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WELCOME 
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EYE
 

2021 was a generally a pretty 
dreadful year. At the Eye we made 
the difficult decision to cancel 
our planned Faversham Festival 
due to the uncertainty of Covid 
restrictions and lockdowns.  Also 
due to the relative lack of activity 

in the Town and difficulty in 
getting access to information, we 
have not published an edition of 
the paper for over 6 months.

In this bumper issue we report on 
some of the highlights of the past 
year as well as extensively reporting 
on some of the current problems 
facing the town, not least of all, 
the continuing threat of our still 
unique Town being swamped by new 
peripheral developments.

 While it is difficult to predict how 
the new year will pan out, we can for 
the present enjoy speculating whether 
we may be seeing the demise of Boris 
Johnson’s premiership.

 We welcome the recent emergence 
of Farms Fields and Fresh Air as 
a local pressure group opposing 
the new housing estates and it is 
to be hoped by joint action by all 

similarly concerned organisations 
and of course our Town Council 
we can limit the building of more 
unaffordable houses inappropriate to 
the real needs of local people.

 In contrast to the Brexit “take back 
control” rhetoric of the Government 
we report on two parts of our local 
infrastructure passing into overseas 
private finance control, namely 
Southern Water and the scarily 
named Project Fortress (ne Cleve Hill 
Solar Park). Also, most of our regular 
features are included and we would 
welcome more feedback, even hostile 
criticism, from our readers.

 We hope you enjoy this latest 
edition and we wish everyone the 
best in 2022.
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At long last most people in 
Faversham are aware of and 
concerned by the deluge of new 
housing planned on the farmland 
surrounding our unique town. 
Unfortunately, many new estates 
are already underway or have 
received planning permission 
and therefore can’t be legally 
challenged.

  It is fair to point out that 
Faversham is far from unique in 
facing the existential threat of being 
smothered with unsustainable 
numbers of new houses inappropriate 
to local needs.

The article in the Observer on 
16/1/22, titled ‘Kent Housing/Uproar 
in the garden of England’, which is 
available online, reported on the 
problems facing many Kent towns 
and villages.

 It is beyond doubt that there is a 
very serious shortage of affordable 
housing in Kent, as well as all the 
Home Counties and elsewhere, 
either for rent or sale.  This lack 
of accessible accommodation can 
fairly be described as a ‘housing 
crisis’.  However, the Government’s 
preferred approach to give volume 
housebuilders virtually free rein to 
build uninspiring expensive three 
four and five bedroomed houses on 
green field sites on the periphery of 
existing settlements, does nothing to 
address this genuine housing need but 
certainly provides a lucrative money 
spinner for the developers.

As we explained in previous 
issues the Government uses a crude 
algorithm called the Standard 
Housing Method to determine how 
many new housing units they demand 
each authority must provide for in 
each planning time period but do not 
specify what kind of house. Inevitably, 
therefore, developers choose to favour 
the cheapest and most profitable 
sites (green field in the most desirable 
areas) and the larger type of houses to 
maximise profits.

 Unless they refuse to comply 
with the Government demands, 
authorities are reduced to only 
having the freedom of where to put 
the new development within their 

WHAT IS FAVERSHAM’S 
HOUSING CRISIS?

boundaries. But even this choice 
is compromised by developer’s 
reluctance to build in any but the 
most financially viable places. Only 
joint action by a broad coalition of 
local authorities to challenge central 
government demands for more and 
more development in the South East 
countryside could possibly force 
them to change their policy.

Recently, ten Kent Conservative 
MPs wrote to ask the Government 
to rethink their housing allocation 
demands, but to no effect.

Our MP didn’t sign the letter but did 
gain a lot of publicity by claiming that 
it was unacceptable that Faversham 
should shoulder so much of Swales 
requirement to allocate new sites in 
the Borough. Significantly, she was 
not objecting to the overall numbers 
of news houses  Swale was compelled 
to accommodate., she just preferred 
to not have it on her own doorstep.  
This was probably  to conserve her 
own electoral popularity and because 
she felt  that it would be bad for her 
future career prospects within the 
current administration.

As things stand, Swale has 
determined that, in the next ten years, 
Faversham must accept thousands 
more houses. If the Borough doesn’t 
fulfil their imposed housing quota, 
then the planners will not be able 
to resist planning applications from 
developers who would be free to build 
wherever they can make the most 
money however detrimental to the 
Town.

The sprawling Perry Court 
development is an example of what 
happened when Swale failed to meet 
their previous allocation.  Rapacious 
developers such as Gladman would 
seize any future failure of the Council 
to hit its target and probably succeed 
in an application to cover the 
countryside with new houses from 
the M2 on either side of the Ashford 
Road as far out as  Sheldwich.

Despite the airy assurances  from 
Boris Johnson that our countryside 
is safe from being concreted over, 
there seems to be no real prospect of 
a change in current housing policy, 
therefore we are left in Faversham 

By Brian Pain

with the depressing conclusion 
that the least worst option is to  
accept a relatively well designed and 
environmentally sensitive proposal 
from the Duchy of Cornwall which 
on its own fulfils our imposed 
quota of new houses in one well 
defined area between the A2 and 
M2 and then vigorously oppose all 
other applications from speculative 
developers which would lead to urban 
sprawl, very little affordable housing 
and a much increased strain on our 
already over stretched infrastructure.

To this end, the Faversham Eye 
will attempt to bring attention to 
all new such speculative planning 
applications when they are made and 
work with all other groups committed 
to trying to save Faversham as a 
unique well-defined town surrounded 
by accessible countryside. 

Currently there are two such 
pending planning applications which 
raise such concerns:

1. Abbeyfields   SW/20/500015/
OUT  
An application for 180 houses 
alongside the sewage works with a 
difficult access onto the Whitstable 
Road which threatens one of the last 
open vistas onto the town and St 
Mary’s Church from the east.

It is worth looking at the Faversham 
Society’s detailed object to this 
development.

2. Love Lane SW/506465/HYBRID 
A green fields application for 84 
houses to the East of Love Lane which 
could possibly to lead to further 
applications beyond the site. This has 
the potential to leading to even more 
traffic congestion on an already traffic 
saturated joining to the A2.

On the next page we reproduce the 
heartfelt letter from the new pressure 
group “Farms Fields and Fresh Air” 
with which we totally sympathise.

The important thing is to 
remember is that people need to 
object when the planning application 
goes to Swale, not years later. Once 
permission has been granted, it is too 
late to stop the development.
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Housing developments are now growing up 
on every side, infrastructure compromised, 
traffic and pollution increasing and more 
worryingly our green fields and wildlife lost 
and gone forever –  this is  prime agricultural 
land, which should never have been touched 
and yet there is far more planned destruction 
for the near future - another 3,500 homes 
over the next few years in Faversham alone, if 
current government targets are to be met.

Imagine 5,000 – 7,000 more cars just in 
our small historic, rural town! 
Housing on this scale, as forecast, is due to 

effectively double our population by 2038!  It 
is just madness - unthinkable.

Residents and councillors alike are 
appalled by this terrifying vision and yet 
we are in the grip of a mad housing frenzy 
where developers are given carte blanche by 
the government, who has decreed we need 
housing and masses of it, everywhere. 

What is this so called ‘need’ based on? 
Where are the realistic figures to back 
this up? 
It seems we are subject to an outdated 

computer algorithm dictating a demand 
which bears no relation to the LOCAL 
housing problem at all. The result is vast 
swathes of countryside concreted over for 
unnecessary executive homes, the great 
majority far from affordable for 

those in real need.
And what happened to prioritising 
brownfield sites?
What happened to regenerating urban 
areas?
What happened to protecting the green 
belt and green fields?
Despite the recent pledge by Boris 

Johnson, to build homes ‘’not on green 
fields, not just jammed in the south east, 
but beautiful homes on brownfield sites in 
places where homes make sense.” , there is as 
yet no change in sight, and our land where 
future generations could  grow their food and 
which act to capture carbon continue to be 
destroyed.

And yet this is the same government that 
has committed to a carbon zero mandate, 
who promised above all to protect the 
environment – it’s almost unbelievable, 
certainly totally unacceptable.

So, councillors involved in a local plan, 
as ours are currently, face a huge dilemma 
- they either accept the unrealistic housing 
targets and agree to an unwanted plan 
which inevitably continues to decimate our 
countryside, or they can say stop, enough, 
we need a new totally revised policy based 
on realistic local need with no building on 
greenfield sites. 

But that, we are told, 
opens the door to the 
heavy-handed Government 
Planning inspector and 
a free for all of ruthless 
speculative development. 

The answer quite 
simply is yes (to a plan of 
environmental destruction 
) or no ( to fight to save the 
land)

And we say - no.
 In the light of all this 

a few of us got together 
to form a local Facebook 
protest group to raise 
awareness of this drastic 
situation and try to 
combat the outrageous 
government demands 
and the destruction 
to the environment: 
Farms, Fields and 
FreshAir: Faversham.

We believe that if we 
all join together along 

with our councils and MPs to push back and 
say no, we will create one strong voice, which 
can change the law.

This greed, nonsense and hypocrisy 
needs to be stopped and urgently. 
Cop 26 and IPCC have given us code red for 

the environment, so it is more relevant now 
than ever before to call for positive action 
from our leaders - 

No more batting the blame between 
Government and Councils.
No more waffle and empty promises.
No more ecocidal destruction. 
We want to thank the town council who 

rejected all options in the reg 18 Local Plan 
consultation and our MP Helen Whately 
who has branded the level of the housing 
numbers ‘unforgivable’ and also avoided 
accepting an option.

Meanwhile we need more people to join 
the fight, we now need to come out in force 
in the coming weeks when Swale Borough 
Council decides which plan to adopt, if any.

We hope they will communicate and unite 
with councils to make a stand against the 
government targets but it will not be possible 
without a strong public voice in support.

Our campaign is growing in strength and 
numbers as we plan strategies and share 
information and links with many other 
groups on social media.

We had a successful, peaceful protest walk 
across the public rights of way on the Duchy 
land behind Macknade on Nov 28th, joining 
forces with 29 other campaign groups all over 
Kent. And recently we were interviewed for 
BBC Southeast, local papers and the Observer 
- momentum is growing.

Our next protest walk will take place this 
weekend on Jan 22nd, starting at the United 
church at the top of Preston Street at 11:30 
then marching through the town centre.

We need as many people as possible to 
join us, to make our voices heard; also to 
write to the MP and the government, and 
to sign our national petition: Halt harmful 
housing  - https://www.change.org/
HaltHarmfulHousing

REMEMBER THIS: 
All it takes for evil to triumph is for good 

men to do nothing.
So, this is a plea to all you good people 

out there who care about your town and 
countryside - please act now to keep it safe 
before it’s too late.

WHAT IS HAPPENING TO OUR TOWN?
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In August 2013, Southern Water 
our friendly local wastewater 
treatment company, was fined 
£2.7 million for deliberate sewage 
dumps. 

Sentencing guidelines for 
environmental offences were updated 
in 2014 to allow for higher fines, 
suggesting penalties for up to £3M for 
the most serious deliberate offences 
by large companies, though allowing 
judges to go beyond this for the 
largest companies with turnovers 
above £50M.

Last year they were fined a record 
£90M for the deliberate dumping of 
billions of litres of raw sewage off the 
north Kent and Hampshire coasts 
between 2010 and 2015. The case 
judge at Canterbury Crown Court 
said that it “had not learnt” from 
the previous fine and its offending 
“simply continued.”

Penelope Game, head of practice 
at Fish Legal said that: “If you think 
of the savings that Southern Water 
must have made each year on their 
treatment costs, you may conclude 
on a purely financial basis it was 
still cheaper to pollute the water 
environment.”

In 2020 Southern Water was 

CREEK UPDATE 
By Brian Pain

responsible for 400 reported 
incidents.

Surely it cannot get any worse? 
The answer is quite probably, yes it 
can. A majority stake in Southern 
Water has been bought by Australian 
Investment Bank Macquarie.  These 
new investors have promised to put 
the utility company “back on a stable 
footing”.

Unfortunately, Macquarie have 
an appalling track record from their 
ownership of Thames Water which 
they sold for billions in 2017 after a 
decade in which Macquarie earned 
billions from the company and paid 
next to no corporation tax. It also 
left Thames Water with an extra £2 
billion debt.

We recommend interested readers 
listen to the BBC podcast made in 
2017 called:

“Macquarie: The Tale of the 
River Bank”. This describes how 
the Australian “investment” bank 
squeezed the maximum profit from 
the water company whilst deliberately 
failing to maintain plant at sewage 
treatment works.

Last year, the new chief executive at 
Southern Water Ian McAulay awarded 
himself a £500,000 bonus.

With our antiquated Faversham 
sewage works operating at or beyond 
full capacity it is likely that we have a 
long wait before swimming and raft 
races are again possible in the Creek.

The current utter tragic state of our 
privatised utilities should surely make 
any sensible person accept that public 
ownership is not all bad.

In our next edition we will include 
a Special Sewage Section with an in-
depth look at the state of our Creek.

THE CREEK BRIDGE
Despite having our “can do“ MP 
Helen Whately at the helm of the 
Creek Swing Bridge Steering Group 
which comprises of members of the 
FTC, KCC, the Faversham Society 
and the Faversham Creek Trust, very 
little progress appears to being made 
towards a resolution with Peel Ports of 
how or when the replacement bridge 
will be in place and the sluice gates 
working in a nicely dredged basin 
usable basin.

Unfortunately, the group meets in 
secrecy and produces no minutes, 
just an occasional press release saying 
blandly that “progress is being made”. 
Never any useful detail.

Despite all the disappointments 
since the heady days of 2015 when 
the townsfolk raised over £125,000 to 
help fund the promised new bridge, 
the Faversham Eye holds onto a small 
glimmer of hope that our newish 
Town Council will grasp the nettle 
and take positive action to resolve 
matters.

These are the questions we feel 
need answering:
1. Exact progress of the feasibility 
study of options, swing or bascule, 
and the justification for choice.
2. What options have been 
considered for the replacement of the 
gates, including an improved sluicing 
mechanism.
3. Full description of the extent of the 
whole project; bridge, gates, traffic 
control system, traffic control system 
and basin dredging including gutway 
downstream of the bridge.
4. Detailed estimated/budget cost of 
the project and the projected start 
finish dates.
5. How will it be funded.
6. What engagement has there been 
with Peel Ports, the owner of the 
Gates and part owner of the bridge.
7. What consideration has been given 
to the Statutory Harbour Authority 
raising a Harbour Closure Order.
8. What options have been 
considered as to the daily 
management of the operation of the 
Bridge, Gates and sluicing operations.
9. How much are the temporary 
bridges costing.

•
Last year, the new chief 
executive at Southern 

Water Ian McAulay 
awarded himself a 

£500,000 bonus
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The current utter tragic 
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•
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In Issue 8 of the Faversham Eye (still available 
online) an article titled; Charity Begins at 
Home, the Bensted Charities secretary, Sue 
Bayford, in response to an email requesting 
the criteria of how funding was granted, 
stated the following;

The Charities only pay out charitable funds 
on receipt of a copy from the organisation/
individual to prove that the money is being 
spent correctly, "and/or UNTIL they have been 
able to secure the balance of funds required to 
complete the Project".

An application form can be obtained from 
the Charities on which the project needing 
funds can be described and costed. Which, of 
course, is a logical and reasonable method of 
disbursing funding. Unless, it would appear to 
an outsider, the applicant was the then Tory 
controlled FTC - or maybe Swale Council.

Here's how it seemed/seems to work. When 
Town Councillors make a decision to instigate 
a local project (possibly decided behind closed 
doors) - a War Memorial - or a footpath, for 
instance.

Step 1. The Town Councillors wearing their 
Councillor's hats, decide that a project (such 
as above) is a great idea, then vote it through.
Step 2. They then approach the Charities - 
still wearing their Town Councillor's hats - for 
funding.
Step 3. The Town Councillors - they also 
being Trustees of the Charities, change hats, 
and then grant themselves the funds they 
deem appropriate. 
So, in effect, the Town Council and the 

Charities are joined at the hip and can bankroll 
any scheme they both see fit - apparently 
without going through the niceties of normal 
application procedures required by any 
other applicant. Which seems to suggest 
this happened in the case of the proposed 
Creekside Footpath. Whether or not the reader 
approves or disapproves of the creation of the 
path, the way that Charity funding for the Town 
Council created project came about, raises 
some very pertinent but, as yet unanswered 
questions.

On 21 November 2012, on the instigation 
of the FTC, KCC convened a Regulation 
Committee Members Panel Inquiry whereby 
the proposers and objectors to the footpath 
could present evidence and arguments. 
Minutes are still available online. One Item from 
the Minutes refers to the issue of funding;

Item 13;
 Another objection (by the residents of 

Faversham Reach/ Waterside Close), was the 
overall costs to the public should prohibit the 
proposal. The then KCC Rights of Way Officer 
said that this was not a matter for KCC to take 
into consideration on when determining this 
application (by FTC). All costs - including those 
associated with bringing the new route into 
suitable condition would be borne by the 
APPLICANT- In this case FTC.

But now it is apparently not FTC who will 
be paying. It has been revealed under the 
Freedom of Information Act that, apart from 
the Charities funding, the entire project is being 
paid for by KCC in direct contradiction to the 

2012 statement by the KCC PROW Officer.
Indeed, FTC has apparently relinquished all 

financial responsibility - even going so far as 
rescinding the previous Tory Town Councils 
offer of a meagre £5,000.

Also there is Item 20 of Minutes of the now 
defunct Faversham Creek Consortium dated 
17/05/2012; Andrew Osborne stated the costs 
of the diversion (the footpath) would be MET 
BY THE TOWN COUNCIL OR THE MUNICIPAL 
CHARITIES.

But even though in 2012, KCC had stated 
that FTC were, as applicants for the project, 
liable for the costs, everything changed. KCC 
Members Panel Agenda 22/2/2016 para 15 
shows the Public Rights Manager stated there 
were “significant risks to maintain Orders if they 
could not be implemented” - in other words 
insufficient funding ability by the applicant 
(FTC) - which was indeed the case. If funding 
the project as dictated by the KCC PROW Officer 
in 2012, still stood, FTC, saddled with a rapidly 
expanding and totally un-budgeted project, 
would be bankrupt. So, with the Charities, KCC 
and Swale Council coming to the rescue. FTC 
walked away Scot Free - leaving the taxpayer 
to pick up the tab for the planning cockup 
made by FTC back in 1987 under the auspices 
of Mayor Andrew Osborne, Cllr Cosgrove, the 
allied Town Councillors and SBC Planning Dept. 
Like Topsy, the costs just “growed and growed” - 
and still keep growing. 

As early as October 2008 the Municipal 
Charities were offering funding for the footpath 
PRIOR to any Orders being made and PRIOR 
to the 2012 KCC Committee Members Panel 
Inquiry and the subsequent Secretary of State 
Inspectors Inquiries - the one in 2018 eventually 
confirming the Orders. So on what basis were 
the pledges made? Apparently not by any 
applicant providing a fully costed proposal. 
Was this when the risible estimated costing of 
£4,500 by Cllr Mike Cosgrove, plucked out of 
the air?

But we now know that FTC is no longer 
liable for any costs. Which leaves the question 
of the role of the Charities. In 2012 There were 
no plans, specifications, budget or any other 
contingent issues formulated or resolved by 
KCC. So how could the Charities - given the 
criteria set out by Secretary Sue Bayford - even 
begin to decide how much money should be 
granted - in the case of the Bensted £22,000?

An email to Sue Bayford asking for any 
details of an application by FTC received the 
reply that the Bensted "do not hold those 
details" Really? The Bensted has no record of 
an uncharacteristically high grant when the 
individuals who asked for and granted the 
funds were simultaneously Councillors and 
Trustees? This beggars belief. Labour Councillor 
Julian Saunders is also unable to shed light on 
the matter - which is interesting considering 
he is also a founder member of the Faversham 
Footpaths Group - set up specifically to 
promote the proposed footpath, and also a 
Bensted Charity Trustee. Cllr Saunders stated 
in an email that the Creekside footpath was an 
integral part of the local Labour Party policy. 
Whether it is true that the Labour Party lined 

up behind the Tories and Charity Trustees back 
in 2012 and were gullible enough to believe 
the cost -as claimed by Cllr Cosgrove- was only 
going to be £4,500, is a matter of conjecture 
requiring some clarity in the public interest if 
they want to enhance their credibility. 

In total, the Bensted and Municipal Charities 
(Trustees also numbering now ex -Tory 
Councillors ) pledged- or have already paid out 
£46,000 towards the footpath. But the present 
whereabouts of all this money is still unclear. 
At time of writing, no Trustee, Councillor or ex 
Councillor involved, seems willing or able to 
divulge this information. Do KCC already have 
it in their coffers? Or Swale Council? Or do the 
Charities still hold it in waiting for a project 
instigated by the previous Tory controlled FTC, 
now costing KCC in excess of £102.000 and as 
yet still not fully budgeted? Nobody outside 
this apparently secretive cabal seems to know.

In the case of the War Memorial - as reported 
in No.8 edition of the Faversham Eye, the key 
drivers of the project were prominent local 
Conservatives all of whom were trustees of 
the Bedsteads - four of them Councillors. The 
War Memorial Committee raised £206,000. 
The cost of construction, £166,000 - meaning 
the Charities did not even have to pledge any 
money. Therefore, a £40,000 surplus languishes 
in the Charities coffers completely tied to War 
Memorial projects and thus frozen and useless 
for anything else.

It is curious that the Charities appear to 
consider the restoration of the Creek Bridge 
as far less vital to Faversham than a footpath 
through a housing estate. No large donations 
then for what is crucial for the future of the 
Creek. The upsurge of public support and the 
amount of public donations towards the cost 
dwarf the support for the footpath. A leading 
Charity Trustee is on record as saying that 
Charity support would be doubtful or small. 
Minutes of the Creek Consortium 20/11/2014 
show Andrew Osborne stating; “he would try 
to secure a commitment from the Charities but 
he thought a formal application from KCC to 
both would be required”. Subsequently Item 
14 of the Creek Consortium meeting 15/1/ 
2015, shows Mr. Osborne again stating any 
Charity funding “would be small” - thereby 
raising suspicions that the majority of the 
then Tory Councillors and Trustees were 
tacitly opposed to the regeneration of the 
Creek or a functioning bridge, but instead, 
favoured the building of more houses. The 
final Charity offer is believed to have been a 
paltry £3,000 - further reflection maybe, of 
how little importance a fully navigable Creek 
and functioning bridge really was to Andrew 
Osborne, Cllr Mike Cosgrove and the coterie of 
fellow Councillors and Trustees. 

So, were “formal applications “to the Charities 
to grant footpath funding made? Or was 
funding merely done “on the nod” and without 
record- or the records just “somehow lost”?

It would appear that the arcane an opaque 
tradition of the previous quasi-feudal regime 
of FTC and its alter ego the Charities, have not 
been fully relinquished. 

Maybe, the recently incoming non-
Tory Trustees could throw some light on 
these issues- albeit arising before their 
appointments and rectify any possible previous 
misdemeanours or maladministration of 
Charity funds. We can but hope.    

SWEET CHARITY
THE SEQUEL TO CHARITY BEGINS AT HOME 
PUBLISHED IN THE FAVERSHAM EYE MARCH 2020

By John Wellard
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Si Root, from Charing, is the owner of The Hideout, a local design and digital 
agency. SI has a passion for black and white photography. You’ll often find 
him at weekends searching for nearby groynes or old abandoned ships to 
shoot.

“Even at a young age I was fascinated by early Victorian pinhole photography; 
the detail captured in the sepia or black and white tones. Practising with the 
instant film cameras of the 70’s and 80’s as a kid, I liked to take photos but 
never wanted to be a professional photographer".

Totally self-taught over the years, taking inspiration from a quote from 
the legendary landscape photographer Ansel Adams, “ A good photograph 
is knowing where to stand.” This is so true. It doesn’t matter how good your 
equipment is, it’s all about the final composition.

With this in mind I never really like to limit myself to one genre of 
photography and I’ll always challenge myself to ‘give it a go’. 

There are definitely some I’ve failed at and need more work; not quite 
mastered sports photography and often end up with an out of focus image or 
the subject is out the frame, gone!

With the ‘give it a go’ approach, coupled with my passion for black and 
white photography, I usually achieve the composition I’m after. I prefer black 
and white, a format that can easily change the perception or mood of a 
composition. Don’t get me wrong, some images look equally great in colour 
but I always end up starting with the dark side.

I will always try to shoot any subject but my passion is long exposure sea 
or waterscapes. I love the apprehension of the final result after standing 
there while the camera exposes the image over several minutes. Equally, I 
have a love of live music and gig photography, taking influence from the 
music photographers of the late 70’s and early 80’s with their images of the 
punk and new wave music scenes. Pennie Smith’s famous image of Paul 
Simon smashing his guitar at the Palladium gig in 1979 has got to be one 
of the greatest rock’n’roll images of all time. For me, this culminated in the 
best adulation with photo credits on a new album released this year by 80’s 
new wave band The Vapors. The artwork for the album ‘Together’ has some 
of my images for the band profiles and the main back cover which I’m most 
humbled about!

My camera of choice is the Nikon Z7. Nikon’s first mirrorless camera. But 
equally, I’m at home with my iPhone which can take a great shot!

When using my DSLR I always shoot in RAW format, manual mode to 
challenge my camera skills. Sometimes, you need to react quickly to your 
surroundings and conditions to achieve the base composition, especially with 
gig photography. In manual mode there are many different ways to obtain 
the same result or the odd accidental surprise, it all comes down to aperture, 
shutter speed, ISO, the lens used and the light source. So, I always utilise the 
intricate electronics and escape the confines of the automatic settings; gives 
so much more scope.

Anyway enough words, let the images do the talking.
Instagram - https://www.instagram.com/siroot/ 
Blogs: : 
https://thehideout.co.uk/blog-post/unposted/
https://thehideout.co.uk/blog-post/no-in-between-the-black-white/

FOCUS ON PHOTOGRAPHY

SI ROOTSI ROOT  

1. Bass Jumping – Bruce Foxton, From the Jam. 
Margate Winter Gardens
Date: 09 January 2020
2. Ghost Ship – Conyer, nr Faversham
Date: 26 June 2018
3. In Silence – Pett Level Beach, East Sussex
Date: 28 July 2020
4. Fractured – Jamie Kirby, Fractured. The Hope 
& Ruin, Brighton
Date: 12 March 2017
5. Revenge – Abandoned Ship, Faversham
Date: 08 June 2018

6. Together – The Vapors. Together Back Cover
Date: 27 July 2019
One of the original members of The Vapors, 
second from left in this picture, is Ed Bazalgette. 
He plays in the band when he can but his day 
job is as TV director, with such credits as the Dr 
Who, Poldark, Top Gear, Enders! Versailles and 
The Last Kingdom.
7. U – Reculver Castle, nr Herne Bay, Kent
Date: 27 July 20120
8. Veteran – Havana, Cuba
Date: 09 April 2019

1
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3
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FAVERSHAM FAVERSHAM 
IS SPECIALIS SPECIAL,,  
HOW CAN WE KEEP HOW CAN WE KEEP 
IT THAT WAY?IT THAT WAY?

Faversham people understand 
what is special about our town and 
we want to keep it that way for our 
children and grandchildren. It is 
our responsibility to look after our 
natural and cultural heritage ad to 
allow it to thrive and prosper. 

Towns grow naturally, our children 
want to be able to live here and most 
of us want them to be able to find 
homes to start their families at prices 
which do not cripple them with 
debt. Our extended families are an 
important part of our culture. As 
life expectancy increases we need 
more housing units to accommodate 
our children and grandchildren. 
Faversham has grown in size faster 
that its population, houses have got 
larger and more expensive. 

St Mary’s, St John’s and Park 
Road are popular, great small starter 
homes and terraced streets which 
have contributed, and still do, to 
Faversham’s identity. In recent years 
they have become unaffordable for 
most people employed in Faversham. 
These terraces were built in the 
nineteenth century by local builders 
for local families. Before and after the 
last world war Faversham Borough 
Council built some housing for local 
people of exceptional quality, now 
sought after at prices beyond the 
reach of many Faversham residents. 

The last time Faversham grew 
as rapidly as it is today was with 
coming of the railway. There is 
understandable resentment at the 
imposition of new housing on 
Faversham by national government. 

There are two issues, related but 
very different. There is an issue about 
how many new homes Faversham 
is expected to accept and there is an 
issue about the kind of housing being 
built. The Bysing Wood estate when 
it was built in the seventies included 
locally affordable terraced housing 
and smaller units for the elderly and 
those living with disabilities. On the 
west side of Love Lane is eighties 
housing with some terraces, small 

semis and much if it social housing, 
most of which has been sold into 
private ownership. To the east of Love 
Lane the volume housing developers 
are building for sale and there is 
very little locally affordable housing 
being built. Kiln Court and Osborne 
Court, former Care Home and Social 
Services buildings being sold by KCC 
for the highest price they can achieve. 
This land is unlikely to go for social 
housing or community use. Another 
loss. 

The new estates are built to 
maximise the return to volume 
developers, they do not meet local 
housing need. Some Faversham 
families are moving out to the 
larger houses vacating properties 
in the town but house prices are 
unaffordable for many local people 
for whom even the government’s 
affordable housing at 80% of market 
price or rent is unaffordable. 

WHAT IS SPECIAL ABOUT 
FAVERSHAM?
Faversham is a market town at the 
heart of the Garden of England.  Like 
other towns and landscapes in the 
British Isles, it has been shaped by 
human settlement beginning around 
10,000 years ago with the arrival of 
pioneers across the land bridge from 
continental Europe.  

At the same time, those early 
settlers and their descendants 
depended on and adapted their 
livelihoods to the landscapes and 
natural resources that surrounded 
them.  In the case of Faversham, the 
line of springs fed by water from the 
chalk beds of the North Downs would 
have been one of the attractions of 
this landscape.  Those springs feed 
the chalk streams like the Westbrook, 
Cooksditch and numerous other 
small watercourses that are still a 
feature of this stretch of the north 
Kent coast.

Thanks to its coastal location, those 
first settlers in this area would have 
had access to seemingly inexhaustible 

food supplies in the form of oysters 
from the Swale, eels and other fish in 
freshwater streams and ponds, and 
wild animals from the forests that 
covered the landscape.  Today, there 
are few native oysters left in the Swale.  
They have been largely displaced by 
the introduced Pacific, or rock, oyster.  
And the European eel is critically 
endangered due to overfishing and the 
illegal wildlife trade.

Faversham’s location at the head 
of a navigable creek and proximity 
to nearby oak forests made it an 
ideal location for a port and centre 
for shipbuilding.  In the late 17th 
century, the town was the leading 
port in England for the export of 
wool.  A combination of natural 
characteristics – easy access from the 
sea, a copious supply of charcoal from 
nearby woodlands, and watermills 
driven by the Westbrook – was also 
behind Faversham’s emergence as an 
important producer of gunpowder. 

The soil between the North Downs 
and the Thames Estuary is extremely 
fertile and helped earn Kent its 
reputation as the Garden of England.  
Fruit farming remains central to 
the local economy and the same 
soil is well-suited to brick-making.  
Brick-earth from brickfields around 
Faversham, mixed with chalk from 
nearby chalk pits and mud from the 
Swale provided the raw materials for 
the stock bricks that enabled the rapid 
expansion of London and the railways 
in the 19th century.  The edges of 
the old Kingsfield brickfield, which 
extended from Cross Lane south to 
Watling Street, are still clearly visible 
in many places.  Local chalk fed an 
active cement industry in Faversham 
until the 1960s.

Today, the wounds inflicted by the 
Industrial Revolution have largely 
healed over and been assimilated 
into the land- and townscape in the 
same way as earlier human impacts.  
Large areas of the North Downs 
and Swale are protected as an Area 
of Outstanding Natural Beauty and 

•
The last time 

Faversham grew as 
rapidly as it is today 

was with coming of the 
railway

•
There is an issue about 
how many new homes 
Faversham is expected 
to accept and there is 

an issue about the kind 
of housing being built

•
The new estates are 

built to maximise 
the return to volume 
developers, they do 

not meet local housing 
need

•
Large areas of the 
North Downs and 

Swale are protected as 
an Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty and 
Site of Special Scientific 

Interest

•

By Harold Goodwin, 
Stephen Atkins and 
Matthew Hatchwell
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FAVERSHAM FAVERSHAM 
IS SPECIALIS SPECIAL,,  
HOW CAN WE KEEP HOW CAN WE KEEP 
IT THAT WAY?IT THAT WAY?

•
How can we maintain 
Faversham’s unique 

sense of place?

•
Can we mount a 
campaign to get 
housing for local 

families on the 
KCC land?

•
How can we re-think 

our transport policies 
and infrastructure

•
How can we ensure 
that new housing in 
Faversham is built to 

the highest standards 
and responds to 

local needs?

•

Site of Special Scientific Interest, 
and contribute to the local economy 
as attractions for tourists, walkers 
and birdwatchers.  Seahorses have 
returned to the Thames Estuary. 

THE THREATS TO FAVERSHAM
So far, so positive.  As Faversham 
grows, however, it is a major challenge 
to maintain the bonds between 
humans and nature that characterise 
our community.  For example:
• How can we maintain Faversham’s 
unique sense of place in the face of 
housing developments that interrupt 
the historical, visual and physical 
relationships between the town and 
its surrounding landscape?
•Can we mount a campaign to get 
housing for local families on the KCC 
land at Kiln and Osborne Courts or 
must we accept the loss of these social 
assets? 
•Are we prepared to see the flow of 
water in our chalk streams reduced 
even further as a result of the 
additional abstraction that will be 
necessary to supply thousands of new 
houses?
•Will we accept the continued – and 
probably increased – pollution of 

Faversham Creek by partially-treated 
wastewater from Southern Water’s 
sewage works?  And the continued 
discharge of untreated sewage from 
storm tanks into chalk streams?
•How can we re-think our transport 
policies and infrastructure so as to 
increase active travel and reduce our 
dependency on private vehicles that 
sit idle by the side of the road 90+% of 
the time?
•How can we use the planned 
upgrade of the Brenley Corner 
junction to re-establish links for 
wildlife, pedestrians and cyclists 
to the ancient Blean woodland and 
Canterbury beyond?
•Can we build a coalition of partners 
to design and implement a Nature 
Recovery Network for the north Kent 
landscape that improves connectivity 
between remaining blocks of natural 
habitat, reduces fragmentation, and 
provides a framework for rewilding?
•How can we ensure that new 
housing in Faversham is built to 
the highest standards and responds 
to local needs rather than the 
algorithm-driven demands of central 
government in Westminster?
•The reality is that there is very little 

land other than agricultural land 
available for building in Swale. The 
Duchy development has become 
the focus of local anger but all the 
developments in south east Faversham 
are on quality agricultural land, part 
of the fruit belt and essential to our 
children’s future as population growth 
and climate change reduce food yields 
around the world. 

HOW DOES THE PLANNING 
SYSTEM WORK?
There is much rhetoric about 
localism, it mostly just that, rhetoric. 
We can have more influence within 
our parish boundary through the 
emerging Neighbourhood Plan and 
we get to vote on that. We do not get a 
vote on the Local Plan for Swale.  

Central government publishes a 
National Planning Policy Framework, 
the infamous NPPF, which is 
effectively a set of regulations with 
which Local Planning Authorities and 
Neighbourhood Planning groups like 
Faversham Town Council are required 
to comply. When our prime minister 
declared at the party conference that 
he did not want to see housing built 
on green field land and various 

Above: A map of promoted sites that have been put forward 
as possible development sites for planning approval.
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statements about levelling up are 
merely rhetorical. This rhetoric is not 
evident in the latest NPPF (July 2021), 
and that is the rule book we all have 
to follow. 

The NPPF rule book is written by 
the government of the day and it is 
enforced by the National Planning 
Inspectorate. Any developer unhappy 
about decisions made by Swale 
on their planning application can 
appeal to the Planning Inspectorate 
and Judicial Review. The Planning 
Inspectors are enforcers of the NPPF, 
they are not neutral arbiters between 
the community interest and the 
developer. Faversham has been there.  
Have you forgotten Perry Court? That 
development breached A2 boundary 
to the town and opened the risk of 
housing to the M2. The proposed 
North Street development and 
application at Brogdale will breach 
the M2 boundary if they were to be 
supported on appeal by the Planning 
Inspectorate. If Swale lost then we 
would have to pay the developer’s 
costs. 

There is a planning application 
in for Abbey Fields for 180 houses. 
The Faversham Society has argued 

that this development would do 
substantial harm to the rural setting 
of Faversham on the marshes and 
place housing over an area of land 
important to many Faversham 
residents for recreation and heritage. 
If the precedent is established it is 
likely that the land as far as Thorn 
Creek would be developed over 
the next twenty or so years, even 
an additional 180 houses would 
seriously increase traffic on Abbey 
Fields and the pinch point where it 
joins Whitstable Road. Central to 
arguments to reject his planning 
application is the argument that 
this land is not needed for housing 
because of allocations in the 
emerging Local Plan. You can find the 
Faversham Society’s closely argues 
objection on its Policy Blog on the 
website. 

Developers want to build at 
Faversham because of the sale prices, 
and margins, they can achieve. The 
evidence is in the Strategic Housing 
Land Availability Assessment 
(SHLAA) map, we should not forget 
about the danger of the Gladman’s 
application at North Street.  The 
Faversham Society spend several 

months making an assessment of 
the sites and we encouraged our 
members to contribute to it, if you are 
interested, it is still on the Society’s 
website.  

Both of or Swale MPs are opposed 
to more housing being built in their 
constituencies.  In September 2002, 
Gordon Henderson representing 
the west of Swale wrote with nine 
other governing party MPs to the 
Housing Minister objecting to the 
“inherently unreasonable” housing 
number demands arising from the 
application of the standard method 
for calculating them based on 
national data. Faversham’s MP, Helen 
Whately, did not sign this letter. 
We know of no local authority that 
has achieved a reduction in their 
government-imposed housing target, 
and an Inspectorate approved local 
plan is our only defence against 
unwanted speculative development 
and inspector led planning. 

The Minister for Housing spelt out 
the risk in the House of Commons on 
23rd November: 

“The challenge for all authorities, 
however, is to get an up-to-date plan 
in place. We might say that, in the 

•
Any developer 

unhappy by decisions 
made by Swale on their 

planning application 
can appeal to the 

Planning Inspectorate 
and Judicial Review

•
Developers want to 
build at Faversham 
because of the sale 

prices, and margins, 
they can achieve

•
An Inspectorate 
approved local 
plan is our only 
defence against 

unwanted speculative 
development

•
“The challenge for all 
authorities, however, 

is to get an up-to-date 
plan in place"

•

Above: A map of sites for consideration for 
approval showing the application codes.
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•
The Planning 

Inspectorate will 
overturn refusals 

sent down by local 
authorities that do not 
have up-to-date plans 

or targets

•
 It is incumbent on 

local authorities that 
wish to protect their 

communities and 
avoid speculative 

development to get up-
to-date plans in place

•
The developers are in a 
powerful position, they 

do not have to build, 
but Swale has to have 

the houses built to 
meet the 

central government 
imposed targets

•
Make our voices heard 

locally, even if it 
takes us outside our 

comfort zones.

•

Above: A map of the area promoted 
by the Duchy of Cornwall for a 
development to the South East of 
Faversham.

land of no plan, the local housing 
need number is king. If there is no set 
number in an up-to-date local plan, 
it is quite possible for developers 
to submit speculative development 
applications to local authorities. 
The local authorities may choose 
to turn them down, but if they have 
no number in their plan, the local 
housing need number is the default 
that the Planning Inspectorate 
will look at. It is entirely possible 
that the Planning Inspectorate will 
overturn refusals sent down by 
local authorities that do not have 
up-to-date plans or targets, and will 
instead look at the local housing 
need target. It is incumbent on local 
authorities that wish to protect their 
communities and avoid speculative 
development to get up-to-date 
plans in place.”Our best chance of 
getting a reduction in the housing 
target for Swale would be through 
pressure from MPs and the public on 
the national government. National 
government is responsible for the 
housing targets imposed on Swale. 
Central government is not going to 
alter the standard method to benefit 
one district. Demanding the Swale 
challenge the number is not going to 
make a difference that demand should 
be made of our MP. The government 
introduced and then abandoned new 
targets, which would have required 
Swale to build 400 more houses 
per year, but they have consistently 
refused to abandon the standard 
method target on 1,038 houses 
per year. We know of no example 
nationally where a local planning 
authority has successfully challenged 
the standard method. The standard 
method numbers are minimums. As 
the planning consultancy Lichfield’s 
has pointed out “The White Paper – 
Planning for the Future – put forward 
proposals for Government to set 
binding housing requirement figures 
for individual local plans that would 
take into account supply, policy and 
environmental factors, but these 
provisions do not yet exist, and are 
unlikely to do so for some time.” 

The last paragraph contains a 
common error. Swale does not build 
houses, they are required to give 
permission for developers to build 
houses. The developer may choose 
to “land bank” the permission doing 
just enough to keep the planning 
permission alive but not delivering 
the housing necessary for Swale to 
meet its target. The developers are 
much more powerful than Swale’s 
planners, they have considerable 
influence over whether Swale delivers 
its housing targets. And if it doesn’t 
then developers appeal and planning 

power passes from Swale to the 
Planning Inspectorate and they are 
required by national government to be 
pro-development. 

The developers are in a powerful 
position, they do not have to build, 
but Swale has to have the houses 
built to meet the central government 
imposed targets. The developers 
have the whip hand because the 
penalties for Faversham residents 
if we get inspector led planning, 
are worse – remember Perry Court. 
Swale planners can argue for a better 
mix of housing, better layout, more 
sustainable greener houses and 
infrastructure contributions but the 
developers do not have to build. Our 
planners have to encourage them 
to build. If Swale does not achieve 
the targets set for us by central 
government then developers can 
appeal to the Planning Inspectorate 
and they will decide in favour of the 
developer if Swale is failing any of the 
four tests. 
1. Swale must have a plan which is 
“prepared positively, in a way that is 
aspirational but deliverable”;
2. The plan must be “consistent with 
national policy”;
3. Contain a “five year supply of 
deliverable housing sites”; and 
4. Meet the “Housing Delivery Test”

Remember failing any one of 
these tests can result in Inspector led 
planning.

WHAT CAN WE DO?
There’s one solution that all these 
challenges have in common: political 
engagement. Outdated building 
standards and the sky-high housing 

allocations for Swale are set in 
Whitehall.  The low standard of 
wastewater discharged into Faversham 
Creek by Southern Water is set 
nationally by DEFRA and monitored 
by the Environment Agency whose 
budget has been cut by 50% since 
2010.  Natural England’s budget too, 
and capacity to fulfil its regulatory 
role, have yet to be restored to pre-
2010 levels.  And the Brenley Corner 
upgrade is a national infrastructure 
project led by Highways England.  In 
order to secure the future we want for 
Faversham, we must:
•We can campaign for the houses to 
be built elsewhere in Swale, but if we 
do, we should say where.
•Lobby our Members of Parliament. 
The governing party is imposing these 
housing targets on us  
•Support political candidates who 
undertake to raise standards, restore 
budgets for regulatory agencies, and 
favour localism over the dictates of 
central government;
•Join local and national pressure 
groups to push for change;
•Establish alliances with like-minded 
people and groups around the 
country;
•Make our voices heard locally, even 
if it takes us outside our comfort 
zones.

If we do not engage politically, 
we have only ourselves to blame 

when the outcomes are not 
what we want.  
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WE NEED MOREWE NEED MORE  
HOUSING FOR OURHOUSING FOR OUR  
COMMUNITYCOMMUNITY

Our town has many families who 
have lived here for generations 
and those extended family 
networks provide mutual support. 
Faversham’s extended families are 
being broken up by the inability 
of many young people to afford 
housing in the town. We have 
people couch-surfing, married 
couples living separately back 
with their respective parents 
while they save money for a 
deposit to start a family in their 
mid-forties, overcrowded families 
and people living in sheds.

WE ARE NOT MEETING THE 
NEEDS OF PRESENT AND FUTURE 
GENERATIONS
There is rightly anger about too many 
houses being built in Faversham and 
too much agricultural land being 
consumed. The wrong kind of houses 
are being built. We need more terraces 
like those in St Mary’s. St John’s and 
Park Road for our community. Prices 
there have risen beyond the reach of 

most Faversham residents wanting 
to start a family. Building for those 
already living in Faversham does not 
increase the need for doctors and 
schools. The hidden homeless living 
in sheds and overcrowded houses are 
already here, often “couch surfing” 
without a bedroom. 

National government’s planning 
guidance for local authorities requires 
them: “to support strong, vibrant and 
healthy communities, by ensuring 
that a sufficient number and range 
of homes can be provided to meet 
the needs of present and future 

generations; and by fostering well-
designed, beautiful and safe places, 
with accessible services and open 
spaces that reflect current and future 
needs and support communities’ 
health, social and cultural well-being.”

Housebuilders have not been 
building the homes that local people 
need. They favour four bed homes 
which are more profitable and for 
which there are high levels of demand 
from inward migration from higher-
value areas, local households cannot 
compete with the relative wealth 
of these buyers. Local people are 

By Stephen Atkins and 
Claire Martin, Faversham 
Community Land Trust

Faversham Community 
Land Trust is an 

organisation primarily 
concerned with 

the acquisition and 
development of land 

or buildings within the 
four electoral Wards 

of Faversham - Abbey, 
Priory, St Ann's and 

Watling, for the good 
of the community.  Its 

principal aim is to secure 
land or buildings as assets 

for affordable housing 
in perpetuity. 

•
There is rightly anger 

about too many 
houses being built in 
Faversham. BUT......

•
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WE NEED MOREWE NEED MORE  
HOUSING FOR OURHOUSING FOR OUR  
COMMUNITYCOMMUNITY

compelled to move out of Faversham 
to find housing they can afford. This 
disrupts community roots, smaller 
houses, for which there is the highest 
level of housing need, are not being 
planned or built to meet the levels of 
demand evidenced in our housing 
needs survey for seniors, singles, key 
workers, and young families. It also 
limits options for downsizers looking 
to free up family homes that are too 
large for them. We need more terraced 
housing for start homes; much 
loved in Faversham for their sense of 
community. 

No one bed homes have been built 
in Faversham over the last five years 
and only 75 two-bed homes just 7.3% 
of the total. This is an inefficient use 
of development land which is a scarce 
and diminishing resource. Obviously, 
you can build two, two-bedroom 
homes on a four-bed plot. Crest 
Nicolson’s application for Phase 2 at 
Lady Dane proposes an unbalanced 
mix with too many four and five-bed 
homes. There are no one-bedroom 
units and only six two-bed units (7%) 
for market sale. We have objected to 
their planning application. 

We know of married couples living 
apart back with their respective 
parents saving for a deposit so that 
they can secure a home to start a 
family in their forties.

WHAT CAN BE DONE?
•We can press the Swale planners to 

•
A Community Land 

Trust is a community-
based organisation run 
by volunteers seeking 
to provide genuinely 

affordable housing for 
local people

•

demand a more appropriate mix of 
housing with many smaller properties 
that can be afforded by local people. 
•We can convert existing redundant 
property to create smaller housing 
units, flats and single storeys ground 
floor accommodation for the elderly 
and those living with disabilities.
•If we can persuade Swale or KCC 
to gift us land, we can build “21st 
century almshouses”, starter homes 
available for generations to come 
for local families and smaller single-
storey homes for older people wanting 
to downsize and those living with 
disabilities. 

THE FAVERSHAM COMMUNITY 
LAND TRUST–JOIN US
A Community Land Trust is a 
community-based organisation run 
by volunteers seeking to provide 
genuinely affordable housing for 
local people.  By retaining an equity 
share in each property, it remains 
permanently affordable, benefitting 
many generations of residents. They 
are non-profit, community- based 
organisations run by volunteers to 
develop housing, workspaces, or 
other assets (including pubs!) that 
meet the needs of the community 
and are owned and controlled by the 
community in perpetuity. They are 
regulated by the Financial Conduct 
Authority and cannot pay dividends 
to shareholders.  

The Faversham Community Land 

Trust was established in 2019 and 
commissioned a professional survey 
of housing needs published in 2020 
– you can find a copy on our website.  
If you have energy, skills or land to 
contribute, please join us. 

We now have close to 200 
members. Please join us if you want 
to see more genuinely affordable 
accommodation for local people. 
We are not campaigning for more 
housing; we are campaigning for 
housing that meets local needs. 
For more on our objections to 
Crest Nicolson’s Phase 2 Lady Dane 
planning application, our Reg18 
(see introduction to next section) 
representations, our other efforts 
to secure genuinely affordable 
housing for local people and to 
join us, please go to our website 
wwwfavershamcommunityland
trust.org 
or Facebook page 
www.facebook.com/
favershamcommunitylandtrust/ 

Above top: The mix 
of new house sizes in 
recent developments.
Above:  We need more 
terraces like those in 
St Mary’s. St John’s 
and Park Road for our 
community.
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What’s coming down the road is 
change, and it will arrive sooner 
than we think.  Climate change 
is looming, energy will be in 
short supply, and there won’t be 
much funding for roads.  To put 
it bluntly, year-on-year traffic 
growth is no longer sustainable.  
In any case, building roads is 
not the answer, because road 
improvements create traffic – they 
allow us to drive further and more 
often, so the traffic load continues 
to rise until they jam up again.  In 
future, we’ll need to handle traffic 
differently.  It will be painful for 
some, and a blessing for others.  

Faversham faces three challenges.  
First, the town is severed by two 
railway lines, by the M2 motorway, 
and Watling Street, all of which act 
as barriers to north-south movement 
that discourage walking and cycling.  

The second issue is piecemeal housing 
developments, most of which are 
inaccessible except by car. They add 
to the traffic load, they don’t join up, 
and they don’t facilitate walking or 
travelling by bus.  

WATLING STREET (A2)
The third issue concerns Watling 
Street. As housing estates extend 
towards the south, Watling Street 
will become a central boulevard that 
serves a wider purpose: movement 
for everyone, not just cars. At present, 
children are exposed to air pollution, 
noise, vibration, dirt, splash, and a 
dismal footway environment on their 
way to school in Ospringe. Ironically, 
the A2 is too narrow to carry HGVs 
in opposite directions at the same 
time: it is not, and never will be, a 
practical lorry route.  Further east is 
the concrete bridge that provides the 

TRAFFIC INTRAFFIC IN  
FAVERSHAM: FAVERSHAM: 
WHAT’S COMING WHAT’S COMING 
DOWN THE ROADDOWN THE ROAD

•
Faversham has 

barriers to north-
south movement that 

discourage walking 
and cycling

•
Children are exposed 
to air pollution, noise, 
vibration, dirt, splash, 
and a dismal footway 

environment on 
their way to school in 

Ospringe

•
Pedestrian access to 

the Abbey School, 
is not accessible 
to parents with 

pushchairs, cyclists, 
or disabled students

•
Whatever housing 

development is 
allowed, we want the 

streets to dovetail 
into the local 
environment

•
 Faversham could be a 

walking town

•

By Eddie Thomas 
and Chris Wright

Note: The opinions 
expressed in this article 
are those of the authors 

and not necessarily 
those of the Faversham 

Town Council or the 
Swale Borough Council. 

only pedestrian access to the Abbey 
School, which is not accessible to 
parents with pushchairs, cyclists, or 
disabled students.  This must surely be 
put right.

THREE INITIATIVES
The picture seems bleak, but a 
brighter future is in sight.  We can 
improve our quality of life by slowing 
down the traffic, re-purposing 
Watling Street, and enabling people to 
walk and cycle with less intimidation 
from moving vehicles. Whatever 
housing development is allowed, we 
want the streets to dovetail into the 
local environment so buses can move 
freely from one area to the next, and 
encourage ‘active travel’ by residents 
on foot or by bicycle.  Faversham can 
be a walking town.  

Already, initiatives are under 
way, including the Twenty’s Plenty 



FAVERSHAM      EYE
PAGE 15 ISSUE FOURTEEN

•
Already, initiatives 

are under way, 
including the 

Twenty’s Plenty 
scheme, the Local 

Cycling and Walking 
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(LCWIP), and the 
Neighbourhood Plan

•
A 20mph speed limit 

is the first step

•
Faversham 
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campaigning for 

‘informal’ pedestrian 
crossings at critical 

locations

•

scheme, the Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP), and the 
Neighbourhood Plan. Here, we’ll just 
touch on the Twenty’s Plenty scheme.

TWENTY'S PLENTY
In our view, a 20mph speed limit 
is the first step. We are fortunate 
because in 2015, a Community Group 
campaign laid the groundwork for 
the present scheme. Using signs and 
road markings together with planters 
at ‘gateways’ on the periphery, it 
has gained public support and is 
expected to be made permanent soon.  
Additionally, our Town Council is 
campaigning for ‘informal’ pedestrian 
crossings at critical locations, with the 
road narrowed down by adjusting the 
kerb-lines and adding road markings 
that act as a visual signal for drivers to 
slow down.

To summarise, changes are on 
the way. They are partly dictated by 
circumstance, but new technology 
will help to deliver a cleaner and 
more attractive environment.  It 
won’t be easy to manage but it will be 
worthwhile.
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The Neighbourhood Plan has 
enabled us to look at regenerating 
some of our neglected 
heritage assets for community 
and economic benefit. The 
regeneration of the Faversham 
Creek basin around the Swing 
Bridge is long overdue. The 
Neighbourhood Plan has 
provided an opportunity to 
encourage regeneration with 
community, leisure, recreation, 
and tourism uses. Alan Thorn’s 
St Ayles Skiffs and the new 
Cinque Ports Rowing Club  
show what could be delivered 
on the upper creek. Children 
used to swim in the creek, 
and until about ten years ago, 
the annual raft race was a 
highlight of the year. We need 
to press Southern Water to 
stop polluting our creek if 
swimming and the raft race 
are to be possible in 
the future. 

TOWN QUAY
After local government 
reorganisation in 1972, 
Faversham was absorbed into 
Swale in 1974 and governed 
from Sittingbourne. Ownership 
of Town Quay passed to Swale. 
The quayside is an important 
recreational and heritage space 
in Faversham. The former1911 
pump house with attractive 
architectural detailing 
houses a boxing club. The 
II* listed timber-framed 
town warehouse built by the 
Corporation of Faversham in 
the early fifteenth century, 
named after the ship supplied 
by the town for the Cinque 
Ports fleet sent to fight the 
Armada in 1588, has until 
recently housed the Sea Cadets.

THE BOXING CLUB
The Creekside Boxing Club is one 
of Faversham’s treasures, too often 
ignored. The Club has worked with 
several generations of Faversham 
boys, lads and men to build self-

respect and confidence. Creekside 
Boxing needs better accommodation 
– it needs space for a full-size boxing 
ring and male and female changing 
rooms and showers, and more space 
for gym equipment. 

NEWNEW  
HERITAGEHERITAGE  
QUARTERSQUARTERS  •

The Neighbourhood 
Plan has provided 

an opportunity 
to encourage 

regeneration with 
community, leisure, 

recreation, and 
tourism use

•
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Faversham

•
TS HAZARD was 
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fleet sent to fight the 

Armada in 1588

•
The Creekside 
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ignored

•
One of only 240 chalk 
streams globally, the 
Westbrook flows into 

Stonebridge Pond 
and the creek

•

By Harold Goodwin
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TS HAZARD
The Town Warehouse, TS Hazard, 
dates to 1475 and in Swale’s 
ownership, has fallen into disrepair 
and is now in a deplorable state. With 
roof tiles missing, it is very vulnerable 
to wind and rain, and bits of tile are 
falling inside and out. The Sea Cadets 
have moved out. There is mounting 
concern about the safety. of the roof 
tiles at the south hip and the risk of 
them cascading onto the pavement 
and road. 

TS Hazard is an essential part of 
our town’s heritage, and some locals 
have been working to create a Friends 
group to develop it as a heritage 
quarter. Faversham is the northern 

gateway to the Cinque Ports and has 
maritime links with the National 
Maritime Museum at Greenwich and 
the Chatham Historic Dockyard. 

WESTBROOK STREAM 
One of only 240 chalk streams 
globally, the Westbrook flows into 
Stonebridge Pond and the creek. 
The pump house on Town Quay 
would make a fine natural heritage 
interpretation centre for schools and 
visitors presenting the geology and 
wildlife of the whole watercourse 
from tributaries at Otterden, 
Stalisfield, and Throwley through 
Lorrenden and Water Lane to the 
creek and the Swale. 

FAVERSHAM ENGINE SHEDS
The Grade II listed Engine Sheds to the 
east of Faversham station have been 
neglected for years. The Faversham 
Community Land Trust is working 
to open them up for heritage and 
community use and to provide a 
pedestrian and cycle route from the 
new developments east of Faversham 
to the town centre and the station. 

The Faversham 
Neighbourhood Plan gives 
us an opportunity to create 
more community space and 
to regenerate some of the 

derelict areas. 

TS HAZARD & BOXING CLUB FAVERSHAM ENGINE SHEDS

TS Hazard on Town Quay. 
The Town warehouse built 
in 1475. Now in a state 
of disrepair as shown in 
the views of slipping roof 
tiles and general lack of 
maintenance.

The brick engine sheds (Grade II listed ) at therail  junction to the 
east of Faversham station. They are visible from the footbridge.

The Creekside Boxing 
Club in the former 
pumping station is 
alongside TS Hazard. 

•
The pump house on 

Town Quay would make 
a fine natural heritage 
interpretation centre

•
The Grade II listed 

Engine Sheds have been 
neglected for years

•



In the October 2020 edition of 
the Faversham Eye, I wrote of the 
Housing Tsunami threatening 
Faversham. One year and one 
abandoned Local Plan Reg 19 
Consultation later, the beast of 
public opinion has finally awoken 
from its slumber and an effective 
opposition is forming.

As much as this spirit of defiance 
fills me with a hope that our 
community is finally ‘rising up’ 
to engage in determining its own 
future, a small part of me fears for 
our very own project, the Faversham 
Neighbourhood Plan may suffer 
collateral damage in the battles to 
come. Why? Because despite our 
efforts many of our residents still do 
not understand the difference … and 
the difference does indeed matter.

SIMILARITIES
Firstly, let’s consider the similarities. 
They both are concerned with 
development, and both have Plan in 
their name. 

KCC owns land at Kiln Court 
and  Osbourne Court vacant for 
many years and now derelict. A 
brownfield site that should be made 
available for community-led locally 
affordable housing. 6.8 acres could 
accommodate 100+ to meet local 
housing needs.

THE SWALE LOCAL PLAN VERSUS THE 
FAVERSHAM NEIGHBOURHOOD PLAN
WHAT’S THE DIFFERENCE ANDWHAT’S THE DIFFERENCE AND  
WHY DOES IT MATTER?WHY DOES IT MATTER?
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•

DIFFERENCES
Now let’s consider the differences. 
The Faversham Neighbourhood 
Plan will work to support the 
development of ‘community led’ 
truly affordable housing, not just 
the ‘affordable housing’ provided 
by private house builders as a 
concession for planning permission. 
We will designate and protect our 
cherished Local Green Spaces from 
the prospect of future unwanted 
speculative housing development, 
not propose de-designation of a 
Local Green Space such as Faversham 
Cricket Club for the convenience 
of a developer. We will Identify 
under-utilised brownfield sites that 
may be suitable for sympathetic 
development, not propose building 
on Grade A agricultural land and 
orchards. We will seek to protect and 
enhance our heritage assets and build 
our visitor economy, not let them 
fall into shameful disrepair like TS 

Hazard. We will support economic 
growth and improve the vitality 
of Faversham Creek and our Town 
Centre by allocating brown field land 
for mixed use development, not by 
allocating land for a new out of town 
supermarket.

So clearly there is a difference. 
But what is it that makes Faversham 
Neighbourhood Plan really different 
from the Swale Local Plan?  

Faversham Neighbourhood 
Plan is locally led by a Steering 
Group consisting of resident Town 
Councillors and Community 
Representatives, not by a Local Plan 
Panel, chaired by someone who 
campaigned against development 
in the West of the Borough. And 
finally?  The Neighbourhood Plan 
will be voted on by the residents of 
Faversham in a referendum, not in a 
council chamber in Sittingbourne.

By Cllr John Irwin

On the 22nd November, 2021, 
Faversham Town Council passed the 
following motion: 

Faversham Town Council is 
opposed to Swale Borough 
Council’s favoured option in the 
Regulation 18 consultation, namely 
Option 3. Faversham Town Council 
feel that none of the options are 
appropriate in meeting our local 
housing need, specifically the need 

for affordable housing. Faversham 
cannot accept a greater volume 
of housing without mitigation 
of significant constraints around 
transport and air quality, clean and 
waste wate and the climate and 
biodiversity including the use of 
BMV agricultural land. 

The full response to the 
consultation is available on the 
Town Council’s website.

THE FAVERSHAM TOWN COUNCIL RESPONSE TO 
THE SWALE BOROUGH COUNCIL LOCAL PLAN 

REVIEW REGULATION 18 CONSULTATION 
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Above: Kiln Court, Lower Road, 
Faversham. 3.42 acres.

Photos show Kiln and 
Osbourne Court –KCC 
owned sites, now 
derelict, that should be 
used towards meeting 
our need for community 
led affordable housing.  
Currently on the market 
to the highest bidder.

Above: Osbourne Court, Lower Road, 
Faversham. 3.35 acres.



An untidy place. Baulks of timber 
lie around. Masts scratch at the 
grey sky, while gulls wheel and 
screech. Dogs cavort, cattle 
graze beyond the opposite bank. 
Herons, egrets. The kingfisher 
briefly dazzles, a seal comes up 
for air. 19th century wooden craft 
undergo restoration. Sunrise 
and sunset unimpeded by tall 
buildings.

But it could have been different: 
yet another soulless quayside 
development as are blighting our 
rivers, creeks and canals up and down 
the country, denying access to the 
public, censoring the sky. This could 
have happened to the Iron Wharf, 
but fortunately the owners take an 
enlightened view and the boatyard 
continues to thrive. Here are historic 
craft which, without the boatyard, 
would have to be scrapped or slowly 
die in some lonely salting.

Three floating drydocks attract 
barges from Essex, the Thames and 
Medway, prolonging the lives of these 
noble craft. Skilled shipwrights shape 
massive timbers to replace worn or 
rotten wood. Traditional materials are 
still used, though the chainsaw has 
replaced the adze (tool similar to an 
axe) as the favoured weapon.

Life at the boatyard runs to the 
rhythm of the seasons. Winter storms 
and darkness having been left behind, 
Spring unfolds, and it’s time to slap a 
bit of paint on the boat, get the engine 
serviced, check the rigging and book 
a date for launching. North Kent is 
particularly fortunate in that spring 
tides (the big tides following full and 
new moons) always occur in the early 
afternoons. And the early hours of 
the morning, when a northerly gale 
will occasionally visit us with a flood 
tide.

As Spring turns to summer, most 
of the boats ready to be launched 
are craned in, in a period of frenzied 
activity on the fortnightly spring 
tides. The tide will, depending on the 
boat’s draft, be usable for only two to 

three hours, so launchings and crane-
outs have to be condensed into this 
period. The more leisurely yachtsmen, 
who delay their departure from the 
craning berth for no good reason, 
incur acid asides from the craning 
crew, polite enquiries into mental 
health, and finally a strongly worded 
request to depart. This latter usually 
does the trick.

Then comes Autumn. The 
increasing windiness leads to many 
a sleepless night as mariners worry 
about their boats hanging on a piece 
of rope in the Swale. Heavy dews, 
misty mornings with poor visibility. 
Boats are craned out of the Creek, 
hulls cleaned of barnacles, and the 
boats positioned ashore for their 
winter vacation.

‘Thames, Dover. North-westerly gale 

eight to severe gale nine, occasionally 
storm force ten in Thames later’. The 
winter storms are upon us. Wind 
howling in the rigging, trees bent 
and groaning. Cheap tarpaulins 
covering boats are shredded, masts 
send vibrations down to the hull, 
testing the wooden props that keep 
the boat upright. Then high pressure 
descends. Frosty mornings of low 
sun, ice making chandeliers of dead 
summer weeds. A brief day, sun setting 
in a blaze of colour, the waxing moon 
rising over the hills to the east.

The Iron Wharf only came into 
existence as a result of overdue 
improvements to the course of the 
creek. The troublesome meander, 
shown in the 19th century maps, 
made it all but impossible for larger 
craft to reach the Port of Faversham.

THE IRON THE IRON 
WHARF WHARF 
BOATYARDBOATYARD

•
Fortunately the 
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•
Traditional materials 
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•
‘Thames, Dover. 

North-westerly gale 
eight to severe gale 
nine, occasionally 
storm force ten in 

Thames later’

•

By Cllr John Irwin By Glynn Roberts

Iron Wharf – Winter Dusk 
by Tony Smith 1974
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The 1842 'New Cut' that 
straightened the creek at 
Powder Monkey Bay.

Telford tendered for a straight 
canal from the Swale to the town, but 
his price of £27,000 was evidently 
considered excessive. So the creek 
needed to be straightened and 
deepened to facilitate the import of 
coal, this being the age of steam.

The Iron Wharf started, and 
remained, a coal wharf for a century, 
latterly owned by British Rail. The 
current owners, Peter Dodds and 
Alan Reekie, began their association 
with Faversham in 1973 by renting 
frontage from British Rail to moor 
their Thames Barges, ‘Mirosa’ and 
‘Ironsides’.

Subsequently – Alan and Peter 
managed to buy the yard, scouring 
the dismantled rail lines for items of 
scrap metal to finance the purchase.

A boatyard needs a crane, to 
haul craft out for winter storage 
and to launch in the Spring. A 
lorry-mounted Ruston-Bucyrus 
22 was acquired, to the delight of 
connoisseurs of classic plant: a robust 
reminder of an age when machinery 
had to be cajoled, with a delicate 
hand, into performing precision 
tasks. But the 21st century is upon 
us, and the new crane, a voluptuous 
machine of admirable jib length, is 
able to lift large craft at improbable 
distances, with a precision not 
dreamed of in years gone by.

And so to the customers. 
Boat owners are, by their nature, 
eccentric types. What sort of 
grown-up would spend weekend 
after weekend applying 32 coats of 
varnish to a wooden boat which 
would never float? A collection of 
dreamers, serious sailors, bores, 
and the occasional petty thief have 
traditionally made up the clientele. 
A mixed bunch, with differing 
aspirations: some dream of the 
Caribbean, some dream of the 
Swale, others of the French canals.

It is a DIY boatyard. Some 
see this as a licence to commit 
appalling acts of vandalism on an 
innocent wooden boat, but such 
levels of incompetence are rare, 
and invariably lead to the boat’s 
slow migration to the graveyard. 
The graveyard is more a 
direction than a destination as 

abandoned projects are shifted, at 
intervals, inland from the creek, to 
their final resting place, the owners 
having given up in despair, become 
alcoholics, or have died.

But it has always been a friendly 
place, where fellow loafers and 
complete strangers, innocently 
walking by, are co-opted into 
shouldering lumps of timber and 
pulling on ropes. They always leave 
the yard the better for it, in spite of the 
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and the crane for lifting craft in and out of the water.



•
What sort of grown-
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shouldering lumps of 

timber and pulling 
on ropes

•
Commercial 

fishing boats from 
Whitstable and 

Ramsgate are craned 
out for maintenance 

and repair

•
The Iron Wharf tug is 
dispatched on  rescue 

missions, often 
snatching the vessel 
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long length of rope 
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•
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attendant splinters, pulled muscles 
and liberal helpings of tar adorning 
their clothes.

Commercial fishing boats from 
Whitstable and Ramsgate are craned 
out for maintenance and repair, their 
owners usually understating the 
weight of their craft by a margin, 
causing the crane and driver to 
complain bitterly. The main attraction 
of Iron Wharf is, of course, the 
relatively low cost of cranage, but 
freedom to work on their boats 
with no restrictive rules is another 
powerful reason, Whelkers, oyster 
dredgers and trawlers all make 
their way up the creek, with a swift 
turnaround, to get back in the sea and 
earn money.

From time to time, when a craft 
has been detached from its mooring 
in the Swale as a result of a northerly 
gale, or has navigated the creek in an 
overly optimistic way, the Iron Wharf 
tug is dispatched on a rescue mission, 
often snatching the vessel from the 
mud with a long length of rope and 
plenty of revs. It might be thought 
more sensible to await the arrival of 
the next set of spring tides to mount 
the rescue mission, but other factors 
are involved. Whether the local 
looters have decided to give the craft 
a sporting chance or are slow off the 
mark, a period, usually three tides, 
will usually elapse before the stricken 
vessel is considered fair game. The 
rescue is rarely a gentle operation, but 
the alternative is far worse.

Another year draws to a close, and 
Covid has been a sharp reminder of 
how fragile our way of life is. But the 
tide continues to ebb and flow, boats 
sail down the creek in Spring, Smack 
and Barge races define the summer, 
and the boats come back to the Iron 
Wharf as an autumn harvest.

Rising sea levels next.



We occasionally see young people 
sleeping in doorways in town, and 
there are no more than a handful 
living in the woods around 
Faversham. These are the visibly, 
partially hidden, homeless. Their 
housing needs are important 
too, and focusing on the hidden 
homeless in no way denies the 
importance of addressing the 
needs of the rough sleepers and 
van dwellers. They are part of our 
community too.

The hidden homeless are largely 
invisible in Faversham. The town 
centre looks prosperous; there are 
only a few, very few, places where 
people living in the more deprived 
areas on the periphery of Faversham 
can buy a tea or coffee or eat out. 
Faversham is more economically 
divided than when I moved here 40 
years ago.  The map produced by 
the Consumer Data Research Centre 
shows that we have large parts of 
our population living on meagre 
incomes. There are many living in 
multi-generational overcrowded 
homes.  Married couples have 
temporarily separated and are back 
living with their respective parents 
saving to get a house and start a 
family in their forties. We know 
of people living in garden sheds in 
Faversham. Young people generally 
find it harder to leave home and 
begin to live independently; they are 
trapped living with their parents, 
unable to leave.  

With a grant from Swale, the 
Faversham Community Land Trust 
commissioned a survey from arc4, 
an expert housing consultancy. 
They reported in August 2020 that 
“Faversham needs a significant 
additional supply of affordable 
housing to meet the requirements 
of its existing households and 
households that are likely to form 
from existing residents over the 
next 5-years. arc4’survey estimated 
211 couch surfers in Faversham in 
2020. arc4 concluded that “1 and 2- 
bedroom affordable rented houses 
flats and bungalows are needed 
which is consistent with the needs 

WHO ARE WHO ARE 
FAVERSHAM’SFAVERSHAM’S
“HIDDEN HOMELESS”?“HIDDEN HOMELESS”?

•
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•

of an ageing population and a large 
number of new households that are 
expected to form. A smaller number 
of 3 and 4-bedroom family homes 
are needed and should be prioritised 
as they are likely to release smaller 
houses and flats for occupation 
by newly forming households.” 
arc4 identified Faversham’s hidden 
homelessness – there are people 

living in Faversham without a home 
of their own; they are registered 
with our GPs and dentists, with 
children in school, to build more 
homes for them will not increase the 
pressure on our infrastructure.

By Harold Goodwin, 
Faversham Community 
Land Trust (fclt.org.uk) 

FAVERSHAM      EYE
PAGE 22 ISSUE FOURTEEN

Above:  Living and sleeping rough 
in Faversham in 2021.
Below: Map showing relative 
incomes in Faversham.
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REVIEW- 
HOME IS A 
FEELING

‘Home is a Feeling’ was set in one room at 
the Alexander Centre on 13th and 14th 
November. Organised by Kent Creative, it 
was presented as an exhibition intended 
to show how important art and design 
are in our homes. Works by 30 local artists 
and makers (furniture makers, painters, 
ceramicists, sculptors …) were displayed 
in-situ, in the context of a living space.

An additional goal of the exhibition 
was to facilitate communications 
between artists and visitors in an inviting 
environment. “I'm sure that it made every 
visitor think about the link between 
made items and the maker/designer” 
said one visitor. “Beautiful items were 
presented beautifully and with the artists, 
craftspeople on site to explain and answer 
any questions.”  The concept clearly 
worked through the visitors’ mind: “It felt 
warm and cosy viewing everything in a 
home environment”. 

Firstly, the paintings stood out over 
other exhibits. Chris Blunkell’s “Ocean 
Park”, a large painting displayed on its 
own on one wall made quite a statement. 
On both sides of the fireplace, two 
paintings by Charles Williams “Boy 
with a mouse” and “Romanticism and 
Enlightenment”, reminders of sumptuous 
family portraits hanging in stately homes. 
Abstract paintings by Zel Hunt and 
Monica Callaghan came as an elegant 
complement to their neighbouring 
figurative works. There were also prints 
and watercolours. In fact, mixing different 
styles of art is a good way to liven up a 
space.

The fireplace was filled with light 
coming from a lamp, giving a feeling 
of warmth. In front of it, two superb 
armchairs by Simon Jewell, complete with 
upholstery by Alex Law. The mantlepiece 
displayed a number of vases, ceramic 
pieces and sculptures.

On the floor by the fireplace, 
deliberately placed in a corner as if 
protecting himself from the outside world, 

the sculpture of an emaciated character 
was sitting: “Mr Pandemic”, made by artist 
Maggie Osborn.

A wooden table made by Barry 
Feldman was set with Jenny Duff’s table 
mats and Cherry Tewfik’s dishes, teapot 
and mugs. 

The side tables and shelves that Barry 
Feldman also showed, had handbound 
notebooks on, greeting cards, wooden 
bowls and books too.

The craftsmanship shown in some 
pieces was remarkable, especially in the  
wooden boxes made by Simon Jewell. 
Exquisite pieces of work.

Although ‘Home is a Feeling’ didn’t 
show the full extent of artists’ works - but 
then not many shows do – it certainly 
showed that art and design contribute 
enormously in making a home what 
it should be: warm, inviting, fun and 
beautiful.

www.kentcreative.org/past-events/



A Government Inspector’s 
advice in 2014 that a Creekside 
footpath at Waterside Close was 
an ‘aspiration that might not be 
achievable’, has continued to be 
ignored at ever increasing cost.  
The statement was made after 
an Inquiry into the plans which 
had by then cost the town well 
over £40,000. However, a small 
band of people that were behind 
this initial waste of money have 
continued to lobby for ever more 
feasibility studies. 

Another Inquiry in 2018 cost 
taxpayers nearly £55,000, but this 
was still not enough to convince 
the group to stop throwing 
good money after bad, and yet 
another design review has been 
commissioned this year. This 
brings the total cost of Faversham 
not having a short length of 
footpath through Waterside Close 
to well over £100,000 and there 

CREEK CREEK 
FOOTPATH FOOTPATH 
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•
An Inquiry into the 
plans which had by 
then cost the town 
well over £40,000

•
Another Inquiry in 

2018 cost taxpayers 
nearly £55,000

•
Current 

estimated cost 
of ZF43 footpath 

construction;
 £195,631.00

•
Even these 

staggering figures 
may not be the 

true picture

•
At the moment, 

the footpath Order 
still stands but 

has needed to be 
suspended twice

•

seems no sign that this profligacy 
is going to end. 

In September 2020 THE 
FAVERSHAM EYE (Issue 11) 
published an account of the history 
of the proposed Creekside footpath 
through the Faversham Reach and 
Waterside Close housing estates. 
Those who are unfamiliar with the 
issue can go online and read "A 
FOOTPATH PAVED WITH (YOUR) 
GOLD”, for the full detailed story.

In 2009, the then Faversham Town 
Councillor and Swale Borough 
Council cabinet member for 
Regeneration Mike Cosgrove, claimed 
that a short length (aprox 150 
metres) of a new Creekside footpath 
would only cost £4,500. In 2016, 
KCC’s elected Members had insisted 
on all project costs being known 
and funded (and approved) before 
giving the go ahead. Therefore, KCC 
officers should not have commenced 
the Orders procedures until all the 
unresolved issues and unknown costs 
had been quantified and sufficient 
funding in place. But KCC officers 
ignored due process and proceeded 
regardless. 

Now, in 2021, former Cllr 
Cosgrove’s 2009 £4,500 claimed 
estimate is plainly ludicrous.

Here are the figures Provided by 
FTC, KCC and SBC under Freedom of 
Information requests.

2014 Secretary of State 
Inspector’s Inquiry;
SBC £900.00 Paid to East Kent 
Engineering
KCC £645,00 Direct costs
KCC £10,380.00 Legal 
representation
KCC £9,414.00 Legal services
KCC £47.25 Members mileage
KCC £40.00 Members catering
KCC £17,000.00 Amey plc. 
Feasibility survey
FTC £3,144.00 FTC 
representation
FTC £1,144.00 Legal 
representation
FTC £611.00 Town Clerk
TOTAL £43,325.25 (£2,000.00 of 

which Bensted and Municipal 
Charities subscribed)
2018 Secretary of State 
Inspectors Inquiry;
SBC £7,000.00 Contribution to 
KCC’s Order making work
KCC £620.00 Hire of Alexander 
Centre
KCC £13,115.00 Legal fees for 3 
day Inquiry
KCC £14,373.00 Amey plc. 
Design costs
KCC £19,419.00 Amey plc. 
Design and ground tests
TOTAL £54,527.00
2021 £4,795.00 Paid to WSP plc 
for design review.
TOTAL COSTS TO DATE 
£102,647.25
Estimated construction costs 
(Amey plc.)@ 2016 prices;
 £92,984.00
Current estimated cost of ZF 43 
footpath construction;
 £195,631.00

Even these staggering figures 
may not be the true picture since, 
significantly, KCC do not consider the 
hundreds of hours devoted for over 
a decade by staff of the Public Rights 
of Way Department, to be relevant 
or included in the ZF 43 costings. So 
presumably, they just get absorbed 
and vanish into the mix of the overall 
Rights of Way budget. The reality 
is that, however KCC wants to play 
it, those hours were worked on this 
specific project and should therefore 
be itemised in the costs. 

There are small signs that common 
sense is beginning to prevail: The 
present Faversham Town Council, 
elected in 2019, has withdrawn an 
earlier pledge of £5,000. And one has 
to have some sympathy with KCC: 
It was apparent from 2014 onwards 
that, due to the emerging logistical, 
legal and financial issues arising from 
the pro-footpath campaign, and 
which the campaigners themselves 
had either failed to acknowledge or 
dismissed, KCC were reluctant to 
embark on the project. 

At the moment, the footpath 
Order still stands but has needed to 
be suspended twice - the latest being 
imposed from September this year to 
run until September 2023.  

It is undoubtedly relevant that a 
progress update in January 2021 by 
KCC Rights of Way officer Graham 
Rusling refers, albeit briefly, to 
problems with implementing a 
number of current footpath Orders. 
Cost, budget cuts, staff shortages 
and a massive backlog of associated 
issues are quoted to explain delays.  

Like other councils throughout 

By John Wellard
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The proposed footpath in front of 
Waterside Close marked in red, the 
current paths in black.



•
If the footpath is “in 
the public interest” 

then likewise the 
cost of it - especially 
in times like these - 
is very much in the 

public interest as well

•
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the UK, KCC is severely and 
historically strapped for cash. Years 
of austerity, chronic underfunding 
of vital services and infrastructure, 
the cost to KCC due to Brexit and 
the pandemic, are contributing 
to a financial crisis for KCC of 
epic proportions. But still the 
Faversham Footpaths Group under 
the leadership of Andrew Osborne, 
Labour Cllr. Julian Saunders, former 
Labour Cllr. Trevor Payne plus a 
small minority of supporters insist 
the increasingly costly project forges 
ahead. Pledges of £46,500 by the 
Charities of which Andrew Osborne, 
Cllr Julian Saunders and former 
Cllr. Cosgrove are Trustees still 
stand. Labour Cllr. Julian Saunders 
is adamant the footpath is “in the 
public interest” in spite of the cost – 
therefore suggesting that our local 
Labour Party is just as willing to play 
as fast and loose with public money 
as the previous Tory controlled 
Council. If the footpath is “in the 
public interest” as Cllr. Saunders 
claims, then likewise the cost of it - 
especially in times like these - is very 
much in the public interest as well. 

The ridiculous situation KCC now 
finds itself in is clearly described by 
Roger Gough, Leader of Kent County 
Council, in a letter he recently sent to 
a resident of Faversham Reach.

It has to be said though that this 
Creekside path is of questionable 
value without a working bridge and 
a revitalised Creek.  It is merely an 
expensive white elephant - a vanity 
project reckoned to be already more 
costly per metre than a motorway. 

What exactly is the point of 
a footpath through Faversham 
Reach? Faversham Footpaths Group 
claimed "spectacular views" could be 
enjoyed from the estate. In reality the 
predominant view was a long derelict 
oil depot, a car wash and a large 
industrial shed. Recently, the oil depot 
is being replaced by housing over-
development and the car wash and 
shed look likely to go the same way.

Whether one is in favour, against or 
just doesn’t care about the proposed 
Creekside Path, the question remains 
as to why, in the case of Faversham 
Reach and then Waterside Close, it 
didn’t materialise during the initial 
construction - some 30+ years ago? 
Instead, the taxpayer is now expected 
to pay the penalty of historic acts of 
Incompetence by FTC, SBC and KCC 
Public Rights of Way Department.

CHRONOLOGY
In 1987 Faversham Town Council 
(FTC), under the chairmanship of 
Mayor Andrew Osborne, along with 
Cllr. Mike Cosgrove, fellow Tory 

councillors, and Swale Council (SBC), 
approved a planning application 
by Portland Homes to build the 
Faversham Reach Estate on the site 
of the derelict Pollocks Shipyard. 
Then, in 2004, Mr. Andrew Osborne, 
claimed that an ancient and long 
forgotten footpath (forgotten, except 
by him) which in 1937 had been 
blocked by the extension of Pollocks 
Shipyard, and now blocked by 5 
of the houses built with FTC and 
SBC’s approval, was “much needed” 
therefore, he insisted, a new footpath 
must be created through the estate.

In 2011, FTC, Mr. Andrew Osborne, 
Cllr Mike Cosgrove and its small 
band of supporters who later formed 
Faversham Footpaths Group - an 
unofficial elitist group established 
specifically to promote the footpath, 
manipulated KCC into convening 
a Panel Regulation Inquiry to settle 
the issue. KCC found in favour of the 
Faversham Reach residents but this 
was then disputed by a chagrined FTC, 
much unaccustomed to not getting 
its own way. Thus, battle lines were 
drawn between the Faversham Reach 
and Waterside Close residents and the 
now combined forces of FTC and SBC 
which triggered two Secretary of State 
Inspector’s Inquiries - the first in 2014 
and the second in 2018 resulting in 
the costs shown above.

At the 2018 Inspector’s Inquiry 
Andrew Osborne claimed that 
an “understanding” (of which no 
documentary evidence has been 
found), to provide public access onto 
the Faversham Reach promenade, had 
been agreed between the developers 
and SBC Planning. If true, SBC and 
FTC committed a lamentable lack 
of diligence by failing to ensure the 
“understanding” was honoured. So 
now the taxpayers are footing the bill 
for what the developers should have 
provided within their own costs of 
construction.

During 2015/16 KCC 
commissioned civil engineers Amey 
plc. to carry out a Feasibility Survey to 
suggest the best way to construct the 
footpath. Now, five years later, KCC 
have belatedly concluded that Amey's 
proposals are "over engineered" 
(translation: too expensive). So 
now KCC has engaged WSP plc. - a 
global big hitter - to produce an 
alternative design - further adding 
to the already sky-high cost. By 
now, the original 2016 construction 
estimates are out of date. With WSP 
plc. at the helm and with £102+K 
already spent, the on-going  costs 
are still to be calculated because the 
final designs and estimates are yet 
to be completed with a number of 
problematic outstanding, potentially 

expensive issues still unresolved. 
Amey’s original estimates are more 
likely to balloon rather than, as KCC 
hopes, shrink. Another potentially 
expensive problem - which appears 
to have been ignored or overlooked, 
is the condition of the Creekside 
walkway at Waterside Close. The 
inadequate original piling has resulted 
in sections of it subsiding into the 
Creek and therefore needing very 
expensive essential repairs to make 
the proposed footpath safe for the 
public. All these issues should have 
been dealt with and costed BEFORE 
KCC proceeded towards making the 
Orders. Civil engineering projects are 
notorious for budget creep - especially 
when local and county councils 
are concerned. Contractors have an 
historic notoriety for overpricing and/
or inflating tenders and price fixing 
and there is every reason to fear that 
the Creekside Path project will the 
same consequences and is probably a 
reason why FTC wisely withdrew its 
£5,000 pledge.
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THE KENTISHTHE KENTISH  

SAIL SAIL 
ASSOCIATIONASSOCIATION
A CELEBRATION A CELEBRATION 

OF TRADITIONAL OF TRADITIONAL 

CRAFTCRAFT
The 48th annual Swale Smack & Sailing Barge Match took place on 
Saturday 31st July and consisted of the magnificent sight of some 
thirty traditional vessels racing in the River Swale off Faversham 
and Whitstable. The organisers, the Kentish Sail Association, were 
delighted that, having had to cancel the event for two years due to 
gales and the pandemic, they were finally able to fire the starting 
cannon for the 22-mile race out into the Thames estuary and back 
to the finishing line off Faversham Creek.

Strong winds on the Friday had prevented some entrants 
arriving from Essex, but there were plenty of vessels to make a 
great spectacle. The newly built Thames barge Blue Mermaid was 
one of the few craft to make it over from Essex and she went on to 
win the Bowsprit Class. A good turnout of Kent barges – Repertor, 
Orinoco, Marjorie, Niagara, Edith May and the beautifully restored 
Cambria – had a fine day’s racing with Repertor winning the 
Staysail Barge Class, and Cambria the Restricted Class. There were 
prizes for other craft with the smack William & Mary, the smack 
yacht Bird of Dawning, the large gaffer Almita and the small gaffer 
Fifi all taking line honours in their classes.

The Swale also welcomed two traditional Dutch sailing vessels, 
Albatros and Johanna, the Humber keel Selby Ellen, and Lilian, the 
beautiful gentleman’s motor yacht, built in Stockholm in 1916, 
which this year acted as the Committee Boat and added another 
layer of old-time 
elegance to the day.

The Swale Match 
is the largest such 
traditional boat event 
on the East Coast, 
possibly in the country, 
and offers a vital 
celebration of these 
beautiful craft that 
still play a part around 
our coast and in our 
maritime story.

By Julian Mannering

Photos by 
Seamus Masters
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The Kentish Sail Association was formed in 1972, so 2022 
will be their 50th anniversary. Those founder members who 
are no longer with us - Hugh Perks, Lena Reekie and Lawrie 
Tester-would be delighted the race still prospering and the 
KSA alive and well.

The north Kent coast is home to a fine collection of 
Thames barges and other traditional craft and there are few 
creeks around the Medway and Swale that are not home to 
a few of them.

The KSA, through organising the Swale Smack and 
Sailing Barge Match each year and offering opportunities 
to youngsters to experience days afloat on these beautiful 
vessels, plays a part in promoting traditional sail in Kent.

If you would like to find out more about the KSA and the 
traditional craft of Kent, email them at kentishsail@gmail.
com and request a copy their impressive chart with details 
about the association and its aims.

This year the KSA has produced a beautiful calendar 
depicting some of the craft that took part in the 2021 Match. 
Copies are available for only £5.00 from the Fleur de Lis in 
Preston Street, Tales on Market Street bookshop in the main 
square and Creek Creative in Abbey Street. Proceeds go 
towards the costs of running the annual event. More details 
can be found at www.kentishsail.org

THE KENTISH SAIL 
ASSOCIATION



We have previously and 
extensively reported on the 
application by companies Wirsol 
and Hive Energy under the 
name of Cleve Hill Solar Park 
Ltd to develop the Graveney 
saltmarshes into what would 
at the time be the largest solar 
array in the UK along with one 
of the largest lithium-ion battery 
energy storage systems (BESS) 
in the world. Both companies 
have previously involved in solar 
projects that later led to litigation 
with other stakeholders in the 
schemes (see online issues 2, 4, 5, 
6, 8, 10 and 11).

To recap: almost 1,000 acres of the 
North Kent Marshes at Graveney, 
an area of international importance 
to wildlife (home to an estimated 
390 species including protected 
birds such as the skylark, lapwing, 
marsh harrier and Brent Geese), 
will be converted into a vast solar 
array by this proposal. At the heart 
of the development will be the very 
controversial 700 MW BESS.

Around 800,000 solar panels are 
to be installed in a densely packed 
east/west configuration.  Each row 
of panels would be 24 metres across 
with just 30 cm gaps between them 
to allow water run-off. Each row 
of these panels would be up to a 
half a kilometre long with just a 
2.5 m space between each row to 
allow maintenance. The panels will 

PROJECT FORTRESSPROJECT FORTRESS  
- PREVIOUSLY KNOWN - PREVIOUSLY KNOWN 
AS CLEVE HILLAS CLEVE HILL

•
Almost 1,000 

acres of the North 
Kent Marshes at 

Graveney, an area 
of international 
importance to 
wildlife will be 

converted into a vast 
solar array by this 

proposal

•
Around 800,000 

solar panels are to be 
installed in a densely 

packed east/west 
configuration

•
The system comprises 

of lithium-ion 
batteries stored in 

shipping containers 
and taking up an 

area similar in 
size to Faversham 

Recreation Ground 
with the energy 
equivalence of a 

small nuclear bomb

•
In the event of a 

fire, an extremely 
toxic gas, hydrogen 
fluoride is released 
and in a system of 
that proposed at 

Cleve Hill, potentially 
in large quantities

•

be mounted up to heights of over 
4 metres. As a result of the near 
blanket coverage, the ground will 
receive practically no sunlight and so 
effectively die. 

It is hard to imagine the vast, 
overwhelming sea of silicon that will 
be created, highly visible and totally 
destructive of what is at present a 
beautifully wild estuary landscape.

Sir David Melville, a prominent 
local campaigner opposing the 
development explains that although 
solar panel projects are part of the 
UK’s transition to green energy, the 
evidence suggests that this project 
could actually pose a greater risk to 
the environment than previously 
realised, because the project covers 
an area of salt marsh. These are 
essential in any fight against climate 
change as they absorb large amounts 
of carbon dioxide and would be 
rendered useless by the development.

The BESS proposed for the 
site should be of major concern 
to Faversham, less than 2 miles 
away from Cleve Hill.  The village 
of Graveney, and in particular its 
primary school, would be very close.

The system comprises of lithium-
ion batteries stored in shipping 
containers and taking up an 
area similar in size to Faversham 
Recreation Ground with the energy 
equivalence of a small nuclear bomb. 
The problem is, as we have previously 
explained, lithium-ion batteries are 
prone to spontaneous combustion 
causing possible thermal runaway 
creating fires that are extremely 
difficult to extinguish as they burn 
without the presence of oxygen. 
Globally such fires are regularly 
reported and, as a consequence, all 
large such battery storage plants 
have previously been situated in 
desert areas well away from urban 
settlements. Certainly, this would be 
the first one built next to a town on 
an area prone to flooding.

In the event of a fire, an extremely 
toxic gas, hydrogen fluoride is 
released and in a system of that 
proposed at Cleve Hill, potentially in 
large quantities.

Dr Alistair Gould, senior partner in 
Faversham’s largest medical practice 

has written:
“The toxicity of Hydrogen Fluoride 

goes easily and quickly through the 
skin and into the tissues of the body. 
There it damages the cells and causes 
them to malfunction. The gas, even at 
low levels, can irritate the eyes, nose 
and respiratory tract.

Breathing in hydrogen fluoride 
at high levels can cause death from 
irregular heartbeat or from fluid 
build-up in the lungs.

At lower levels breathing the gas 
can damage lung tissue. Eye exposure 
can cause prolonged or permanent 
defects, blindness or total destruction 
of the eye. People who survive may 
suffer ongoing chronic illness.

I am extremely concerned that the 
potential hazards of such a large BESS 
pose an unacceptable risk of death or 
long-term illness to my patients.”

In September 2020 a much smaller 
(20 MW as compared to Cleve Hill’s 
700 MW) BESS in Liverpool suffered 
a battery fire which took firefighters 
over 11 hours to extinguish. Roads 
around the area had to be closed off 
and residents nearby were warned 
to keep their windows closed due to 
smoke from the incident. The results 
of an investigation into the causes of 
the fire are not publicly available.

PROJECT FORTRESS
Despite Cleve Hill Solar Park 
Limited’s assurances during the 
public enquiry into planning 
permission for this huge project that 
they were long term wholeheartedly 
committed to the project, not long 
after Alok Sharma the Secretary 
of State for Business, Energy and 
Industrial Strategy granted the 
developers a Development Consent 
Order (despite near unanimous  
opposition from both conservation 
bodies, Swale and Faversham 
Councils and local residents), the 
site was sold by Hive and Wirsol 
Energy netting them a presumably 
handsome profit.

The new owners are Quinbrook 
Infrastructure Partners. They 
promptly renamed the whole 
thing Project Fortress and have 
announced that they intend to start 
building work this year and have the 

By Brian Pain
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Below: Land projected 
to be below annual 
flood level in 2030 
Source- https://coastal.
climatecentral.org/



•
The new owners 
are Quinbrook 
Infrastructure 
Partners. They 

promptly renamed 
the whole thing 
Project Fortress

•
Perhaps the 

statement from the 
CPRE “Cleve Hill Solar 
Park: making money 

at the expense of 
the environment 

in the name of 
the environment” 

is particularly 
appropriate

•
Swale Council needs 

to be particularly 
rigorous in their 

scrutiny of the 
developer’s 

proposals given the 
potential scale of the 

disaster a thermal 
runaway incident 

at Cleve Hill would 
cause

•
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development operational in 2023.
Quinbrook Investment Partners 

are reported to manage assets of 
more than £1.5 billion and already 
operate two large solar farms with 
associated battery storage. However, 
both these are safely located in 
remote parts of the Nevada Desert in 
the US. 

It intends to be both the owner and 
operator of the Graveney scheme.

Company House filings by 
Quinbrook Investment Partners 
Limited show that in their financial 
year ending in December 2020 the 
company made a loss of £459,000 on 
a turnover of around £2,225,000.

As is depressingly common in 
such cases, this company operates 
as an advisory services company to 
Quinbrook Infrastructure (Jersey) 
Limited a company incorporated 
in tax haven Jersey and the ultimate 
owner of Project Fortress.

Perhaps the statement from 
the CPRE “Cleve Hill Solar Park: 
making money at the expense of 
the environment in the name of 
the environment” is particularly 
appropriate.

A Swale Borough Council 
spokesman said: “When the scheme 
was approved by the Secretary of 
State, several requirements were 
placed on the permission for the 

developer to undertake before the 
scheme could start on site. These have 
been ongoing and more submissions 
are required.”

We understand that amongst 
these requirements are the need 
to demonstrate that the site could 
operate safely to the satisfaction of 
the fire services. This should enable 
Swale to be particularly rigorous 
in their scrutiny of the developer’s 
proposals given the potential scale 
of the disaster a thermal runaway 
incident at Cleve Hill would cause.

Another potential problem 
Quinbrook will have is in obtaining 
insurance cover for this huge project 
utilising relatively new technology 
and located as it is near a large 
urban settlement In February 2021, 
the Marsh Commercial Insurance 
Newsletter discussing the problems 
associated with BESS projects said: 
“The insurance market for BESS 
has seen a reduced capacity as a 
consequence of some key insurers 
exiting the market or having a very 
narrow underwriting footprint 
This has ultimately led to increased 
premiums, higher policy excesses and 
sometimes difficulties in obtaining 
100% cover for larger projects.”

There is still a little hope that this 
utterly irresponsible scheme with 
little or no benefit to the UK and 

certainly of huge disbenefit to the 
people of Faversham, will never be 
built.

It is utterly depressing that while 
this dangerous, damaging scheme is 
given permission to be built on one 
of our natural and beautiful marshes 
which acts naturally already as a 
carbon sink, the Government allows 
literally thousands of new houses to 
be built on surrounding green field 
sites with absolutely no requirement 
for solar panels to be integral to 
their design and gas central heating 
installed as standard.

FOOTNOTE
It is perhaps worth remembering 

the disaster at Bhopal in India 
when a fertiliser plant owned 

by US company Union Carbide 
suffered catastrophic failure 
releasing tons of lethal gas 

killing at least 16,000 people and 
injuring over 500,000 others when 

it spread over the neighbouring 
city. Union Carbide executives 

based in America failed to attend 
the court in India to face criminal 
charges of neglect. Subsequently, 
Union Carbide was purchased by 
Dow Chemicals who claim that 
they have no responsibility for 

Union Carbide’s previous actions.

AREAS AT IMMEDIATE RISK 
FROM A FIRE AT CLEVE HILL

Faversham Herne Hill

Dargate

Seasalter

Whitstable

Goodnestone

SHEPPEY

1 Mile 2 Miles 3 Miles

Oare

Graveney

POTENTIAL LETHAL 
GAS CLOUD ZONES 

Insurers are very 
nervous about open-

ended liabilities 
with thousands 

of different claims 
which can go on 

for years. If the fire 
continues for more 

than an hour (which 
these fires often do) 
the further the cloud 
travels and the more 
expensive it becomes 

as lifelong injuries 
cost insurance 

companies far more 
than deaths. Once 
the gas drops and 
becomes acid, the 

long-term effect on 
local farmland will be 
catastrophic as it will 

take years to clean 
the soil.
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At the end of 2021, the Oyster Bay House hosted the 
latest exhibition of artist Antony Bream, who was 
showing his most recent work: a series of coastal views 
at Seasalter and other views of the Faversham area.  

As you walk in, you were taken aback by the 
harmony, tranquillity and warmth of his paintings. 
Visitors from the area, would have been walking on 
familiar territory: Seasalter beach, Faversham Iron 
Wharf, Doddington Place Gardens…

Antony Bream studied with Peter Greenham at 
Royal Academy Schools in the 1960s. His aim was 
to learn figurative art techniques by studying late 
19th century masters. He learnt to master drawing, 
colour and tone and the essential elements of 
painting. Bream only paints from life and never uses 
photographs as references. His technical skills allow 
him to capture a moment with authenticity and 
spontaneity. He depicts seascapes with his very own 
colours and tones, soft blue, green and beige, that 
convey light beautifully.

Visiting the exhibition Joanna said: “It’s like going 
on all my walks around Faversham. I feel I am there.” As 
she goes onto admiring flowers: “It’s rather wonderful. 
Very few artists get the green right”.

There are also sketches of Iron Wharf included 
in the exhibition, which another visitor, Paul, made 
a personal connection with since he knows the 
place very well. After some time looking around the 
exhibition, he commented “It’s very pleasing. I like the 
feeling”.

www.antonybream.co.uk

EXHIBITION REVIEW

ANTONY ANTONY 
BREAMBREAM    
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Is a night out drinking in Faversham worth a five mile walk home 
to Throwley in all kinds of weather? As a late teenager painter and 
songwriter Chris Blunkell obviously thought so, and recently he found 
himself revisiting those long, late night journeys.

In February 2020, at-swim records released Private View, an LP by 
my band of 20 years Waspjuice. After a successful launch, however, the 
country was locked down, and that appeared to be that. So, with time 
on my hands and pretty much confined to the house, I got to work on a 
new collection of recordings.

Typically, I would record each tune as a simple voice and acoustic 
guitar affair. I would then email what I had to my collaborator Brian 
Barnett, who would add more guitar and harmony vocals before 
returning it for further revision. And back and forth it would go. Five or 
six songs came to fruition at the same point in this way, and I started 
to spot themes and a guiding aesthetic that had been hidden to me 
previously.

These songs, I realised, default to shades of pedestrian, and notable 
are my crude attempts at orchestral arrangements. Something in me 
has always loved ‘big’ pop – Bacharach, Dusty in Memphis. This, despite 
the fact that as I was coming of musical age such fully-realised music 
wasn’t really on my cultural radar. On the one hand, my parents – like 
those of many other lower-middle kids at the time – gestured towards 
an appetite for popular music rather than pursuing it with any real 
gusto. On the other, the ascetic imperative of punk, in the ascendant at 
that time, didn’t find too much use for swooning strings. I hadn’t heard 
enough, I didn’t have the breadth of experience, to nurture my love. So 
punk rock and a scorched earth it was.

Later, talking as an adult with friends who had also ventured 
into making music, I came to realise that some had quite different 
experiences – parents with extensive jazz collections, for example, and 
‘proper’ stereos. For them, music was not from a different world, it was 
simply part of how they lived. Punk gave them something to add to 
their existing experience, which they did without a second thought. 
They could love it without making a bonfire of the rest. It’s a social class 
thing, but nuanced. 

But what of class and the making, rather than consumption, of 
music? In The Uses of Literacy (1957), Richard Hoggart decries what he 
sees as the pernicious effects on working class culture of, amongst 
other things, the commercialisation of art including music. Vera Lynn, 
he speculates, “has a sound idea of the elements she must stress to 
acquire her characteristic effect” in order to carry the feeling that her 
listeners want. This is not to say the she has no investment in the world 
she sings about, suggests Hoggart – indeed, he says: “she sings…in a 
way a factory-girl hears herself singing in her head”. For all of that, The 
White Cliffs of Dover  came out of New York’s Tin Pan Alley courtesy of 
Walter Kent (a former scholar at the Juilliard School of Music) and lyricist 
Nat Burton, who was either unaware that bluebirds are not indigenous 
to the UK, or indifferent to that fact. If I read Hoggart correctly, he sees 
the resulting artefacts as paradoxes – wilfully manipulative efforts that 
chime sincerely with the emotional lives of their intended consumers. 
They may not satisfy the punk insistence on ‘authenticity’, but who can 
possible argue that these are not successful? The White Cliffs of Dover 
was a huge commercial success, but more importantly occupies a 
special place in the British psyche, wrapped up as it is with the dream 
of liberation from threat of national subjugation. There is a universal 
potency in lyrics about love, loss, transgression and redemption, sung 
intimately whilst held tight by the emotional score of the orchestra. But 
it has to be done right.

The pub kicks out, and I fall into a brisk striding rhythm: before long 
a drum or percussion pattern suggests itself, then a vocal melody. I 
pass farmland to my left, and catch the friendly stink of cattle. A quirky 
guitar part and loping bassline find me. A series of bends in the road to 
negotiate with no pavement; alertness required. Bus stop, Post Office, 
intro, verse, verse. A stand of larches to my right – one muddy foot in 
front of the other in 4/4 time. Chorus, with a harmony vocal. A touch 
more reverb on the snare. A low fence, and horses. Chorus, middle 
eight. And here come the strings. At Leaveland Corner I turn off past the 
concrete clad houses and down the wooded hill where, in winter, the 
snow can bank up way over your head. I can see the lights of the house 
now in front of me. Full tilt into the enormous final chorus, and home. 
The next morning I remember nothing of the song I have made, except 
– importantly – a delicious ache as familiar in Leeds as it is in Tin Pan 
Alley. 

If they sound like anything at all, then, these new songs echo those 
that delivered me home to Throwley through snow and rain. And yes, it 
was worth it.

NEW WASPJUICE SONGS AND PRIVATE VIEW HERE: 
www.atswimlabel.bandcamp.com
Chris Blunkell formed musical ensemble Waspjuice in 2002 with Brian 
Barnett. Since then, Waspjuice has welcomed numerous members 
and guests.
Chris is also a prolific painter working in Faversham. His work is owned 
by collectors in the UK, continental Europe, the United States, Africa, the 
Caribbean and the far East. 
www.chrisblunkell.com

AND HERE COME 
THE STRINGS

 By Chris Blunkell
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A YEAR IN THE LIFE A YEAR IN THE LIFE 
OF FAVERSHAMOF FAVERSHAM

Since 1st January 2021, Faversham residents have been encouraged to capture how 
they lived, worked and played in Faversham. The variety and authenticity of the 
photos document the town’s life, its people, its buildings, the events that animate it 
and the businesses that energize it.

The community photography project will showcase 365 photographs, one for each 
day of 2021, in an exhibition at the Assembly Rooms in Faversham from 21st to 24th 
May 2022. A book will be released at the same time.

The project was designed to get people together to share their visions of the place 
they live in and create a collective memory. This year is particularly meaningful with 
the Covid 19 pandemic and the project helps keep a historical, social and cultural 
record of life in Faversham. 

It is still time to take part in the project: the period covering January to August 
is now complete but anyone can participate by sending their photographs taken 
between 1st September and 31st December 2021. The deadline for submissions 
is 15th January 2022. Check the details on this page: www.kentcreative.org/
project-365/

Partnerships with local businesses have been designed so they access marketing 
opportunities in return for providing resources and support to the project.

So far, partnerships have been developed with:
• The Faversham Eye, our local newspaper for Faversham
• Optima Opticians, providing eyecare in Faversham for more than 30 years.
• Roots Kitchens Bedrooms Bathrooms, independent family business servicing

 homes of Kent since 1998. 
• Shore Way Marketing, a social media and marketing company based in Faversham.

To discuss opportunities and secure your place as a sponsor, please contact Nathalie 
at Kent Creative before 15th January 2022  www.kentcreative.org/contact/
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FOUR MYTHSFOUR MYTHS  
ABOUT SPONSORINGABOUT SPONSORING  
ARTS EVENTSARTS EVENTS
1. IT’S A PHILANTHROPIC DONATION
Possibly the most common misconception. Some businesses may be sponsoring 
arts events because they think that the arts are important and need to be 
supported, but most businesses are doing it because it is a powerful tool to meet 
their goals.

Sponsorship is a business transaction where businesses receive a service. 
They invest their money in sponsorship marketing, which is a financial or in-
kind collaboration designed to reach targeted audiences and achieve business 
objectives.

Sponsorship is not a gift. It should be part of a marketing strategy, as a 
complement to other marketing activities. 

2. IT’S LIMITED TO LOGO DISPLAY AND SIGNAGE
In fact, sponsorship is powerful precisely because it is not about the logo, but 
because it is an active and interactive marketing tool. It’s about meaningful 
engagement with audiences so they are more receptive to a message

Sponsorship is determined by action. Instead of visual exposure only, 
it offers sponsors many opportunities – which can be customized - to get 
actively involved, meet their audience live and act directly with them to 
promote their company.

As an event sponsor, you can get in front of audiences, create and develop 
relationships, speak at events, showcase products, demonstrate your skills and 
expertise, re-engage with staff and clients, etc… 

3. THERE IS NO RETURN ON INVESTMENT
Once you get exposure to audiences in a meaningful way (and act on it), 
something is likely to happen. It’s not guaranteed, but it is a lot more likely to 
happen than if you sit back and just look.

What you get out of sponsoring an event depends on what you signed up 
for and how it’s done. If your logo displayed on a flyer is what you want, you 
will get some exposure but the ROI is not going to be as significant as if there is 
engagement with audiences. 

4. ONLY BIG COMPANIES CAN AFFORD IT
With sponsorship, even large events are available to small businesses with smaller 
budgets. Opportunities are so wide with sponsorship that there is something for 
everyone and for every budget.

Also, businesses can be involved by participating in-kind rather than with 
cash, showing off their skills, expertise or products directly to an audience. That 
is very powerful.

CONCLUSION
An economic downturn may not seem the best for spending money on 
marketing, but at the same time businesses want their names out more than 
ever. Being where others are not makes a business more visible. In fact, as the 
economic situation gets challenging, businesses look for alternative ways to 
promote themselves.
Sponsorship marketing is one answer.

The key to sponsorship is the opportunity to directly access an event’s audience 
in meaningful ways. Through events that they like and enjoy, audiences have a 
positive perception of the businesses that help to make them happen, increasing 
loyalty to a company’s brand, leading to more sales.
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After an undistinguished nineteen 
months as Minister for State for 
Social Care our local MP was 
moved in September this year to 
the post of Exchequer Secretary 
to the Treasury a post has seen 
seven incumbents in the past 
seven years including Priti Patel 
and Robert Jenrick. 

One of her new responsibilities 
is to oversee energy infrastructure, 
energy, environment and climate 
policy. This has led to questions 
being raised about the potential 
conflicts of interests with her 
husband’s involvement in biomass 
power plant development. Biomass 
is a controversial industry, with 
critics questioning its role in tackling 
climate change. Incidentally, Mrs 
Whately has consistently voted (13 
times in the past four years) against 
measures to prevent climate change.

During her time in charge of social 
care, an unacceptable number of 
people died in care homes because 
of the abysmal way the Covid crisis 
was handled by the Government, 
particularly in the early days of the 
pandemic. Her inept car crash media 
interviews and her often vacuous 
performance during television 
appearances led to her receiving 
nationwide derision.

In April 2021, our Helen made 
more national headlines when it 
was reported that she was claiming 
£3,250 a month on expenses to cover 
housing rent. This tax-free total of 
almost £40,000 a year was the highest 
being claimed by any member of 
parliament and of course on top of 
her £113,612 pa salary. It is a matter 
of record that she has consistently 
voted for a reduction in spending 
on housing and welfare benefits and 
opposed any real wage rise for nurses 
and health sector workers.

Recently she has spoken out about 
the huge increase in actual and 
proposed house building around 
Faversham which she has called 
“unforgivable”. However, it is hard 
to see her apparent opposition to 
these developments as anything 
more than opportunistic given that 
she has supported the Government’s 
planning strategy of imposing the 
building of huge numbers of new 
houses in Kent and failed even to sign 
the letter from ten other local Kent 
MPs to the now disgraced former 
Minister for Communities and 
Local Communities, Robert Jenrick, 
opposing the increased targets for 

WHATELY WATCHWHATELY WATCH
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new housing in Kent being demanded 
by central Government.

Like her ineffectual support for 
the opposition to the vast Cleve Hill 
solar farm/battery development and 
the replacement of the Creek Bridge, 
a cynic might think that her genuine 
commitment to her Faversham 
constituents goes little beyond that of 
a good photo opportunity.

To give her a chance show the close 
interest has taken in the town, we 
invited her to answer a few questions 
about issues of real concern to 
residents of Faversham in general and 
our 12,000+ readers in particular.

Q & A WITH HELEN WHATELY: 
THE QUESTIONS
The five things we were particularly 
interested her views of were:

1. Sewage discharges into 
Faversham Creek by Southern 
Water.
2. The creek Swing Bridge and 
negotiations with Peel Ports 
concerning their statuary 
responsibly for its maintenance.
3. Housing developments in and 
around the Town.
4. GP services in Faversham.
5. The Cleve Hill proposed lithium-
ion battery storage facility.
These questions were chosen 

because she has been closely involved 
with the issues and we asked if she 

could provide us with a reply within 
4 weeks.

THE ANSWERS
………………………………………
………………………………………
……………………………………….

We were told we could try again in 
2022.

By Brian Pain

By Mark Sewell

This is the response I got from 
Helen Whately, Favershams 
elected MP, about the plight 
of the ecosystems, species and 
habitats that will be damaged 
during the Duchy of Cornwalls 
development of Land South 
of Faversham, my email can 
be read from a week or so ago. 
No surprise here then......Helen 
Whately MP

Dear Mark
Helen has asked me to thank 
you for your email and to let 
you know she has taken your 
comments on board.
With best wishes
Michelle Lowe
Office of Helen Whately MP

THE EYE ISN'T ALONE 
IN GETTING NO REPLY
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Many locals of Upper Brents 
(myself included) and the nearby 
Barnfield Estate have mourned 
the closing of the Brents Tavern 
earlier this year. A fine example of 
a traditional local, the Brents was 
more than just a pub. Well run by 
landlords Angie and Clive it also 
served as a community centre 
where various groups including 
the local RAF Association, 
The Upper Brents Residents 
Association and a pensioners' 
lunch club could meet. Well 
managed, impeccably clean and 
tidy and with beverages at prices 
(it being a free house) verging 
on the philanthropic and a 
remarkable selection of liqueurs 
and spirits, the Brents was also 
a popular venue for birthdays, 
wedding receptions and wakes 
where Angie would lay on a spread 

to do the occasion proud. Thus 
the Brents Tavern will be sorely 
missed by its regulars.

The Brents was also unique in 
having a "bottle and jug" service 
- a counter to the rear where on 
ringing a bell off sales including 
confectionary and various snacks and 
consumables could be purchased. 
Landlady Angie was also renowned 
for helping some of the locals who 
were having difficulties in filling 
in various documents demanded 
by governmental departments or 
local authorities - especially those 
concerning welfare and social 
services. Landlord Clive is probably 
most famous for his collection 
of assorted classic and chronicly 
stationary vehicles parked in front 
of the impressive Brents Georgian 
edifice. Many hopefuls would call 
by to tempt Clive into selling them - 

especially the two Lotus Elites which 
over the years had morphed into 
being small eco systems. All without 
success. But finally, all but the elegant 
Jolly Green Jowett have gone to make 
way for the future playground of the 
day nursery into which the Brents 
Tavern will soon be converted.

While ex-regulars are now obliged 
to find second homes, it should be 
remembered that Angie and Clive are 
at a stage in life where, like so many 
of us, the prospect of a more leisurely 
lifestyle becomes increasingly 
attractive. Running a pub - especially 
one like the Brents, is an incredibly 
taxing and time-consuming 
responsibility and they both deserve a 
long and fulfilling retirement for their 
services to the community. Good luck 
Angie and Clive!

Well done and many thanks!     

THE END OF AN ERA - THE END OF AN ERA - 
BRENTS TAVERNBRENTS TAVERN  
CALLS TIME FOR THE LAST TIMECALLS TIME FOR THE LAST TIME
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By John Wellard
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FAVERSHAM: THE 
YEAR IN REVIEW

Rock legend Robert 
Plant revealed a plan 
to buy all the houses in 
Luton Road.

The 72 year old 
rock legend visited 
Faversham recently 
and was said to have 
‘fallen in love with the 
town’ but couldn’t find 
a home big enough 
to house all 48 of his 
dogs.

“I have 48 dogs and 
Luton Road has 48 

houses. They’re the smaller Victorian types and I 
thought they would make cosy little homes for my 
dogs – all black– so I’ve offered to buy the houses 
from the owners”

Robert Plant, yesterday – ‘Victorian’
No offers have yet been formally accepted, and 

the bill is expected to set Plant back around £13m. 
Plant has also expressed interest in buying the 

popular Moonlight Café in Preston Street after 
walking in and having breakfast there.

He told The Spire, “It’s been a long time since I 
walked in the moonlight”

 
Traders at the top 
end of Preston Street 
celebrated in February 

following news that actor Sir Michael Caine had 
bought Cain’s Amusements. The derelict building 
had been empty for years and had proved an 
eyesore to visitors to Faversham. But that soon 
ended as the 88-year-old legend ploughed his 
money into refurbishing it.

“I wanted to turn it into a casino again but kept 
the sign that says Cain’s. It was cheaper to take the 
‘E’ off the end of my surname, rather than adding 
an ‘E’ on the end of Cain,” he told The Spire.

“In any case, my real name isn’t Michael Caine. 
It’s Maurice Micklewhite. Imagine how much it 
would cost to get that sign made up!”, he added

 
The notorious Court 
Street cobble that  
caused dozens of 
twisted ankles recently 
could soon be a thing 
of the past – thanks to 
ex US president Ronald 
Regan and Helen 
Whately.

Regan’s controver-
sial Strategic Defence 
Initiative (SDI) was 
launched decades 
ago, with the aim of 

shooting down incoming nuclear missiles, but has 
never been used due to a lack of incoming nuclear 
missiles.

But a chance meeting between Helen Whately 
and Trump at his inauguration in 2017 has led 
to Joe Biden issuing Presidential Directive 71 – 
authorising the use of Star Wars technology to zap 
the deadly cobble.

“I mentioned to Donald that we had a notorious 
cobble in Court Street and he offered to zap it 
with the Star Wars weapon thingy, as a ‘Thank 
You’ for me coming along to his inauguration. 
Unfortunately, he never got around to it and 
passed the job on to Joe Biden,” Whately told the 
Spire.

Biden is said to be ‘keen’ to see if the defence 
shield is still working, and speculation is growing 
that zapping the cobble is imminent after a ‘man in 
a dark suit and sunglasses’ was seen putting tape 
around it (see picture).

“We’ll probably do it at around 4am, just to be 
on the safe side”, A White House spokesperson said.

 
SWB announced that a 
‘Man Bun’ purge was to 
go ahead in April

Faversham has 
recently been afforded 
the dubious honour 
of being the UK’s Man 
Bun capital and the 
finger of blame was 
being pointed towards 
the DFLs*, that have 
bought homes on 
the new housing 
developments.

SWB leader Roger 
Truelove told The Spire, “We did a Man Bun audit 
in 2010, and found that there were only four men 
in town wearing that style. With all the homes 
now being built, there are now 217 men walking 
around, and at least two DFL children have been 
spotted with one. This has to end”.

A public survey revealed that Faversham 
residents that have lived here since Bert Smith 
had that cycle shop in Gatefield Lane are irritated 
by Man Buns on a scale from ‘irritating’ to ‘ looking 
annoyingly f***ing ridiculous.’

“SWB prides itself on listening to our residents 
complaints, so we are allowing a 24hr Man Bun 
purge on Weds 14th of April”, said Truelove.

“Residents will be permitted to sneak up on 
manbunners and snip it off with a pair of scissors. 
We would ask that the man buns are disposed of 
properly, too. We wouldn’t want a dog eating a 
discarded bun and then throwing it up again like a 
furball,” he continued.

SCISSORS
Budget restraints mean that SWB were not able 
to provide scissors but advised residents that they 
could be bought cheaply enough from That Shop 
That Used To Be Woolworths.

*Down From London

 

A five-year-old girl 
offered a solution 
to the controversial 

proposal to employ ex-convicts to run 
Wetherspoon pubs.

The idea was put forward by deputy PM 
Dominic Raab following post Brexit staff shortages, 
but the pub giant was struggling to find criminals 
to staff its bars, according to CEO Tim Martin, “We 
thought they’d all jump at the chance to work our 
pubs, but we’ve not managed to fill one vacancy 
yet”

But Davington based Amber Newlyn produced 
a possible solution, “If they’re struggling to find 
criminals to staff their bars, surely they could just 
ask 90% of their customers?”

“They’re pretty dependable in that they turn 
up every day at 8.30am and don’t leave until the 
evening. All the staff have to do is look out for the 
regulars who have a tattooed tear on their face. 
Problem solved.”

Tim Martin was said to be ‘impressed’ by 
Newlyn’s suggestion and has rewarded her with 
a packet of Haribos and a free all day sesh in 
Faversham’s Leading Light outlet.

“That’s very kind of Tim but I’ll pass the sesh 
on to my dad. He’s been drinking non-stop since 
mum left him for a neighbour. I’ll keep the Haribos, 
though”, she said.

 
A dog was almost killed 
after an allergic reaction 
to a snake bite.

‘Poppy’, a two-year-old labradoodle, was out 
on a walk with owner Arthur Barrow when they 
stopped at The Castle at Oare for a drink.

“It was a hot day, and I fancied a swift pint”, 
said Barrow, “Poppy and I sat in the garden, and 
I noticed the pub’s water bowl was empty, so I 
tipped a drop of my pint into it. Poppy likes an 
occasional slurp sometimes!”

But a few minutes later, Poppy was ‘convulsing’ 
on the ground, according to Barrow. “Her eyes 
were swollen, and her tongue was the size of a golf 
ball”

Luckily a vet was drinking on the next table and 
immediately diagnosed Poppy as suffering from a 
snake bite”

But this wasn’t a bite from a snake that had 
slithered through the grass, according to Barrow.

“No, it was from my snakebite and black that 
I had tipped into the water bowl. Poppy is clearly 
allergic to lager and / or cider. Or maybe even 
blackcurrant cordial”

Poppy has since made a complete recovery, 
with Barrow adding, “I’m just glad she didn’t get 
aggy and start taking on other dogs, like I used to 
after a few snakebites when I was younger”.

By: Andy Capon
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Councillor Harriet Pipkin 
spoke of her ‘vindication’ 
after taking it upon 

herself to re-point the cobbles in Court Street.
The jagged cobbles had caused dozens of 

injuries in recent years, with compensation claims 
now stacking up at Faversham Town Council (FTC), 
but half camel / half councillor Pipkin seized the 
initiative by fixing the problem herself. 

“As you’ll know, Faversham councillors recently 
came bottom of the national table for pointing at 
things accurately and re-pointing the Court Street 
cobbles has long been on FTC’s ‘to do’ agenda. I 
thought I’d kill two birds with one stone, as it were, 
by demonstrating my pointing skills whilst serving 
the community”, Pipkin told The Spire.

Market traders and shoppers alike have since 
praised the 33 year old councillor. 80’s legend Nik 
Kershaw, who recently had to be rescued after 
getting trapped between some cobbles said, “I 
told Pipkin months ago, Wouldn’t It Be Good if she 
could fix them. And she has. I shall reward her with 
a free copy of the single if I can find one in a charity 
shop”

A spokesman for Court Street based cobbler 
Trev’s Shoe Repair said, “Huzzah for Cllr Pipkin! I’ve 
been ‘pointing’ this problem out for years”

 
Developer Anderson 
Homes came under 
fire in August after 

admitting that there ‘kinda could be a problem’ 
with their new estate being built on a lake.

Anderson CEO Craig Balsam was taken to task 
after a lorry delivering goods to the new estate 
overturned on Ham Road, shedding its load.

Potential homeowners visiting the sales office 
were disturbed to see that the load included 
otter traps and internal guttering. There were also 
motorised internal windscreen wipers scattered 
across the road.

Balsam was challenged about why such items 
were being delivered to the new development 
(Pictured) and said, “Well, yes… there is a slight 
problem with the fact that we’ve built  homes on 
what is effectively a lake and we were hoping to 
install the otter traps without the buyers knowing. 
This has thrown the spanner in the works a bit…”

He later admitted to The Spire that there were 
plans to install drawbridges on the new homes ‘for 
when the water table peaks.’

“But look on the Brightside,” he continued, “In a 
few years time you could technically market your 
home as a houseboat. There are bound to be some 
folk with more money than sense who would snap 
that up…”

 Faversham Town 
Council announced 
that they were ‘fully 
prepared’ for the 
anticipated ‘third wave’ 
of covid after installing 
a new sanitising centre 
outside of Faversham 
Guildhall.

“We are installing 
a new sanitiser where 
locals can wash their 
hands” Said Cllr Martin 
(not that one, the other 

one) “and have acquired an original sanitising sink 
from the great plague of 1666”.

The concrete sink (pictured) was filled with 
vinegar and water, just as it was in 1666, although 
FTC were undecided which vinegar to use, with 
the council being split over Sarson’s or Cross and 
Blackwell.

“Sarsons were formed 128 years after the 
plague, so I personally think they’d be a better 
vinegar making firm to use. But Cllr Hook reckons 
Cross and Blackwell are better,” said Martin, 
“Perhaps we should ask Ossie’s Fish Shop about 
which vinegar is best.”

The basin was eventually filled with Sarson’s 
malt vinegar.

Bob Geldof’s plans for 
a Monet style pond at 
Davington Priory may 

have suffered a set back after he told Southern 
Water to ‘f*** off.’

The Boomtown Rats singer’s outburst came 
during a public meeting to discuss the ongoing 
sewage crisis. Southern Water are responsible for 
sewage and South East water are responsible for 
supplies.

The KM headline, yesterday

But Geldof’s outburst proved to be an own goal, 
with South East Water backing Southern Water, 
who refused to supply water for Geldof’s pond.

“Us water firms stick together,” said South East 
water spokesperson Arthur Barrow, “We’re separate 
regulated companies, but water is our business! 
You tell one water company to f*** off, you may as 
well tell them all to f*** off. In fact, if he wants to 
fill his pond using our water, he can f*** off, too. 
There. How do you like that?”

Barrow later added, “Personally, the pond idea 
was waste of water anyway. I don’t like Monet’s”

 
Faversham library 
reported a recent 
surge in interest for 

philosophical literature – and the source of interest 
pointed towards market traders.

Trader John Fitch, who runs an antique stall 
on Faversham market, told The Spire, “I am forever 
having customers come to my stall, ask how much 
something is and then say to me, “I’ll have a little 
think,” and I never see them again”

Other traders made similar claims, but a local 
explained the connection between customers who 
are having ‘a little think,’ and the sudden interest in 
philosophy.

“I stopped at a market stall and asked the 
trader how much he was charging for a vinyl copy 
of Led Zeppelin 4. I said I’d have a little think and 
before long, I was thinking about deeper stuff, like 
Kierkegaard and Socrates – the philosopher, not 
the footballer,” said Cheney Road resident Twinky 
Houlihan.

Other shoppers who turned to philosophy 
whilst thinking about spending five pounds on 
a book, included Stone Street resident Arthur 
Barrow. “I told a trader I’d have a little think about 
buying something from him, and before long, I 
was knee-deep in the works of Plato. The thinker, 
not the Disney dog” 

But market trader Mick Levit soon capitalised 
on the new interest in deeper thinking by opening 
a stall selling books on nothing that very subject. 

When asked by The Spire if he’d sold any books 
on philosophy, he said, “Not yet. All my customers 
are still having a little think about it” 

 
There were jubilant 
scenes on London Road 
this week after work 

finally finished on the Ashford Road traffic lights.
Work began in 1991, when Bryan Adams was 

still at No 1 with Everything I do (I do it for you) and 
the cost to the taxpayer has been estimated at £12 
billion pounds.

 
AMAZING
Despite this, motorists have given the green light 
to the new system. Stone Street resident Arthur 
Barrow said, “It’s worth the wait! Who’d have 
thought that a traffic light installation would make 
negotiating the Ashford Road junction a lot easier? 
It’s amazing!”

“I can’t believe that a system to improve traffic 
flow has actually improved the traffic flow – at 
last!”, said Twinky Houlihan of Cheney Road.

“I was 21 when work began”, said John Taylor 
of Athelstan Road, “I always wanted to see the 
work finished before I died, and now I can. Lucky 
really, as I have liver failure and probably won’t see 
Christmas”

Bryan Adams declined an invitation to officially 
open them, but Faversham MP Helen Whately was 
spotted opening them at 2am last Wednesday 
‘Whilst in a dressing gown’, according to Ashford 
Road residents. 

July

August

September
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Thursday evening in the somewhat eccentrically decorated 
Maypole restaurant was fairly busy but we were promptly 

served by the jolly owner, Jimmy, in his usual friendly manner. 
The food was exceptionally good.

Our first courses of Soft Shell Crab and Crispy Duck Rolls were 
both beautifully presented and delicious. 

The tangy accompanying sauces full flavoured without 
being overwhelming.

For the mains we chose Pad Mixed Seafood and Thai Noodles 
again both were extremely tasty the side dishes of boiled rice 

and Pak Choi were perfectly cooked.

The Maypole is to be highly recommended and we to be hope 
that the current high standard of cooking is maintained.

Meal for two with beers around £55

We went on a quiet lunchtime so were quickly served 
by friendly staff. 

The bread and butter offered before the first course was 
particularly noteworthy. My first course of pigeon breast 

was well cooked and presented but my co diner’s red pepper 
and feta quiche was disappointingly bland. The mains we 

chose were guinea fowl and chicken and leek pie. Both were 
well cooked and appetisingly presented but the filling of the 

chicken and leek pie reminded me of that served in school 
dinners, tasteless and overcooked.

It does seem a shame that, what was otherwise a pleasant 
dining experience, was marred by such dull flavours. The 
owners and chef have clearly made a tremendous effort 

since taking the Quay on. We are sure that by concentrating 
on good cooking of high quality ingredients, they will be 

very successful in 2022.

Meal for two with a glass of reasonable 
house wine each around £60.

(A lunchtime menu at £20 for two courses 
seemed good value.)

THE MAYPOLE

THE QUAY

1, 2 and 3
 THE MAYPOLE

4. 5. and 6 
THE QUAY

1 2

3

4

5

6



We went on a quiet Thursday evening and had a table 
near the welcoming fire. We started with a draught 

beer each but one of our choices was somewhat 
beyond its sell by date. Served by friendly and helpful 

staff, the menu was sensibly limited but varied enough 
to make choosing fun.

Starters of scallops and pigeon breast were both 
delicious. The main choices of roasted duck breast and 

partridge were perfectly cooked and exceptionally 
tasty. Desserts of banana cake and gypsy tart rapidly 
disappeared despite the diners professing to really 

have no room for afters.

All in all, a very good dining experience with cooking 
of a very high standard. Our only minor gripes were the 
fact that starting with bread and butter would set you 
back a further £3:75 each and side vegetables with the 

main courses were also charged extra.

A meal for two (with desserts) and a reasonable 
bottle of wine around £110.

A Mexican meal smack bang in the middle of Faversham on 
a cold night in December. What could be better?

California Cravings, which opened on Market Square in 
October, was doing a fair amount of business for a Wednesday 
night. We kicked off with a hibiscus and lime margarita (single 

£5.50, double £7.50) – currently the only cocktail on offer – 
which was, sadly, more reminiscent of a glass of Ribena than 

an alcohol drink. However, the house wine, a sauvignon blanc 
(£6.50 for a 175ml glass), was delicious and nicely chilled.

I ordered a main of avocado and black bean tacos, but was 
served the pulled pork version. Luckily I’d spotted the meat 
before I started tucking in. Another table was given cheese 

quesadillas rather than the chicken they’d asked for. Despite 
these errors, the attitude of the waiting staff was impeccable.

The vegetarian tacos (two for £7) consisted largely of black 
beans and wasn’t very warm. A shared bowl of vegetarian 

nachos (£9) went down well – fresh-tasting and moreish – but 
was missing those exciting, smoky Mexican flavours.

My companions devoured the burritos carnitas (£12.50), 
which were stuffed full of pulled pork, and tasty rice and 

vegetables, and were nicely filling. They arrived wrapped in 
foil, which felt more takeaway than dine-in but perhaps the 

foil will be replaced with hot plates over time. Or are they 
going for more of a cantina style?

Ice-cream (£4.50 for two scoops with a cinnamon/sugar crisp) 
and an intriguing port and chocolate pairing 

(£5.50 for 100ml glass of port served with giant dark-
chocolate buttons) were enjoyed by all.

Though the experience felt a bit half-baked, this can probably 
be put down to teething problems. It’s certainly got potential.

Total cost for 2 adults was £62.00)
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FEATURES
An evening of silent cinema with live piano by 
Stephen Horne 
Saturday 22nd January 2022 at 7:00pm at the 
Gulbenkian Cinema, University of Kent, Canterbury, 
CT2 7NB

An unforgettable evening of early cinema with 
live piano, taking you back to an era when film 
soundtracks were orchestrated in front of spectators 
by live musicians. 

Classic short films will be shown with live piano 
accompaniment by Stephen Horne, one of the 
leading silent film accompanists, resident pianist for 
the BFI and regular at Cannes Film Festival. Although 
principally a pianist, he often incorporates other 
instruments into his performances, sometimes 
simultaneously.

PROGRAMME

• The High Sign (Buster Keaton)

• Le rêve des Marmitons (Segundo De Chomon)

• Now you tell One (Charley Bowers)

• L’écrin du Radjah (Gaston Velle)

• The Immigrant (Charlie Chaplin).
After the films, Stephen Horne will take part in an 

after show interview with Simon Tyler of Creekside 
Vinyl in Faversham.

Stephen Horne has long been internationally 
considered one of the leading silent film 
accompanists. A house pianist at London’s BFI 
Southbank for thirty years, he has played at all the 
major UK venues and recorded music for many DVD 
releases of silent films. Although principally a pianist, 
he often incorporates other instruments into his 
performances, sometimes simultaneously.
Booking via Kent Creative website: 
www.kentcreative.org 

Sunset Swims at Faversham Swimming Pool – 
from 4th January
From 4 January onwards, Faversham’s heated lido will 
continue to stay open for Sunset Swims. These special 
sessions are for over 16s and will run every Tuesday 
and Thursday through the winter and spring.
Tuesdays 4-7pm
Thursdays 4-8pm.
Online prebooking http://www.favershampools.
com/booking/ is essential with tickets available up to 
7 days in advance.

Faversham Literary Festival (12th to 20th February)
Author talks, poetry, spoken word, children’s and 
family events.
The programme will be announced and tickets 
available in mid-December. Friends of the Festival get 
early access to tickets. 

The festival dates are slightly different to previous 
years. Rather than one hectic weekend the main 
festival events are on Saturday 12 February and 
Saturday 19 February, with a few midweek events 
in-between, and one or two highlights to close the 
festival on Sunday 20 February.

There's some local favourites on the programme as 
well as a few national treasures; plus the unmissable 
Friday-night poetry Slam; serious politics and 
journalism; award-winning writers and literary 
fiction; nature writing, history, poetry; new voices, 
exciting family events, a bit of punk attitude and 
musical anarchy. Hopefully, as always, something for 
everyone.

All festival venues will comply with Covid-19 
regulations in place at the time, and we will be taking 
care to ensure everyone has a safe and enjoyable 
festival. 

If you sign up as a Friend of the Festival in 
December there's a chance to win a £50 Shepherd 
Neame gift voucher, kindly donated by Shepherd 
Neame, Britain's oldest brewer.

The festival is running writing competitions for 
children / students attending schools in Faversham 
and surrounding villages. 
https://www.favershamliteraryfestival.org/index.
php/school-s-competitions Entry deadline: 10th 
January

More information coming soon at https://www.
favershamliteraryfestival.org/

FILM
See http://royalcinema.co.uk/faversham/now/ for 
Faversham Royal showtimes

An evening of silent cinema with live piano by 
Stephen Horne from 7pm on Saturday 22nd Jan at 
The Gulbenkian Cinema (see Features).

KIDS
Dustbin Doris 9:00am – 5:00pm on 26th Feb at the 
Alexander Centre

UPCOMING EVENTS IN AND UPCOMING EVENTS IN AND 
AROUND FAVERSHAMAROUND FAVERSHAM

CA
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MUSIC
See https://www.playinginfaversham.com/ for pub 
bands

Sunday 6th Feb
Clare Hammond, Solo Piano
Faversham Music Club, 3pm at The Assembly Rooms. 
Followed by tea and cakes (£10). Clare Hammond 
brings a romantic sonata by Medtner (Rachmaninov's 
great friend) alongside Tango king, Piazzolla's music 
for Midsummer Night's Dream.

Olie Brice Trio, double bassist, improviser and 
composer
7pm, The Hot Tin

Thursday 10th Feb
Jazz Club
8:00pm, The Limes. 

Saturday 12th Feb
Taking Care of Vegas 
Elvis party show band, with their blend of rock 'n' roll 
hits for  all the family and big band Vegas show sound 
at 8:00pm, Alexander Centre

OTHER
Sunset Swims in the heated lido 
Tuesdays 4-7pm and Thursdays 4-8pm from 4th 
January at Faversham Pool.

Faversham Carnival 
Carnival Presentation Night (22nd January)
Join the Faversham Carnival at West Faversham 
Community Association on January 22nd for a 
carnival prestation, silent action and tables quizzes! 
For full details please head to the Faversham Carnival 
Facebook Page. 

Faversham Carnival 
Miss Faversham Selection Dance (29th January)
Join the Faversham Carnival Committee as they find 
their Miss Faversham!
For further details please head to the Faversham 
Carnival Facebook Page.

Music Quiz 
8:00pm on Thursday 6th Feb, The Anchor

Faversham Literary Festival
12th - 20th Feb (see features)

THEATRE/PANTO/SPOKEN 
WORD/DANCE
Arden Theatre 
Breadcrumbs by Jennifer Haley 
20th - 2nd Jan.

Alexander Centre
An evening with Paul Merson 
8:00pm on Saturday 22nd Jan (£27.50). Paul 
Merson is an English football television 
pundit, former professional footballer and 
manager and recently one of Harry’s Heroe

Burns Night Celidh 
Friday 28th Jan. In 2022 The Alexander 
Centre CIC will be celebrating 10 years 
of running The Alexander Centre. To kick 
off a celebratory year, we are thrilled to 
be hosting a Burns Night event. With 
a fantastic ceildh band booked and a 
fabulous Burns Night Supper Buffet 
planned, we are really looking forward to a 
fun night out to remember. Tables of 8-10 
people can be booked at £30 per head.

50 Years of Fender 
Saturday 5th Feb. 50 Years of Fender takes music 
fans on a rollercoaster ride through the history of the 
Fender Stratocaster through the players that made it 
great and the songs that made us fall in love with its 
unique sound. 

A FULLY LIVE and commercial show featuring 
songs that we all know and love, peppered with 
fascinating history charting the Stratocaster's journey 
from the very beginning of popular music, right up 
to the 2000s. Featuring a full live band of world class 
Professional music fans. How did the Stratocaster 
become the very personification of the "electric 
guitar"....? Come and experience it as we take a 
journey through 50 Years of Fender.
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Dear Faversham Eye,
I enclose a picture of the ugly hoardings 
surrounding the even uglier mobile phone mast 
in our Central Car Park.
Wouldn't it make an ideal blank canvas to display 
some work from our many talented local artists?
Tim Shaw

The Faversham Eye will sponsor the project if we 
can secure any necessary permissions and will 
invite schools and any other interested parties 
to participate. Further details in the next Eye or 
online sooner.

Dear Faversham Eye,
Does anyone support the idea that four year 
old children should be employed to climb up 
chimneys and clean them? After all with the 
fashion of using wood stoves to ‘save the planet’ 
most of those chimneys will not have much soot, 
rather a glass like creosote glaze lining which just 
needs polishing! No, I here you protest, that’s from 
the dark ages. At least I’ve got your attention so 
read on.

My query is this. Should an uncertain amount 
of money be spent on an attempt to resist nature 
and ‘restore the creek bridge’. If Yes then forget 
the dark ages and put those kids back up the 
chimney.

I grew up in Faversham and over time saw the 
demise of barges, the removal of the decaying 
torpedo boat moored opposite the Shell Mex and 
BP storage tanks and witnessed the slow but 

inevitable mud build of the creek bed. I also recall 
running fast whenever we passed ‘Mad Annies’ 
house whic
Just establishing my credentials for those who 
have conveniently forgotten stuff or have recently 
moved into the country and object to the sound 
of cows mooing and cocks crowing.

Two other places spring to mind that have 
suffered similar fates. Smallhythe Place which 
once stood by the River Rother and the Port of 
Fordwich which once served Canterbury until 
the Wantsum Channel silted up. Oh, and just to 
reinforce and labour my problem, what about 
Reculver and Richborough Castle? 

Water Lane once had water flowing along it 
until a pipe was laid. My solution, lay a pipe in the 
upper reaches of the creek and bury the whole 
lot in concrete and build a road over it to replace 
the bridge. This will provide more land for the 
developers to build on. The choice? Leisure boats, 
or houses for the four year olds when they grow 
up and need somewhere to live? Oh, sorry, they 
can live at the bottom of the chimney.
Mike Turner
Grand Holder of The Wooden Spoon
Formerly of Faversham now residing somewhere 
else in Kent but visit Oare Gunpowder Works 
at least once a month. By the way some of my 
immediate forbears worked there in the early 
1900’s so I have a connection there as well.

INCOMING 
MAIL



 

Dear Faversham Eye
I have compiled a list of endangered species on 
the land earmarked for development South of 
Faversham owned and managed by the Duchy of 
Cornwall for HRH Prince Charles.

Over a period of two full seasons between 2019 
and 2021 a profile of all the species of animal, 
plant and fungi has been undertaken on the 
land earmarked for development by the Duchy 
of Cornwall South of the A2 London Road. A list 
of species has been tabulated from the results 
of this study and has been sent to a number of 
organisations including the RSPB, Kent Wildlife 
Trust, The Soil Association, Swale Borough 
Councils Planning Technicians, Helen Whately 
MP, The Times and Sunday Times, The Duchy of 
Cornwall and Prince Charles. 

All thanks need to be given to Tom and 
Stephen who use the best practices of modern 
farming techniques that have enhanced the 
environments for wildlife on this land. The 
proposed development on this land will have 
both human impacts, namely increased air 
pollution, increased raw sewage discharges 
into Faversham Creek, more cars on our roads 
and will further stress our already inadequate 
infrastructure here in Faversham and further 
afield, and impacts to our wide and varied wildlife 
species who use this land as feeding territories, 
nesting and roosting, mating and as a highway to 
other populations in a continuously fractionating 
countryside. 

The list includes many endangered species and 
some decried as needing critical and immediate 
action as they appear on the International Red 
Endangered Species List, these include the 
Skylark, Yellow Hammer, Linnet and Green Finch, 
the Hazel Dormouse, Viviparous Lizard and 

the Man Orchid. (Please find the full list on our 
website).

Hopefully this study illustrates the importance 
of the connection between optimised farmland 
and the wilder environment and how this can 
encourage a wider and more diverse  biodiversity 
in this area. 

This study will be presented at a meeting this 
month with representatives from the Duchy of 
Cornwall and other organisations have been 
invited including the RSPB, Kent Wildlife Trust and 
our MP Helen Whately helping towards efforts to 
oppose the development of this land.
Mark Sewell

Comment in response to Cleve Hill article
All batteries are extremely dangerous, power for 
91,000 homes, why not build the homes and put 
the panels on the roofs (distributed risk). 
Chris, Marine electrical fitter turned to 
electronics before retiring. (25th June 2021) 

WEBSITE COMMENTS
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ALL THE FACTS
Where to find

 The Faversham Eye
Pick up free copies 

(while stocks last) at:

Carter’s Newsagent, 
Market Place

•
Co-op, Forbes Road

• 
Furlongs Preston Street

•
KGN News Preston 

Street•
McColl’s Preston Street

•
Reeves Taxis

•
The Hobby Shop 

Preston Street •
Railway Cutting Barber,

 St Mary’s Road
•

Sondes Tea House, 
Selling

•
Fleur de Lis, Preston 

Street
•

Address
Oyster Bay House
Chambers Wharf

Faversham
ME13 7BT

Email:
favershameye@

outlook.com
Website:

www.faversham
eye.co.uk
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FAVERSHAM’S 
FUNDRAISING 

CAMPAIGNS

DRAWING AT 
THE OYSTER 
BAY HOUSE

Do you want to give something back to the 
community in 2022. Here’s our guide to two of the 

local fundraising campaigns…
please give generously.

FAVERSHAM POOLS
Aiming to raise £70,000 for their charity by making 
a virtual mile of £1 coins. This sum will secure the 
longer-term future of Faversham Pools, helping 
keep swimming, and this very special place, at 
the heart of our community. See their JustGiving 
page https://www.justgiving.com/campaign/
mileofpounds to donate. There are also other ways 
of donating on http://www.favershampools.com/
support/

FAVERSHAM FOODBANK 
Run by local people for local people – they rely 
on the community’s support to ensure they can 
continue to stop people going hungry. Can you 
invest in the future of our project and help by 
volunteering your time, donating food or donating 
money? Food donations can be made at Morrisons, 
Tesco and Sainsbury’s. along with a few other places 
(see website) and you can see a list of what they 
need most urgently on their website or Facebook 
page. Visit their website (https://faversham.
foodbank.org.uk/give-help/donate-money/) to 
make a donation.

Artist Antony Bream will be starting weekend 
drawing days at the Oyster Bay. Contact the numbers 

or email on the poster below for more information.

Across
1&5. Scotland Yard 
9. resat
10. roadies 
11. brilliantine 
13. agenda 
14. states 
17. group therapy
20. iffiest
21. Iraqi
22. Nile 
23. anaglyph

Down 
1. sort 
2. observe 
3. Little Dipper
4. Nordic. 
6. alibi 
7&19. dispense 
with 
8. barnstorming.              
12. ganglion

SOLUTION EYE 13 

CROSSWORD
COMPILED BY R. GREGORY 

ACROSS   
1. Water polo maybe finishes early before a
     dance gizmo (11)
7. Duck self identifying commonly (4)
8. Delight of life model having bath possibly (8)
9. Course to rustle up perhaps (6,4)
11. Painter, mostly short and small (6)
13. Successful businessman has large 
      Jaguar (3,3)
14. Spinal Tap can initially perform for 
      candidates (10)
18. Norwegian rat who in Paris had support (8)
19. Change gear on horse (4)
20. One may be charged ridiculous fee on
       railcard (4,7)

DOWN   
1. Small boy and young man also heard in far
     away place? (8)
2. Not moving back in day centre niftily (5)
3. Old men make mistakes? That's about right (7)
4. Bad French second port (5)
5. Man has prize - top prize (7)
6. Attendance at final part of scandal (4)
10. Bad sounding state at sea (8)
12. Money that is required to join a club (7)
13. Bordered on top of Surrey downs initially (7)
15. Former power men receive religious
       instructions (5)
16. Lark - can it fly? (5)
17. Picked up unkempt bird (4)
     
For solution email rinfav@sky.com

STARTING FEBRUARY 2022 - WEEKENDS


