
Formal Objections and Comments of Support to Traffic Regulation Order – Swale Amendment 23 2021 

 – ANNEX B 

Response 
No. 

Comments Support Object Not 
specified 

1 Thank you for sending me a copy of the revised plans for the parking restrictions and parking bays in 
Abbey Street and Abbey Place, Faversham.  
 
I agree with the plan and the alterations and am delighted that the proposals will hopefully be passed 
and implemented. 

Support   

2 Further to our earlier comments on the proposed parking changes in Abbey Street, and relating ONLY to 
the wide or southern end of the street 
 
1. We really do not think it is a good idea to put more yellow lines on the road.  Marking the parking 
areas clearly - as happens at the moment - has not led to random parking outside the parking areas, 
ever. This is arguably one of the most beautiful streets in the country, and yellow lines are not popular. 
They are ugly.  In this case they would add nothing except disfigurement.   Has anyone consulted the 
SPAB or other Conservation Body about these proposals? There must surely be a better way. 
 
2. There is at present a stretch of road in front of the two vehicle-access points at our house (no **), and 
next door (no **).  (Please note this does not have yellow lines yet no-one parks in it!)  It is used every 
day, all the time, for short-term delivery stops, postal vans, increasingly for ambulances, and of course as 
a convenient passing place when oncoming traffic cannot get along the main part of the road.  It also 
helps with visibility for pedestrians crossing the road, not least for those coming down the alley beside 
our house.  In fact it is quite a busy pedestrian area, compared to the rest of this part of the street.  Your 
proposal extends this by quite a lot, mostly in front of our house.   Extending its use as a passing space 
will act against pedestrians, and will we think lead to increased speeding and aggression by drivers… 
more drivers will dash towards it, faster and faster.   
 
3.  Moreover, those vehicles who want to get through waiting in this space will of course have their 
engines running, and you are just permitting more diesel fumes to be sent out, right in front of our 

 Object  



house.  We would prefer to see it left as it is.  If it has to be extended it should be spread evenly between 
no 92 and no 94 and not created just in front of no 92.  
 
4.  However, this is not really tackling the main problem - which is the speed which drivers think is ok.   
We think the whole street should be controlled as to speed … by signage at the south end of the street, 
saying PEDESTRIAN ZONE or PLAY ZONE.   Speed bumps are not suitable next to these medieval houses, 
but the whole street should be subject to a 5 or max 10 mph limit.   That may sound extreme, but if 
priority were given to residents, pedestrians, children, pets etc, that would seriously modify the 
behaviour of the drivers.      
 
5. As far as we can see, having lived here for nearly 35 years, the problem is really the belligerence of the 
drivers, esp dropping their children off to school, or collecting them, and it’s noticeably worse with all 
the new houses at the northern end of the street and the restaurants and shops now operating at 
Standard Quay.   We think all these drivers - especially visitors - should be made aware of the very 
special and sensitive and fragile area they are coming into…  There is nothing to show them that children 
or old people or dogs may be crossing the road, and with the silence of electric vehicles now this is an 
increasingly dangerous situation.   So, we urge you to consider zoning the whole of the street and its off-
shoots as Pedestrian Priority.   



3  

 

 Object  



 



 
4 I refer to the above TRO and in particular to paragraph 1C relating to the Eastern Side of Abbey Street 

where it suggests the removal of existing parking bays in favour of double yellow lines outside/adjacent 
to 64 & 65 Abbey Street. 
 
I would like to suggest that in fact a better solution, in terms of traffic movement and allowing the 
passing of vehicles in a narrow gap, is to actually make these changes on the western side of the street, 
i.e. directly opposite the proposed changes on the eastern side of the street, such that you remove a 
parking bay adjacent to the end of the current yellow lines and effectively continue the yellow lines to a 
point parallel with the boundary of 48 Abbey St. where it meets the Lammas Gate building. 
 
I understand the owner of 64 Abbey Street has already suggested these changes but feels you may have 
misunderstood his comments by proposing the changes to the eastern side of the road directly outside 

 Object  



64 & 65 Abbey St. instead of on the western side of the road such as I am now suggesting. 
 
As local residents, and regular users of this stretch of Abbey Street, we wholeheartedly agree that some 
changes are required to improve traffic flow in the area, but feel that changes to the western edge of the 
road will have a better impact than on the proposed eastern side of the road. 

5 As resident of 92 Abbey St, I wish to object to the unsightly double yellow lines being proposed. 
 
There has long been a pull in for traffic by the drive ways of Nos. 92 to 94, and this has worked well. 
 
Any extension of parking restrictions will just reduce available space (already at a premium) and tend to 
speed up the traffic (in spite of the 20mph limit) as drivers try to get through without stopping. 
 
With more and more home deliveries, the yellow lines will just be ignored, or the road will be blocked. 
 
Please leave it as it is. 

 
 

Object  

6 I support the proposals as described in your letter of 15 February, ref.  
H4.1/TRO AM 23. 

Support   

 
 
 
7 

 Further to this application to make double yellow lines adjacent to 101 Abbey Street, I wish to protest 
this proposal. I live at 101 and as someone who is nearly 90 years old having single yellow line helps my 
daughter’s parking when she visits me on a Sunday or late on a weekday evening. Anything that reduces 
parking, for no apparent reason, could have a negative impact on my visitors and me. 
 
I hope this decision can be reconsidered as I really don’t understand the problem you’re trying to solve.  

 Object  

8 Re: Proposed Parking Restrictions and Parking Bay Alterations - Abbey Street and Abbey Place, 
Faversham 
Your Ref: H4.1/TRO AM 23 
 
We are writing to confirm that we are in favour of these plans for new double yellow lines and altered 
parking bays. Although these won't completely solve the dire traffic situation in Abbey Street, they will 
go a long way to improving things. 

Support   

9 To confirm I am in support of the changes to the parking on Abbey street Faversham.  Support   

10 Further to your letter and enclosure of 15 February 2021, my objections to these proposals remain the 
same as those detailed in my email of 18 October 2020, see below.  

 Object  



Traffic in Abbey Street has become intolerable, due in part to all the new properties which have been 
built around Standard Quay. Unfortunately, these proposals will not deal with the issue and will, in fact, 
cause additional problems due to the loss of too many existing parking spaces at the top end of Abbey 
Street nearest the town centre. 
 
Restricting parking to residents only, and to one vehicle per household, would help to alleviate the traffic 
problems faced by those living in the street. At that point, consideration could then be given to these 
proposals. 

11 In response to your letter dated 15/2/21, I am writing to inform that I am favour of the proposals which 
will assist the traffic flow in Abbey Street and the surrounding neighbourhood. 

Support   

12 To confirm I am in support of the changes to the parking on Abbey street Faversham. Support   

 

 

Results Total 

Support Object Not Specified 
6 6 0 

 

 


