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LET’S MAKE THE CREEK WORK FOR FAVERSHAM 
BMM WESTON, BRENTS COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION, FAVERSHAM CREEK TRUST 

A different vision for Faversham Creek: 
Public Exhibition and Survey 

Analysis of Survey Results to Monday 30 June 2014 

Exhibition 
Date 

30-
May 

31-
May 

07-
Jun 

14-
Jun 

21-
Jun 

28-
Jun 

Totals 
Paper 

response 
Online 

response 

Visitors 75 431 71 80 90 94 841     

Respondents 56 228 44 35 38 61 462 427 35 

Analysis By Exhibition Date, Residence, Age and Gender 
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Surveys with no name 2 

Surveys with no address 2 

Partial address 1 

Duplicates (excluded) 3 
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MAKING THE CREEK WORK FOR FAVERSHAM 

6. Do you think that regenerating the Creek and making it work for Faversham is 
important for the town as a whole? 
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7. Which strategy do you think would be more likely to regenerate the Creek? 
1. Based on housing and footpaths? 
2. Based on business, boats and community? 
3. Something else (please explain) or no response 

 

MAKING THE CREEK WORK FOR FAVERSHAM 
 
8. Faversham Town Council says that attempting to regenerate maritime 
industry around the Creek is unrealistic. What do you think? 
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9 Do you think more shops and cafés outside the town centre would be good 
for the town as a whole?  
 

 
 

NEW HOUSING ON THE WATERFRONT 
 
10 FTC supports new housing development on all the old industrial sites along the Creek waterfront. 
Do you think this would be good for Faversham's economy in the long term?  
11 An alternative would be to put houses further away from the waterfront, for example on the 
BMM Weston site (site 3) - would this in your view be a better location? 
12 Do you think there should be any new housing on the waterfront anywhere along the Creek? 
13 Do you think there should be any housing on the waterfront around the Creek basin (between the 
bridge and Morrisons, sites 1-3?) 
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CREEKSIDE PROJECTS 

 
What do you think of these projects: 
14. The Faversham Creek Trust’s plans for boat repairs and apprenticeships? 
15. The Brents Community Association’s community centre and boatyard? 
16. Linking Swan Quay (site 5) with Town Quay as a creative/cultural centre? 

 

YOU AND THE CREEK 

17. What would make the Creek a better place for you and your family? 
Responses have been separated according to whether the respondent chose to rank their choices (299 
participants) or chose to tick a number of choices (162 participants). Ranked responses first: 
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18. Do you think it’s important for the Brents area / North Preston estate to have a local community 
centre? 
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20. If the area had a community centre, what should it provide? (1 most important, 2 second etc) 

 A meeting place for local groups 

 Activities for youngsters 

 Somewhere for older people to go 

 Activities for all ages 

 Help for unemployed people 
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SPENDING PRIORITIES 

21. If there is money available from developers for improving the Creek and the area around it, what 
would you like the Council to spend it on? 

Responses have been separated according to whether the respondent chose to rank their choices (351 
participants) or chose to tick a number of choices (111 participants) 

Of those who ranked their choices, 131 selected the Bridge, gates and sluices as their first priority for 
spending, while 91 selected dredging first. 

This Chart shows the ranked choices, with numbers for first, second and third choices. 

 



Paper 4.1 

 

LET’S MAKE THE CREEK WORK FOR FAVERSHAM Page 10 

 

Of those who ticked a number of choices without ranking them, the spread of votes was more even, 
but dredging and the bridge still obtained the greatest support. 
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APPENDIX 1 - TABLES 

EXHIBITION STATISTICS 

Date 
30-

May 
31-

May 
07-
Jun 

14-
Jun 

21-
Jun 

28-
Jun 

Totals % 

Visitors 75 431 71 80 90 94 841   

Respondents 56 228 44 35 38 61 462 55% 

  75% 53% 62% 44% 42% 65% 55%   

                  

Of which                 

Paper             427 92% 

Surveymonkey             35 8% 

              462   
Spoilt surveys - excluded from 
analysis                 

Duplicate paper entries              3   

Tests on Surveymonkey             3   

                  

No personal details                 

Paper                 

No name             2   

No name of address             2   

Partial address             1   

                  

Surveymonkey                 

None                 

RESIDENCE 

  Residence % 

Faversham ex Brents 350 76% 

Brents 44 10% 

Non-resident 68 15% 

  462   

GENDER 

Gender Number % 

Male 241 52% 

Female 221 48% 

 462  
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AGE RANGE 

Age Range Number % 

<13 3 1% 

14-19 10 2% 

20-30 11 2% 

31-50 75 16% 

51-65 159 34% 

Over 65 185 40% 

Not say/no response 19 4% 

  462 100% 

MAKING THE CREEK WORK FOR FAVERSHAM 

6. Do you think that regenerating the Creek and making it work for Faversham is important for the 
town as a whole? 

Q6: Regenerating the Creek 

Very important 422 91% 

Quite important 36 8% 

Not important 1 0% 

Not sure 3 1% 

  462 100% 

7. Which strategy do you think would be more likely to regenerate the Creek? 
1. Based on housing and footpaths? 
2. Based on business, boats and community? 
3. Something else (please explain) or no response 

Q7: Regeneration Strategy 

Housing and footpaths 7 2% 

Business, boats, community 396 86% 

Something else 59 13% 

  462 100% 

8. Faversham Town Council says that attempting to regenerate maritime industry around the Creek is 
unrealistic. What do you think? 
 

Q8: Maritime industry unrealistic 

Agree strongly 13 3% 

Agree to some extent 61 13% 

Disagree strongly 338 73% 

Not sure/don't know/no response 50 11% 

  462 100% 
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9 Do you think more shops and cafés outside the town centre would be good for the town as a whole?  
 

Q9: Shops and cafés 

Agree strongly 46 10% 

Agree to some extent 188 41% 

Disagree strongly 172 37% 

Not sure/don't know/no response 56 12% 

  462 100% 

 
NEW HOUSING ON THE WATERFRONT 

10 FTC supports new housing development on all the old industrial sites along the Creek waterfront. 
Do you think this would be good for Faversham's economy in the long term? 
11 An alternative would be to put houses further away from the waterfront, for example on the BMM 
Weston site (site 3) - would this in your view be a better location? 
12 Do you think there should be any new housing on the waterfront anywhere along the Creek? 
13 Do you think there should be any housing on the waterfront around the Creek basin (between the 
bridge and Morrisons, sites 1-3?) 

  

Q10: 
Housing/economy 

Q11: BMM 
Housing 

Q12: 
Waterfront 

housing 

Q13: Basin 
Housing 

Yes 14 3% 291 63% 29 6% 12 3% 
Maybe/Perhaps 66 14% 110 24% 120 26% 82 18% 
No 359 78% 39 8% 286 62% 341 74% 
Not sure/don't know/no 
response 23 5% 22 5% 27 6% 27 6% 

  462   462   462   462   

CREEKSIDE PROJECTS 

 
What do you think of these projects: 
14. The Faversham Creek Trust’s plans for boat repairs and apprenticeships? 
15. The Brents Community Association’s community centre and boatyard? 
16. Linking Swan Quay (site 5) with Town Quay as a creative/cultural centre? 

  

Q14: FCT Boat 
repairs 

Q15: BCA 
community centre 

Q16: Swan Quay 
linked to Town 

Quay 
Good idea 386 84% 324 70% 294 64% 
Quite a good idea 58 13% 84 18% 98 21% 
Not a good idea 2 0% 9 2% 14 3% 
Not sure/no response 16 3% 45 10% 56 12% 

  462   462   462   
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YOU AND THE CREEK 

17. What would make the Creek a better place for you and your family? 
Responses have been separated according to whether the respondent chose to rank their choices (299 
participants) or chose to tick a number of choices (162 participants). Ranked choices: 

  
Better 
access 

Boat 
bldg 

Activi-
ties 

Ameni-
ties 

Jobs 
Com'ty 
Centre 

Shops Housing Creative 
Foot-
paths 

Cafes Total 

First 
choice 58 97 39 20 63 17 3 6 17 37 6 363 

  16% 27% 11% 6% 17% 5% 1% 2% 5% 10% 2% 100% 

             

  
Better 
access 

Boat 
bldg 

Activi-
ties 

Ameni-
ties 

Jobs 
Com'ty 
Centre 

Shops Housing Creative 
Foot-
paths 

Cafes Total 

1st 2nd or 
3rd 
choice 

156 212 138 56 148 43 13 10 58 84 17 935 

  17% 23% 15% 6% 16% 5% 1% 1% 6% 9% 2% 100% 

Unranked choices, percentages weighted to total votes: 

  
Acces
s 

Boatbuil
ding 

Activiti
es 

Amenit
ies 

Jobs 
Com'it
y 
Centre 

Shop
s 

Housin
g 

Creativ
e 

Footpa
ths 

Cafes 
Sum of 
votes 

Total 
Vote
s 

103 100 86 101 62 20 8 79 89 30 0 678 

% 
Total 

15% 15% 13% 15% 9% 3% 1% 12% 13% 4% 0%   

18. Do you think it’s important for the Brents area / North Preston estate to have a local community 
centre? 

Q18: Community Centre 

Very important 198 43% 

Quite important 158 34% 

Not important 27 6% 

Not sure/no response 79 17% 

  462 100% 
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20. If the area had a community centre, what should it provide? (1 most important, 2 second etc) 

 A meeting place for local groups 

 Activities for youngsters 

 Somewhere for older people to go 

 Activities for all ages 

 Help for unemployed people 

Ranking Local Groups Youngsters 
Older 

people 
All ages Unemployed 

1 185 55% 145 52% 98 37% 176 51% 146 44% 

2 53 16% 52 19% 36 14% 68 20% 63 19% 

3 55 16% 33 12% 43 16% 47 14% 58 17% 

4 25 7% 38 14% 39 15% 37 11% 28 8% 

5 21 6% 11 4% 48 18% 16 5% 37 11% 

  339 100% 279 100% 264 100% 344 100% 332 100% 

SPENDING PRIORITIES 

21. If there is money available from developers for improving the Creek and the area around it, what 
would you like the council to spend it on? 

Responses have been separated according to whether the respondent chose to rank their choices (351 
participants) or chose to tick a number of choices (111 participants) 

Of those who ranked their choices, 131 selected the Bridge, gates and sluices as their first priority for 
spending, while 91 selected dredging first. 

Ranked Choices – number of respondents 

  
Activitie
s 

Com
m 
Centr
e 

Dredgin
g 

Flood 
defence
s 

Environ
ment 

Seatin
g 

Bridge 
Cycle 
routes 

Footpa
ths 

Green 
spaces 

Ameni
ties 

1 19 25 91 34 30 4 131 5 13 3 1 

2 23 18 105 59 32 12 57 10 15 14 3 

3 26 30 41 53 45 9 39 16 33 19 14 

4 27 31 15 19 50 23 30 19 28 39 14 

5 27 25 11 13 30 19 14 28 36 20 21 

  122 129 263 178 187 67 271 78 125 95 53 
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Ranked Choices – percentage of respondents 

            

  
Activitie
s 

Com
m 
Centr
e 

Dredgin
g 

Flood 
defence
s 

Environme
nt 

Seatin
g 

Bridg
e 

Cycle 
route
s 

Footpath
s 

Gree
n 
space
s 

Amenitie
s 

1 1% 2% 6% 2% 2% 0% 8% 0% 1% 0% 0% 

2 1% 1% 7% 4% 2% 1% 4% 1% 1% 1% 0% 

3 2% 2% 3% 3% 3% 1% 2% 1% 2% 1% 1% 

4 2% 2% 1% 1% 3% 1% 2% 1% 2% 2% 1% 

5 2% 2% 1% 1% 2% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 1% 

  8% 8% 17% 11% 12% 4% 17% 5% 8% 6% 3% 

Unranked choices, number and percentage of total responses 

Activitie
s 

Com't
y 
Centr
e 

Dredgin
g 

Flood 
defence
s 

Environmen
t 

Seatin
g 

Bridg
e 

Cycle 
route
s 

Footpath
s 

Green 
space
s 

Amenitie
s 

45 37 81 51 63 51 72 46 47 53 42 

8% 6% 14% 9% 11% 9% 12% 8% 8% 9% 7% 
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APPENDIX 2 – COMMENTS (arranged alphabetically) 

6. Do you think that regenerating the Creek and making it work for Faversham is important for the 
town as a whole? 

7. Which strategy do you think would be more likely to regenerate the Creek? 
1. Based on housing and footpaths? 
2. Based on business, boats and community? 
3. Something else (please explain) or no response 

Q6&7 7 Comments 

1 2 50/50? Must be a balance to generate a local economy 

1 3 A balance of amenities for regeneration of marine industry and access by public and some domestic 
development. 

1 3 A balance of both driving economic development and improving employment. 

2 3 A balance. There must be some housing to avoid a souless environment in winter and evenings. Sole 
maritime regeneration is unrealistic 

1 3 A blend of the above 

1 3 A combination of both - houses on BMM Weston site, a Youth Hostel in Standard House, Businesses, 
boats and community for the remainder 

2 3 A combination of housing, paths, business, boats and communal use. 

1 2 A genuinely democratic, listening town council 

1 3 A mix of above 

1 3 A mix of housing - that's where the money, ie investment, lies - and business, boats and community 

1 3 A mixture of above 

1 2 A mixture of all the above plus recreational provision for non-boating folk 

1 3 A mixture of boats / houses and something for the younger population ie small creative activity 
centre also a hotel would be good. 

1 3 A mixture of housing, retail and boat related workshops, with an emphasis on accessibility 

2 3 A mixture of the two options above 

2 3 A mixture of uses 

1 3 A realistic mixture of new housing as well as areas set aside for boat work. 

2  A sensible mixture of both housing and maritime. 

1 3 All important - footpaths vital, housing can create community, boats for tourisms etc and allied 
business 

1 3 All of the above 

1 3 All of these 

1 2 Also education - passing on skills and knowledge to younger generations 

1 2 Also education and creative industries 

1 2 Also footpaths. I think that much more could be done to attract eco tourism to Faversham based on 
the Creek.  

1 2 An increase in businesses, boat industry etc would benefit the whole town - which is now looking like 
being filled with charity shops, hairdressers, cafés, estate agents ...  
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Q6&7 7 Comments 

1 2 An initiative similar to Business, boats and community, but emphasing and promoting it more along 
the lines of MARITIME HERITAGE AND HISTORY OF THE AREA!a 

1 2 And reasonable first time houses 

1 2 And the tourism which will result from real creek based activity. 

1 2 And Tourism 

1 2 As a resident I have been very concerned at the borderline illegal changes of use of many buildings - 
all without planning permission 

1 4 Based on boats, tourist attraction, business and footpaths 

1 2 Based on business, boats and community with some housing 

1 3 Basin: 100% marine "related" business only. All other sites: sympathetic housing with access 

1 3 Boats - craft heritage and development. Community - shared spaces and resources. Housing - AWAY 
from the water's edge but not excluded. 

1 3 Boats, footpaths and community 

1 3 Both 

1 3 Both 

1 3 Both 

1 3 Both the above 

1 2 Business boats community 

1 3 Business, boats and community is vital but housing (and associated parking) needs to be given due 
consideration  

1 2 Businesses, boats and community BUT access to footpaths + making existing housing remain included 
in future plans. LIMITED new housing  

1 2 But also some landscaping and attention to boundaries 

1 2 But no more housing around the Creek 

1 2 But with a mix of housing too 

1 2 Connect our amazing history to the present. Important to take the long view 

1 2 Continuity with the past. Build on distinctiveness 

1 3 Don't rule out all housing, certain areas would be suitable and generate funds 

1 2 Encourage the Germans to visit Faversham and Americans 

1 2 Especially boats 

2 2 Especially boats and community 

  Expanding the attraction of Faversham to more than Abbey Street and the Market Area 

1 2 Flood plains should be used for marine activity, not housing! 

1 2 Footpaths along the creek are very important for tourism. Nees to properly link to long-distance 
coastal path. 

1 2 Footpaths are important and cycling path 

1 2 Footpaths important for 2nd option as well. 

1 3 Houseboats rather than new buildings - will generate work appropriate to the Creek. Attractive for 
everyone. New builds are boring as hell. 

1 3 Housing and small business, retail and restaurant/café uses. I have no preference as to business, but 
"industrial" is not meant. 
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Q6&7 7 Comments 

1 2 Housing creates "deadness" in an area as diverse as a creek where activity during the day creates a 
lively and interesting atmosphere. 

1 2 Housing would reduce the desire to visit the Creek - small businesses and boats, cafés, bars, galleries 
would create much greater interest. 

1 2 I tend to be against house building - probably because I don't need a house and enjoy the 
space/atmosphere of the creek. 

1 3 I think it should be a combination but creekside boat/community use should prevail. 

1 3 I think it should be a mix but housing should be 2 storey and there should be more provision for 
parking. Posillipo on Belvedere Road already causes parking problems as far along as Belvedere Close. 

1 2 I would also like to see the footpath on Belvedere Road restored for public use. 

1 4 I would support a mixed strategy incorporating housing and some creative industries and maritime 

1 2 Including Faversham Creek in tourism literature, as well, emphasising its historical importance 

1 2 Keeping it for the purpose it has been used for in the past, and maintaining local 
jobs/apprenticeships, natural flora and fauna. No houses/building 

1 2 Make Faversham stand out in terms of working heritage, history, food - a "SLOW TOWN" (Slow 
Movement) 

1 2 Make interesting!!! 

1 4 Maritime along the creekside, housing in the creek hinterland. Dredge the creek and transform it! 
Roads not able to support access. 

1 3 Maritime and public access 

1 2 MARITIME business. Later - tourist facilities 

1 3 Mix of affordable housing, business, community and footpaths 

1 3 Mix of both housing/footpaths/community 

2 3 Mixed use. Doesn't have to be either/or. Clear from this exhibition and the draft NP that mixed use is 
being proposed. 

1 2 Mixture of the above 

1 2 Multi-targeted - business (heritage, maritime, tourism etc) housing, appropriate industry 

1 3 Nature trail 

1 2 NO Bar restaurants - shopping centre 

1 2 Not chains or fast food 

1 2 Obviously building houses in flood risk area very foolish and unnecessary! Footpaths (eg Saxon Shore 
Way) also vital. 

1 3 Once housing is built along the creek the private signs will go up and the views along the creek will be 
gone forever. 

1 2 Plus footpaths and clear signage so visitors can find their way to glorious countryside. 

1 2 Plus footpaths and workshops 

1 2 Preserving the maritime history and traditions central to the employment, skill basis and economic 
development of Faversham. 
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Q6&7 7 Comments 

1 2 Providing pedestrian creekside access is maintained or extended to both sides of the creek. Enough 
cafes already 

1 2 Realisation that Tidal Power is a free force to use 

1 2 Realistic business opportunities should be developed. 

1 3 Regeneration of old industrial sites. Better footpaths (I would not use some of the current paths 
alone) 

1 2 Retain existing public right of way, ie access to Saxon Shoreway 

1 2 Small maritime business plus footpaths/cycle paths 

1 2 Some housing but not loads 

1 2 The mixed industrial/commercial/boating/community and tourism will be the community and the 
tourism assets. 

1 2 The realistic dredging of the upper creek before it becomes unnavigable to larger vessels 

1 2 This is the only way to ensure that the Creek and the Basin are dredged and kept clear, and maritime 
heritage can be preserved. 

1 2 To keep the creek as a viable nice area 

1 2 Tourism (Standard Quay) and housing (low rise 1-2 storey) 

1 3 Tourism, business, boats, community and footpaths. Access to waterfront. Not against housing, but 
shouldn't be the main thing. 

1 2 Underlined Boats and Community 

1 2 Use its history to take the Creek into the 21st Century. Let's have it for everyone's use and enjoyment. 

1 2 We need to spread the income generated by change to run this community as a whle, NOT 
landowners/developers! Simple! 

1 2 Whatever is done access is very bad. 

1 3 Whatever they feel Faversham Creek needs 
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12 Do you think there should be any new housing on the waterfront anywhere along the Creek? 
13 Do you think there should be any housing on the waterfront around the Creek basin (between the 
bridge and Morrisons, sites 1-3?) 
 
Q12-
13 

Combined Comments 

3 2  / A few is OK, but not right on the creek, and only two storeys - also built in keeping with the existing 
architectural styles - and not at all if risk of flooding. 

3 2  / Any housing would be out of the financial reach of local people - also not at all appropriate for this 
maritime site. 

3 2  / But public access to waterfront must be available 

3 2  / Dedicate area for use for water-based activities 

3 2  / Definitely not. 

3 2  / Depends on type of housing; residences above businesses could be an advantage eg security, but 
units must be affordable. 

3 2  / Disruptive to views of waterways and possible conflict regards boat noise 

3 2  / I consider dredging and renovating this area to be a priority as it affects the silting of the rest of the 
creek. 

3 2  / Ideal site for small boat storage and access facilities for youth groups to the Basin at BMM Weston 
site 3 

3 2  / It would become an exclusive area. 

3 2  / Leave public access to waterfront 

3 2  / On BMM Weston site only, NOT on sites 1 & 2 

3 2  / Ordnance Wharf needs to be a workshop area and the Basin used for winter barge quarters. 

3 2  / Primary focus around basin should be creation of industry and business which will attract visitors. 
Belvedere Road is an example of how not to develop! 

3 2  / Shepherd Neame's warehouses/works are a significant eyesore. 

3 2  / Some around BMM Weston site perhaps - low level buildings only 

3 2  / The proposal of houses on Ordnance Wharf seems wholly wrong. The "focal point" between the 
basin and Stonebridge allotments. Housing on Ordnance Wharf would threaten the maritime usage of 
the Purifier. 

3 2 A limited amount of housing would be a good use on some sites. 11 should be 'including' /  

3 2 A limited amount would be OK /  

3 2 A mix of industrial/commercial & some unobtrusive housing /  

3 2 A small amount of housing, but to keep the creek as natural as possible, with a nature strip first near 
the creek, so all can see and use it. /  

3 2 Already enough houses in town for necessary services to support /  

3 2 Any housing must be sympathetic and congruent with overall strategic development / Waterfront too 
valuable, unless all other development attempts fail 

3 2 As a community - if more houses were built then we would have nowhere to walk - enjoy the beauty 
that is the area - why should Faversham residents be prevented from enjoying this? /  
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Q12-
13 

Combined Comments 

3 2 BMM Weston / BMM Weston 

3 2 BMM Weston site only /  

3 2 But limited /  

3 2 But not immediately on the creekside - FLOODING /  

3 2 Commercial wharves should never be converted to housing. Once gone they are gone forever /  

3 2 Could have flats above businesses, shops, cafés etc /  

3 2 Could the old oil depot be suitable for carefully designed houses /  

3 2 Do not live in Faversham do what they are doing in Dover now. Build in a farming field out of town. /  

3 2 Don't build on flood plain /  

3 2 Enough already - need more historic boat-related buildings / Enough already - just need boat builder 
workshops 

3 2 Enough housing already, risk of flooding. Proposed sites such as Swan Quay too valuable. / As 12. 
Other uses more suitable. Housing on Ordnance Wharf is a definite NO. 

3 2 Existing creekside developments (Belvedere Road and opposite old oil depot/Standard Quay) are 
flood-prone and ugly. Some mixed development is positive in creating a sense of care and looking 
after all spaces. /  

3 2 Existing parking and access needs to be sorted out first. Damage has already been done. / More open 
space / one park insufficient. 

3 2 Fentiman's Yard /  

3 2 Flood plain, the area is now saturated with new housing and will detract from maritime/heritage and 
economic regeneration through tourism /  

3 2 Flooding is a problem and the existing character of the creek with its historic buildings and maritime 
heritage should not be sacrificed for housing. Dual use buildings is a possibility but there needs to be 
firm plans for their purpose and occupants otherwise they will be obsolete and unused. / Again, a 
flood area 

3 2 Get rid of storage tanks - re-introduce natural setting /  

3 2 Have concerns about parking implications of the development of any site around the creek/basin. 
There are already huge parking problems along Belvedere Road at times. / As per AAP2. Sailmaker 
should be left where it is. 

3 2 Housing brings only costs - it makes no contribution to the economic development of the town. / No 
because of flood risk, climate change and because the 'residents' will make commercial use 
impossible. 

3 2 Housing development has ruined enough of the creek already. No more!! /  

3 2 Housing kept to a minimum. /  

3 2 Housing should only be on BMM Weston site /  

3 2 Housing will cause more traffic through already congested roads. /  

3 2 Housing within some listed buildings acceptable /  

3 2 However this should be sympathetic to the main regeneration on a working/maritime basis rather 
than the main basis. / There is no infrastructure there to support this! 
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Q12-
13 

Combined Comments 

3 2 I agree to more housing in and around Faversham but not the waterfront /  

3 2 I do not accept M. White's view of unrestricted commercial development of the whole area /  

3 2 I don't know the BMM Weston site or Swan Quay /  

3 2 I strongly disagree with housing on the front in the upper reaches of the Creek where stagnant water 
and lack of sunlight caused by shadows cast by housing would make it unpleasant to visit and live 
anyway. This would be a very foolish decision. / Any development of any (site) from the bridge down 
to Oyster Bay House should have areas of green open space between buildings to avoid shadowing of 
the creek and lack of air circulation. Remember that the creek is a habitat, not something that 
humans alone can enjoy. 

3 2 I think if old existing buildings can be converted into living space this could be a good way of 
preserving old architecture and putting it to new use, like the Oyster Bay House. Must be done 
sensitively to the architecture and the environment. It would not be good to have development on all 
the site - there must be something of the past kept and developed. / At the moment this area is very 
uncared for. Housing (done sensitively) may help to regenerate the space. 

3 2 I would not want to rule out all housing along the creek. Site 6 - oil depot - a possibility if done 
appropriately / I favour moving residential provision north, away from creekside, on BMM land, to 
enable a maritime heritage / crafts environment in the basin. 

3 2 If housing has to be part of the plan, which I suspect, the BMM Weston site to me would be 
acceptable. Otherwise housing at site no. 11 only. /  

3 2 If not ugly and only if walkway for public provided along waterfront /  

3 2 If putting some new housing along the creek was proposed in tandem with shops/cafes, this could be 
good, but numbers should be restricted. /  

3 2 If there were residential uses above some businesses, then the area would stay alive at night, security 
etc, but parking?? / No, we should listen to the people of DAVINGTON, who would benefit hugely 
from income based businesses rather than private home owners? Who will be able to afford these 
prime location sites anyway? 

3 2 I'm worried about the traffic implications /  

3 2 Important to compromise. A couple of small developments / It all needs regenerating. Just not wholly 
for residential properties. Take Wapping, Limehouse etc in Central London - too residential. No 
atmosphere. Not tourist attractors. 

3 2 It depends where - no residential around the basin and limited on Swan Quay / Frank & Whittome /  

3 2 Keep actual waterfront clear for all to enjoy and to attract tourists. /  

3 2 Limited waterfront housing keeping public right of way and public mooring facilities on all quay sides. 
/  
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13 

Combined Comments 

3 2 Limited, not the mass effect that seems to be the driving force behind the council representative on 
the present committee /  

3 2 Limited. Waterfront view not necessarily access /  

3 2 Low level and of mixed income /   

3 2 Maybe oil depot, bus depot, but low rise only / Emphatically not - this area is very important for 
maritime regeneration 

3 2 Mixed use is fine as long as housing is for local people. / No - would bring zilch to the economy. 

3 2 More housing would be the end of the creek and the area would lose its character. Look at the Wook 
Quays in Sydney Harbour - awful. / This area is vitally important to maintain the maritime 
history/character of the area! 

3 2 My view is basically that the houses will always (to some extent) spoil the environment and views and 
atmosphere, and will not meld well with new businesses and community activities. / Again, see 
above. 

3 2 Needs balanced approach. Belvedere nice but dormitory and doesn't add to the beauty of / interest 
in Faversham. Want Creek to be alive, not asleep! / No space - unless Sheps suddenly decide to sell 
up … and they aren't included … 

3 2 No housing adjacent to Purifier building /  

3 2 No housing at all on the site next to the Purifier Building. Maritime workshops and community only. / 
Definitely no. 

3 2 None /  

3 2 Not alongside the Creek, unless forced to agree to some. In that case the old bus depot least/worst 
option, but no more than 2 storeys. BMM Weston not too bad. /  

3 2 Not at Standard Quay! /  

3 2 Not if it is to be high priced or limit pedestrian access to the waterfront. Where would all the cars go? 
/ No. Make it a marine workshop area with possible accommodation above the workshops 

3 2 Not if it prevents being able to have access to and along the creek. / If it is "in keeping" whith the 
vernacular style in and around Faversham (New Creek Road as an example). 

3 2 Not in the Basin /  

3 2 Not near the water's edge. Because of flooding potential. / Not too many houses or too high. 

3 2 Not on any sites which have the potential for maritime access and industry. Back from the water 
(Fentimans Yard as example) would be fine. Also on BMM Weston, further back. / Housing sterilises 
employment. 

3 2 Not really! The developments opposite Standard Quay are not attractive, though doubtless nice to 
live in! Very limited re Q9 - possibly café? /  

3 2 Not the Basin /  

3 2 NOVA - brownfield sites, social housing / As above. There should be no more housing on the creek. 
Houses are not bought by locals as they are too expensive and will be detrimental to the area. 
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3 2 Oil and coach depot could support some, if offered as part of an integrated view and use of sites /  

3 2 Oil depot is a possibility /  

3 2 Oil Depot, F&W, Coach Depot, Fentiman's Yard. /  

3 2 Oil depot/coach depot could have some low residential set back, allowing moorings along front quay. 
/  

3 2 On old oil storage site only /  

3 2 Once you build on things it changes forever and there is no going back. There's enough already. / 
Dredge the Creek and make a change to see what's possible. 

3 2 One or two for caretakers - people with interest in the marine side - or perhaps houseboats /  

3 2 Only if it takes the pressure off green field sites - such as Love Lane /  

3 2 Only if not at the expense of the maritime landscape/regeneration /  

3 2 Only if not at the expense of the maritime landscape/regeneration /  

3 2 Ordnance Wharf whould be for industrial use only. Swan Quay should be as it is now, ie sail 
loft/chandlers. Better use can be made of the other buildings there. Standard Quay return buildings 
to maritime use. /  

3 2 Part of the area used to be recreational and from 1907 until it caught fire around 1926 the town 
skating rink was on the West bank / More housing on the creekside is wholly unacceptable 

3 2 Particularly important to have no housing over 2 storeys high /  

3 2 Plenty of cafés in town already!  /  

3 2 Prone to flooding; public area not for private housing / See above - destroys town character 

3 2 Proposals for tall development with token workshops at ground level not realistic. Dwellings at 
Creekside and Faversham Reach have this provision which is NOT used. Flooding!! / The upper basin 
could be deepened for the use of vessels by excavating accumulated silt. This would vastly improve 
the effect of sluicing. 

3 2 Provided access to the creekside in form of cycleways and footpaths is retained and provided /  

3 2 Putting housing along the creek creates an exclusive area preventing everyone the opportunity to 
enjoy another aspect of Faversham /  

3 2 Q9 - depends on type of shop /  

3 2 Recent new housing has not regenerated the creekside. /  

3 2 Renovation of existing buildings (eg the Standard House) could produce further housing while 
allowing space for industry and business to keep the waterfront economically viable. /  

3 2 Rising water levels/flooding! / BMM Weston site underlined in 10 

3 2 Risk of flooding / Risk of flooding 

3 2 Road systems - parking  /  

3 2 Scruffy industrial sites would be improved by small developments eg Oil Depot /  
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3 2 See above. Housing does not invite or create activity. People need encouragement to walk and 
engage in the creek area. Both physical and mental health benefit. / See above. We need to think 
imaginatively for future generations. Where do the young figure in these plans? 

3 2 Shops and cafés as a way to pull visitors north from the town. Housing - anywhere prone to flooding 
today will be bonkers in the decades to come.  / BMM Westons seems very logical. 

3 2 Should be further away from creek, away from possible flooding /  

3 2 Small low rise developments on selected areas /  

3 2 Small low rise units only - consider social housing/ shared ownership even if in smaller developments 
/ Small low rise units only - consider social housing/ shared ownership even if in smaller 
developments 

3 2 Small scale 102 storey development alongside Standard House and to rear - with access from 
Standard Quay (New Creek Road too narrow) /  

3 2 Some housing but housing all along the waterfront will detract from the maritime interest / Some 

3 2 Some on Swan Quay, provided carefully done and to mix with other housing in the area. Also some 
on former oil depot / No strong opinion on this. If ownership of Ordnance Wharf passed to BCA?FCT 
then happy to see community buildings provided there is clear evidence of need. 

3 2 Some, low level /  

3 2 Standard Quay and Ordnance Wharf must be retained for maritime industrial use, above all else. /  

3 2 Strong Yes to housing on BMM Weston. I think there already is enough new housing along the creek. 
Let's have a good business strategy for the creek. /  

3 2 Swan Quay is a BIG NO! Disastrous to put housing on this historic site. /  

3 2 The adjacent land to the Creek should only be used for marine use, to keep the Creek as a working 
creek. /  

3 2 The Creek floods on a regular basis, but building more houses on flood planes is not good. / Housing 
and industry does not work however you dress it up. People move into the houses and put such 
restraints on industry that it closes. 

3 2 The oil depot and coach-firm sites are hard to argue against but development should be low rise and 
attractive. (Not like the barracks of Waterside.) / The Swan Quay - Town Quay area should be free of 
housing and kept low rise and cultural-creative. 

3 2 The owner of Standard House wants permission for it to be a bijou hotel with access along their legal 
right of way along Standard Quay. I believe this should be supported. /  

3 2 The present houses are not appropriate, beautiful or well planned. A few people having access in a 
floodable area is simply greed and bad planning. The creek needs to be accessible to all. /  
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3 2 The problem is partly that any new residential has to be raised up a storey and this makes it generally 
out of scale with the scale of the historic town. In conservation area terms this puts residential out. 
There is enough of this sort of thing already. /  

3 2 The problem with past housing developments on the Creek is that they are of very poor design 
quality. If there is going to be new housing it should be of the highest quality - particularly where it 
fronts the Creek. / It should be where the Shepherd Neame Bottling Plan currently stands. The 
Shepherd Neame brewery buildings fronting the Creek are a complete eyesore. 

3 2 The traffic is a problem already. More housing would make it worse. / The traffic is a problem 
already. More housing would make it worse. 

3 2 The waterfront should be free to be shared by the community and enthusiasts /  

3 2 The waterfront should have maritime use and or public access /  

3 2 There are already a lot of cafés in Faversham but more shops would be welcome / Mainly due to 
flood risk. 

3 2 There are already too many creek-side houses. They will be susceptible to flooding and prevent 
better development. / This must remain a commercial/industrial zone. 

3 2 There are plenty of alternative areas for housing but very limited viable areas for maritime industry 
needing waterside access. /  

3 2 There is enough already /  

3 2 There is enough new housing along the creekside already, and it has done nothing at all to regenerate 
the Creek or the town in general. It's a flood plain! / This area should be retained for industry and 
community purposes. Housing on the BMM Weston site is a good idea provided that road access is 
good. 

3 2 There is more than ample housing at the moment! A lot of those properties only appear to be used as 
weekend boltholes! For the well heeled from London! / I think it should be made into a listed 
conservation area of maritime history and industry with a museum and working shipwrights 
college/workshops and moorings for traditional sail craft as well. Something for the whole 
community of Faversham and visitors to enjoy. 

3 2 There is really enough housing already. /  

3 2 There is too much waterfront housing as it is /  

3 2 There should be NO housing on the waterfront whatsoever / The basin is for industry and boats and 
tourism and jobs 

3 2 This is my first visit to Faversham. The industry aroung the creek (patchy though it is) is the only truly 
unique characteristic of the town and is very impressive. More housing on the creek would diminish 
this "USP". More industry on the creek would enhance it. NO BRAINER! / As the head of the creek this 
is a site of symbolic significance. It requires a "statement" building and the statement must be one of 
bold industrial and economic regeneration. 

3 2 This only promotes creeping overdevelopment / This will only privatise what should be a public asset 
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3 2 This question is too black and white to be answered (sorry!) /  

3 2 Too great a flood risk / Too great a flood risk 

3 2 Two storey housing and restore the listed house. All new housing to match in (of course) Shops and 
cafés if parking is addressed.  /  

3 2 Very limited accommodation could be included but Faversham needs to avoid becoming a dormitory 
town. /  

3 2 Very limited. Site carefully chosen - sky line, light, vehicle access and effect on roads, not closing in on 
the creek, limiting access etc. Majority of points you have already raised. /  

3 2 We have enough new houses going up - the town isn't big enough or equipped to cope. /  

3 2 Well the trouble is that the standard of the recent building on the creek is lamentable particularly if 
one takes into account the historic importance of the site. Better design is vital. Why not employ top 
architects who would be sympathetic to the local vernacular? /  

3 2 When Belvedere and Waterside. /  

3 2 Yes mabe/perhaps /  

3 2 Yes to Q11 but 80 too many, say max 50 or 60, eg no schools. And new access point essential. Re q12, 
there is already more than enough and subject to flooding, e.g. Swan Quay - a bottle neck area for 
traffic already - housing and cars bad idea. / Ordnance Wharf - should have Creekside work only. Also 
BMM Car Park. Workshops need upper storey to avoid exceptional high tides damage, e.g. sail lofts 
essential. Residential totally incompatible. 
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17. What would make the Creek a better place for you and your family? 
Responses have been separated according to whether the respondent chose to rank their choices (299 
participants) or chose to tick a number of choices (162 participants) 

17 Comments 

A Community Centre is a very good idea 

A flood alleviation scheme 

A hotel set back from the creek. 

A maritime centre/museum/tourist attraction to give information to local people and visitors. All those ticked 
are good ideas but no preference. 

A museum of some sort outlining the maritime history of the town, especially as so few know we are a Cinque 
Port like Dover and it is the reason we have a town here at all. 

A place worthy of a walk throughout the year. Needs heritage interpretation safely presented! 

A quality, well-funded museum to house Graveney Boat would attract tourists. Café and facilities to support it 
would help. 

A small garden and/ or park area linked by footpaths along the creekside to walkways out to the marshes and 
into the town in the other direction.  Landscaping along parts of the waterfront with made paths. 

Access to the town via the Creek for visitors 

Actually being aware, when one is in the town, that the Creek exists, thus viewing it from Quay Lane and 
other vantage points, as well as the above, would assist greatly 

All as important as each other 

As diverse as it is possible to be! 

Benches made by local craftspeople - make it different, get community led projects going such as 'Mens Shed' 

Better dredging so more access for boats. Preserve and protect wildlife. 

Better footpath round creek basin. Opportunities for youngsters to use boats on the creek/basin. Possibility of 
water being retained in basin for boating use by youngsters. 

Better views across and of the water. More attention paid to heritage buildings, materials, historic 
interpretation. 

Car parking improvements. More tourism - regeneration of the Creek would encourage tourists and add 
prosperity generally. 

Community Centre linked with a maritime purpose and activities. 

Could the Upper Basin area including BMM Weston works become an "educational/apprenticeship"area? 
BMM need youngsters? If so, then apprentices could get a very wide background of both engineering and 
boat building skills.  Could the Purifier Building and possibly the building proposed at the end of the BWW car 
park or factory site also be adopted for training perhaps, in wider maritime skills e.g. navigation/seamanship 
etc. If your suggestion of a site for the Graveney boat at Standard Quay is not agreed could this be included in 
what could become an educational/community area? 

Cramming without access and public space is wrong - more damage is wrong. 

Creative and maritime workshops 
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Cycle paths 

Difficult to choose between any of those numbered 

Difficult to prioritise this question. A regenerated, busy lively Creek would be good for the town and 
community and in itself, the regeneration would result in more regeneration! 

Difficult to put these important things in order. Water related activities must come first - other important 
things needed to support this will follow. 

Dredging and maintaining. 

Encourage foreign visitors to the town like Deal and Canterbury. 

Existing shops along Standard Quay to be mainly boat related ie parts to repair/maintain your own vessel 

Faversham is a small town - the centre is very accessible - not sure the Creek needs its own community centre. 

Faversham is a small town - the centre is very accessible - not sure the Creek needs its own community centre. 

Get the lock gates back in working order. Get the bridge working. Start removing the mud. If not, you will not 
have a creek. 

Give opportunity for people to work in the town. 

Green/park area with seating 

Hotels, guest houses 

Houseboats 

Housing along the waterfront is a bad idea - flooding problems and destruction of the character of the creek 
area. 

I think an outdoor fitness route which included outdoor gym equipment (which you see in France) and 
outdoor table tennis etc would be good. Shops - a few selling local crafts eg Whitstable. Housing on 
waterfront - maybe. Restaurants - some local and independent. 

I think the footpaths present are sufficient, unless tourism is rising - then maybe it's time to adapt it so - a bit 
of work on the footpaths. 

I would prefer to have omitted 9, 10 and 11 from my list as I do not think these would make the Creek a 
better place 

If you ensure access then likely tobring more interested parties as visitors and potential investors 

It should remain for the community. Please don't allow Faversham to become another Whitstable. I have 
moved from there, it's spoilt now. 

It would be nice to walk by the waterfront and stopping at a café for something to eat and drink. 

Jobs & training in Purifier. Community Centre for Brents. Litter bins and collections. Already have Creek 
Creative. No more shops, houses on waterfront, restaurants or cafés 

Just don't turn it into an inaccessible residential desert! 

Keep the Swan Quay slipway. Keep the low black sailmakers building with historic wooden staging - as seen 
from Brents pathways, lovely view across to Parish Church spire - perfect. 

Keeping the creek for local people, around boat building and associated jobs/activities. Maintaining the 
Creek's unique maritime history. 

Knowing that the creek was protected, and remained a working waterway, and had not been "gentrified" 
would be enough. 

Limited housing 
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17 Comments 

Limited restaurants and cafes to cater for tourists and locals 

Linking Swan and Town Quay a very good idea. 

Linking Swan and Town Quay a very good idea. 

Maintain status of Belvedere Road as a no through road. 

Maintenance of green spaces, better facilities for visiting boats below the basin (bridge). 

Making the Creek "boat friendly" is the most important thing. Everything else (except housing) follows. 

Maritime museum. Youth hostel and campsite for enthusiasts. 

Maybe linked to amenities 

More marine based businesses 

More provision for permanent moorings for large traditional craft. 

More pubs 

Most important - a better place for people to stroll down to from the town centre and enjoy what they find - 
buildings and open spaces associated with the creek and its history 

Nature trail and facilities for children and the elderly. 

Nature trails, wild flower planting 

No housing along the waterfront. 

No housing along the waterfront. Very good. 

No more extra housing 

No more housing along the waterfront. No chains/fast food outlets 

No shops, restaurants or cafes 

No shops. Link 2 quays (Swan Quay and Town Quay) yes. Sympathetic residential conversion. 

No to housing, restaurants and cafes - enough already. 

Only one more café  

Opportunities for the youths and children to use the Creek - boating, rowing etc 

Parking 

Parking! 

People like to walk and sit by the water, so waterside shops, cafés and restaurants will bring in local and 
tourist business and create jobs. 

Performance space outdoor/indoor 

Protect 8th Faversham Sea Scouts from Bretts development at Ham Road and provide Scout Hut/boating 
facilities for the young people. 

Public spaces, campsite, open air theatre small market area , maritime museum 

Re-enactment of past events - educational and tourism promotion volunter meeters and greeters. 

Residential boats~ Some space for small ordinary boats who will support maritime activity. 

Secure storage for sailing dinghies and rowing boats close to a launching slip. 

Silt removed, easier for birds to nest and wildlife 

So important that we older residents consider younger generations - how they will make a living and connect 
with the town's past. 

Some footpaths - NOT through existing gardens though. How about information for visitors and a berth or 2 
for visiting vessels? Tourism alone represents a hughe income.  

Special events, barge races etc 

The area of the "Creek" is too long to make a generalised judgement on the list above. 
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The creek must be a bustling hive of activity Mon-Fri 9am - 5pm… as a priority!! Weekend and evening past 
times/attractions for tourists/locals can be added creatively as an afterthought. 

The possibility of "houseboats" for the use of artists and artisans adding life and colour to the Creek. 

The road along Front Brents is in terrible condition and badly needs a proper repair. 

The waterway itself needs more traffic by large vessels to keep it healthy 

Tourist and historic attraction. More open space. 

We need to get the centre of Faversham thriving and there needs to be an overflow car park (BMM Weston 
Creekside space) 

What would happen to Fentiman's Yard? I would prefer it to be landscaped space. 

Wildlife havens, more designated SSSI 
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20. If the area had a community centre, what should it provide?  

20 Comments 

A café - there's v little available in this area. 

AA Meetings 

Actually, all of the above equally! 

All  

All of the above all important. 

All of these 

Although I have indicated order of 'preference' I feel a community centre would logically include all these 
amenities, so in a way it is rather better to say logically it should include ALL categories regardless. 

Bar and snack area 

Bysing Wood already goes somewhere towards catering for Brents/Preston 

Creative activities 

Difficult to number by importance between these 

Doesn't have to be located right on the Creekside 

Exercise classes etc accessible to people without transport. Physical activities for all (obesity issue) 

Faversham already has lots of meeting places, the Brents/North Preston has never struck me as a tight knit 
community. The rest of Faversham will have to pay for the running repairs. 

Faversham Creek could be a jewel in the crown. 

Health/training facilities? 

Help for disabled 

I am just not sure a community centre would be viable. I don't think it would solve the socio-economic issues 
in the Davington Ward highlighted at the exhibition. These need a concerted cross agency approach eg 
NHS/Social Services/DWP/Job Centre Plus etc. 

I feel the West Community Centre is within walking distance and don't feel there is a need for another. 

I think the local community needs to decide on this. All look sound propositions. 

I think this area would be improved by a local centre, although if the money's tight perhaps existing facilities 
could be re-purposed, eg Davington School open at night/evening. 

I was brought up in the Brents area / North Preston estate 

I was genuinely surprised at the level of deprivation on the estate. Any Plan has to do the maximum amount 
for the community. 

I would be concerned if provision in North Preston area resulted in GREATER feelings of isolation/deprivation; 
more provision in Faversham FOR ALL  

information centre, cafe, reasonable opening times 

International online connection - open a branch of a university there. Why not? Theatre, cinema, art gallery, 
cafes, … music. 

It could be hired out for parties/receptions etc to generate income; also used for some types of concert. 

Lived in Brents/North Preston for 6 years. All people in a Community should be catered for so all above groups 
are equally important, and disability access and activities catered for! 

Lived in Brents/North Preston from age 5 to 21 
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20 Comments 

Locals who live there need to decide. We have the West Faversham Community Centre. Is that used to 
capacity? 

Looking at the shocking statistics for the area, food and family education and support 

Maybe a sports club centre as well 

Mix it with some interpretation to facilitate social mixing for residents with visitors. 

More sports and music for teenagers - try to help them feel involved and relevant to the community. 

Needs regeneration. 

Not really sure. I don't live there. It seems like it would be a good idea. 

Particularly help for unemployed 

Security will be a major factor especially in the evenings. The town's existing facilities are finding volunteers 
more difficult to recruit. 

Social groups - I have recently moved to the area and have found little opportunites, other than going to a 
pub, to meet people. I also feel that there is not enough for teenagers to do leading to, in some cases, anti-
social behaviour. 

Somewhere to promote Faversham and its maritime history and to have talks to explain the attractions 
available in the area. 

Support for those needing to make 'new' life skills. 

There is such deprivation in this area that we need as community to do something positive for the locals. I am 
shocked at the Council's attitude and relationship to its community, they just want more people to move into 
the area while they neglect the people who live here all their lives. Have they no values! We need new 
Councillors with vision. 

They all seem like good ideas 

This area obviously needs a lot of support for families, young and old people. Thinking long term an increase 
of opportunities in the local area would benefit them with regard to education, health, unemployment etc 
and therefore in the long term benefit Faversham. 

Triple tick against Activities for youngsters 

Very little 

West Faversham Community Centre is not heavily used 

What's wrong with West Faversham Community Centre? 

Why can't they use the West Faversham Community Centre? I don't think a community centre at North 
Preston would be used. What about something on the rec area of N Preston if this should go ahead? 

Would it be used? Community Centres are fine in principle but are often accessible and used only by the 
"usual suspects". Will work only if there is a "community". 

Would this be in conflict with the West Faversham Community Centre? The Community Café in the town 
wasn't a great success and such centres struggle for funding. 
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21. If there is money available from developers for improving the Creek and the area around it, what 
would you like the council to spend it on? 

21 Comments 

1 Refers to existing bridge site only 

A well thought out exhibition - well done. Quite hard to read for short people with varifocals! 

All are important and feed off each other. The various initiatives need to work together. 

All of the above - not sure which is best. 

All quaysides to have facilities for visiting boats; bollards, ladders, passgates, signage, toilets 

Boat activities 

Boating activities 

Community access workshops with skilled instructors/advisors. Give local people the opportunity to 
manufacture and create. 

Create an environment which works 'hand-in-hand' with environment. 

Don't understand the Green Spaces - planting, maintenance - the Creek is a natural environment with wild 
areas. It's not a garden! 

Dredging the creek is surely the responsibility of Medway Ports and Harbours Board 

Dredging, bridge, gates and sluices are most important 

Excellent display showing vision. 

Financial contribution to endowment trust sponsoring maritime apprentices 

Flood defences - ugly and pointless for the most part. Do not allow more homes or businesses to be built in 
flood risk areas. 

Flood defences, Dredging, Bridges, gates, sluices are infrastructure priorities to be addressed by regional and 
central government & the statutory port authority. Not the local town council. 

Flood defense plans require a greater assessment of how and why flooding has and may occur plus tidal 
control post dredging and sluices revised/reinstated where necessary. 

Green spaces - leave it as nature intended - don't gentrify! Faversham deserves a safe, fit-for-purpose 
pavement over the creek, for wheelchairs, prams, buggies etc. 

Green spaces - natural is needed. 

I assume money from such a source would be limited and should therefore be spent where it would have 
greatest impact. 

I think our advantage is the environment - this should be the priority 

I thought that dredging and flood defences, even the Bridge, were not the responsibility of the local council! 

If there is money it's because they've PAID FOR SOMETHING! 

Improve the Front Brents by rebuilding the wharves there to provide moorings and appropriate flood 
defences. 

In terms of footpaths, cycle routes etc the area around the creek is absolutely fine as it is. To develop green 
spaces too far would cause the area to lose its natural charm. 
Increase wharfage in the Upper Basin. 

Increase wharfage in the Upper Basin. 
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21 Comments 

It is quite difficult to put them in order of importance! 

It should be used in training young people in the Purifier Building 

It would be good to have the bridge working! 

Just make the Creekside an attractive area that people will see as a destination. Housing will just provide a 
Market town fix for incomers. 

Lifting bridge 

Make the Creek somewhere nice for young people to go. 

Money is available but achieving it is time consuming and long term commitment. 

More activities of a maritime nature similar to the Nautical Festival! 

More mooring. 

Music and bandstand 

Music and entertainment 

Need to read more to comment fully. 

Not if the price is extra housing 

One day I watched a boat cug up the creek with about ten people on board, they were visiting could not find 
moorings so left. 

Parking 

Parking 

Preserving/renovating the assets Faversham still has left 

Provide footpath/cycle way in front of existing modern housing 

Rebuild Cleaver's Wharf 

Roads 

Should be a levy on developers. Drege Creek and Basin. 

Should be spent on creekside local infrastructure 

Thank you for your hard work and raising awareness. 

The Creek needs to be considered as part of a greater road system - Faversham's arteries are clogging badly. 

The exhibition is a wonderful example of clarity. Congratulations. This is a complex issue and you have 
explained and illustrated the factors involved in an even-handed way. 

There are good reasons for selecting all these! 

Would like public access to banks everywhere - at present too much is private. 
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22 Is there anything else youôd like to say about the exhibition or the issues raised? 

22 Comments 

(Just a quibble - as a small person my neck ached trying to read the top displays.) Excellently put together 
though. What a great deal of hard work must have gone into it. Very fair and clear presentation. 

A CONCISE AND WELL BALANCED SET OF PROPOSALS THAT RETAINS THE HERITAGE AND WILL BENEFIT 
FAVERSHAM AND ITS RESEIDENTS, AND IF IMPLEMENTED PROPERLY WILL ALSO ENCOURAGE TOURISM 
A lively creek, with boat building etc makes Faversham a much more interesting place for residents and 
visitors. 

A lot to read so will take info away and read at home. Many thanks 

A sensible well-presented statement, fair and knowledgeable. It might be helpful to have a "how would you 
use the Creek-side" question - very revealing in many ways. The town has lost so much since it lost its borough 
status & this would go a long way to restoration. 

A very important exhibition to raise awareness for us residents. Thank you! 

A very informative exhibition, offering an alternative view to the development of the Creek. Without a 
working, accessible creek Faversham will lose its soul and it is worth fighting to keep as a maritime centre to 
the town. 

A very useful and truly informative exhibition, encouraging discussion and debate. A shame it wasn't around 3 
years ago. 

A very useful and truly informative exhibition, encouraging discussion and debate. A shame it wasn't around 3 
years ago. 

A well explained exhibition 

Above all else - green field sites around edge of town must not be built on 

Affordable housing could be a good idea. However keeping big business away allowing local business to thrive 
would be better for Faversham overall so as not to spoil a beautiful area and town. 
As a child of Faversham who swam, canoed, sailed and crabbed in the Creek it is of no surprise that I am all for 
access for all!! Having come from a disadvantaged ward as did many of my friends we want the Creek and 
surrounding buildings to offer an opportunity for carrers. Many of us are now of national significance in our 
fields. This exhibition in some small way identified this and offers credible solutions for future generations to 
receive the same chance! 
Be ambitious, creating a varied use will generate a better environment where outsiders will want to visit 
Faversham and therefore generate money. 

Boat house and maritime use on Ordnance Wharf is excellent idea. No residential here!! 

Boathouse for maritime activities and community at Ordnance Wharf - good idea 

Brilliant exhibition. Faversham Town Council need to take all of this on board and start listening to the people 
of Faversham and implement what they want - a good heritage creek to attract working boat related business 
and tourists. Tourists want to see working boats, not housing! Locals want to see the creek and its surrounds. 

Build a single lock gate around the level of the south end of Iron Wharf to retain water in the Town / Standard 
Quay area 
Building anything without providing proper access roads and space is wrong - beautiful town easily spoilt. 

Clear and illuminating exhibition. The proposals appear viable and reasonable. 
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Compared to many historic maritime locations Faversham is exceptionally well preserved and has not been 
abandoned by the town. Swale Council must engage with this in a more open minded way - their proposals 
are simply mediocre, lack ambition and are an embarrassment when compared with other regeneration 
schemes across the UK. 

Concerned that much more housing without resources eg doctors, schools etc would be detrimental to area. 

Do not demolish the dock like they have done at Chatham. The Dockyard is all lost in my eyes. I did my 
apprenticeship there. 

Don't dredge the creek 

Enlightening exhibition, very informative and often available to view. Much appreciated. Ref your No. 11 
BMM site - essential to have new access for cars etc, as Brent Hill v narrow and bad sightlines and pedestrians. 
80 houses too many - would need schooling, child minding facilities etc too. 

Everyone has done an excellent job. Everything has been explained succinctly. 

Excellent 

Excellent - thanks to all those responsible for all their hard work and expertise 

Excellent and well presented 

Excellent displays, clearly exlained. To attract tourism etc will need to identify further parking facilities eg park 
and ride 

Excellent exhibition 

Excellent exhibition - professionally produced. Full of relevant historical and practical detail. 

Excellent exhibition but a lot to understand/absorb as I'm recent (6/12) arrival in Faversham. 

Excellent exhibition that focussed on the issues. Many of the ideas are good but I am not convinced about the 
viability of many of them. I may well be wrong. 

Excellent exhibition which has set out some informed choices for people to make. 

Excellent exhibition, clear and concise, no waffle! 

Excellent exhibition, people have worked very hard to provide all this information. The regeneration of the 
Creek is crucial to Faversham's future. 

Excellent exhibition, really explained historical context and presented alternatives in clear, unambiguous way. 
At last I have a fully coherent understanding of the issues. Visuals/ photos etc excellent. 

Excellent exhibition. I agree wholeheartedly with its proposals. 

Excellent job, well done 

Excellent piece of work providing a comprehensive alternative. Well done everyone. 

Excellent well balanced exhibition. Just great to see the public's views clearly exhibited. The Town Council 
should have included options in the draft plan. 

Excellent, thorough, informative, detailed, balanced exhibition. Very many congratulations to all involved. 

Exhibition very good and informative 

Exhibition was excellent, thank you. 

Faversham is a special place. Let's keep it so. Maritime history is a central part of the town's uniqueness and 
should be recognised in the plans. Too many "waterfront" towns have been developed for retail use but are 
generally dead areas e.g. Milford Haven. Faversham is well known for its barge/boat services - let's keep it so. 
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Faversham is one of the last "strongholds of traditional sail", not just in the UK but in the Western World. It's 
still (just) a place where traditional vessels of various construction can be built and repaired. Faversham is well 
known worldwide for the above, but it could soon be lost as a town of excellent maritime work. 

Feel angry that the Town Council has so blatantly ignored local desires, and has run such an incompetent and 
confusing consultation. Disgraceful. 

First class exhibition! Well presented case - more strength to your elbow! 

For a maritime future the Upper Basin must be locked with high tide access in/out for boats and yachts. Thus 
the opening bridge, lock gates etc are essential for any scheme to be effective. Ordnance Wharf, NO 
residence, 100% boating activities. 

Fully support all the proposals put forward by Faversham Creek Trust 

Fundamentally disagree with random housing on clearly important heritage sites which once lost destroy the 
heart of the town. Encourage and support all efforts to keep maritime heritage and important buildings in the 
Creek area. 

Good exhibition - thanks. Loved the idea of housing at BMM Weston sites. 

Good exhibition. Rather difficult to absorb so much information. 

Good to have different options from Council plans 

Good work - keep going 

Great exhibition. All the brains are on this side of the argument. Met a Quaker, Danny, who wants to talk to 
anyone who still has an open mind! 

Had no idea Davington was so deprived - surely this/Brents area should be the focus of the whole 
redevelopment? Very keen on a cohesive, thought-through plan for this, ie not just sanctioning loads of so-
called affordable housing. Community Centre & appropriate provision for it is crucial. 

Hard to say, have been away too long. But lot of work to be done to make it nice again, and if any housing, 
well away from the creek front. 

Housing is not the best option in any of the spaces under consideration. Maritime related activities are an 
obvious and attractive option but how viable? Specialist knowledge needed to assess. 
Cafés/restaurants/specialist sales outlets would all work well especially in Purifier building. 

I agree almost entirely with the ideas promoted by FCT - no more housing; maritime related work; 
preservation and respect of the 'special characteristics' of Faversham's hidden 'raison d'etre' 
I am appalled by the attitude of the local council in regard to public opinion! Who do they think they are!! 

I don't live in Faversham but surely any improvements are better for this town. 

I feel very strongly that further housing is not appropriate - particularly above 2 storeys. 

I found the exhibition very informative,I find it important ,that the edges of the creek stay in the hands of all 
of Faversham inhabitants for recreation,education and community activities 
I found the exhibition very interesting. We love the creek and spend a lot of time there. It would be a real 
shame to build houses all around it when it has so much more to offer. I love the ideas that have been shown 
in the exhibition - they would bring the area to life. 

I have attended and made comment at two consultations now - looking today at the positive responses 
against housing, abuse of historical maritime sites - I cannot believe that the majority are still not being 
listened to!! How many times must we be consulted until the majority are listened to? Maybe our councillors 
need a change of occupation! 
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I hope members of Faversham Town Council will attend the exhibition, take note of what the public are telling 
them, and change the draft neighbourhood plan to enable a true regeneration of the Creek. 

I really appreciate the effort of the community to improve, defend and love the beautiful environment of 
Faversham, with passion for tradition (boats) and without financial (money) or business interest 

I support anything that encourages regeneration of the Creek, and Faversham generally, together with 
employment opportunities for local people. 

I think it is wonderful that the people of Faversham care so much about its heritage. 

I think the exhibition is excellent. Very good visual presentations of some innovative and persuasive thinking. 

I thought the exhibition to be really quite exciting as it made me more aware of parts of the Creek surround 
which are normally not seen.   In considering the questionnaires I would have found it helpful to have a map 
which I could take away, designating the various sites 

I would like to see a central attraction; a balance of well designed starter homes; new business; public space; 
good, sustainable pathways and somewhere to park for visitors. 

I would like to see the general aspects of Faversham, which are so attractive, enhanced - housing is lucrative 
initially but not in the long term. 

If anything comes of this exhibition it should be that houses and industry will not mix and industry should be 
encouraged. 

If consulting local people is to mean anything then the strategies proposed in this exhibition should be taken 
on board and implemented by the local authority. Faversham benefits from extraordinarily well-informed and 
gifted people who have undoubtedly spent more time than hired professionals on coming up with these 
plans. The depth of care and concern for Faversham must not be underestimated or marginalised. 

If you want money sell the Magna Carta 

I'm very much in favour of linking Crab Island to the marshes via Faversham Reach / Waterside Close 
Increase cycle use to the area. Cycling is a real growth area and will encourage tourism, which is a key factor 
for regeneration. 

Increasing marine industry would help Faversham secure its future by increasing local skill, help locals gain 
training within specialised trades. Housing is a short term fix by selling land and property to the highest 
bidder. 

Is turning over the whole creek to maritime industry realistic? Will landowners agree? How can the town work 
with everyone to provide a realistic plan? How do we know what is realistic, deliverable or sustainable? I 
would be interested in seeing a collaborative approach, rather than sarcastic comments from either "side". 

It needs to be a place we want to live in if you had a choice, caring for the environment, people, community. 

It was a very good exhibition, very well done and informative! Well done trying to save the Creek!! It is in my 
opinion a vital resource to Faversham that needs regeneration. Have you approached Bob Geldof to help 
promote your cause! Or any other celebrities in the area/Newsroom Southeast!!!! 

It would appear that Faversham Town Council have not listened to the people, almost a "we know best" 
attitude. Houses, houses and more houses and just to keep us happy more houses. 
Just to reiterate that the creek should work for Faversham 

Lets hope the creek becomes a central, vibrant, active part of Faversham to attract more visitors and provide 
a focal point for waterside projects and fun for the old and young alike! 
Lots of good information. Quite a wake up call! 
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Main problem is silt, Deptford Creek suffered the same fate. Boating is unrealistic as cost of dredging would 
be £10m and silt would return. 

Mainly that what is most shocking is that the people of Faversham have voiced their views but they haven't 
been listened to. It seems that the Council just want to make money and do not necessarily care if the local 
community benefit from it. 

Make Faversham work for Faversham people, not to attract wealthy outsiders as a priority 
Manipulative language does not help the cause and merely makes me think I'm being hoodwinked by the 
Trust in exactly the same way I would feel being addressed by a developer or Planning Department. 

Maritime industry needs access to the waterfront, housing could be anywhere but if our creek front was to be 
developed as housing, industry could never again take place there and where are people going to work if you 
keep building on industrial sites? 

More housing is not needed around the standard quay area - it would lead to an overcrowded feel and road 
congestion in the belvedere road and abbey street areas.  Furthermore we need to bring sustainable economy 
to the area - for local people and visitors.  The area around abbey street lacks a significant green space 
considering the properties would seem to attract families to the area. 

More simplified exhibit too much detail. 

National heritage should be a priority 

Need a clear liaison and trust between capital (developer contribution) and community (democratic 
processes) 

Need a map showing whole area. Any development creekside needs vehicular access and current roads are 
too narrow, clogged with parking. Maybe new road from Graveney Road across fields. 

Neighbourhood plan has probably too much housing, these plans have too much emphasis on marine 
activities. Unless there is a compromise nothing will get done! 

No mention on this form about parking provision / implications 

NO MORE HOUSES!!!! 

No residential at Basin. Will be a conflict with business including Shep Neame & Weston Works etc. 

Obviously there will be housing somewhere along the creek, but please let it be affordable housing, and keep 
the pathways on the creek open to the public. 

Ordnance Wharf. I agree with option B. The Purifier Building: I agree with marine apprenticeships. BMM 
Weston site - I agree with 80 houses on high ground. Standard Quay - I agree with the living heritage centre 
idea 

People should be at the centre of any development project of the Creek. It is the wrong area for more housing 
and it will only transform this part of town in a dormitory, soulless and empty. 

Perhaps flood defences - but in what form? 

Please don't sell out. What you decide affects us all and is long lasting. 

Please preserve the character of the Creek for the people. Once developed it will be forever lost to us. 

Professionally done - thanks - and good explanations 

Provide new footbridge at Iron Wharf to allow cycle way all the way along the creek 

Questions 17 & 21 give too many options which involve too many issues/agencies. Does question 21 refer to 
housing developers? 
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Regeneration of the Creek, centred around the traditional boatyard/maritime heritage activity is vital to 
develop Faversham as a fantastic tourist attraction. Don't mess it up! 

Resolution of future of the basin is critical to Faversham, as it is close to the heart of the town. Access to the 
whole creek frontage via footpaths is also critical. 

Save 8th Faversham Sea Scouts! 

Saying no to all residential development just isn't realistic. It is important to put Faversham on the tourist map 
- turn it into the next Whitstable. The whole town would benefit as a result. Could the town spend (sell) its 
Magna Carta copy to benefit the town for the future? 

Sea Cadets struggle for membership. How do we know what young people want? I can't see anything in this 
exhibition or beyond to show they have been asked. 

Shepherd Neame bottling plan is excluded - this is a mistake and needs to be considered. Is the Basin 
polluted? Who pays to clear? Plan has to establish a long term focus on small scale industry which utilises the 
Creek. Housing is important but will create a sterile environment! 

Shocked to read of the deprivation in the Brent area. Council should be considering this ahead of plans for 
more housing alongside the creek. 

Simply that the Draft Neighbourhood Plan clearly wants to generate income through housing, to the 
detriment of the appearance and character of the Creem. For whom do we need more housing, anyway? 

Society is changing and developing at great speed. We need a democratic and imaginative town to envisage 
what is best (old and new) for the physical and mental welfare of its residents. Giving developers every 
possibility going does not achieve this and leads to social crisis (in my opinion). 

Standard Quay should be left accessible for larger vessels of all types to moor, not used for long term 
moorings. Greater traffic on the creek will bring its own benefits. 

Support the issues wholeheartedly 

Thank you for putting the alternatives in such an accessible, informative way. It has made me aware of the 
issues without feeling brow beaten by your views - with which I broadly agree. 

Thanks for an informative exhibition. I was deeply troubled that the councillors at the Neighbourhood Plan 
stall in the market area seemed to be scaremongering ("accept the plan or even more housing will be built") 
and accusing the opponents of their plan of having no realistic alternative. 

The character of our town currently hangs in the balance, this could be our only chance to ensure that we 
leave a decent legacy to future generations and allow Faversham to continue to thrive. 

The Council should adopt a plan based on regeneration rather than market price housing. 

The Creek needs to be redeveloped, but it needs to meet the needs of the local community. The housing 
along the Creek has turned it into a "private" possession almost. More of this would close if off completely. It 
is a great natural environment already - work on that, do we really need more coffee houses and shops - no 
we don't! 

The creek offers interesting and stimulating opportunities for visitors and boats. I have no problems with 
Faversham having more new housing but not next to the creek. (What next, converting the Guidlhall into 
flats!) 

The creek should not have any more houses built on it. If Faversham wants more houses build on the old 
Smedley/Ross site on Graveney Road. It is a brown field waiting to be improved or built on. 
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The exhibition is an honest attempt to preserve what is a unique asset to the people of Faversham, Kent and 
the UK. There is precious little natural waterfront available - to combine this with a regeneration of skills 
specific to this area can only be supported. 

The exhibition is thoroughly well thought out and brilliantly executed. It never ceases to amaze that it falls to 
volunteers to well execute something that councils, with all their resources, seem incapable of. 

The exhibition is very dense - almost too much info. A celarer distinction between what is currently planned 
and what we would like (perhaps different colours) would help. Audio visual presentation? 

The exhibition sets out and explains the options so transparently. It "lifts the spirits" and gives us all cause for 
hope. 

The exhibition showed what an asset the creek could be - well done! We don't want the creek turned into a 
"street" with housing. 

The exhibition was informative, well balanced and shows true local democracy at work in start contrast to the 
machinations of FTC 

The Exhibition was very helpful in explaining the issues involved, what development was proposed and where 
and alternatives.  The NP seems to be solely in favour of housing development and that cannot be good for 
the future of Faversham. Such development is sustainable only in the short term. 

The exhibition was very informative and it is good to see people trying to maintain economically viable areas 
rather than simply building houses everywhere with no provision for where the residents will work. 

The Faversham Creek Trust exhibition clearly sets out the feedback received from the previous consultation 
and how it is being blatantly ignored by the Council. A maritime industrial based future is the only sensible 
option for Faversham. 

The Faversham Creek Trust exhibition is far clearer and far more positive than the Town Council's proposals. 

The former oil depot/coach depot as well as BMM Weston would be of interest to the Sea Cadets as potential 
sites to relocate to with good access to water. 

The idea of keeping the basin for boat use is very important. 

The ideas proposed by the trust are excellent in concept but are realistically impractical.  there is some 
demand for artisan boatbuilding skills to be maintained but not to the degree the Trust proposes.  The whole 
point of the creek and the town is that it has over the millennia evolved to adapt to changing social, industrial 
and business demands, that process continues.  The preservation of certain aspects is to be encouraged and 
commended but it is equally important that the creekside area does not become simply a "working museum". 

The layout of the Creek Plan is excellent 

The most important things are to maintain the unique character of the creek (inc. natural environment) and 
to create new employment and tourism relevant and specific to the creek. Every town in Kent has pretty 
shops and cafes, so keep to Faversham's unique selling points and respect the history of the town. 
Resurrection of the maritime industry has longevity - restaurants do not. 
The priority is to maintain and restore the Creek as a working street to the sea. Restore, sustain and develop 
the unique maritime nature of this rare site. 

The proposed boat repair yard at the rear of Standard House is too ambititious. Suggest it is better to 
concentrate on regenerating the basin with maritime businesses as the focus. 

The proposed housing on the BMM site and redevelopment of the basin for small boat related industry is 
brilliant and solves a lot of Faversham's problems 
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The SE of the North Sean and England, The Netherlands, Belgium, France, in geologically SINKING regardless 
of global warming rates and sea level rise. This means more frequent flooding events for the Creek side. Flood 
defences cannot stop this as huge sums of money would be required. This must be made clear. 

The SE of the North Sean and England, The Netherlands, Belgium, France, in geologically SINKING regardless 
of global warming rates and sea level rise. This means more frequent flooding events for the Creek side. Flood 
defences cannot stop this as huge sums of money would be required. This must be made clear. 

The thing that makes Faversham different from other towns is its boat-building heritage. It is important to 
keep and develop this to make Faversham a different place to visit, and therefore get it on the tourist route. 
Whitstable makes use of its seafront/fishing, Canterbury its cathedral etc, and Faversham should concentrate 
on its unique heritage too. 

There are, at least 4 planning applications being considered to build new properties around Faversham.   I 
believe these are enough to meet targets.   The Pre Submission Draft, which I have read, clearly states that 
the Creek is...." an irreplaceable heritage asset of great significance locally, nationally and internationally....its 
significance lies, not only. in the built environment but also in the Creek's unique character and sense of place.    
Too much interference by greedy investors is in danger of losing this " unique character and sense of place". 

There is a lot of information to take on board! 

These points should have been raised 2/3 years ago. 

This exhibition allows the people of Faversham to think clearly about viable alternatives to developers' 
housing along what will become a dead creek, with the loss of our fabulous heritage. 

This is an opportunity to link the Brents, North Preston Estate with the heart of the Town. The Creek 
development should bring those estates into the town - physically and metaphorically. 

Three ticks for dredging the creek 

Transport infrastructure - the flow of traffic through Faversham taking into account all proposed 
developments. I have yet to see a full transport assessment. 

V clear and beautifully presented. 

Very clear formats, helpful in trying to grasp the complexities involved here! 

Very clearly presented, giving facts and information as to the various proposals. I am grateful for the huge 
efforts you have made/are making on the Town's behalf and its future. 

Very comprehensive and well presented 

Very good 

Very good 

Very good that an alternative option/campaign has been presented to the people/community of the town. As 
a parent it is very important to me that my child can be proud of where she was brough up and lives, 
hopefully for many years to come in a town with so much history, tradition and where community life has 
prospered. 

Very important that the bridge is safe for pedestrians, especially children in buggies 

Very informative and clear. We don't need any more waterfront housing for a select few, losing rights of way 
so they can have sole access to the quayside. We have lost enough already. 

Very informative, we all have taken this on board, but does/will anyone listen? Good luck! 

Very thought provoking - a job well done in raising awareness of a serious issue that affects us all and our 
futures! 

Very valuable information 
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Very well organised and informative 

Very well organised at getting the important for and against arguments across. 

Very well presented - extremely clear. For the first time I understood the vision for the Creek! If it becomes 
car-free where do cars park if it is a visitor centre plus other activities as proposed? 

Very well presented exhibition. I am very concerned about "the uniqueness of Faversham" - spoken of so 
often - that this is preserved. 

Very well put together, and easy explanation of proposals 

We need to learn from past mistakes - many (in 60s and 70s) beautiful old buildings were flattened to make 
way for new developments - heritage lost forever - don't let this happen again. Faversham exists because of 
the Creek and its associated culture - when it's gone, it's gone. Without it Faversham is not unique and lacks 
essential attractiveness for tourism - people will live here but go elsewhere to spend £. 

We need to preserve our maritime history - otherwise it will be gone forever! 

Well done and good luck. 

Well done to the Creek Trust for all their hard work - it is much appreciated and hope their work pays off with 
all our opinions too support the plans 

Well presented and highlighted. - Against all proposed housing and prefer maritime business and recreation 
activities. 

Well put together, arguments presented in a balanced and well considered manner 

Whilst I appreciate the difficulties faced by the young in any town, I feel that facilities for older people tend to 
be neglected; they are often those who make the biggest contribution to the local economy. 

Who is going to fund all this? If a developer already owns the site how can we influence them? 

Why has it taken so long? Don't build elitist housing 

Why should developers ruin OUR creek, make money, then walk away and leave the locals to pick up all the 
problems? 

With a Masters in Sustainability, I struggle to have confidence that our Council and Steering Group really grasp 
any of its principles. The Creek Trust have made recommendations that are right on-point with regards 
spearheading a sustainable future for the Creek, not short term, narrow minded and uncreative as are 
recommended by the 'Powers that Be'. 
Without a working waterside/port Faversham cannot justify being associated with the Cinque Ports. We must 
do everything to maintain/retain this heritage. 

Would not want money from development 

Yes, don't allow the town to become over commercialised. I want the town's main focus to be on community 
and conservation. I have seen Whitstable become over-commercialised with no focus on community and 
extreme greed. 

Your exhibition is brilliant. Clear, informative and relevant. It addresses the real issues concerning the future 
of our creek and maritime heritage and it believes and provides the answers. There is money out there. We 
need a cunning fund raiser to persuade wealthy people to back us. 

Your ideas are excellent - good wishes 

 


