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Planning Committee
Patrick Sherrat

There has occurred so m uch in  the last 
quarter w ith decisions tha t will affect 

Dover for future generations and we have 
been  active w ith all items.

Dover W estern D ocks R evival (DW DR)

I outlined this in m y last new sletter and 
w hilst the com m unity  has lost the historic 
Prince of Wales Pier it is im portant tha t 
p ier leisure activity is provided in  the new  
scheme. Dover H arbour Board (DHB) has 
recently  subm itted application for consent 
to a lter the lis ted  Esplanade Q uay to 
provide access from  the New M arina to 
Wellington Dock, this will be know n as 
"The Cut". We have m ade com m ent w ith 
regard to the m aterials as no detailed plans 
of "The Cut" are provided  w ith  the 
application, also tha t it should not be 
constructed until the new  m arina (under 
phase 2 of developm ent) is com pleted, this 
in  o rder to ensu re  the  m arin a  and 
alternative p ier facilities are delivered 
before construc tion  of th e  cargo 
distribution centre (Phase3). Otherwise, 
any shortfall of funding could result in  the 
infill of the tidal basin  and enable phase 3 
to be constructed w ithout providing the 
new  m arina. We continue to press DHB for 
"quality" w ithin the project

Dover Leisure Centre

Consultation of the rep lacem ent of Dover 
Leisure Centre by  Dover District Council 
(DDC) has b een  underw ay. The DDC 
Cabinet had recom m ended the facility be 
located  at W hitfield and  in itia lly  no 
consu lta tion  process was proposed. 
Following public concern this has taken 
place to seek  w hat facilities the

com m unity  w an t and  the  p referred  
location betw een  Whitfield and the form er 
Buckland Mill site, this being included to 
appease the strong feelings tha t Dover is 
losing a leisure facility. A Project Advisory 
Group was set up and consists of DDC 
C abinet m em bers and  a com m unity  
representative who has already publically 
declared W hitfield as the ideal location.

I have a tten d ed  bo th  Advisory Group 
m eetings as a m em ber of the public and it 
is clear from  the la test m eeting (19th May) 
tha t only W hitfield is being considered as 
sum m arized  by  the  DDC D irector of 
E nv ironm en t and  C orporate A ssets 
"Rem ains as C abinet p referred  and 
consultants are w orking on this".

The tim escales are for DDC Cabinet to 
have details of proposed facilities for Ju ly  
Cabinet m eeting  and details of site location 
in the Septem ber Cabinet m eeting.

The D over Society has m ade strong 
representation  for Buckland Mill location 
as the only Dover proposed site and also 
sought tha t if the "District" Leisure Centre 
is located at W hitfield the com m unity  of 
Dover, w hich is over 30,000, should have a 
sim ilar facility  as en joyed  by  the  
com m unity  of Deal. In Dover nearly  40% 
of residen ts  re ly  on public tran sp o rt 
w hereas W hitfield is 11%. We em phasise 
the need  for facilities in  a tow n suffering 
from  deprivation and as such require a 
"local and accessible" facility.

DTIZ (St Jam es D evelopm ent)

Site now cleared and, as in  mid-May, work 
com m enced on the hotel area. No details
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of any of the "under offer" tenan ts of the 
shopping area. 69% of the site has either 
been  signed up or under offer.

In  clearing the site the cobbled street 
stones have been  put in  store and we are 
seek ing  these  be used  w ith in  the  
landscaping of the area.

Castle Street

This is possibly the m ost im portant street 
in  Dover, a tourist route from  M arket 
Square to the  castle and  regu larly  
photographed and featured in media. Most 
properties are Grade II listed and sit w ithin 
the castle conservation area. Form erly a 
"commercial hub" over the last few years 
has seen  these  p ropertie s no longer 
function  on a com m ercial basis as 
businesses relocate, often to Whitfield.

Recently p lanning  applications to seek 
change of use from  com m ercial to 
residential have been  subm itted and the 
Society fully supports this ra ther than  see 
buildings of historical im portance fall into 
d isrepa ir and  the  resu lting  eyesore. 
However any residential use m ust be for 
fam ily occupation  and  no t sub-letting  
through HMO's.

However, all applications are for high 
density  one bed  flats. We have opposed this 
as there is grave concern it will move in 
the sam e direction as Folkestone Road w ith 
resulting rubbish accum ulation and anti
social activities.

Over the last five years I have sought DDC 
to restrict the developm ent of "shoe-box" 
one bed  flats and H ouses of M ultiple 
Occupancy (HMO's) as these are a m ajor 
con tribu to ry  factor to the  increase  of 
deprivation levels in Dover. T hanet has 
had  these  problem s and  p laced  such 
restric tions b u t sadly DDC ignore this

problem  area.

S ection  215 o f  Tbwn and Country  
P lan nin g  A ct 1990

We p io n eered  th is  in  D over w ith  
rem arkab le  success seeing  n early  100 
properties improve. We have sought to 
continue this w ith DDC bu t our efforts to 
date in  seeking an  update and further 
action have failed to stir DDC. The small 
group tha t I have on this project are, 
naturally, concerned at the apparen t lack 
of in terest from  DDC.

Other m atters

We continue to press for in term ediate care 
facilities a t Dover H ospital, seek 
im provem ents to A2 and A20 w ith support 
for the th ird  Tham es crossing and the 
in troduc tion  of variable speed  in  the  
cu rren t 40m ph area on the A20.

Chair o f  Dover Society  P lan n in g  
C om m ittee

At the AGM it was announced  I had  
resigned as Chair a decision I had great 
difficulty in  reaching. Since the AGM I 
have received m any calls from  m em bers 
asking m e to continue and I have advised 
the Society Executive tha t I am  prepared to 
do so. However, the P lanning Com m ittee 
needs another two m em bers and ideally 
one from  River and one from  W hitfield so 
if you can help please le t m e know.

I have enjoyed m y chairm anship over the 
last six years and shall continue to attem pt 
to deliver the core objectives of the Society 
as per its constitution, also to recognize 
and adhere tha t planning is non-political 
and m ust not be influenced by  biased 
pressure and favour.


