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1. Introduction and summary 

  

1.1. Objectives 

This Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (LCWIP) identifies interventions needed to meet 

the current and future transport and movement objectives of Faversham, as outlined in 

FavershamΩǎ Neighbourhood Plan. !ƛƳ пΥ άTo promote sustainable transport and active travel, 

including cycling and walkingέ is the key aim for this LCWIP. It should also contribute towards 

meeting many of the other aims, by enabling greater numbers of people to make journeys 

sustainably in Faversham, principally wheeling, walking or cycling. 

1.2. Interventions summary 

A list of over 100 interventions (proposed or implemented) aimed to deliver the above objective is 

contained at 8. Appendix 1: Interventions tables and grouped as follows: 

1.2.1. East West cross town walking route 

Implemented in 2024/25 with funding from Active Travel England, a variety of crossings, junction 

tightening and continuous pavements has significantly improved the walking and wheeling 

experience for those accessing the town centre from the Recreation Ground in the east to Lower 

Road in the west. 

1.2.2. Other interventions already implemented. 

Other junction improvements and crossings have been implemented using funds from a variety of 

sources, including developer funding. 

1.2.3. North South active travel route 

The next priority for this LCWIP is to improve the route from North Preston, via the town centre to 

the A2 for those walking or wheeling.  Like the East West route, it includes junction improvements, 

wider and continuous pavements and improved crossings.  Funding has been sought from Active 

Travel England. 
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1.2.4. Future interventions 

A further 70+ interventions are listed; priorities and timing depend on resource availability. 

1.3. Key Stakeholders 

Faversham Town Council (FTC) leads the LCWIP with support from Swale Borough Council (SBC), 

Kent County Council (KCC) and local stakeholders, all represented on the C¢/Ωǎ Active Travel 

Advisory Group which co-ordinates the [/²LtΩǎ development and reports to the C¢/Ωǎ Active Travel 

Committee. 

1.4. Relationship with other policies and strategies 

As well as contributing towards the aims of C¢/Ωǎ developing Neighbourhood Plan other relevant 

documents include {./Ωǎ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ and LCWIP and Y//Ωǎ Local Transport Plan and countywide 

KCWIP. A subset of proposed interventions is included in F¢/Ωǎ Highways Improvement Plan. 

This LCWIP includes reference to a series of recommendations to improve sustainable travel 

between Faversham and nearby communities. These are contained in a document entitled 

άtŀǊƛǎƘŜǎ ǘƻ ¢ƻǿƴ ǊŜǇƻǊǘέ and summarised at 2.2.8 Parishes to Town study recommendations with 

more detail in Appendix 2: . 

1.5. Methodology 

The LCWIP was developed using the Department for TransportΩǎ six stage methodology: 

1 Determining Scope 

2 Data Collection 

3 Network Planning for Cycling 

4 Network Planning for Walking 

5 Prioritisation 

6 Integration 
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2. Study Context  

  

2.1. National Policy Context  

2.1.1. Gear Change and LTN 1/20  

 

The national policy context for active travel 

changed significantly in recent years with the ¦YΩǎ 

Department for Transport (DfT) ΨDŜŀǊ /ƘŀƴƎŜΩ 

ŀƴŘ ǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ [ƻŎŀƭ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ bƻǘŜ мκнл Ψ/ȅŎƭŜ 

LƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ 5ŜǎƛƎƴΩ. These significantly change 

transport planning and design in the UK by 

prioritising measures that enable walking 

wheeling and cycling and endorsing LCWIPs as a 

delivery mechanism. 

 

We want ς and need ς to see a step change in walking and cycling in the coming years. The challenge is 

huge, but the ambition is clear. We have a unique opportunity to transform the role walking and cycling 

can play in our transport system, and get England moving ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƭȅΩΦ 

(Gear Change, 2020) 

As well as receiving COVID-19 emergency funding to implement the town-wide 20mph scheme, 

funding of £1m from Active Travel England enabled KCC and FTC to implement a series of 

interventions to improve the East-West walking route from Faversham Recreation Ground to Lower 

Road.  Further detail is in section 6.3.1 and Table 4 of Appendix 1. 

2.1.2. Current context 

Subsequently, the DfT revised its guidance and withdrew specific funding for Active Travel.  With 

continued uncertainty about national priorities for Active Travel, consider a variety of funding 

sources ς national and local ς for future interventions. 
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2.1.3. Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans (LCWIP)  

LCWIPs identify priority investments in new infrastructure over the short, medium 

and long-term to support more people making journeys sustainably. Issued in 2017, 

the DfT guidance sets out the process as part of its Cycling & Walking Investment 

Strategy (CWIS). A fundamental aim of an LCWIP is ǘƻ ƘŜƭǇ ƳŜŜǘ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 

targets for journeys undertaken sustainably. 

Key stages in the LCWIP: 

1) Understand existing or forecast travel needs and patterns. 

2) Evaluate existing conditions for active travel. 

3) Identify interventions to improve those conditions to meet travel needs. 

Main outputs: 

- A network plan for walking and cycling with preferred routes and core zones for further 

development. 

- A prioritised programme of infrastructure improvements for future investment; and 

- An analysis to support the above.  

[/²Ltǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ΨƭƛǾŜΩ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ, updated to reflect national and local changes ς policy changes, 

new development sites, funding opportunities and additional routes ς to ensure delivery of a 

consistent high quality of walking and cycling infrastructure. 

While walking as well as cycling improvements were always in the DfT guidance, later versions lay 

greater stress on walking and on the need for inclusivity for those with specific needs or those living 

in more deprived communities. This has been emphasised by the Transport Secretary 

ά²Ŝ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘΩǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ Χ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ 

ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜȅΩǾŜ Ǝƻǘ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ōƛŘ ǿǊƛǘŜǊǎΦέ 

Louise Haigh September 2024 

2.1.4. National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)  

The NPPF1 sets out Government planning policies for England and their application, including an 

increased focus on design as recommended by the Building Better Building Beautiful Commission 

ά[ƛǾƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ .Ŝŀǳǘȅέ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΦ Local development plans and planning decisions must consider the 

NPPFΩǎ ΨǇǊŜǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ƻŦ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩ. 

Of particular relevance: 

 
1 The new Government is expected to make as yet unknown changes to the NPPF. 



  

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 

 

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 12 Faversham Town Council 

 

¶ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ ф ΨtǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘΩΣ Paragraph 110 on the design of streets, parking 

areas, other transport elements and associated standards need to reflect the National Design 

Guide and the National Model Design Code. 

¶ Chapter 9, Paragraph 106 refers to LCWIPs providing attractive and well-designed walking and 

cycling networks. 

¶ Chapter у ΨtǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ ƘŜŀƭǘƘȅ ŀƴŘ ǎŀŦŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΩ ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘǎ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 

interaction ǿƛǘƘ Ψstreet layouts that allow for easy pedestrian and cycle connections within and 

ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǳǊƘƻƻŘǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ŦǊƻƴǘŀƎŜǎΩΦ 

2.1.5. National Model Design Code (2021) 

The NMDC, which informs local design guides and codes, places local communities at the heart of 

plans for new developments to reflect the history and unique character of their areas. The code 

places great weight on Manual for Streets and Manual for Streets 2 as good practice on street 

design. Paragraph ру ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜǎ Ψa connected network of streets, good public transport and the 

promotion of walking and cycling ŀǎ ƪŜȅ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎΩΦ  

2.2. Local Policy Context  

2.2.1. KCC Transport strategy and Local Transport Plan (Draft LTP 5)  

KCC has identified ŀƴ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻŦ ά±ƛǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ VŀƭƛŘŀǘŜέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ place people and 

communities rather than movement at the heart of its transport strategy.  In direct contrast to its 

ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǎǘǊŀǇƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ άYŜŜǇ YŜƴǘ ƳƻǾƛƴƎέ, the latest draft LTP5 reflects this new approach and 

places active and sustainable travel at the forefront of its transport solutions across the county. For 

districts such as SBC, the LCWIP is key for documenting efforts to increase walking and cycling. 

2.2.2. KCC Active Travel Strategy (2017) and Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan (KCWIP) 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ΨƳŀƪŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŀƭƛǎǘƛŎ ŎƘƻƛŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǎƘƻǊǘ ƧƻǳǊƴŜȅǎ ƛƴ YŜƴǘΩΦ 

As well supporting the ambitions of the DfT and Active Travel England and complementing other 

KCC plans and policies the strategy supports District level Cycling Strategies and Air Quality 

Management Plans. KCC has set the following targets: 

- 2 in 3 primary children and 1 in 3 secondary children will travel actively to school. 

- the proportion of people that work within 5km of their home and actively travel to work in 

Kent, to increase to 40%. 

- the number of people cycling along key routes monitored by the Department of Transport in 

Kent to increase by 10%. 

The KCWIP complements town and district level LCWIPs; in the case of FTC, the primary document 

remains this LCWIP. 



Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 

 

 

Faversham Town Council 13 Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 

 

2.2.3. SBC draft Transport Strategy 2022-2037 (2021) 

¢ƘŜ .ƻǊƻǳƎƘΩǎ draft Transport Strategy reflects the pressures created by the proposed 13,000 new 

homes and 10,900 new jobs in the Borough by 2037, as well as responding to {./Ωǎ climate and 

ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŜƳŜǊƎŜƴŎȅ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ нлмфΦ ¢ƘŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǿƛƭƭ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŀƴŘ 

active travel becomes a real choice for people in the borough so that the borough can become a 

ƭŜǎǎ ŎŀǊ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ǇƭŀŎŜΩΦ ¢ƘŜ Transport SǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǿƛƭƭ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊȅ ƻŦ {ǿŀƭŜΩǎ [ƻŎŀƭ tƭŀƴ 

with six overarching objectives:  

- Promote active and sustainable travel enabling residents to take up these modes  

- Reduce and mitigate the impact of poor air quality related to transport (strive for net zero) 

- Improve journey time reliability and resilience across the transport network  

- Support economic growth and development projected in the local plan review  

- Consider the needs of all users across the transport network  

- Substantially reduce road casualties and to progress towards zero killed and seriously injured 

(KSI) casualties (Vision Zero) 

The LCWIP will support and complement the Transport Strategy. 

2.2.4. Active Travel priority in Swale  

AŎǘƛǾŜ ¢ǊŀǾŜƭ ƛǎ ŀ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘȅ ƛƴ {./Ωǎ /ƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ tƭŀƴ ŀƴŘ currently has the only dedicated active travel 

officer within a second-tier council in the county.  FTC is the only town council in Kent with an Active 

Travel Committee and its own LCWIP.  

2.2.5. Faversham Neighbourhood Plan (FNP) 
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Neighbourhood Plans enable communities to plan for growth and change. The LCWIP supports and 

complements the developing FNP2, particularly ΨоΦп aƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ {ǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘΩΦ 

2.2.6. KCC Highways Improvement Plan (HIP) 

KCC offers local communities, particularly parish councils the opportunity to bid for funds for a few 

low-cost interventions to improve the local road network.  With C¢/Ωǎ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ 

sustainable travel, the HIP is therefore a subset of its LCWIP, highlighting specific interventions align 

ǿƛǘƘ Y//Ωǎ !ŎǘƛǾŜ ¢ǊŀǾŜƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ.  The HIP is a separate document to this LCWIP. 

2.2.7. Faversham 20mph Scheme (2020) and feedback on future interventions 

A town-wide 20mph speed limit adopted in 2020 and 

covering 83% of streets in Faversham aims to make 

the town safer, cleaner and healthier.  Seen as a first 

step in enabling more walking and cycling, the LCWIP 

prioritises interventions that increase compliance 

with 20mph in key places, such as Newton Rd, South 

Rd, Oare Rd, North Lane and Lower Rd. 

Following the implementation of the 20mph scheme, FTC asked local residents and businesses 

about making CŀǾŜǊǎƘŀƳΩǎ ǎǘǊŜŜǘǎ ΨIŜŀƭǘƘƛŜǊΣ {ŀŦŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ƭŜŀƴŜǊΩ.  With over 1,000 contributions, 

the feedback provides a comprehensive body of information on travel behaviours, feedback on the 

20mph scheme, support for walking, wheeling and cycling proposals, air quality, and key 

improvement areas. 

The feedback identified four themes for improvement:  

- Extending 20mph to more streets, particularly Love Lane and Watling St3, which increasingly 

form a central part of the Faversham as a consequence of developments to the south and east 

of the town; 

-  Slower traffic to make it safer and easier for vulnerable road users to walk and/or cycle; 

- Improved crossing points; and 

- Streetscape improvements. 

 
2 Faversham Neighbourhood Plan currently subject to local referendum. 
3 άWatling Stέ ǊŜŦŜǊs to interventions across the whole of London Road, Canterbury Road or Ospringe St. 

https://swale.gov.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0004/482242/Faversham-Neighbourhood-Plan-Referendum-Version-Final-2024.pdf
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2.2.8. Parishes to Town study recommendations4 

SBC Eastern Area committee commissioned this study to explore options for increasing walking and 

cycling between Faversham and the surrounding communities as a complement to the LCWIP.  The 

recommendations are in two categories: 

- General measures, covering all or most parishes; and 

- Specific interventions to add or improve connections with specific communities 

3. The recommendations of the study are summarised here, with more details in Appendix 2: 

òParishes to Townó project summary and recommendations 

.  The full report is held by Faversham Town Council. 

3.1.1.1. General measures 

- KCC and SBC to develop a Quiet Lanes or Quiet Ways project for all communities to reduce traffic 

speed and volumes on rural lanes. 

- KCC to implement lower speeds limits of 30mph / 40mph on rural roads and 20mph in villages 

and on the narrowest lanes. 

- Highways Improvement Plans to include specific interventions. 

3.1.1.2. Specific interventions 

Appendix 1: Interventions tables is a detailed list of proposed interventions. The LCWIP includes 

those within the FTC boundary with Parish Councils delivering other interventions. 

- Oare: given the close proximity of the community to Faversham, include interventions to 

promote walking and cycling within the Faversham LCWIP. 

- Teynham: Improving the cycle route along Lower Rd is both possible and could generate 

significant amounts of people cycling.  Of particular importance is that Teynham lies on the 

strategic cycling route to Sittingbourne.  Sustrans is producing a feasibility report. Further 

recommendations will depend on that output. 

- tŀƛƴǘŜǊΩǎ CƻǊǎǘŀƭΥ ŀ set of detailed interventions to increase walking and cycling into Faversham 

- Boughton: existing demand and future demand for cycling is considerable, not least because it 

lies on the strategic route to Canterbury.  SBC, FTC and Boughton Parish Councils to agree which 

routes to develop further. 

- Graveney and Goodnestone.  For cycling, upgrade NCN1 from Seasalter Beach to Faversham 

Creek. For walking, a number of interventions to improve connectivity between the two villages 

and into Faversham.  Improvements to the Graveney Rd will help both walking and cycling. 

 
4 Subsequent to the Parishes to Town study, a community bus scheme was started in 2024. This is an important 
complement to active travel measures by reducing reliance on motor vehicles. 
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- Specific interventions in other locations have lower priority due to lack of proximity to 

Faversham, lower populations, or less community support. 

3.1.2. Sustransõ Audit  

 

The LCWIP considers the 2020 Sustrans walking and cycling audit results. 

4. LCWIP Methodology 

  

The DfT guidance for LCWIPs: 

1. Be evidence-led and comprehensive; 

2. Have a pipeline of investment, ideally over ten years; 

3. Deliver a complete and coherent walking and cycling network, particularly core walking zones; 

4. Increase walking and cycling: focus on places with highest demand; and 
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5. Consider over travel demand, irrespective of current mode. 

In Faversham, the historically compact nature of the town means a significant overlap of cycling 

and walking components.  Newer developments, present additional challenges and increase the 

need for developing other sustainable travel options, particularly cycling. 

Table 1: LCWIP stages 

LCWIP 
Stage 

Name Description  

1 Determine Scope Establish the geographical extent of the LCWIP, and arrangements for governing and 
preparing the plan. 

2 Gather Information  Identify existing patterns of walking and cycling and potential new journeys. Review 
existing conditions and identify barriers to walking and cycling. Review related 
transport and land use policies and programmes. 

3 Network Plan 
(cycling) 

Identify origin and destination points and cycle flows. Convert flows into a network 
of routes and determine the type of improvements required. 

4 Network Plan 
(walking) 

Identify key trip generators, core walking zones and routes, audit existing provision 
and determine the type of improvements required.  

5 Prioritise Develop a phased programme for future investment.  

6 Integrate and apply Integrate outputs into local planning and transport policies, strategies and delivery 
plans.  

4.1. Stage 1: Determining Scope  

  
 

The DfT guidance recommends that LCWIPs concentrate on more urban settlements, with typical 

trip lengths of up to 10km for cycling and 2km for walking. Stage 1 establishes the [/²LtΩǎ 

geographic scope, as follows:  

- Walking + Cycling Catchment Areas use Isochrones to provide a sense of scale for walking 

and cycling. 

- Key Developments: Plotting new developments, particularly major housing and employment 

sites and their relationship to the existing settlement is essential for assessing the impact on 

trip generation and distribution. 

- First Impressions:  Providing a summary of first impressions helps  

4.1.1. Walking + Cycling Catchment Areas  

Catchment area plans use straight lines to indicate distances and adjusted to take account of the 

various severance features impacting permeability and journey times. 
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Until recently, Faversham was a small and compact town with a historic core alongside the Creek, 

flowing into the Swale Estuary. Recent and future developments around Faversham will materially 

affect movement patterns and modes used in and around the town. ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ 

increased by about 6% from 19,000 in 2011 to 20,000 in 2021 and is likely to increase further in the 

coming years. While much of the townΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ has lived within a 20-minute walk of the town 

centre, some of the new developments are further away, making walking less realistic.  There is an 

urgent need to develop cycling and public transport alternatives for these communities. 

 

Figure 1: 20-minute walking catchment area from Faversham Town Centre 

Most of Faversham is within a 10-minute cycle of the town centre, with local settlements such as 

Teynham, Boughton-under-Blean, Graveney and Selling all within 20 minutes.  The Parishes to Town 

project complements the LCWIP, showing possible routes between Faversham and surrounding 

settlements. It includes adding to the existing National Cycle Network (NCN) Route 1, to link 

Faversham with Sittingbourne, Whitstable and Canterbury. 
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Figure 2: 20-minute cycling catchment area from Faversham town centre 

4.1.2. Key Developments  

Work on {./Ωǎ new Local Plan is starting and may result in a significant volume of residential units 

outside the historic footprint of Faversham. Understanding the location of developments and likely 

desire lines helps to future proof the LCWIP. Indicative desire lines to/from newly built and 

potential developments highlight the need to solve the severance issues, particularly to the south 

and south-east of the town centre and is a key consideration when seeking funding sources. 
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Figure 3: New and Potential Development Sites and Movement Patterns 

4.1.3. First Impressions  

Walkability: The historically compact nature 

of Faversham, with its dense urban network 

made it inherently walkable, a state which the 

new developments challenge. Reducing 

motor vehicle usage in the town centre could 

enhance some streets and alleys within the 

town for pedestrians. 

 

Historic Streetscapes: FavershamΩǎ network of 

streets with high-quality public realm in its 

historic town centre ς The Market Square, West 

St, East St, Napleton Rd and Court St ς are high-

quality streetscapes which combine sensitive 

heritage materials with low-traffic conditions. 
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Cycling Network: despite the limited and substandard 

cycle infrastructure, people of all ages already use 

bikes in the town. 

 

 

Severance + Connectivity: severance issues 

impact almost all walking and cycling routes into 

the town centre: Faversham Creek, the railway 

lines and the A2, an issue which will worsen with 

developments to the south and east in 

particular. 

   

Onward Connectivity: the lanes and Public 

Rights of Way (PRoW) around Faversham have 

potential for cycling and walking. The Parishes 

to Town Report referred to elsewhere include 

further details. 

   

4.2. Stage 2: Data Collection 

  

DfT guidance recommends collecting a broad range of data collection, including: 

- Local Context  

- Location of significant trip generators;  

- Transport network;  

- Travel patterns; and 

- Existing barriers to walking and cycling. 



  

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 

 

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 22 Faversham Town Council 

 

4.2.1. Local Context  

Two other considerations are important: 

4.2.1.1. Air Quality 

The Ospringe St AQMA was originally introduced in 2011 and extended in 2016. AQMAs are 

declared at sites which are unable to achieve the national air quality objectives and require 

responses to the identified issues.   

The below plan shows Annual NO2 Concentrations across the LCWIP study area ŦǊƻƳ aƛŘ YŜƴǘΩǎ 

Annual Survey Results (ASR) for air quality sites.  All sites in Faversham in 2021 exceeded the WHO 

recommendation of 10µg/m3 with the Ospringe St having the highest concentrations of NO2 and 

NO - mainly fossil fuel combustion. 

Increasing active travel helps to improve air quality through modal shift away from motor vehicles. 

 

Figure 4: Air Quality NO2 Concentrations (2021 ς Annual Survey Result Outputs) 

4.2.1.2. Indices of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) 

IMDs use seven Ψdomains of deprivationΩ to rank LSOAs in England, based on: Income (22.5%), 

Employment (22.5%), Education (13.5%), Health (13.5%), Crime (9.3%), Barriers to Housing and 

Services (9.3%), and Living Environment (9.3%). Four areas in Faversham are within the 30% most 

deprived LSOAs in England: 
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Figure 5: Index of Multiple Deprivation (2019) 

- Most deprived 10%: Swale 15D (North Faversham) 

- Most deprived 20%: Swale 14C (West Faversham) and 14F (South-West Faversham)  

- Most deprived 30%: Swale 15B (East Faversham)  

4.2.2. Key Destinations and Trip Generators 

Key destinations include schools, leisure and retail facilities, cycle routes, Public Rights of Way 

(PRoW), open spaces, and key employment sites. Key leisure and retail destinations, transport 

connections and medical facilities are in the town centre, extending to the train station and 

Faversham Recreation Ground, with other destinations spread across town. 
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Figure 6: Local Context + Future Developments 

Future development sites significantly alter the geography of Faversham, with a high potential 

impact on the LCWIP particularly to the south and east. With around 4,000 new residential units 

plus employment sites, two schools and a supermarket, these sites will need significant active travel 

interventions to solve the severance caused by Watling St and railway lines.  

4.2.3. Transport Network  

Although many roads serve Faversham, Watling St, which connects Faversham with Sittingbourne 

(7.5miles) and Canterbury (8 miles) carries most motor vehicles. The A299 connects to Whitstable 

(7 miles), and the A251 connects to Ashford (11 miles). CŀǾŜǊǎƘŀƳΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŀŎǘ ƭŀȅƻǳǘ ς one mile 

north-south and two miles across east-west ς makes it easy to make many trips in the town on foot 

or bike. There are few roads in the town where the primary or sole function is vehicle movement. 

Most roads contain residential, commercial or community facilities. 

The Southeastern High Speed Rail line connects Faversham to Dover (42 minutes), London St. 

Pancras International (68 minutes), and Ramsgate (40 minutes). TƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 

location and is situated immediately south of the town centre, within walking distance of most of 

the town and comfortably within cycling distance of the whole town. 
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4.2.4. Travel Patterns  

The LCWIP uses commuter census data and non-commuter travel (School Trips, Everyday Trips and 

Strava analysis) to inform existing and future travel demand. CƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ŦƻƻǘǇǊƛƴǘ ŀǊŜ 

likely to have a major impact on travel patterns. 

4.2.4.1. Commuting Behaviours 

According to the DfT, commuting accounted for 19% of trips in 2017. From Faversham West, most 

commuter trips (609 in 2011; 381 in 2021) are to Faversham East: 323 residents walk and 244 use 

private motor vehicles. 326 residents both live and work in Faversham West, of whom 162 use a 

private motor vehicle. Use of a private motor vehicle was the most common mode for trips to places 

outside Faversham. 

 

Figure 7: Travel to Work plans from Faversham West (MSOA 014) 

 

A significant proportion of residents (867 in 2011; 637 in 2021) live and work in Faversham East, of 

whom 651 (75%) either walk or cycle to work. In 2011, 252 residents commuted to Faversham West 

(294 in 2021), including 71% who drive. 
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Figure 8: Travel to Work plans from Faversham East (MSOA 015) 

4.2.4.2. Propensity to Cycle Tool (PCT)  

The PCT (www.pct.bike) shows current rates and estimates future demand for cycling based on 

commuting and school trips. It does not, currently have everyday trips to shops, or other activities. 

The forecasting tool assesses commuter trips under five scenarios, ranging from the ΨDƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 

¢ŀǊƎŜǘΩ of с҈ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳǳǘƛƴƎ ǘǊƛǇǎ ōȅ ōƛŎȅŎƭŜ ǘƻ Ψ9-.ƛƪŜΩ нн҈ ƻŦ ǘǊƛǇǎΦ The PCT provides two sets of 

outputs: 

- Straight-Line Networks: direct paths between LSOA Origin-Destination points gives an 

overview of the key desire lines 

- Applied Networks: applies straight desire line to the existing road network to provide more 

detail about where increased cycle flows would take place on the local network   

http://www.pct.bike/
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Figure 9: PCT: Top 30 Straight Desire Lines 

¢ƘŜ t/¢ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǳǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ Ψ9-.ƛƪŜΩ ǎŎŜƴŀǊƛƻ to give a longer-term outlook and provides for assumed 

ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ŎȅŎƭŜ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪΦ It includes population forecasts to reflect potential future 

demand. 

Most commuting demand is in the town centre and to the east of Faversham, with the highest 

number of commuters located in: 

- North East (015B) - Town Centre (015C) (140 commuters) - Whitstable Rd 

- South East (015F) ς South (014E) (116 commuters) - Watling St 

- East (015A) ςTown Centre (015C) (61 commuters) - East St / Whitstable Rd 

- South East (015F) ς South West (014F) (57 commuters)- Watling St 

- North West (015D) - Town Centre (015C) (56 commuters) - Brent Hill/Conduit St/East St 

The tool does not consider potential on non-highway route, such as Faversham and King George V 

recreation grounds. 
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Figure 10: Top 30 Routes - Applied network 

The PCT models future school travel under three scenarios. This LCWIP uses ǘƘŜ ΨDƻ 5ǳǘŎƘΩ scenario, 

which assumes a cycle mode share of 41% of trips cycled to existing and proposed schools. The 

following routes have the highest potential:  

- Watling St corridor (Water Lane ς Kingsnorth Rd)  

- Kingsnorth Rd/Athelstan Rd/Forbes Rd (Watling St ς Train Station)   

- South Rd/Conduit St (Napleton Rd ς Abbey St) 

- Abbey St (Conduit St ς Abbey Rd)  
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Figure 11: PCT School Travel ς ΨDƻ 5ǳǘŎƘΩ !ǇǇƭƛŜŘ bŜǘǿƻǊƪ 

4.2.4.3. Strava data  

Since the PCT excludes non commuting and school cycling estimates for other trips use Strava data 

for January to March 2021. While Strava data is mainly for leisure and recreation, c. 5-10% are 

commuters. Strava patterns show the following alignments with significantly higher cycle trips: 

- West of Faversham: Colegates Rd ς The Street ς Oare Rd ς Brent Hill ς Town Centre 

- East of Faversham: Town Centre ς Whitstable Rd ς Graveney Rd ς Head Hill ς Goodnestone 

ς Graveney  

- Watling St: Brogdale Rd to Love Lane  

- Bysing Wood Rd  

- Brogdale Rd  

- Love Lane  

- Selling Rd  
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Figure 12: Strava Daily Cycling Trips: January ς March 2021 

 

Strava data also includes Ψoƴ ŦƻƻǘΩ trips: concentrated in the town centre, particularly on Whitstable 

Rd and the Recreation Ground with several corridors having higher levels of trips: 

- A2 (Western Link / Love Lane)  

- Whitstable Rd  

- Oare Rd (Oare/Stonebridge Ponds) 

- Faversham Recreation Ground  

- Abbey Fields  

- Ospringe Rd (Water Lane / Stone St) 
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Figure 13Υ {ǘǊŀǾŀ 5ŀƛƭȅ Ψhƴ-CƻƻǘΩ ǘǊƛǇǎΥ WŀƴǳŀǊȅ ς March 2021 

4.2.4.4. ôEverydayõ Trips  

Estimates for 

ΨEǾŜǊȅŘŀȅΩ ŎȅŎƭƛƴƎ 

trips pair population 

centres όάƻǊƛƎƛƴǎέύ 

with likely 

άdestinationsέ for 

leisure, recreation, 

local centres and 

other amenities. 

Origins are defined as 

0.25km2 hexoids with 

>100 residential 

dwellings (actual or 

projected) 

 

 

Figure 14: Origin clusters 



  

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 

 

Local Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plan 32 Faversham Town Council 

 

Destinations were based on data from SBC: 

- Class 1: Town, Village and Local Centres; Key Employment Sites.  

- Class 2: Bus Stops, Schools, Railway Stations, Hospitals, Supermarkets, Leisure Centres and 

Libraries. 

Class 1 destinations tend to generate a higher number of cycling trips as they have larger catchment 

areas than Class 2 destinations, which generate more locally based trips.   

 

Figure 15: Destination clusters 

The Origin and Destination hexoids were joined and compared with PCT outputs to provide a 

comprehensive review of desire lines within Faversham, as follows: 
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Figure 16: Origin:Destination pairs 

A άY-ƳŜŀƴǎέ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ clustered the desire lines into the top 20 lines: those most likely to generate 

the highest number of everyday trips.  

 

Figure 17: Top 20 Desire Line Clusters 
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Results from PCT and Everyday Trips were compared to show top combined corridors overall, 

mainly in the town centre and in the north-west towards Oare, plus communities such as Teynham 

and Boughton. PCT results are shown in orange and ΨŜǾŜǊȅŘŀȅΩ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ƭƛƴŜǎ in green. For consistency 

with the LCWIP approach, desire lines exceeding 5km were removed and included in the Parishes 

to Town study. 

 

Figure 18: Comparison of Everyday and PCT Commuting Desire Lines  

4.2.5. Existing barriers to walking and cycling 

The key challenges in Faversham are severance and the volume / speed of motor vehicles in places 

with inadequate infrastructure for those walking or using bikes. 

4.2.6. LCWIP network recommendations 

The corridors identified in Stage 2 were used for Stages 3 / 4 audit, including main routes into the 

town centre, through residential areas and ones that connect to proposed development sites.  A 

whole street approach for both walking and cycling was used since the routes often overlap. 
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5. LCWIP Stages 3 & 4: Network Planning for Cycling and Walking 

   

5.1. LCWIP Stage 3: Network Planning for Cycling  

мм ΨǊƻǳǘŜǎΩ were audited in order to develop a programme of cycle infrastructure improvements. 

Four of the proposed cycle routes currently include sections (*) which do not allow cycle access; 

the closest alternative parallel routes are identified in brackets below.  

- Route 1: Bysing Wood Rd ς Dark Hill ς West St* ς Market St (alt via Partridge Lane/Court 

St/Crescent Rd) - Whitstable Rd  

- Route 2: Ham Rd ς Broomfield Rd ς Conduit St ς Bridge Rd ς {ǘΦ aŀǊȅΩǎ Rd ς St. /ŀǘƘŜǊƛƴŜΩǎ 

Drive  

- Route 3: Brogdale Rd ς ¦ǇǇŜǊ {ǘΦ !ƴƴΩǎ Rd  

- Route 4: Watling St 

- Route 5:  Oare Rd ς Napleton Rd ς Stone St ς Preston St ς Solomons Lane (alt. via Station 

Rdκ.ŜŀǳƳƻƴǘ ¢ŜǊǊŀŎŜκ {ǘΦ WƻƘƴΩǎ Rd) - Chapel St ς Long Bridge ς Preston Avenue 

- Route 6: Water Lane ς South Rd ς Abbey St  

- Route 7: Ashford Rd ς Preston Grove  

- Route 9: The Mall ς Railway Underpass (alt via Forbes Rd) - Preston St 

- Route 10: Wildish Rd ς Lower Rd ς {ǘΦ !ƴƴΩǎ Rd ς School Rd ς Briton Rd  

- Route 11: Love Lane  
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Figure 19: Map of recommended LCWIP cycling network 

5.1.1. Route Selection Tool (RST)  

The RST, as set out in the LCWIP guidance uses six criteria to audit each route section to determine 

the best route for each straight-line corridor under existing conditions: 

- Directness: Length of cycle route versus the equivalent vehicle route. Shorter cycle routes 

score positively. Higher scores are achieved through modal filters or routing cyclists through 

parks/open spaces to provide a more direct connection. 

- Gradient: Lower scores if the steepest section of route exceeds 5% over >50m. 

- Safety: Vehicle flows and speeds to assess the exposure of cyclists to vehicles. Routes with 

protected cycle facilities or few vehicles score highest   

- Connectivity: The number of individual cycle connections into the route: aim to have >4 

connections per km. 

- Comfort: The space available for cycling and the quality of surfacing with a preference for 

protected cycle facilities of >3m (bi-directional) or >2m (uniflow).   

- Critical Junctions: Design issues including vehicle flows, protection from vehicular traffic, 

wide junction splays, and junction geometries 
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5.1.2. Audit Results 

The results across the 11 routes range from 40% (Route 11) to 87% (Route 3). Overall, the RST 

correlates closely with ŎȅŎƭƛǎǘǎΩ ŜȄǇƻǎǳǊŜ ǘƻ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ. Lowest scores were on Love Lane (Route 

11) and Watling St (Route 4). 

 

Figure 20: Results of cycling network audit 
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The average score across the LCWIP routes was 63.5%. Individual route scores are:  

Table 2: Route Selection Tool summary 

Criteria Highest Score (%) Lowest Score (%) Mean Score (%) 

Directness 100 60.0 90.9 

Gradient 86.0 0 50.1 

Safety 78.2 0 46.5 

Connectivity 100 78.4 96.9 

Comfort 89.6 0 33.3 

The mean score for Directness of 90.9% shows that the proposed LCWIP routes are the same as or 

shorter than the equivalent motor vehicle route. Connectivity (96.9%) is high due to the dense 

street network in Faversham which provides many links to the routes. 

Comfort was low at 33.3% (9 out of the 11 cycling routes scored <60%) due to the lack of dedicated 

cycling infrastructure where cyclists mix with general traffic flows of >2500 vehicles per day. 

Safety (46.5%) is low for similar reasons; the 20mph town-wide limit improves scores slightly. 

 

Figure 21: Cyclists mixing with general traffic on Bysing Wood Road (left) and Whitstable Road (right) 

On Bysing Wood Rd, cyclists often use the road due to the poor quality of the cycling infrastructure. 

The Critical Junctions assessment shows many junctions do not satisfy the RST criteria. These closely 

relate to cyclists having to mix with high volumes and speeds of vehicles at junctions ς particularly 

Watling St and Love Lane ς plus junction designs frequently having flared entries. 

   

Figure 22: Major junctions with no controlled pedestrian or cycle crossings Western Link (left); Love Lane/A2 (right) 
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5.1.3. Cycle Route Recommendations 

5.1.3.1. Junctions and crossing 

The relatively few controlled crossing points, particularly on routes with higher volumes of traffic, 

reduces the permeability of the town and is a particular challenge for more vulnerable groups. The 

recommendation is to incorporate 

- dedicated cycle crossing facilities at major junctions to protect cyclists; and 

- parallel pedestrian + cycle crossings in quieter locations.  

   

Figure 23: Controlled pedestrian & cycle crossing (Left - Lea Bridge Road), and parallel zebra crossing (Right ς 
Richmond Road) 

5.1.3.2. Dedicated cycle infrastructure 

On roads such as Watling St, Love Lane and 

Whitstable Rd, consider the feasibility of protected 

cycle facilities, while recognising the challenge of 

existing highway layouts. 

Consider contraflow cycle facilities on one-way 

streets to improve the overall porosity of the cycle 

network while restricting vehicle access. 

 

5.1.3.3. Modal filters 

Given the limited scope for dedicated cycling facilities on main roads, an alternative is to use 

existing residential streets.  In some cases, vehicle flows will need to be reduced, using Ψmodal 

ŦƛƭǘŜǊǎΩ, which prevent driving through an area while retaining access for all road users. Modal filters 

can be physical ς bollards, planters, outdoor seating ς cameras to detect ΨǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎΩ, or one-

way sections on some streets. Developing low-traffic environments requires extensive data 

Figure 24: Two way cycling on one-way street for motor vehicles (Westminster) 
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collection and stakeholder engagement to ensure that proposals do not adversely affect streets in 

surrounding areas and to maximise the benefits beyond lower traffic flows. 

   

Figure 25Υ 9ȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ΨƳƻŘŀƭ ŦƛƭǘŜǊǎΩ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜduce vehicle access 

 

Figure 26: Example of one-way streets to reduce vehicle flows (Walthamstow village) 










































