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Statement 3 The Vision for Swale ( View )Consultation Point
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

As in the previous comment there is still no mention of Faversham as an historic port, the raison d'etre
for the development of Faversham over the centuries.This is a lost opportunity for realising the maritime
heritage tourism potential of the Creek and Faversham. 
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3.3 Core Strategy objectives ( View )Consultation Point
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?
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I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

It seems that the previous consultation Pick Your Own has been unheeded in that there is still no
mention of Faversham as an historic port, an associate member of the Cinque Ports. Why?

Where is the strategy for realising the potential of this unique heritage, rather than plans for luxury
housing?
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4.6.3 Paragraph ( View )Consultation Point
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We object to this statement insomuch as the real opportunity for increasing the sustainable tourism
potential is not the market town and food and drink (although these will contribute to the local economy)
but the regeneration of the Creek as a traditional maritime waterway for traditional and other vessels
to access the Creek including the Basin.

We made all these comments in Pick Your Own but the response was on all counts 'this is subject to
the neighbourhood plan'. So where and when will these views be taken into account?

 

Faversham Creek Trust (ms Brenda Chester)Comment by

BF313Comment ID

17/05/12 14:52Response Date

4.6.4 Paragraph ( View )Consultation Point

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?
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I support this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We support this statement especially with regard to the designated employment sites around Faversham
Creek within AAP2, and the related policies B17 and B4 which MUST be retained
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We do not support any further housing on and around Faversham Creek.. , as this will further erode
the potential for conserving and enhancing the traditional maritime heritage for Faversham as an
Historic Port, and the longterm local economic benefit that the much needed jobs and tourism potential
will derive from sensitive appropriate regeneration of Faversham Creek.
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.
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Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We strongly object to any further housing on the creek frontage and including the basin. These sites
should remain as industrial and a visionary integrated plan developed to regenerate the Creek as a
traditional maritime waterway, which will provide skills, jobs and tourism potential for our historic port.
Visitors will not come to look at luxury houses. Nor will these developments provide affordable housing
for local people in need - look at the waiting lists..

We seriously question how some of these sites, especially Ordnance Wharf and Standard Quay, came
through the Strategic Housing Land Assessment as recommendations for inclusion as housing sites?
 We shall be objecting separately to this.You will have noted the huge amount of community opposition
to the recent planning application for 11 luxury flats on the historic Ordnance Wharf. Clearly the
developer was encouraged to submit this application because of the sites inclusion in the SHLAA.
This was premature given the early stage of the Neighbourhood Plan, but worryingly the
SHLAAproposals seems to be taken as read by the Vanguard steering group, regardless of the views
of the community
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3.3 Core Strategy objectives ( View )Consultation Point
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We object to the omission in Places of Faversham Creek- the conservation and enhancement of the
Creek is the key to the sensitive regeneration of Faversham which will bring long term benefit to the
local economy -  not luxury housing.
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?
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I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We object to the statement that it is an 'employment led strategy' because it is not as the focus is on
housing so that the Council can access the New Homes Bonus, clearly illustrated by the proposals for
102 housing units in and around the Faversham Creek. If these housing developments are allowed
the employment opportunities will be killed off

We disagree that additional housing is required for new employment sites to avoid 'commuting in',
because it is local people who need the jobs
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4.2.28 Paragraph ( View )Consultation Point

SubmittedStatus

WebSubmission Type

0.1Version

Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I am giving qualified support to this part of the Core
Strategy

Please choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We agree that development should be limited and conservation led. However, this is not borne out by
the Councils housing site proposals for Faversham Creek within the Strategic Housing Land Assessment
Analysis
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.
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Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We strongly object to the 102 housing units around Faversham Creek being proposed. Any development
for the Creek is subject to the Neighbourhood Plan currently in progress but this proposal and has
evolved from the SLHAA without any reference to the AAP2. Why?. Any more luxury housing (it is
certainly not affordable housing) will erode further any opportunity for skills and jobs opportunities for
local people, and the conservation and enhancement of the the maritime heritage of Faversham for
generations to come.
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I am giving qualified support to this part of the Core
Strategy

Please choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

We agree totally that conservation should be the primary aim for Faversham, but this statement is not
evidenced by the Councils proposals for Creek side sites being suitable for housing, and these proposals
must be withdrawn from the SHLAA, and be subject to the Neighbourhood Plan public referendum
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I am giving qualified support to this part of the Core
Strategy

Please choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.
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Yes housing strongly influences the character of a place so why does the Council support proposals
for luxury housing on Ordnance Wharf and elsewhere along the Creek, which would erode the heritage
of the conservation area, and prevent sustaiable regeneration for community benefit
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Policy ST 5 Faversham Area ( View )Consultation Point
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

It is claimed that this strategy is jobs led - this is clearly not the case in Faversham, as it seems to be
predicated on housing developments, especially around the Creek, where 62 units are proposed either
on the waterfront or second line, derived from the Strategic Housing Land Assessment Analysis
(SHLAA), without acknowledgement whatsoever of AAP2 for Faversham Creek, nor the current
neighbourhood plan process, which is supposed to be community led.

If the strategy is employment led, then why has there not been a proactive action plan by the Council
to market the Nova Furniture site, vacant for years?
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.
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This consultation has been poorly advertised, presented and navigating the website very difficult for
people not familiar with consultation portals. The responses have been very minimal on the website,
with many paragraphs/ statements having no comments registered. The Council should not take this
as tacit approval of the strategy, but a failure of the consultation process.
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6.6.7 Paragraph ( View )Consultation Point
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.

The first sentence does not make sense grammaticaly - there are word(s) missing.

Also, the Fullwood report October 2010 is mentioned often but there is no mention of the considerable
numbers of criticisms of his statements and recomendations during the very short consultation period
May/June 2011.  made by the Faversham Creek Trust, Faversham Creek Consortium, and Faversham
Society. The responses to this consultation have not been reported, nor do they appear on Swale
Borough Councils website. Why have these responses not been made public, and importantly not
been taken into account? 
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Policy NP 1 Faversham Creek Neighbourhood Plan
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Are you supporting or objecting to the draft Core Strategy?

I object to this part of the draft Core StrategyPlease choose one of the options and explain your
choice in the text box below.

Please explain why you are supporting or objecting to this part of the draft Core Strategy. Where
appropriate, tell us what changes you would like to see made.
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It is astounding that the creation of jobs and enhancement of the maritime heritage of the Creek is not
stated here, and we object to this omission most strongly. For example, current policy B17, which
states the Basin sites are for employment use must be kept.

The repair of the sluices and swing bridge are crucial to the successful regeneration of the creek,
especially to the basin which would facilitate the provision of maritime skills and jobs and enhance the
maritime heritage tourism potential of the Creek. These aspects should be fundamental to NP1 
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