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3m  1.8m 2m 6m

(A) Subtle flare at the junction with vehicle cross-over into
rear car court or a Mews, eases potential visibility tension with

on-street parking in bays when entering the avenue.

(B) Depending on the desired character the 2m zone shown
near this junction could be hard surfaced but grass is preferable

‘AVENUE’

2m  1.8m 3m

6m eaves

19.2m between frontages

6m eaves height townhouses coupled with street
components at dimensions shown give a
‘generally effective’ 1:3 height to width ratio.
Gables facing into the street would increase eave

to help limit surface water run-off and its micro-climate ‘cooling ~ Neight component of this ratio and further aid the

properties

positive spatial enclosure of the avenue.

Avenue: typical parameters (on-street parking bays &
street trees)

Planted threshold

Typically 3m

Footway

Typically 1.8m
(minimum 1.2m where justified and maximum 3m)

Segregated cycleway

Depends on neighbourhood structure/routes to schools &
play areas etc. When combined footway/cycleway provided
typically 5m in total

Footway flares for trees

2m

On-street parking (in line with C/W) using bays inset
between street trees OR a demarcated zone

2m wide x 6m defined bays, typically in groups of 2
between street trees spaced as closely as possible OR
where simply a demarcated zone proposed to one side of
closely spaced street trees then 2m wide based on notional
5.5m hay lengths

Carriageway

Width not necessarily constant; Subject to tracking,
typically min 6m for avenues accommodating buses




Toolkit 2: Street Design and Parking Space Dimensions

Think: ‘Relaxed / Quiet ‘(SIDE)STREET’

Side street provides
opportunities for vehicles to be
parked at the head of the street
(bottom left) tucked into the
widened footway that wraps
around the corner. Trees on each
corner could visually soften and

create a sense of entrance. Generally shorter narrower streets with less linear tree planting

Terraces and semi-detached properties predominate: some detached houses
Street trees can be accommodated with care, including in the carriageway
On-street parking in strong groups rather than in piecemeal fashion

On-street spaces grouped meaningfully avoids tension with crossovers
Locating parking on one-side of street helps establish clear ‘rules’

Use widened corners at street heads as means of 'tucking in' spaces

Bays made legible through surfacing or materials

Entrances into car courts best treated as widened vehicle crossovers

Narrow entrances to courts help reduce visual gaps & help slow speeds

Use tracking plots for refuse sized vehicles to check positions of bays

Where street fronts a green space, parking spaces may be on the opposite side

Street tree positioned within the
carriageway at Newhall, Essex.
Can help slow vehicle speeds
along the street and have
potential to be used to define
on-street parking zones.

Increased variety of parking approaches accessed
from the side street, including on and off-plot forms, but
the street still retains a strong sense of enclosure with a
more intimate character than the busier formal avenue.
Restrict size of rear courts and to instances where for place-
making reasons a continuous frontage is needed. Consider
building above entrances into courts to limit visual gaps. Ensure
courts are secure. Tandem relationships possible where on-street
unallocated resource also provided.

4
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‘(SIDE)STREET’

6m eaves L
5m eaves ‘

13.9m between frontages

Mixture of 3-storey townhouses and 2-storey

: : homes in terraced, semi-detached and detached
increasingly encountered along flank walls. configurations. Thresholds of varied depths shown
Inset street trees in C/W help soften the zone of in the above example. The street in cross section
on-street parking clear of vehicle crossovers. would fall between 1:23 — 1.27 in terms of height
to width ratio. This would give ‘generally effective’
positive spatial enclosure of the side street.

On-plot car barn and tandem péfking

~ Small rear parking courts used where place-making dictates a
continuous street frontage. Courts may include off-plot open fronted
car barns (facing different ways as shown, off-plot allocated open
spaces together with on-plot single car barns and on-plot open spaces.
Courts should have electronic access gates. Security and overlooking
through design is needed. Tree planting, within and/or adjacent to the
court, visually softens this small communal space.

(Side) Street; typical parameters (some street trees)

Planted Threshold Typically 1.5 - 2m

Footway Typically 1.8m
(min 1.2m where justified and max 3m)

Segregated cycleway None

Footway flares for trees 6m radii sufficient to enable inset 2m wide parking bay
zone and clear stem / raised crown street tree opportunity

Demarcated zone of on-street parking 2m wide. Trees can be inset into carriageway

Carriageway (including opportunities for inset trees) Width not necessarily constant; Subject to tracking for
refuse size vehicles, typically 4.8m
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Toolkit 2: Street Design and Parking Space Dimensions

IS Ceols MEWS & PRIVATE

Parking spaces ‘tucked in’ to
strong street landscaping
approach at Newhall, Essex

Mews & private drives
Planted thresholds and perimeter

Footway
Segregated cycleway
‘Tucked in’ zones for parking

DRIVES’

4
A

¥ y \ l
o=

2m  4.1m

On-street parking can compliment design measures used to slow speeds

Tight layout accommodates terraces, semi-detached & detached homes

Mews / lanes typically block paved but, with care, could be tarmac

Absence of footway liberates space to ‘tuck in’ on-street parking

Unallocated spaces created alongside flank & garden walls and in small pockets
Parking nestled within visually attractive strong tree and shrub planting scheme
Strong landscaping 'grounds' buildings in visually attractive fashion

Strong landscaping softens the visual impact of parked cars

Care needed to prevent obstruction to garage and rear court accesses
Contrasting materials or paving colours can be used to demarcate bays
Consider subtle widening along private drives to accommodate flexible resource
Check all parking bays with refuse and domestic vehicle tacking plots

Typically 0 - 2m in mews — possibly more for private drives.
Planted perimeter spaces soften impact of parking.

None - shared surface

None

2m wide (in line with C/W).Fully demarcated zones at 6m
lengths. For right angle and angled parking to carriageway
see ‘Toolkit 2'. Essential to ‘tuck’ on-street parking into strong
tree and shrub planting scheme along walls and flanks etc.

Carriageway (including opportunities for inset Width not necessarily constant; Subject to tracking (including

trees)

refuse vehicle), typically 4.1m for Mews and 3m for private
drives. Spaces for cars to pass each other at least every
40m

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Mews should be positively
enclosed attractive streets with a
strong residential presence and
not a collection of car courtyards
masquerading as a ‘Home
Zone'. Flared spaces along the
Mews together with changes in
direction and planting can create
an intimate and attractive place
in which to live. The approach to
parking and speed of through
vehicular movement is a
fundamental design layer.

A high brick garden boundary wall
provides opportunities for a different
parking typology in this example. The
combination of the high brick wall and
the strong tree planting ensures
adequate levels of privacy to the rear
gardens shown.

The twists and turns of the Mews can create
visual drama. The location and type of
parking, street trees and planted threshold
spaces all have a strong role in reinforcing
driver perception of a narrow slow speed
environment. Designs need to be tracked for
refuse sized vehicles. Intentional ‘tightening’
along the Mews may be used in places to

reinforce a ‘no parking’ message at this point.

Toolkit 2: Street Design and Parking Space Dimensions

A Mews could be one-sided at
certain points along its length if
that makes design sense as part
of a wider layout.

Treating entrances into Mews from
other streets as a simple vehicular
crossover is another idea worth
exploring. Use of dropped kerbs, and
a contrasting colour paving to that
used within the Mews can work well.




Toolkit 2: Street Design and Parking Space Dimensions

Dimensions (minimums)

open spaces
2.5m (witle) 2.7m (wite)

am amm

unaohstructed wall f fence flank of
at sides huilding at one side

2.89m twide) xam 5.4m Mwide) x am

walls [TeNCeS  yqyis ffences | flanks
iflanks of of buildings on both

buildings on sides of pair of spaces
hath sides

enclosed (car barns)
2.9m (wide) A.4m fwided

A.8m 5.5m
single car open plan double

barn car barn & itreble
at ¥.9m wide)

enclosed (garages)

3.6rm {or 3m) Brm
5.5m Bm
[or 7rmy

open plan double

garage & {treble
tandem & garages

at ¥.9m wide)
-I e

| 0.5mzone for doors
to swing apen arup

POWERED TWO WHEEL

Spaces hard up to building if necessary

2.5m
long

1.5m Covered spaces helps
wide protect from weather

Spaces hard up to building if necessary

Combined car barns
with rear secure stores
for cycles: traditional or
green roofs
possible

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Toolkit 2: Street Design and Parking Space Dimensions

Car Barn Examples

3-bay classic ‘Kent’ car barn
Enclosed on 1 side.

3-bay classic ‘Kent' car barn
with gablet roof detail and
catslide roof over integrated
store. Enclosed on 3 sides.




Toolkit 3: Parking Typologies That Work

10 Toolkit 3: Parking Typologies That Work

10.1

10.2

10.3

10.4

10.5

10.6

10.7

A number of parking design typologies are referenced in this section to help
inspire creativity and innovation in place-making by designers.

These are directly based on ‘Car Parking: What works where’ published by
English Partnerships in 2006 with some additions and variants. The list is
comprehensive but not exhaustive. It is conceivable that other typologies
may come forward over time and may need to be incorporated in future
reviews. Any additional typologies promoted by designers will need to be
clearly explained and justified in supporting information with applications.

Some design approaches tend to suit only one type of location and the
associated likely residential density, whereas others are less
‘density-sensitive’. The traffic light system used in ‘Car Parking: What works
where’ is therefore translated into the locations identified in this SPD. This
helps easily identify those design approaches that in terms of location are;-

(a) suitable (green light),
(b) should be used with caution (amber light), and,
(c) are fundamentally unsuitable (red light).

Applicants will be expected to concentrate on typologies shown green, use
amber sparingly and with care and avoid those shown red. Typologies shown
with a tick are those considered to be particularly helpful for the development
contexts in this Borough.

Each typology is explained in full by means of a diagram together with
associated text. This information is provided in Appendix 1.

The term ‘enclosed spaces’ encompasses both oversized garages and car
barns. Toolkit 1 sets out the locations where garages will be acceptable as
allocated parking resources and Toolkit 2 sets out minimum dimensions.

Applicants will be expected to ensure parking designs are safe and secure
in accordance with advice in ‘By Design’ and the Urban Design Compendium
1 section 5.6.1. Off-plot small courtyards must be secure to ensure they are
well used for parking and, at the same time, do not render the rears of
adjacent properties more vulnerable to crime. In flatted schemes, views over
a parking courtyard may be partially obstructed by parked cars or store
buildings and the ability to defend communal space quickly will often be
limited by building design that configures movement through an internal core.
In both instances, electronic security gates are recommended.

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Toolkit 3: Parking Typologies That Work

Central

Suburban

Rural

OFF PLOT

[1] Multi-storey

[2] Underground

[3] Undercroft

[4] Podium

[5] Mechanical

[6] Front court

[7] Rear court

[14] Mews street

ON STREET

[8] Central reservation

[9] Right angled

[10] Angled to pavement

[11] In line with pavement

[12] Housing square

[13] Parking square

ON PLOT

[14] Mews court

[15] Live / work above parking

[16] Integral garage

[17] Attached garage

[18] On plot podium

[19] Cut out/ drive through

[20] Rear garden via court/lane

[21] Car port or car barn

[22] Hardstanding

[23] Detached garage

[24] Detached garage to front

Additional
resource
Additional
resource

Additional

resource
Additional
resource

Additional
resource
Additional
resource

Additional
resource
Additional
resource




Toolkit 4: Complementary Approaches

11 Toolkit 4: Complementary Approaches

1.1

11.2

In pressurised existing ‘central’ locations, where on-street parking controls
are pro-actively enforced and parking guidance is minimum based,
complementary approaches that assist meeting the transport needs of scheme
occupants will be appropriate. Similarly, complementary approaches will also
be appropriate to the approach taken in future urban extensions and would
be supported in suburban locations.

Applicants will be expected to demonstrate that these have been fully
explored. Planning conditions and Section106 agreements will be
necessary to properly secure these approaches for the benefit of the
residents of such schemes.

Residential Travel Plans

11.3

11.4

Guidance on Transport Assessments and Travel Plans has been published
by Kent Highway Services. The decision as to whether a Travel Plan will be
required will rest with the Council. Schemes in excess of 50 dwellings in a
central location will be expected to provide such a Travel Plan.

A Residential Travel Plan might include a number of initiatives such as;-
(a) provision of public transport information as part of a welcome pack
(b) introductory free or discounted bus travel for residents
(c) good cycle storage

(d) provision of a scheme or neighbourhood car-share scheme to help
reduce private travel from the home to the workplace

(e) provision of a scheme or neighbourhood car club to accommodate
more occasional journeys that cannot be easily made by public transport

(f) design approaches and technologies that facilitate easy home working
thereby reducing the need to travel and give real time information on public
transport within the home

Car Clubs

11.5

Originating in metropolitan areas but increasingly found in smaller cities and
towns, car clubs typically offer members the ability to hire cars from as little
as 30 minutes to a few weeks on a 24 hour 7 days a week basis. Membership
typically involves an annual fee of approximately £50 with cars available on
hourly and daily hire rates including a certain amount of fuel.

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Toolkit 4: Complementary Approaches

11.6

1.7

11.8

For residents that only need the use of a car a few times a week, car clubs
have potential to help save money and reduce problems of space devoted
to storage of cars when not in use. Membership of a car club obviates the
costs of vehicle purchase, parking permits, road tax, MOT, repairs and
maintenance and car insurance.

Car clubs can therefore compliment living (and home working) in ‘central’
locations that contain a good range of everyday facilities within a walk-able
distance and are served by frequent public transport linking to larger centres,
including providing access to the rail network.

Car clubs will need a certain critical mass of users in order to be viable as a
business and, typically, are initially established through pump priming and
a time renewable contract. That critical mass might be generated by a single
residential development but it could also be generated through a large number
of smaller scale schemes making pooled contributions to help establish a
scheme or increase the car resource of the club. Car clubs may also be
useful for centrally located businesses as a pool car which will further help
guarantee usage and therefore underpin business viability. Car clubs will
need provision of parking spaces either in dedicated on-street spaces
exempted from parking controls as part of a parking strategy and/or provided
in secure accessible locations such as in a parking court forming part of a
larger development.



Powered Two-Wheeler Parking

12 Powered Two-Wheeler Parking

12.1

12.2

12.3

124

Powered two wheel (PTW) transport is a convenient form of personal transport
for some people, particularly for relatively short journeys. It uses fewer parking
spaces than other motor vehicles and so can be more easily physically
accommodated in situations where space is at a premium. It generally also
produces less air pollution and, as an alternative to single occupancy cars,
it can help reduce congestion.

In suburban and rural locations most PTW parking will be on plot either in
place of a car or on another small area of hardstanding.

Applicants proposing flats in central and suburban locations will be strongly
encouraged to provide covered areas capable of being used by PTW users
clear of any car court parking spaces. Minimum dimensions are given in
Toolkit 2.

Linked to the locations identified in Toolkit 1 of this SPD, the following
standard of provision should be provided for PTW users:-

Central locations

1 space + 1 space for every 20 car parking spaces provided derived from
Toolkit 1. Promoters of zero or reduced parking schemes will be expected
to show the potential for enhanced PTW provision within their scheme.

Suburban and rural locations

1 space + 1 space for every 20 parking spaces derived from Toolkit 1.

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Cycle Parking

13 Cycle Parking

131

13.2

13.3

13.4

Cycling can be part of an active lifestyle and be useful for everyday
neighbourhood journeys. It can also be a healthy way of commuting short
to medium distances to the workplace or to a destination where the rest of
a journey can then be continued by public transport.

Recent initiatives such as the Cycle 2 Work scheme dovetail with PPG13
maximum based car parking approaches at trip destinations. The Council
has made good progress to date in enhancing the attractiveness of cycling
in the Borough as a result of negotiating funding for improvements to the
cycle network and will continue to do so.

Accordingly, cycle parking in residential developments need to be appropriate
in terms of size, security, convenience and protection against the weather.
Credits are available for cycle storage at the home under the provisions of
the EcoHome or Code for Sustainable Homes (CFSH) systems that will help
the achievement of Policy CS10 of the Core Strategy which seeks to improve
sustainable design and construction. Applicants will be encouraged to design
cycle provision so as to accrue the maximum credits that are available as
part of this process in creating good sustainable places to live. Provision in
excess of the requirements of Policy TC24 of the Town Centre Area Action
Plan will also be strongly encouraged.

For schemes where the CFSH applies, the following quantum per dwelling
and dimensions should be accommodated;-

(a) Studios or 1-bed dwellings
Storage for 1 cycle per dwelling

(b) 2 and 3-bed dwellings

Storage for 2 cycles per dwelling

(c) 4-bed (and above) dwellings
Storage for 4 cycles per dwelling

CFSH Dimensions

1 cycle minimum 2m long x 0.75m wide
2 cycles minimum 2m long x 1.5m wide

4 cycles minimum 2m long x 2.5m wide



13.5

13.6

13.7

Cycle Parking

For schemes coming forward under EcoHomes, the quantum of cycle parking
per dwelling and related dimensions remain the same for CFSH. The credits
available depend on the achievement of the approach across the development
either at 50% or 95% coverage. Again, applicants will be encouraged to
design cycle parking as to accrue the maximum credits that are available.

Applicants will be expected to demonstrate in applications and supporting
statements how these dimensions are taken forward as part of the design
approach (communal provision for flats / within garages and car barns or
other buildings on the plot) and where applicable give the CFSH or EcoHomes
score that is expected as a result. Applicants are encouraged to consider
incorporating cycle and garden storage as part of the design of enclosed
spaces as this will help minimise the impact of individual buildings on the
plot.

In instances where neither CFSH nor EcoHomes apply, applicants will
nevertheless be required to provide cycle parking in accordance with the
quantum and dimensions detailed at paragraph 13.4 and demonstrate the
proposed approach in applications and supporting documentation.

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Reduced and Zero Parking Schemes

14 Reduced and Zero Parking Schemes

141

14.2

14.3

14.4

14.5

14.6

14.7

These may be advanced in central locations where matters of development
viability and/or restricted size of an individual site are such that the parking
typologies identified in this SPD cannot realistically be achieved but, in all
other respects, the development is a desirable one when considered against
development plan policies.

Converting existing buildings with limited curtilage to residential uses in
central locations is an example where similar problems in providing car
parking for scheme users will be likely to be faced.

The Council will expect applicants to set out clear reasons why reduced or
zero parking schemes are being proposed and to share development viability
with the Council on an open book basis if requested. Applicants will be
expected to demonstrate that the approach proposed is one that is done so
for genuine reasons rather than simply relying on the scheme being in a
central location and therefore not needing any further thought about how it
will function in practice as a good place to live.

Applicants will be expected to include the complimentary approaches set
out in Toolkit 4 of this SPD in reduced or zero parking schemes. Planning
conditions and Section106 agreements will be used to secure such
measures for the long term benefit of scheme residents.

Applicants proposing reduced and zero parking schemes will be expected
to ensure that schemes provide good levels of secure covered cycle parking
and maximise opportunities for the parking of two wheeled vehicles.

Applicants are also encouraged to investigate arrangements for the sharing
of parking spaces with other central uses within an easy walk of the site.
Such initiatives have the capacity to help sensibly optimise the efficiency of
available parking resources within an otherwise constrained central
environment.

There is clearly a complementary role here for developer / purchaser and
landlord / tenant covenants. Applicants should provide evidence as to the
enforceability and commitment to such approaches to demand management
at pre-application and planning application stages.



15 Proposed Review Period

15.1

The intention is that the SPD will be reviewed at the latest within 5 years of
adoption with earlier review possible if development circumstances materially
change, for example if the LDFCS is reviewed, and/or monitoring of schemes
developed in accordance with the SPD suggests that changes in approach
are necessary. The review will also take into account the 2011 Census
information when it is published.

-
(3,
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Appendix 1 Parking Typologies that Work

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

Each typology is explained through a

diagram together with associated text that combines the
information set out in ‘Car Parking: What works where’
supplemented by further design advice.

The term ‘enclosed spaces’ encompasses both
oversized garages and car ports/car barns: Toolkit 3 sets
out where these different approaches will be appropriate.

OFF-PLOT PARKING TYPOLOGIES

{1] Multi-storey

Can be single or multiple entry point. Covered
parking provided in marked bays and arranged
over levels connected with ramps. Access
generally controlled from residents’ cars. No direct
access to homes from parking. Form should be
wrapped in buildings to help maintain active
streets frontage.

[2] Underground

Can be single or multiple entry point. Covered
parking provided in marked bays a full storey
height or more below street. Access generally
controlled from residents’ cars. No direct access to
homes from parking.

[3] Undercroft

Open sided parking bays provided at street level
or half a level down for natural ventilation.
Parking best secured with a grill or other design
approach that creates a bar to physical access
from street. Accommodation provided above. No
direct access to homes from parking.

[4] Podium

Distinguished from underground / undercroft by
the addition of private or shared outdoor space ) 1
above covered parking. Parking area to be
naturally ventilated. Should be closed to street
for the security of parked vehicles. No direct
access to homes from parking.

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Appendix 1 Parking Typologies that Work

1.6  [5] Mechanical

Can be a sliding, stacking or rotating e e

system provided on one or more levels. =T _ z,;' i L

Best when controlled by residents. No = ’N -~ .
direct access to homes from parked e Sl —~a
vehicles. <

1.7 [6] Front court
Marked or unmarked bays overlooked by
fronts of homes. Can be partly enclosed
by buildings / walls and inset within a
widened footway. Small groupings will
reduce visual impact of sides of vehicles
parked at 90 degrees to direction of travel
along the street — linear street trees and
shrub planting will also help in this respect
and enable integration with other green
structuring elements to the street. Can be
‘tucked in’ within a ‘Homezone’ type layout.

1.8 [7] Rear court
Grouped (often terraced) garages or
hardstandings (marked or unmarked)
around shared court, accessed between
and located to rear. Court should
generally serve no more than six homes
as restricted size creates more
personalised place and helps residents’
police activity within the court. Courts
serving houses must be secure to ensure
that they are well-used for parking and do not render the
rears of adjacent properties more vulnerable to crime. In
situations where courts are proposed to serve an on-plot
block of flats, the design approach typically encountered
is one where movement is configured through a central
core. The ability of residents to defend space quickly is
therefore reduced. In both instances, electronic security
gates at the entrance are recommended. Amalgamation
of car courts creates car dominated environments and
should be avoided.

Variants can provide some on-plot parking at rear of
gardens (see No.20 - On-plot Rear Garden via court /
lane). Garden boundary designs should include elements
that help ensure visual surveillance of activity within the
court. Keep entrances to courts narrow. Think about



1.9

1.10

111

Appendix 1 Parking Typologies that Work

quality of visual termination of the vista created from the
street. Tree planting can help.

Use of a build-over at entrance (with or without
accommodation or amenity space above) can address
disruption of continuous frontage and street enclosure.
Car barns could be provided to enclose spaces with or
without accommodation above. Visitor parking should not
be provided in rear courts as it will not be visible to
intended users.

ON-STREET PARKING TYPOLOGIES

[8] Central reservation

Kerbside parking arranged both sides of a
strip dividing traffic flows with marked
bays for parking in same direction as the
traffic flow. Bays might be demarcated
through contrasting materials.
Landscaping needed to soften visual
impact and reinforce linear vertical
enclosure and structure of the street.

[9] Right angled

Kerbside parking at right angles to axis of
footway, generally in marked bays. Bays
might be demarcated through contrasting
materials. Care needed in positioning with
impact on visibility splays from nearby
junctions. Increase in building heights
needed to compensate for the wider
street that is created. Street trees and
shrub planting can soften the visual
impact, especially in ‘Homezone’ type
layouts. Can reinforce sense of place when combined
with a layout with a distinctive urban form,
such as a crescent.

[10] Angled to pavement

Kerbside parking at less than right angle to
axis of pavement, generally in marked
bays. Bays might be demarcated through
contrasting materials. Approach is direction
sensitive. Street trees and shrub planting
can soften the visual impact, especially in
‘Homezone’ type layouts.

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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1.12 [11] In line with pavement
Kerbside parking provided parallel to the
axis of the footway. Reinforces linear
perspective of more formal streets when
combined with strong street tree planting.
Bays may be provided inset between trees
or to one side and can be either marked or
unmarked. Bays might also be demarcated
through contrasting materials

1.13 [12] Housing square
In line kerbside parking arranged around
the sides of a landscaped, often tree
planted, central amenity space around
which buildings are grouped. Typically
combined with further in-line parking
closest to building frontages. The approach
is capable of being applied to other
geometric forms. Surfacing materials,
possibly unified, capable of differentiating
and enhancing the hard elements of the
housing square as a key event in the
neighbourhood.

1.14 [13] Parking Square
A variant of the housing square where
parking is provided centrally at right angles.
Found in many historic settlement layouts it
provides a modern use for a former
gathering / market place. A shared visually
unified surface approach will help tie the
space together with the buildings that
provide the primary spatial enclosure. Tree
planting will soften the impact of the group
of parked cars. The hard surface is also
an adaptable space capable of
accommodating occasional
neighbourhood events. The parking oy
ol [t
square may be at the end of a street or an SRR
‘event’ encountered as part of a through :
route.




1.15

1.16

1.17

Appendix 1 Parking Typologies that Work

ON-PLOT PARKING TYPOLOGIES

[14] Mews Court & Mews Street

Terraced or grouped on plot enclosed spaces
in a yard type layout serving homes
constructed above. Found within perimeter
blocks. Careful integration of entrances and
windows necessary to ensure surveillance of
parked cars. Differs from the off plot flats-
over-enclosed parking of a mews street
where frontages usually face each other
across a narrow lane equal in width to
building height. Provision of doors changes
car barn into a garage which is not an approach that will
be counted as part of allocated parking in some locations
— refer to Toolkit 1.

[15] Live / work above parking

A detached enclosed space to the rear of a
dwelling designed with accommodation
above to encourage flexible living, such as
live/work or workshops or just residential
above enclosed parking. Coach house
variant visually attractive, counterbalances
impact of open parking spaces and provides
element of ground floor living
accommodation. Windows at ground floor
level further assist surveillance of the street.

Urban design use can be as a gateway or focal
point and as a building form that, alongside others,
can be grouped to create an attractive intimate
overlooked street or widened space along a street.
Parking bays can also be to provide a drive-
through into a small rear parking court. Provision
of doors changes car barn into a garage which is
not an approach that will be counted as part of
allocated parking in some locations — refer to
Toolkit 1.

[16] Integral parking space

Enclosed space within the footprint of
dwelling giving direct access to the home
with accommodation typically around and
above. Can be a risk of inactive street so
best used with double-fronted bay windows
for surveillance. Provision of doors

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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changes car barn into a garage which is not an approach
that will be counted as part of allocated parking in some
locations — refer to Toolkit 1.

1.18 [17] Attached garage
Not an approach that will be counted as
part of allocated parking in some locations
— refer to Toolkit 1.

An enclosed space with doors located to
the side of the dwelling giving direct access
at ground floor level with additional
accommodation above. May be paired with
a garage at the neighbouring plot.
According to architectural style, garage could be
developed as a green roof.

Small set-backs from the footway should be avoided as
they can lead to parking overhanging and obstructing the
footway. Position enclosed parking space close to edge of
footway as possible — leaving room for doors to open
without causing obstruction — or set back so that a car in
front of the garage is ‘nestled’ out of immediate view
alongside the flank wall.

1.19 [18] Podium
Inventive approach to give on-plot parking
as used at Accordia, Cambridge. Useful in
reconciling on-plot private amenity with
on-plot parking in higher density locations
through creating elevated terraces and
balconies. Care needed to ensure
communal access is secure and to
provide windows to enliven flank wall and
help overlooking of the adjacent street.

1.20 [19] Cut out / drive through
An arch formed at street level allowing
driveable access below first floor
accommodation to a hardstanding or
enclosed space located at the rear of the
plot. The cut out may be shared with a
neighbour if hardstandings or enclosed
spaces are paired.




Appendix 1 Parking Typologies that Work

Care needed to ensure that the cut-out to the
rear of the plot does not compromise security
of rear gardens.

Attachment of doors on the rear garden side of
the cut-out in the building will not be
acceptable as it will compromise ease of use of
the parking space beyond, potentially leading
to an allocated parking resource becoming
permanently disused.

1.21 [20] Rear garden via court /lane
Single or larger area of hardstanding
accessed from and located at rear of
property. Can be combined with provision
of an enclosed space. On-plot gates can
be used to give enhanced security. Differs
from No.7 Off-plot: Rear Court in that it
gives direct access from the car to the
home.

1.22 [21] Car port or car barn
Open sided structure, generally
located to the side of a dwelling
possibly paired with neighbour or
separated be a boundary fence or
wall. According to architectural style,
could incorporate outdoor additional
private amenity space above parking,
such as a sun terrace, or a green roof.

1.23 [22] Hardstanding
Uncovered parking area
provided adjacent to the side of
a dwelling. May provide for ‘side
by side’ parking if space allows.
A tandem arrangement will be
applicable to situations where
the grain of development is tight
and breaks in the street scene
need to be minimised. Tandem
parking arrangements can be
provided alongside flank walls to
end of terrace, semi-detached
and detached properties. Ensure sufficient
space is provided to help ‘nestle’ parked cars out of view
when looking along the street. Surface can be paved or
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1.24

1.25

finished in material allowing grass to penetrate or
permeable paving to allow surface
water ground infiltration.

[23] Detached garage

Enclosed space is located to side of
house giving indirect access to home.
May be paired with neighbour. Avoid on
plot placement that creates either
tandem parking forward of the building
line or a minimal setback that may
actually lead to inappropriate parking
and obstruction of the footway.

Not an approach that will be counted
as part of allocated parking in some
locations — refer to Toolkit 1.

[24] Detached enclosed
space to front 4
Separate single or small /
group of enclosed spaces
located at the front of a
dwelling. May be parallel or at
right angles to the dwelling.
An off-plot variant has
possibilities for terminating a
vista created by a dead-end
street or private drive.

Not an approach that will be
counted as part of allocated parking
in some locations — refer to Toolkit 1.
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DISTRICT PARKING PARKING VEHICLES | 2001 CENSUS GARA%E
RATING PROBLEMS PER UNIT VEHICLES USED FOR

Development PER UNIT PARKING

ASHFORD

Abbott Way +7% -43% 1.21 1.28 54%

Alderney Way™ -8% 1.54 (1.64)

Aylesbury Road 1.75 1.64

Blue Field 1.64 1.36

Brisley Court 1.86 1.36

Bryony Drive (1-73) +35% -16% 1.65 1.62

East Stour Way* 1.21 1.43

Gravelly Field 1.37 1.36

Highland Park (part)* 1.40 1.36 59%

Hurst Road (N)* 1.32 (1.64)

Imperial Way (part) 1.41 1.53

Mill Court 1.26 1.26

Miller Close +50% -60% 1.00 1.26

Orlestone View 1.38 1.73

Repton Park 2 (West) 1.75 1.40

Repton Park 3 (East)* 1.32 1.40

Riverbank Way* 1.06 1.43

Sir John Fogge Avenue 1.61 1.40 53%

Swaffer Way 1.50 1.563 53%

West of Charing +58% -75% 1.79 1.68 67%

Whitfeld Villas* +36% -27% 1.09 1.18 n/a

CENSUS data is average for owner-occupied houses except those in italics, which is average for
owner-occupied flats.

A Developments with a significant proportion of flats, for which average vehicle ownership rates
are lower.
i Developments with flats only.

PARKING RATING: [(Very Good + Good) — (Poor + Very Poor)] expressed as a percentage

PARKING PROBLEMS: [Yes — No] expressed as a percentage

Survey Responses for all districts are available from:-
Bob White, Transport & Development Business Manager
Kent Highway Services, Invicta House, County Hall, MAIDSTONE, ME14 1XX

Bob.White@kent.gov.uk
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Central Areas

Victoria % ]

Households 0 cars or vans 31.37 | Avg No Cars/dwg The figures, left, are a
Households 1 car or van 47.83 selectiorl qf wards, from typical
Households 2 cars or vans 17.13 areas within the Borough._

0.94 They have been grouped in
Households 3 cars or vans 2.89 relation to the emerging SPD
Households 4+ cars or vans 0.77 character areas.

Beaver The figures are from the
Households 0 cars or vans 28.91 | Avg No Cars/dwg published 2001 Census and
Households 1 car or van 47.87 represent Ownership
Households 2 cars or vans 19.09 0.99 information at the previous
Households 3 cars or vans 3.35 time of data collection. In some
Households 4+ cars or vans 0.78 sample areas, the majority of

dwellings have a vehicle but in

Bybrook others, two-vehicle ownership
Households 0 cars or vans 23.56 | Avg No Cars/dwg features more strongly.
Households 1 car or van 47.49 Current data shows ownership
Households 2 cars or vans 23.09 112 continues to grow and the
Households 3 cars or vans 5.03 impact of regeneration is, as
Households 4+ cars or vans 0.84 yet, not fully understqod and

needs further analysis.

Suburban Areas The figures do not deal with

Godinton visitor parking need and the
Households 0 cars or vans 15.8 | Avg No Cars/dwg ease .Of use of parking
Households 1 car or van 48.83 facilities.

Households 2 cars or vans 30.43 1.26
Households 3 cars or vans 3.71
Households 4+ cars or vans 1.24

Little Burton Farm
Households 0 cars or vans 12.75 | Avg No Cars/dwg
Households 1 car or van 45
Households 2 cars or vans 35.75 1.38
Households 3 cars or vans 4.88
Households 4+ cars or vans 1.63

Willesborough North
Households 0 cars or vans 15.73 | Avg No Cars/dwg
Households 1 car or van 46.83
Households 2 cars or vans 29.35 132
Households 3 cars or vans 6.4
Households 4+ cars or vans 1.7

Park Farm North Park Farm South
% with this Overall % with this number Overall
number of cars Ward Avg | of cars Ward Avg

Households O cars or vans 3.68 1.72

Households 1 car or van 40.12 41.77

Households 2 cars or vans 49.85 16 50.61 16

Households 3 cars or vans 5.42 4.91

Households 4+ cars or vans 0.92 0.98




Rural Areas

Saxon Shore
Households 0 cars or vans 8.09 | Avg No Cars/dwg
Households 1 car or van 33.99
Households 2 cars or vans 40.73 173
Households 3 cars or vans 12.43
Households 4+ cars or vans 4.75

Tenterden North
Households 0 cars or vans 21.45 | Avg No Cars/dwg
Households 1 car or van 48.19
Households 2 cars or vans 24.68 116
Households 3 cars or vans 451
Households 4+ cars or vans 1.18

Weald South
Households 0 cars or vans 12.5 | Avg No Cars/dwg
Households 1 car or van 37.7
Households 2 cars or vans 35.16 158
Households 3 cars or vans 10.46
Households 4+ cars or vans 4.18

Residential Parking and Design Guidance SPD Adopted October 2010 Ashford Borough Council Local Development Framework
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Ashford Borough Council, Civic Centre,

Tannery Lane, Ashford, Kent TN23 1PL
Planning and Development
01233 330 229

Email: ashfordidf@ashford.gov.uk

Large print copies, audio and Braille
versions of this
document are available by telephoning
Planning and Development on
(01233) 330 229.

Also call this number if you would like a copy
of this document to be translated.

Ashford

best placed in Britain






