
PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTIONS, ARCHERS COURT ROAD, WHITFIELD

To: Dover Joint Transportation Board – 30 November 2017

By: Tim Read, Head of Transportation, Kent County Council

Classification: Unrestricted

Ward: Whitfield Ward, Dover District

Summary: This report gives details of a proposal for waiting 
restrictions in Archers Court Road, Whitfield and the results 
of the statutory consultation.

For Recommendation

1.0 Introduction and Proposal

1.1 There is currently a large housing development being built in Whitfield on the 
outskirts of Dover.  During the early part of the construction, the main access 
route for construction traffic was via Archers Court Road.  In order to facilitate 
the flow of traffic long this road, temporary waiting restrictions (yellow lines) 
were placed in the road.

1.2 The times of the restrictions are Monday-Friday 7:30am-7:00pm and on 
Saturdays 7:30am-1pm. The restrictions extend, on the northern side of the 
road, from the existing ‘at any time’ waiting restrictions by The Archer public 
house up to the junction with Cranleigh Drive.  On the southern side of the 
road the restrictions extend from the existing ‘at any time’ restrictions up to 
no.74.   There is a 50m gap in the lines between no47 & no.53.  A plan of the 
restrictions is shown in Appendix A.

1.3 The Parish Council requested for these restrictions to be made permanent, 
and sent an application form together with payment for statutory consultation 
as the first part of the legal process for making the Traffic Regulation Order.

2.0 Consultation

2.1 A notice of the proposed TRO was placed in KM on 22 September 2017.   
Letters to statutory consultees and local residents along the affected length of 
Archers Court Road were sent out on 20 August 2017.   A number of notices 
were placed at intervals along the affected part of road.  The closing date for 
objections and comments was 16 October 2017.



2.2 There was a small admin error which meant that the proposal has to be re-
advertised.  Therefore two amendment numbers are referred to (50 & 51), but 
they are for the same proposal and comments for both are considered.

2.3 9 letters or e-mails were received, as well as one multi-signature letter from 
residents of Singledge Avenue (32 signatories).  five responses were in 
support and four against.  The multi-signature letter was in opposition to the 
proposal.  Copies of all responses can be found in Appendix B, Appendix C 
and Appendix D.

2.4 A summary of comments received (for and against) is shown in the table 
below:



2.5 The petition was from the 32 residents of Singledge Avenue, who are 
concerned that the restrictions have displaced parking into their road, which 
makes it very hard to get in and out of drives when cars are parked opposite, 
and causes access difficulties for larger vehicles.  They suggest allowing 
parking on one side of Archers Court Road.

2.6 Despite the objections and comments received, the Parish Council are keen to 
go ahead and make these restrictions permanent.

Comment KCC response
Improved traffic flow Removing parking will have the effect of 

improving traffic flow
Improved bus access Removing parking will have the effect of 

improving traffic flow and stopping 
parking that might inhibit bus access to 
bus stops.

Although vehicle speed has 
increased, better sightlines make it 
easier and safer to cross the road.

Removing parking can improve 
sightlines.

Easier and safer to exit driveways 
where restrictions are placed

Removing parking can improve 
sightlines.

Less parking by workers at local fast 
food restaurant means they don’t drop 
their litter thus street is cleaner

Although anti-social in nature, if this was 
previously an issue then removing 
parking will help prevent this.

Removing the parking has led to 
increased vehicle speeds.

Improved traffic flow can lead to 
increased vehicles speeds.  Although 
some vehicles are travelling faster, 
average speeds are still only slightly 
above the speed limit.

Parked vehicles act as a form of traffic 
calming

It was observed that the gap in the lines 
enables vehicles to park, and this does 
act as a traffic calming feature.

Visitors are unable to park in the road Visitors will need to park either off street 
or in other areas where no restrictions 
exist.

Now there is no access to Richmond 
Way, the restrictions are no longer 
necessary

The Parish Council has requested that 
these restrictions be made permanent.

Increased speed makes it dangerous 
to exit driveway

Improved traffic flow can lead to 
increased vehicles speeds.  Greater care 
when exiting driveway will be needed.

Does not want to 50m gap outside 
their house as makes it hard to see 
when existing drive due to parked 
cars

Parked vehicles either side of a drive can 
obstruct sightlines, and where 
restrictions exist elsewhere meaning that 
people regularly park in the gap, this 
could pose a persistent issue.

People parked in gap drop litter This could be an issue resulting from 
enabling parking, and is an anti-social 
behaviour.



2.7 A manual speed survey was conducted on 1/11/17 for one hour between 
12:08 and 13:08 to gather data to give an indication of vehicle speeds along 
the road.  Only vehicles travelling uninhibited i.e. not held up by parked or 
turning vehicles were recorded.  The results are as follows:

Eastbound Westbound
Mean speed 31.4mph 32.1mph
85th %ile speed 35mph 36mph

2.8 On the basis of these results it is proposed that the current restrictions are 
made permanent.

3.0 Corporate Implications

3.1 Financial and VAT

3.1.1 None for Dover District Council.

3.2 Legal

3.2.1 None for Dover District Council.

3.3     Corporate

3.3.1 None for Dover District Council.

4.0 Recommendation(s)

4.1 That the waiting restrictions should be made permanent as proposed.

Contact Officer: Richard Heaps, Schemes Project Manager (Dover), Kent County 
Council, 03000 418181

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

Background Papers

Title Details of where to access copy
Whole file Highway Services, Kent County Council



Appendix A – Plan of Proposals



Appendix B – Consultation Responses (Support)





Appendix C – Consultation Responses (Object)







Appendix D – Consultation Responses (Multiple Signature Letter)






