


personally by our chairman, We were pleased to
receive the Mayor of Bromley, local councitlors and
other dignitaries. May Queens of 1972 and 1973-
elect were there, and also Chislehurst’s first May
Queen of 50 years ago, now Mrs. Olive Armstrong.
The social was judged our best so far and we are
indebted to the Duke of Kent Court. Shepherds
Green, for the facilities, and to Matron Miss
Smallwood for her help.

Federation at Chislehurst. On iis 10th anniversary,
Bromley Residents’ Federation, representing 22
affiliated federations. met at Chislehurst as our
suests. Our own Association was a founder member.
Major matters before the Federation at present are
the proposed Westerham interchange on the new
motorway, restrictions on heavy lorries, the
borough’s public transport, and Green Belt preserva-
tion.

Rules. Major amendments to our rules were made
at the AGM and a new print has been necessary.
A copy is included with this issue of The Cockpit.

Allotments request. Our AGM asked the authorities
to have a closer look at the plan to build a new St.
Nicholas School on the Bull Lane allotments.

Civic Trust. The amendments to our constitution
delete a rule about refusal of membership that has
prevented our joining the Civic Trust. We have now
been accepted as an associate member.

Summer Hill danger. The Association is concerned
at the several vears’ delay in providing a safe pedes-
trian crossing near the station, where vehicles are
in a constant stream and often moving fast. The
G.L.C. is now thinking of building a footbridge,
whereas your representatives consider a pedestrian
controlled crossing more satisfactory. Be that as it
may, the danger is that it will take a serious acci-
dent, perhaps to some of the school children crossing
the road from the bus, before County Hall is stirred
into real action. Our views on this crossing have
been “taken into account”, we are informed, in a
report being compiled.

Loop hali? We have requested the authorities to
change the “Give Way” sign at the junction of Loop
Road and Ashfield Lane to a “Halt” sign. We are
concerned about the continuing accidents at ‘this
Common crossing, which some committee members
believe are caused by a visual illusion as to the cor-
rect position of approaching traffic. We have been
told, however, that the all-round sighting is good
and that there is no justification for the change.
Your committee is opposed to proposals made else-
where for a one-way reconstruction of the Common
roads there, which they feel would be a serious
erosion of amenities.

Commons Conservators. Amid some controversy, we
regretted that Mr. J. H. Easden, our re-nomination
this year to the Board of Conservators of Chisle-
hurst and St. Paul’s Cray Commons, was not suc-
cessful. At the Bromley Borough Council meeting
where appointments were confirmed, tributes were
rightly paid to Mr. Easden’s 25 years as an enthu-
siastic Conservator.

The planning challenge

OF ALL the Association’s activities, none is more
demanding. All noteworthy planning applications
and statutory notices are examined in detail by
the planning sub-committee who report at least
monthly for executive committee action.

Our object is to strike a balance between what
we think members regard as acceptable progress and
that which adversely affects the amenity, character
and desirable future of Chislehurst as a residential
and shopping area. Opinions can differ widely, but
we usually find Chislehurst residents agreeing on
what is acceptable. Unfortunately, some developers
and agents are less discriminating, in our opinion,
and often subjugate aesthetic considerations to
profit. Planning applications often seek over-in-
tensive development in area and/or height, with
little regard for the amenity of neighbours or the
neighbourhood at large. They also often attempt
to nibble away at Green Belt and open spaces that
we are pledged to conserve.

We try to consider to what extent each develop-
ment could adversely influence, or even control the
neighbourhood, its social habits, communications,
etc. For example, most developers appear to believe
that Victorian/Edwardian houses are not wanted.
In their place they often seek to build intensive,
cube-like blocks of flats, sometimes with one bed-
room each, no gardens or limited grounds, sold
leasehold or with. covenanted freeholds. One
wonders if succeeding generations are going to
resent the fact that we allowed so many to be built?

Local people also get circulars and personal letters
from agents, asking them to sell their property for
development and for “‘mutual financial advantage”.
After such deals, and with a planning permission
granted, the supposed developer sometimes re-sells
at a high profit. In turn the second buyer sometimes
applies for a more intensive development to get his
financial returns. This is scarcely, in our opinion,
developing Chislehurst for the good of the neigh-
bourhood as a whole. It is also pertinent to ponder
to what extent this kind of activity is responsible
for the inflated cost of land and housing.

We also try to measure what effect new develop-
ments have on our overloaded public services. We
have periodic crises in meeting the demands in
education, rail and bus services, gas, electricity and
water. We are often reminded that the police are
under strength to carry out their duties and the
Borough Council say the increased services they
provide are sometimes delayed by shortage of staff.
Local roads built for only local traffic are increas-
ingly crowded. All this urges us to examine critically
every planning application on the borough list pub-
lished in the Library every Friday.

We are pleased to say the Borough Council has
refused many applications to which we have
objected. Some Ministerial inquiries have also up-
held the refusals. However, complaints have been
made by your committee members that the Minister
delegates some powers of final planning decision to
his civil service officers—decisions against which
there is no appeal.

In Chislehurst we are fortunate in having large



tracts of land permanently protected from building
development. Additionally the conservation area
(until August the map was displayed in the Library)
is intended to limit indiscriminate development and
to maintain and even enhance the character of the
area, We regret that the conservation area is so
much smaller than that recommended by us when
invited to do so, however. Additionally, little appears
to have been done to enhance the area and not
enough, in many committee members’ opinion, to
stop it being degraded. Our representative on the
Borough Council’s conservation committee is con-
stantly pressing for action.

We hope readers share our view that now above

‘Conservation ?

all other times, our heritage is at stake. If we, the
public, are not vigilant as our forefathers obviously
were, future generations may well justifiably criticise
us for apathy. What can we all do? Ideally, a mem-
ber of every household, or at least every street,
should examine the weekly planning lists in the
Library. Do not rely on the media, who have no
obligation to publicise them. When amenities appear
threatened, inspect the plans in detail at Beckenham
Town Hall and object in writing to the Borough
Planning Officer if necessary. Also contact this
Association. Be vigilant, lest you learn too late to
object, that some unacceptable development has
been approved in your locality.

In our view this means buildings’

The purpose of a conservation area, and the philosophy
behind its creation and control, give rise occasionally
to controversy and misunderstanding. Here we invited the chairman
of Bromley's Advisory Committee on Conservation Areas,
Councillor Christopher Reeves of Chislehurst, to clear the air.
He begins with a frank, and some may think surprising,
statement of the committee's main guideline. ..

UNDER SECTION 1 of the Civic Amenities Act,
1967, local planning authorities have power to decide
which parts of their areas should be designated as
conservation areas—that is, areas of special archi-
tectural or historic interest, the character or appear-
ance of which ought to be preserved or enhanced.

So the Act is clearly drafted to cover buildings
and not open countryside, woods; or even areas of
outstanding natural beauty, and it is a fact that such
areas as Chislehurst Common and Petts Wood were
protected by the Metropolitan Commons Act, or
Acts defining the powers of the National Trust, long
before the Civic Amenities Acts of 1967 and 1968.
It is also true that the degree of protection of land
from development is much stronger under the other
Acts than under the Civic Amenities Acts.

Clearly, with that definition in mind, the Develop-
ment Committee of Bromley Borough Council has
had to seek areas of significant historic interest. This
is why the Chislehurst conservation area is based on
Camden Place, and why the playing fields in Perry
Street were not included, for example, as there was
no particular building of historic interest or archi-
tectural feature to justify inclusion within the terms
of the Act. As part of the Green Belt, that land is
better protected than being designated a conserva-
tion area. 5

There is nothing in the Civic Amenities Acts of
1967 and 1968 to prevent development within a con-
servation area, but any proposed development must
be advertised in the Press and additional publicity
must be given by “site notices” placed on or near
the land to which the application relates. This gives
extra opportunities for objections to be raised, and
the planning authority must allow time for these
objections to be heard and must take them into
account when deciding upon the application. This
means that though designated a conservation area,
a locality is not ‘“‘jelled” precisely as it was when
designated.

The professional staff of the Borough Planning
Officer includes members of the Town Planning
Institute, architects, and surveyors. The legal aspects
of planning applications are considered by one of
the Deputy Town Clerks (solicitors) and traffic con-
siderations are dealt with by the Borough Engineer.
In view of the special nature of conservation areas,
it was thought desirable to appoint an independent
body of honorary professional advisers which is
made up as follows: —

1. An architect appointed by the local Chapter of
the R.I.B.A;

2. A town planner nominated by the Town Planning
Institute;

3. The secretary of the Bromley Civic Planning
Association;

4. A member of the Bromley Residents’ Federa-
tion;

5. Two members of the Development Committee,
and local representatives for each of the areas
designated.

In addition, ward councillors can attend when
areas in their wards are under discussion. This is
how the Advisory Committee on Conservation Areas
is made up.

This committee is proving very helpful and we
are particularly grateful to the professional men
serving on it. Members’ views are expressed strongly
and carry much weight when reported, as they al-
ways are, to the Development Committee. Over the
last 24 years since its inception, I can recall very
few occasions when the Advisory Committees’ re-
commendations have not been accepted. In one
instance this year, an application which would have
had a bad effect in Chislehurst was refused twice
and finally accepted as a much more harmonious
design with the existing houses, all three decisions
having been in accordance with the Advisory Com-
mittee’s intentions. Thus this committee forms a



double check on the views of the officers and coun-
cillors.

One point of contention has been the size of a
conservation area, and in our borough Chislehurst
is by far the largest of them. There are two others
consisting of two or three streets only, and there
are still many districts to be considered.

To summarise—A conservation area is designated
to preserve some interesting building(s) and to con-
trol more strictly the development within the imme-
diate vicinity. :

It is here that that most controversial subject of
taste crops up. So often the ideas of a developer are
at variance with those of the professionals and
others trying to maintain a standard. New, if good.
can blend with old, but the Acts cannot be stretched
to preserve the area just as it was when you arrived.

May Queen memories
of 50 years ago

THIS YEAR’S MAY QUEEN, Wendy Shefford,
must have felt very washed out at the annual cere-
mony but, with her retinue and band, bravely com-
pleted the traditional procession along High Street,
despite the handicaps of umbrellas and other water-
proof gear. The crowning took place in Red Hill
School, followed by the usual children’s feast. The
Mayor of Bromley, unable to be present, was repre-
sented by Councillor A. F. Parkinson. Our M.P,,
Dame Patricia Hornsby-Smith, again helped in the
proceedings, and was kept company by former
Chislehurst M.P., Councillor A. H. Macdonald. Un-
fortunately, the bad weather seriously affected
financial results and the sponsors (the Association
of Men of Kent and Kentish Men, plus the Resi-
dents’ Association) have had to go to the rescue. A
glorious day the following Saturday at Hayes Com-
mon was some compensation for our Queen and
retinue. They joined a galaxy of May Queens for
the crowning of the London May Queen and were
a credit to Chislehurst in their delightful yellow
dresses.

It was especially interesting to welcome Chisle-
hurst’s original May Queen of 50 years ago to two
local events this spring—our social on May 1 and
the golden jubilee May Queen ceremony itself on
May 5. Mrs. Olive Armstrong, of 91 Green Lane,
was elected in 1923 when aged 14. She was then
Olive Everist and lived at 3 Edward Road. In her
own words: “I was chosen by Mr. Joseph Deedy
—mainly because I had long hair! He saw me play-
ing in the street and asked my mother if I could
be Chislehurst’s first May Queen. He was a former
schoolmaster in Hayes who toured the area organ-
ising May Queen festivals. After that my mother
ran May Queen ceremonies here for more than 30
years. They used to leave from our house in Edward
Road. Then my sister (now Mrs. Norah Hierons)
took over for 10 years. She still lives in the same
house.”

Mrs. Armstrong’s daughter Beryl was also elected
Chislehurst May Queen years later.

In Chislehurst’s 50 years of May Queens, one
pre-war Queen was named Barbara Castle . . . but
not the one who would become the politician.

YOUR ROAD STEWARDS
(members of the CRA committee marked *)

Mr. A. J. Ramsey, 19 Homewood Crescent (responsible

for Homewood Crescent).

*Mr. C. M. Dunn, Hoblands Cottage, Kemnal Road

(Kemnal Road, Marlowe Close).

Mrs. H. T. Brown, 30 Grove Vale (Grove Vale).

Mr. F. Snocken, 18 Westhurst Drive (Westhurst Drive).

*Mr, A. Drage, 6 Bull Lane (Bull Lane, Hollybrake

Close, Shepherds Green, Sturges Field, Bromley Lane,

Royal Parade, School Road, Church Row, Crown

Lane. Walnut Tree Close, Camden Close, Hawkwood

Lane).

Mr. B. G. Coffin, Riders Way, Ashfield Lane (Ashfield

and Heathfield Lanes).

]lt{drs.d)Pricc, 6 Ivybridge Court (Old Hill, Chislehurst
oad).

Mrs, P. Barrett, 11 Qakleigh Park Avenue (Prince Im-

perial and roads off, Summer Hill and roads off,

except Ravenshill, Isleworth Close and Cricket Ground

Road).

Mr. E. L. May, 52 Greenway (Grecnway).

*Mr. T. A. Bushell, 48 Greenway (High Street, Camden

Grove, Hollington Court).

*Mr. A. T. C., Jones, 10 Thistlemead (Heatherbank,

Thistlemead).

Mr. T. Grimwoed, 7 Farmland Walk (Farmland Walk,

Hill Close).

*Mrs. Jarrett, 90 Chislehurst Road, Orpington (Belmont

Lane).

*Mr. R. W. Oblath, 36 LLower Camden (Lower Camden).

*MraS. W. Mack, Little Maxby’s, Raggleswood (Raggles-

wood).

Mr. T. L. Twigg, 23 Poyntell Crescent (Poyntell Cres-

cent, Holbrook Lane).

Mrs. Philo, 12 Ingleby Way (Ingleby Way, Red Hill).

Mrs. Payne, 13 The Glebe (The Glebe, Bishops Walk,

Manor Park Road).

Mr. A. H. Proud, 10 Wilderness Road (Wilderness

Road).

Mrs. 1. Scott Barrett, 19 Lubbock Road (Lower half

of Lubbock Road).

*Mr, V. Leonard, 5 Kincraig, Lubbock Road (Lubbock

Road: No. 34 to end, even nos. No. 59 to end, odd nos.).

Mr. A. Sharpe, 8 Willow Vale (Willow Vale, Empress

SDrivei and Willow Grove from Willow Vale to High
treet).

*Mr, H. T. A. Sharpe, 37 Westhurst Drive (rest of

Willow Grove, Beechcroft, Heathfield. The Meadow).

Mr. S. F. Smith, Wychwood, Lower Camden (Camden

Park Road). 3

*Myr. D. Vivian, 30 Highfield Road (Leesons Hill, South-

field Road, Sunnyfield Road. Highfield Road).

Mrs. P. Cohen, 16 Marlings Park Avenue (Nos. 1 to 30

Marlings Park Avenue).

Mrs, Davis, 36 Marlings Park Avenue (Nos. 31 on-

wards, Marlings Park Avenue).

Mrs. D. Leach, Walsingham, Manor Park (Manor Park).

Mr. J. L. Williams, 23 Berens Way (Berens Way).

Mr. A. Cutcher, 5 Ravenshill (Ravenshill, Isleworth

Close, Cricket Ground Road, Penn Gardens).

*Mr. J. Kinsella, Crayside, Rectory Meadow, Manor

Park Road (St. Paul's Cray Road).

Miss K. Humphreys, 25 Downs Avenue (Downs Avenue,

Fosters Close, Hallam Close, Melanda Close).

Mrs. U. Hawkins, Fircroft, Qakwood Close (Oakwood

Close, Yester Road).

Mrs. Koe, The Orchard, Leas Green (Perry Street and

roads off, except Homewood Crescent). )

Mr. V. Dunleavy, 21 Sandy Ridge (Sandy Ridge, The

Weald).

Mrs. G. E. Kirby, Oak Trees, Walden Road (Walden

Road).
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IT IS NO LONGER a Kentish village, and
at the edges it seems to merge amorphously
with its neighbouring London suburbs. But it
has an identity, quite apart from its obvious
character and tradition.

It is a well-designated postal district, for in-
stance, and a local government ward within
the London Borough of Bromley. The two
areas are almost identical, except that the
postal district adds some extra addresses, mainly
in the Chislehurst Road/Logs Hill locality.

In May this year an official at Bromley Post
Office added up for us a total of 6,296 ‘delivery
outlets” in Chislehurst. This means the number
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of letter-boxes, and thus the approximate num-
ber of families.

An equally helpful information department
at Borough headquarters in Beckenham Town
Hall estimated that, at the same time, there
were 16,442 people within the Chislehurst ward
area, based upon a definite figure of 12,344 )
voters. [

Thus this Association has a potential member-
ship of more than 12,000—though a more
practical figure is probably 6,300 in household
memberships. The Cockpit also has a potential
distribution of 6,300 copies which is 3—4 times
our present circulation. ...

---- el

A new 0Ild Hill-when
lorry fumes disappear

THE FUTURE of the Old Hill/Susan Wood area
has been under keen discussion from several sides
this summer, and may shortly be affected by an
unexpected new plan to close Old Hill completely
to through traffic. The plan is to make the top half
of Old Hill a cul-de-sac by blocking it just above
the Lubbock Road junction—an idea apparently
gaining favour both officially and privately and sup-
ported, in fact, by your Association. We have, at
the same time, opposed an alternative plan for 24-
hour, double-yellow line parking restrictions for both
sides of the road down the length of the hill, and
Bromley Council will drop this application if the
cul-de-sac idea goes through. )

The double-yellow line proposal was the cause of
a unique meeting of your executive committee in
September. Our Rule 16 was invoked for the first
time when Mr. S. W. Mack called a special meeting
to discuss the implications of the no-parking plan.
He told of alarm in Raggleswood that their part-
private road would be turned into a permanent
parking area if cars were banned from Old Hill
parking. He said the steep hill would also become a
speed track if cleared of parked cars, and most com-
mittee members agreed. The rights and needs of
residents without garages in the older-type Old Hill
houses was also stressed. And much discussion
centred around the heavy lorry traffic increasingly
using this narrow hill. Whatever the future of the
cul-de-sac plan, in fact, your committee asked
urgently for a weight restriction to be placed on
traffic using the hill.

Attention was drawn to the huge Continental
lorries now parked almost nightly in Station Ap-
proach. British Rail had given permission for this,
it was reported, as they were “unaware of alterna-
tive parking for heavy goods vehicles in the district *.
Comment was also made in committee about the
lorries travelling the hill to and from the contro-
versial gravel plant in the railway yard. Complaint
has been made to Chislehurst police that many of

these lorries are so wide that it is impossible for
them to be driven within one half of the road only.

The cul-de-sac proposal would seem to provide an
answer to most of these problems, even including the
large overflow of parked cars at nights at the two
local public houses.

At the same time as the Old Hill discussions,
your committee supported the concern felt by ad-
joining Susan Wood residents about housing develop-
ment in this unusual corner of old Chislehurst. We
asked the Borough Council to conserve the area by
comprehensive rather than piecemeal planning, with
particular regard to car parking. As one resident has
put it: “We are disappearing under a sea of cars in
this tiny area of 12ft. narrow roads and gradients
of 1in 6”.

Large, formerly one-family, houses in Susan Wood
are being converted into flats, but still have no
garages for the several new residents. One of the
few parking areas is currently being filled with flats
and in general the overspill of cars from Susan
Wood goes into Old Hill and compounds the park-
ing problem there. The narrow exit into Old Hill is
also a constant danger to through traffic.

A Susan Wood resident, Mr. Geoffrey G. Ward,
recently took our chairman on a tour of the area,
which is unique in Chislehurst and is like a village
in itself. There are stepped footpaths between rows
of Victorian cottages, mews cottages, a ‘‘village
shop,” two small local pubs, and larger homes like
Vent House, which probably takes its name from
a ventilator shaft in the garden to the caves below,
and The Mount, which has a twin-towered Victorian
“folly” in the grounds, perhaps used by a previous
owner for star-gazing.

One mystery of Susan Wood appears to be the
origin of its name. Even our historian-President is
baffled, too. Who knows the answer?

The views expressed in signed contributions to The
Cockpit are not necessarily those of Chislehurst
Residents’ Association, but are included as matters
of local interest.



Personal viewpoint

From our chairman, Mr. H. T. A. Sharpe:

While it is true that Chislehurst no longer forms
part of the administrative County of Kent, it does
geographically form part of that hitherto delectable
area for which our railways once had a saying, “Live
in Kent and be content.” No one nowadays, how-
ever, can be very content at the future environ-
mental prospects of the South East corner of
Britain.

About 1000 BC the Iron Age Celts started to
come in this way from the Continent, followed by
the Romans, the Saxons and then the Normans. All
in due time, Philip of Spain, Napoleon, and Hitler
all unsuccessfully took their place in the queue, but
the bombers made it and now the cars and jugger-
naut lorries follow in ever-increasing numbers —
although as many wish to get out as come in.

The British developers of super-lorries have lagged
behind their Continental competitors up to now but
are planning to remedy this by the construction of
bigger and better ones of 280 h.p. or more, with
built-in sleeping accommodation. The rapid increase
of private commuter traffic going through to the
more remote parts of Kent must also not be over-
looked.

For the most part, drivers are not greatly con-
cerned with the beauties of the areas they pass
through, such as our Commons, or the environ-
mental damage they cause, only with the delays and
restrictions imposed on getting somewhere fast.

The Channel Tunnel will take much traffic from
the roads, but the experts say there is a limit to
what the railways can do, and through road traffic
must increase continuously. Our own Water Tower
on Summer Hill had to be demolished to facilitate
increasing traffic, and it is a sobering thought that,
in the years ahead, Kent itself may become virtually
demolished before the world’s supply of motor fuel
gives out.

1t is the presence of our Commons which have
held back the flood, and we are indebted to the good
people who in 1888 secured their preservation by
Act of Parliament, although no memorial to their
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efforts has so far appeared on the Commons. If it
had not been for them, the area would long since
have been submerged under a sea of traffic and
development and Chislehurst would have been no
more than a name on a map.

Acts of Parliament can, however, be altered if
pressures on Government are strong enough and
if local vigilance and opposition is weak. Fortun-
ately, Chislehurst has been designated a conservation
area, and our Board of Conservators of Chislehurst
and St. Paul’s Cray Commons jealously guard their
area. The Commons are registered under the Com-
mons Registration Act, and any serious encroach-
ment on them merely in the interests of through

THANKS TO STEWARDS. For the first time, we
have arranged this December 7 an informal get-
together with our road stewards, without whom this
Association could hardly exist. Officers, committee
and stewards will meet at Graham Chiesman House
at 8 o’clock. It is our way of saying thanks for the
arduous work involved in collecting subscriptions
and distributing The Cockpit, and will improve com-
munications with this first-class body of volunteers.

traffic would, of course, be resisted with the full
support of the Residents’ Association.

The problem remains, however, as to the extent
to which practical measures, such as restrictive
lorry routes, can be taken to divert from the Com-
mons the increasing through traffic forecast for the
next two or three decades—and thus to preserve
Chislehurst as a worthwhile place to live.

May tree gift. A May tree has been planted on the
Commons on the spot where the annual crowning
takes place—a gift from the ex-secretary of Chisle-
hurst May Queen Committee, Mrs. F. M. Wilson.

“208” silence. No further developments have taken
place after the uproar over the projected A.208
improvement scheme, which would affect the Com-
mons. Perhaps the suggestion has been conveniently
forgotten? Your committee is keeping a close watch.

CHISLEHURST RESIDENTS’ ASSOCIATION
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To the Manager, Barclays Bank _er., 7, High Street, Chislehurst

Please receive ............... subscriptions to the above Association (household 30p, individual member 15p, O.AP. 5p.)
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Subscriptions may also be sent direct to the Hon: Treasurer at 38, Lower Camden, Chislehurst





