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bj ection to Managenent Plans re Planning Application

Nunber: 251621 These conments are in addition to ny previous
objections and relate to new docunents upl oaded by the council of
whi ch residents have had NO - notice. Wiy is that?

The managenent pl ans upl oaded do not address the fundanental issues
created by a Car-|ess devel opnent proposal

Too Little Car Parking Provision is not addressed by this Franework
for Parki ng Managenent

The franmework only references trying to nanage the car parking
probl em created by the devel opnent proposal and does not provide a
solution to problem- which is over devel opnent of the site with not
enough parking provided.

The franmework highlights that there is no parking available in the
vicinity of this proposed devel opnent of 21 residential units other
than the paid for train station car park

Al'l nearby streets are snall private roads already at capacity.
Bui I ding a ' managenent franework' to address problens created on
these roads is a nonsense.

And there's no parking on site. The proposed devel opnent is to be
serviced by 2 blue badge spaces and 4 visitor spaces for carers and
"authorised visitors' only. This is clearly not realistic. WII
these 'Car free residents' only have car free visitors? No

devel opnent of 21 residential units would be allowed such a | ow
nunber of parking

spaces.

This framework is inconsistent with Wki ngham Borough Council's own
Town Centre Masterplan and pl anni ng policy. The proposal represents
over devel opnent .

The Par ki ng Managenment Pl an just highlights the need for nore
parking - isn't this obvious?

The franmework states "tenancy agreenents shall include provisions
requiring residents not to park vehicles on Park Road or Al bert Road
other nearby private roads". Wiy? Because the planning applicant
knows that this developnent will not be car free and they are not
providing sufficient parking spaces.

Wiy is the applicant planning to off-load the parking problemon to
| ocal residents as a consequence of their inability to provide
on-site parking. Every other residence in this area provides one or
nore parki ng spaces per housing unit on its site - this devel opnent
shoul d be no different. The non-provision of parking is not in
accor dance

with the Local Design Guide which | have already cited in ny

obj ecti ons.

There is nothing in this franework that is enforceable as part of

their proposal to 'nanage the problemi. The plan - if one is
required - has no teeth and does not address the problem Oher
comment ators have highlighted the weasel words used - 'nmininize the

probl em of devel opnent parking issues' just confirns that there will



be parking issues. How about a plan that prevents parking issues in
the first

pl ace.

| therefore request that the Council enforce the need for adequate
par ki ng onsite.



