
 
 

Meeting: Delegated Decisions by the Executive Member for Community 
Services on Traffic Regulation Orders 

Date: 1 June 2016 

Subject: Drovers Way, Dunstable – Review  representations to 
Proposed Waiting Restrictions 
 

Report of: Paul Mason, Head of Highways 
 

Summary: This report seeks the approval of the Executive Member for Community 
Services for the implementation of waiting restrictions in Drovers Way, 
Dunstable 
 

 

 
Contact Officer: Gary Baldwin 

gary.baldwin@centralbedfordshire.gov.uk 
 

Public/Exempt: Public 

Wards Affected: Dunstable Northfields 

Function of: Council 

 

CORPORATE IMPLICATIONS 

Council Priorities: 

The proposal will improve road safety, traffic management and the amenity in the 
affected roads. 
 
Financial: 

The works are being funded by the Council Traffic Management and Parking scheme 
budget 
 
Legal: 

None from this report 
 
Risk Management: 

None from this report 
 
Staffing (including Trades Unions): 

None from this report 
 
Equalities/Human Rights: 

None from this report 
 
Community Safety: 

The proposal will improve road safety for all road users. 
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Sustainability: 

None from this report 
 

 

RECOMMENDATION(S): 

That the proposal to introduce No Waiting at any time in Drovers Way, Dunstable 
be withdrawn and an extended H bar marking be installed. 

 
 
Background and Information 
 
1. This matter was considered at the meeting held on 4 February 2016 and the 

decision was “That the proposal to introduce No Waiting at any time in Drovers 
Way, Dunstable be deferred to allow officers to consider alternatives which would 
minimise the loss of parking space.” 
 

2. To summarise; the proposal to introduce no waiting was published in October 
2015 and attracted two objections. The main points made were that the proposals 
appear to be appeasing one resident rather than providing a wider solution to 
parking issues in the area. In addition, it was pointed out that there is very little 
justification for introducing the restrictions and the reason given were 
inappropriate. 
 

3. Officers’ response acknowledged that the request for parking restrictions was 
made by a nearby resident. However, the present parking problems have been 
created, in part at least, by the installation of concrete bollards which were 
intended to address an issue with footway parking. The bollards have resulted in 
parked cars being positioned in such a way that they obscure visibility for drivers 
emerging from adjacent accesses. It is a fact that this location coincides with the 
end of a footpath where pedestrians are likely to want to cross Drovers Way. The 
proposed yellow lines would improve inter-visibility between drivers and 
pedestrians. 
 

4. Following the February meeting, officers have considered alternatives to minimise 
the loss of parking space. 
 
(i) Withdraw the No Waiting at any time proposal and install a H bar marking 

across the driveway of no.95 and extending for approximately 1 metre on 
either side. This would not be as effective as the double yellow line proposal, 
but would provide more manoeuvring space and better visibility for emerging 
drivers. H bar markings do not carry the same legal significance as yellow 
lines, but have proved successful at other locations where they have been 
used. 
 

(ii) The only practical means of providing more parking would be to convert the 
grass area to the front of property nos.79 to 93 Drovers Way to an off-road 
car park. This is a sizeable area that could potentially provide up to 20 
parking spaces. It is Council owned land, rather than highway. The matter 
has been discussed with Housing Services who have funded this type of work 
in the past. 
 



 They asked for the initial views of the Planning Officer, whose observations 
were “There are a number of quality parcels of amenity land along Drovers 
Way which include mature and good quality trees, the loss of the open space 
and landscaping would result in an unacceptable visual impact which is not 
outweighed by the potential benefit to off road parking provision. As such I 
would not see an application for this being supported in planning terms.” 
 
Consequently, it would appear that there is very little prospect of an off-road 
parking solution being successful. 
 

 
Conclusion 
 
5. The conversion of the grass area to parking appears to be unacceptable, so it is 

recommended that alternative solution of installing an extended H bar marking be 
implemented. 
 

6.  If approved, the works are expected to take place within the 2016/17 financial 
year. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
Appendices: 
 
Appendix A – Drawing of Proposals 
Appendix C – Written representations 
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Grass area for possible 
conversion to parking 
referred to in paragraph 4. 



Appendix B 
 

 



 
 
 
 


