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The Chairmal Page

Eighteen months agleousing minister Robert Jenriclouchedt o wi pe out
t hought | es s bymdkeg ied reapom®mptanning refusal. Communities
would help to decide by agreeing design codes with their local planning authorities.

However, more recent proposals to streamline the planning process suggest that once
a development aligns with thedms it will be fastracked for approval without any
opportunity for further scrutiny by councillors or the community. We have objected.

In February, in a decision delegated to a planning officer, our council determined that
five blocks of flats in Brige Road, including one of i€ioreys with bland
architectural elevations, should form the eastern gateway to our town opposite the
police station. We had objected.

Prior to their meeting in March we wrote to councillors on the planning panel to
underline our submitted concerns about aspects of thest@fey Nicholson re
development. N@ne replied. At the hearing, a lone voice raised the issue of heights
but it was not debated.

In recent weeks residents have complained on social media, idtrestise and
elsewhere about the design and appearance of the stuff being imposed on us.
AMai dhattano, @ Celslt yBleoc karHo pahirda sieS$o vtiye

At the time of the application for the flats on York Road by the town hall, the Civic

Sci ety said I t -defiairyg opp@tunity evhiehr falls ishom of
expectations, especially in architectu
ear s. But a town hall of ficial | ast n

Is anyone irthere listening?

If we are to create attractive, successful places and spaces, there has to be community
engagement, early in the planning process and throughout it.

Therebds a glimmer of hope. The draft
beenon the stocks since March 2019, is set to emergepgasgtemic. And this

i ncludes the promise of a fAtown teamo
shall seeé

Meanwhile, take a look at our items on MakiM@idenhead A Better Place (page 9
and ourrecruitment drive (age 3 and help to swell our groundbase of support.
Heaven knows, we need it.

Bob Dulson



Subscription Reminder

We would like to remind our members who pay by cheque that your subscriptions are
due on June®l If you would liketo change the way you pay to a Standing Order the
details are: Lloyds Bank, Sort Code -8836, Account Number 00277876.
Subscriptions have not changed for the coming year but could you please check that
your Standing Order is for the correct amount stedl below. Your prompt payment
would be appreciated as this helps the Society carry out its good work on behalf of
the members and to the benefit of Maidenhead.

If you have any queries please contact mejayce@delasalle.me.utr telephone
01628 637342

Single membership £15.00
Family Membership (2 members at one address)  £20.00

Membership Drive

|l n | ast mont hés News we explained why
This is not just so that we can secure our futunew blood, new ideas, new ways of
working 1 but it is essential if we are to maintain our position as the respected voice
of the community on planning and the environment in Maidenhead.

Recent decisions on the way the town is movingg. the highrise blocks of flats

that seem to be the new nornshow that as never before it is important for there to
be a meaningful conffation process in place. That process is better served by the
Civic Society being at its heart. And being able to demonstrate that we continue to
have the support of the community in number is vital.

And so we ask yoil our current memberisto helpint hi s . Wedd | i ke
recruit at | east one new me mb-page paHaut h .
membership form at the centre of this edition of the News. Please use it! Tell your
new recruit that theibefiree. yeAnds ame
youo to you, we wil/ enter all t he name
into the hat for a draw for the prize of a bottle of decent champagne.

Alongside this we will also be mounting a msllot campaign, handelivering
hundreds of letters to homes in selected areas of Maidenhead where we hope the
Societyodos efforts wildl be most | mmedi at



Panning Matters

In recent editions of our Newsletter there has been much focus dvidhelsons

Quarter redevelopment that lies at the heart of our town. Generally, the attempt to
rejuvenate our town centre at street level was welcomed together with the
reintroduction of some of the place names and personages associated with the
historical background of theown. However, there was concern expressed about
losing a shopping centre that offered cover from ¢fementswhich was to be
replaced with wind turgls and little shelter To fund the redevelopment it was
necessary to introduce hundreds of flats indings up to 25 storeys high andw

office blocks combined with the demolition ancklocation of the existing muiti

storey car park. The scheme has been granted planning permission by the Panel who
have delegattt he fAdetail 06 to the Head of Pl ar
lack of scrutiny and examination of the proposalespecially the height of the
scheme which is not supported by the adopted Tall Buildings Strategy. The future
success of Maidenhead toveentre now rests in the hands of a third party, and the
potential disruption could last up to five years. All of this sits alongside the current
uncertainty associated with The Landing project.
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The darker the blue, the taller theildling. Note the Town Hall for comparison.

So now the focus moves on to the redevelopment oSthéloud Way scheme on

the site of the Magnet Leisure Centre and the Tenpin Bowling Alley. This is a joint
venture between Countryside and RBWM. The $rwf such a collaboration are
evidenced by the St Ives Road and York Street/Park Street blocks of 7/8 storeys
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which were unveiled in March. At best, public opinion on the design of these blocks
Is mixed. On the St Cloud Way site we are destined for mbtlee samé except

that emboldened by the permitted height of The Landing and Nicholsons Quarter the
proposed buildings on the north side of St Cloud Way have been increased to eleven
storeys compared with a more modest 5/6 storeys originally indicAtéotal of 439
dwellings are proposed, but parking provision for the new residents is inadequate,
whil st visitors to the Wi lderness Centr
any facility of public parking. On the positive side there will be % f f or dab
dwellings and there is a shift in mix towardsb&d flats, which is an
acknowlediement that there are too manyahd 2bed flatsin town. In design terms

the blocks have rectangular and unattractive elevations with recessed balconies.
Some variety is introducdtirough the use of different building materials. It is to be
hoped that the total number of dwellings will be redudrdlding heights brought
down to 7 or 8 storeys and more fndesi
stepping back the top two storeys to reduce the visual impact. The more detailed
comments on the scheme are reproduced below.

There are three ongoing applications that have been featured in previous Newsletters.
Land adjacent to 33A The Crescenis an infill plot ripe for development. There

have been a number of unsuccessful applications to erect a block of 9 flats on the site,
and one dismissed appeal. We have previously objected to overdevelopment of the
site with yet more flats and inadequate parking. There was an alternative proposal for
two detached houses with parking, but this has also been refused because of risk of
damage to existing trees/ root systems. We have written to support a reapplication
for two detached houses on the site and are hopeful that the tree issue can be
resolved. The planning saga with the infam@asnan Houseat Church Road in

The Fisheries coimues. There have been several previous application attempts to
demolish and replace with a block of 8 flats. There is a resubmitted application for a
reduced number of 7 flats on the site. However, our objections remain as before:
Overdevelopment of thsite, with a flatted scheme that is out of character with the
neighbourhood and the ongoing oversupply of flats in the housing mix. The former
convenience store &est One, 3A Altwood Roadhas also resubmitted a refused
application to convert the retapace and storeroom behind into 6 studio flats. There

is little change in the proposals and the dwellings are seriously undersized, with little
natural light and no amenity space or car parking. They offer substandard
accommodation and an unsatisfagtaddition to our housing stock.

Last year, we successfully saw off the appeal against the refusal of change of use and
conversion into residential flats ®hames Riviera Hotel It is good news that there

are two planning applications to enhance thisp riverside leisure facility. Firstly,

a scheme to provide improved open access from the dining area it loioors

onto an upgraded riverside balcony. This has been permitted. Secondly, an
extension to the kitchen area is proposed to betteicsetive restaurant and alfresco
dining area. Mindful of the setting in a Conservation Area, we welcome any
investment that reinforces the retention and improvement of the hotel as an ongoing
leisure asset alongside the River Thames.
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There has been a refed application to demolidbevonia, 13 Braywick Roadto be
replaced with a block of 8 flats. We objected on the basis of overdevelopment in
height, bulk and mass, lack of parking and amenity space and the ongoing oversupply
of flats. The reasons for tefal were twofold: The scale, massing and resultant roof
form were out of character, and the application did not take into account the likely
effects on the HAAIT Quality Management
policy that has not come up beforedanwill be interesting to see how it is applied in

the future. In the next Newsletter it is hoped to have more information on how many
such areashere areand where they are; what are the regulations, and how does a
planning applicant conform to themPhere has always been an ecological cost in
demolishing perfectly good homes like Devonia and even Zaman House. However, it
has never stopped redevelopment to date. Would Shoppenhangers Road have beer
redeveloped into hundreds of flats if AQMA legistatiapplied? How does AQMA

sit alongside the construction of multi storey blocks in the town centre?

Devonia, 13 Braywick Road (east side¢hind the wall

Finally, a word on the latest response from the Planning Inspector on the emerging
Borough LochPlan. Questions are asked about the height of the new development
proposed on the footprint of Maidenhead Railway Station. With a variety of versions
the number of storeys could reach 22. The inspector feels that this could be excessive
and would potatially dwarf and swamp the surrounding low rise buildings. The
question is asked whether this is compatible with the Tall Buildings Strategy. Itis a
matter of regret that this input from the inspector has come so late in the day when
developments suchs Nicholsons Quarter have been given the green flag by our
planners.

Planning Group Comments on St Cloud Way Redevelopment Proposals

This application iIis the next stage in
We are pleased to observe that the scheme has two positive elements. Firstly, the
provision of 30% affordable homes (though shared ownership). All other town centre
developments have conveniently been excused this requirement by RBWM.
Secondly, we welzme the switch to provide more 3 begi@rson flats with a total of

165 (38%) of the total units. This is a small move towards providing family homes
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with some townhouses included. The proportadnl- and 2bedoom flats i of
which there is gross ovensply in the pipeling has been reduced.

However, the scheme as a whole is unsatisfactory. Building heights have been
increased from the 7 or 8 storeys originally put forward to 11 storeys. There are two
blocks of this height along the St Cloud Way tage of the site. Being to the south

of the site these higher blocks will reduce sunlight to the rest of the scheme and
create a visual barrier restricting the visual aspétte Tall Buildings study did not
propose high rise to the north of the Hregd, and we were pleased to see the height

of the permitted St Cloud Gate development being reduced before permission was
granted. We fail to understand how 11 storeys can be deemed acceptable. The
overall density does not require such high rise buildinghe renowned award
winning scheme in Norwich achieved a higher density than this proposal without
resorting to tower blocks. We would like to see many more town houses, low rise
maisonettes and a greater variety of dwelling type within the scheme.

The design of the blocks is utilitarian and uniform with little architectural merit. The
elevations of the buildings are generally flated with little surface relief. The
blocky character of the architecture is exaggerated by the unrelenting use of right
angled corners to each block with recessed balcony spaces, which are used
throughout the scheme. These balconies will get restricted sunlight and reduce the
daylight levels in each living room. This will especially be the case on north facing
elevations.
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Ar chi t ect ’leoking mastr of asvwalkwaywithin the proposed prison
sorry! —residential blocks

From the floor plans it appears that most flats are restricted to a single open plan
living space, with a kitchen, dining and sitting areaopi ng ont o a fiba
only variety within the design is the use of different brick/facing materials. Finally,
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the setting of the listed building known as The Wilderness Centre is swamped by this
development to the north and east, having alreaffgred with the earlier approval
of the St Cloud Gate block to the south.

The public areas and landscaping are restricted to paved walkways between the
blocks interspersed with a few trees. These green links appear to deliver permeability
for pedestrianghroughout the site rather than amenity space to be enjoyed by
residents. With 350 parking spaces between the 439 flats there is a provision of 0.8
spaces per flat, which is an improvement on the parking levels provided in the
completed Countryside dewgiments on St Ives Road and York Road. Nevertheless,

in spite of the proximity to the town centre, the reality of car ownership would
suggest that the parking will be inadequate. It is unclear how the parking will be
allocated and/or managed when demeaxckeds supplyln addition, he Wilderness
Centre, which houses two doctorso surg
car park, which is used entirely by the staff. Visitors and patients have historically
used the public car park associated wiith Magnet. As this area is now incorporated

in the new development there is no parking provision for those visiting the ongoing
medical businesses.

With a potential 1500 residents in the development there are concerns about the
pedestrian accessibility to and from the town centre. The ring road carrying the main
A4 presents a significant physical barridihe loss of the pedestrian footbridge from

the Hines Meadow car park is regrettable; an upgraded footbridge would be
preferable from the Sainsburyos stor e.
crossing from the Premier Inn to Kidwells Park has the disadvantage of requiring a
further road crossingver Cookham RoadUpgrading the existing subway appears to
have been dismissed as an option

Our objections to this proposed redevelopment are summarised as follows:

The height of the blocks up to 11 storeys is unacceptable.

The density, bulk and mas$the scheme is excessive.

The visual impact of the high rise blocks facing St Cloud Way is intrusive.

The blocks are poorly designed with unattractive elevations.

A similar density could be achieved using low/miske dwellings.

There should be more vaty of housing type.

There is a lack of amenity space within the development.

Parking provision is inadequate, even allowing for the central location.
There is no parking provided for pat
The blocks will adversely impatte setting of the listed Wilderness Centre.

Poor pedestrian accessibility over the ring road.

Although some town houses are included in the scheme, this proposal will add
yet more flats to Maidenheadds housi
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MAKING MAIDENHEAD A BETTER PLACE

The Civic Society is preparing to revise its Strategic ReWwtaking Maidenhead A

Better Place.

J Mﬂidenhcud
Civic Society

Our Review was based on over a
hundred ideas from Society members.
First published in 2004 and revised in
2009, it paved the way for the Town
Centre Aredction Plan (AAP) in 2011
which incorporated many of its
ambitions. (You can read the 2009
version on our wele in the
PublicationfPublications & Reports
section)

Making Maidenhead A Better Place

A strategic review of amenity

The document put forward ideas for
planning, housing, transport, leisure and
the enwonment, among others. A
number of them have been realiskd
notably the Waterways restoration, the
sympathetic redevelopment of Taplow
paper mill and Skindles and the new
footbridge at Boulterd though many
more havenot .

And now the AAP is being sup®eded by a controversial Borough Local Plan. So,
we plan to restate our aspirations in a second revision of our Review with the aim of
Making Maidenhead A Better Place In the following paragraphs, our chairman,
Bob Dulson, and Tony Monk, an architecho recently joined our planning group,
look at some of the issues.

The revision is being undertaken by our Planning Group, which has been augmented
for the purpose. Our considerations cover a spectrum of issues but a key one, tall
buildings, featured ecent |l y i n the publication of
and modifications to the Boroughos emer

As part of this, Louise Phillipsthe Planning Inspectphas set out her overall
aesthetic standard as a general directive ‘thtduildings should be exceptional
and shoul d f.i Her comlusmns applgheretfaredoaall tall buildings
within the vicinity, though not, sadly, to permissions already granted.

Turning to specific sites, Ms Phillips sees the ambitimisthe Railway Station as

overdevel opment, saying that bui | ditelygs u

domi nant and incompati bl e Shealdoluedtitnethes ur r
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suitability of St Mar yds Wa bflsomé leritagdr o u s
assets on St Markob6és Hospital site. An
be amended accordingly.

We were pleased to see the Inspector being critical of dominating heights that could
seriously damage the historic characted ainique appeal of the town. With few
exceptions, existing buildings in the area do not exceed 6 storeys.

| f Ms Phillipsdé directives were applie
with a 108storey block, at Moorbridge Court opposite Waitraseyould have failed

all criteria. (We are at a loss to see how it complied with either the AAP or the
emer ging Local Pl an. ) | t 6s a pity
retrospectively. Unfortunatelyn England & Wales a planning permission cano®
overturned by a third party although the lawfulness of an approval can be
challenged within three months by judicial review.

Then thereds the | ssue the élepham inshe mogin, g r o
trampling on the town with densities moseited to major cities rather than the
narrow streets and traffic patterns of Maidenhead. In our 2009 Review we said:
Al mposed housing targets, I f pursued, |
and |1 Aeast yloekoat whatodés happeningé

Today these densities are being met by tracts of the town centre being given over to
tower block housing without adequate-site parking or amenity space. But where is
the demand for this type of housing? And what is the justification for the high
percentge of 2 bedlatted accommodation and the dearth of family unit$® result
seems set to be an oversupply of flats and one large traffic jam.

An up-to-date, demographic assessment of housing requirements is urgently needed,
especially in the wake of éhpandemic.

The Societyds Review wildl S @ements wftourw h a t
historic Thameside town; to insist on the best, to build on the example of the
Waterside Quarter at Chapel Arches, which sets a good standard of civic design, and
to contributeconstructively to a brighter, safer, more human, more attractive and
enjoyable town.

NB: What do you think should be included in our Review? Send your ideas by
email to chairman@maidenheadcivcsoc.org.ukwi t h 6 Str ategi ¢ R
subject box.

Martin McNamee and Bob Dulson
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Feel strongl vy
happening to Maidenhead?

Ask the questions and
be part of the answer

Join us!

T h e raglace for you In
Maidenhead Civic Society

(Enjoy FREE membership for a year)



; M.aidenhe?d
Civic Society

Improving Maidenhead

Maidenhead Civic Society is looking for
new members.

A respected voice in the community for over
60 years, th&ociety stands up for high
standards in the built and natural
environment. We aim to make Maidenhead
more attractive, enjoyable and distinctive.

|s- Maidenhead your home, with a character
and atmosphere you appreciate? Are you
interested or concernebaut its future?

You have received this
thought you will want to join-us-and help to
make a difference. As an extra

: encouragement, we are offering you free
Civicgroup’s membership for a year.
‘square deal’
supported

Town needs regeneration says May

As well as planning, our activities include
amenity environmental and heritage projects,
campaigns and social events. Members
receive regular updates through our quarterly
Civic Society News.

Maidenhead Civic Society, a registered
charity, is apolitical and entirely independent.

If you live in Maidenhead and love it,
youoll be at home in t



How to join

Please complete this form and send it to our membership secretary:
Joyce Delasalle, 7 Laxton Green, Cox Green, Maidenhead SL6 3HW

I f youdd | i ke mor e i pldasewisitaur wabsiteas b o ut
www.maidenheadcivicsoc.org.uk

This form entitles you to one yearo0s
our compliments. Our financial year starts ori'lune. Your first soscription
will therefore be due on™June 2022.

Our subscription rates are shown bel
donation that would be most welcome; we are a voluntary charity.

Single membership £15
Family membership (two members atree address)  £20

Names(s)
1.

2.
Address

Phone No

Email

I/'we would like to add Gift Aid to any subscription/donation mauiture A

SEND NO MONEY NOW

t

f

oV

See over for Banker s


http://www.maidenheadcivicsoc.org.uk/

Bankers Order Form

To Bank plc
Address

Please pay on°lJune 2022 (Two Thousand and Tweffiyo) and on 1 June in subsequent
years, until further notice, to LLOYDS BANK PLC, Maidenhead (Sort Cod8%86) for
the account of MAIDENHED CIVIC SOCIETY (A/c 00277876) the sum of £

debiting the following account:

Account No
Name
Address

Date

Signed

Maidenhead
Civic Soclety

Preserving the bésimproving theest

Registered Charity No. 272102

Visit our website www.maidenheadcivicsoc.org.uk
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Projects

THE CHAPEL OF SS ANDREW & MARY MAGDALENE & CIVIC LIFE IN
MAIDENHEAD

The Chapel was once outside the Bear Hotel. Civic life in Maidenhead started here
in 1451 when a guild was established in the chapel with responsibility for the
maintenance of the bridge of Maydenhith over the Thames, whereby divers lieges of
the king canot pass without peril at certain times of the year through floods and the
weakness of the bridgeThe chapel was expanded in 17Réw known simply as St
Marys, it was relocated to its present site in 1824 as the original chapel was causing
an obstructia to coaches.

Drawing of 1813 of
Chapel Arches showini
the east end of the 17z
chapel

The late Michael Bayley
produced this lively drawing m..\\
of the chapk The view is
from the corner of the High
Street with St lves Roaahd
shows the bridge ithe
distance

The Chapel of St Mary Magduiens 1

5 e by Maidenkgpcd B o L

M ™ eenlury ~bosed on tne Dhapel o
* an Caversham Wridge
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The Calendar of Patent Rolls licensing the guild in 1451 recoi®&l:members of

the gild would elect wardens annually with the chaplain and his successors being
surveyors of the gild, the surveyor, wardens and members be capable ofngcqui
possessions, and of pleading and being impleaded in any court, having a common
seal and able to meet to make statutes; grant also that they may acquire lands, rents
and possessions not held in chief to the value of 10 marks a year for the repair and
maintenance of the bridge and other premises; grant also to them of pontage for ever,
and of the whole water under the bridge and for 50 feet on either side thereof on
either bank with the soil and fishery thereof.

This coll ecti on adlsthapastadtuatiglé®o became t he

Until about2005, when the new mayor was madeuncillors would process to St
Mar yos Church | ed nepbers ofthe polee pdrmgng the f t e
Bridgemastersod staves.

Thenew mayor and counci l processed from
Church, for the mayor making ceremony

In 1995 when work was being done datendthe pavement outsideh& Bear, the
chalk foundations of the chapel were found. The Civic Spdigided a plaque to
mark the site which was unveiled by the new mayor in 1997. At the same time the
Royal Borough placed number obrass marker studs the groundo demarcate the
chapel foundations.
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1995 RBWM engineering deprawing of the 1724 Chapel Outline based on a
diagram produced by Brian Boulter and Pam Knight. According to Elias
Kupfermann the dimensions were: length &9 .®idth 3.4m.

Mayor ClIr Eric Wiles unveiling the plaqu
outside the Bear in 1997, lochistorian Elias
Kupfermann and Ann Darracott carried tf
Bri dgemast ercani yous spatvthe
esteemed patron of our Society?

13



However, in 2019, when the pavement was being retrenched as part of the Chapel
Arches development, all the studs on the south side of the chapel outline were lost.
Evidently both the planning department and the highways department were unaware
of their pesence as they had not brought the presence of the studs to the attention of
the developer. We are grateful to Peter Humm, Senior Technical Manager of Shanly
Homes, for sourcing new studs and organising their placement in March 2021. The
studs on the sdi side of the chapel outline are in a new cycle lane. Other studs
mark the approximate east and west extremities of the 1724 chapel.

The area in front of The Beal
where the chapel once stooc

Replacement brass stydasd
closeup, along the southerr
side of the chapel outline
now in the new cycle lane
have suggested that tf
highways department b
made aware of their presenc
to avoid any future problem
such as road resurfacing.
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GUARDS CLUB PARK & BRIDGE

In the last Nessletter we reported otne buildup of trees and other detritus trapped
under the bridge that began in February 2020 and our attempts itoremoved.

This became urgent when actual visible damage to the bridge became apparent in
February 2021.

In an effort to expedite the clearance of the accumulated debris the Society was
finally able to convince th&oyal Borough to take action and Tony Ward of A W
Woodlanders was appointed to undertake the work.

Left: Debristrapped by théridge, 15January 2021; rightpressure frona branch
of the trapped tredamagedhe handrail (3 February2021)

Tony Ward removingne of the treeBom underthe bridge (31 March 2021)
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Regular readers will recall that Tony Ward has previously assisted the Society in
clearinga tree stump &m next to North Town Pond, and also has workedth
MaidenheadVaterwaydo clear fallen trees from the White Brook.

The accumulatedrées, bits of decking, buoys, etc have now gotianks to a
herculean effort by Tonyand his team who worked on and in theames from the
end of March tillafter Easter. Tony was for a lot of the time in the river up to his
shoulders dragging trees onte tisland

We hope the foundations of the bridge have not been damaged and that th& handra
can be bent back in shap®#/e have asked the Environment Agency, who took seven
months to decide removing the trees was not their responsibility, to ensunedisat t

do not fall in the Thames from islands further upstnéhat they areesponsibldor.

The Society is grateful to the Royal Bagh for financing this work whiclwill help
preserve the bridge. This 1 s (eaginpee ci a
Harold Janes) who oversaw the rebuilding of the bridge as a main part of the
Soci etyods Si | passedawaniMiarchehes ygar(se¢ abituary, 918

In the summer his widow Jgqaui e hopes to havmemayipi cn
GuardsClub Park so there will be the opportunity for you all to come along and
observet he Gaf fer 6s han dn evenrgkeatewlenettho rdsidests b e

during the current pandemic.
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The river in full flood inmid-February, clearly showing thieuild-up of damaging
debris abutting the island end of the bridge

The same view, taken mid-April after the remedial work® remove the debris

Ann Darracott
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Harold Jame#& an appreciation

Harold James, who died in March at
the age of 94, really was a stalwart of
the Civic Society. He had studied
structural engineering at Queens
College, Cambridge, where
appropriately enough there is a famous
Mathematical Bridgé built in 1749.
Harold®s 20th century engineering -

skills were just one of his many talents. :
He played the organ and was a superb ,’ 4 _
photographer with his own dark room v -
at home. His photographs illustrated

many a Civic Society exhibition. He / |
was one of the early members of the /
socidgy and its committee; by 1972 he
was the membership secretary as well
as a member of the planning committee which met every week in the bar at The Bear,
poring over developedsplans which Harold and the two Michaels (Bayley and
Bowley) often had to explaito colleagues.

It was the Guards Club project where Harold really came into his own, first using the
proverbial back of an envelope to calculate a project cost of £10,000 when the
Society had less than £500 in the bank. Before the rotten bridgeismaantled,
Harold (who was also a flood warden) donned his thigh length boots to measure up
the bridge with his usual accuracy. The boots wérquite long enough, so he
climbed into his wetsuit instead. He negotiated with timber merchants for Malaysian
hardwood called Balau, with river contractors for pile driving and with a traditional
foundry in the Forest of Dean for reproduction cast iron castings. Our visit there was
a journey back in time. This really was Hai@ldroject(he was affectionately
known as t,¥eeasin &ldahingsée wag very modest about it. The restored
bridge opened in September 1978 and after aGyebreak the project team
reconvened to build the dinky little shelter which still stands in Guards Club Park.

In 199 Harold succeedehe as chairman: one of his successes was to persuade the
council to open Maidenheélfirst bottle bank in the car park at the Magnet. He
was also a longgme member of Burnham Rotary Club and his service to Rotary and
the Civic Socitgy are evidence of a highly developed sense of public duty, despite
being a very modest, diffident but charming manim Isure that manyseniod
members will share fond memories of him.

Richard Poad
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Events

Wel | , for obvi ous breeeans oanbsl ewet os tciol nls i hdaew
Soci ety =event s. As you wil/ have see
members for whom we have an emai l addr e
our nor mal progr amme. Thank you to al/l
As one might have expected, the gener al
thecdbalar 6 and then wedll see how we f €
taken the decision to postpone the Soci
tdr earl i est. However, i n the hope that
face sometime in the summer, we wi |l | b €

enj oy our sel-diiest amc ead sman mdrl.y Fingers

News from the Heage Centre

The centr eds tdaittoreopen ontMaye Ir7th, assuamimg the lifting of
restrictions goes according to plan. The Spitfire Simulator Experience is now
available for booking and there will be a small reopening exhibition about the
amazing people at WAMDSAD/Sportsable who has been carrying the torch for
disabled people for 46 years, and whose athletes have participated in every single
Paralympic games. Sportsable is closing down and has accepted an offer by the
Heritage Centre to tik after all its memories and memorabilia (lots of troptaed
hundreds of photographs!)

In the first full year of the pandemic, the Centre was only open for 15 weeks. While
visitor numbers took a tumble, a government grant and the introduction atonli
lectures from May 2020 has reduced the financial burden. 15 zoom talks have been
given so far, with four more to lpven before the summer brealone about Royal

visits to Maidenhead being postponed due to the death of Prince Philip. The dates are
May 5, May 25, June 16 and July 7 and full details are on the website
https://maidenheadheritage.org.uk/onllaeturestogether with information on how

to book.

Looking ahead to September, it is hoped to run the popthaiRiver Thames Cruise
on both Sptember 3 and 7, subject to whatever social distancing measures are in
force at the time. The dates will be confirmed at the end of June.
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Dates for youbDiary

CIVIC SOCIETY 1 KEY CONTACTS

Executive Chairman Bob Dulson, Bryherlslet Road, SL6 8HT 627130

Hon. Secretary Eileen Goford, 6 Laxton Green, SL6 3HW 638238
Hon. Treasurer Peter Child, 34 College Roa8lL6 6AT 632300
Planning Group Martin McNamee, 14 Lower Cookham Road, SL6 8JT 623203
Projects Ann Darracott6 Medallion Place, SL6 1TF 620280
Communications Brian Darracott, 6 Medallion Place, SL6 1TF 620280
Events Tina Sell, Marlborough, River Road, Taplow, SL6 0BB 628675
Outings Organiser Mike Copeland, 14 Laburnham Road, SL6 4DB 634181
MembershigSec. Joyce Delasalle, 7 Laxton Green, SL6 3HW 637342
Newsletter Distribution Sue Ross, 3 The Chantry, 21 Boyn Hill Avenue, SL6 4EY 626849

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR 2021

All meeting are online via Zoom until further notice

12" January 9™ February 9" March, 13" April, 11" May, 8" June,13" July, 10" August 14" September]2™" October,
9" November 14" December

The AGM will be held on Wednesddy" November 2021at 8.00 pm

The closing date for copy for the next issue
of the Newsletter is 16" July 2021

News Editor Brian Darracott
6 Medallion Place, Maidenhead, SL6 1TK01628 620280)
editor@maidenheadcivicsoc.org.uk

Printed by: Denwal Press, Unit 1, Maidenhead Trade Park, Pridls Way, Maidenhead, SL6 2GQ
www.denwalpress.co.uk
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