vour Ref. DSE R209/353/Pui SHEPWAY

OurRef. Mr. J. S. Goulette/ER L A
Ext. 445 District Council

Ross House.

13th January, 1989 EgiZ%My
stone.

Kent CT20 3UP.

Telephone: (0303) 850388
Fax: (0303) 58854

Department of Transport,
South East Regional Office,
Federated House,

London Road,

Dorking,

sSurrey .

Dear Sir,

A259 TRUNK ROAD, SANDGATE

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF LAND BETWEEN

SANDGATE HILL AND ENBROOK HOUSE

I refer to your letter dated 22nd December, 1988 and the subsequent telephone
conversation between Messrs. Harwood and Goulette and would agree that
considerable details still need to be resolved.

The Council's planning and Development Committee at its meeting on 10th
January, considered the application, and whilst concerned at the probable
loss of parking and restricted loading times, approved the application
subject to a number of conditions and that all matters are resolved to
the satisfaction of your Department.

The consent notice will not be issued until these items are resolved.

I can confirm that the area of land outside the highway will be the subject
of a report to the appropriate Committee on 18th January with a view
to entering negotiations for the sale to the developer. T Shalil, o
course, inform you of the outcome.

I can also confirm that the existing eastern access will only be used
by emergency vehicles.

In order that this matter may progress it maybe that another meeting
is required with the developer and I should pe grateful if you could
contact Mr. Goulette to discuss the proposal.

Yours faithfully,

e

for Controller of Technical
and Planning Services




BRIEF CIRONOLOGY AND QOTATIONS DIRECTLY REIEVANT TO EVENTS LEADING
TO THIS INQUIRY ;

her
inter-alia It (the new access) would fall between a bus stop and a Church oxn
North side and be opposite a Public Library, a Hotel (late Royal Horfolk) and
Lachlan Yay which is a convenient access road to Castle Road and the

Castle itself.

Utilising the present ingress road from Sandgate Hill, I would suggest

a two lane road retaining hydrangeas as a central reservation. This road

with feeders, could serve the development (SH/87/0776) or roundabout at

the present junction near the Enbrook carpark. This would allow congregants
and funeral vehicles to reach the church as now. The present exit road

from Enbrook House could be retained. It has been adequate all these years
for Saga staff.

14 Julz 1987 IR-H to Shepway Planning Authority and Councillors:

34 December 1988 P.C.Kirby (Shepway) to Dept of Transport, Dorking

T enclose for your consideration the prososed access arrangements from
the A 259 for the residential development of this site. The consultation
(my underline) is in accordance with the provisioens «of Artieile 18 of the
Town and Country Planning Development Order 1938 and seeks advice only.

Fintend o report ititenea Tl ‘ etix the Development Control
Committee on 10 January { u ppreci your comments in time
for presentation to the

16 December 1988 Folkest 1ing Application published
88/1535.SH reads:
Residential development comprising 103 houses and flats including
roads and associated parking (duplicate application) at land situated

between Enbrook House and No 24 Sandgzate Hill, Sandgate

O HENTION OF SOLE ACCESS to estate

Objections within 21 days of this notice. Note no regard to Xmas
Boxing Day, New Year etc. leavinng 17 days in all

22 December 1988 P.W.Hdarwood to P.C.Kirby. (Dorking to Shepway).

inter alia:  wWe would also be grateful for clarification as to whether the
Two existing accesses to the trunk road are to be fully stopped up or
whether a residual use will remein....

NOTE The application is being subzitted to the Development
Committee for a decision WHILE the matter of access is still
under negotiation and consultation.

6 January 1989 IR-M to Controller Technical and Planning Shepway,
registering strong objection at the timing of notice at busiest time of

year etc. 'Turning to Plan S5/1i/203 C which shows ALL SITE ACCESS
RE-ROUTED TO SANDGATE HIGH STREE and the blocking off with bollards of
Sandgate Hill access. 'I find this plan appalling and totally unacceptable&
This provosed new access road to Sandgate High Street is most injurious

1. To traffic safsty 2. to pedestrian saiety 3. to a conservation are

and 4. to the general amenity of the neighbourhood.

See also plan left-hand corner showing S&7il/203 C 'All site access
rerouted to Sandgate High Street, dated 29 Nov 1988.'°

10 January 1989 Development Control Committee approve plauning
apolicavion iacluding sole access on to Sandgate High Street.

13 January 1989 Goulette (Shepway) to Dept of Transport, Dorking:
Letter agrees that considerable details still need to be resolved.
Heports that ' the Council's Planning and Development Committee at




on 10th Jznuary, considered the application, and whilst
the probable loss of parking and restricted loading times,
application subject to a number of conditions and that all

resolved To fthe satisfa ction of your Deparsment.

confirm that the existing eastern access will only be used
ncy vehicle (i.e. on Sandgate Hill)

1989 Controller of Technical and Planning
lirs L. nené—uaruln- The closure of the entrance to San
included at the behest of the Department of Transovort.

17 January 1989 L.René-lartin to Controller of Technical and Plannizg
Services, Shepway:

'T deplore that Plan S5/3/203 C showed the site access in virtual
isolation from the surrounding road sttem, not to mention the present
bus stop and the amenity area around the War lemorial.

o astwith Svhe 'solleFaccessio sitel.
and it implicatio: rv~1aenus, traders and traffic in Sandgate eftec.

...the public notice was so poorlJ worded -- indeed the expression
Vincludingiroads ! Sissaimysiaticas 'ow of such non-chalance as to put
anyone Off bthe scente.cees I e the last paragraph of ny
letter of 6 January and request tnat g should be mibre public
consultation between the ilinistry of nsport and those direcily
affected in this Conservation Area.

January 1989 Controller Technical and Planning Services, Shepway
iirs L.Rene-dartin:

your second point, the Depart ! being consulted

e P inclples an; details o 1 ) highway arrangements,
and, as technical consultees, 5 king a technical input to th
d°c1:10n making process and the voul Y ter into corres
with third parties.

24 January 1989 L.René-lartin t nsr Technical
Services

Of course I noted an inset illustrasing the site (i.s. access from
Sitles) oo it This Silcl thielinset with swhich, among otherithimgs, T
issue. ..... In other words, this sole access to site (the main
shows bollards at Sandgate Hill former entrance) is illustrated in

tual isolation and would convey nothing except to those whose lives

trade will be disrupted.

2 Lay 1989 Dept of Environment and Transport to P.C.Kirby, Shepway

includes recommendations for imposing following conditions on any
planning permission with special reference to saftey and free flow of
trunk road traffic

Lats Seotember 1991 Mrs René-Martin takes up matter of dangerous
ntersection with Kichael Howard (Hilitary ﬂoad/’Uastle Road/Trunk Road
lrter390ulon) and urgently requests traffic lights. Howard replies
that the accident rate is not high enough to justify traffic lights
o the satisfaction of Min of Transport. Query: how many more deaths
and injuries do we need before Liinister takes notice.

7 e -lartin encloses reply from
= D epartment is not planning

[ Jovember 1991 Ilichael Howard LP to L
Christopher Chope.... indicates that th
to introduce traffic lights at the junction in question.

e
pondenc



Departments of the Environment and Transport
South East Regional Office
Federated House London Road Dorking Surrey RH4 1SZ

Telephone Dorking (0306) 885922 Ext. 541
GTN 3624

Controller of Technical and Planning Services, Vour reference

Shepway DiSEEICE Council, Mr. P.C. Kirby/AW/
Ross House, iat Enforcement
Ross Vay, K %69 /353/pVH
FOLKESTONE, b

Kemt. CT20 3UE #°May 1989

42

Mz Y o

Dear Sir,

A259 TRUNK ROAD
PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF LAND BETWEEN
ENBROOK HOUSE AND 24 SANDGATE HILL SANDGATE

I refer to my jetter of 17 March. The Department has now prepared A faik
drawing of the proposed alterations to the A259. Some points of detail
remain to be resolved but the principle is as previously agreed.

We recommend that you should impose the following condition on any planning
permission:- :

" No other part O commenced until the completion of

works to the A259 Trunk Roa n drawing number 101,1814/1

Rev. A dated April 1989 to the satisfaction of the local planning authority
in consultation with the highway authority for the A259."

We consider that this condition is required in order to maintain the safety and
free flow of trunk road traffic by providing adequate visibility of and from the
proposed access and by facilitating right turns off the trunk road.

I attach a copy of the drawing referred to. You will note that the wall to
the north of the A259, which we understand may be listed, has been repositioned
in order to provide a 3 metre width of foot he repositioned bus stop-
This is the width suggested in the publication i

Areas’ for such a Jocation and is a marginal increase i

at the existing bus stop. T would be grateful for any comments which you may
wish to make in respect of this detail.

Yours Faithfully,

P.VW. HARWOOD
Encl.

cc County Surveyor
Wimpey Homes




Department of Transport
A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

REBUTTAL TO OBJECTION NO. 56

BY: Mr B J Andrews, Mr R Lloyd, Mr A Barnes, Mr A Mirless
The Sandgate Society

The Department acknowledge that the original statement of
reasons for the Order were not comprehensive. An
Expanded Statement of Reasons has been provided at
Inquiry Document 8.

Condition 12 of the planning permission granted by
Shepway District Council, copy a Inquiry Document 13,
prevents Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited from carrying out
any development of the site in advance of the provision
of the right hand turning lanes to the new access and
Military Road. Only the Department can carry out works
on a trunk road. The Department's position is set eut Fin
paragraph 4.1 of Inquiry Document 10.

An alternative access arrangement to the site would need
to be the subject of a new planning application by

Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited. The Department would be
prepared to discuss alternative access arangements should
the current proposals which have planning permission not
proceed. Access to the site from Sandgate Hill would
require Road Traffic Regulation Orders.

The need for the additional waiting restrictions at this
location is covered in the Department's statement at
Inquiry Document 10 paragraphs 3.1 ands 3.2

The concern for the speed of traffic is covered in the
Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10 paragraph
2.

The general concern for the loss of parking is covered in
the Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10
paragraphs 2.2 and 2.3.

Loading and unloading would still be permitted as at
present outside the shops with the proposed Order.

The location and provision of pedestrian crossings and
bus stops is not a matter for this Inquiry. The
Department is, however, considering the provision of
additional pedestrian crossing points in Sandgate High
Street.




Department of Transport
A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (a259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

REBUTTAL TO OBJECTION NO. 27

BY:':

Mr M R Lloyd Freeman and Lloyd 44 Sandgate High Street

The general concern for the loss of parking is covered in
the Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10
paragraphs 2.2 and 2.3.

The concern for the speed of traffic is covered in the
Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10 paragraph
F2s

The no waiting restrictions are required from 1.3 metxres
south west of Granville Road East to 45 metres north east
of Lachlan Way for the reasons set out in" the
Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10 paragraph
3.2

Schedule 2 of the proposed Order for Sandgate High Street
would replace the third part of Sandgate High Street
Schedule 2 of the existing Order. There are therefore no
new restrictions between 11.3 metres S.W. of Glanville
Road East and 11 metres N.E. of Parade Road.




Departments of the Environment and Transport
South East Regional Office E
Federated House London Road Dorking Surrey RH4 1SZ

Telephone Dorking (0306) 885922kt . 541
GTN 3624

Controller of Technical and Planning Services, Your reference

Shepwvay District Council, Mr P C Kirby/AV/88/1535/SH
Ross House, Qur reference

Ross Vay, DSE R209/353/PVWH

FOLKESTONE, Date
Kent. 221_December 1988

CcT20 3UP

Dear Sir,

A259 TRUNK ROAD SANDGATE
RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF LAND BETWEEN SANDGATE HILL
AND ENBROOK HOUSE

Thank you for your consultation dated 14 December.

The applicant’s proposals for works on the A259 are as discussed in principle
between his Mr. Nuttall, your Mr. Goulette and myself. 1 explained at the
time that in an urban situation of this nature there were 1ikely to be 2 large
number of points O i i 5 I have requested comments on detail
from the County Surveyor but I un taff sickness, he may
not be able to provide these comments in time for the Department tO advise you
fully before the meeting of your Development Control Committee on 10 January
1989. It may also be that any highway alterations will affect some of the
local roads in which case the consent of the County Council will be required.

Qur preliminary views nt's proposals will require careful
consideration of detail i n acceptable layout

is possible. We shall wish to consider whether the existing bus sStops

will need to be relocated and whether suitable alternative Jocations exist.
1t is likely that additional waiting restrictions will be required over

the length of any improvement and we shall need to consider the implications
for parking, 1oading and unl ing. In this context ve would be pleased

to receive any comments from your Council.

We would also be grateful for clarification as to whether the two existing
accesses to the trunk road are to be fully stopped up Or whether a residual
use will remain.

At the meeting referred to above Mr. Goulette advised that the area of land
outside the highway immediately j i was in the
ownership of your Council. It appear i 11 be required
in order to carry out the improvement proposed by the applicant. I would be
grateful if you would advise me whether the applicant has any agreement with
your Council to transfer land to the highway, and if not whether your Council
are agreeable to this in principle. :

Yours Faithfully,

E o
P.W. HARWOOD

cc County Surveyor




Department of Transport
A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

REBUTTAL TO OBJECTION NO. 1

BY: Mr Lloyd 44 Sandgate High Street

The general concern for the loss of parking is covered in
the Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10
paragraphs 2.2 and 2.3.




Department of Transport
A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

REBUTTAL TO LETTER - 7 NOVEMBER 1991

BY: The Sandgate Society

The Department apologises to the Sandgate Society for not
having replied in detail to their letter of 1 August
1991. A copy of the Department's interim reply is
attached.

The concern for the loss of parking is covered in the

Department's statement at Inquiry Document 10 paragraphs
20 2 and. 2 3%
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' . MANAGEMENT DIVISION
- ‘ THE DEPARTMENT FEDERATED HOUSE. LONDON ROAD
g DORKING. SURREY. RH4 1SZ
= OF TRANSPORT
FAX (0306) 741648
TELEX (0306) 859355
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TELEPHONE DORKING (0306) 885922
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ext 325

Mr B J Andrews

The Sandgate Society
"Blossoms"

96 Sandgate High Street
Sandgate

FOLKESTONE
Kent CT20 2BY - ¢ September 1990

Oour ref: RSE 5062/A259/0/41/5/5

Dear Mr Andrews

THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

Thank you for your letter of 1 August about traffic regulation
proposals in Sandgate, and most particularly the proposal to further
prohibit parking along part of the A2 598 I am sorry for the delay
in replying.

We are considering the points you have made, and I note that you are
pursuing some of them with Shepway District Council as well. Once
the decision has been taken on how we are to proceed I will let you
have a fully reply. Should it be decided to proceed with the
proposals we will consider holding a public inquiry at which all
objectors will have an opportunity to put their cases before an
independent Inspector.

Yours sincerely

G F FLIGHT




Your Ret DSE R209/353/PWH
Our ot Mr. J. S. Goulette/ER. _ S EPWAY
Ext. 445 , District Council
¥ g Ross iHouss, -
13th January, 1989 Rcssiway, =

one. -
Department Of Transport, ::::3: ?}LSJFSS) 8. i
South East Regional Office, one: £0388
Federated House, Fax [0303) 58854
London Road,
Dorking,
surrey.

Dear Sir,
4259 TRUNK ROAD, SANDGATE

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT OF LAKD BETWEEN
SARDGATE BILL AND ERBROOK EOUSE

I prefer to your letter dated 22nd December, 1988 and the subsequent telephone

conversation between Messrs. Herwood and Goulette and wopld agree that
‘considerable details still need to be resolved.

The Council's Planning and Development Committee at its meeting on 10th
January, considered the application, and whilst concerned jt the probable
loss of parking and restricted loading times, approved the application
subject to a number of conditions and that all matters are resolved to
the satisfaction of your Department.

The consent notice will not be issued until these items are resolved.

I can confirm that the area of land outside the nighivay will be the subject
of a report to the appropriate Committee on 18th Januapy with a view
to entering negotiations for the sale to the developser T shall,sofi:
course, inform you of the outcome.

I can also confirm that the existing eastern access will only be used .
by emergency vehicles.

" In order that this matter may progress st mpaybe that janother meeting
is required with the developer and I should be gratefyl if you could
contact Mr. Goulette to discuss the proposal.

Yours faithfully,

i

for Controller of Technical
and Planning Services




2 MARSHAM STREET -
LONDON SWIP 3EB

"071-276 3000

- My ref:

T J Upsall Esg

President

The Housebuilders Federation
82 New Cavendish SEreec e ; : -
LONDON : : hoor Sa st = :
W1M 8AD .. .. .98 september 1991

Your ref :

3\' 1 Uhsels

You wrote to the Prime Minister and a number of my CabinetT
colleagues about the future pattern of development in the
South East and elsewhere. 1 am replying as Ehe member of the
Cabinet with responsibility for these matters.

As you know, Wwe are in the process of considering the issues.
No decisions haye yvet been made, and we will ensure that there
s guukll consultation, including with the Housebuilders
Federation and business and industrial interests., before our
regional planning guidance for the South East is finalised.
There has been extensive consultation and debate already.
including the conference which we held in March of this year,
to which your Federation contributed. I am happy tO treat the
views in your letter of 9 September as a FgsGnes contribution
to the debate.

I cannekt respond in detail to your points A& Chas formative
stage, but your letter raises some general issues on which it
may be foiljopabil aleg L comment. Eirst. my_gglleagues and I aggw;n
no doubt that markets and private enterprise are ?Egﬂgéséqtial

engine of economic ‘growth and prosperlty:“Tﬁéwﬁfénning”éystém

is one of the policy instruments for reconciling that growth
with 'our duty to eRsuzs proper care for the'éﬁVironment, and
to give support to those areas in need of development and

ré@@peggtiont The Government has to zddres these needs

sfd form a blend of policies which will deliver the required
rgsults. >

We have welcomed the efforts of housebuilders toAparticipate
in making a success of urban regeneration, and I am glad to
see that you endorse the idea of taking up the opportunities
in East London. I look forward to 2 constructive response when

we are ready to consult on oui\i;p osals.
]

MICHAEL HESELTI




SANDGATE, HIGH STREET & CASTLE

CONSERVATION AREA
DESIGNATED ~ 25/8/76




Department of Transport
A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

Closing Statement by Department of Transport

1.

The Department would be prepared to accept any
recommendations made by the Inspector to modify the proposed
Order west of Military Road to enable parking after 6.00pm
in Sandgate High Street.

The provision of any additional pedestrian crossings in
Sandgate High Street may require the modification of the
current Traffic Regulation Order. The Department would not
be prepared to promote another Traffic Regulation Order
until the outcome of this inquiry is known and the proposed
Order, which is the subject of this inquiry, has either been
made or withdrawn.

The Department of Transport has promoted the draft Traffic
Regulation Order to enable Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited to
implement the planning permission granted by Shepway
District Council for development of land situate at Enbrook
House, Sandgate Hill. The Order restricting waiting is
required in connection with the provision of an improvement
of the access into the development site and Military Road
from the A259 trunk road. The need for the Order has been
set out in the Department’s Statement at Inquiry, Document
105 S paragraphi 3l sand 3.2,

The Department has prepared a response to every letter that
has been sent to the Department either objecting or making
representations about the draft Order. These responses have
been presented to the Inquiry.

The Secretary of State for Transport will consider all
objections which have not been withdrawn and the report and
recommendations of the Inspector holding this public inquiry
before deciding whether to make the Order.

If the Secretary of State decides to make the Order the

Department will carry out the improvements to the A259 trunk
road, as shown in Drawing No 101,1814/1 Inquiry document 15,
subject to the necessary legal agreement under Section 278
of the Highway Act being in place between the Department and
Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited.




PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO A259 WAITING RESTRICTIONS AT SANDGATE
CHANNEL SUITE

LEAS CLIFF HALL FOLKESTONE

PROVISIONAL PROGRAME

Day 2 - Wednesday, 20th November 1991

Mr S Goulette representing Shepway District Council

Mrs I E Rene-Martin who will also represent
Mrs M Collishaw

Mr D M Lancefield
Department of Transport Mr Norton

Site Visit

Programming Officer : Mr Ian James
Tel: 0306 748011 (from 15.11.91)
0303 54695 (from noon on 18.11.91)

It is up to each individual to keep themselves informed of the
daily programme as it is subject to change at short notice.




o

ADDITIONATL OBJIBCT Mia of November

(OPE! S TAUONT i SRR B
subject of SOL& A . 1sing estete, was a monumental
of 4&[\‘51“@0\\'. 5 S S . .
error;or a deliberate wangle, in which Shepway Council was a willing

accomplice.

I described the published Planning Application (dated 1
'a mystification of such nonchalance as %o put anyone off %
It was only a last minute instinct which prompted me to wade through a

pile of plans in order to discover what lay behind ihe application.

manded that the Hotice be reworded (i.e. sole access onto Sandgate
St) and that the public should be given a full 21 days to submit
their objections and alert their councillors. in Tact we
a mere five days extension. o councillor
would have noticed any deviation from the ori
that bollards would now block off the long-st
Sandgate Hill.

The Shepway Chief T nnix icer informed me that the

change of plan was at 1l : he Ifini of Transport. (13 Jan 1989)

ritaking was 'suBject to a final

Perhaps ir Inspector you can confirm thi

o
=




105 Wear Bay Road
Folkestone
Kent. CT 19 6PR
16,1191

Dear Mrs.Rene Martin
I would bemost grateful if you would present my objections to plan

MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/2

I am not well and shall be unable to attend the Public Enquiry, of which I have

just received notice.

My husband and I visit Sandgate frequently. we find the shops,especially
the ( now rare ) Ironmonger, small and friendly. We like the Pubs for meals, and
the excellent restaurants, to which we have proudly taken visitors from Canada
and Middleburg. In the evenings the F.H.0.D.S has given us years of pleasure.
and we have been glad to be able to park on the main road nearby...if we were early
enough!

It would be devasting if I, and people like me, were to be deprived of
adequate parking space and the chance to enjoy all the facilities that Sandgate
has to offer; indeed, the FHODS is the only live theatre in Shepway. Without
the use of the main road, patrons would often be unable to attend this very much
lov_ed Little Theatre. Apart from one car park there is a dearth of parking

spaces, and traders and Public alike cannot afford to loose any.

Sandgate is very much a living village of people who live and work there,

All of us who drive to it from Folkestone know that we have to be very wary as

we reach the bottom of the hi&ﬂ, as the congestion there needs careful drivimg.

To have one access road to a new estate, and an estate where everyone will need
P RA L

transport to reach their homes, seems very Wrorg. Igplanningkis to be given

for development, then it should be in character with the place and enhance, not

detract, from its value.
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Department of Transport

A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE

AND SANDGATE) (PROHBITION AND RESTRICTION OF
WAITING) ORDER 19

The Draft Traffic Requlation Order

On 1st June 1990 the Department of Transport published a
draft Order under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984
which would revoke the existing Trunk Road (A259)
(Folkestone) (Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order
1982 and re-enact the provisions of that Order with
amendments affecting Sandgate High Street. Inquiry
Documents 3 and 5 are copies of the proposed and existing
Orders respectively, and Inquiry Document 4 is a plan
showing the effect of the existing Order and the
alterations proposed. The associated highway improvements

are shown on Drawing No 101,1814/1B, Inquiry Document 15

The comments of the police who would be responsible for

enforcing the waiting restrictions proposed in the draft
order are at Appendix 'A'. The police are responsible for

enforcing the existing 30 mph speed limit.

The Department received one representation and 56 letters
of objection to the draft Order. The Secretary of State
has decided to hold a public inquiry in view of the large
number of objections to the proposed Oorder from people

living and trading close to the site.




Planning Permission Leading to the Traffic Requlation Order

Conditional outline planning permission was granted by
Shepway District @ Councii for planning application
SH/87/1187 on 31 March 1988 to develop land situate at
Enbrook House, Sandgate Hill which included for a leisure
centre, 18 flats and 148 residential units. The access to
the site was to be via an improved access on Sandgate Hill,

the details of which were reserved for future approval

(copy of permission at Appendix 'Bf). The Department of

Transport was not consulted about this application although
works were required to the A259 trunk road which only the

Department can carry out.

Following discussions with Shepway District Council and the
applicant, Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited, in whitchs the
Department pointed out the deficiencies in the layout of
the proposed access arrangement at Sandgate Hill, duplicate
planning applications were made on 9 September 1988
(applications 88/1298/SH and 88/1535/SH) for similar
development but with access to the site via Sandgate High
Street. The Department were consulted under Article 18 of
the General Development Order about the applications.

The Department recommended to Shepway District Council that
a condition be imposed on any planning permission to tie
the development to the provision of the access improvement.
In addition the Department pointed out to the local
planning authority, who are responsible for the provision
of car parking, the likely need for additional waiting
restrictions on the trunk road in the vicinity of the
proposed access. Wimpey Homes Limited were also informed
that the Department 'must not do anything that prejudices
or may appear to prejudice the Secretary of State's
decision as to whether Traffic Regulation Order should be

made. ' Copy correspondence 1is attached at Appendix 'C'.




Shepway District Council subsequently granted detailed
planning permission for application 88/1535/SH to Wimpey
Homes Holdings Limited on 10 May 1989 for development of
land situate at Enbrook House and No 14 Sandgate HadE
Sandgate comprising residential development totalling 103
houses and flats. They confirmed that their members had
~taken into account the probable loss of parking when
considering the applications. A copy of the permission is
attached at Inquiry Document 13. Gonditieont li2° of sthe

permission imposes the following condittion:

'Development shall not begin until details of the
road improvements to the A259 to include right
hand turning lanes to the new access and Military
Road junction have been submitted and approved by
the Local Planning Authority. The approved
scheme shall be implemented as the first

operation in the development of thistsite'.
The reason given for this condition is:
'The A259 and its junction with Military Road are

inadequate to deal with the increased traffic

flows generated by the development and therefore

requires improvement of highway safety'.

Need for the Traffic Requlation Order

The provision of the right turn lane on the A259 for access
into the site and to Military Road is required because of
the additional traffic which would be generated by the
proposed development. This improvement would prevent
congestion on the trunk road occurring when vehicles turn

right into the site, and would make the turning movements




safer both to and from the trunk road. This is consistent
with the Department's Advice Note TA20/84 'The Layout of
Major/Minor Junctions' which states that upgrading from a
simple junction to a ghost island junction should always be
considered where the access road flow exceeds 500 vehicles
per day. It is anticipated that this development would

generate in excess of 800 vehicles per day.

If vehicles are permitted to park, as at present, in the
vicinity of the junction the benefit deriving  frem fthe
improvement would be negated since through traffic would be
forced into the middle of the road and into the right
turning lane. This would be likely to lead to congestion

and road traffic accidents. The Department's Advice Note

TA 20/84 explains in paragraph 4.3 that the safety of

major/minor junctions can be enhanced by:

'The installation of a ghost island on single
carriageway roads to shelter right sturning
traffic and discourage overtaking. A recent
study of 114 rural T-junctions each with a major
road input of 8000 vpd (AADT) or more has shown
that the presence of a ghost island reduces the
accident rate by 35% (significant at the 1%
level).

The major road flow in this case dise 155008 vpd'. This is
based on a 12 hour count carried out in May 1991 which

recorded 13,277 vehicles.




Conclusion

The Department has published the draft Traffic Regulation
order for additional waiting restrictions which are
necessary as part of physical alterations to the trunk
road. These physical alterations are required to be
carried out in advance of the start of the development
permitted by. the planning permission granted to Wimpey
Homes Holdings Limited by Shepway District CGouncil.
Should the Order not be made, the pepartment would not be
willing to carry out the physical alterations to the trunk
road without which the development would be unable to |

proceed in accordance with the planning permission.

The Secretary of State will consider all objections which
have not been withdrawn and the report and recommendations
of the Inspector holding this public inquiry before
deciding whether to make the Oorder.

CREK N

A L NORTON, BL.SCLy C.Eng., M C.E
rf*october 1991




TWYSINVIA 7
KENT COUNTY CONSTABULARY

‘D’ DIVISION HEADQUARTERS
Police Station Tufton Street Ashford Kent TN23 1BT

telephone Ashford 625789 telex 96132

Mr: P.T. Broady, tel ext 319
Kent County Council,
Highways & Transportation, our ref DAH/GAS
East Kent Area Office,
Canterbury. your ref 2ePTB/Shepway
Kent CT1 2NN
date 20th July, 1989.

Dear Sir,

Sandgate High Street - Waiting Restrictions

I refer to your letter 2ePTB/Shepway dated 18th July, 1989 and your
Management proposals for the A259 Sandgate High Street in the vicinity
of the 0ld Police District Training Centre.

The Police support these proposals which should ease congestion in the
area.

However, on the 16th January 1989 I attended a management meeting called
by Mr. BULPITT, Kent County Council and attended by staff from Shepway
District Council. At the meeting, it was agreed the double white line
system imposed on the A259 at Sandgate Hill be replaced by a central
cross hatching and double yellow lines indicating a total prohibition.
The restrictions were to apply from the area mentioned in Schedule 1 of
your correspondence (i.e. mouth of Lachlin Way) and extending to the top
of Sandgate Hill.

If these proposals are to be adopted, it may be prudent to implement
them with the waiting restrictions outlined in your letter.

Yours faithfully,

D. HARDING, Inspector
Traffic Management.




_‘,«\6).

SR

FREEMAN & LLOYD

Member of the British Antique Dealers Association Lid

ol

244 SANDGATE HIGH STREET FOLKESTONE KENT CT20 3AP TEL 0303 48986

Mrs. C. Jennings,
South East Network,
Department of Transport,

Dorking,
Surrey. 13th November 1991.

Dear Mrs. Jennings, The Trunk Road (A259) Folkestone and Sandgate
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting)

I enclose a petition of 343 signatories objecting ‘o tthe
above Order which I request be handed to the Inspecter tor

his consideration before the Public Inquiry.

Any additional signatories will be shown to the Inspector at
the Pubjlic® Fnquinrys.

Yours sincerely,

Robin Lloyd.




PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned Sstrongly objectisto the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject

these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
and urge the Inspector to reject

proposed in the above Order,
these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject

these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions

proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector

these proposals.

to reject

NAME

ADDRESS :

Y%

57 o Ucuol Cledt Jollkee

A- %iUJ&JMka

120 duns Laﬂ-&q; L Racese (ufp Calogl

Coi o -

9D cariz e (o Lic Yt0rs -

@ [ Mt Uy

rl 7//*'6'«( &CMCMJ"\ :

%Cwa

Lases FA 5 Gy et i ol
J 7 J

< 4— M?(,P(‘)M") s

S 4%A7/42 ?;Wdff_

T2z é}tﬁ[/éé@ Sowenss /’17(”19‘

$ Wt Ao

Hota

e Wil CEra Al C&«Adayﬁ((:

47
M Colleph

W C 20 o do. Sidpul
E Saé/k'LtgL v :FEQL*EQ

VaTD e

5_51/6"0/-76.«_./) S,%cb G Ars

IR

TR Wh’b&’ro&\

TN \‘\so\\\&\\\\e N@m&k\ ;
A

~

N SN

il /5 S/Lﬁa\) 2(

SEACIED }(56. ’(Z\f\ fo»ade SQJLC{Q\)J

' /Z-g' //7:;ﬂdw

_LP~ M. oo

Eﬁﬁ;hfk/4§>(épg éZCD

R W o

k3, M/M’//K}Ry ﬁp’ \S}H/p@'n///gl

WM'\& /g/quca SOWO(C;QT(.Q ;

3l tls a0 Uy s

[ Mearoobrot, Nolools .

IS wl\bs/%\\/(cf £ g&mdgaé? :




PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject

these proposals.

NAME ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We,

proposed in the above Order,

these proposals.

the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions

and urge the Inspectorn to reject

NAME

ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We & Ehe undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector . to reject

these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY

INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RES

TRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned str

proposed in thelabove Order, and urge the Inspector

these proposals.

ongly object to the waiting restrictions
to reject
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector . to reject

these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

o bijfect €0 the waiting restrictions

We, the undersigned strongly
and urge the Inspector to reject

proposed in the above Order,
these proposals.

NAME ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We's the undersigned strongly
proposed in the above Order,

these proposals.

and urge the Inspector to reject
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge thie Inspectom S toreject
these proposals.

NAME ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject

these proposals.

NAME ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTQNE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, Ethe undersigned strongly object to the waiting restricE ons
proposed in the above Order, and urge Ehie tlinspectar ol reieicit

these proposals.

NAME ADDRESS

Do nww RS (d ﬁwﬁv&

(x)f‘ B 51—\ QVM\(\ s ﬂ e s \
Mm%}um R\t W(M
. Overy, PaxkRoad mﬂw-
Chanell - [Wowd AN. Pad e -
NDFcla. | Salwised - Yygwe -
ME € A'U«L”\} % o1, pavins Ave  DoveEl ——=
B tHughs Qutrevt i Ajie BT -
Crsalughe,  [Satieof oo Hatha
MarkRs yland Shra S7 bmmrna Halbie kant
R A /2//7%# .
N oL oo s, Harbow ¢ Jay //fﬁf@/l(
N A SU Conc X Moy Fouseda®
KPJACWE J gc #(i\rbourﬁay holkestone
Becca COSHI00 Q, Chary G aiden Oue_ bllebore
1| Mo Vase o @WMM i) ]émdm@
{ MM&)’/@WM{— Tty -
HMW \a WCUAM( Swoanle, W
9\/ V\)LLLL’“ i r:i(%\D Lo _ Sed e
T g5 ks B N U S coir ot (-t

L o
el

S M T Foackite 14,
g




UIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

PUBLEC LOCAL:.INQ

object to the Wiail Eing SresErd CEoNS

We, the undersigned strongly
and urge the Inspector to reject

proposed in the above Order,
these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQU

(PROHIBITION AND

IRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE
RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongl
proposed in the above Order,

these proposals.

y object to the waiting restrictions
and urge the Inspector toO reject

NAME

ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We, the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject

these proposals.

NAME

ADDRESS
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

object to the waiting westricEions

We e the undersigned strongly
and urge the Inspector to reject

proposed in the above Order,
these proposals.
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PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) Order 199

We,« the undersigned strongly object to the waiting restrictions
proposed in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject
these proposals.

NAME ADDRESS
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT

PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

DOCUMENT LIST

Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984.

The Secretary of State's Traffic Orders (Procedure)
(England and Wales) Regulations 1990.

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate)
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order 19

Plan ''Sandgate High Street, A259, Folkestone - Proposed
Variation of Waiting Restrictions'" Drawing No
NA.6004/HJ/141.

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone) (Prohibition and
Restriction of Waiting) Order 1982.

Statement of Reasons published with the proposed Order
((doc 3):.-

Notice of the Secretary of State's proposal to make an
Order (doc 3).

Expanded Statement of Reasons for the Order. Deposited
with notice of the Inquiry and sent to objectors, this
supersedes doc 6.

Notice of the public local Ingquiry.

Statement by the Department of Transport to be
presented at the public local Inquiry.

Planning Application by Wimpey Homes Holding Ltd to
develop land situated Enbrook House and No 14 Sandgate
Hill (App No 88/1535/SH).

Plan accompanying planning application by Wimpey Homes
Ltd (ref S5/M/203E).

Planning permission granted by Shepway District Council
to develop land situated Enbrook House and No 14
Sandgate Hill. (App No 88/1535/SH).




Departmental Advice Note TA 20/84. '"Junctions and
Accesses: The Layout of Major/Minor Junctions'.

Drawing 101, 1814/1B: Proposed Right Turn; Enbrook
House, Sandgate, Folkestone.
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SOUTH EAST NETWORK
THE DEPARTMENT MANAGEMENT DIVISION
e OF TRANSPORT e
STATION ROAD
= DORKING SURREY RH4 1HJ
FAX: (0306) 748099
TELEX: (0306) 858452
GTN:
Barry J Andrews SWITCHBOARD:
Blossoms, Florist DORKING  (0306) 742025
96 Sandgate High Street DIRECT LINE:  (0306) 748 010
Sandgate
FOLKESTONE

Kent CT20 3BY:

. October 1991

Our ref: MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/1

Dear Sir
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S TRAFFIC ORDERS (PROCEDURE)
(ENGLAND AND WALES) REGULATIONS 1990

THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE) (PROHIBITION AND
RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

I refer to my previous letters regarding the local public inquiry
into this proposed Order.

A document list of items to be presented by the Department at the
Inquiry has been prepared and a copy is attached for your
information. These documents will be available for inspection by
the public at all reasonable hours at the offices of Kent County
Council, County Hall, Maidstone and at those of Shepway District
Council, Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, prior to the
sLale blatizh i/

These documents and a copy of any objection you made have been
passed to the Inspector holding the inquiry.

Yours faithfully

MRS C JENNING

1/1/§L/f\
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Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited
Planning Department
Hammersmith Grove London W6 7EN Telephone 081-748 2000 Telex 25666/22436 Fax 081-741 1962

Your refereM8E /5062 /A259/
Oy 6y 2 /&l

Mrs. C. Jennings Our reference

The Department of Transport
Southeast Network Management Division
Senet House,

Station Road, 12th November, 1991.
Dorking,

Surrey.

RH4 1HJ

Direct Tel. line 081-846

Dear Mrs. Jennings,

RE: THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) FOLKESTONE & SANDGATE
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WEIGHT) ORDER 199

With reference to recent discussions with Mr. Norton and
yourself, with regard to the forthcoming Public Inquiry, I
enclose herewith two copies of the Proofs of Evidence to be

presented by Wimpey Homes.

I would be grateful if you could arrange for one copy to be
forwarded to the Inspector Mr. D. B. Wood in advance of the
Inquiry so that he can have the opportunity of considering issues
and evidence to be presented.

Yours, sincerely,

\

P. Garber
Chief Planner

Netoa. e o 8,,_ M. Gaebet hu...\ Ve e da o e e

A George Wimpey PLC Group Company
Reqicterad in Tandan 1202762 27 Hammeremith Grove T oandon W6 7EN
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WIMPEY HOMES HOLDINGS LIMI

ENBROOK PARK, SANDGATE

DRAFT ROAD TRAFFIC
REGULATION ORDERS FOR
A259 TRUNK ROAD AT

SANDGATE, KENT

PROOF OF EVIDENCE OF PAUL GARBER, CHIEF PLANNER,

FOR WIMPEY HOMES HOLDINGS LIMITED.




QUALIFICATIONS

I hold the Diploma in Town Planning of the Polytechnic
of Central London. I am the Chief Planner of the
appellant company, by whom I have been employed since
1968. In that capacity I have a national
responsibility for planning and architecturally
associated matters. I was a member of the Department
of the Environment Working Party monitoring "the design

quality of the Built Environment".

Prior to my appointment with Wimpey my experience
included employment with the London and Surrey County
Councils, a London Borough and an overseas appointment
with the Ministry for Overseas Development. I was also
appointed in 1986 by the Sports Council to be a Member
of the Working Party revising Recreational and Playing
Fields Strategy for Greater London, and I am an advisor
to the National Playing Fields Association. In that
capacity I was a Member of the Advisory Team which
drafted the new N.P.F.A. "Recommendation on Outdoor
Play Space" and I am currently a Member of the
Standards Working Party reviewing the Space Standards

for Outdoor Recreational Space.




EVIDENCE

My evidence will address the following matters which
are relevant issues to be considered by the Inspector
in assessing the requirement to confirm the propoéed

Order.

I will describe the History of Development at Enbrook
Park since 1987. I will indicate that should the Order
be confirmed it will have no effect on the people
trading in close proximity to Enbrook Park and that
their allegation that the imposition of the Order to
their detriment is unfounded. I will also demonstrate
that the Planning Issues associated with the
implementation of the housing development have been

resolved and that delays in the implementation of

development are contrary to Government advice.

HISTORY OF DEVELOPMENT

The Enbrook Park Development site falls within the
Sandgate Conservation Area. Enbrook House is a Grade 2
Listed Building and together with Kent House stands in
approximately 18.36 acres (7.61 ha) of woodland, open
space and grounds which have the benefit of Planning

Permission for Residential Development.

In October 1987 Outline Application (Ref No SH/87/0770)

for the Conversion of Enbrook House to an hotel was




granted Planning Permission, a parallel application
(No. 87/0771) to demolish Kent House and part of the
wall fronting Sandgate High Street was also granted

consent.

Consent was also granted (Application Ref 87/0772) for
the conversion of Enbrook House to 31 plots together
with the demolition of Kent House and the erection of a
three storey building containing 18 flats on the site

of Kent House.

Planning Permission was also granted in outline on 31st
March 1988 for the conversion of Enbrook House to a
Leisure Centre and 18 flats; and the erection of 14
residential units. The permission was granted subject
to the appellants entering into a Planning Agreement
under Section 52 of the Town & Country Planning Act,

1971.

During 1988 further permission was granted by Shepway
Council involving amendments to earlier approvals and

changes of use.

On 9th September 1988 Wimpey Homes submitted a detailed

Planning Application to Shepway Councilfor=a

development comprising 103 houses and plots including

roads and associated parking. The Application
88/1535/SH was granted Conditional Consent on 10th May

1989.
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Twelve Conditions were attached to the Permission which
I now produce as Appendix 'A' of my evidence together

with the approved Layout Plan.

Condition 12 of the Planning Permission state:-

"pevelopment shall not begin until details of the road
improvements to the A259 to include right hand turning
lanes to the new access and military road junction have
been submitted and approved by the Local Planning
Authority. The approved scheme shall be implemented as
the first operation 1in the development of this site.”

Having obtained detailed consent for the refurbishment
of Enbrook House and Kent House, and this includes
consent for a 'simple' junction off Sandgate High
Street which as the Inspector will note is already

constructed, further development will require a

protected right turning lane.

The Department of Transport have stated that before the
housing development can be implemented, and before a
protected right turn lane can be constructed, it will
be necessary to obtain a Traffic Order prohibiting on
street parking near the junction so that the flow of

through traffic is not impeded.

The District Council in granting Planning Permission
for the Wimpey Development did consider the need for
the imposition of a Traffic Order. The letter from

Shepway District Council is appended to the DTp




evidence.

In our evidence to resolve the unsatisfactory planning
position which prevents the implementation of the
housing development approved in 1989 a meeting was held
between representatives of the District Council and
Wimpey it was agreed to pursue a further application
for residential development, the Department of
Transport's position being protected by the willingness
of the applicants, Wimpey Homes to enter into a Section
106 Agreement, indicating the design proposals that
would be implemented should the Department of Transport

Order be confirmed within an agreed timescale.

The duplicate Applications Ref No. SY/91/0725/26/SH
were submitted on the 21st August 1991 and is to be
considered by the Council's Planning Committee at their

meeting on 19 November 1991.

I now produce as Appendix VBl acopy. of the
Application, Layout and the Section 106 1990 Act
(Section 52 1971 Act) Agreement which has been signed

and sealed by the Company.

At a meeting on 4th November 1991 with® the Chief
Planning Officer minor amendments to the submitted
design were agreed. These minor changes were unrelated

to highways and traffic.




PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS

It is clear from its history of negotiation the
District Council support and wish to see the
implementation of the Wimpey development proposal. In
development control terms there are no objections, the
sole constraint to implementation being access. All
planning issues having already been considered

including the fact that an Order would have to be made.

The provision of housing is a key component of Local
Plan Policies. Planning Policy Guidance Note gE States
at Paragraph 16 with regard to adequate land
availability that:

"1t is essential that sufficient land 1s genuinely
available in practical terms to enable the policies and
proposals in approved structure plans and adopted local
plans to be carried forward. "

The Planning Permission granted by Shepway District

Council for the development of Enbrook Park is

significant in 1its contribution to the Council's

housing targets which require development to proceed on
a regular basis - that objective in respect of the

large site is frustrated on this one point.

The Wimpey proposals are capable of being implemented
free from "Planning, physical and ownership
constraints", the site is "where potential buyers want

to live" and is providing "the wide range of housing




types which the house market requires.

While I accept confirmation of the Order will cause the
prevention of parking outside the shops at the entrance
to the site on the High Street, this change is limited
in its effect on the shops (as is explained by Mr
webster); furthermore as Mr Webster also explains,

there will be significant benefits overall.

In have considered the objections submitted to the
Department of Transport and it is clear from their
content that the concerns expressed are wholly
unfounded. It is accepted the confirmation of the
Oorder will bring some change, it will be a change which
may well benefit the shops close to the site entrance

the majority of which sell antiques.

At a recent meeting of the Sandgate Society I indicated
to them that there would be no restriction on the
loading and unloading of goods from the antique shops.

This is important as I understand that the major level

of activity is the interaction between the antique

dealers rather than casual trade. As indicated by Mr

Webster there would be no restriction.

The shop owners / occupiers appear to be under a
misconception and allege that the confirmation of the

Order will be to their detriment. The basis of their
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argument is loss of trade and the ability of individuals

to shop, casually parking their cars and then browsing

around.

Planning is not concerned about the type of shops in an
area nor their profitability (Planning Policy Guidance
Note 1, Para 22 refers); it is concerned though with

the provision of housing and the need to meet Structure

Plan targets.

The draft PPGl (October 91) states at Paragraph 33

thats-

"1t is often difficult to distinguish between public
and private interests, but this may be necessary on
occasion. The basic question is not whether owners and
occupiers of neighbouring properties would experience
financial or other loss from a particular development,
but whether the proposal would unacceptably effect
amenities and the existing use of land and buildings
which ought to be protected in the public interest."”

In planning terms there is no valid ground nor reason
to substantiate this third party objection, indeed it
is my opinion that the implementation of the Enbrook
Park Development will benefit the local commercial and

shopping community.

The foundation and cornerstone of the shop owners'
objection is their perception of the individual likely
to visit their shop. Visitors to antique shops tend to
browse, going from shop to shop. In many towns these

shops are set in narrow lanes close to town centres




where parking restrictions are a necessary element of
traffic management. Those areas nearly always require
the users to park their vehicles and walk - their
success I believe is stimulated because of the
opportunity to wander from shop to shop. The opening
hours are commonly after the morning peak period has
ended and sometimes incorporates Sunday opening when

flows are very light.

The absence of T.R.O. prevents the development of 150
houses being brought forward into the market. The
housing proposals for Enbrook Park will promote a range
of housing to meet the wide range of demand in
particular the need for properties for first time

buyers.

In a letter dated 21st September 1991 to the President
of the Housebuilders Federation the Secretary of State

for the Environment said:-

"My colleagues and I are in no doubt that markets and
private enterprise are the essential engine of economic
growth and prosperity. The planning system is one of
the policy instruments for reconciling that growth with
our duty to ensure proper care for the environment, and
to give support to those areas in need of development
and regeneration.”

It is quite clear that the Secretary of State endorses

the stated objective of bringing this development in to

the market place, wholly outweighing the misconstrued

third party objection.




The benefits of the housing development and the
frustration of the development by the lack of highway
improvements and the T.R.O. are to be balanced against
the perceived difficulties of a limited number of
shops. I have no doubt having considered the matter
the balance must be in Planning and Highway terms 5Ll

favour of the confirmation of the T.R.O.

CONCLUSIONS

In my opinion on planning grounds confirmation of the
Traffic Order will provide substantial benefit to the
community enabling the implementation of the housing

development and should be confirmed.

There are no sound reasons why the Order should not be

confirmed. As Mr Alec Webster explains, there are

further significant traffic and highway reasons for its

confirmation.




Department of Transport
A259 FOLKESTONE-HONITON TRUNK ROAD
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

Closing Statement by Department of Transport

1.

The Department would be prepared to accept any
recommendations made by the Inspector to modify the proposed
Order west of Military Road to enable parking after 6.00pm
in Sandgate High Street.

The provision of any additional pedestrian crossings in
Sandgate High Street may require the modification of the
current Traffic Regulation Order. The Department would not
be prepared to promote another Traffic Regulation Order
until the outcome of this inquiry is known and the proposed
Order, which is the subject of this inquiry, has either been
made or withdrawn.

The Department of Transport has promoted the draft Traffic
Regulation Order to enable Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited to
implement the planning permission granted by Shepway
District Council for development of land situate at Enbrook
House, Sandgate Hill. The Order restricting waiting is
required in connection with the provision of an improvement
of the access into the development site and Military Road
from the A259 trunk road. The need for the Order has been
set out in the Department’s Statement at Inquiry, Document
10, paragraph 3.1 and 3.2. The improvements would result
in significant safety benefits on the A259 in the vicinity
of the access to the site and Military Road.

The Department has prepared a response to every letter that
has been sent to the Department either objecting or making
representations about the draft Order. These responses have
been presented to the Inquiry.

The Secretary of State for Transport will consider all
objections which have not been withdrawn and the report and
recommendations of the Inspector holding this public inquiry
before deciding whether to make the Order.

If the Secretary of State decides to make the Order the

Department will carry out the improvements to the A259 trunk
road, as shown in Drawing No 101,1814/1 Inquiry document 15,
subject to the necessary legal agreement under Section 278
of the Highway Act being in place between the Department and
Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited.




6. A scheme tor the screening ofthe poundaries and/or private arcas ol the tand shall be submit-
ted to and approved by the District Planning Authority before the development hereby per-
mitted commences and upon approval such scheme shall be carricd out within three months
of the substantial completion of the said developmentand shall thereatter be maintained to the
satistaction of the said Authority. s

. (a) Prior to the commencement of the development hereby permitted the applicant shall

obtain a written report from such specialist soil consultantas may be agreed with the District
Planning Authority advising on the suitahility of the land for the proposed development and
ifsuch consultants consider the land suitable therefore the work. if any. necessary. for stabilis-
ing the land and adjoining land and propertics. reinforeing the foundations and strengthen-
ing the proposed building(s) and such other works (including works ol drainage) as may be
essential to ensure so far as practicable. the stability of the land. building. forecourt and ser-
vices respectively proposed to be erected. constructed and laid on the land and any
neighbouring land and buildings and shall submit the report to the said Authority lor
their consideration.
(b) The applicant shall carry out such works for maintaining and stabilising the land and
adjoining land and properties for reinforcing the foundations and Such other works in rela-
tion to the land as may be agreed with the District Planning Authority following consideration
ol the soil consultant’s report.

. Adequate underground ducts <hall be installed by the developers to the satisfaction ol the
District Planning Authority before any ol the buildings hereby permitted are occupied. to
enable post oftice telephone cervices and clectricity services to be connected 10 any premises
within the application site without recourse (0 the erection of distribution poles and overhcead
lines. and notwithstanding any provision contained in the Town and Country Planning
General Development Order 1977 to 1985 no distribution pole or overhead line shall be ceree-
ted within the site arca save with the express consent of the District Planning Authority.
No development shall be commenced until the proposed improved access arrangements haye
been completed to the satisfaction of the District Planning Authority.

10. Details submitted in pursuance of condition | above shall provide for the disposal ol surface
water separate from the foul water sewerage system.
11. No development shall be commenced on this site until:-
(1) asurvey has been undertaken ol the existing culverted watercourse which runs from the site
to the sea wall to establish its capacity to serve the proposcd developments
(2) such additional surface water drainage capacity as may be required to satislactorily serve the
proposed development is provided by means of the repair or enlargement ol the outletor the

provision of a new drain to the sca wall,

12. Details ol any external alterations to Enbrook House shall be submitted to and approved by
the District Planning Authority before the commencement ol any works to the building.
No development shall take place until a contract has been let tor the sale or letting of the
whole of Enbrook House for substantial occupation in accordance with a valid planning per-
mission: and a contract has been let for such works as are necessary for the refurbishment/
conversion of the building to accommodate such occupation in accordance with any
necessary planning permission or listed building consent.

Grounds:

I. No such details have been submitted.

2. & 2 In pursuance of Section 42(2) of the Town and Country Planning Act 19712

4. Development without adequate garage accommodation is likely to Jead to car parking incon-
venience to other road users and to be detrimental to amenity.
In the interests of visual amenity.
In the interests of visual amenity.
In the interests of visual amenity.

() Toensure the best specialistadvice is secured in respect of the soil conditions cxisting on
the land as to the possibility of movement ol the adjoining land. the suitability of the land for
the development proposed and the precautions necessary o ensure stability ol the land. the
proposed buildings. forecourt and services and the adjoining land and buildings. il the land is
suitable for such development.




(b) To ensure as g s pruc(ic;lhlc. the permanent stability ol the land. the proposed
building(s). farccourt and services on the land. and that no damage thereto orto any adjacent
property shall occur in case of subsidence or land movement on or adjacent to the land.

9. In the interests of visual amenity.

10 & 11. To ensure that drainage arrangements are satisfactory.

12. As no such details have been submitted. :

13. The Authority is anxious to sceurce the future of the listed building and the redevelopment of
sections of the ground is acceptable only in pursuance of this objective. Picccmeal develop-
ment of the arca would be contrary to the provisions ol the local plan for the area.

Dated this 31st day of March [988.

Address: Signed: ————
Ross Housc. Ross Way. : Controller of Technical
Shornclilte. Folkestone. and Planning Services.
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PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO A259 WAITING RESTRICTIONS AT SANDGATE
CHANNEL SUITE

LEAS CLIFF HALL, FOLKESTONE

PROVISIONAL:. PROGRAMME

Tuesday 19th November 1991

Opening Address by the Inspector, Mr D B Wood CB,
MA, CEng, FI Mech, FRSA 2

Soceg ot

Department of Transport Mr A Norton /

Wimpey Homes Mr J Steel who will call
Mr P S Garber and a consulting engineer

e

w

Mr C Barret/Mr H G Elliott/Mr C Hughes representing
Sandgate ward on Shepway District Council

Mr G C Edmunds representing the Sandgate Society and
Mr M R Lloyd representing the Sandgate Business
Community

Programming Officer: Mr Ian James
Tels  '03062748011 (to 15.11:91)
0303 54695 (from Noon on 18.11.91)

It is up to each individual to keep themselves informed of the
daily programme as it is subject to change at short notice.




PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO A259 WAITING RESTRICTIONS AT SANDGATE
CHANNEL SUITE

LEAS CLIFF HALL, FOLKESTONE

PROVISIONAL PROGRAMME

Day 2 - Wednesday 20th November 1991

/,

Mrs L E Rene-Martin Vv

Mr A»Coxlfepresenting M¥s E/Dra§€ott

\\

5. 57

; - A ~
Mrs M Collishaw %< ‘4;7 /72

t}h??{f/A§ﬁon

Department of Transport Mr A Norton

Programming Officer: Mr Ian James
Tel: 0306 748011 (to 15.11.91)
0303 54695 (from noon on 18.11.91)

It is up to each individual to keep themselves informed of the
daily programme as it is subject to change at short notice.




Senet House
Station Road
DORKING
Surrey

RH4 1HJ

|3th November 1991
Mr G C Edmunds
Chairman
The Sandgate Society
The Baker's Dozen
13 Wilberforce Road
Sandgate
FOLKESTONE Kent CE20° 3ED

Our Ref: MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/2

Dear Sir

PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO WAITING RESTRICTIONS ON THE A259 AT SANDGATE
CHANNEL SUITE LEAS CLIFF HALL FOLKESTONE

I enclose a provisional programme for appearances at the Public
Inquiry at Leas Cliff Hall, starting on 19th November 1991. 1E
must emphasise that, as stated on the programme, it is up to each
individual to keep themselves informed of the daily programme
(through the Programming Officer or the notices that will be
produced each day) as it is subject to change at short notice.

It is normal practice at Inquiries, such as this, for all persons
involved to be present when the Inspector opens the Inquiry.
This will take place at 10.00 am on Tuesday 19th November 1991.

Yours faithfully

H—

I C SCAMES

Programming Officer

030/6 74801 1 =CEer 1/5:. 11 291
0303 54695 (from Noon on 18.11.91)

Enc

ghw
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THE
SANDGATE
SOCIETY

Affiliated to :—
Kent Federation of Amenity Societies
Committee for the Preservation of Rural Kent
The Civic Trust

Hon. Treasurer Chairman Hon. Secretary
8. Bryant G.C.5dmunds Mrs J.Thompson

Address for Correspondence; 33 Bybrook Field, Sandgate, Polkestone €T20 3BQ.

Mrs C. Jennings,

South Last Network,
Department of Transport,
Dorking.

7 November 1991
Your MSE 5062/4259/0/61/2/1

Dear Mrs Jennings,
Public Inquiry 19 November 1991.

Enclosed is the notification of my intended appearanzce at the
Public Inquiry on Tuesday 19th November 1991..

Our representations will relate to the points made in our letter to
your office of 1st August 1990and it will be appreciated if you will include
that letter together with this letter in the material handed to the Inspector
(Note 3 of your General Notes refers). As you are aware, Messers Wimpey
have decided to proceed with developments on the site, which has now been
withdrawn from the market, and to that extent Section 1 of our letter has to
be modified.

The Folkestone and Hythe Local Plan, Section 15(Sandgate) Para 15.1.2.
states "there is a need for additional off-street car parking in the area
and the Diistrict Council will take steps to remedy the deficiency whewe the
opportunities arise." The present proposals will only worsen the
situation.

The developers paid over six million pounds for the site and it is
our view that land should be acquired and placed under District Council control
for the provision of car parking in replacement of the spaces lost from the
High Street. As an example, it will not be possible to park outside the
Public Library. This will be a handicap to many elderly people. There is no
justification for damaging the life of the community in order that
commercial developers can maximise their profits. We ask that the Draft
Order should only be approved if adequate substitute parking facilities
be providede.

In addition to these representations we shall be supported by the
presentation of a local petition from signatories and also by the views of
the business community expressed by Mr. M. it. Lloyd.

It is unfortunate that no reply was received from your office or
from Shepway District Council in respect of our letter of 1st August 1990.

Please send any further correspondence to the Hon.Sec, at the address
shown above. My personal telephone number is 0303-49180

Yours sincerely,

it of g é/) G.C.Edmunds
- //}?“ (o irman
/{/ A éi//"l/./-// e o




THE
SANDGATE
SOCIETY

Affiliated 10 :—
Kent Federation of Amenity Societies
Committee for the Preservation of Rural Kent
The Civic Trust

Please reply to : "Blossoms'
96, Sandgate- High
Sandgate, Folkesto
Kent. CT20 3BY,.

The Director,

South East Network Management Division,

Department of Transport,

Federated House,

London Road,

DORKING, Surrey, RH4 1SZ. lst August 1990

Reference RSE/5062/A259/0/41/5/5.
For the attention of Miss C.E. Strang, Senior Executive Officer.

Dear Miss Strang,

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984 - FOLKESTONE TO HONITON TRUNK ROAD (A259)

At a recent exceptionally well attended Public Meeting of this Society, we, th
undersigned, were appointed to write to you in order to express the strongly hel
views of the people of Sandgate, both residents and retailers, concerning the propose
Order prohibiting and restricting waiting under Sections VNS and T (2)iand&2 (85 San
(2) of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 as it will affect the A259 in the whole ¢
SANDGATE HIGH STREET.

The views expressed at the Public Meeting can best be detailed as follows:-
1. REASONS FOR CHANGING EXISTING NO WAITING REGULATIONS

It was stated in the Official Department of Transport Statement of Reasons, appende
to the Schedules that new restrictions were required because "vehicles parked on t!
Eastern end of Sandgate High Street cause considerable congestion", and, "in t
interests of road safety, it is proposed..." to extend waiting restrictions. It
understood that the request for a change in waiting restrictions has been prompted b
the Shepway District Council as a result of an original planning application to buil
on land at the North Eastern side of Sandgate High Street. an entrance road he
already been constructed, but the Developer has since withdrawn from the site and, ¢
the present time, no further application ta develop has been made.

Whilst it is appreciated that, given the possibility of a more advantageous financi:
climate in the future, other such applications may be made, this Society is of ti
opinion that:-

(a) the reason for altering waiting restrictions no longer exists at this point:

Continued 2/.:% ...




Continued. .. ..

(b) the opportunity now exists for the Shepway District Council, in conjunction with
the Kent County Council Highways Department, the Department of Transport, the Police
Authorities, this Society and other interested bodies, to re-consider the potential to
establish a one way system within the site with an entrance to the site from Sandgate
Hill where properties have been empty for some considerable time, and exit onto
Sandgate High Street lower down, or to require a future developer to establish an
alternative access road to the North-West of the site, which would not affect the
AZ59m

Saga Holidays, which formerly occupied the site, used this method and had 700
employees using the entrance/exit daily with no problems to the flow of traffic or
parked vehicles as at present. This will K be taken up with the Shepway District
Council, but the Department of Transport's views would be appreciated.

(c) any "congestion" at this point of Sandgate High Street is only at peak travel
times in the morning (8.15.a.m. to (9.00.a.m.) and evening (5.00.p.m. to SHdS Hprimas)
where Military Road joins Sandgate High Street and because of the Pedestrian Crossing
situated at the same junction and used by a considerable number of people.

(d) the so-called "removal" of the "congestion" (the Department of Transport's
wording) at this point would create a "race-track" effect along a considerable length
of Sandgate High Street, since Vehicles enter the Eastern end of the High Street on a

downward slope from Sandgate Hill and are all too often moving well in excess of the
speed limit. Vehicles parked as at present do have the effect of slowing down the
traffic, not casing congestion.

2. CAR PARKING

At the present time, with the existing waiting restrictions, there are approximately
seventy-four parking spaces at various points along the length of Sandgate High
Street. The proposed new Order would reduce those spaces to approximately thirty-four,
thus greatly affecting the opportunity for (i) speculative shoppers who want to visit
one or more of the High Street shops to find a space; (ii) residents of Sandgate
wishing to park anywhere near their properties will find it virtually impossible;
(i11) delivery Vehicles servicing the Shops would have considerable di fEilcu ity T
parking for any reasonable time, which would greatly affect businesses who rely on the

facility; (iv) whilst there are two designated car parks situated at the Western and
Eastern ends of the High Street these car parks are not used by shoppers to any
appreciable degree because:- (a) the Western end car park (off Wilberforce Road) is up

a steep hill, making access and egress on foot for elderly or disabled people both
difficult and dangerous, and the more able-bodied will not use the park because of the
distance it is located away from the High Street Shops, in some cases as much as half
a mile. (b)the Eastern end car park (the entrance and exit to which is situated in
front of Cottages opening directly onto the driveway) is sited on the sea front, on a
section of land which is open to the sea and is regularly drenched with salt water and
shingle from Sandgate beach, making it both-dangerous and costly (in terms of damage
to vehicles) to park there.

(v) The Sandgate Society, as discussed at the Public Meeting, would like to propose

new car park site on a section of unused ground immediately behind the War Memorial on
the corner of Military Road. Access for Vehicles could be gained from the new section
of roadway, referred to in paragraph 1l(b) above. This matter will also be taken up
with the Shepway District Council.

3. MOVE OF EXISTING PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

At the Public Meeting, considerable importance was placed on the need to move the
existing Pedestrian Crossing from its position immediately on the corner of Military
Road, Sandgate, to a safer location along the High Street. However, after careful and
indepth consideration by this group, it would appear that the most beneficial move
would be to a point some yards from the present site in a westerly direction without
losing more car parking spaces, which would be the case if the crossing were situated




b}
ConEiinvuedresTitiiine.
anywhere else, taking into account the statutory no waiting requirements either sid
ef N as e EOSSH NG/ It is also understood that where pedestrian crossing presentl

situated on Trunk Roads are moved they are usually replaced by Pelican Crossings
There is also much support from residents for a crossing at the Western end o
Sandgate High Street which would make it possible for residents, particularly th
elderly, to cross what has become a very busy and dangerous road.

The Sandgate Society would value some response to these points by the Department o©
Transport.

4. MOVE OF BUS STOP

It was stated at the Meeting that reconsideration should be given to the presen
location of Bus Stops in Sandgate High Street, especially the one located immediatel
outside Sir John Moore Court. If this were to be moved, to where the Road widens ne&
Homevale House, a wider layby would need to be created so that traffic flow was nc
affected as at present when Buses stop. The Department of, Transport's view would &
appreciated.

5 SPEED

A Senior Police Inspector who was invited to attend the Public Meeting and spesc
concurred with Public concern expressed about the speed vehicles travel throuc
Sandgate High Street at present. The Police are unable to enforce speed restrictior
Docancel of the limittcd M resouncess At therns disposal. The Inspector dic
however ,emphasise that the problem of speed could only get worse if more "no waiting
restrictions were imposed and was firmly of the opinion that more accidents, ineludiy
possible fatalities, could be expected if the through traffic was not restricted, a
at present, by the presence of parked vehicles at both ends of the HiighiStreet.

Any possible action to restrict speed through the village would be welcomed &
residents.

This Public Meeting of the Sandgate Society, respectfully urges that the view
expressed should be given sympathetic consideration and would appreciate a reply t
this letter based on the comments made and points raised as questions above.

It should be added that copies of this letter are being sent to appropriate Officials
at Kent County Council Highways Department, Shepway District Council, the Kent Polic
Authorities, and also the local Member of Parliament, local Councillors and will &
available for members of the Public to read.

We remain,

Yours faithfully, : '
- :
P f e

Barry J Andrews Angie Barnes
S 4 i
el LS
Robin Lloyd @p Tony rjess
i
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SOUTH EAST NETWORK
MANAGEMENT DIVISION
: T H E D E pART M E N T FEDERATED HOUSE, LONDON ROAD
= : O F T RA N S po RT DORKING, SURREY, RH4 1SZ
FAX (0306) 741648
: d TELEX: (0306) 859355
GTN 3624
TELEPHONE DORKING (0306) 885922
ext 541
Mr R A Joyce
The Sandgate Society
Stowting Count Bain
Stowting
ASHFORD :
Kent  TN25 6BB (Q July 1990
our ref: RSE 5062/A259/0/41/5/5

Dear Mr Joyce

Thank you for your letters of 21 June and 4 July objecting to the
Department’s proposal to impose a parking ban on the A259 at

Sandgate.

The points you raised together with others received are being ?

carefully considered. I will, of course, let you have a full reply |/
i

as soon as a decision on how we intend to proceed has been made. fh
I can assure you the Department is not aware of having circulated
documents to individual local people nor would this be part of our
statutory requirements. The draft Order together with the plan and

- explanatory reason for making the Order were put on deposit at the
offices of Kent County Council at Maidstone and Shepway DiSErRICE
Council at Folkestone to enable anyone who wished to inspect the
draft proposal to do so.

I am sorry that your letter did not arrive early enough for me to
send you a plan in time for your meeting at the Chester Hall on

10 July. Nevertheless you may find the enclosed plan helpful even
at this late stage.

Yours sincerely
iy,
/ ;
o ,
Ll i
K LT £ l~&le—
4 U e =

MRS D HARDEN

ENC

AS




SOUTH EAST NETWORK

H E DEPARTMENT MANAGEMENT DIVISION

— & OF TRANSPORT : Pavslnl
STATION ROAD
ol DORKING SURREY RH4 1HJ
FAX: (0306) 748099
TELEX: (0306) 858452
Roger A Joyce DpArch RIBA g&ﬁfHBOARD
The Sandgate Society DORKING (0306) 742025
Stowting Court Barn DIRECT LINE:  (0306) 748 010
Stowting
Nr Ashford

Kent TN25 6BB

{ >  opetober 1991

Our ref: MSE 5062/A259/0/61/271

Dear Sir
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984 5 a2 3%

THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S TRAFFIC ORDERS (PROCEDURE)
(ENGLAND AND WALES) REGULATIONS 1990

THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE) (PROHIBITION AND
RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

I refer to my previous letters regarding the local public inquiry
into this proposed Order.

A document list of items to be presented by the Department at the
Inquiry has been prepared and a copy is attached for your
information. These documents will be available for inspection by
the public at all reasonable hours at the offices of Kent County
Council, County Hall, Maidstone and at those of Shepway District
Council, Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, prior to the
inquiry.

These documents and a copy of any objection you made have been
passed to the Inspector holding the inquiry.

Yours faithfully

4

I ovatae
IV%RS @ {}%N;I\G}

Enc

ghw
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT

PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)
(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

DOCUMENT LIST

Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984.

The Secretary of State's Traffic Orders (Procedure)
(England and Wales) Regulations 1990.

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate)
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order 19

Plan "Sandgate High Street, A259, Folkestone - Proposed
Variation of Waiting Restrictions" Drawing No
NA.6004/HJ/141.

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone) (Prohibition and
Restrictiont of Waikilting) Order 1982

Statement of Reasons published with the proposed Order
((deoe 3

Notice of the Secretary of State's proposal to make an
Order (doc 3).

Expanded Statement of Reasons for the Order. Deposited
with notice of the Inquiry and sent to objectors, this
supersedes doc 6.

Notice of the public local Inquiry.

Statement by the Department of Transport to be
presented at the public local Inquiry.

Planning Application by Wimpey Homes Holding Ltd to
develop land situated Enbrook House and No 14 Sandgate
Hill (App No 88/1535/SH).

Plan accompanying planning application by Wimpey Homes
Ltd (ref S5/M/203E).

Planning permission granted by Shepway District Council
to develop land situated Enbrook House and No 14
Sandgate Hill. (App No 88/1535/SH).




A

14.

58

Departmental Advice Note TA 20/84. '"Junctions and
Accesses: The Layout of Major/Minor Junctions".

Drawing 101, 1814/1B: Proposed Right Turn; Enbrook
House, Sandgate, Folkestone.
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PUBLIC INQUIRY

PUBLIC INQUIRY TO BE HELD ON TUESDAY 19 NOVEMBER 1991 AT
THE CHANNEL SUITE LEAS CLIFFHALL FOLKESTONE AT 10.00 AM

General Notes

(please detach and retain this section for reference)

Note 1 Those intending to speak at the Inquiry are asked to
attend (or be represented) at 10.00 am on the opening
day when, after formally opening the proceedings, the
Inspector will indicate the procedure for recording the
names, addresses and telephone numbers of all who wish
to give evidence. This information will be used by
the Programming Officer as a means of keeping in touch
with anyone who may be unable to attend every day and
advise those concerned when their evidence is likely to
be heard.

Note 2 Please note, however, Ehatss it awiillls remadin  the
responsibility of ..all .interested parties to keep
themselves informed of the progress of the Inquiry as
the indicated timetable can be subject to unavoidable
changes. The name of the Programming Officer and the

: telephone number at which he can be contracted is given
= below and will also be available at the Inquiry venue.

Note 3 It will be helpful if those intending to speak could
prepare a written statement of their case and evidence
to hand to the Inspector. Such evidence should be
sent to this office prior to the opening of the Inquiry
to enable copies to be made. Anyone who does not
intend to appear at the Inquiry but does wish to
present written evidence (in addition to their original
letter a copy of which will be sent to the Inspector)
should. also send such evidence to this office prior to
the Inquiry.

PROGRAMMING OFFICER : Mr Ian James
PUBLIC INQUIRY TELEPHONE NUMBER : Folkestone 54695

Prior to the Inquiry the Programming Officer can be contacted at
the address below or by telephone on Dorking (0306) 748011.

Department of Transport

South East Network Management Division
Senet House

Station Road

DORKING

Surrey RH4 1HJ
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(L October 1991

Our ref: MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/1

Dear Sir
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

THE SECRETARY OF STATE'S TRAFFIC ORDERS (PROCEDURE)
(ENGLAND AND WALES) REGULATIONS 1990

THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE) (PROHIBITION AND
RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

I refer to my earlier letter regarding the public inquiry into this

proposed Order. The Statement of Reasons for making the draft
Order has been expanded to take account of the planning application
by Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited. This Statement will now

accompany the draft Order and I am therefore sending a copy to all
those who have made representation to the Department about the draft
Order.

Yours faithfully

MRS C JENNINGS

Enc

ghw
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STATEMENT OF REASONS

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone) (Prohibition and
Restriction of Waiting) Order 1982 authorises parking
restrictions and prohibitions on the trunk road in Folkestone.
The Secretary of State proposes to make a permanent Order
which will authorise restrictions and prohibitions on the
trunk road at Sandgate High Street additional to those cited
in the 1982 Order.

The Shepway District Council have granted planning permission
to Wimpey Homes Holdings Limited for the development of land
at Enbrook House and No 14 Sandgate Hill, Sandgate. The
permission is subject, inter alia, to the condition that a
right turn lane be provided on the A259 to the development
site and Military Road.

The purpose of the Order is to restrict parking in the
vicinity of the junction so that through traffic would not be
forced into the middle of the road and into the right turn
lane. It is intended that the proposals would prevent
congestion on the trunk road and would make turning movements
to and from the development site safer.
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Management Division,
Department of Transport,
Federation House,

London Road,

Dorking,

Surrey RH4 1SX.

Dear Sir,

A259 Sandgate Traffic Regulations

Further to my letter of 21st June 1990, I confirm that the matter was indeed discussed
by the Committee I referred to, and I have been asked to communicate the following
information to you:

It is the opinion of the Society that imposing traffic restrictions along practically
the whole length of the High Street in Sandgate will have an adverse effect, in that
it will encourage speeding along this stretch of the A259, which is already a problem
and a hazard.

We have mentioned the question of lack of parking on the High Street, and it is felt
that residents, traders, and shoppers and other visitors alike will find it increasing-
ly difficult to park in the area, and, as a result, all shopping will inevitably die.
Sandgate is already a secondary shopping centre, and traders find it difficult enough
to survive, without this additional complication.

There is only one pedestrian crossing at the moment at the east end of the High Street
and it is felt that the increased speed of traffic will create an additional hazzard
to people crossing the road, particularly the elderly and the very young. It is felt

that not enough consideration has been given to the inhabitants and traders of the
town.

There has long been talk of an alternative A259 route, and if this becomes a reality,

/Sandgate ...




Sandgate is likely to be left with a legacy of double yellow lines which we imagine
would not easily be taken away, and they were ever, the damage would have already

have been done, and the community would already have suffered the consequences outline
above.

The document circulated to some residents is very difficult to follow, and we would
be obliged if the Department could furnish us with a large scale plan, marked up with
existing and proposed restrictions, so that they can be easily understood by
residents who will be attending a specially convened meeting on 10th July.

Finally, with reference to that meeting, it is hoped to have representatives of the
Local Authority, councillors and MP present, and we would be obliged if you would accept
our invitation to attend to explain the proposals in detail. The meeting will be held
at 8 p.m, in the Chichester Hall, in the centre of the High Street ( trumk road in

question).

If you are able to attend, would you please telephone the Secretary, Mrs. J. Thompson,
on (0303) 48704, to let her know that you are able to come.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Yours farthitully:,

Roger A. Joyce

CC Controllerof Technical and Planning Services
Mrs Thompson




A259 FOLKESTONE - HONITON TRUNK ROAD

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

PUBLIC INQUIRY INTO THE TRUNK ROAD (A259)

(FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 19

STATEMENT BY SHEPWAY DISTRICT COUNCIL

PARKING POLICIES IN SANDGATE




Shepway District Council, mindful of concerns relating to

the possible reduction in available parking spaces in
Sandgate will, if the proposed order is implemented,
review the existing side road orders and re-assess their
necessity with a view to maximising the number of on

street parking spaces.

In relation to the parking needs of Sandgate, the
Folkestone and Hythe Local Plan - First Alterations,
formally adopted on 30th August 1991 states in paragraph
li5e 1.2, "Thereisi'a need ‘for additienal off-street icar
parking in the area and the District Council will take
steps to remedy the deficiency where the opportunities

arise.".

In addition;

Policy S2 states:-

"Improvements to the Castle Road car park will be carried
out to improve its attractiveness as a sea front car

park."

Finally, the Council is currently preparing a Draft Local
Plan for the whole of the District and it is likely that
these draft proposals will include additional parking
policies not just in relation to Sandgate but to all

other urban areas.

20 November 1991
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15. SANDGATE

15.1
151.1

INTRODUCTION

Sandgate was the subject of an informal district plan in 1976 which was to
be used as a basis for guiding future developments and changes in the locality,
and its provisions were incorporated into the District Plan. The most
important issue in Sandgate is the need for policies and proposals to maintain
and enhance the environment, particularly within the conservation areas.
A presumption in favour of conservation applies throughout the area, whilst
any new development should be complementary to its character.

sl In determining planning applications for development within the
Sandgate Conservation Areas, the District Planning Authority
will have regard to the need to strengthen the general form of
existing development; preserving its small intimate scale and
achieving variety without introducing materials and building
forms alien to the area.

There is a need for additional off-street car parking in the area and the District
Council will take steps to remedy the deficiency where the opportunities arise.

TOWNSCAPE
The following townscape areas have been identified.

1. Sandgate High Street

2. Sandgate Esplanade

3. Granville Parade/Castle Road

4. The Riviera/Radnor CIliff

5. Sandgate Hill/Enbrook/Military Road

6. Wilberforce Road/The Crescent,Gough Road
7. The Undercliff/Encombe.

Within these areas the general conservation and design policies in Section
8 are applicable with particular reference to policies cd.1 relating to new
development and cd.2 on the maintenance of the highest possible
environmental standards.

SANDGATE HIGH STREET

1523

The general form of development in the High Street is small scale, normally
two or three storeys and exhibiting considerable variety in architecture
reflecting the slow but continual building and rebuilding operations of
individual property owners over the years. Despite this variety the common
building lines, heights and forms provide an overall unifying theme and it is
only where buildings have not respected the predominant layout
characteristics that the street scene tends to be interrupted.

The importance of Sandgate as a local shopping centre for food and
convenience goods has declined in recent years, but many of the shops have
been taken over by antique dealers and this has done much to revitalise the
area which is now an important antique centre. Some premises have been
fitted with modern plate glass windows out of keeping with the traditional
style of shop fronts. It is important to the character of the High Street that
traditional shop fronts should be retained and incorporated into new
development; long strip windows, without break by glazing bars are
unacceptable. Policy cdll and cd12 are particularly applicable here.

SANDGATE

GENERAL STRATEGY
FOR SANDGATE




SANDGATE ESPLANADE

152.5

Sandgate Esplanade extends from the Coastguard Cottages at the eastern
end of the High Street to the junction of the trunk road with Princes Parade
and includes the Sandgate Esplanade Conservation Area. It is characterised
by mainly early Victorian stuccoed terraces, typical of the grandiose seaside
developments of the period. The area is prone to land slippage problems and
this has caused problems of disturbance to foundations and loss of elevational
details such as balconies and verandahs. Where these have been lost, the
overall appearance of the building group has, as a result, been disrupted.

Policy cd2 is particularly applicable here with the need for development to
respect building lines, heights and roof forms of existing buildings. The
Sunnyside Road/Brewers Hill area to the north of the Esplanade is subject
to Policy h4 resisting proposals which would result.in intensification of
development resulting ix: a loss of character.

GRANVILLE PARADE/CASTLE ROAD

156.2.7

This area comprises development south of the High Street between Granville
Road West and Lister Way. it is an area of mixed development characterised
by narrow roads and alleyways and small cottage type terraced houses with
the important listed buildings of Sandgate Castle and the former Sandgate
Primary School. East of the Castle the larger residential properties have
gardens extending to the seafront.

The Castle Road car park is poorly laid out with an uneven surface and an
unsightly boundary to the north. It provides one of the few opportunities
within the built up area to park on the seafront and as such it is an asset that
deserves improvement.

s2 Improvements to the Castle Road car park will be carried out to
improve its attractiveness as a sea front car park.

THE RIVIERA AND RADNOR CLIFF

1529

This area extends to the east of Sandgate below the cliffs at the western end
of The Leas. The residential properties are generally large and set in
substantial grounds although more recent development is more intensive and
there are several large blocks of flats. Vegetation on the cliff slopes provides
abackdrop to development and the development of the Palm Lodge site will
mark the eastern extremity of the built up area. There are few remaining
opportunities for new development but there may be pressure for the
redevelopment of existing properties.

s3 The District Planning Authority will expect any development or
redevelopment proposals to reflect the existing predominant
spacious character and form of development in accordance
with policy cd1 within the area shown on Proposals Map.

SANDGATE HILL/ENBROOK/MILITARY ROAD

152.10  The grounds of Enbrook House are well wooded and are an important feature

S

in the High Street Conservation Area. The whole of the grounds are covered
by a Tree Preservation Order. A number of planning permissions have been
granted for development of the house and grounds, predominantly for
residential use but the bulk of the site will remain in its present natural state,
including the major part of the woodland area. Enbrook House itself is a Grade
Il listed building and development proposals will be expected to respect its
existing character and setting.

s4 The District Planning Authority will expect the special
environmental qualities of the grounds and main building of
Enbrook House to be maintained in any development proposals.

ESPLANADE

GRANVILLE PARADE
CASTLE ROAD

CASTLE ROAD
CAR PARK

RIVIERA AND
RADNOR CLIFF

SANDGATE HILL

MILITARY ROAD

ENBROOK HOUSE
AND GARDENS




CAR PARKTING

Clearly, the capacity of the trunk road could be increased by the removal of kerb side parking and
by selective closure of side access roads, although as a general matter, the complete displacement
of on-street parking to off-street sites would not be altogether commensurate with the wider study
objectives: opportunities for off-street sites are lacking and further provision, particularly
in the High Street area, where demand is at its greatest, would be liable to involve property
demolition and conflict with conservation policies. In this respect, present off-street sites are
not without environmental objection and it is necessary to consider, later in this report, what
measures are appropriate to effect their improvement.

Present on-street parking arrangements in the High Street, provide primarily for the short stay
parker, (particularly the shopper), whereas along The Esplanade, provision is more for the longer term
parker, being used in the summer months by those visiting the beach.

There are three off-street public car parks in and adjoining the High' Street and their approximate
capacities are as follows:

Wilberforce Road 50 cars
Castle Road 30 cars
James Morris dwellings site 2l; cars

“The~James Morris. dwellings site was acquired originally for Local Authority.housing purposes and
‘1fits present. use was. intended-to-be.of.a-temporary-natures ;

Some 210 feet of the High Street is given over to on-street parking, giving approximately 90
spaces between the hours of 8.0 a.m. and 6.0 p.m. Monday to Saturday. (10 of these are restricted
to one hour in three). From 6.0 a.m. to 8.0 p.m. there is capacity for the parking of 105 vehicles.
Parking is severely restricted in the vicinity of the Little Theatre Site and in the vicinity of a
number of the road junctions.

Restrictions apply also to The Esplanade, but more to its north side. Parking along The Esplanade
is required primarily by persons visiting the coast. Bearing in mind the total length of coast line
in this area to which vehicles have direct access without any significant restraint on parking (stretching
from Sandgate to the Hotel Imperial, at Hythe), there would appear to be no need for additional
parking in relation to this stretch of coastline at the present time.

{
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0ff-street car parks in the centre are seldom used to capacity, although seasonal pressures
can fill these parks on summer week-ends. In some ways this limited demand for off-street park-
ing facilities in the area of the High Street reflects the comparative ease with which parking can
be had . on-street, actually at the main point of demand.

It is understood that the Highway Authority is likely to require the reduction of parking
on the Trunk road, in the near future, which will precipitate increased demands for off-street
provision. At the present time, there is insufficient information on parking

demands to enable firm proposals to be made for future provision and it is necessary to
look initially more closely at transportation issues in the study area as a whole.

That part of the High Street where present parking arrangements are the least desirable is in
the vicinity of The Little Theatre where parked vehicles often interfere with free traffic flow,
particularly at peak travel times, and the Theatre itself generates parking demands which would
be better met off-street. In this situation it will be desirable in any parking strategy to make
alternative arrangements in this locality which might be best met in relation to the residential
property, no. 16, The Crescent a% the rear of The Little Theatre. This property occupies a com—
paratively large plot and having scope, in principle, for redevelopment, it would be desirable to
consider car parking on part of its site (in the event of any future development proposals) in a
suitable landscaped and laid-out form, with pedestrian links to the High Street.

The Townscape section of this report considers the appearance of existing off-street car parks
and recommends that the car park on the site of the former James Morris 'dwellings should be redeveloped

to improve the High Street scene. Such action could reduce total off-street provision by some 30
car spaces, if the whole of this area were to be lost for public car parking, which adds weight to the
need for a comprehensive examination of transportation issues in Sandgate. In the longer term, there
might be scope for a suitably screened, limited parking area in the grounds of the Star and Garter
Home, adjacent to the High Street, as and when satisfactory access can be achieved. This would
facilitate the release of the Castle Road car park for other uses as mentioned elsewhere in this
report.

IOOTPAULIL LS Wivauy va v

vehicular traffic. It is well suiveu oo —-

to the shore, especially for those persons seeklng recreation.

Between Castle Road car park and the eastern end of the Riviera, there is no
~»d 4+ wld be degirable to create a new
AL e these, apart from the Mllltary Road Junctfgh, afg of a minor nature, giving

" access to properties at either side of the A259. Fortunately, the development which they serve
is limited, and, as such, generates little traffic.
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Our Ref: MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/1

Sir/Madam/Gentlemen

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

I am directed by the Secretary of State for Transport to refer to
the local public inquiry held at Leas Cliff Hall, Folkestone on 19
and 20 November 1991 by Mr D B Wood CB, MA, CEng, FMechE, FRSA, the
Inspector appointed to hear objections to the proposal to make an
order to revoke the existing Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone)
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order 1982 which prohibits
and restricts waiting on the trunk road in Folkestone and Sandgate,
and re-enact the provisions of that order with amendments
authorising additional parking restrictions and prohibitions on the
trunk road at Sandgate High Street. The Secretary of State
published the draft Traffic Regulation Order on 1 June 1990.

At the opening of the inquiry there were 59 outstanding objections.
The case for the Department of Transport is set out in paragraphs 6
to 14 of the Inspector's report, that for Wimpey Homes Holdings Ltd
is set out in paragraphs 15 to 23 and that for the objectors is set
out in paragraphs 25 to 35. At the Inspector's request Shepway
District Council made a prepared statement on parking policies
relevant to Sandgate which is set out in paragraph 24 of the report.

A copy of the report is enclosed. The Inspector's findings of fact
and conclusions are set out in paragraphs 37 to 48. At paragraph 49
he recommends that the order be made subject to the modifications:

an to delete all waiting restrictions on the south side of
Sandgate High Street between numbers 37 and 45, and

to relax waiting restrictions throughout the length of
Sandgate High Street to allow waiting between 6pm and 8am to
the maximum extent considered acceptable by the Department
of Transport.




The Secretary of State has carefully considered all the objections
to the Order and the report and recommendations of the Inspector.

The Secretary of State has sympathy with those traders in Sandgate
High Streeet who are concerned that the proposed restrictions would
reduce their passing trade. However, it is a well established
principle that there is no right to a particular level of vehicular
or pedestrian traffic past any premises and the overriding need to
improve safety on public highways must be given priority.

On the general loss of parking spaces the Secretary of State notes
that Shepway District Council have given an undertaking that if the
Order is made they will, within twelve months and in consultation
with local interests, review the existing restrictions on parking in
side roads and reassess the necessity to maximise the number of on
street parking places.

The Secretary of State has noted the concern that the reduction in
parked vehicles on Sandgate High Street might give rise to an
increase in speed of through traffic. He points out that the Kent
County Constabulary who are responsible for enforcing the 30 mph
speed limit support the proposed restrictions.

With regard to the requests for the provision of one or more
additional pedestrian crossings in Sandgate High Street the
Secretary of State confirms that these measures are being
considered.

The Secretary of State accepts the Inspector's findings of fact, and
agrees with and accepts his conclusion that the benefits of the
proposed order outweigh its disadvantages.

He agrees that the loss of parking spaces would aggravate the
existing shortage and has carefully considered to what extent the
waiting restrictions between 6pm and 8am can safely be relaxed. He
is content that within the limits of road safety 14 spaces as
indicated in (ii)a. and b. below can be made available between 6pm
and 8am in parts of Sandgate High Street, and that waiting
restrictions on the south side between numbers 37 and 45 should be
deleted.

The Secretary of State accepts the Inspector's recommendation and
has decided that the Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate)
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order 199 should be made
subject to the modifications:

(Eat)) all waiting restrictions on the south side of Sandgate
High Street between numbers 37 and 45 are deleted, and

(L) waiting is permitted between 6pm and 8am

a. on Sandgate High Street south east side, from a point
11 metres north east of its junction with Parade Road
to a point 11 metres south west of that junction,
(this should provide 4 spaces), and

on Sandgate High Street northside from its junction
with The Crescent to North Lane (this should provide
7 spaces) and from its junction with Gough Road to a
point 20.1 metres northeast of its junction with
Gough Road (this should provide 3 spaces).




Public notice of the making of the Order and the date on which it
will come into force will be issued as soon as possible.

A copy of this letter and of the Inspector's report will be made
available for inspection at the Shepway District Council Offices,
Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone. The report, and the
plans and documents submitted with it, may also be seen at the
offices of the Department of Transport, South East Network
Management Division, Senet House, Station Road, Dorking, Surrey.
Copies of this letter have been sent to the objectors who appeared
at the inquiry and to Wimpey Homes HOlding Ltd. A copy of it, and
of the Inspector's report, will be made available on request to any
other person directly concerned.

Toam,; Sir
Your obedient Servant

1:‘\> ’//‘ I// /
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A D ROWLAND




DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT

ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE AND SANDGATE)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199

REPORT ON THE PUBLIC LOCAL INQUIRY

Inspector: Mr D B Wood CB, MA, CEng, FMechE, FRSA

Date of

File No:

Ingquirys: 19 and 20 November 1991

MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/1




December 1991

The Right Honourable Michael Heseltine MP
Secretary of State for the Environment

The Right Honourable Malcolm Rifkind MP
Secretary of State for Transport

ShlisE

I have the honour to report that on 19 and 20 November 1991,

I held a local inquiry in pursuance of paragraph 128 of the
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 at Leas Cliff Hall, Folkestone
in connection with the proposal by the Secretary of State for
Transport to make the following Order:

The Trunk Road (A259)(Folkestone and Sandgate) (Prohibition
and Restriction of Waiting) Order 199 .

I carried out a site inspection immediately following the close
of ‘the "inquiry.

Introduction

1. At the opening of the Inquiry there were 59 objectors including

a small number of very late objections. Of these, the great
majority objected on the grounds of loss of parking spaces
within Sandgate, the risk of higher traffic speeds or increased
difficulty in crossing Sandgate High Street.

2. Most of the running in presenting the case for the Order
was made by the Supporters, Wimpey Homes Holdings Ltd. Their
proofs of evidence and highly detailed supporting documents
amounted to over 100 pages but were not made available to the
objectors until the opening of the inquiry. In my opinion
this put the objectors at an unfair disadvantage in preparing
their own cases and bordered on the unacceptable. I considered
adjourning but decided that by somewhat relaxing the normal
inquiry procedures and by intervening myself where necessary
I could prevent the interests of objectors being prejudiced.
I believe this was achieved.

3. This report contains a general description of the area

of Sandgate and of the Order site; the gist of the submissions
made both orally and in writing; and my findings of fact,
conclusions and recommendations. Lists of appearances and
documents are included.

SANDGATE AND THE ORDER SITE

4. sandgate (Document 4) is a large, linear village squeezed
between the sea to the south and cliffs to the north. The
High Street, and only street of any significance, is formed
by the A259 trunk road which runs generally east-west through
the village. There are numerous side turnings to both north
and south but, with only one exception, they are narrow lanes




or loop roads and in many cases short cul-de-sacs terminating
at the sea or the cliff. The one exception is Military Road
(B2063) which runs generally north-south joining the trunk

road towards the eastern end of the village. There is no alternative
east-west route through Sandgate and the village can be avoided
only by a long and circuitous detour. Apart from residential
property there are a large number of shops and other commercial
premises in the village and almost all front directly onto

the trunk road; and few have rear access. There are only

two signed public car parks, both very small for the size

of the village, of which one on the sea front is clearly usable
only in fair weather. There are waiting restrictions or
prohibitions on much of the High Street and on almost all the
side streets. There is only one pedestrian crossing within

the village, just to the west of the Military Road.

5. The Order site lies immediately east of the Military Road
junction where the only significant area of undeveloped land

in the village fronts onto the north side of the trunk road
(Enbrook House). A new junction has been built some 70 metres
east of Military Road to give access to this site which is clearly
earmarked for residential development. Within the site there

is a narrow strip of fairly level land north of which the ground
rises steeply in a series of terraces. The proposed new waiting
restrictions would apply to the stretch of the trunk road east

and west of the new access to the development site on both sides
of the road.

THE CASE FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT

The main points were:

6. On 31 March 1988, Shepway District Council granted conditional
outline planning permission for the construction of a leisure
centre, 18 flats and 148 residential units on land at Enbrook
House. The access to the site was to be by an improved access

on Sandgate Hill. The Department was not consulted although
works were required to the A259 trunk road at Sandgate Hill

which only the Department could undertake. Following discussions
between the Department, the District Council and the then
applicant (Wimpey Homes Holdings Ltd) in which the deficiencies

of the proposed access arrangements at Sandgate Hill were pointed
out, duplicate planning applications were submitted for a similar
development but with access to the site from Sandgate High Street.
On being consulted formally, the Department recommended that

a condition be imposed on any planning permission to tie the
development to the provision of improved access. At the same

time the District Council was advised that the improvement of

the access would probably necessitate further waiting restrictions
in the vicinity of the access.

7. Shepway District Council subsequently granted conditional
detailed planning permission (Doc 13) on 10 May 1989 for a total
of 103 houses and flats. They confirmed that, in considering
the application, committee members had taken into account the
probable loss of parking. Condition 12 of the permission read:

'Development shall not begin until details of the road
improvements to the A259 to include right hand turning




lanes to the new access and Military Road junction have

been submitted and approved by the Local Planning Authority.
The approved scheme shall be implemented as the first operation
in the development of the site.'

reason given for this condition was:

'The A259 and its junction with Military Road are inadequate
to deal with the increased traffic flows generated by the
development and therefore requires improvement of road safety.'

The Need for a Traffic Regulation Order (TRO)

8. Departmental Advice Note TA20/84 recommended that a simple
junction should be upgraded to a ghost island junction when
traffic flow on the access road exceeded 500 vpd and the flow
on the major road exceeded 8000 vpd. The existence of a ghost
island junction could be expected to lead to a substantial reduction
in accidents. The present traffic flow on the A259 was about
15,500 vpd (AADT) and the planned development was expected

to generate in excess of 800 vpd using the access. A ghost
island junction was amply justified on road safety grounds.

A ghost island junction would also serve as a traffic calming
measure and, by reducing vehicle speeds, would further improve
safety in*theSviicinity . such®afjunction requireds the S provisiion
of a third lane for traffic turning right into the development
site and, within the existing carriageway of the A259 at that
point, this could be achieved only if waiting were prohibited
in the vicinity of the junction and this required a TRO.

The Draft TRO

9. The Department published a draft TRO on 1 June 1990 under
the 1984 Act. This would revoke the existing 1982 TRO made
under previous legislation, and re-enact the same provisions
with the addition of new restrictions in the vicinity of the
new access (Documents 3 & 5). Document 4 showed on a plan the
effect of the existing Order and the proposed alterations.

The associated highway improvements were shown in Document 15
prepared by Kent County Council. The changes included the removal
of the pedestrian crossing some distance further west. This
scheme would not be implemented if the draft TRO were not made.
The planning permission would then lapse.

10. The Kent County Council as agents for the Department had
recently drawn attention to the fact that in certain respects
the effects of the existing TRO were not correctly signed on

the ground (Document ™1 7)li8 InSparticular:

a. The existing prohibition of waiting at any time between
No 17 sandgate High Street and its junction with Castle

Road was not indicated on the ground and parking takes place.
This would be subsumed by the new restrictions.

b. The existing restriction of waiting between 8 a.m. and
6 p.m. between Nos 37 and 45 (South side) Sandgate High
Street was not marked on the ground. This area was not
affected by the proposed scheme and, should the Inspector
so recommend, the Department would accept a modification




to the draft TRO to delete restrictions from this stretch
of the High Street.

11. As a separate issue, the Department would be prepared to
consider relaxing waiting restrictions in the High Street west
of the Military Road junction to allow parking between 6 p-m.
and 8 a.m., should the Inspector so recommend.

12. The police, who were responsible for enforcing waiting
restrictions and the 30 mph speed limit had expressed support
for the proposals.

13. Some objectors had asked for one or more additional pedestrian
crossings in the High Street. Once the draft TRO had been determined
the Department would explore this suggestion with local representatives
but it must be accepted that further reductions in on street

parking could well result. A request had also been made for

traffic lights or a roundabout at the Military Road junction.

If the draft TRO were not made, the Department would investigate
atdencesthedneedi fortraf filc MiightEs S it thie¥dra £t RO were

made it would be necessary to allow the new traffic junctions

to settle down for perhaps six months before the need for traffic
lights could be assessed. A roundabout would require the acquisition
of land and could not be justified.

14. The TRO was needed to allow Wimpey Homes Holdings Ltd to
implement the planning permission granted by Shepway District
Council. In addition it would allow road improvements in the

vicinity which would provide significant safety benefits.

THE CASE FOR THE SUPPORTER - WIMPEY HOMES HOLDINGS LTD

Highway and Traffic Considerations

15. Sandgate High Street was formed by the A259 trunk road which
in turn formed part of the strategic route linking all major
ports between Southampton and Dover. The section of the A259
between Folkestone and Dymchurch would eventually be bypassed

by the proposed Dymchurch to M20 (Junction 11) link, and might
then be detrunked. The completion of the new link would result
in a significant reduction in traffic on the A259 through Sandgate
but was upwards of seven years away. It was agreedBthat S traftfic
through Sandgate would remain considerable. The problems in
Sandgate High Street arose from the conflict between through
traffic, local traffic, pedestrians and parked vehicles. These
were a particular problem due to the shortage of off-street

parking which in turn stemmed from the peculiar topography of
the village.

16. In mid-1990 traffic flows in the High Street were about

1400 vph and 1500 vph in the morning and evening peak hours
respectively. The equivalent flows in Military Road were about

300 vph and 375 vph respectively. The proposed residential development
would add to the traffic using both roads. The High Street

east of Military Road was about 10 metres wide and, at full

width, would have a design capacity of 2500 vph, well above

the current maximum flows. However, the presence of parked

vehicles effectively reduced the width to 6 metres with a design
Capacity of 1100 vph, well below the current flows. This largely




explained the peak hour congestion. The pedestrian crossing,
which was much used, added to the congestion, as it was sited
too close to the Military Road junction. The two bus stops

east of Military Road added to the congestion, particularly

that on the south side which was blocked by parked vehicles.
Parked vehicles also obscured the visibility of vehicles emerging
from side roads, particularly Castle Road and Lachlan Way.

17. In the three year period to June 1991 there had been 16
injury accidents in the High Street. Three of the four accidents
which occurred within 20 metres of the Military Road junction
involved right-turning vehicles. This was on the high side

of the statistical prediction.

18. The proposed scheme would address all these problems as
well as catering for the additional traffic generated by the
development (Document 15). It was however completely dependent
on the elimination of waiting vehicles in the area specified
InRthe W TROT

19. The implementation of the TRO would result in the loss

of a maximum of 24 on-street parking places. Of these, 8 spaces
were available only because the existing TRO had not been fully
implemented. Thus the loss of only 16 spaces was attributable

to the new TRO. These losses had to be set against an availability
of about 257 spaces available within 200 metres of the High

Street. = Thisitotal was made up of 73 spaces in .car parks, 10
spaces in echelon parking and 174 spaces 1n on-street parking.

The total increased to 272 after 1800 hrs. A recent parking

survey showed that during peak demand periods between 20% and

25% of available spaces were vacant, not including the Castle

Road car park which was not used in rough weather. Parking

demand would clearly increase in the summer but then the Castle
Road car park could be fully used. It was concluded that the
availability of parking spaces in the village was adequate and

that the loss of even 24 spaces would not be significant, amounting
to some 9% reduction. Loading and unloading would continue

to be allowed in parking-restricted areas.

20. Of the 54 objectors, the large majority would not be directly
affected by the loss of spaces and it might not have been understood
that the new TRO re-enacted the 1982 TRO. There would be no

losses west of the Military Road junction. Some objectors were
concerned about the possibility of increased vehicle speeds.

It was considered that the scheme would be an effective traffic
calming measure and would tend to reduce traffic speed rather

than increase it. The scheme would significantly improve the
ability of pedestrians to cross the road safely east of Military
Road. There would be no significant detriments as a consequence

of the proposed Order; only substantial highway and traffic
benefits.

Planning Considerations

21. The provision of housing was a key component of Local Plan
Policies. The planning permission granted by Shepway District
Council for the development of Enbrook Park was significant




in its contribution to the Council's housing targets. There
were no remaining planning obstacles and the sole constraint
was now access to the site. A Section 106 Agreement had been
signed by the Company under which the Company would pay for
the road improvements specified by the Department of Transport,
but the work could not proceed until the TRO was made.

22. The concerns expressed by objectors were wholly unfounded.

The changes might well benefit the shops close to the site entrance
rather than being to their detriment. Planning was not concerned
about the type of shops in an area nor their profitability.

It is concerned with the provision of housing and the need to

meet Structure Plan targets. Planning Policy Guidance Note

1, para 17 states:

"It is often difficult to distinguish between public and
private interests, but this may be necessary on occasion.
The basic question is not whether owners and occupiers of
neighbouring properties would experience financial or other
loss from a particular development, but whether the proposal
would unacceptably affect amenities and the existing use

of land and buildings which ought to be protected in the
public interest."

23. From recent correspondence with the President of the House-
builders Federation it was quite clear that the Secretary of
State for the Environment endorsed the stated objectives of
bringing this development into the market place, wholly out-
weighing the misconstrued third party objection. The benefits

of the housing development and the frustration of the development
by the lack of highway improvements and the TRO were to be balanced
against the perceived difficulties of a limited number of shops.
The balance must be, in Planning and Highway terms, in favour

of the confirmation of the . TRO.

STATEMENT OF SHEPWAY DISTRICT COUNCIL

(Inspectors Note: The Council were represented at the Inquiry

on a watching brief basis only. At my request, the representative
made a prepared statement on parking policies relevant to Sandgate
((Dec=218)%)

The main points were:

24. a. If the proposed TRO were made, the Council would, within
12 months and in consultation with local interests, review
the existing restrictions on parking in side roads and
reassess their necessity with a view to maximising the
number of on-street parking places.

b. The Folkestone and Hythe Local Plan - First Alterations
which was adopted on 30 August 1991 acknowledged the shortage
of parking places in Sandgate in the following terms

"There is a need for additional off-street car parking

in the area and the District Council will take steps to
remedy the deficiency where the opportunities arise".
Discussions concerning a possible site were in progress.

C. Policy S2 of the Plan stated "Improvements to the Castle




Road car park will be carried out to improve its attractiveness

as a sea-front car park". There was at present no financial
provision for this.

c. The Council was preparing a Draft Local Plan for the

whole District which was likely to include additional parking

policies for all urban areas. It would be considered during
19927

THE CASE FOR THE OBJECTORS

The main points were:

The Sandgate Ward Councillors on Sandgate District Council

25. The proposals would wipe out all parking at the east end

of the High Street. The Granville Place (Castle Road) car park

was not a viable alternative because casual visitors did not

know it existed and because, throughout most of the winter and

at spring tides throughout the year, 1t was subject to salt

spray and bombardment by wave-driven shingle. If it were necessary

to implement this traffic system, a condition to provide at

least an equivalent number of parking spaces to those lost should
be imposed on the developer. Businesses in Sandgate had been

dee inTRngStforha o century and further loss of parking spaces
without replacement would be fatal to the economy of Sandgate.

26. The proposed road scheme was not only wrong but dangerous.

If the access to the development site were to be on Sandgate

Hill with a left turn only, coupled with a roundabout at Radnor
Cliff Crescent cross-roads, this would accommodate the new traffic
and improve the present precarious situation. It was conceded
that the proposed scheme would take care of the Military Road
junction and that the views of individual ward councillors had

to be subordinated to decisions of the Council as a whole which
took local interests into account. This did not prevent them

from pressing their views in the interests of those who elected
them.

27. The parking survey carried out by Wimpeys in October and
November was not typical. Pressure on carparking was much greater
in summer when many visitors came to enjoy one of the best beaches
on that stretch of coast. The off-street parking was totally
inadequate and on-street parking, particularly in the High Street
was vital to the economic well-being of Sandgate. Any move

to reduce it had to be resisted. A high proportion of residents
of Sandgate were elderly and were frightened by the dif Filcu bty

in crossing the High Street. Additional pedestrian crossings
were needed.

28. Response by the Department. The general concern for the

loss of parking was covered in evidence in chief. The proposed
road improvements provided for a right turn lane from the

High Street into Military Road. This would make the junction
safer and the Department was satisfied with the safety of the
proposed junction arrangement. There were no proposals to provide
a roundabout at the Radnor Cliff Crescent junction. Such an

arrangement would not overcome the problem of traffic turning
right into the site.




The Sandgate Society

29. It was not reasonable that Wimpey's proofs of evidence
should have been issued only at the start of the inquiry. The
Department's Statement of Reasons for the TRO made no reference
to the Wimpey development. It now appeared that this was the
main reason for the TRO. There was scope for a one-way system
within the development site with an entrance on Sandgate Hill
and an exit onto Sandgate High Street. This system was used

by Saga Holidays who formerly occupied the site with 700 workers.
It caused no traffic problems. Congestion in the area near

the new entrance to the site was only at peak hours and was
mainly due to the extensive use of the pedestrian crossing.

If congestion were "removed" traffic speeds would increase to

the danger of all road users. Parked vehicles did reduce traffic
speeds. X

30. Car parking arrangements in Sandgate were totally inadequate.
The western car park had a steep and difficult access and was
largely occupied by long term parking. It was little used by
shoppers, being up to half a mile from the shops. The eastern
car park was very near the sea and was usable only in fair
weather. There was an urgent need for a new off-street car
park and the obvious place was the area of unused ground behind
the war memorial and astride the new site entrance. Meanwhile,
on-street parking in the High Street was vital to the economy
of Sandgate and any proposals to reduce the space available

was to be resisted. There was a need for improved arrangements
for pedestrians to cross the High Street. Alternative parking
arrangements should be made before the Order was made. Action
was needed, not just words.

30. Response by the Department. It was accepted that the original
Statement of Reasons was incomplete. A revised version had

been issued before the inquiry. The Department would be prepared
to consider new access arrangements to the site should the TRO
not be made, but the suggested arrangement would not overcome
EhelprebillemsMoflitra ElcRturningSright i ntofthels it e S A S cw
planning application would be necessary. The need for parking
restrictions, the concern for the speed of traffic and the loss

of parking spaces was covered elsewhere. Loading and unloading
would be allowed outside the shops affected by the Order. The
provision and location of additional pedestrian crossings was

not a matter before the inquiry but the Department was considering
this matter and would consult local interests. It was understood
that Saga employed 5-600 persons, not 700 as stated.

The Sandgate Business Community

31. There were 62 shops and other businesses in Sandgate High
Street and none elsewhere in the village. The shops included

20 antique dealers and Sandgate was recognised as an important
antique centre (Document 21 para 15.2.4). This trade had done
much to revitalise the area and attracted customers from all

over the UK and from Continental Europe. This and other businesses
depended critically on the ability of customers to park vehicles
and to load and unload outside business premises. In the absence
of adequate off-street parking, parking spaces throughout the
length of the High Street were vitally important and any loss

of spaces was very damaging. It was not agreed that business
westwards of the Order site would be unaffected by the TRO.




Any loss of parking places at the east end of the High Street
would put additional pressure on parking facilities throughout
the village. Many shops had residential accommodation above

them and parking of residents' cars added to the general parking
problems.

32. Petition. A petition was presented containing 464 names
of those who subscribed to the proposition - "We, the under-
signed strongly object to the waiting restrictions proposed
in the above Order, and urge the Inspector to reject these
proposals".

33. Response by the Department. The need for the new restrictions,
the general loss of parking space and traffic speeds had been
considered in other responses. The right to load and unload
outside business premises would be unaffected. There would

be no new restrictions between 11.3 metres south-west of Glanville
Road East and 11 metres north-east of Parade Road.

Individual Objectors

34. The great majority of individual objectors raised one
or more of the following issues which had been covered in the
submissions of representative bodies:

a. The general shortage of parking spaces and the effect
of further reductions on the viability of small businesses
and the life of the community generally.

b. The increased traffic speeds that could be expected
to result from reduced road-side parking.

c. The increased difficulty for pedestrians crossing the
High Street due to increased traffic speeds.

The following additional points were made:

a. The Little Theatre and those who played there suffered
from the general shortage of parking spaces and a further
reduction would drive away audiences. Could not the

restrictions near the theatre be relaxed to allow parking
after 6 pm.

b. Similar points were made by restaurant and other similar
businesses.

c. The proposed TRO was not properly promulgated by the
posting of notices on site and otherwise.

d. Compensation should be paid to those who suffered as
a result of the proposed Order.

e. There was inadequate consultation with the community
before the draft Order was issued.

f. "Sleeping Policemen" should be installed to reduce
traffic speeds.

g. The estimate of 800 vpd using the new access was
unrealistically high.




h. The public library would be directly affected by the
Order making it more difficult for people to visit the
Library.

36. Responses by the Department (in addition to those recorded
elsewhere)

a. If the Inspector so recommended, the Department would
consider relaxing the existing parking restrictions west
of Military Road to allow parking between 6 pm and 8 am.

b. The statutory requirements concerning the promulgation
of the intention to make the TRO were complied with.
Evidence was produced to the inguiry.

c. The Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 make no provision
for the payment of compensation in connection with TROs.

d. The public inquiry process was part of the public

consultation and local people had the opportunity to express
their views.

eSS cepiings PollilcemeniiSwe rFelnotRusedfon st runkSreoads::

f. The estimate of 800 vehicle movements per day generated

by the new development was, if anything, an underestimate
based on normal planning criteria for residential developments
insthellsouth®east.

g. It was acknowledged that some visitors to the library
would be inconvenienced.

FINDINGS OF FACT
I find the following facts

37 a. Wimpeys have been given detailed planning permission
for the residential development of the Enbrook House site.
The only outstanding condition is that the access to the
site from the A259 trunk road must be improved before development
begins. The cost of the improvements would be met by Wimpeys
under a Section 106 agreement.

b. The road improvements required by the Department include
the provision of ghost island junctions not only at the

site access but also at the adjacent junction with Military
Road. There is sufficient width in the existing carriageway
for these junctions only if roadside parking in the area

is prohibited. The TRO provides for this prohibition.
Loading and unloading would still be permitted.

c. The A259 forms the High Street of Sandgate in which
over 60 shops and other commercial premises are situated.
Of the shops, 20 are occupied by antique dealers. Sandgate
is officially recognised as an important antique centre.

d. The A259 carries 15,500 vpd (AADT). There is no bypass
to Sandgate and no alternative route for traffic to pass
east-west through the village.




e. The public car parking spaces available in Sandgate
total abeout 257 ." This total increases tor262 after 6! pm.
Of these spaces, only 73 are in off-street car parks.
There are three car parks, of which one (30 places) is
not marked out and is usable only in fair weather, one

is largely occupied by long term parkers (36 spaces) and
one (7 spaces) is not signed.

CONCLUSIONS

Bearing in mind these findings offact, my conclusions are:

BB EcliissuesEare:
What benefits will derive from the proposed Order?
What penalties will result from the proposed Order?
Do the benefits outweigh the penalties?

Benefits

39. I am in no doubt that this Order is of considerable commercial
importance to Wimpeys who, without it, would be unable to implement
the planning approval for the development of the Enbrook Park

site. The resources they devoted to presenting their case

was ample evidence of the importance they attach to the making

of the Order. While Wimpeys are the best judges of their own
commercial interests, they can not, in my opinion, convincingly

represent the broader public interest. They toldime thaty

without the development of this site, Shepway District Council
would be unable to meet their housing commitment which would

be contrary to Government policy. However, as the District Council
did not appear to put forward this view, I have to conclude that
they attach little weight to this aspect of the matter.

40. I accept that more low cost housing is needed in the
south-east and that, even if the Sandgate community does not
see the need for more housing in Sandgate, the development
of this site has an importance beyond Sandgate itself. I
also agree that, quite apart from the traffic aspect, the
development would bring some commercial benefit to Sandgate.

41. I am persuaded that the proposed highway improvements
would have important road safety benefits to the eastern end
of Sandgate, in particular to the junction of Military Road
with the High Street. They will, I consider, provide better
crossing facilities for pedestrians and, on balance, reduce
traffic speeds in the area. These conclusions are contrary
to the view formed by many objectors when the proposals were
first published. However, I think that most of the local people
who attended the inquiry were reassured on these aspects of
the matter. It is common ground that these benefits can not
be attained without the prohibition of on-street parking in
the immediate area.

Penalties

42. Far and away the major cause of objection is the loss
of parking spaces which aggravates an existing severe shortage.

- 11 -




It is important to establish the true position. There was
general agreement that the new TRO as it stands would eliminate
24 spaces. The supporters arqued that eight of these spaces
were restricted by the 1982 TRO but had not been properly marked
on site. They argued that the parking loss arising from the

new TRO was therefore only 16. I do not agree. I see no reason
to believe that the failure to implement the 1982 TRO would

have been remedied, or even detected, had not the new TRO been
promulgated. As far as the Sandgate community is concerned,

the comparison is between the number of parking spaces they

now enjoy and those available in future if the Order is made

as drafted i.e. 24 spaces. Nor do I accept the argument that
properties situated west of Military Road would be unaffected
since no new restrictions are to be imposed in that area.

The loss of 24 parking spaces at the eastern end of the High

Street would put even greater pressure on parking throughout
the village.

43. I consider that some objectors have misunderstood the

Order and the fact that, to a large extent, it simply re-enacts
existing parking restrictions. While some objectors have, in

my opinion, overstated their case, I am persuaded that there

is a widespread feeling among the Sandgate community that their
problems arising from lack of parking facilities are not properly
understood by those responsible, or if understood, are not

being given adequate priority. I agree with them. I consider
that the parking situation in Sandgate is grotesque. There

can be very few comparable communities in the country whose

High Street is a trunk road carrying 15,500 vehicles per day
which have not long since been bypassed at the expense of central
funds. For topographical reasons, Sandgate can not be bypassed.
The proposed Dymchurch - M20 link will help but, in my opinion,
even when completed will be too far removed from Sandgate to

be a fully effective bypass. 1If a small part of the resources
needed for the average bypass had been devoted to providing
Sandgate with adequate off-street parking it would, I consider,

long since have had a much more thriving economy and a pleasanter
environment.

44. Responsibility for traffic and parking in Sandgate is shared
between the Department of Transport, the Kent County Council

and Shepway District Council, either on their own authority

or as agents for one another. There was ample evidence that

the risk of muddle, uncertainty and failure to communicate has
not always been successfully avoided. In my opinion, the reaction
of the community to the draft TRO was the result of frustration
with the general situation rather than a considered judgement
that the new parking restrictions would be the straw to break

the camel's back. 1In my opinion they are not. They will be

very inconvenient for a few and a little more inconvenient for
many others. The inconvenience can be mitigated to some extent
by possible relaxations I discuss below.

45. I see no reason why any parking restrictions should be
imposed on the south side of the High Street between numbers
37 and 45. They were not implemented under the existing TRO
and this area is not affected by the new road scheme. This
relaxation would reduce to 19 the number of Spacesilias Eru
note the willingness of the Department to consider relaxing
restrictions east of Military Road to allow parking between

S




6 pm and 8 am, and the undertaking by Shepway District Council

to review parking restrictions in side roads with a view to
relaxing them as far as possible. These measures will be very
helpful but will, in my opinion, be no substitute for proper
off-street parking. The local plan states that the District
Council will take steps to remedy the acknowledged shortage

where the opportunities arise. Given the topography of Sandgate,
opportunities for new car parks will be few and fleeting. 1In

my opinion, they will not be realized without the most determined
action backed with appropriate resources. I was told that one
such opportunity was now under discussion by the District Council.
It would, I consider, be very damaging to the interests of the
Sandgate community if this opportunity were to be lost through
Tackoffcfflort™orilack "o resources’

46. Turning to the remaining objections, I am satisfied
that:

a. the objections of the theatre and restaurant community
would be met to a large extent by the proposed relaxation
of out-of-hours parking west of Military Road

b. the statutory requirements were met in the promulgation
6f the drafit "@rder

c. compensation is not payable in respect of TROs

d. the consultation process was not fully effective although
I consider that the community does not have a particularly
strong representative structure, which may add to the problems
of publie consultation.. I am satisfied that the public
inquiry provided an opportunity for thorough public
ventilation of the issues involved

e. "Sieeping Policemen" would not be appropriate in Sandgate
High Street.

f. the estimate of traffic generated by the new development
is reasonable.

g. the only solution to the problems of visitors to the
public library is a proper public car park sited nearby.

h. the alternative arrangements for access to the development
site favoured by several objectors, were fully explored

by the Department and rejected on road safety grounds.

I consider that this alternative should not be pursued.

47. I note that the Department will soon be considering the
siting of one or more additional pedestrian crossings in the
High Street and, in due course, the need for traffic lights

at the Military Road junction. They will be consulting the
Sandgate Society. These measures are outside the scope of the
TRO and no comment from me is appropriate.

The Balance

48. On balance, I consider that the benefits of the proposed
outweight the penalties although by no great margin. I
asked to recommend that the Order be made conditional on

S,




the provision of alternative parking. I consider this would
be unreasonable and unfair on Wimpeys. However, I hope my views
on the parking situation in Sandgate will not go unheaded.

RECOMMENDATION
49. I recommend that:

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate)
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order 199
should be modified:

a. to delete all waiting restrictions on the south
side of Sandgate High Street between numbers 37 and
45

b. to relax waiting restrictions throughout the length
of Sandgate High Street to allow waiting between 6 pm
and 8 am to the maximum extent considered acceptable

by the Department of Transport.

and should be made as so modified.
Erhavesthesheneur torbe

Sirs
Your obedient servant

D B WOOD
Inspector
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For the Department of Transport
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Engineers Ltd
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MesSiGoulette Principal Engineer
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For the Ward Councillors for Sandgate on Shepway District Council

CouncilflitorNEME I EEE tt= 15 Limes Road, Folkstone

Councillor € Hughes Spanish House, Sandgate Esplanade

For the Sandgate Society

Mr G C Edmunds, Chairman 13 Wilberforce Road, Sandgate

For the Sandgate Business Community

Mr M R Lloyd 44 Sandgate High Street

Mrs L E Rene Martin Coast Cottage, Sandgate
also representing Mrs M Collishaw

Mr D M Lancefield 61 Sandgate High Street




DOCUMENTS

0.

Attendance List
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984

The Secretary of State's Traffic Orders (Procedure)
(England and Wales) Regulations 1990

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate)
(Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting) Order 199

Plan (Sandgate High Street, A259, Folkestone - Proposed
Variation of Waiting Restrictions"

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone) (Prohibition Restriction
of Waiting) Order 1982

Statement of Reasons published with the proposed Order

Notice of the Secretary of State's proposal to make an order
(DocEst)

Expanded Statement of Reasons for the Order. Deposited with
notice of the Inquiry and sent to objectors

Noti ceSo it helpubiltic Hiocalt inqui ry;

Appendices to the Statement by the Department of Transport

Planning Application by Wimpey Home Holding Ltd to develop
land situated Enbrook House and No 14 Sandgate Hill

Plan accompanying planning application by Wimpey Homes Ltd

Planning permission granted by Shepway District Council to
develop land situated Enbrook House and 14 Sandgate Hill

Departmental Advice Note TA 20/84. "Junctions and Accesses:
The Layout of Major/Minor Junctions"

Scheme Plan

Record of Accidents in Sandgate High Street

Discrepancy between 1982 Order and situation on the ground
Appendices and Drawings to Mr Webster's Proof of Evidence
Extract from Road and Traffic in Urban Areas

Petition presented by Mr Lloyd

Extract from Folkestone and Hythe Local Plan

Letter from Mrs M Collishaw

Plan of alternative access arrangements presented by Mrs
Rene Martin - and photograph attached
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THE Civic CENTRE,
YOUR REF.t : * FOLKESTONE.
wuy ey . GC/PA/502B

N. C. SCRAGG, LLM. : : 2nd October, 1972.

soLiciTor

TOWN CLERK
TR O VR E

TELEPHONE: 55221
(STD 0303)

Dear Sir,

Town and Country Planning Act 1971 -

Application for Planning Permission =

Wilberforce Road, Sandgate
(CH/3/72/202 Outline).

Further to my letter dated 1st August, the Committee subsequently considered
the outline application for planning permission received from George Stone
(Folkestone) Limited in respect of this land together with a report obtained
from consulting engineers to the Corporation.

The consulting engineers stated that in their opinion, the site was not
suitable for the construction of the proposed development.

The Committee had regard to your letter and other letters, to the consultants
report and it was decided to refuse the application as the site, by reason of
the instability of the sub-soil is considered to be unsuitable for the proposed
development.

Yours faithfully,

I<= D Syer; Esqie,

Balcony House,

148 Sandgate High Street,

Folkestone. Town Clerk.

e

The person dealing with this matter on my behalf is Mr. Crofts
All correspondence to be addressed to the Town Clerk




The Baker's Dozen,
ncilloe E. Hamer o hat .
el SRy Tnpens 13 Wilberforce koad,

9 Jan 1989

RBear Eric,

We discussed the uvse of Wilberforce Roam Car Park as a
congstructiorn site and store for the "Dowelling Contractors%. We are not
favour of an arrangement. Whilst we recognise the value
of the work to s carried out, the dirt, noise, and inevitable traffic
problems will be intolerable over a period of monthse This view

is shared dy my ighbours and they ars making separate representations.

It is essential that a more suitable site be found, even if it
inconvenience to the contractor. Twe possibles
the old "Streeter" site on Prince's Parade, the other

5

d ground and b vard of the houses being demolished on

Esplanade adjacent to Encombe. My understanding is that this
has been bought by Messers Rawlings for building purposes.

hers is a stop on coanstruction pending ground stabilisation, it

could well be that these builders would be happy to make land available

in the interests of ea¥ly completion of e dowellinge

Please keep me informed of tl pregreese of this matter. You
t

have received excellent technical letters Trom those better

ed than myself =o I will say no more for the moment.

sincerely,




COASTGUARD COTTAGE
131 SANDGATE HIGH STREET, NR FOLKESTONE
KENT CT20 3BZ

Telephone (0303) 38920

To: All Residents of Hillside, The Crescent, and Wilberforce Road, Sandgate.

No doubt you will recall that earlier this year, in order to solve certain parking
problems, the Council advertised proposals to ban parking by the use of double yellow
lines. A few residents indicated their agreement, but there was such a weight of
objections that the Council resolved that the recommended scheme be not proceeded with,
and that my Committee should make a further study of the area in order that the parking
and obstructions could be helped in another way.

Wilberforce Road Car Park will be resurfaced and parking spaces marked out so that
the maximum use can be made of all the car park and it is anticipated that there will be
room for 45 cars. As soon as the land drains are put in, this work will be done.

The present street light in Hillside has been heightened and is now on all night.
Application is being made for a further all-night street light overlooking the car park
near the new development (No 12 Wilberforce Road).

It is anticipated that my Committee will recommend to the Council that double
yellow lines be put down on the whole length on the south side of Wilberforce Road only,
no recommendation will be made in respect of The Crescent.

We have had site meetings at different times (day and night) with the Police, a
representative from the County and the Chief Engineer from Shepway District Council.
We looked at the possibility of a one-way system, but came to the conclusion that this
would create more problems than it would resolve.

In The Crescent it was noted that a number of cars were parked on the footpath.
This is an offence and the offenders could be prosecuted. That of course is a matter for
the Police.

Sandgate Bottle Bank

The Council has been having difficulty in finding a site that is acceptable to residents.
We looked at Military Green (it's original site), Castle Road Car Park, near the toilets
on The Parade, side of Chichester Hall, side of The Ship Inn, and it's temporary site on
Wilberforce Green. Strong objections were received to all these sites and it has now been
decided to recommend that it should be sited on Wilberforce Road Car Park in a position
yet to be decided. Good use is made of the Bottle Bank and of course it is a source of
income to the Council. Your comments would be appreciated.

Youss sincerely
o= 4

iy ‘)(% BRAZSS
/{/W(/Q‘/ 7z %///(

/ e
ERTC J C HAMER

CHAIRMAN, ENVIRONMENT AL SERVICE COMMITTEE
SHEPWAY DISTRICT COUNCIL
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Hle t

car parking
spaces hots up

SANDGATE residents are
preparing to fight to retain
High Street parking spaces.

A battle team of four is
organising petitions to present
at a public inquiry in Folke-
stone on Tuesday.

The inquiry will decide
whether or not Wimpey homes
can proceed with a develop-
ment at the Folkestone end of
the High Street.

If it is approved the High
Street will lose 40 parking
spaces.

Robin Lloyd who runs an
antiques business in the High
Street said: “We have only 74
parking spaces the entire

by DOUGLAS WYTHE

length of the High Street and
we can't afford to lose one, let
alone 40.

“Sandgate is not like any-
where else where you can
yellow line a High Street and
put car parks all around.

“Sandgate has the sea on
one side and the hills on the
other. There is just nowhere to
put in extra parking.

“Retaining these parking
spaces is crucial to the sur-
vival of Sandgate.”

Mr Lloyd said an action
committee of four was formed
following a public meeting at

™

the Chichester Hall in
Sandgate.

Other committee members
are Anji Barnes, Tony Murless
and Geffrey Edmonds.

The are raJsmg petitions at
the newsagent’s, Post Office,
baker’s, Providence Inn and
the S}up

High street resident
Suzanne Northam said: “I
agree with Mr Lloyd. The
situation is bad enough with-
out losing any more parking
spaces.

“It is no better in the even-
ings. Locals have to vie with
visitors for the few spaces just
to park close to our homes.”

Robin Lioyd is prépan- g to put up a fight




TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
PLANNING (LISTED BUILDINGS AND
CONSERVATION AREAS) ACT 1990

The following applications for planning permission, listed building or conser-
vation area consent have been received by the Shepway District Council for
proposals which could affect the character of a Conservation Area or Listed
Building. The applications, plans and drawings may be viewed during office
hours at the Shepway District Council offices stated. Any person wishing to
make representations with regard to the proposed development may do so in
writing within a period of 21 days commencing on the date of publication of this
notice. All correspondence should be addressed to the Controller of Technical
and Planning Services, Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, Kent CT20
2QY. It should be noted that any representations received will be made available
for public inspection and may be copied as a result of the provisions of the Local
Government (Access to Information) Act 1985.
Ref. No. Nature of Proposed Development
CIVIC CENTRE, CASTLE HILL AVENUE, FOLKESTONE
91/0889/SH  Alterations to existing layout and provision of storage area for
boat housing at Public Lavatory, The Stade, Folkestone.
91/0891/SH  Erection of 18 dwellings and garages, comprising 4 x 3 bedroom
semi-detached and 14 x 4 bedroom linked detached i ing

Estate Road and access (Details pursuant to 88/1100/SH) at land
opposite 7-17 Enbrook Road, within grounds of Enbrook House,
Sandgate.

91/0904/SH  Non compliance with Condition 3 (CH/8/61/3/5572) to use part
of the garage to form disabled shower room at Bidston, The
Row, Elham.

91/0905/SH  Erection of 5 detached dwellings and 4 detached garages. at The
Old Mill, Kennett Lane, Stanford.

DATED this 29th day of October, 1991

Civic Centre T. G. GREENING
Castle Hill Avenue, Controller of Technical
Folkestone, Kent and Planning Services

P oerer

== COUNCIL
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Alkham: |
DOV/91/1(

Aylesham:

DOV/91/133

Goodneston
DOV/91/100:
Langdon:
DOV/91/102!
DOV/91/1034




fober 4th 1991

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATIONS ACT 1984
THE SECRETARY OF STATE’S TRAFFIC
ORDERS (PROCEDURE)
(ENGLAND AND WALES) REGULATIONS 1990
THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (FOLKESTONE AND
SANDGATE) (PROHIBITION AND

RESTRICTION OF WAITING) ORDER 199
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a Public Local
Inquiry will be held by Mr. D. B. Wood CB MIA CEng
FIMech FRSA (a person appointed for the purpose by
the Secretary of State for Transport on the nomination of'
the Lord Chancellor) beginning at 10am on Tuesday, 19
November 1991 at The Channel Suite, Leas Cliff Hall,
Folkestone, in connection with the proposal of the
Secretary of State for Transport to make the Trunk Road
(A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate) (Prohibition and
Restriction of Waiting) Order 199 (Notice of which was
published on 1 June 1990) and the objections which have
been received by him in connection with that proposal
THE EFFECT of the Order would be to revoke the
existing Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone) (Prohibition
and Restriction of Waiting) Order 1982 which prohibits
and restricts waiting on the trunk road in Folkestone and
Sandgate, and re-enact the provisions of that Order with
amendments authorising additional parking restrictions
and prohibitions on the trunk road at Sandgate High
Street.
COPIES of the draft Order, which includes detailed
schedules of the parts of the trunk road affected. and of
the relevant plan may be inspected free of charge at all
reasonable hours at the offices of Kent County Corncil,
County Hall, Maidstone, and at those of Shepway
District Council, Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue,
Folkestone. 4
IN ACCORDANCE with Section 9 of the Regulation,
the Inspector will consider representations from
objectors and, at his discretion, will hear representations
from persons who may desire to appear and be heard.
OBJECTORS are reminded that the substance of their
objections or rep ions may be cc i to
other people who may be affected by them; that they will
be passed to the Inspector holding the inquiry, and that in
that event the Inspector may be required to disclose the
objections or representations at the inquiry and unless
there are special reasons to the contrary, the identity of
the authors.
27 September, 1991

E. F. EMMS
Controller of Administration
South East Network
Management Division
Department of Transport




Alternatives for
Sandgate parking

THE letter you published
from Tony Murless (Her-
ald, July 6) about the pro-
posed new parking
restrictions in Sandgate
is very important not only
to those of us who live
here, but to the many
thousands of tourists who
pass through daily.

The High Street, like

many thousands of other

small villages on main
roads throughout the
country, are suffering
from the immense burden
of vehicular traffic.

his is caused by the
fact that this country has
not kept pace with the rest
of Europe in developing a
suitable road system
infrastructure.

Hopefully, in the next
few years some of these
problems will be
addressed in this part of
the country anyway, once
the Channel Tunnel is up

and running, and new
motorways are built.

However, for the time
being we must all suffer,
and the only short term
answer by the DOT
appears to be to make
smail, unsuitable trunk
roads faster by -eliminat=
ing the use of roads as
parking areas.

This may seem to be an
answer, but what about
the pedestrian, especially
the very young, the
elderly and the disabled?

It’s a nightmare trying
to cross Sandgate High
Street, and it is time that
the pedestrian hit back.

Sandgate High Street
does not need more traf-
fic 1egulations, but if they
are to be impo:ed on the
residents then further
parking facilities must be
provided.

The area behind the
War Memorial would be

suitable and I suggested
this to the council in a
letter to the planning
department at the time
when the old Saga site
was proposed for devel-
opment.

addition the install-
ation of a mini roundabout
at the junction of Military
Road and Sandgate High
Street would further
ensure that traffic was
kept moving, without
increasing speed. And
hndlly, why not a zebra
crossing at the traffic
island in front of the Ship
Inn?

Why can’t the council’s
own highways depart-
ment put these sug-
gestions forward to the
DOT? Now is the time to
gain extra parking,
pedestrian safety and
free moving traffic.

Dennis Franklin
The Crescent, Sandgate.

ards minibus
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To Advertise Tel Folkestone 850600/Dover 240234

Dover
District
Council

DOVER DISTRICT COUNCIL
(CONNAUGHT ROAD, DOVER)

TEMPORARY RESTRICTION OF TRAFFIC)
ORDER 1990

NOTICE is hereby given that the Dover District Council,
ursuant to arrangements made under Section 101 of the
cal Government Act 1972 with the County Council of
Kent have made an Order the effect of which is to
PROHIBIT ANY VEHICLE FROM ENTERING
fYAND PROCEEDING IN THAT SECTION OF Con-
aught Road, Dover between its junctions with Park
venue and Castle Hill Road during the carrying out of
Scarriageway repairs. The Order will come into operation
bon Monday 4 June 1990 and will remain valid for 3
®*months or until the work in question had been completed
ever is the earlier. However, it is anticipated that
work will be completed within 2 weeks. The following
Iternate routes will be in operation:
1) Deal into Dover; Jubilee Way, Marine Parade,
ownwall Street and York Street.
2) Barton Road to Deal Road; Frith Road, Maison Dieu
§load and Castle Hill Road.
ccess for residents will be maintained.
ated 25 May, 1990.

LESLEY CUMBERLAND

Director of Law Property and Administration

ouncil Offices, Honeywood Road, Whitfield, Dover,
ent CT16 3PE

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
: ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

¥
]'E'IE TRUNK ROAD (A20) (FOLKESTONE AND HOUG-
S HAM) (DERESTRICTION) ORDER 1990

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
_thade this Order on 18th May, coming into force on 4th
June 1990. Its effect is to remove the 30mph speed limit
‘automatically imposed on Churchill Avenue, Folkestone,
and Folkestone Road, Hougham, when street lighting was
installed.

A COPY of the made Order may be inspected at the offices
of Kent County Council, County Hall, Maidstone, and at
those of Sherway District Council, Civic Centre, Castle Hill
Avenue, Folkestone, and Dover District Council, Honey-
wood Road, Whitfield, Dover. It may also be obtained by
application to the Department of Transport, South East
Network Management Division, Federated House, London
Road, Dorking, Surrey, RH4 1SZ, quoting the reference
RSE 5062/A20/0/28/8/1.

ANY PERSON aggrieved by the Order and desiring to
question the validity thereof, or of any provision contained
therein, on the ground that it is not within the powers of the
above Act, or on the ground that any requirement of that
Act, or of regulations made thereunder, had not been
complied with in relation to the Order, may, within six
weeks from 18th May 1990, apply to the High Court for the
suspension or quashing of Ige Order or any provision

contained therein.

MISS C E STRANG
A Senior Executive Office in the Department of Transport.
T2835RLa)

NOTICE OF CONFIRMATION OF PUBLIC
PATH ORDER

HIGHWAYS ACT 1980
SHEPWAY DISTRICT COUNCIL
THE DISTRICT OF SHEPWAY (HM97 (PART)
OLD ROMNEY)

PUBLIC PATH DIVERSION ORDER 1980

On 21 May 1990 the Shepway District Council
confirmed the above-named Order.

The effect of the Order as confirmed is to divert the
public right of way which runs from a point close to
the junction of the A259 and Five Vents Lane
(B2070) Old Romney, in a generally northerly
direction for approximately 880 metres to a point
immediately to the south of the New Sewer to a line

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPOR’S
proposed to make an Order under sections 1(1) and (2) atﬂc
3(1) and (2) of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 on the
Folkestone-Honiton Tmr}kKRoad A259) in the District Of
Shepway in the County of Kent. T
Thepeffz)a,cl of the Or:j}:zr would be to revoke the cmlmﬁ
Order prohibiting and restricting waiting on the trunk roa]d
in Folkestone and Sandgate. The proposed Order woul
re-enact the existing Order, with amendments affecting
Sandgate High Street. :
Copies of the draft Order, the Order to be revoked, of a
plan illustrating the proposal and a statement explaining
why the Secretary of State proposes to make the Order may
be inspected at the offices of Kent County Council, Count
Hall, Maidstone, and at those of Shepway District Council,
Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone. =
Any person desiring to object to the Secretary of State’s
proposal should send, not later than 22nd June 1990, a
written statement of his or her objection and of the grounds
thereof to the Director, South East Network Management
Division, department of Transport, Federated House,
London Road, Dorking, Sune/%'}sRHﬁt 1SZ, quoting the
reference RSE/5062/A259/0/41/5/5.

] MISS C E STRANG
A Senior Executive Office in the Department of Transport.
T2836RLa)

f Friday, June 1st 1990

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (HYTHE)

(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING)
ORDER 1990

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
made this Order on 17th May 1990, coming into force on 4th
June 1990. Its effect is to revoke the existing Orders
authorising the prohibition of waiting on the trunk road in
ythe. The new Order incorporates their provisions, plus
additional waiting restrictions Scanlons Bridge Road, Dym-
church Road an Military Road. Exceptions are provided
to enable a vehicle to wait for so long as may be necessary
for a person to enter or leave it, or for it to be loaded or
unloaded. Provision is also made to enable a vehicle to wait
Wwhilst being used in connection with any building operation
or demolition, the removal of any obstruction to traffic and
the maintenance of the road or the services therein.
Disabled persons’ vehicles displaying the disabled person’s
orange badge in the relevant posifion are exempt. There are
also provisions exempting emergency service vehicles, local
authorities’ vehicles used in pursuance of their statutory
powers or duties, water and sewerage undertakers’ vehicles,
and Post Office delivery vehicles.
A COPY of the made Order that has been revoked, may be
ﬁSPeC‘eq at the offices of Kent County Council, County

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (NEW ROMNEY)
(PROHIBITION AN%HRDEESJ :l;g;ION OF WAITING)

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
made this Order on 27th April 1990, coming into force on
7th May 1990. Its effect is to revoke the existing Order
authorising the prohibition of waiting on the trunk road in
New Romney. The new Order incorporates its provisions,
plus additional waiting restrictions on the southside of the
High Street. Exceptions are provided to enable a vehicle to
wait for so long as may be necessary for a person to enter or
leave it, or for it to be loaded or unloaded. Proyision is also
made to enable a vehicle to wait whilst being used in
connection with any building operation or demolition, the
removal of any obstruction to traffic and the maintenance of
the road or the services therein.
Disabled persons’ vehicles displaying the disabled person’s
orange badge in the relevant position are exempt. There are
also provisions exempting emergency service vehicles, local
authorities’ vehicles used in pursuance of their statutory
powers or duties, water and sewerage undertakers’ vehicles,
and Post Office delivery vehicles.
A COPY of the made Order that has been revoked, may be
inspected at the offices of Kent County Council, County
Hall. Maidstone, and at those of Shepway District Council,
Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, and The
Town Clerk of the Cinque Ports Town of New Romney. It
may also be obtained by ;})plicalion to the Department of
Transport, South East Networl Management Division,
Federated House, London Road, Dorking, Surrey, RH4
1SZ, quoting the reference RSE 5062/41/5/A259/002.
ANY PERSON aggrieved by the Order and desiring to
uestion the validity thereof, or of any provision contained
therein, on the ground that it is not within the powers of the
above Act, or on the ground that any requirement of that
Act, or of regulations made thereunder, had not been
complied with in relation to the Order, may, within six
weeks from 18th May 1990, apply to the High Court for the
suspension or quashing of the Order or any provision

contained therein.
MISS C E STRANG
A Senior Executive Office in the Department of Transport.

all, M: and at those of Shepway District Council,
Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone. It may also
be obtained by application to the Department of Transport,
South East Network Management Division, Federated
House, London Road, Dorking, Surrey, RH4 1SZ, quoting
the reference RSE 5062/41/5/A259/003.
ANY PERSON aggrieved by the Order and desiring to
uestion the validity thereof, or of any provision contained
therein, on the ground that it is not within the powers of the
above Act, or on the ground that any requirement of that
Act, or of regulations made thereunder, had not been
complied with in relation to the Order, may, within six
weeks from 18th May 1990, apply to the High Court for the
suspension or quashing of !Ee Order or any provision
contained therein.
g MISS C E STRANG
A Senior Executive Office in the Department of Transport.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT
ROAD TRAFFIC REGULATION ACT 1984
THE TRUNK ROAD (A259) (DYMCHURCH)
(PROHIBITION AND RESTRICTION OF WAITING)
ORDER 1990

THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR TRANSPORT
made this Order on 27th April 1990, coming into force on
7th May 1990. Its effect is to consolidate three existing
orders authorising the prohibition and restriction of waiting
on the trunk road in Dymchurch.
Exceptions are provided in the Order to enable a vehicle to
wait for as long as may be necessary for a person to enter or
leave it or for it to be loaded or unloaded. provision had also
been made to enable a vehicle to wait whilst being used in
connection with any building operation or demolition, the
removal of any obstruction to traffic and the maintenance of
the road or the services therein.
Disabled persons’ vehicles displaying the disabled person’s
orange badge in the relevant position are exempt. There are
also provisions exempting emergency service vehicles, local
authorities’ vehicles used in pursuance of their statutory
powers or duties, water and sewerage undertakers’ vehicles,
and Post Office delivery vehicles.
A COPY of the made Order, and of the Orders that have
been revoked, may be inspected at the offices of Kent
County Council, County Hall, Maidstone, and at those of
Shepway District Council, Civic Centre, Castle Hill
Avenue, Folkestone, and Dymchurch Parish Council, 13
Orgarswick Avenue, Dymchurch. It may also be obtained
by application to the Department of Transport, South East
Network Management Division, Federated House, London
Road, Dorking, Surrey, RH4 1SZ, quoting the reference
RSE 5062/41/5/A259/001.
ANY PERSON aggrieved by the Order and desiring to
uestion the validity thereof, or of any provision contained
therein, on the ground that it is not within the powers of the
above Act, or on the ground that any requirement of that
Act, or of regulations made thereunder, had not been
complied with in relation to the Order, may, within six
weeks from 18th May 1990, apply to the High Court for the
suspension or quashing of the Order or any provision

contained therein.
MISS C E STRANG
A Senior

Dover
District
Council

Office in the Department of Transport.

Legal
32 Notiges

DOVER DISTRICT COUNCIL
(WHITFIELD AVENUE, DOVER)

TEMPORARY RESTRICTION OF TRAFFIC)
ORDER 1990

NOTICE is hereby given that the Dover District Council,
pursuant to arrangements made under Section 101 of the
Local Government Act 1972 with the County Council of
Kent have made an Order the effect of which is to:
(1) Prohibit all vehicles, except those of residents, from
entering Whitfield Avenue.
(ii) Suspend the one way traffic flow in Whitfield Avenue
to accommodate residents.
(iiii) Prohibit waiting at any time on the:
(a) entire length of the western side of Old Park
Road

(b) north east side of Brookfield Avenue from No 28
to its junction with Green Lane
The alternative route for traffic will be via Old park
Road and Brookfield Avenue.
The Order will become operative on Monday 11 June
1990 and as it is anticipated that these works will take
longer than three months an application will be made to
the Secretary of State for Transport for the Order to be
extended.
Dated 1 June, 1990.

LESLEY CUMBERLAND

Director of Law Property and Administration

Council Offices, Honeywood Road, Whitfield, Dover,
Kent CT16 3PE

Dover
District
Council

PLANNING APPLICATIONS

GOODS VEHICLE
OPERATOR'S LICENCE

M Balcomb trading as Fair-
field Turf Ltd of Fairfield

IN THE ESTATE OF IRIS
MARGARET GARROD
(Deceased)

PURSUANT TO THE
TRUSTEE ACT 1925 —
SECTION 27

IN THE ESTATE OF
MARGARET AGNES
PREBBLE (Deceased)

PURSUANT TO THE
TRUSTEE ACT 1925 (as
amended)

Persons interested in the

Estate of the above named Al‘ly PEOnS havmg & el

against or an interested in

late of 40 Park Farm Road,
Folkestone, Kent, who died
on 9th May 1990, are
required to send particulars
in writing of their claims and
interests to the undersigned
by 3rd August 1990, after
which the Executor will dis-
tribute the estate amongst
the persons entitled thereto,
having regard only to the
claims and interests of which
he has had notice.

Dated this 25th day of May
1990.

PERKINS & HARRIS

Solicitors for the Executor

60-61 Quarry Street, Guild-
ford, Surrey GU1 3UB

-the estate of the above

named late of White Lodge,
Swingfield, Dover, Kent,
who died on 6th May 1990,
are required to send parti-
culars thereof to the under-
mentioned Solicitors within
two months of the date of
publication of this notice
after which date the estate
will be distributed having
regard only to claims and
interests of which they have
received notice.
BRADLEYS
Solicitors
19 Castle Street, Dover,
Kent CT16 1PU.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1988
SHEPWAY DISTRICT COUNCIL
CLEANING OF BUILDINGS

nce with the provisions of the Local

running from the point close to the junct f the
/A259 and Five Vents Lane (B2070), r t
above, in a generally north

approximately 235 metres, and then in

Court, Brookland, Romney
Marsh, Kent is applying to
replace with change a
licence to use Fairfield
Court, Brookland, Romney
Marsh, Kent TN29 9RX as
an operating centre for eight
goods vehicles and four
trailers. -

Owners and occupiers of
land (including buildings) in
the vicinity of the operating
centre, if they believe that
their use or enjoyment of
their land will be prejudi-
cially affected, may make
written representatioris to

ment Act 1988, Shepway District Council
intends to invite contractors to submit tenders for
the cleaning of corporate buildings for a period of 4
years commencing on 1st January, 1991.
The cleaning services for which tenders are to be
invited comprise the following elements, to be letas
5 separate contracts: £
1. Civic Centre, Folkestone — wna! cleaning.
2. Leas Cliff Hall, Folkestoi:c — intes.2! Sleaning.
3. Ross Depot, Shorncliffe, Folkestone — internal
cleaning and window cleaning.
4. Civic Centre and Leas Cliff hall, Folkestone —
window cleaning only.
5. Cleaning of public toilets.
Detailed specifications of the work to be under-
taken may be inspected, free of charge, durin
normal working hours, at the offices of the under-
signed, during the period Ist June, 1990 to 2nd July,
1990. During this period, copies of the detailed
specifications will be supplied on request and on
payment of a fee of £10 per copy. -
Any person or company wishing to be considered
for this work should complete the aplication form
which can be obtained from and must be returned
to the undersigned no later than noon on Monday,
2nd July, 1990,
The District Council is to be submitting an in-house

CAPEL-LE-FERNE: STD/90/00551 Variation of condition (i) of i al
STD/88/01640 to operate for 11 months, Varne Ridge Carav(al %af}léqggn%ﬁip}gg\\"gr

Road;

northerly direction circling the moat on its wes DENTON WITH WOOTTONL: STD/90/00530 new ; 3
side and following the drain for approximately 1130 The Jackdaw Public House, The /S[réel: 51[]13/9&8(%%0?5;?"&5{-\" : e"crlr[lmz:;ed |
e e o e TR EN Immed alterations, Fairfield, Wootton Lanc; i
ate € south of the New Sewer. DOVER: STD/90/00526 Enclosure of rear balcony fronting To S
A copy of the Order as confirmed and the map ay, Marine Parade; ADV/90/90512 Internally illun%ma&‘:éwg e lsﬂg/tils
w?jmsmfd’m it ha}’bccnsicposued at the Secretary Biggin Street, Dover; = SO SEI NS
and Solicitor’s Office, Shepway District Council, The above applications within Dover may be seen at The Area son Die
Civie Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone and Gardons Doter ndlat the Comtil OFfices Flongywor RostWi s azon DIt
glcm ccen mw;clc rr;? on cdhirsgoc at r\glhai office EASTRY: STD/90/00544 Single storey extension, 1 Thomton Cottages, Eastry;
P inc?us?vucrsx C(;"" ‘;‘)’} i C[)Dmd’ f‘“gaﬁ to LANGDON: STD/90/00569 a) Removal of conditions (iv) and (v) on planning consent
o hye e Py ¢ Order an ap DO/82/972. b) Reduction of tents from 107 to 87 and increase static caravans from 156 to
Thé’ Orgcr B e s 18th J 176, Hawthorn Farm, Martin Mill; SHEPHERDSWELL-WITH-COLDRED: STD/90/
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& qt;cs|i(\n ”?E \fq]idilggtlvcrcof Y £rde Approach Road; STD/90/00584 Two storey rear extension, 10 Whittington Terrace, the Licensing Authority at
Lt thmci‘n or): e [h'yt P:U_‘b 0"‘ (;oxh:]l:sTD/90/005‘)Z Outline — Propose residential development, land north east of South Eastern Traffic Area
s L Hgi e Ad1 Il*)‘;()nf) St Andrews Gardens, Shepherdswell; STD/90/00600 Conservatory at side, Grangewell Ivy House 3 Ivy Terrace
Lo ol?on e ‘hz%‘ S .V; ct ) d%f Lodge Nursmg_Homc‘E{thnrne Road; STMARGARET'S-AT-CLIFFE: STD/90/00614 Eastbourne Sussex BN21
Amended.o amendcgd i thata E/L‘ eciu:ycmcn'lg Construction of ground floor kitchen and stores at rear of publichouse, Smugglers, High 4QT within 21 days follow-
B e cnm‘ [i)::d ‘5_‘:; lon Im-? © street; SUTTON: STD/90/00560 proposed change of use of ing outbuildings for the ing_publication of this
S en e unds:r arl' "nftfﬂ;lm; manufacture of passive fire protective products, Warcott Lodge, Roman Road; notice. They must at the
Shemles A "‘sv' lied hp agrap; Bs Of TEMPLE EWELL: STD/90/00598 Erection of a rear extension, Millbrook, Watersend: same time send a copy of

2 as applied by paragraph 5 of WOODNESBOROUGH: STD/90/00581 Garage/workshop extension, 9 Woodland

; a S he
Schedule 6 to the Act, within six weeks from It > : : A 2 sy ol theimrepreseiliaions o
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the High Court.
1st June 1990.
R J THOMPSON
> Secretary and Solicitor
The Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone,
Kent CT20 2QY
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Preservation Order No 2, 1979 — PT/Wor/1(ii), Upton House, Worth;

All the above applications may be seen at the Council Offices, Honeywood Road,
ations to be made should be sent within
14 days marked for the attention of the Chief Planning Officer.

It should also be noted that any representations received may be made availa
inspection by the public, and may be copied as a result of the provisions of the local
government (Access to Information) Act 1985. Representations will not be acknowl-
edged until an application has been determined. Late representations will not normally

Whitfield, Dover, to which address any repi

be taken into consideration.

Please note that the Council do not accept any responsibility for any incomplete or

inaccurate description of any application

Director of Planning & Technical Services

given at the top of this

ble for

J.R. CLAYTON

Kent CT20 2QY

SHEPWAY
: ;}) DISTRICT

COUNCIL

bid in respect of elements of the work.
Dated this 30th day of May 1990.

The Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone,

R ] THOMPSON
Secretary and Solicitor










Dr. P. J. MCGREGOR
23 Sandgate High Street,
DR. BARBARA MCGREGOR Folkestone,
Kent €120 3AH
Tel Folkestone 221487

Your Ref: MSE 5062/A259/0/61/2/1 7th November, 1001

Mrs C Jennings,

The Department of Transport,

South East Network Management Division,
Senet House,

Station Road,

DORKING , Surrey RH4 1HJ

Dear Madam,

The Trunk Road (A259) (Folkestone and Sandgate) (Prohibition and
Restriction of Waiting) Order 199

We wish to object most strongly to the proposed parking
restrictions. As owners of Sandgate Castle we have been able to provide
our own parking facilities both for the Castle and for its associated
Restaurant Boleyn 200 yards away at 23 Sandgate High Street. We
therefore have no axe to gring other than our concern for the prosperity
of Sandgate.

A small but historic village, Sandgate is squeezed between the
and the cliffs close behind.

Military Raod leads from Sandgate High Street through a natural
break in these cliffs to Shornecliffe Camp above where Wellington was
based before Waterloo.

Until after the 1939-45 War Sandgate thrived on the Army presence.
As the importance of the Army locally has lessened, Sandgate has changed
its character becoming very well known for its antique shops, upon which
much of its prosperity depends.

Since Edwardian times Sandgate, with its easy access to safe
bathing, has also attracted holiday makers and today people come here for
water ski-ing and wind sux Einig. This year its beach was one of the very
few Shepway beaches which passed the EEC clean bathing standards.

By the nature of its physical constraint between the sea and the
cliffs one thing always in short supply in Sandgate is parking space,
so necessary for the economic survival of the village both as an antique

centre and as a holiday resort.

If these parking facilities are removed, traders in Sandgate will

EEnEo oo




Mrs C Jennings, 2 7th November, 1991
The Department of Transport

lose out very considerably as the residents of Sandgate itself are too few
to provide support for the many specialised businesses here which rely
almost entirely on customers coming from outside the area.

Even the two historic pubs in Sandgate have no parniiing#facaisitiles
of their own and must rely upon the already over subscribed parking space
in the village for their customers.

It is easy to foresee that removal of these very important parking
facilities from Sandgate will lead to its decline. Loss of the vigorous,
attractive and independent life of Sandgate will have an adverse effect
on the whole surrounding area.

This 4is not at all fanciful as it is our personal experience that
Sandgate as it is today attracts visitors not only from within the W51 5
but also from the Continent and further afield including America, Australia
and Japan,

There is only one significant area of land remaining unused in
Sandgate, and that is the Enbrook Park Estate belonging to Wimpey's.

It is to protect and-conserve the integrity of this Fands, Scoviering
more than 20 acres, that Wimpey seeks to obtain these restrictions which
will remove vital parking spaces from Sandgate.

If the development sought by Wimpey requires this extra space for
safe traffic turning, then the land presently part of the Enbrook Park
Estate, whether owned by Wimpey or by Saga, should be used to provide
that space.

It should not simply be obtained by removing the existing parking
facilities upon which residents and businesses depend for their livelihood.

Such a loss of amenity cannot be justified by Wimpey's natural
desire to develop its own land for housing.

We would respectfully urge the Inspector not to make any order
regarding the restriction of parking Bacdilaitdesn Sandgate until any
consequent loss of amenity is first compensated for by the provision of an
equal number of convenient alternative parking spaces.

Yours Eaithfulily,

?Nwﬁ% (S5 e

P.J.McGregor Barbara L McGregor




Attention Mrs C.Jennings
The Inspectorate
The Dept of Transpor
Senet House, Station Road
Dorking, Surrey RH4 1HJ
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Referendum on parkihg fees

Have your say

THOUGH you mean to have a say
it may not matter any way
Sandgate, be ye not deluded
postal voters not included
of 764 I'm one.

The Esplanade’s another
charade

seaviews, meal stops no more
free

we've only just begun.

As usual, I'm a shade emphatic
is it really democratic?
We'll totter to the polling station
in our state of indignation.
A vote is just in indicator
for Shepway to decide on later
on terms they choose.
STILL VOTE.
Linda Rene-Martin, Sandgate

Protest needed

| AM struck that the Labour Party
has found its nose out of joint
because the campaign its few
members helped to start, some
months ago, has gathered a huge
amount of public momentum.

Surely it is in the nature of these
campaigns that it will gather
supporters for the anti-campaign
along the way.

We know the Labour Party has
been in the thick of it, so we don’t
need its members popping up to
reaffirm it. It was the Labour Party,
| seem to remember, which called
a meeting in protest against the
parking charges in Lydd that no
one turned up to!

The referendum showed a
significant amount of opposition
but was hardly a revolution, was
it? The Labour Party seems
absolutely desperate to show it is
some sort of potent force once
more by trying to bamboozle the
media into thinking its massed
ranks are leading a stampede of
public opinion.

The Labour Party is well-placed

g . o o
Harbour vision
HAVING attended both the
exhibition and presentation at the
Quarterhouse of the Folkestone
Harbour Company’s vision of the
development of the Folkestone
seafront, we were very concerned
with both the density and the
design of the proposed buildings.

Should they not be in keeping
with the lovely lines of Marine
Crescent — not hem it in and
deprive the residents of their
seaview?

Secondly, there appears to be no
planned adequate transport links,
so will this not lead to congestion in
the roads leading to the harbour
and future residents feeling cut off
from the town centre?

Finally, we feel it unlikely that the
future housing, as currently
planned, will really be able to
achieve a good mix of people from
different economic backgrounds.
Social housing was not mentioned
in the talk by Trevor Minter but the
crowded London-bound commuter
trains were!

Louise Sovig
e-mail

Hidden Truths

| HAVE written a book — Suez: the
Hidden Truths, which details those
turbulent years of the Suez
Campaign of the early 1950s, when
thousands of troops, many of
National Service, were sent to
defend the canal zone, often facing
appalling conditions.

BANDWAGON: Kay McLoughlin
votes against parking charges

to become the official opposition
in Shepway providing they can get
themselves organised and get
some members.

The trouble for them is that the
anti-parking bandwagon is bound
to be jumped on by other political
chancers and vocal community
figures.

Kay McLoughlin is a case in
point. She allies herself to no
particular party — just a self-styled
troublemaker who know when
something is wrong.

These parking charges are
wrong and they will be bad for the
district. So it doesn’t matter who
protests as long as they do.

S Millar
e-mail

Why call vote?

WHILST | wholly sympathise with
public opinion towards Shepway
parking proposals, | cannot
understand why a referendum has
been demanded by a tiny clique of
political motivated saboteurs.

We have a set of draft proposals
in front of us that are to undergo
consultation allowing for changes
to the scheme. If the people of

Even though many of the
who died were only in their teens,
we were inexplicably denied a
medal. However, after a long
campaign, this injustice has been
righted.

Within this ‘Forgotten Army’
hundreds perished and are buried
in the sand at British Military
cemeteries in Egypt.

Indeed, from this failed
adventure, can anything be learnt
today in the context of
Afghanistan? As in the Suez
conflict, brave men are sadly being
killed and maimed once more.

John Hunt,
Preston, Lancs

Holiday woes

| SAID to my neighbour
at number three.

‘I shouldn’t have
listened to you Lee.
The holiday places
you suggested to me,
have been a disaster
you have to agree.
Two years ago you
said Italy was great,
and that’s when Sam
became pregnant mate.
Then last year you
recommended Spain,
and of course she
got pregnant again.

| spoke to mother
who gave me a tip,
and I’'m doing things
differently this trip.
So ifit’s all right

with you Lee,

Folkestone are not happy with the
proposals after this period then
let’s have a referendum.
Folkestone Town Council,
myself included, voted against the
current set of proposals and will
act and scrutinise the plans
accordingly.
| was interested to see Mr
Briddock had seconded the
proposal for the referendum to be
determined. Perhaps he can
explain to me and the rest of
Folkestone why we should have a
referendum before we have
concrete plans set before us?
Energy would be better used
voicing your concerns and
suggestions to the SDC during
consultation rather than lumping a
large bill at the feet of Folkestone
Town Council.
Councillor Tristan Allen
(Folkestone Park)

e-mail
ill-thought

I WOULD like to congratulate the
Labour Party for bringing the
subject of the council’s proposals
to charge for street parking, to
people’s attention through the
referendum.

My road is at present free from
parking restrictions but has been
included in the council’s plans. It is
unclear just how residents are to
cope with this. A residents’s
parking permit, at a cost, will not
guarantee a parking space, or
provide free parking for visiting
relatives and friends.

The degree of opposition to this
plan should shame the council into
withdrawing the whole ill-thought
scheme.The issue is now.
uppermost in the minds of the
people of Folkestone who will be
listening closely to see how the
council will respond.

Wendy Mitchell
Kingsnorth Gardens
Folkestone

this year I'm
taking Sam with me.
Joe Thomas
Sandgate Writers
e-mail

Not office hours

THE HERALD (December 1) has
published attendance figures at
committee meetings for Shepway
District councillors over the last six
months and turned them into a
league table.

Your headline says ‘Figures show
members honouring commitments’
and | hope we are. However, just
looking at public meetings doesn’t
give the full picture. Most of the
work councillors do on behalf of
their constituents and for the
council is outside such meetings.

Whilst it's great to have a 100 per
cent attendance record, councillors
do fall ill or have a clash of dates. In
these circumstances another
councillor will cover for an absent
colleague. In any case all
councillors are sent a web-link to
the committee papers so we know
what'’s happening and can raise any
concerns.

Shepway District councillors
don’t keep office hours; people
contact us on our home phone
numbers during the evening and at
weekends and we all of us deal with
e-mails on an almost continuous
basis.

We also attend our local parish
and town council meetings and go
out to see problems on our patch.
There’s far more to being a

F
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Relief for parishes
as costs of polls cut

THE cost to town and parish coun-
cils of running referendums into
Shepway council’s parking pro-
posals is to be cut by 34%.

The district council’s cabi-
net agreed to chief executive
Alistair Stewart’s suggestion for
meeting the costs of the polls in
Folkestone, Hythe and Sandgate
which are on Thursday.

It means that Folkestone Town
Council is likely to have to pay
£18,036.38, Hythe Town Council
£6,06518 and Sandgate Parish
Council £1,903.64.

Mr Stewart told the cabinet he
had taken legal advice and the
polls had been properly called by
communities in the three areas.

“The town and parish councils
are unhappy about the fact that
this is our business but the cost
falls to them,” he said.

“We have managed to reduce
those costs with some being
directly borne by Shepway.”

Previous estimates of the costs
were £27,495.48 for Folkestone,
£9,091.48 for Hythe and £2,804.23
for Sandgate.

Cllr Hugh Barker (Con) asked
if the council could expect more
demands for referendums.

“Once people have a taste for

Shepway council chief
executive Alistair Stewart

calling a poll, I can see them
rushing forward,” he said.

Mr Stewart said there had been
polls before and he expected more
under the new Localism Act.

Deputy council leader Cllr Rory
Love (Con) said the polls were
expensive and the council’s own
public consultation over its pro-
posals would start next month.

Questions for the
referendums

VOTERS will be asked to
answer 'yes' or 'no’ to two
questions:

B Do you support Shepway
District Council's parking
proposals to introduce
parking charges for
Folkestone and the rest of
Shepway.

B Do you agree that if the
proposed Shepway District
Council strategy is imposed
on the residents of Folkestone
that, as a minimum, Shepway
District Council make
available one free parking
permit per residence and

the first hour of a motorist's
parking session at any on-
street pay and display space
is free.

There are 33,583 electors
able to vote in the Folkestone
poll, 11,818 in Hythe and
3,433 in Sandgate.
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THE public go to the polls today
for a referendum on whether
they want the introduction of
parking charges for visitors and
residents.

About 50,000 taxpayers are
eligible to vote on the plan to
introduce chargeswhere parking
is currently free and to issue.
residents’ permits in certain
areas at a charge although
there is no guarantee of a place
or even a permit.

The first question will read:
“Do you support Shepway.
District Council’s parking
proposals to introduce parking
charges for Folkestone and the
rest of Shepway?”

A second question will ask
whether SDC should at least
give one free permit to each
household and impose no
charge for the first hour’s
stay in any official parking
space.

SDC has pointed out that the
scheme is in the planning
stages and a consultation
period starts next year.

The council has also drawn
criticism for its decision to
privatise its parking services to
an.outside contractor for a
fixed annual price.

THERE are 33,583 electors
able to vote in the Folkestone
poll, 11,818 in Hythe and 3,433
in Sandgate. This makes a
total of 48,834 possible voters.

A turnout of less than 15 per
cent for a parish poll -
irrespective of the result -
would be seen as a poor result
for those who called for a
referendum.

Given the time of year, the
fact the poll will be held in
complete winter darkness and
in a tight timeframe between
4pm and 9pm will almost
guarantee a low turnout but
most observers agree that 20
per cent plus would be a good
result.

The total cost of the three
polls is £26,000.

REFERENDUM FAQs

When is it? Thursday,
December 8

When are polls open?
Between 4pm and 9pm

Do I need a polling card? No.
None has been issued.

What do | bring? Nothing.
Poll staff will check your name
and address against the
electoral roll.

CAMPAIGN DESIGN: Artist Johnny Cotter

2
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This is a list of all the polling stations
in Folkestone, Sandgate and Hythe
1. All Souls Church Hall, Somerset
Rd, Folkestone, CT19 4NW.
2. Cadet Hall, Church Road,
Folkestone, CT20 3EL
3. Wood Avenue Library, Wood
Avenue, Folkestone, CT19 6HS
\ 4 Baptist Church Hall, Hill Road,
Folkestone, CT19 6LY
5. St Saviours Church Hall, 130
Canterbury Road, Folkestone,
CT19 5NR

. 6. St Johns Church Hall, St Johns

Church Rd, Folkestone, CT19 5BQ
7. Tourist Information Centre, Tram
Road Car Park, Tram Road,
Folkestone, CT20 1QN

8. Pembroke Court (side entrance),
Dover Rd, Folkestone, CT20 1TA
9. Philippa House, Warren Road,
Folkestone, CT19 6DW.

10. Catholic Church Hall, Guildhall
Street, Folkestone, CT20 1EF

11. United Reformed, Church Hall,

Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, CT20 2QR

Mon - Sat 9am - 5pm

Fears for shops’ trade

Report by Simon Finlay

simon.finlay@KRNmedia.co.uk:

FOLKESTONE artist Johnny
Cotter has designed a campaign
poster to protest against the pro-
posed parking charges across
Shepway.

The “SAY NO” colour bill can
be picked up free from Mr Cot-
ter’s gallery in Rendezvous Street
or from the Herald offices in West
Cliff Gardens.

Featuring a coin-fed parking
meter and carrying the slogan
“Kill Your Town” beside the slot,
the poster is in the artist’s pop-
art style.

As Folkestone, Sandgate and
Hythe go to the polls today on
whether they want paid parking
across the district, Mr Cotter, 50,
of Sandgate, said: “I really hope
we can persuade a council - that
has already made its mind up - to
abandon these crazy parking
schemes.

“They talk about a consulta-

12. 7th Day Adventist Church, The Parade, The
Bayle, Folkestone, CT20 1SJ

13. Shepway District Council, Civic Centre,
Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, CT20 2QY
14. School of English Studies, 26 Grimston
Gardens, Folkestone, CT20 2PY

15. Methodist Church Hall, Surrenden Road,
Folkestone, CT19 4DY

16. St Georges Church Hall, Audley Road,
Folkestone, CT20 3QA

17. Folkestone Academy (Lucy Avenue
Entrance), Lucy Avenue

18. Stripes Club, Folkestone Invicta Football
Club, Cheriton Road, Folkestone, CT19 5JU
19. Methodist Church Hall, Rampart Road,
Hythe, CT21 5BG

20. St John Ambulance Brigade Hall, Albert
Lane, Hythe, CT21 6BY.

21. Seabrook Church, Seabrook Road, Hythe,
CT21 5RB

22, Palmarsh Hall, Dymchurch Road, Hythe,
CT21 6NG:.

53. Hall, Rear of Light Railway Cafe, Scanions
Bridge Road, Hythe, CT21 6L.D

24. Chichester Memorial Hall, 70 Sandgate High
Street, Sandgate, CT20 3AR

tion process next year but that is
a rubber-stamping exercise for a
plan that is all but put in place
already.”

Mr Cotter has been one of the
loudest voices in the business
community to express his con-
cerns that the council’s scheme
to introduce free parking with
paid for ticketing and issuing res-
idential permits in places where
residents are not guaranteed a
space.

He claims that the plans could
“kill” trade at a time when busi-
nesses are already struggling in
the wake of the economic down-
turn and poor trading in the run-
up to Christmas.

Last week, estate agents
expressed fears that property
prices might tumble and homes
may become even harder to sell
in a buyers’ market.

Mr Cotter added: “I'm hoping
that with the Herald’s help we
can see these A3 posters popping
up all over the place.

“Even with the public meet-
ings, referendum calls, the back-
lash in the media and the endless
letters in the papers about this
and still they seem determined to
plough on and bring in these
punitive charges.”

Mr Cotter added:
done deal and ther
can do but keep on show: m" our
opposition

“People need to get out and
vote in the referendum.”

Last week council leader
Robert Bliss said that residents’
parking permits had been intro-
duced in a neighbouring area of
Kent to great effect.

He has also consistently said
no decision has been made and
cannot be-made until January’s
consultation period

®If you are unable to plck up a
ase call
opy

e po
the Hera!d on 01303 850999 and
we’ll do our best to send you one
by return.

Otterpool Lane," g
> Ashford TN25 6DB
500 yards from Port Lympne
ample free parking

01303 813999
www.thebarn.co.uk
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VOTE TO KEEP FREE
PARKING IN SANDGATE

Parish Poll on Parking

A Parish Poll will be held in Sandgate on Thursday 8th December
about the parking strategy proposals being put forward by
Shepway District Council.

Polling stations will be open from 4pm to 9pm only on Thursday
8th December. There will be no polling cards issued or postal
votes for the Parish Poll - you need to vote in person.

THURSDAY 8" DECEMBER
BETWEEN 4.00 pm & 9.00 pm

WHERE
The polling stations aie:

¢ Chichester Hall on Sandgate High Street for Sandgate Village

o St George's Church Hall on Audley Road for Sandgate Valley

e Seabrook Church for electors off Hospital Hill and Sandgate
Esplanade as far North as Wellington Place.

If you have any doubts as to your allocated polling station telephone Shepway
District Council on 01303 853 838 & ask for Electoral Services

Shepway District Council proposes to introduce pay and display parking
meters in all Sandgate car parks and on almost all residential roads in the
lower village between the Murco Garage and the top of Sandgate Hill.

Visit the below web address for full details of the proposals:-

www.shepway.gov.uk/content/view/201306/54/
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Mrs Linda René-Martin
149 Sandgate High Street
Nr Folkestone

Kent

CT20 3DA

M3
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Dear‘z\René-Martin

I thought that I should send you a progress report regarding what I've done
about the matter that you raised with me earlier this year.

At the end of January after discussing with the EKS committee I sent the
following letter to all seven of the MPs who cover the EKS area of Kent:

Dear xoxx

Under the Parish and Community Meetings (Polls) Rules 1987 there are no
provisions for voting by post or by proxy in a Parish Poll.

As an organisation representing many elderly and disabled people in your
consistency, this lack of the opportunity for a postal or proxy vote greatly
concerns us.

In a recent poll held in the south of the area that we cover and concerned
with parking regulations, an issue that can significantly effect the disabled
and old, many of our members were excluded from voting by reason of their
limited mobility. This, we feel, is intolerable in a democratic society.

We hope that when the Parish and Community Meetings (Polls) Rules 1987
are next discussed in the House of Commons, you might use your position to
try to correct this serious injustice.

Co Yours sincerely
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Robin Cant

EKS chair

I have received to date five replies. They were as follows:

Replies from MPs

Julian Brazier, Canterbury

Thank you for your letter of the 1 st February regarding the lack of provision for
voting by post or proxy in a parish poll. I appreciate your concern that this is
disenfranchising elderly and disabled people from taking part in voting on parochial
issues that concern them. Your note about voting on parking regulations is a good
example of this.

I have taken the matter up with the Minister concerned at the Department for
Communities and Local Government, Grant Shapps, and will let you know when I
hear from him.

Charlie Elphicke, Dover

PARISH POLL RULES

Thank you for your letter of 1 February regarding the rules for voting by post or
proxy at a Parish Poll.

I quite agree that disallowing such voting is discriminatory, as it means that many
people would be unable to exercise their democratic right to vote.

As such I have raised this with the Cabinet Office Minister Mark Harper and asked
him to consider the issue.

As soon as I receive a response I will write again.

Damian Collins, Folkestone & Hythe

Thank you for your letter of 1 February regarding the Parish and Community
Meetings (Polls) Rules 1987.

I do appreciate that there are no provisions for voting by post of by proxy in a parish
poll. As you may know, the Localism Act makes provision for local referendums, and
I have written to the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government to
seek his assurance that such options are available and that local referendums are run
in @ way more akin to elections.

It is very important that everyone has a fair opportunity to make their voice heard,
regardless of any impairment to mobility that they may suffer.

I am grateful to you for taking the time to write.




Hugh Robertson, Faversham

Thank you for your letter of 1 February about voting by post or by proxy in a Parish
Poll. It was kind of you to let me have your views which I will, of course, bear in
mind when the issue is next discussed at Westminster.

Laura Sandys, Thanet South

Thank you for your recent letter regarding Parish and Community Meetings (Polls)
Rules of 1987. I will certainly write to the Secretary of State for Communities and
Local Government to raise your concerns.

I understand your concerns and agree that this limitation on voters does not seem
democratic. I am sure the Minister will clarify the government's position on this issue
in his letter.

I will send on the Secretary of State's response in due course.

No reply (as yet) from: (Damian Green, Ashford and Roger Gale, Thanet
North)

I will of course keep you informed if I received anything else.

Very best wishes

Rolisn




21 March 2012

Mrs Linda René-Martin
149 Sandgate High Street
Nr Folkestone

Kent

CT20 3DA

Dear René-Martin

Since writing to you last I have received more responses to my letter to MPs
re the local referendum issue.

I have received new letters from four MPs, two of which were new responses
(Damian Green [Ashford] & Sir Roger Gale [Thanet North]) and two were
elaborations on earlier replies (Laura Sandys [Thanet South] & Julian Brazier
[Canterbury]). All the letters had other letters from the Department of
Communities and Local Government attached to them that had been sent in
response to the individual MP’s enquiries. Julian Brazier, Damian Green and

Laura Sands had all written to the Rt Hon Grant Shapps, Minister for Housing
and Local Government and received broadly similar replies.

E.q:

"Mr Cant is concerned that under the Parish and Community Meetings
(Polls) Rules 1987, there is no provision for voting by post or by proxy in a
parish poll. As Mr Cant is aware, the provisions for parish meeting polls are
set out in Schedule 12 of the Local Government Act 1972 and the rules
governing the polls are set out in the Parish and Community Meetings
(Polls) Rules 1987 (Statutory Instrument No. 1/87).

A parish meeting poll may be demanded on any question arising at the
parish meeting. For a poll to be held it must be demanded by not less than
10 or 1/3 of the electors present at the meeting, whichever is the less. The
parish poll must be held between the hours of 4pm and 9pm on the agreed
date. There are no polling cards and no postal or proxy votes. The only way
to cast a vote at a parish poll is to turn up and cast it in person.

We are aware that there are concerns about the way parish polls are
conducted. The rules, understandably, are seen as wholly outdated and
restrictive in today's modem society. As you may know in the early stages
of the Localism Bill (now Localism Act) a package of measures about
referendums was proposed, but then dropped in the face of concerns
expressed in Parliament. However, if an opportunity arose in the future for
the wider issue of referendums and parish polls to be considered, voting




by post or by proxy would be something we would certainly consider as
part of this.”

Sir Roger Gale wrote to Bob Neill, Parliamentary Under Secretary of State at
Department of Communities and Local Government an received an almost
identical reply to those penned by Grant Shapps

I can make all the original letters available to you for inspection if you wish.

I will of course keep you informed if I received anything else.

Very best wishes

Rolisn
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Hi Linda,

As we discussed last night, I've checked and Parish Polls are governed by:

"The Parish and Community Meetings (Polls) Rules 1987" (Statutory
Instrument 1987 No1)

...signed by the then Secretary of State, Douglas Hurd on the 5 January 1987.

These rules only provide for a Notice of Poll to be published and for voting to
be at polling stations during the hours of 4:00 pm and 9:00pm on a day fixed

by the Returning Officer.

In order for those rules to be changed, an amendment to specifically allow for
postal votes would have to be made to those rules for Parish Polls.

As an MP, Damian could ask the government to bring forward an amendment
to allow Postal Votes in Parish Polls, given the significant expansion in the use
of postal votes in other polls since 1987 (when postal votes where rare and
more difficult to get), or propose and amendment himself if he could secure

Parliamentary time to have it debated.
| hope that helps.
Regards,

Tim Prater
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ki LK/CIIr R Bliss FOIkeStone

Our Ref:

Direct Dial: 01303 853500 Hythe & Romney Marsh
P 01303 245978

E-Mail: robert.bliss@shepway.gov.uk

Date: 6 January 2012

Mrs L Rene-Martin

Coast Cottage

149 Sandgate High Street
Folkestone

CT20 3DA

Dear Linda

Thank you very much indeed for your letter of 2 January.

| have passed this on to be considered during the consultation period. Of course,
the Sandgate consultation will not be held for a further 2 years and by that time

there will be very many new options and variations to the present draft.

Yours sincerely

Wl

Clir R Bliss
Leader of the Council

From the Leader's Office

Shepway District Council

Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone, Kent, CT20 2QY
Telephone: (Switchboard) 01303 853000

E-mail: sdc@shepway.gov.uk

DX 4912 Folkestone
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NOTICE OF PARISH POLL

Sandgate Parish Council

At a Parish Meeting for the Parish of Sandgate held on 10 November 2011 a poll was
demanded on the following questions, namely:

1= Do you support Shepway District Council’s parking proposals to
introduce parking charges for Folkestone and the rest of
Shepway?

Do you agree that if the proposed Shepway District Council
parking strategy is imposed on the residents of Folkestone that as
a minimum Shepway District Council make available one free
parking permit per residence and the first hour of a motorist’s
parking session at any on street pay and display spaces is free?

Notice is hereby given that :-

A poll on the said questions will be taken on

Thursday 8 December 2011
between the hours of 4:00 pm and 9:00 pm.

The names and addresses of the proposers of the questions in respect of which the poll is
taken is as follows :-

Question 1
PROPOSER Pete Wallace 115 Enbrook Valley, Sandgate CT20 3NE
Question 2
PROPOSER Tim Prater 98A Sandgate High Street, Sandgate CT20 3BY

The situation of the Polling Stations and the description of the persons entitled to vote thereat
are as follows :-

Ranges of electoral register
numbers of persons entitled
to vote thereat

16 FS1-1 to FS1-960

Station

Situation of Polling Station Number

St Georges Church Hall, Audley Road,
Folkestone, CT20 3QA

Seabrook Church, Seabrook Road, Hythe CT21
5RB

Chichester Memorial Hall, 70 Sandgate High
Street, Sandgate CT20 3AR

21 FS3-1 to FS3-495

24 FS2-1 to FS2-2001

The legislation does not provide for Poll Cards, Postal or Proxy Voting at a Parish Poll.

Dated: 1 December 2011
A.J. Stewart
Returning Officer

Printed and Published by the Returning Officer, Civic Centre, Castle Hill Avenue, Folkestone CT20 2QY
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The poll questions were:

1. Do you support Shepway District Council's parking proposals to introduce parking
charges for Folkestone and the rest of Shepway?

2. Do you agree that if the proposed Shepway District Council parking strategy is
imposed on the residents of Folkestone that as a minimum Shepway District Council
make available one free parking permit per residence and the first hour of a motorist's
parking session at any on street pay and display space is free?

The results by area:

. Folkestone parking poll Question 1 result: No 1744, Yes 72.
. Folkestone parking poll Question 2 result: No 557, Yes 1145

Hythe parking poll Question 1 result: No 834, Yes 25
Hythe parking poll Question 2 result: No 282, Yes 548

Sandgate parking poll Question 1 result: No 535, Yes 14
Sandgate parking poll Question 2 result: No 129, Yes 402

The turnouts were 16.3% in Sandgate, 7.3% Hythe and Folkestone 5.45%.

Thanks to Tim Prater from whose web site this information was
taken.
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Bobbie Allen

From: "David Cowell" <david@davidcowell.net>
To: <undisclosed-recipients:>

Sent: 09 December 2011 07:40

Subject: Result of the parking poll from David Cowell

The poll questions were:

1. Do you support Shepway District Council's parking
proposals to introduce parking charges for Folkestone and
the rest of Shepway?

2. Do you agree that if the proposed Shepway District
Council parking strategy is imposed on the residents of
Folkestone that as a minimum Shepway District Council
make available one free parking permit per residence and
the first hour of a motorist's parking session at any on
street pay and display space is free?

The results by area:

« Folkestone parking poll Question 1 result: No 1744,
Yes 72.

* Folkestone parking poll Question 2 result: No 557,
Yes 1145

*  Hythe parking poll Question 1 result: No 834, Yes 25
* Hythe parking poll Question 2 result: No 282, Yes 548

» Sandgate parking poll Question 1 result: No 535, Yes
14

* Sandgate parking poll Question 2 result: No 129, Yes
402

The turnouts were 16.3% in Sandgate, 7.3% Hythe and
Folkestone 5.45%.

<I--[if IsupportLists]--><!--[endif]--><!--[if IsupportLists]--><!--
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Parish Poll on Parking - 8th December

Sandgate will be holding a Parish Poll on Shepway Council's parking strategy
proposals on Thursday 8th December.

A Parish Poll will be held in Sandgate on Thursday 8th December about the
parking strategy proposals being put forward by Shepway District Council.

Polling stations will be open from 4pm-9pm only on Thursday 8th December.
There will be no polling cards issued or postal votes for the Parish Poll - you
need to vote in person.

The polling stations are:
Chichester Hall on Sandgate High Street for Sandgate Village
St George's Church Hall on Audley Road for Sandgate Valley

Seabrook Church for electors off Hospital Hill and Sandgate Esplanade as far
North as Wellington Place. This is a new polling station for those electors,
who will be notified by post of the new polling place by Shepway District
Council before the poll

There will be two questions on the poll:

Do you support Shepway District Council's parking proposals to introduce
parking charges for Folkestone and the rest of Shepway?

Do you agree that if the proposed Shepway District Council parking strategy
is imposed on the residents of Folkestone that as a minimum Shepway
District Council make available one free parking permit per residence and the
first hour of a motorist's parking session at any on-street pay and display
spaces is free?

The count for the poll will take place after 9pm on Thursday 8th December at
Shepway District Council's offices.
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Bobbie Allen

"David Cowell" <david@davidcowell.net>
<undisclosed-recipients:>
08 December 2011 09:05

Subject: Message from David Cowell re: various

Hello

Just to remind you that:

1. Today is parking poll day and polling stations will be open from
4pm-9pm only and there will be no polling cards issued or postal
votes for the Parish Poll - you need to vote in person.

The polling stations are:

Chichester Hall on Sandgate High Street for Sandgate Village

St George's Church Hall on Audley Road for Sandgate Valley

Seabrook Church for electors off Hospital Hill and Sandgate
Esplanade as far North as Wellington Place.

This is a new polling station for those electors, who will be notified
by post of the new polling place by Shepway District Council
before the poll

There will be two questions on the poll:

Do you support Shepway District Council's parking proposals to
introduce parking charges for Folkestone and the rest of
Shepway?

Do you agree that if the proposed Shepway District Council

| parking strategy is imposed on the residents of Folkestone that as
| @ minimum Shepway District Council make available one free

| parking permit per residence and the first hour of a motorist's

| parking session at any on-street pay and display spaces is free?

The count for the poll will take place after 9pm on Thursday 8th
December at Shepway District Council's offices.

09/12/2011




Hi Linda,
As we discussed last night, I've checked and Parish Polls are governed by:

"The Parish and Community Meetings (Polls) Rules 1987" (Statutory
Instrument 1987 No1)

...signed by the then Secretary of State, Douglas Hurd on the 5 January 1987.

These rules only provide for a Notice of Poll to be published and for voting to
be at polling stations during the hours of 4:00 pm and 9:00pm on a day fixed
by the Returning Officer.

In order for those rules to be changed, an amendment to specifically allow for
postal votes would have to be made to those rules for Parish Polls.

As an MP, Damian could ask the government to bring forward an amendment

to allow Postal Votes in Parish Polls, given the significant expansion in the use

of postal votes in other polls since 1987 (when postal votes where rare and
more difficult to get), or propose and amendment himself if he could secure
Parliamentary time to have it debated.

| hope that helps.
Regards,

Tim Prater




DAMIAN COLLINS MP

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON SWI1A 0AA

D Laws, Esq

Secretary, Shepway Pensioners Forum
Shepway Business Centre

Shearway Business Park

Shearway Road

Folkestone CT19 4RH

26 January 2012

Our Ref: DC/JD

Dear Mr Laws,
Thank you for your letter of 23 January regarding local referendums.

The Localism Act was introduced as the Coalition Government’s Bill that will “shift power...
back into the hands of individuals”. There were provisions in the original Bill for local
referendums, granting “community empowerment with powers to enable people to instigate
local referendums on any issue”. However, once the Bill had completed its passage through
the Commons, the Lords voted to remove the provisions in the Bill allowing for local
referendums other than for council tax, right-to-build and neighbourhood planning, all of
which were cornerstones the Bill.

With regard to the referendums that can be called under the provisions of the Act, the
regulations as to the conduct of referendums will be drawn up by the Secretary of State and
voted on by Parliament. The Secretary of State is required by the Act to consult the Electoral
Commission as to the content of the regulations.

[ do appreciate your concern about the manner in which local referendums under the Parish
and Community Meetings (polls) Rules 1987 are conducted, and I would be keen for the new
local referendums to have more robust rules and procedures. To this end, [ have raised your
concerns with the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government, and will be
back in touch as soon as I have received a response.

Yours sincerely,

@

DAMIAN COLLINS

020 7219 7072 - damian.collins.mp@parliament.uk - www.damiancollins.com




House of Commons
Westminster
London

SW1A 0AA
23-1-12

Dear Mr. Collins

Re: Shepway District Council’s Parking Proposals.

On Friday thel6th December the Shepway Pensioners Forum held their annual
general meeting.

At this meeting concerns were raised regarding the referendum which was held on the
8™ December in view of the new parking regime being introduced in January 2012.

The motion was as follows: That we urge through our MP Damian Collins, an amendment
to The Parish & Community Meetings (polls) Rules 1987 (Statutory Instrument 1987
No.1) such that postal votes be allowed since they are used mostly by the frail and

elderly.

This motion was carried. A large part of the population of Hythe and Sandgate do fall into
the category of elderly and frail as you are well aware.

The timing of the referendum ensured a lack of participation by the residents of Hythe
and Sandgate as it was held, as no doubt you are aware, between the hours of 4.00pm

and 9.00pm on a cold, wet, dark winters evening and again you are aware that elderly
people do not venture out in such conditions.

This was only one of the criticisms raised regarding this referendum, on the issue of
postal votes as well as the lack of information made available to council tax payers in
the affected areas.

The members present at the meeting then went on to discuss the proposed parking plans.
The opposition to the plan was total as it was seen as a money raising exercise with
total disregard for local traders in all the affected areas as well as day visitors.

There is also the discrimination against the elderly who are not entitled to disabled bays
but still have to attend day centres, doctor’s surgeries, dentists, opticians, chiropodists etc.
and would have to pay a minimum of £1.20p as that would appear to be the new parking
charge.

In view of the cuts being made by the Conservative party towards the elderly, for example
the heating allowance and the social care cuts we hope that you will join with us in
condemning this parking plan that Shepway District Council are seeking to enforce and
we look forward to your support in opposing it.

Yours sincerely,
Dave Laws

Secretary;Shepway Pensioners Forum.
Copy to Shepway District Council




e®%e Bob Neill MP
: Communltles Parliamentary Under Secretary of State
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Government

Eland House

Bressenden Place
Damian Collins MP London SW1E 5DU
House of Commons

Tel: 0303 444 3430
London

Fax: 0303 444 3986

SW1A 0AA E-Mail: bob.neill@communities.gsi.gov.uk

www.communities.gov.uk

Our Ref: ER/BN/004337/12
Your Ref: DC/JD
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Thank you for your letter of 26 January to the Rt Hon Eric Pickles MP, enclosing this one
from your constituent, Mr D Laws, Secretary of the Shepway Pensxons Forum, Shepway
Business Centre, Shearway Business Park, Sheatway Road, Folkestone CT19 4RH. | am
replying as parish and town councils fall within my l\/llmstenal responsibilities.

N\ <

(SAV

Mr Laws is concerned that the rules and procedures for carrying out a parish poll are not
robust, and discriminate against the elderly. You have asked if the regulations on
referendums that will be laid before Parliament will be more robust that the Parish and
Community Meetings (poils) Ruies 1987. As you may be aware, in its early stages the
Localism Bill (now the Localism Act) did contain a wide package on local referendums, and
parish polls formed part of this wider package. However, Government agreed to remove
the wider package on local referendums from the Bill following concerns raised during
various stages of the Parliamentary process. It would have been unwise to seek to extract
any single measure from the referendum package and bring it back at a late stage in the
Bill.

BOB NEILL MP
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Age UK
Tavis House

Improving later life

28 February 2012

Mrs L Rene-Martin

Coast Cottage

149 Sandgate High Street

Near Folkestone ©

Kent No Tef- No

CT20 3DA

Dear Mrs Rene-Martin

Thank you very much for your letter, dated the 24" January, regarding the
referendum in view of the parking strategy in your area. Please accept our
apologies for the delay in responding, we have a small team and we cannot
always respond to correspondence as soon as we would like.

Your comments have been noted and please be assured that they will be
passed on to the relevant person in our policy team for their information.

You mention that your local Age UK was totally unaware of this and that you
want them to take up matters with the local MP. Please contact your local Age
UK directly regarding this issue. We work in partnership with them, but they
are an independent charity, so we cannot tell them to get involved. Their
details are:

Age UK Folkestone
65 Shaftesbury Avenue

Cheriton :
FOLKESTONE b March
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Telephone: 01303 279031 e
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Thank you for your interest in our work. \WQSV \‘JOL ?“o%vcocmg}

Yf/)urS sir}cerely, M\f ‘&&—U),

t 0800 169 8080
f 0203 033 1000

1-6 Tavistock Square e contact@ageuk.org.uk
London WC1H 9NA www.ageuk.org.uk Patron of Age UK: HRH the Prince of Wales




