


PLANNING 
APPLICATIONS 
the work of the Society's 
Planning Sub-committee 

Readers of The Cockpit will have seen references in the 
past to the Society's Planning Sub-Committee, so a brief 
outline of its functions may be of interest. 

The Planning Sub-Committee is composed of four 
members of the Society. reporting to the Executive 
Committee. The Chairman is Mr. T . Turner, the Secretary 
is Mr. H. T. O. Brown. 

The Secretary monitors the weekly lists of planning 
applications issued by the LBB, extracts details of all those 
which are relevant to Chislehurst and informs Road 
Stewards by circular of those which are of their concern, 
thus enabling them to alert members affected. 

At monthly intervals, there is a meeting of the Sub­
Committee at the Civic Centre, when every planning 
application in the Chislehurst area received in the past 
month is subjected to detailed examination. Usually, no 
fewer than 30 such applications are involved. A 
comprehensive report is prepared in respect of those 
applications where observations or objections by the 
Society are considered to be necessary, due consideration 
being given to members' views when available. After 
endorsement of the report by the Executive Committee, 
letters detailing the agreed objections or observations are 
sent to Chief Architect/Planner, LBB, by the Planning 
�S�u�b�~�C�o�m�m�i�t�t�e�e� Secretary. Sometimes, additional 
information is received subsequently about a particular 
planning application and further elaboration is considered 
to be necessary. In such a case, the Planning �S�u�b�~� 

Committee Chairman prepares a supplementary letter, 
addressed to the Chief Architect/Planner and, in addition, 
sends a copy to every Councillor serving on the Council's 
Committee responsible for dealing with the application 
concerned. This ensures that the latest views of the Society 
are available to Committee members before the planning 
application is considered. The amount of work involved in 
preparing well reasoned objections is considerable and may 
involve site visits and discussions with interested parties. 
Moreover, success at local level sometimes requires further 
representations in the event of an Appeal to the Secretary 
of State for the Environment. 

There is no doubt that the LBB takes considerable note 
of the Society's views on planning applications. This is 
confirmed by the feed-back received from both 
Councillors and Officers. 

Anyone may examine applications, on request, at the 
planning enquiry desk at the Civic Centre. If you wish to 
object or comment .on a proposal you should do so by 
writing without delay to the Council's Chief Architect/ 
Planner, London Borough of Bromley, Civic Centre, 
Rochester A venue, Bromley BRI 3UH. If you feel that you 
need the support of the Society, you should send a copy of 
your letter to the Chairman. Your views, if not already 
covered by the Society's representations, will then be made 
by the Society on your behalf. The telephone number of the 
Society'S Chairman is given at the foot of page 1 of this 
issue of The Cockpit. 

It is sometimes stated that "The Chislehurst Society 
objects to everything". Statistics prove this to be incorrect. 
Of a total of350 planning applications examined during the 
year ending December. 1987, the Planning sub-committee 
recommended that immediate objections be made to 106 ie, 

to approximately 1 in 3 planning applications relating to 
Chislehurst. This is hardly surprising, as a large part of 
Chislehurst is designated as a Conservation Area of which a 
large proportion also falls within the Green Belt, all of 
which needs to be defended against undesirable 
development. 

BROMLEY UNDER 
THREAT 
From Arnold Lovell, a member of 
our Executive Committee and 
Vice-Chairman of Bromley Residents' 
Federation 

Hewitts Farm demonstrates how development proposals 
are a constant threat to Bromley's open spaces. We have yet 
to hear of the outcome of the Appeal. 

Whatever the outcome, the pressures will continue since 
the LBB has even more Green Belt and open spaces than 
any other London borough. Chislehurst cannot expect to 
be immune from development pressures. Additionally, 
Chislehurst may be affected by the Channel Tunnel Rail 
Link, through noise and commuter traffic, and by the 
outcome of the studies on ways to improve traffic flows on 
the South Circular. Some of the options in these studies 
envisage a new highway south of the present South Circular 
which would cut across open spaces in the Borough, some 
uncomfortably close to Chislehurst, and through green 
areas enjoyed by Chislehurst residents. A further serious 
threat may lie through the impact of Government changes 
in planning procedures for the 1990s, which is the subjectof 
this article. The Channel Tunnel and South Circular 
proposals, as well as the planning procedure changes, are 
being closely monitored by the Bromley Residents' 
Federation; our Society is an active member of the 
Federation. 
Planning procedures in the 1990s 

In recent years, a major cause of concern in planning 
procedures has been an increase in tendency on the part of 
the Department of the Environment (DoE) Inspectors to 
allow appeals to development proposals following 
rejection by Bromley Council. In most cases, this is in spite 
of the proposals conflicting with Bromley Council's 
Borough Plan - a plan which has the implicit approval of 
the Secretary of State for the Environment. Bromley 
Council, with the help of Bromley MPs and the support of 
the Federation, has complained vigorously to the 
Environment Secretary about the rising number of 
successful appeals, and in recent months the Leader of the 
Council (Councillor Barkway) has launched a new 
campaign on the issue. The danger is that the changes in 
planning procedures now being implemented may make it 
much more difficult in the future to justify refusing 
development proposals on the gn;)Unds that the proposals 
conflict with the Borough Plan. 

This danger stems from the provisions of the 1985 Local 
Government Act under which existing Borough plans will 
be replaced by a new single so-called Unitary Development 
Plan (UDP). These plans will set the framework for 
development in the Boroughs up to the year 2()(x) and 
beyond. 

Planning in the Greater London area, when the GLC 
existed, was based on the two-tier system. The GLC 
formulated a broad strategy for planning in London, which 
required the approval of the Environment Secretary, and 



which the Boroughs were charged to take into account 
when preparing local Borough plans. The two-tier system 
will be kept , but responsibility for providing strategic 
policy guidance will now pass to the Secretary of State for 
the Environment. Hence, before approving a UDP, the ­
Environment Secretary will need to be satisfied that the 
plan is compatible with his strategic guidance. Moreover, in 
a Planning Appeal, the DoE can be expected to judge the 
case in the light of their own strategic policy and will then 
decide if the proposal is compatible with that policy. 

London Planning Advisory Committee 
The procedures leading to the preparation of UDPs 

involve two steps. In the first step, the Environmen'( 
Secretary has asked for advice from the London Boroughs 
as a whole on the form his strategic guidance should take. 
The machinery to provide this advice is the London 
Planning Advisory Committee (LPAC), on which all 
London Boroughs including Bromley, are represented. 
The LPAC has prepared a bulky document setting out its 
advice. The document ranges over a wide field covering 
transport, housing, shopping facilities, job creation, and 
the provision of a manufacturing base in London, Bromley 
Council has opposed points in the advice that appear 
incompatible with current planning concepts for the 
Borough and embodied in the existing Borough plan. The 
Council has also opposed proposals that appeared to 
transfer planning responsibilities from the Borough to the 
Secretary of State, Generally, there is a great deal in the 
LPAC advice that does not directly impinge on Bromley. 
But the report does give considerable emphasis to the need 
to provide more land for housing and to increase housing 
densities over the London area as a whole. In this 
connection, Bromley Counci l, with the support of other 
Boroughs, has successfully achieved a recommendation in 
the CPAC report to the DoE, that Bromley should aim for 
8,000 additional dwellings for the period 1987-200 1. This is 
a little above the Borough's annual completion rate of 500 
dwellings a year, but well below the rate envisaged by the 
LPAC in their initial proposals. 

The crunch 

Following the receipt of this advice, the Envi ronment 
Secretary will prepare a draft of his proposed strategic 
guidance. However, he is not required to accept the 
LPAC's advice - he may adopt as much or as little as he 
deems fit. In practice, he is likely to be selective, adopting 
those aspects of the advice that he finds compatible with his 
objectives for development, and rejecting those parts that 
appear to conflict with those objectives. The second stage 
of the procedures will begin with the Environmen,t 
Secretary sending his draft of the strategic guidance to the 
London Boroughs for their comments. By early 1989, it is 
intended to finalise the strategy guidance taking account of 
comments received, again according to taste. And then 
comes the crunch. Boroughs will be required to prepare 
UDPs which by law must take this strategic guidance into 
account. If the UDP appears to fall short on this 
requirement, it will not secure the approval of the 
Environment Secretary. As noted earlier, in the past much 
has been made of the importance of the Borough plan as a 
basis for rejecting development proposals and for arguing' 
against the proposals if the refusal is taken to appeal. This is 
a hook that the Environment· Secretary may be able to 
eliminate when it comes to the preparation of UDPs. 
The Bromley Residents' Federation is keeping a close 
watch on these developments. A Committee has been set up 
to monitor the Channel Tunnel link, and the Federation is 
watching out for the proposals for the South Circular. On 

the draft strategic guidance for the new UDP system, the 
Federation has sent initial comments to Bromley Council 
and has asked to be consulted on the draft when it emerges 
from the DotE. 

Further developments will be reported in future issues of 
The Cockpit. 

HOPE FOR OUR 
CONSERVATION AREAS? 

In 1971, Mr Edward Heath's government re-enacted 
legislation which enabled local authorities to give extra 
protection to certain special areas against unsightly 
developments. These areas were to be known as Conser­
vation Areas, and Parliament decreed that in such areas the 
aim should be that ANY planning change or development 
should either PRESERVE OR ENHANCE the area. This 
was done in the national interest , and it had wide public 
support. (Judging from the response to the Prince of 
Wales's recent TV programme, that popular support is still 
there, and on a massive level). 

In due course, the Bromley Coun.cil of that period 
designated the central part ofChislehurst as a Conservation 
Area. In 1982 the protected area was extended so as to 
include the major parts ofChislehurst between the A20and 
the railway line. There can be no doubt that these far­
sighted actions have been the chief reason why it has been 
possible to defend Chislehurst, in the main, from the worst 
excesses of the developer. 
Preserve or enhance 

More recently however, there has been an unfortunate 
difference of view between the Society and Bromley 
Council about the continuing significance of the 1971 
legislation. In the Society's view, that legislat ion has 
remained in full force, ie nothing should be given planning 
permission in the Conservation Areas unless it would either 
PRESERVE or positively ENHANCE the area. We have 
never accepted that the "presumption in favour of the 
developer", which current ly applies elsewhere, should 
over-ride the legis lative protection designed for 
Conservation Areas. The Council, on the other hand, has 
not, in our view, consistently upheld the principle of 
"PRESERVE OR ENHANCE". To take an example 
which immediately strikes every visitor to Chislehurst High 
Street, who could argue that the over-bulky office block 
that houses the Sainsbury store either preserved or 
enhanced the character of the High Street? Or, to take a 
recent Council decision, could anyone seriously claim that 
replacing Coolings Nursery with a block of flats will 
preserve or enhance the amenities or character of the area in 

.general? 
OUTing 1988 the Executive Committee became so 

alarmed about the apparent ly increasing tendency for the 
Conservation Area legislation to be regarded as out of date 
that it requested the Leader of the Council, Councillor E. 
D. Barkway, to meet a delegation to discuss the issue. The 
meeting took place on December 8th. 

High Court judgement 
In support of the Society'S view that the "PRESERVE 

OR ENHANCE" principle is of paramount importance in 
Conservation Areas, our representatives were able to quote 
a judgement of the High Court of just"a few days earlier. In 
that case, the judge quashed a decision by Mr Nicholas 
Ridley, the Secretary of State for the Environment, to 
allow a house to be built on a vacant site in Camden 
Borough's Conservation Area. The judge was reported by 
the Daily Telegraph to have said that the Minister's 



.. 

inspector had '''wrongly considered a negative question -
whether the development would harm the area - when the 
1971 Town & Country PlanniIlg Act dictated that he should 
have considered whether it would positively 'preserve or 
enhance' the area". 

The Society's representatives pointed out that this High 
Court decision had given full support to the Society's 100g­
held view that the Council has a legal obligation to apply 
the "PRESERVE OR ENHANCE" principle strictly to 
every planning application for Conservation Areas. It is 
certainly clear from reading the full transcript of the 
judge 's remarks in this case that, contrary to views 
expressed in some quarters, Conservation Area legislation 
has not been weakened or diminished by any subsequent 
government statements. 

Hope for the future? 
Councillor Barkway and the other Council 

representatives gave the Society's views a very full and 
courteous hearing. No undertakings about future planning 
applications were given. However, statements and actions 
by Council officials since the meeting have given rise to real 
hope that the Council will in the future feel able to take a 

' stronger line with planning applications that patently , 
promise neither to "preserve or enhance" the Chislehurst 
Conservat ion Areas. We shall continue to give close 
att~ntion to every application for the Conservation Areas 
and will report further in the next issue. 

As Prince Charles remarked with feeling in his TV 
programme a few weeks back, " What is the point of having 
Conservation Areas if we are going to disregard them?" 

TREES 
vigilance still necessary 

Although many of us are fortunate to live in a 
Conservation Area, and our trees are therefore protected, 
we nevertheless still need to keep a watchful eye on those 
who wish to cut down or lop trees, and on developers who 
wish to clear sites for building. By placing a Tree 
Preservation Order (TPO) on individual or groups of trees, 
not located in the Conservation Area, the LBB can deter 
these people, as at Highfield Road, and if damage is done at 
least replanting can be enforced, as, for example, at the new 
development off Kemnal Road. 

The Chislehurst and S1. Paul's Cray Conservators 
manage most of the wooded areas in Chislehurst, and have 
received £3,000 from the 'Kentish Times'/LBB appeal to 
replace losses in the Great Storm. Planting took place in 
November in the most devastated parts of the commons, 
and it is heartening to see so much regeneration of oak and 
beech to complement their efforts. " 

We still need to be vigilant, and listen for the chain saws. 
Please report any unauthorised attempts at lopping or 
felling without delay to the LBB's Tree Officer, Miss C. 
Gibson, 01-464 3333 exL 4333 to whom requests forTPO 
action should also be directed. 

GREEN CARDS 
reporting a problem to the Council 

In March 1987 we drew attention to the availability of 
green post cards in the Library for reporting matters 
requiring attention to the LBB. We should like to hear from 
members who have used these cards: have they been 
acknowledged and acted on, or have they been ignored? 

Let us know your experiences. 

SEATS FOR BUS 
SHELTERS 
at White Horse Hill 

The Society wrote to London Buses requesting that seats 
be provided at the two bus shelters at the bottom of White 
Horse Hill. London Buses have replied that the sites " are 
suitable for seats and they have the matter in hand. 

THE CHISLEHURST 
PONDS 

Rush Pond (Ash field Lane) and Prick end pond 
(Queen's Head) are much valued local amenities, and of 
late have invited much criticism of their condition. 

They are managed by the Chislehurst and St. Paul's Cray 
Commons Conservators, who are currently consulting 
experts in the subject to seek advice on the correct way to 
reduce unwanted duckweed and blanketweed. It will take 
some time before their findings can be presented and 
evaluated, so work cannot commence for several months. 

It would appear that desilting is likely, and this raises 
problems of management and cost, although it is hoped 
that the LBB will fund the work. As the water level is closely 
link~~ with the water table, desilting will increase pond 
capacity, and thus take longer to dry out in the Summer. It 
is unfortunate that fishermen have removed quantities of 
oxygenating weed in order to clear an area for fishing 
which has allowed the unwanted weeds to proliferate. ' 

The appearance of the ponds is not helped by the 
dumping of litter and rubbish on the banks and in the 
water, anything from cans to dead cats. The keepers spend 
an inordinate amount of time (which also costs money) 
attempting to keep them cleared. 

We hope that members and the public will be patient, 
and look forward to seeing the ponds in optimum 
condition next year. 

"SO YOU WANT TO 
ALTER YOUR SHOP?" 
leaflet available 

The Royal Town Planning Institute has issued a leaflet 
"So you want to alter your shop?" to help shop-keepers 
understand planning and building regulations, legal 
requirements, and the special restrictions applying in 
Conservation Areas such as Chislehurst. 

The Society is devoting much effort to achieving 
improvements in Chislehurst High Street, starting from 
observance of appropriate regulations, to enhancement of 
appearance through"lands<;aping, and planting of trees. In 
this we are well supported by the LBB. However, some 
shop-owners have acted contrary to regulations, some 
quite unwittingly, when making changes to existing 
premises or seeking to advertise. 

The RTP[ leaflet (and the LBB's Planning Department) 
can help shop-keepers to avoid expensive mistakes if 
consulted early. Copies of the leaflet are available from: 

The Secretary General 
The Royal Town Planning Institute 
26 Portland Place 
LONDON WIN 4BE 
(te!. 01-6369107) 

or from the LBB Planning Department. 



1989· SUBSCRIPTIONS 
now due 
Your membership subscript ions to the Society are now 
due, and your Road Steward will contact you in the usual 
way. . 

The subscriptions for 1989 are £2 minimum for each 
member or household, '£I for Senior Citizens single or 
double. 

fn case of difficulty in contacting you, payment can be 
made direct to 

Mr. N. Bell 
Hon. Treasurer, "The Chislehurst Society" 
cia Barclays Bank Plc 
7 High Street 
Chislehurst 

making sur~ your name and address are clearly stated. 
Cheques to be made payable to The Chislehurst Society 

AGM 1989 
26th April 

Our next AGM will be held at 8.00 p.m. on Wednesday 
26th April 1989 in the Methodist Church Hall, Prince 
Imperial Road, Chis lehurst. 

As always your attendance is important and we hope that 
as many members as possible will be present. 

MEMBERS'SOCIAL 
8th July 1989 

Our Social planned for September last year had to be 
cancelled, but the date for this year's Social has been fixed 
early so that members can make a note of it in their diaries . 

It will be held on Saturday, 8th July 1989, in Graham 
Chiesman House from 8-10 p.m. Tickets will be available 
later and you will be kept advised of how to apply by a 
reminder in the Cockpit and a notice in the Library. 

Summer Socials have always been popular and well 
attended. We look forward to seeing you there. 

RAIL USERS' 
ASSOCIATION 
BR's plans 

Members of the Chislehurst and Elmstead Woods Rail 
Users' Association met British Rail last October to discuss 
BR's future plans. 

The timetable for 1989 will remain as at present except 
that some off peak services from London will be faster. The 
Association protested about fare increases without success. 
Both stations are to get a facelift. The Association 
requested that the subway at Chislehurst be repaired and 
waiting restrictions be provided outside the station. 

In 1994 new rolling stock will be introduced on our line. 
The carriages will be in four car corridor units and will have 
sliding doors but lower seating capacity. During the next 
four years station platforms will be lengthened on the lines 
from Charing Cross to allow three unit (12 carriage) trains 
to be used during the peak hours. 

The CEWRUA will no~ be asking existing members for 
subscriptions for 1989 as their bank balance is sufficiently 
healthy for the year. 

PEDESTRIAN REFUGES 
at St Paul's Cray Road 

The Society is still pursuing the possibility with the LBB 
of their providing islands near the junction with Manor 
Road and Manor Park Road. 

PUBLIC-SPIRITED 
MINUTING SECRETARY 
required for Road Safety Panel 

The Society is represented on the Orpington and 
Chislehurst Road Safety Panel, and the Panel urgently 
needs help. Would any member volunteer to attend eight 
meetings a year in the Old Civic Hall, Orpington, to take 
the minutes but not to type them? It's an unpaid job, but 
important, and would considerably help the Panel in its 
community service work. Anyone interested please phone 
Ken Chapman 4671365. 

PHOTOGRAPHS 
WANTED 
Chislehurst now or then 

We should like to be able to print more photographs of 
Chislehurst in The Cockpit. If you have any old prints that 
comment on the past or illustrate the good or not so good of 
the present, and you would like them considered for 
reproduction here, please ring the editor, Peter Turner (467 
9538). Black and white prints only are required, with a brief 
caption giving details of yea r, place, and your comments. 
All prints will be returned. 

BUTTERFLIES OF 
CHISLEHURST 
new pamphlet froin H. J . Belsey 

A dedicated study of the butterny species in Chislehurst 
has been completed by Mr. H. J. Belsey, and the results of 
his work put together in a pamphlet. Copies are available at 
60p each from Mr. Belsey, Telephone 467 0217. 

AGE CONCERN 
your help urgently needed in 
Chislehurst 

Are you perhaps retired or if not, able to give a little of 
your spare time to help Age Concern? There is a desperate 
need for volunteers to assist in the following:-
Meals o n Wheels (weekends), 
Visiting the elderly, 
Household garden maintenance, 
Pop-in-Parlour . 
The duties are not onerous and any help you can offer will 
be greatly appreciated by the organisers. Without 
volunteers, Age Concern cannot provide its much needed 
range of services. 
If you feel you could assist Age Concern, or if you would 
like further information, please telephone Miss Alison 
Willis on 460 1676. 



THE NATIONAL TRUST 
lecture programme 1989 

Society members may like to have a note of the National 
Trust 's local lecture programme for early 1989. Details of 
subsequent lectures will be given in future editions of The 
Cockpit. 
23 February Rural Crafts in Kent by Dr. Annie Hood at 8 

p.m. Methodist Church, Orpington. 
16 March Treasures of the National Trust of Scotland 

by Mrs. Merida Drysdale at 8 p.m. Methodist 
Church, Orpington. . 

13 April The Buildings of Canterbury Cathedral by 
Mr. Tim Tattoo-Brown at 2.30 p.m. the 
Methodist Church, Chislehurst. 

27 April AGM, and film "Britain, Kingdom of the 
Seas" at 8 p.m. Methodist Church, 
Orpington. 

11 May Egyptology by Mr. Laurie Gambrill at 2.30 
p.m. Methodist Church, ChisiehufSl.. 

DOLO BRAN and a 
STURGE MYSTERY 
Charles Dunn questions your 
memories of 1932 - 36 

The name "Dolobran" came from a Farm/ Quaker 
Meeting House in Wales where earlier members of the 
Sturges family lived . When Arthur L. Sturge came to 
Chislehursl lale last centu ry, he rented the Queen Anne 
style house on the Royal Parade he named Dolobran. It is 
now named Waiter Lodge. W-I't..TON 

He started underwriting at Lloyd's of London in 1894. 
The business prospered and the Sturge Group is today one 
of the largest and most important underwriting agencies a( 
Lloyd's, and its Chairman is currently Senior Deputy 
Chairman of L1oyd 's of London. . 

In 1903/ 4 a large house to be named "Dolobran" 
designed by WilIiam Curtis Green was built for Arthur 
Sturge at Shepherds Green. II was then considered ra ther 
modern but described as looking like a ship turned upside 
down. He and his wife Jessie brought up their five children 
there (Raymond, Collwyn, Rhona, Gwendowlin, and 
Margaret) . 

Many Chislehurst residents must, as children, remember 
being invited to play football and tennis there. 

The house, garden, and field having been sold for 
development, "Dolobran " was demolished and replaced 
in the late fifties by new houses fronting Ashfield Lane and 
the new road, Sturges Field. 

Mc. and Mrs. Arthur Sturge were both public spirited . 
He was a member of the local District Council and the Petts 
Wood Committee particularly involved with ·the Willett 
Memorial commemorating Summer Time. He also ran 
local allotments and the Working Mens Club in Bull Lane 
given by H. Tiark, now Easden 's Workshop. Both were 
active in church affairs. His wife ran the local Mothers' 
Union and, what is inconceivable now but commendable 
then, helped start a club for domestic servants at 
Hornbrook House. 

In the reception lobby o f the Sturge Group there are 
mounted in a large frame seven post card-sized coloured 
piclUres. The writer's interest in them was aroused on 
seeing finger sign posts indicating " Dolobran, Shepherds 
Green" and "Chislehurst" . Having been given the 

Chai rman's permission to bo rrow them to obtain copies 
the pictures tu rned out to be envelopes meagrely addressed 
to Sturge either in London or Chislehurst but enough for 
the postman to deliver and absorb the artful advertising 
thereon. The Post Office franking dates them 1932 - 36, 
the 1 Vz d stamps placed so as not to spoil the pictures. 

The identity o f the artist is now a mystery. The writer 
considered he was A. J. Hullett, Chairman ofSturge in the 
thirties, as one picture showed a pavement artist displaying 
his work beneath a notice with his name on it reading "all 
my own work" . However, Mrs. Margaret Sturge, a 
daughter-in-law, wrote she had known him well . He was a 
gifted underwriter but she couldn ' t remember him having 
any artistic ability. Can any Cockpit reader disclose the 
identity of this undoubtedly talented artist? 

The illustrations are reproduced in black and white, but 
may prove sufficient to jog a few memories. 


