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Please address correspondence to: - 
Cranford, Bradcutts Lane, Cookham Maidenhead, Berks SL6 9AA
20 August  2024
Planning Department

Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead

Town Hall, St Ives Road

Maidenhead

Berks SL6 1RF
Dear Sirs,

SITE AL37, LAND AT LOWER MOUNT FARM, CANNONDOWN LANE,

COOKHAM - PLANNING APPLICATIONS 23/02019 AND 23/02022
PARKING ISSUES
In our original objection letter to these applications, we set out some of our concerns about the design of parking spaces with regard to the convenience and safety of the residents using them. We note that the Highway Comments of 27/06/24 have partially recognized these issues by recommending the removal of houses at present located on plots A1 and B35. This recommendation should be followed but we do not believe this goes far enough regarding the use of tandem parking spaces on the main access road. 
Tandem parking  may be inconvenient but acceptable in cul-de-sacs and parking courts. However, we believe very strongly that, unless provision is made for turning within the plot in order to allow entry and exit in a forward gear, tandem parking should not be used on roads with significant passing traffic. Tandem parking is inherently inconvenient for residents as it requires unnecessary additional vehicle movements to get out the vehicle furthest from the road. Furthermore, it requires additional parking spaces to temporarily park the outer vehicle. It is fundamentally poor design. Where there is significant passing traffic the extra maneuvering  and on-road parking created by tandem parking  produces an additional easily avoidable safety risk. This is unacceptable.
This is a site where usable  parking provision should be provided to the full RBWM standard because of the poor availability of public transport; likely high car ownership; and lack of any alternative public parking. The latest Supporting Planning Layout drawings (dated 24/07/24) show a total requirement  for parking spaces of 438 (Site A -359 and Site B-79). This requirement is not met because the allocated and unallocated resident parking spaces  only total 392 (Site A -322 and Site B-70). There is a shortfall of 46 places. Virtually all the 78 garage and other spaces identified as “in addition to parking calculations” are behind tandem parking and therefore too inconvenient to be considered as  a usable part of the parking requirement.
We note that the Highway Comments of 27/06/24 indicate only 12 visitor parking spaces were being proposed on the previous site layout against the 20  they had requested. (Coincidentally 20 was also the minimum that we suggested originally in our letter of 17 October 2023!). We note that on the latest layout 20 spaces are now being provided. We wish to emphasize that  we believe that 20 are required as a minimum for visitors, tradesmen and deliveries in addition to the resolving of the tandem parking issue and not partially in response to the tandem parking issue.
Despite the amended drawings this application still fails to address the many deficiencies we and others have identified in the scheme. We do not believe that the current layout can be modified to accommodate these concerns. We maintain our request for this application to be refused.
Yours faithfully,

R D Scarff, Chairman, Planning Sub-committee, The Cookham Society

Cc Cookham Parish Council, RBWM Ward Councillors and Case Officer
The Cookham Society has over 600 full members
and a further 600 online Facebook followers. 
It aims, for the benefit of the public, to protect, preserve and create
features of general public amenity within the Parish of Cookham, Berkshire.

Registered Charity No.257224
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