. The purpose of a highway is to allow traffic, be 
it vehicle or pedestrian, to pass and re-pass. A highway is not provided for the 
purposes of parking, which is generally only tolerated where it causes no 
demonstrable harm. When these factors are considered alongside the damage 
now being caused to the Common, there is good reason to implement further 
restrictions on parking. 

 
4.3 Suggestions that a cycle lane should replace the parking were given 

consideration prior to advertising the proposal but, whilst having some merit, it 
was not considered appropriate to pursue the idea at present. If and when a 
more comprehensive cycle facility can be provided a better case can be made 
for this facility. 



4.4 Horsmonden – With full support from respondents there is no need to 
comment further. 

 
4.5 Holden Park Road/Prospect Road, Southborough – The early indications are 

that there is a good level of support for this proposal. With objections being 
based around loss of roadside parking and the Highway Code indicating that 
vehicles should not be parked within 10 metres of a junction there would not 
appear to be any sustainable reason to amend the proposal. Introducing yellow 
lines simply reinforces the message that parking at a junction represents a 
potential highway safety hazard and ensures that the restriction can be 
enforced.   

 
5. PROPOSED COURSE OF ACTION 
 
5.1 The Major York’s Road proposal attracted a considerable level of support and, 

whilst some objected to the loss of roadside parking space, that in itself is not a 
good reason for amending or dropping the proposals. None of the objectors 
raised any points which had not already been considered prior to advertising the 
proposals and it is, therefore, proposed to implement the restriction as 
advertised.  

 
5.2 The proposals for Horsmonden received no objections and there is no reason 

not to proceed with the proposal as advertised. 
 
5.3 At the time of writing, the proposals for Prospect Road/Holden Park Road in 

Southborough were receiving more support than objection with the latter being 
based around the loss of roadside parking space. If no unforeseen issues are 
raised in objection, the recommendation will be that the proposed restriction be 
implemented as advertised.  

 
6. CONCLUSION 
 
6.1 The level of support for the Major York’s Road restriction considerably 

outweighs the objections and the time would now appear right to resolve the 
issue of delays and damage to the Common by prohibiting all parking on the 
section of road concerned. The proposed restrictions in Horsmonden were not 
objected to and are needed to address a highway safety issue. The proposals 
for Southborough support a proposed 20mph scheme and final details of 
comments will be reported verbally. 

 

 
Appendices to the Report 

 Appendix A – Plans of proposed restrictions as advertised. 

 Appendix B – Consultation Responses 


