





of the imminent development on the Red Cross car-park
site.

Red Cross Car-park
Councillor Mrs Bryant said that she hoped that the Council
would purchase the site so that it would not be built on but
instead be retained as a car-park. She urged members to
write in support of this to the leader of the Council.
Councillor Barkway.

This advice was warmly supported by the chairman.
Asked if a “Stop” sign could be erected at the exit so as to
safeguard High Street pedestrians, Councillor Wykes said
that warning barriers were being erected for that purpose.

Re-cycling

A member drew attention to the inadequate facilities in
Chislehurst for depositing material for re-cycling. The
bottle banks near the Sainsbury car-park entrance are badly
sited and are in any case likely to be removed shortly. The
nearest site for depositing paper for re-cycling is in
Mottingham. Thus in order to contribute to re-cycling
Chislehurst residents are being forced into longer car-
journeys, which is not environmentally desirable.
Suggestions that deposit facilities be sited in the Vicarage
car-park have been rejected on the unconvincing ground
that the collection lorries would be unable to pass the
height restriction bar! Another member commented that
any site (such as the Vicarage car-park) near residences
should be considered unsuitable because of the noise
caused by falling bottles.

Councillor Mrs Wykes commended the efforts of
members to contribute to re-cycling and said that she was
aware of the difficulties in Chislehurst. In the light of the
discussion she would ensure that the possibilities of
utilising a car-park as a deposit point were re-examined.

Police Plan for Commons Roads

Anxiety was expressed by a member about the recurrent
talk of moving the War Memorial and widening roads in
the Commons area. On behalf of the committee Mr Dunn
reporled that a police inspector had developed in outline
what was claimed to be a comprehensive scheme for the
roads across the Common. It would involve both road
widening and road closures. It was supposedly based on
accident statistics which, however, are not new and in fact
do not support the police case for changes. Mr Lindley-
Jones, chairman of the Commons Conservators, and Mr
Dunn had discussed the proposals with the police inspector
concerned, and had made it clear that there would be
overwhelming local opposition to them. Many people
agreed that the regulation of traffic at the War Memorial
cross-roads needed to be improved but there were cheaper
and more effective methods than road-widening. In reply to
these arguments the Inspector had indicated. and since
confirmed, that it was intended that his proposals should be
taken further. Mr Lindley-Jones pointed out that no road
through the Commons is allowed to exceed 40 feet in
width, including any footpath.

Commenting on this report, Councillor Mrs Wykes said
she was appalled to hear of the police proposal. of which
she had no previous information. Speaking alongside her
colleagues. she said that as ward councillors they would
give no support to the police proposals.

For the committee it was confirmed that there would
continue to be total opposition to the scheme.

The Commons Conservators
A member raised the question of non-residents being
appointed to the Board of Conservators of the Commons.

o

For the committee Mr Dunn reported that the present
situation raised no concern. However, the Council seems
willing to recruit new Conservators from any part of the
Borough, despite the long and well-founded tradition of
appointing local residents. Councillor Mrs Wykes said that
as chairman of the Council’s Leisure Committee she would
always try to ensure that new Conservators would be
people well fitted to look after the Commons.

Old Hill

Members pointed to the dangers associated with the
junctions at both ends of Old Hill. Among suggested
changes were narrowing one or more sections of the road,
placing humps in it, reducing the top exit to a single lane.
making all or part of it one-way only.

Traffic-calming

Arising out of the item above, there was discussion of the
need to consider the full range of traffic-calming
possibilities as a way of discouraging speeding and
reducing injuries. Councillor Mrs Wykes said that it would
be mistaken to think of traffic-calming in terms only of
road humps. to which there were often serious objections,
and mistaken also to try to tackle problems in a piece-meal
way. Changes in one road could well affect other roads. An
overall local scheme is needed. and she suggested that your
Society should develop comprehensive proposals for the
area and then put them to the Council.

The committee undertook to follow up Councillor
Wykes's suggestion.

Delegation of Planning Powers

A member complained that the increased delegation of
planning decisions from elected councillors to planning
officials, a scheme introduced in January, was not in the
interests of residents,

The committee comment was that very strong aid
persistent oppaosition had been made by yvour Society, and
others. to this change of practice. Councillor Mrs Boughey
had supported vour Society in this matter. In response the
Council had conceded that there would be a review of the
working of the new scheme after a vear.

The committee for 1992/93 is as follows:—

Chairman Mr H T G Brown

Vice Chairman Mr J Bruce Hurn

Secretary Mr T Turner

Treasurer Mr K P Leary

Committee members: Miss P Bushell. Mr K § Chapman.
Miss N Comport. Mr V Dunleavy. Mr C M Dunn. Ms F
Follin, Mr G N Godfrey. Mr L G Holt, Miss P L Howley.
Mrs J B Jones, Mr G C Richardson and Mr D B Webster.

Just a minute . . .

Your Society is still in dire need of a minutes secretary to
provide an accurate record of the interesting monthly
executive committee meetings. We don’t want to be forced
to spend scarce resources on recruiting professional help
and feel sure that the necessary skills must exist in our
extensive membership! Perhaps you have experience
through your professional life, association with other
voluntary bodies or from a commercial training. For the
Jjob-hunters amongst you, it would look very good on your
CV! If you are not sure but feel that you might be able to
help, you would be welcome to attend one of the
executive’s meetings, no strings attached! Please contact
your chairman or editor (see foot of page 1).




HIGH STREET PARKING
SQUEEZE

Our article in the February issue of The Cockpit dealt with
the High Street parking crisis. Up to the time of writing, we
have received no information from the Council as to the
future of the Red Cross car-park. Indeed. we have not been
advised as to whether the Council is going ahead with their
proposed “Pay and Display™ scheme for the car-parks in
Chislehurst. However, our article was commented upon by
Councillor A. M. Wilkinson, chairman of Development
Control Committee, who requested that his letter should be
published in this issue of The Cockpit. Accordingly, it is
reproduced in full below, with a copy of your Society’s
reply. We leave members to draw their own conclusions.

To Mr H T G Brown, Chairman, Chislehurst Society
Dated 24th February 1992

Dear Mr Brown,

The headline in the February issue of The Cockpit gives
the somewhat misleading impression that the Council as
local planning authority could have refused two planning
applications on the ground that the sites should provide
public car parking.

The two applications concerned the “Red Cross™ car park
at 3 High Street and the former Coolings Nursery in
Willow Grove.

Firstly, the existing car park at 3 High Street is owned by
the police and was leased to the Council in the 1960°s for
use as a public car park. The lease has expired and the use
as a car park has continued by informal agreement which
can be terminated at 6 months notice.

Planning permission was granted in the 1960°s for a new
police station but the site is now surplus to police
requirements and hence the application seeking its
redevelopment.

The site is allocated on the Borough Plan Proposals Map
for office purposes.

Technical Services Commitiee which is responsible for
public car parks were made aware of the application on
16th July and deferred consideration to await the outcome
of the application and any subsequent approaches from the
Metropolitan Police.

The planning committee when they first considered the
application on 15th August (when Councillor Mrs Boughey
was present). deferred the matter but only to see if the
parking space to be provided as part of the scheme could be
available for public use outside office hours. The Advisory
Panel for Conservation Areas (APCA) raised no objection
in principle.

Subsequently the police advised that they were unable to
commit future owners or occupiers to the suggested
provision and in any case the number of spaces that could
have been made available from the office part of the
development was very small.

Plans Sub-Committee subsequently unanimously
approved the scheme.

As stated Councillor Mrs Boughey was on the
Committee which originally considered the application
unfortunately it went back to Committee when she was on
holiday. However, to avoid such misunderstandings arising
in future, all councillors’ requests for committee decision
are now made in writing or via electronic mail.

It is clear that we as the local planning authority did all
we could to safeguard the use of the site.

Secondly, there is the Coolings Nursery site which

although used for retail purposes for many years was
shown on successive plans for residential use. The Council
originally tried to resist its redevelopment but permission
was granted on appeal.

The comments of the Chislehurst Society on the latest
scheme were reported verbally to Committee. These
included reference to the Advisory Panel’s latest
comments. The agenda report included the following
paragraph as APCA’s previous views:

“With regard to the originally submitted scheme. the
Advisory Panel for Conservation Areas approved of the
layout of the proposal but required improved elevational
drawings. They also considered that the open space should
be safeguarded against future development. In respect of
the first revised proposal. they objected on the grounds of
the quality of the design which did not measure up to the
standard of the conservation area and that parking in front
of houses is unsatisfactory. Their comments on the present
scheme will be reported verbally to Members.™

In view of the wording of the article in your newsletter |
am sure you will in the interest of fairmindedness wish to
publish this letter in your next edition.

Yours sincerely,
Councillor A. M. Wilkinson
Chairman of Development Control Commitiee.

To Councillor A. M. Wilkinson,
Chairman of Development Control Committee.
Dated 12th March, 1992,

Dear Councillor Wilkinson,

Thank you for your letter, dated 24th February, which 1
acknowledged on 5th March. 1 have now had the
opportunity to discuss the matters you raise with my
colleagues directly concerned.

Firstly, let me say that we shall, ol course, be pleased o
publish your letter in the next issue of The Cockpit, in
accordance with your request. However, I would like to say
that the facts as set out in your letter are well known to us.

We appreciate the restraints under which Bromley
planners found themselves, but consider that had earlier
attention been paid to our repeated requests in the past for
the formation of an overall plan for Chislehurst High Street.
the current situation may not have arisen.

Yours sincerely,
H. T. G. Brown
Chairman.

A letter to the editor

From:—
Metropolitan Police Service
Orpington Police Station
RE: CHISLEHURST HIGH STREET PARKING

I am aware of the continuing parking problems in the
High Street and | write to let you and your readers know of
the action that we are taking to combalt the problem.
Having recently spoken with the local Traffic Warden Unit
at Beckenham, I am assured that the Wardens will be
paying extra attention to the High Street in the near future,

Al present, the High Street is visited on an irregular basis
by a mobile unit containing three or four Wardens who
‘blitz" the area and then leave. In the future, however, more
visits will be paid by the mobile unit and on each day that
they attend, they will return later in the day and issue
further tickets where necessary. I hope this action will ease
the problem.

However, Wardens are needed elsewhere in the Borough
in those areas, that have similar problems. There are




insufficient numbers of Wardens and too much abuse of
parking restrictions to post a Warden in the High Street all
the time,

We hope. however. that the future action will make the
High Street less hazardous and I ask you to let your readers
know, through your excellent newsletter.

Yours sincerely,

Nigel Hake (Inspector)
Divisional Community Officer
Orpington Police.

COMMONS CUTTERS CUT
— Woodchoppers’ Bawl

The following article has been submitted by the Chislehurst
and St. Paul’s Cray Commons Conservators. It does not
necessarily reflect the views of the editor of The Cockpit or
those of the executive of The Chislehurst Society. Any
comments should be sent to the Conservators at The Old
Fire Station, Hawkwood Lane, Chislehurst, Kent. BR7
SPW.

In the middle of November last year, the Leisure
Services Department of the London Borough of Bromley,
in its efforts to reduce costs, put forward proposals to the
elected members of the Council to “reduce grant to
Commons Conservators by a maximum of £30,000”. This
was agreed and when the Conservators were eventually told
of this cut (43%) early in the new year they were advised
by the Council officials to try to meet it by going to outside
contractors as had most of the sections within the Leisure
Services domain. The Board were told that three of its
keepers would have to be made redundant and should be
given immediate notice. The Board were also informed that
the redundancy payments would be refunded “from a
separate Council fund”,

The terms of the Commons Act under which the Board
of Conservators operate provide for the appointment of
keepers. It was agreed by the council officials that the head
keeper should be retained as a means of achieving savings
by utilising him as a “supervising officer’ to ensure that the
outside contractors would undertake their work correctly —
in addition to the many duties already earmarked for him.
The Board also made an extremely strong case for the
retention of their offices and workshop/depot at the Old
Fire Station. This was eventually agreed.

Over a period of many weeks of involved calculations
and the submission of papers which set out in great detail
all the work carried out on the Commons, the Board. who
gladly acknowledge that they were given invaluable help
by council officials, produced a new budget to achieve a
saving of £18.000 i.e. a reduction of 25%, The
Conservators were therefore amazed, when present at a
later Leisure Services Committee meeting, to witness
members voting to endorse the previous recommendation
to cut the Board’s budget by the full £30,000 and thus
leaving them to try to operate on only £39,500,

After taking into account the salaries of the clerk and the
head keeper and the costs of the Old Fire Station, the
amount left is insufficient to cover the costs of the
‘contracted out work” for grass mowing and rubbish
clearance — let alone anything else normally done.
Without assured and adequate funding, the Board cannot
enter into legal agreements for the usually required three-
year lerm to employ outside contractors. Until the whole
matter is settled a temporary assistant has been engaged to
help the head keeper with the day-to-day maintenance
works.

Meanwhile the Board has had to say “good-bye’ to three

of the keepers who were well known to many in the area.
The redundancy money this entailed has had to be drawn
from the Conservators’ reserves specifically set aside for
the replacement of plant and machinery!

At the July meeting of the Board it was reported that to
date the maintenance work was being kept almost up to
schedule but the Board does ask for the understanding of
the people of Chislehurst during this difficult time and
assures them that it is pursuing the whole question
vigorously.

The Conservators would also like to take this opportunity
to say that at their last meeting they voted again that their
thanks be conveyed to Mr Michael Cooling for so
generously giving plants for the War Memorial all the year
round.

Oh to be at Foxbury . . .

Robert Browning said “Oh to be in England now that
April’s here”™ — I think that many Chislehurst Society
members would substitute “now that May is here and
another of our popular socials is taking place”. The
delightful house at Foxbury was once again the venue
for our spring social. About seventy members sampled
a generous buffet provided by the Foxbury staff. Good
comradeship and conversation prevailed pleasantly
during the evening and it was especially pleasing to see
a number of members who had not previously visited
Foxbury.

The atmosphere at Foxbury is always so welcoming
that the people of Chislehurst are fortunate in having
this elegant building available to them for private
functions. Booking details are available from Mr J
Allison, the manager, on 467 3712.

Your Society will hold another of these extremely
popular events on Friday 18th September. The cost,
including light refreshments, will be very reasonable;
Foxbury’s well stocked pay-bar will be open as usual.
The evening will begin at 7.30pm and we hope to see
both new and familiar faces. Tickets are available from
the chairman of the social sub-committee on 467 2796
— please book early to avoid disappointment.

A welcome visitor

On 26th May this year, a distinguished former resident, Mr
Henry Tiarks (on a visit to England from his home in
Marbella) . accepted an invitation to visit Chislehurst and
his old family home, ‘Foxbury® in Kemnal Road.

After driving around the district and visiting the Perry
Street Hospital sports grounds (which in his time were used
for polo) he was welcomed to Foxbury, together with two
members of your Society, by Mr John Allison. Mr Allison,
of course. manages this magnificent building for its present
owners, the Woolwich Building Society. Mr Tiarks was
favourably impressed with the way in which the house and
grounds have been maintained.

Members who have attended your Society's social
evenings at Foxbury will know how well the bar
harmonises with the original panelling. Happily, it proved
to be in full working order, supplying refreshment while Mr
Tiarks signed the ‘distinguished visitors book™ and
photographs were taken. The party then enjoyed a three
course lunch in a private dining room. Foxbury’s superb
catering staff produced an excellent meal which was




impeccably served by a very smart waitress hailing from
Bolivia, who had a lively conversation in Spanish with our
guest.

After a further photo session, out on the terrace in
brilliant sunshine, Mr Tiarks took his leave saying that he
would like to come again. He hoped that next time his busy
daughter Henrietta, Marchioness of Tavistock, would be
able to take time off from running Woburn Abbey to
accompany him. Needless to say, any members of this
family, who have done so much for Chislehurst, would
always be welcome here.

Planning to Preserve

Readers of The Cockpir will have seen references in the
past to your 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 your Society, reporting to the executive
committee. The chairman is Mr T. Turner, the secretary is
Miss P. L. Howley.

The secretary monitors the weekly lists of planning
applications issued by London Borough of Bromley,
extracts details of all those which are relevant to
Chislehurst and informs road stewards, thus enabling them
to alert members affected.

There is a monthly 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, at least 25 such applications
are involved. A comprehensive report is prepared in respect
of those applications where observations or objections by
your Society are considered to be necessary, due
consideration being given to members’ views when
available. After endorsement of the report by your
executive committee, letters detailing the agreed objections
or observations are sént to the chief planner, London
Borough of Bromley. 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 sub-committee
chairman prepares a supplementary letter, addressed to the
chief planner, and, in addition, sends a copy lo every
councillor serving on the Council’s committee responsible
for dealing with the application concerned. This ensures
that the latest views of your Society are available to
Council 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 London Borough of Bromley
takes considerable note of your 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 Chief Planner, London
Borough of Bromley, Civic Centre, Stockwell Close,
Bromley, BR1 3UH. If you feel that you need the support
of your Society, you should send a copy of your letter to
the chairman, Mr Tom Brown. Your views, if not already
covered by your Society’s representations. will then be

made by the Society on your behalf. The telephone number
of your 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 of 246 planning applications examined during the
year ending December, 1991, the planning sub-committee
recommended that immediate objections be made to 53 ie.
to approximately 1 in 5 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.

THOUGHTS ON WATER

The first thought must surely be about the morality of
imposing restrictions on water use whilst losses from
ancient mains via leaks amount to as much as 25 per cent.
Fortunately Thames Water’s management claims o be
coping well and supplies from this company are unlikely to
be restricted in the near future. The new nine feet diameter
ring main around London (the southern half of which is
now completed) is equivalent to a reservoir in itself,

Next, is it not obvious that one day a *national grid” must
be built to transfer water from areas with surplus supplies
to those with shortages? It is surprising that this was not
done years ago, thus avoiding the call for more and more
reservoirs and excessive water extraction from our rivers.

Surprisingly, because of the loss of manufacturing
industries from London and the consequent reduction in use
of artesian wells. the water table is actually rising. This is
already causing trouble in London’s basements and cellars.
One wonders why Thames Water doesn’t pump it out
again!

Currently there is much clamour for water supplies to be
metered. The cost of fitting meters nationally would be
over £100 million with annual meter-reading and
maintenance costs of £10 million. Like the “national grid’,
therefore, this is not a ‘quick fix’ solution. The present
design of our sewerage system is dependent on a capious
flow of water to remain working freely. Economies of use
brought about by charges for the quantities used would
only benefit the drain clearance specialists!

Finally, we know that in this country, whether it is
necessary or not, all mains water is of drinkable quality.
Such is the water used by industry, agriculture. sports
grounds, parks and golf courses, as well as by our fire
brigades for extinguishing fires.

According to the Council for the Protection of Rural
England. in British households water is currently used in
the following proportions:

Miscellaneous, cooking, cleaning 34%
Flushing of WCs 32%
Baths and showers 17%
Washing machines 12%
Gardens 3%
Dishwashers 1%
Drinking 1%

Some food for thought!

Editor’s note: a very provocative article from one of our
regular contributors! I would be interested to publish
members’ views on any of the points raised — what should
be done to stop our High Street pond (amongst others!)
disappearing completely as the water companies suck
underground reserves dry? This is everybody’s problem!



