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CONSTITUTION

The Chelsea Society shall be regulated by the Rules contained in this Constitution.

These Rules shall come into force when the Society has adopted this constitution at a General
Meeting.

In these Rules the expression *‘existing’’ means existing before the Rules come into force.

OBJECTS

2. The Objects of the Society shall be to preserve and improve the amenities of Chelsea particularly —

(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

stimulating interest in the history, character and traditions of Chelsea;

encouraging good architecture, town planning and civic design, the planting and care of trees, and
the conservation and proper maintenance of open spaces;

seeking the abatement of nuisances;

making representations to the proper authorities on these subjects.

MEMBERSHIP

3. Subject to the provisions of Rule 7, membership of the Society shall be open to all who are interested in
furthering the Objects of the Society.
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THE COUNCIL

There shall be a Council of the Society which shall be constituted in accordance with these Rules.

The Society shall elect not more than twelve members of the Society to be members of the Council.

ge m;nbem of the Council so elected may co-opt not more than four other personsto bemembers of the
uncil.

The Officers to be appointed under Rule 5 shall also be members of the Council.

In the choice of persons for membership of the Council, regard shall be had, amongst other things,

to the importance of including persons known to have expert knowledge and experience of matters

relevant to Objects of the Society.

The Council shall be responsible for the day-to-day work of the Society, and shall have power to

take any action on behalf of the Society which the Council thinks fit to take for the purpose of

furthering the Objects of the Society and shall make and publish every year a Report of the

activities of the Society during the previous year.

The Council shall meet at least four times in each calendar year.

A member of the Council who is absent from two successive meetings of the Council without an

explanation which the Council approves shall cease to be a member of the Council.

Three of the elected members of the Council shall retire every second year, but may offer

themselves for re-election by the Society.

Retirement under the last-preceding paragraph shall be in rotation according to seniority of election.

Provided that the first nine members to retire after these Rules come into force shall be chosen by

agreement or, in default of agreement, by lot.

%p:ﬂ vacancies among the elected members may be filled as soon as practicable by election by the

iety.
One of the co-opted members shall retire every second year, but may be again co-opted.

OFFICERS

5. The Council shall appoint the following officers of the Society, namely—

(a)
(b)
(©)
(d)

6. (1)
2
.)
(2)
(3

a Chairman of the Council,

an Hon. Secretary or Joint Hon. Secretaries,

an Hon. Treasurer, and

persons to fill such other posts as may be established by the Council.

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENTS
The Council may appoint a member of the Society to be President of the Society foraterm of three
years, and may re-appoint him for a further term of three years.
The Council may appoint persons, who need not be members of the Society, to be Vice-Presidents.

SUBSCRIPTIONS
The Council shall prescribe the amount of the subscriptions to be paid by members of the Society
and the date on which they are due, and the period in respect of which they are payable.
Membership of the Society shall lapse if the member’s subscription is unpaid for six months afterit
is due, but may be restored by the Council.
Until otherwise prescribed under this Rule, the annual subscription and the amount payable for
life membership shall continue to be payable at the existing rates*.
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Members are invited to pay more than the prescribed minimum, if possible.
Members who pay annual subscriptions are requested to pay by banker's order, unless they are
unwilling to give banker’s orders. -

GENERAL MEETINGS
Inthese Rules ‘*General Meeting”’ means a meeting of the Society which all members of the Society
may attend.
The Council shall arrange at least one General Meeting every year, to be called the Annual General
Meeting, and may arrange as many other General Meetings, in these Rules referred to as Special
General Meetings, as the Council may think fit.
General Meetings shall take place at such times and places as the Council may arrange.
The President shall preside at any General Meeting at which heis present, and if he isnot present the
Chairman of the Council or some person nominated by the Chairman of the Council shall preside
as Acting President.
Any election to the Council shall be held at a General Meeting.
No person shall be eligible for the Council unless—
(i) he or she has been proposed and seconded by other members of the Society, and has
consented to serve, and
(ii) the names of the three persons concerned and the fact of the consent have reached the Hon.
Secretary in writing at least two weeks before the General Meeting.
If the Hon. Secretary duly receives more names for election than there are vacancies, he shall
prepare voting papers for use at the General Meeting, and those persons who receive most votes
shall be declared elected.
The agenda for the Annual General Meeting shall include—
(a) receiving the Annual Report; and
(b) receiving the Annual Accounts.
At the Annual General Meeting any member of the Society may comment on any matter
mentioned in the Report or Accounts, and may, after having given at least a week’s notice in
writing to the Hon. Secretary, raise any matter not mentioned in the report, if it is within the
Objects of the Society.
The President or Acting President may limit the duration of speeches.
During a speech on any question any member of the Society may move that the question be now
put, without making a speech, and any other member may second that motion, without makinga
speech, and if the motion is carried, the President or Acting President shall put the question
forthwith.
If any 20members of the Society apply to the Council in writing for a special Meeting of the Society,
the Council shall consider the application, and may make it a condition of granting it that the
expense should be defrayed by the applicants.

TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS
The existing Council shall continue to act for the Society until a Council is formed under Rule 4.
Within five months of the adoption of the constitution the existing council shall arrange an
Annual or a special General Meeting at which the first election to the Council shall be held.
The existing Officers of the Society shall continue to serve until Officers are appointed under Rule 5.

AMENDMENTS

These Rules may be amended by a two-thirds majority of the members present and voting at an
Annual or Special General Meeting, if a notice in writing of the proposed amendment has reached
the Hon. Secretary at least two weeks before the General Meeting. Provided that nothing herein
contained shall authorise any amendment the effect of which would be to cause the Society at any
time to cease to be a Charity in Law.

The Hon. Secretary shall send notices of any such amendment to the members of the Society before
the General Meeting.

WINDING-UP

11. Inthe event of the winding-up of the Society the available funds of the Society shall be transferred to such
one or more charitable institutions having objects reasonably similar to those herein before declared as shall
be chosen by the Council of the Society and approved by the Meeting of the Society at which the decision to
dissolve the Society is confirmed.

*The existing rate is £3 annually payable on the 1st January, or a lump sum of £30 for life membership. The
annual husband-and-wife rate is £5.
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The Annual General
Meeting

of the Chelsea Society
was held at The Chelsea College
(by kind permission of the Principal)
on Tuesday, 20th November, 1979 at 8.30 p.m.

The Rt. Hon. Lord Chalfont, P.C., O.B.E., M.C., President of the Society,

1)

2)

3)

4)

took the Chair.

The minutes of the Annual General Meeting, held on 14 November, 1978
were duly approved subject to the inclusion of the confirmation by
members present at that meeting of the changes to the constitution of the
Society, notice of which changes had previously been given to members
of the Society. The President then signed the Minutes.

The Hon. Treasurer then presented his Annual Report. Heexplained that
therehad been a small surplusin 1978 of £74, but this was only dueto £232
being received from the Jubilee Fund. He explained that inflation was
constantly with us and that the finances of the Society were not in a
healthystateand that almost inevitably there would haveto beanincrease
in subscriptions, but that this would not take effect until 1981. The
advertising in the Annual Report both for last year and for this year
would clearly have a beneficial effect. The Hon. Treasurer also explained
that because of the difficulties attendant upon a Life Membership
subscription in later years as inflation continued, it had been decided by
the Council of the Society that for the time being no further Life Members
would be recruited. The Hon. Treasurer then expressed his thanksto Ian
Frazer for his considerable assistance. The adoption of the report and
accounts was proposed and seconded by Col. Rubens and passed by the
meeting.

ThePresident of the Society then called upon the Chairman of the Society
to present his Annual Report. This was delivered in full to the meeting.

The President then addressed the meeting. He thanked the Chairman for
his report and expressed his pleasureat being invited to become President
of the Society. He referred to the many friends that he already had
amongst members of the Society and how he looked forward to making
new friends amongst the Membership. He commented on the vital role
played by the Society and how essential it was that the Society must be
prepared to resist the invasion of ugliness. He quoted the words of
Thucydides: ‘“The strong do what they are able, the weak do what they
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must’’. It was essential that the Society should be strong. The President
also referred to the words of Sir William Haley when a junior Leader
Writer had suggested that there must be two sides to every question. He
had said that ‘‘There are some things that are ugly and evil and cruel and
no amount of fine writing will make them good or kind or beautiful’’.
Likewise the Society must not hedge, but must side with what was right
for the community. The President then concluded by saying that his first
work on behalf of the Society had been in connection with the West Cross
Route, of which mention had been made in the Chairman’s Report, and
that now as President he hoped to play an active part in promoting the
vital work of the Society.

At this point the President declared the meeting open for discussion.

Mrs. Penny Pocock commented on therefusal of the G.L.C. to permit an
archaeological survey at the Kingsley School site after two years of
negotiations. This survey was in connection with the early history of the
Chelsea Porcelain manufactory. The Chairman suggested that
representations could be made to G.L.C. Councillor William Bell by
members.

Mr. Jonathan Wheeler proposed that in view of the considerable costs of
postage for all circulars to members some form of hand delivery system
using volunteers could be set up to bypass the postal system. The
Chairman suggested that those members who were prepared to assist
should raise their hands in order to see what nucleus of support there
might be. Following this, he proposed that those members who were
prepared to assist should give their names to the membership secretary
Miss Barbara Towle at the end of the meeting. Mrs. Margaret Haynes
thenraised the point that sheand her husband, the Hon. Treasurer, didin
fact do many hand deliveries, but there were particular problems such as
various households not having letterboxes or being inaccessible in blocks
of flats.

A member then raised the question of the passage of trains through
Chelsea which she understood from the leaflet of the prospective Liberal
Candidate for the Church Ward (Mrs. Jennifer Ware) were carrying
nuclear waste. The Chairman commented that he was not aware of this
particular problem in Chelsea, although of course many other Amenity
Societies had been faced with it and he referred to the Windscale Inquiry.
Admiral Bevan mentioned that he had been concerned with the
containers carrying nuclear products and he assured members that these
were built to withstand an impact into a concrete wall at 60 miles an hour,
followed by a fall and then immersion into water. He assured members
that none of the trains concerned would travel at anything like 60 m.p.h.
Mr. Conrad Jameson said that this was not a matter which we should
merely wish onto our neighbours. He was also concerned about the
sabotage aspect.

Lady Wynne-Jones then commented on the current proposals for the
Cardiothoracic Centre in Sidney Street and assured members that
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whatever had been stated by the hospital authorities, there was definitely
no sum of money available for the commencement of this work and inthe
circumstances no demolition of buildings should be allowed to take
place. She had been assured of this by a senior permanent official of the
D.H.S.S. and was awaiting confirmation of the lack of funds from the
Permanent Secretary, Sir Patrick Nairn. The hospital authorities were
threatening demolition very soon even though there was no prospect of
the building works commencing.

Conrad Jameson then commented on W.L.T.R. and said that at thistime
there was unanimity of view in seeking proper enforcement of the lorry
bans and the removal of juggernauts from Central London. However,
the fact must be faced that at any forthcoming enquiry, there would bea
divergence of opinion and W.L.T.R. would not be the vehicle to present
all these divergent views. Consequently the Society must realise that
although for the previous enquiry £10,000 had been raised, for the next
enquiry the sum of £40,000 would be needed. Mrs. Lesley Lewis
reiterated that we must be concerned with the current situation and seek
improvements immediately, but also said that it was quite disgraceful
that having previously raised the £10,000 thanks to the efforts largely of
Mr. Noel Blakiston (who was then Chairman) the Society should be faced
a few years later with fighting exactly the same battle on which a decision
had already been made. This could happen yet again when £100,000
would have to be raised.

Mrs. Mary Colemore expressed her concern regarding the Rectory
Garden and wondered if it would be possible that this could be preserved
in private use. The Rector of St. Luke’s, Prebendary Harold Loasby,
replied to this by announcing that the well-known firm of architects,
Messrs. Donald Insall and Partners, had been commissioned to
investigate the best method of preserving the Rectory and its garden and
the uses to which these could be put for the benefit of all parties. The
Chairman welcomed this news.

Councillor Neville Robinson referred to the many small neighbourhood
associations, there being 50 in his own Ward, and suggested that there
could be a form of corporate membership of the Society by these
Associations which in any event would allow for financial support to the
Society. He then congratulated the excellent letters of comment on
planning applications which flowed from Mrs. Eileen Harris the
Planning Secretary. (Chairman’s note: Mr. Mark Dorman, the Assistant
Planning Secretary is also very much concerned with this work.)

The President then concluded the meeting thanking the Chairman on
behalf of the members for the considerable and effective work that he did
on behalf of the Society. He also thanked the Mayor and Mayoress for
attending since he well knew of the heavy burdens imposed during their
year of office. The meeting was then concluded.

13



Chairman’s Report

1. Membership

Our membership at present is 847.

I am very pleased to welcome his Worship the Mayor, Councillor Walford
and the Mayoress, Mrs. Walford, to our meeting this evening. Every time I
open the local newspaper, which in my case is the Chelsea News, 1 see a picture
of the Mayor performing yet another function in the same friendly and
approachable manner. For the past two years we have in fact had to call upon
the services of the Mayor as our Vice President to act as our Chairman at the
Annual General Meeting of the Society, However, on this occasion, we can
give some respite to the Mayor since I am very pleased that Lord Chalfont is
with us for, hopefully, along reign as the President of our Society. When I first
approached Lord Chalfont I explained to him very carefully that this was
virtually an honorary position calling for his attendance at our Annual
General Meetings once a year. However, within weeks of his appointment
Lord Chalfont was plunged into the battle of the College of St. Mark and St.
John, initiating a mini-debate within the House of Lords, and ever since that
time has been fighting on behalf of the Society, and of Chelsea College, and of
Chelsea to ensure a favourable outcome to this particular struggle.
Concerning this more later, but in the meantime I have great pleasure in
welcoming Lord Chalfont as our new President and applauding his efforts.

2. Summer Meeting

So far we have been very lucky in the weather that has attended our Summer
Meetings. This year was no exception and we had a large attendance at the
meeting which was held in the garden of the Chelsea Rectory, thanks to
Prebendary Loasby. The previous year the Summer Meeting was held in newly
opened premises at the Chelsea Community Centre. Many of us were worried
that this year’s Summer Meeting was being held in premises that were about to
be closed. It was a superb summer evening, marred only by the passing of jet
planes which I particularly noticed since they interrupted my speech, and the
thought that this wonderful private garden, said to be the second largest in
London after Buckingham Palace, would be lost to us by the prospect of
imminent development.

At about this time, I wrote to the Leader of the Borough Council,
Councillor Nicholas Freeman, expressing the hope that the Borough might
intervene by purchasing the site and financing this purchase by limited
commercial development. This would preserve the Rectory Buildings and
make available for the benefit and pleasure of all the tree-lined sanctuary of
the Rectory Garden. I received a slightly equivocal letter in reply, but in my
discussions with Council Officers since that time I have the feeling that their
views and the views of the Society are not all that far apart. It would be totally
inappropriate for the Rectory Garden to be developed as an expensive private
housing ghetto which, without being too chauvinistic, would be unlikely to
attract potential members of the Chelsea Society. We think that it is quite
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impossible for the garden to co-exist with private housing, whereas a limited
commercial scheme around, say, the borders, or some of them, would enable
the garden to be safeguarded for the benefit of future generations.

At this summer meeting we had on display a Chelsea Society Stand which
also appeared at the St. Luke’s Fete on 23 June and the Chelsea Village Fair on
14 July. Most of the work in connection with the Stand was undertaken by
Penny Pocock and Joan Rubens, to whom the thanks of the Society are due.
We recruited some members as a result of the Stand at these different events,
but pitifully few. I must therefore say more about membership later in my
report.

3. Dove House Green

On 16 July a small ceremony was performed by the Mayor of the unveiling
of a plaque at Dove House Green. In case our members have not noticed this, I
would say that the plaque is situated on the Western flank of the old Registry
Buildings and reads as follows:—

To celebrate the Silver Jubilee of Elizabeth II 1952-1977
and the Golden Jubilee of the Chelsea Society 1927-1977
the Old Burial Ground given by Sir Hans Sloane in 1733
was laid out anew by the Chelsea Society in collaboration with
the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea.

Since that date I am glad to say that we have been awarded a commendation
from the Borough under the Borough Environmental Award Scheme. This
will mean that in due course there will be a further plaque manufactured by the
Chelsea Pottery to commend our efforts. At the time of the Mayor’sunveiling
ceremony, Dove House Green was in a particularly untidy state — an all-too-
frequent occurrence. Qur architect, David Le Lay designed the layout so that
there need only be minimum maintenance. Unfortunately, the Borough
seemed to have interpreted this as being maintenance free. To take a direct
quote from last year’'s Annual Report, ‘It really now is the responsibility of
the Borough, with whom we had admirable co-operation, to ensure that the
place is kept clean and tidy and free of cans lurking behind benches™’.

4. Financial matters
Views of the Hon. Treasurer

Our Honorary Treasurer has presented a particularly gloomy picture of the
Society’s finances. As far as [ am aware, these have never been particularly
healthy, but the march of inflation makes it increasingly difficult for all
Societies such as ours. We are delighted to have recruited so many life
members in the past, but the £10 they then paid is of course quite unrealistic in
terms of the present costs of running a Society. Although we can increase the
Life Membership Fee, I have a feeling that inflation will continue to outstrip
thereturn on the Life Membership Fund, which in any case is diminishing fast.
The Council of the Society has therefore decided not to recruit any further life
members for the time being.
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Adbvertising

Last year we sold advertising in the Annual Report for the first time. It is of
course the Annual Report that makes the greatest drain on our resources, as I
explained in the Circular that went out with the Notices for this Meeting. This
year we have been even more successful in selling advertising space and
perhaps advertising will contribute almost £1,000 for the cost of the Report.
This will be of the greatest assistance to us.

New Members

In the Circular I also referred to the recruitment of new members. I have
found not the slightest difficulty in recruiting new members to the Societyona
person by person basis. It really is not very difficult to persuade a neighbour or
a friend to join the Society. I would add that the joint husband and wife
membership of £5 is hardly a pressing financial burden and it is a very
economic proposition for the Society. It is so easy to throw away these
Circulars that come by every post, but I really would ask you to take the
trouble to recruit more members for our Society so that we can increase our
influence and mend our finances. It may indeed be necessary, asthe Honorary
Treasurer fears, that we have to increase the membership fees, but not if each
one of you is prepared to play a part for the Society.

5. Planning matters

This is one of the few years when there have been no major new planning
matters. I emphasise new because there are still many of the same important
matters which seem to plague us year by year.

Cardiothoracic Centre

Last year I commented on the new plans for the Cardiothoracic Centre
which had just been published. For the most part the Borough Council has a
pretty appalling and pusillanimous record in its dealings with the various
proposals that have been put forward for this new Centre. It has always taken
the attitude that it would have more influence if it sought changes by
persuasion rather than the threat of a public enquiry. So far this persuasion
has achieved no results. The previous totally monstrous scheme was dropped,
not because of any pressure that the Borough Council and its Planning
Committee exerted, but because the costs soared far above those that could be
allowed either by the D.H.S.S. or the Treasury. The current scheme does
allow for the retention of the fine buildings of the Chelsea Hospital for
Women in Dovehouse Street and Phase [, which covers the site opposite St.
Luke’s Church, has a roof line which only comes up to the roof line of the
Church. However, the Convent Garden is almost entirely lost and the scheme
itself seems to be designed without any regard to the neighbourhood and its
important position in Sydney Street in relation to the Church.

Although the Society regrets theloss of the small surviving terrace of houses
in Sydney Street, it was on other far more general grounds that we decided to
press the Minister for a Public Enquiry.
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Towards the end of October I chaired a meeting at which were present
representatives of the four local neighbourhood associations. I am glad to say
that we all agreed that a public enquiry should be called for even though each
association had slightly differing views as to the reason for such an enquiry.
This in part multiplicity of viewpoint is, I consider, a strength rather than a
weakness. It is perhaps the case that the Borough cannot adopt a neutral
stance, since it has been actively concerned in the sale of its properties
immediately adjoining to the Hospital Authorities. However, it may just be
that it will become aware of how little it has so far achieved and how much
more it could achieve by calling for a public enquiry.

Gaping Voids

Some of the other gaping voids in Chelsea are now being filled. In particular
the rebuilding along the North side of Tedworth Square and at the Pheasantry
site. Last year we welcomed the intervention of Pearce of Bristol and this year
indeed our Annual Report will contain an advertisement from this Company
explaining what they are about. In this next year the Society will undoubtedly
be concerned with any new schemes there may be for the very large Stowell’s
Site, particularly, I might add, as it is only 20 yards from your Chairman’s
house.

The Essoldo Site in the King’s Road

A matter which has caused particular concern to many members has been
the Licence for late-night viewing sought by the Classic Cinema chain for the
old Essoldo site. Since the first applications were made, we had been
concerned at the generation of traffic and noise that would ensue and had
commented on this to the Planning Officers. Since the Society opposed the
late-night licences the G.L.C. had to hold a public enquiry. At this enquiry,
held on 10 October, many groupsand individuals gave evidence or appeared as
objectors. The Society appeared as an objector to the late-night licence, but
not to the concept of the four cinemas proposed. I am glad to say that the
licence was refused, but the cinema can apply each year for a similar licence.

6. College of St. Mark and St. John

When this Annual Report is published you will see that it contains an article
by David Ingram, the principal of Chelsea College, and he is kind enough to
refer to the assistance given by the Chelsea Society to his efforts to acquire the
College of St. Mark and St. John for Chelsea College. Last year there was a
unanimous vote of approval by members present at the A.G.M. in support of
Chelsea College. Since that time the College had first of all to gain the support
of the Borough, which I am glad to say was given wholeheartedly, and then
seek the approval of the G.L.C. who are the owners of the site. The Society
assisted in the first place by helping to organise the collection of almost 2,000
letters of support from local residents and these were available for
presentation to the Secretary of State of the Department of the Environment.
Your Chairman played some part in this and on one occasion thisresultedina
small punch up, since the person whose support was being canvassed was
apparently a Tottenham supporter and thought that the campaign was to get
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rid of some unnamed old people’s home. There was in fact a clear failure of
communication which resulted in a visit to the Magistrate’s Court a few days
later, a substantial fine for the Tottenham supporter and compensation to
your Chairman which I regret has not yet been paid. In the rather more
elevated surroundings of the House of Lords your President initiated a short
debate regarding the future of the College and there was universal support
from all the speakers right across Party Lines. There next followed a public
enquiryinto the refusal of the Borough Planning Committee to give consent to
the Planning Applications of the other contenders for the site. I gave evidence
on behalf of the Society and there were indeed many other interested parties,
all of whom, apart from the appellants, supported Chelsea College. The
results of that enquiry and the decision of the Minister have not yet been made
known. Then followed continuous pressure on the G.L.C. whose Committee
seemed particularly reluctant to recognise the interests of Londoners in
general and Chelsea Residents in particular. However, following the Euro-
Elections, there was a complete turnaround and the G.L.C. Committee
universally approved the sale of a long lease to Chelsea College at an agreed
price. Since, as we understand it, there then followed an increased offer, this
approval was expressed to be subject to that of the Secretary of State. Whether
in the circumstances such approval is in fact necessary is something on which
there are conflicting legal opinions. However, the approval was felt to be a
mere formality to come swiftly from the Minister concerned. This has
certainly not proved to be the case and rumours reached usin the last month or
sothat the officialsin the Ministry were recommending that Planning Consent
should be given to all the parties concerned to be followed by a public auction.
It was at this stage that further representations were made to the Minister of
State who was dealing with the matter by, amongst others, your President on
behalf of the Society and by myself to the Prime Minister. You will perhaps
also have seen that Nicholas Scott last week raised a question in the House of
Commons, which I am afraid received arather negative reply, and indeed that
the Queen Mother, acting as Chancellor of London University, has written to
the Secretary of State expressing her own concern and supporting Chelsea
College. I must emphasise that this is not a case of spendthrift Government
Departments or spendthrift Universities, seeking large sums from the
taxpayer. At the moment thesiteis still costing the G.L.C. presumably at least
£10,000 a week, since that was the figure that they themselves gave at one
stage, and if the site were sold to Chelsea College this would represent a real
saving in their running costs and be financed by the sale of other properties
which would then becomesurplustotheir needs. lam sure that none of usneed
convincing of the importance of this, not only to Chelsea College but also to
Chelsea, and your Council will continue to do all that it can to assist Chelsea
Collegetoacquirethesite. After all, wehave a promise from the Principal that
we may hold our summer party there next year and I am sure the Principal
would not renege on this agreement.

7. Western Inner Relief Road

Again in the Annual Report Members will be able to see an article by Lesley
Lewis explaining something of the current proposals of the Western Inner

18



Relief Road and their background, particularly against the West Cross Route
against which the Society fought so successfully under my predecessor. Lesley
Lewis now operates as one of the Joint Organising Secretariesof W.L.T.R. As
many of youknow, W.L.T.R.isan Umbrella Organisation for many different
Amenity Groups who are all equally concerned about the current proposals
insofar as they are known. Another of the Organising Secretaries is Betty
Woolf, who is a member of the Council of the Chelsea Society. In the
circumstances it will come as no surprise that the Society strongly supports the
work being done by W.L.T.R. and at this stage its efforts are largely through
this Umbrella Group. However, on behalf of the Society I have written to the
Enquiry on Lorries, People and the Environment being held by Sir Arthur
Armitage and will doubtless in due course appear before it. I should add,
however, that though we are all concerned with the Western Inner Relief
Routeand in particular the magnet effect that thisislikely to have, drawing yet
moretrafficand yet more juggernauts to the Embankment, thisis verymuch a
long term matter. At the present time the Society and W.L.T.R. is concerned
that the existing bans should be properly policed and that juggernauts
generally should bebanned from Central London. You will perhaps recall that
inlast year’s Annual Report reference was made to the Borough District Plan.
I think that without exception all the forums who participated and tried to
influence this plan were totally unsatisfied as to the provisions of the
movement chapter. It seems to us that this is one of those occasions when the
Borough is apparently taking a line which is divorced from the interests of the
Residents. I would strongly suggest that all members should exert as much
influence as possible on the Borough through their local Councillors,
protesting at their failure to protect residents, particularly against the
juggernauts, which merely seem to use the Embankment and, indeed, eventhe
Kings Road, as a handy throughway from the Midlands to Central Europe.

8. Meetings

For some time your Council has been of the opinion that the Society should
do much more to encourage participation by the members and that it was not
sufficient merely to hold a Summer Meeting and the Annual General Meeting.
Wehave therefore decided to hold aseries of evening meetingsinthe New Year
and these will be on 20 February, 19 March and 16 April: talks given by
lecturers on aspects of Chelsea. I hope that full particulars will be sent out with
the Annual Report. Because of the costs involved in such meetings it will be
necessary to make a charge, but I hope that this will not deter members from
what I am quite sure will be most enjoyable occasions. The Council is very
much aware of the fact that within Central London there are many rival
entertainments, but we think that an Amenity Society such as ours should be
able to offer its membership the opportunity of meetings of thissort. Idohope
that we can look forward to considerable support from our members.

As a precursor of these meetings, a most enjoyable talk was given by Lady
Longford on 15 October. This was in connection with a new book on Chelsea
that is being published by Bamber Gascoigne by private subscription and to
which all Chelsea Society members have been invited to subscribe. The book
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itself will be a complete illustrated catalogue of prints of Chelsea from earliest
times until about 1860. We are very grateful to Lady Longford for her talk and
we wish Bamber Gascoigne all success in.this publishing venture.

9. Conclusion

I would conclude by saying that the Society does have financial worries at
the moment, although we are doing what we can to overcome them, and that
the membership is increasing, although not nearly as fast as it should do.
However it is in good heart and has a band of officers who work long and
effective hours on its behalf. Its Council is very much aware of the major
problems affecting Chelsea at this time and which will be with us for years to
come, and of course the host of minor matters which have to be attended to if
we are to achieve our main object, which is to ‘‘preserve and improve the
amenities of Chelsea’’.
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Joyce Grenfell in Chelsea
by Joyce Grenfell

Most of my long life has been lived in the Borough. I am a Chelsea
pensioner, with a small p. I don’t wear a handsome scarlet coat, but for
practically all of my youth and until six years after my marriage I lived within
sight of the Royal Hospital. During the 1914-18 war my family had a first-floor
corner flat, number 8, in Burton Court, Franklin’s Row. Then in 1919 we
moved over to the north side of Burton Court to number 28 St. Leonard’s
Terrace, one of the two five-storey houses of the earlier period; the ones with
front and back gardens. Panelling in the tiny vestibule at 28 was said to date
from the eighteenth century, although the studio it led into was a more recent
addition and had been built on to the house by a horse painter, whose four-
legged models came in through a gate at the end of the back-garden leading
from Woodfall Street. They were led uparampinto the studio. By the time we
arrived the stable door-end of the long room had gone, and so had the skylight.
A tall window, curtained in lipstick-red silk, with a matching cushioned
window-seat, made an attractive improvement to a room for living in.
Woodfall Street was then still in use as a mews, although most of the stables
had been turned into garages.

For some reason (a sense of defeat?) the strip of gravel at the back of 28,
overgrown with sooty privet, ground-elder and some non-flowering lilac
bushes, was not made into a garden. This was before the Clean Air Bill; Lots
Road power station gushed out plenty of visible pollution. The place was dirty
and uninviting, and we seldom played there. But the many children living in
Woodfall Street played — noisily — the other side of our garden wall, over
which with monotonous frequency bounced their rubber balls. It was usually
little boys who had to walk round, via Smith Street and then along the Terrace,
to ring our front door to ask for the return of their ball. Sometimes little girls
came to ask for a hoop or a battered doll that had somehow flown over the
dividing wall. My mother once answered the door-bell and found two
diminutive games-players standing on the door-step. The older of the two
jerked his thumb at the younger and said: ‘This yere bloke’s lost ’is borl’. The
bloke was at most four years old. It was a nuisance having to go out into the
sooty bushes to look for whatever had been lost and I am not sure that the
household always acceded to requests. I know I was often the one who had to
dothe unwanted searching job and I can’t say that I always did it entirely with
grace,

One of the blessings that that suspect word ‘progress’ has brought about —
anyway in London — is the disappearance of the very under-priviledged look.
When I was growing up, in the 1920’s, there werestill Dickensian conditions to
be found even in a modestly well-to-do neighbourhood like S.W.3. The big
money preferred Belgravia and South Kensington, and of course Mayfair.
Chelsea continued to be a ‘them-and-us’ society and children living less than
fifty yards from our house were sadly seen to be both ill-dressed and
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under-nourished. Thanks to St. Michael and other merciful levellers, thisisno
longer evident.

Just round the corner from St. Leonard’s Terrace two of the larger houses
in Smith Street, on the left going towards King’s Road, were hostels. ‘Beds for
Men’, it said on the brass-plate. On warm-weather evenings residents could be
seen, through opened un-curtained windows, lying on thin-looking iron
bedsteads. Further along Smith Street another, smaller, quieter house was a
Shelter for Fallen Girls. I don’t think it had a brass plate and if it had it would
not have put it quite as bluntly as that, but I knew it was a place I was not to ask
too many questions about. The gloomy beige rep half-curtains hid from my
nosey gaze the sight of anyone, fallen or upright. I don’t remember seeing
anyone go in or out of the little house. I always hurried by Beds for Men but
was less apprehensive about the Fallen Girls.

My parents were not well-off. There was often a faint criseat the beginning
of the month when bills came in, but they managed to employ a cook-general,
ahouse-parlour-maid and, tolook after my brother and me, there wasa much-
loved nanny. Every morning during the week tradesmen called at the
backdoor for orders. I remember aspecial friend from the village-like grocer’s
shop that stood, where there is now a furrier, between Smith Street and
Wellington Square. The shop smelt as such places should of bacon, spicesand
freshly-ground coffee. Orders were written in a little book and delivered
within an hour. The same service came from the butcher, greengrocer, and the
fishmonger, who also sent round big blocks of ice, to be housed in primitive
zinc-lined ice-boxes, to keep fresh the perishable foods. Milk came in great
highly polished brass churns mounted on a hand cart, and was ladled into
customers’ own jugs. There was seldom room to store them in the ice-box, so
the jugs, covered in dampened butter-muslin or course crochetted nets edged
with blue beads, stood in cool corners, often on the window-sill of the semi-
basement kitchen. In summer butter was seldom very firm.

Our newspapers and stamps came from alittle newsagent-cum-post office
in the middle of the block now occupied by Safeways. It was run by another
agreeable friend and his smiling wife. They reserved copies of Puck and
Rainbow for me, and when bills came to my parents they were headed Sidney
Smith, Lieut.

I described some of these things in a book of memories Joyce Grenfell
Requests the Pleasure, published in 1976, but I don’t think I wrote about the
taxi-rank and cabmen’s shelter that stood in Royal Hospital Road and could
be seen across the cricket ground, in Burton Court, directly opposite our
windows. I even remember its telephone number though I’'m not sure of the
exchange; I believeit was Sloane and the number was certainly 2525. Whenmy
mother, a lavish user of taxis, lifted the ear-piece and spoke the number into
the daffodil-shaped instrument, the girl at the exchange put her through at
once; and we could watch the cab-driver come out of the little dark green
shelter, shaped like aland-fast Noah’s Ark, getinto histaxiand hurryroundto
our front door. It seemed there was always a cab on the rank when we needed
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it. In the ’twenties, and well into the ’thirties too, there was also always a
policeman on hisbeat patrolling our area. We gotto know our guardians of the
peace and as a small child I was taught to greet them as friends and allies. I'was
comforted by their presence, particularly at week-ends when the pub in Smith
Street closed down, and sounds of song and unnerving expressions of
exuberance reached me up in my little bedroom on the fourth floor of
number 28.

Another amenity that worked splendidly was the postal service. There
were at least five deliveries a day, two before midday, three during the
afternoon and evening. The clang of the heavy metal door of the pillar-box (no
longer on the corner of the Terrace and Smith Street) rang out about 11 p.m.
and signalled the last collection of mail. A letter posted before 9 a.m. was
delivered in London the same evening. Stamps for a letter cost a penny;
postcards and unsealed envelopes went for Y2d. Telegrams werecheap. I think
we paid 1/6 (about 7%p) for twelve words and they arrived quickly after
dispatch.

Eccentrics have always been part of the Chelsea scene and as children we
were fascinated by the bizarre characters we came to know by sight, in
particular the pretty, but sad, lady in black with a chalk-white make-up and
flowing black draperies over her picture-hat. And there was the Jesus-man
with his long golden hair and unnaturally pink-and-white complexion. He
looked like a sentimental illustration in the New Testament; it was rumoured
that he was an artist’s model and posed for religious pictures. In those days
artists really did look like artists in books. We marked them down by their
wide-brimmed black felt hats and flowing ties. Some of them even wore
velveteen jackets.

We often saw Augustus John, not only in the King’s Road and down by
‘The Blue Cockatoo’ on the embankment, but also having his luncheon in
Queen’s Restaurant just off Sloane Square in Cliveden Place. Epstein and his
wife with her straight-cut black fringe, and Laura Knight in a feminine version
of the black felt hat were also familiar sights. Their fame added colour to our
lives, and at that time they seemed like giants.

While we were still living in Burton Court I went to a small dame school
kept by Miss Berman who was a very small dame indeed — at most five foot
tall. This was at No. 35 (or was it 367) St. Leonard’s Terrace, one of the later
houses at the Tedworth Square end of the Street. When we moved onto 281
went to another school, the Francis Holland in Graham Terrace, where 1
stayed until I was fourteen and went away to boarding-school.

As little children we had taken our picnic-tea into Ranelagh Gardens, the
eastern part of the Royal Hospital grounds, but after the move to St.
Leonard’s Terrace there was no longer time for such frivolities. It was in the
same grounds that the Chelsea Flower Show and the Theatrical Garden Party
were held; both wereimportant eventsinmy youthfulcalendar. Istillenjoythe
Flower Show but the Garden Party no longer exists.
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From my nursery window in the corner of our Burton Court flat we had a
perfect view of the crowds coming and going from these occasions. As well as
making an early visit to the Flower Show with my parents I often went again
with my nanny later in the week, on the last day when plants and cut flowers
were sold off cheaply. We staggered home with booty for our ‘garden’, a
three-foot-long twelve-inch deep balcony ledge outside the French window in
the nursery. But between the ages of ten and fourteen THE big day for me was
The Theatrical Garden Party. [had been stage struck since I'd first been taken
to a theatre, aged seven, to see a war-time revue at the Hippodrome.

My parents knew many people on the stage and my mother escorted me to
Ranelagh Gardens — me panting with anticipation — to spend my shillings
and sixpences, at stallsrun by her friends, in aid of the Actors Orphanage. The
great names of the era were Gladys Cooper, Fay Compton, Noé&l Coward,
Gerald du Maurier, Owen Nares, Ivor Novello, Gertrude Lawrence; and of
course Chelsea’s own Sybil Thorndike, Lewis Casson, Nicholas Hannen and
Athene Seyler. These stars presided over side-shows and took part in brief
entertainments in big marquees. One of the shows was called The Grand
Giggle, and with like-minded little friends, as steeped in star-worship as I was,
1 queued for ages to see my favourites. No teenager today, with a screaming
crush on a pop star, can have had half the delight I found in the silent
admiration I felt for actors and actresses seen ‘live’ in the bright sunshine.

When I married, in 1929, my husband’s grandmother and one of my
generous aunts jointly gave us the freehold of number 21 St. Leonard’s
Terrace as a wedding present. For the record it had four bedrooms, a double
drawing-room, study, dining-room and all the usual offices as well as little
gardens, back and front, and cost £3,500. All of it was on a small scale, but
perfect for us. After living there for a few happy years we let it, for economic
reasons, and moved to the country. Then came the war. Number 21 was
requisitioned, occupied by some Belgians, and fire-bombed. It deteriorated a
good deal and sadly we first let it on a long lease and finally sold it. But I have
never left Chelsea for very long. After the war we rented for ten years an
inconvenient and deafeningly noisy flat in the King’s Road, over Mr Kent’s
toy and sweet shop, opposite Habitat, then the Gaumont Cinema. In 1956 we
moved to Elm Park Gardens, where to this day we very much like living.

It is a waste of time to hanker for the past and I don’t. But it was a good
past, it did happen and I am very grateful to have known Chelsea when King’s
Road was an overgrown village street of character, with small shops — only
Ashby’s and Beaton’s remain — and not a blue jeans shop, supermarket or
men’s outfitters to be seen. Number Eleven buses actually came on time, and
often. Lowbeit spoken but I preferred Chelsea when it was onits own and not
linked to that other area further north. Butlinked or not it is the Borough that I
choose to live in, and St. Leonard’s Terrace is still one of the prettiest streets
not only in London but probably in the entire kingdom.
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West Cross Continued
by Lesley Lewis

Many members of the Chelsea Society will remember the years of
preparation for the Greater London Development Plan put forward by the
Greater London Council and examined in numerous sessions of a mammoth
Inquiry under the Layfield Panel in 1972. The Plan covered all the main
aspects of urban life, but what particularly concerned the Chelsea Society
were the road proposals. A system of motorway ringways was to provide for
orbital movement around London and the innermost one, Ringway 1 or the
Motorway Box, was to remove from Inner London traffic, particularly heavy
goods, which had destinations outsideand did not need to go through thearea.
Roughly, the Box had East/West motorways at Hampstead to the north and
Battersea to the south, with North/South links crossing the Thames at the
Docks and Chelsea Basin. These were the East Cross and West Cross Routes,
of which the latter concerned us. The completed scheme seemed admirable for
Chelsea. A new bridge would carry the traffic from aroad along the course of
the West London railway from Holland Park directly over the river to
connecting motorways, leaving the Earls Court corridor, one-way system and
the Embankment to revert to local roads carrying local traffic.

There was, however, a very serious flaw. The GLC proposed to build the
West Cross Route in two phases at intervals of some years, the new bridge only
being contemplated for Phase II. Meanwhile motorway links were to carry the
traffic from the end of the new road at Chelsea Basin to Wandsworth and
Battersea Bridges. The foreshoreat Whistler’s Reach was to be concreted over
to form a road divided by a narrow ‘‘landscaped’’ strip from west Cheyne
Walk, the houseboat colony removed, and a huge intersection built at
Battersea bridgehead, the bridgeitself being doubled in width. How the traffic
was to be accommodated when it reached the Latchmere crossroads never
seemed very clear. For an interim measure pending the building of a new
bridge Cheyne Walk was to be ruined forever by a motorway; and a huge
volume of new traffic, if it did not turn over Battersea Bridge, would be
attracted tothe wholelength of the Embankment. We were forced to conclude
that the GLC, after incurring the colossal expense of these so-called interim
works, hoped to avoid ever building the new bridge at all. The riverside would
be irremediably ruined and come to be accepted permanently as part of the
Motorway Box.

The Chelsea Society, with the support of Crosby Hall, the Houseboat
Owners and some others, proceeded to organise protest against theroad being
started without a new bridge in Phase 1. Our Borough Council adopted the
same view and prepared evidence to that effect for the Greater London
Development Plan Inquiry. Its powers, however, did not allow it to make
proposals for anything outsideits boundary, which ran down the middle of the
river, and the Chelsea Society took responsibility for a wider strategic
approach which would meet the traffic requirements without ruining the
riverside. The Society commissioned Stefan Tietz, a traffic consultant, and he
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produced a report showing how an adequate bridge of smaller capacity than
that visualised by the GLC could be built in the first phase and integrated with
the mainroad network at no greater cost than that of the two-phase scheme. It
must be emphasised here that the objection of the Borough Council, the
Chelsea Society and its supporters was never to the Ringway nor to the West
Cross Routeinitscompleted form, but onlytothestarting of thelatter without
a new bridge.

To pay for expert evidence and effective legal representation the Chelsea
Society had to raise over £10,000. Members and local organisations
contributed generously according to their means, but other sources had to be
tapped to raise so large a sum. We shall never quite know how the Chairman,
Noel Blakiston, did it because he never told us, but when the money was
needed it was there. We were able to have Derrick Bretherton of Linklaters
and Paines as our solicitor and to be represented at the Inquiry by George
Dobry QC, oneoftheleading figuresin planning matters. So far so good, buta
cloud appeared on the horizon. To attempt to relieve the acute traffic
problems of Earls Court (but ignoring those of Cheyne Walk and the
Embankment) the GLC applied for permission to build the West Cross Route
without a bridge as a local relief road in advance of the whole Ringway. It
seemed we might have to fight two inquiries at corresponding expense but in
the event we were able to give only formal evidence at the GLDP Inquiry and
concentrate all our resources on the West Cross Route Inquiry which would
result in a ministerial decision.

The Inquiry started at Fulham Town Hall on 28 March and ended on 23
June 1972. The proceedings covered not only the main issue of whether the
road should be built but all the matters of land acquisition, closure of
highways, costings, etc. which it would involve. Evidence was taken from
some forty associations and commercial concerns, about eighty individuals
appearing in person and many others sending in written representations. E.G.
Goldring and E.A. Sanders, for the Royal Borough, stressed the necessity for
a bridge, (Inspectors’ Report para. 3.242): ‘““The West Cross is put forward as
a bypass for north/south traffic. It cannot function properly unless it crosses
the river and in fact the GLC provide for this but in a tortuous and damaging
way’’ %ei.e. over Battersea Bridge }2. The Joint Committee of the Society for
the Protection of Ancient Buildings, the Georgian Group, Victorian Society
and Civic Trust was represented by Leslie Ginsberg, who criticised the GLC’s
trafficsurveys asinadequate, also stressed theneed foranew bridge and added
(para. 3.511) *“The effect of increased traffic volumes and lorry traffic on the
Embankment with the adjacent areas of Cheyne Walk would be
unacceptable. These are areas of especial historic and architectural interest
and part of a Conservation Area. The Development Plan called for a high
standard for the areas bordering the Thames (Section 11) and exhorted
London Borough Councils to give special attention to the operation of better
public access with new and improved river walks and an insistence on high
quality for all riverside design and landscaping. The Thames is the largest and
most important open space in London and must be protected’’.

Expected line of proposed Western Relief Road (opposite).
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The Chelsea Society’s evidence (paras. 3.63, etc. in Inspector’s Report)
took four days and the witnesses, in order of appearance, were: S.B. Tietz,
traffic scheme and analysis; Lesley Lewis, architectural survey; Lord
Conesford, criticising the GLC’s scheme which he had already castigated as
““insane’’ in the House of Lords; Marcus Worsley MP, F.R. Baden-Powell,
Noel Blakiston, N.J. Grantham, objection on environmental grounds; H.T.
Cadbury-Brown, effect on the Worlds End development of which he was the
architect. On 16 June George Dobry delivered his closing speech. In the words
of Noel Blakiston (Chelsea Society Report 1972): “‘For nearly four hours he
laid about him. It was a treat.”’

InMay 1973 the Secretary of State for the Environment communicated his
refusal of planning consent for the road. According to the Press Release:*‘On
the evidence before him heis not convinced that a strong enough case has been
made for the proposals solely as a local relief road unsupported by a purpose-
built river crossing.’’ Main points were summarised in an Annex to the official
Letter of Decision and para. 2.75 emphasised the unique quality of the
riverside as demonstrated by the Chelsea Society and Joint Committee: **If it
were accepted that the interests of traffic should be paramount here and that
the particular proposals for traffic were the best that could be evolved the fact
that some aspects of existing conditions would be improved might be
welcomed: but this is not the view we take. The Embankment generally and
this section in particular have a special importance and potential as an
amenity. The present proposals do not sufficiently recognise this, but
emphasise the traffic importance ina way which is likely to be irreversible. The
nature of the changes would restrict the possibility of different criteria
prevailing in the future.”

It might have been expected that the words emphasised above would at
least have been taken notice of by our own Borough, which had done so much
toinfluence the result of the Inquiry. This was apparently not the case and the
ink was hardly dry on the Secretary of State’s decision before our officers and
those of Hammersmith and Wandsworth were joining the GLC in a West
London Study Group. Their report recommended the building of alocal relief
road, without a bridge, on almost exactly the same line as the West Cross
Route though on a smaller scale. Meanwhile the newly elected Labour
majority at the GLC had thrown out the whole Ringway system, which had
remained the ultimate justification for the West Cross Route (with a bridge),
even though this had been rejected as a local relief road without one. No new
trafficanalysis of any depth seemstohave been undertaken tolend support for
the findings of the West London Study and upset those of the Inquiry. Thereis
however no recognised analogy between contempt of court (with its
consequences) and the flouting of Public Inquiry verdicts!

On 14 July 1978 the Chelsea News carried a front page Press Release on a
Relief Road proposed, though not yet formally announced, by the GLC’s
Central Area Planning Committee chaired by H.H. Sandford. It was,
however, sufficiently indicated that this was still the same West Cross Route
which, although on a smaller scale, constituted exactly the same threat to the
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Chelsea riverside and seemed no more capable of giving long-term relief to
Earls Court. The Leader of the Borough Council, Nicholas Freeman, the
Chairman of the Works Committee, Gerald Gordon and, strangest of all,
William Bell, GLC member for Chelsea and Chairman of the GLC Historic
Buildings Board, were reported as welcoming the scheme. Those of us who
knew the past history of the West Cross Route Public Inquiry and the part the
Borough Council had played in it rubbed our eyes in astonishment. Some
Councillors seemed never to have heard of the Inquiry’sresult while those who
had, and the officers concerned, must have forgotten. Difficulty in re-
assembling the records of it, in our Town Hall, at County Hall, and at the
Department of the Environment supported the impression that these papers
had not recently been consulted.

In 1972 the Chelsea Society took the lead in protesting, but this time it is
happy to find itself in partnership with associations covering the length of the
Embankment and Cheyne Walk. Conrad Jameson, of 92 Cheyne Walk, set up
a Chelsea Riverside Action Group (CRAG) which performed invaluable
service in publicising the issue through leaflets, public meetings, a television
programme and press coverage. The Cheyne Walk Residents’ Association
and its Secretary Dr. May Maguire, were very quick off the mark in spreading
information, obtaining a sketch-map from the GLC, alerting Nicholas Scott
MP and arranging a deputation to H.H. Sandford at County Hall. Those of us
who attended it received very strongly the impression that the Central Area
Planning Committee, although purporting to plan a relief road for Earls
Court, was primarily interested in a new road to carry more commercial
traffic. The concern of other elements in the GLC for amenity, conservation
of historic buildings, the interests of tourism, recreational developments, etc.
seemed to play no part in their thinking. At the western end of the
embankment Ashburnham Community Association, represented by Betty
Woolf, took issue in the interests of their area of benefit, which includes the
embankment and the General Improvement Area. They gathered together
other associations affected by the proposed road, some from the other side of
the river, from Earls Court and West Kensington, among whom Jennifer
Wareisrepresentative, came to meetings and joined in discussions. Asaresult
West London Traffic Reform (Ashburnham Community Centre, Upcerne
Road, SW10) was formed as an umbrella group, of associations rather than
individual members, to keep the various bodies in touch with each otherand to
combine in joint action whenever possible.

At the time of going to press the constituent bodies forming WLTR were:
Ashburnham Community Assn., The Battersea Society, The Boltons Assn.,
Chelsea Reach Ltd., Chelsea Riverside Action Group, The Chelsea Society,
Chelsea Yacht and Boat Co., 1-20 Cheyne Walk, Cheyne Walk Residents’
Assn., Cornhill Mansions Residents’ Assn., Earls Court Amenities Group,
Earls Court Square Residents’ Assn., Edith Grove Residents’ Assn., Friends
of Chelsea, Gunter Grove Residents’ Assn., Ifield/Finborough Residents’
Assn., Kensington Traffic Committee, Kensington and Chelsea Residents’
Assn., Longridge Road Residents’ Assn., Lots Neighbourhood Council, The
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National Union of Railwaymen (Earls Court Branch), Nevill Court
Residents’ Assn., Philbeach Residents’ Assn., Redcliff ATAC, ““Response’’,
Russell Road Residents’ Assn., ‘‘Save.London Alliance’’, The Ten Acres
Assn., The Wandsworth Society, West Kensington Environment Campaign,
Worlds End Housing Co-operative, Worlds End Tenants Assn. Each
organisation has its own committee and officers and plans its own activities.
WLTR keeps in touch with them through three co-ordinators, Michael Bach,
Betty Woolf and Lesley Lewis, while Councillor Timothy Boulton of South
Stanley Ward chairs its meetings.

Inevitably there are many different opinions about the proposed relief
road. To Chelsea the architectural and amenity values of the riverside are
again being threatened. Many in Earls Court see it as the answer to their
apalling traffic congestion. Some people are opposed to all urban motorways
and to any increase in road capacity as attracting more traffic. Yet much has
emerged from our discussions on which we are all agreed. Whether or not we
favour the road, the GLC has given as a conservative estimate that it could not
be built inunderten years. Weall know thisistoo long to wait since Earls Court
as a community is being battered to pieces; the traffic, and particularly the
juggernauts ever increasing in size and number, make residence along Cheyne
Walk and the Embankment ever less tolerable and the priceless buildings,
nearly all of them listed, will become ever more difficult to maintain. Thereis
growing anxiety as to the effect of petrol fumes on health, particularly that of
children. The constituent members of West London Traffic Reform have
therefore for the time being put behind them consideration of theroad and are
doing all in their power to urge the authorities to institute traffic controls and
to enforce those which already exist. They have pressed the GLCto undertake
a proper origin-and-destination study to assess the need of all this traffic to be
on the one-way system of Earls Court or on the Embankment. Spot-checks
suggest that for many it is neither the nearest nor most convenient way. Keith
Buchan from Campaign Against Lorry Menace (CALM) and Harley Sherlock
of London Amenity and Transport Association (LATA) were among the
speakers who addressed a public meeting in Kensington Small Town Hall on
26 February. From 10 to 16 June WLTR took part in a Londonwide anti-
traffic week, demonstrated in a civilised but resolute way, and carried an anti-
juggernaut petition to County Hall (with many others from all over London),
presenting one too to Nicholas Scott at the House of Commons.

Thisis the Chelsea Society’s Annual Report and in view of our former role
in West Cross affairs members will want to know how we stand now. The
situation is still fluid because the GLC has not yet formally proposed theroad,
although the building of it ‘‘preferably with a new river crossing’’ is in our
Borough District Plan. (Movement 5.10). I have retired from the Society’s
Council and my excuse for writing this article is my deep involvement as an
Hon. Secretary and as a witness in the 1972 Inquiry. I can speak only from
personal views and cannot forecast what linethe Society will feelit right to take
in the future. It would be comforting to know that we only need stonewall as
before for a new road down the West London Railway line and over the river
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by a new bridge, thereby relieving West Kensington and the riverside of
north/south traffic which has no business in our area. Unfortunately it is not
as easy as that. The GLC’s decision to abandon the proposed ringways has
removed the strategic network within which local roads could be rationally
organised. It seems probable that most of the preparation for new motorways
has disappeared, that houses kept empty for demolition or road-widening are
now reoccupied, that new development has been permitted where the roads
would have gone. The opportunity offered by the traffic proposals of the
Greater London Development Plan has been lost for the foreseeable future,
perhaps for ever. Proposed work on roads is piecemeal, taking traffic from
one place and dumping it in another, attracting new traffic into an area
without giving it a proper exit as, for instance, pouring it over Battersea Bridge
and along Battersea Bridge Road, to end up at the Latchmere public house.
Thisisno good at all and it does seem to me now that the best function of public
participation is to press and press, and press again, for analysis of traffic, its
purpose and destination, for reduction in the size and weights of commercial
vehicles, for night-bans, speed-bans, checks on safe loading and for
recognition that most streets are for living in rather than for travelling along.
Control and management will increasingly be needed whatever the future
holds in the building of new roads, and in applying them the authorities can
learn a great deal more than they know at present about what new roads to
build.

UNIVERSAL AUNTS

The people who can help you in a thousand and one
ways, whether at home, in the office, or your sojourn
abroad.

Get you a furnished flat or house. An office and a
secretary.

Care for your children in your absence, or see them
safely on their journeys for school holidays.

Haveyoursoft furnishings madetoorderin your own
materials, or a choice of fabrics from foremost
ranges at discount terms.

Tapestries — your own stretched and made up.

36 WALPOLE STREET, LONDON, SW3
Tel: 01-7309834 Telex: 8813512
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The Edwardian Buildings of Chelsea
by Charlotte Gere

The recent appearance of a book of photographs of Chelsea covering the
last 120 years (John Bignell, Chelsea seen from 1860-1980) has tended to
confirm the widely held view that we live inaneighteenth and early nineteenth-
century village, full of quaint corners and still supporting a population of
licensed eccentrics, but now much marred by later building developments
which, from the mid-nineteenth century onwards have gradually displaced
and spoilt the village character. Like all good villages, Chelsea can boast one
or two fine buildings, some unaltered early urbanism, plenty of trees and
lovingly tended gardens, and a good-intentioned and vociferous lobby of
residents ready and willing to protest at the further despoilation of their
chosen corner of the world. The crucial question must be asked — how fardo
their sympathies extend? We have seen that it is possible to preserve the not
very distinguished fagade of the old Pheasantry Clubin the face of plans which
must have represented the business-like solution to the problem of that
particular site. But this Pyrrhic victory can hardly compensate for the loss of
C.R. Ashbee’s own studio house, the ‘Magpie and Stump’ in Cheyne Walk (a
half-hearted attempt to incorporate some of Ashbee’s more characteristic
design ideas into the stolidly conventional shell of the old Stanley Arms can
hardly be said to represent an adequate substitute), and it must be assumed
that the failure to save this building was the result of too few people being
interested in the work of this important artist of the turn of the century.

As early as 1972 — and this was none too soon — Marc Girouard was
already lamenting the philistinism which allowed so much of the work of E.W.
Godwin to be lost in Tite Street, ironically leaving intact buildings by his less
distinguished successors like R.W. Edis, Frederick Beeston and F.S. Waller.
Only the Tower House (1885), though somewhat altered, remains to show
what we have lost. These acts of vandalism in Chelsea mostly took placeata
time when the difference between a late nineteenth-century house and an
eyesore was not widely appreciated. Now there is a growing band of admirers
of this eraand of the period from the turn of the century until the outbreak of
the First War (curiously, the best work of the "twenties and ’thirties has never
lacked defendants, and has not therefore been in such danger of ignorant
destruction), and Chelsea is rich in examples of the work of many leading
architects of the day.

Patronage of the moredaringand unconventionalarchitects had becomea
noticeable tradition in Chelsea by the end of the century, having started
promisingly in the ’sixties and ’seventies with the employment of G.E. Street
in Cadogan Square — his fine corner house (no. 4) repays careful study — and
of Richard Norman Shaw both in Cadogan Square and in Cheyne Walk.
Philip Webb, the architect of William Morris’s ‘Red House’ at Bexley Heath,
was building West House in Glebe Place for Rossetti’s friend and patron, the
artist G.P. Boyce, in 1869. It is now somewhat defaced by alterations to the

32



38, 39 Cheyne Walk. C.R. Ashbee, architect. See page 45.
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12,14 Hans Road. C.F.A. Voysey,
D% architect. 63, 64 Sloane Street. Fairfax
Wade, architect. See pages 42, 44.
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The former Library, Manresa Road. J.M. Brydon,
architect. See page 42.

Mallord House, Mallord Street. Ralph Knott, architect.
See page 41.

i




architect. See page 44.

25 Cadogan Gardens. A.H. Mackmurdo,
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Garden Corner, Chelsea
Embankment Gardens.
Details of the decorations
by C.F.A. Voysey for the
house originally designed
by I’Anson. See page 45.
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The Michelin Building. F. Espinasse, architect. See page 38.

38



The Duke of York’s Headquarters (or:gmal(y the Roya! M:!:rary Asylum for

the Children of Soldiers of the Regular Army). Architect, John Saunders,

1801-1803. (Photograph by courtesy of Donald W. Insall and Associaies,
architects. )

A detail of the dilapidated brick- and stonework. See page 51.
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facade and confusing additions to the porch, and is not a particularly
interesting example of Webb’s work, but it is worth studying for the way in
which he articulates the deeply indented frontage on the street. Even some of
the Board Schools which were put up to fulfil the requirements of the 1870
Education Act are interesting essays in the Robson and Stevenson manner.
The school beside Boyce’s house was designed by this successful partnership,
and Boyce records in his diary that he went to call on them to discuss the
proposed plan. He seems to have been disarmed by being shown one of his own
drawings hanging in the office, which was kept there expressly to demonstrate
to intending patrons the beauty of brick and stone combined as building
materials.

Sir John Betjeman, in a recent review of the book of photographs
mentioned above (Books and Bookmen, April 1979), has pointed out that,
with few obvious exceptions (i.e. Wren’s Royal Hospital, the marvellously
self-confident St. Luke’s Church in Sydney Street and J.D. Sedding’s
intricately ornate Holy Trinity, Sloane Street), Chelsea does not abound in
great architecture. Few villages do, though one might perhaps enter a plea for
Leoni’s beautiful ‘Argyll House’ and Norman Shaw’s ‘Swan House’ as being,
ifnot ‘great’, at least ‘fine’. Few good Victorian buildings arenow indanger of
slipping through the planning net; even the area so felicitously described by
Betjeman as ‘Hanseatic Hans Town’ will find advocates to oppose any drastic
redevelopment, as will the exuberant liver-coloured terraces of ‘Pont Street
Dutch’. Itisrather the Arts and Crafts architects, with their more understated
vocabulary, that may need some words of explanation to ensure that their
importance is recognised and their Chelsea buildings preserved. It must
remain a matter of considerable mystery why the most complete monument to
the Arts and Crafts Movement, Holy Trinity, Sloane Street (incidentally, the
subject of one of Betjeman’s most evocative poems) should ever have been
threatened with demolition.

The roll-call of successful architects who worked in Chelsea is satisfyingly
long: no. 226 King’s Road, for example, is by Sir Reginald Blomfield. Who, of
the crowds of people who pass it each day, sparesit a glance? Yet though not a
very exciting building, it is not entirely without a certain solid dignity, and the
echoes of the French eighteenth century are delicately handled. Blomfield was
probably more important to his contemporaries as a theorist and writer. His
books on architecture were widely influential in opening people’s eyes to the
interest, and potential material for revival, of a simple and monumental
classicism, exemplified in the case of the National Westminster Bank building
in the King’s Road by the bold rustication of the arched windows. Halsey
Ricardo, whose patronage by the Debenham family resulted in a house in
Addison Road which is widely known and written about, in Chelsea is
represented by amore modest, but not uninteresting studio house, no. 1170ld
Church Street, built for C. Maresco Pearce, the artist. Close by, on the corner
of Mallord Street, is Ralph Knott’s somewhat forbidding ‘Mallord House’, in
dark red brick with small, private windows, which Henry Russell Hitchcock
might have been tempted to include in his wittily descriptive category of
buildings ‘defensible only in the military sense’.
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In Sloane Street two eccentric houses, nos. 63 and 64, must often have
caught the eye of the passer-by, rivetting his attention by the originality of the
ornamental detail, with the marvellously intricate upper windows leaded ina
pattern inspired by a spider’s web. These were designed by the little-known
architect, Fairfax Wade, who stands out among his contemporaries for his
comprehension of the fundamental difference between the problems
encountered when designing for an urban environment and for an open
country site. His Sloane Street houses were tackled from a radically different
standpoint than his work on Northforeland Lodge in Hampshire, whichisan
enlarged and glorified cottage in the vernacular style.

It is not necessary here to remind the reader of the existence of one of
London’s rare Belle Epoque buildings, the Michelin Building in the Fulham
Road, designed in France by Frangois Espinasse, an engineer who had joined
the Michelin company in 1906, to match the style of the Company’s French
buildings. The ornamental tiles were also made in France by Gilardoni Fils et
Cie., and the work was completed in 1911. Although Julian Barnard has
compared this building with the tile-decorated printing works designed in
Bristol by W.J. Neatby (an architect probably better known to members of the
Chelsea Society for his tiled decorations in Harrod’s Food Halls), it stands
outside the mainstream of English architectural building at this period.
Comparison with Voysey’s ‘Sanderson’ building in Chiswick is perhaps more
relevant. The two buildings, the one so ornate and the other so plain, point up
the fundamental differences between French and English architectural
thinking at this period. The Michelin Building was at one time embellished
with arepresentation of the famous M. Bibendum, the tyre-man himself, who
was allegedly the inspiration of M. Edouard Michelin, an artist mangqué, in his
youth the pupil of the famous academic painter, W.A. Bouguereau. The
contrast between M. Bibendum with his ‘pneumatic bliss’ and one of
Bouguereau’s notorious Venuses is almost too preposterous to contemplate!

Although the period of his residence takes him beyond the scope of this
article, it should not be forgotten that C.R. Mackintosh, now generally
accepted as one of the outstanding architects active at the turn of the century,
settled in Chelsea with his wife, the hardly less distinguished Margaret
Macdonald, in 1915. They lived in adjacent studiosatno. 43a Glebe Place, ina
building then, as now, known as Hans Studios; just up the road, at no. 48
Glebe Place, can be discerned the few remaining traces of the studio-house
which Mackintosh designed for Harold Squire in 1920. His other plans for
buildings in Chelsea, all unexecuted, included two more studio-houses and a
theatre for the experimental actress and dancer, Margaret Morris.

By taking a wide view of the extent of the Edwardian period it is possible to
include in this brief survey a look at the work of J.M. Brydon, whose best
building in Chelsea is surely the purpose-built Library in Manresa Road,
which has lamentably been handed over to the Polytechnic (also the work of
Brydon), whose students may be less appreciative of its excellent design than
the old residents of Chelsea. The Library was designed in 1900-1, but Brydon
had already made an important contribution to the appearance of Chelsea by
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winning, in 1885, the competition for an extension to the back of the old St.
Luke’s Vestry Hall in the King’s Road. Although in many ways a fine and
eccentric essay in English Baroque, somewhat in the manner of Hawksmoor,
this building suffers from having a purposeless centre. While one can admire
the ornamentation; be astonished by the variety of the detailing and the
inventiveness of the curious rustication; and marvel at the sharpness of the
stonemason’s work, Brydon’s building is marred by having had to be tacked
on the existing Vestry Hall. When the old Vestry Hall was pulled down along
with the old Public Baths (replaced by a firm of engineers in what seems to be
almost a parody of Brydon’s style), Leonard Stokes was faced with a similar
problem when he was asked in 1904 toextend Brydon’s Vestry Hall as far asthe
King’s Road, to provide the recently (1899) constituted Metropolitan
Borough of Chelsea with a Town Hall.

Sir John Betjeman much admires Chelsea Town Hall (as witness the book
review cited above), an opinion shared by some peoplerecently discussingit on
a 'bus in the King’s Road. It would be foolhardy to disagree with one of our
most distinguished architectural historians — one, moreover, who has done
somuch to open the eyes of the public tQ the beauties of the architecture of the
post-Georgian period — but it may be felt that an ornate projecting clock
hardly compensates for the unresolved middle in this design. Stokes” Town
Hall could be regarded with temperate admiration were there not an
unfortunate comparison to be made with Deptford’s Town Hall, an wholly
original masterpiece of almost exactly the same date. Much in the same genre,
using the same Edwardian Baroque style, but infinitely more self-confident
and daring in conception and execution, Lanchester and Rickards’ Town Hall
at Deptford would have distinguished the King’s Road as Chelsea deserves.

By the time Brydon was designing the Library and the Polytecnic (1901-5),
he was already past the peak of his career. Nurtured in the offices of Eden
Nesfield and Richard Norman Shaw, with both of whom he worked when he
came to London from his native Glasgow, he was imbued with the post-Pugin
historicism which characterises the work of his two masters. His immediate
successors were to seek solutions to the problem of style which deliberately
rejected the use of historical precedent, and the reasons why they felt
compelled to do this are nowhere more convincingly demonstrated than by the
crazily eclectic facade of no. 7Embankment Gardens. Whileitis basicallyina
heavy neo-Greek style, the architect seems to have taken leave of his senses
when inventing the ornament of the street frontage. The neo-Greek porch,
with its heavy anthemion cornerstones jutting upwards, is almost lost in ariot
of Grinling Gibbons swags and masks which in their turn are dominated by a
band of the circular Japanese ‘family badges’ which Nesfield called ‘pies’.
Clearly a tabula rasa was the only solution to this degree of confusion, and
Chelsea is fortunate in having within its boundaries a bold experiment in this
paring-down process, designed by an original and inventive architect for an
original and demanding client. No. 25 Cadogan Gardens was builtin 1899 for
Mortimer Menpes, theartist, by A.H. Mackmurdo. (Menpes may consciously
have been emulating his master and idol, Whistler, whose own patronage of
Godwin had resulted in the startlingly original White House in Tite Street,
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now lamentably lost to us.) Although there are echoes of Shavian ‘Queen
Anne’ in the three oriel windows of the studio, the refinement in detail in the
shaped upper panes and the exaggerated elongation of these oriels, which are
enabled to continue into the upper storey by the interposition of solid black
and white panels, show the distance which Mackmurdo had travelled beyond
Shaw’s more conventional proportions and over-elaborate ornament.

Menpes is best known for his pictures of Japan, and the interior of his
house was to be in the Japanese style. His Japonaiserie, running riot over the
principal rooms, is a far cry from the rush matting and sparse furniture
installed by E.W. Godwin in the house that he shared with Ellen Terry; more
elaborate, even, than the interiors designed by Thomas Jekyll for F.R.
Leyland. The decorative features and furnishings took no less than two years
to complete, being made in Japan under the anxious supervision of Menpes
himself. After all this great effort, he was to occupy the house for only a
decade. In 1909 the whole place was sold up with the interior decoration intact,
and a record of this exotic scheme is preserved in the illustrated sale catalogue
of whichacopyisinthe Chelsea Reference Library. Thedescriptioninaleaflet
of the same date of no. 25 Cadogan Gardens as ‘the most wonderful house in
the world’, is something of an exaggeration; the refinements of ornament on
the exterior certainly repay the detour.

The other example of Mackmurdo’s work that can be seen in Chelsea
forms the third of a trio of houses, all built for the same client, Archibald
Grove, in Hans Road, two of which were designed by C.F.A. Voysey.
Mackmurdo accepted the commission only after Voysey had fallen out with
his client, and it is not a particularly distinguished example of his work. But
even heresome of the details show him at his inventive best, notably thestrong
central composition of the porch and the bowed window above. Voysey’s
houses, on the other hand, are early works, designed in 1892, and are fine
examples of his style which show him using uncharacteristic materials with
considerable success. These two houses in red brick, dressed with stone,
sparsely but effectively decorated with curvilinear ornament, are compactly
fitted into the vertical space dictated by an urban terrace site. Like Webb, and
his own contemporary Ashbee, Voysey has solved the problem of avoiding
specific historical precedents by studying the vernacular architecture of
Southern England and adapting traditional forms to his own use. The chief
defect of the vernacular style for architect-designed buildings is that, since it is
essentially modest in scale and function it does not adapt well either to a more
grandiose scale or to an urban environment. The use of the vernacular simply
spreads the design horizontally ina thoroughly unwieldy manner. In Voysey’s
case this was deliberate since he was obsessed with horizontal exaggeration as
many of his country house designs demonstrate; whereas in an urban
environment the necessity for economy in the use of ground-space spreads the
design vertically but no less satisfactorily.

At no. 25 Cadogan Gardens, where the site by London standards was
spacious, Mackmurdo solved the problem by exaggerating the vertical thrust;
but Voysey’s interesting use of carefully juxtaposed but unsymmetrical
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fenestration across the two facades in Hans Road would be equally successful
if the houses were sliced horizontally and made into a long low building only
two stories high. This is not a mistake that any neo-classically inclined urban
architect would have made, and it makes inevitable the return to eighteenth-
century urban proportions exemplified in Chelsea by the handsome houses in
the Vale which date from the years immediately before the First World War.

The same criticism of the misuse of style could be levelled at Ashbee’s two
groups of houses in Cheyne Walk, now sadly reduced to two of the houses that
occupied nos. 37-39: his own house (no. 37) and the whole of the group
encompassing nos. 71-75 having gone, the latter during the war.

However much these experiments by Voysey and Ashbee (whom Lutyens
oncereferred to asan ‘artist and furniture freakist”) might seem fatally flawed
in their solutions to urban building problems, such wholesale destruction of
Ashbee’s work must be a matter for regret. Voysey is more fortunate; nos. 14
and 16 Hans Road are well cared for and unaltered in any significant respect,
while another interesting example of his work is even now in the process of
being rescued from the decay into which it had been allowed to fall.

With considerable — even foolhardy — courage, an architectural
partnership has bought and is about to restore and use, no. 13 Embankment
Gardens. Known as ‘Garden Corner’ from its enviable position overlooking
the Physic Garden, this house was built in the ‘seventies by I’anson, in a bold
but conventional classical style. The original appearance can be judged froma
lithographicillustration to The Builder of 1878, which shows that the shell still
remains largely unaltered. In 1907 the entire house was refurbished by Voysey
for the owner, E.J. Horniman, Liberal M.P. for Chelsea from 1906-10.
Horniman, in employing a forward-looking and original architect for his
project was following in the footsteps of his father, the eccentric F.J.
Horniman, also an M.P., and the founder of the Horniman Museum which
was designed by C. Harrison Townsend to house his ethnographic collections.

Voysey was faced with a formidable task, and one to which his talents were
in many ways not entirely suited. Throughout the house he engages in a titanic
struggle with the recalcitrant personality of I’anson. The fundamental
difference in approach between the two men was largely a matter of
proportion. In some of the rooms Voysey has simply failed to dominate the
innate Victorianism of the original house; then in rooms where his
idiosyncratic manner could least expect to come off he is triumphantly
successful. His changes to the exterior of the house are, of course, clear to any
observant passer-by: the alteration of the glazing-bars on the windows of the
two main floors, and the front door with its typical lettering are unmistakably
Voysey; but the interior will be visible only after a huge programme of
restoration work has been undertaken. The preservation of Voysey’s work in
this house, and the eventual access which, it is intended, shall be available to
seriously interested visitorsis an act of homage to a distinguished predecessor.
One can only hope that such conscientious and sympathetic owners will be
found for some of Chelsea’s other problem buildings of this date before they
are destroyed by commercial interests.

See illustrations on pages 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39.
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Chelsea College and the Chelsea
Community

by David Ingram, MA, DSc, Hon. DSc.
Principal, Chelsea College

During the past year, Chelsea College has been very much aware of the help
which the local Chelsea community and the Royal Borough have given us in
our attempts to acquire the site of St. Mark and St. John, and we have been
extremely grateful for this support. The wholehearted way in which the local
community was backing us in our attempts to acquire St. Mark and St. John’s
site for higher educational use became clear at the Annual General Meeting of
the Chelsea Society in November, which was held shortly after we made our
own decision to make an all-out effort to secure the site. The Society kindly
allowed me to present our case to the Annual General Meeting whichthen
generously passed a unanimous motion as follows:

““The members of the Chelsea Society present at their Annual
General Meeting strongly support Chelsea College in their
efforts to acquire the site of the College of St. Mark and St. John
thereby strengthening the links between Chelsea College and
Chelsea, ensuring an institutional use of the site, preserving the
grounds and buildings and making possible public access to these
grounds.”’

From that time forward the Society has given us help and assistance in every
way, including personal canvassing around the streets with a petition on our
behalf during the winter months, and also in the early summer when the
President, Lord Chalfont, and the Vice-President, Sir Malby Crofton, and
the Chairman, Mr. Quentin Morgan Edwards, kindly signed a letter to
members of the GLC Planning Committee when decisions were being taken
whether to accept the bid from Chelsea College. The College has been
particularly grateful for this continued and effective support and it was
appropriate that at the summer meeting of the Chelsea Society I was able to
express our thanks in this way. 1 hope that before long the matter will be
satisfactorily settled and we will then be able to welcome the Chelsea Society to
the Marjohn site for their summer meeting in 1980.

I mention these facts, not because this article is an appropriate place to
attempt a full account of the negotiations in relation to the St. Mark and St.
John site, but to say how much the College has appreciated the strength of
support and the warmth of the encouragement which the Chelsea Society has
given the College throughout these past twelve months. We have been
conscious over some years that the College ought to have made greater
attempts to foster links with the local community, but it has taken this
particular operation in which both the college and the community had a
common interest to bring us together so effectively and we are now anxious
that these links should not only continue, but grow and develop.
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Links between Town and Gown are not always as fruitful as they should
be. Indeed, as I mentioned at the Chelsea Society summer meeting, quite a
number of our colleagues in the university world have been amazed and
envious of the support which the local community has given us over these last
months. We on our side would now like to make it clear that we want to
continue these links and foster a growing association between the College and
the rest of Chelsea which I am sure will be for our mutual benefit. In saying
this, one does not want to imply that no such interaction has taken place
before, since we have always been aware that the people of Chelsea might well
beinterested insome of our activities. We have moreover been sharing some of
these, such as our Wednesday lunchtime concerts, with all those from the
community who could join us. On the other hand, I think the events of the last
12 months have given an added impetus to such plans and the fact that the
College will now be consolidating in the Chelsea area for the foreseeable
future, rather than planning to move across the river, gives very strong
additional motivation to the development of such links.

It might help if I began by giving a brief outline of the present College
activities in which members of the local community do currently take part and
then go on to discuss other ways in which such co-operation could be
extended. One might start on the academic side and mention that there are
evening courses and short courses given during the vacation period which the
academic departments in the College mount at the request of members of the
public and these do seem to be fulfilling a real need. Some of these courses are
specialised, such as those run by the Department of Pharmacy for members of
the public, and those in industry who are particularly interested in the
potentialities and problems associated with modern drugs, their use and
abuse. Others have been organised at the request of those working in industry
or the government services. A good example of those are the recent courses
which our Electronics Department is giving on microprocessors and their
applications. In these the expertise available in the College is passed on to the
public to bring to their attention very recent scientific developments which are
going to have an immense impact on their work and life. We realise that such
academic courses as these are limited to the relatively few members of the
community who have particular interest in the topics in question, but we do
also run other courses of a slightly less specialised nature, such as those in
immunology for the medical profession wherea wide range of those interested
in medical and paramedical fields, including local doctors and others
interested in the application of scientific research to medical advance, are
brought up to date with the latest scientific advances in those fields.

Apart from the courses of a scientific nature in which the College tries to
make the most recent advances in knowledge available to the lay public, we
also mount a large number of courses on the Humanities side which are
designed for the interested layman and are not of a specialised nature. These
have included courses in French and Russian studies and also those associated
with modern film appreciation. Our own Department of Humanities runs a
special diploma course in modern cultural studies, which embraces a number
of these topics.
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The College not only offersitsacademicinterests to the community by way
of lectures, tutorials and laboratory classes, but also endeavours to share its
interests in the more practical way of concerts and drama productions. Thus,
each Wednesday lunchtime in the autumn and spring terms we hold arecitalin
our College Hall and members of the Chelsea community have always been
welcome to attend these, and we have been most encouraged in recent years at
the number who have been able to come. These concerts cover a wide range of
tastes; some appeal to the older members of the community, while others are
aimed at younger listeners. We have often been surprised todiscover how wide
across section of the community is represented at these concerts. Itiscertainly
an effective way of mixing both college and community and the different age
groups at the same time. We are in close touch with the Chelsea Community
Centre on the production of these concerts, and this is exactly the kind of
activity which we hope will extend considerably when St. Mark and St. John
site becomes available.

We have always been glad to invite members of the public to our College
drama productions although our production facilities are somewhat limited at
the moment with only one hall available for both drama rehearsals and the
many extra-curricular activities which go on in the college during term-time.
Nevertheless, we have always maintained a close association with the local
community in this connection, not least through our Christmas Pantomime
for local children and older folk. This has proved to be one of the most
effective ways in which we have been able to inter-act with the local
community. As mentioned earlier, however, the drama side is one that would
particularly benefit from the availability of the St. Mark and St. John site. We
hope to develop it in every way, including drama festivals in the summer
months.

This summary of ways in which present college activities have been
developed to provide a relationship with the neighbourhood may show that
the College has not been entirely idle in this respect; indeed we much enjoy the
association with the local community which has thus been brought about.
There is no doubt however that the facilities available on the St. Mark and St.
John site would make a large number of these activities very much easier to
develop and it might therefore now be appropriate to turn to the main topic of
this article and outline the ways in which we hope we may be able to welcome
members of the community to share in our activities at the St. Mark and St.
John site.

One of the most general ways our association with the publicisenvisaged is
the fact that we are offering toallow the public access to the College groundsso
we can all enjoy the splendour of a rural sanctuary in the middle of London.
The precise way in which this can best be arranged is still under discussion with
the Borough offices. We hope to open up two small gateways, one in the
King’s Road wall and one in the Fulham Road wall, to make access easier and
to provide a walk through the garden area. Thiswould includeseatssothatthe
older members of the community can relax and look across the lawns which
formsucha feature of the St. Mark and St. John complex. Ininviting members

48



of the public to share the garden area with us we would of course like to remind
them that the primary purpose for the wholesite is that of a higher educational
institution and would hope that all those passing through the gardens would
bear this very much in mind. Insaying this we realise that our own students are
not always models of perfect behaviour, but nevertheless we are sure that it
will beappreciated that certain things are more appropriatein thissetting than
others. We would indeed like to try and engender the atmosphere of an
Oxbridge college in this respect, where the College seeks to share its
inheritance with the members of the public by making the gardens available to
them.

A large number of activities are being currently discussed which may well
develop with the College of St. Mark and St. John as their focus and could
prove to be of significant interest to the local community. Such ideas include
music and drama festivals during the summer months, when it might be
possible to offer residential accommodation to visiting orchestras or drama
groups. There may well be other occasions where the College facilities can be
made available to a wider public during vacations when our own students are
away. These no doubt will develop very much ona ‘“‘one-off basis’” initially as
various projects are attempted. We will need to learn from each occasion to
develop a more effective and efficient organisation for the ones that follow.

However, it may be of more interest in the immediate future to summarise
the activities which we hope to initiate, which might well enable the local
community to develop permanent links with the college. As mentioned
earlier, thereis no doubt that the St. Mark and St. John site would enable us to
extend our musical activities and indeed the facilitiesavailablein St. Mark and
St. John are very noteworthy in this connection. In our present setting in the
College Hall at Manresa Road we have been limited to relatively small musical
productions and indeed our lunch-time concerts have normally been confined
to quintets or the like. The specialised facilities at St. Mark and St. John, and
the theatre when re-furbished, should provide a better setting for a full range
of instrumental and vocal works. In a similar way the facilities for drama and
other literary activities will be much increased and it should be possible to have
regular poetry readings and other related eventsif thisappeals to local people.
Inmaking these suggestions we areaware that we willneed to work closely with
other drama groups and similar bodies in the area and we would be anxious to
seek advice from the local arts council.

It will be appreciated that most of these plans are of necessity at a
preliminary stage. We are anxious to obtain a contribution to our thinking
from members of the local community before going too far with detailed
preparations. Our intention to interact with the local community has however
already been incorporated into the brief given to our architects for the
refurbishing of the site. It might here be mentioned that we are hoping to
develop a circular walkway around the main building complex to act as a
general communication line linking the social and other facilities within the
college and which should make it much easier for the public to participate. We
are hoping to develop easy and rapid access between the main features of the
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site, such as the theatre, the refectory, the common room and leisure centre
activities, so that there will be no difficulty for those joining from outside to
enter quickly into the activities with the College itself.

In this connection we have already started discussions on the best way in
which the Chapel can be adapted for use both by the College and the
Community. We have in mind that it should be available for services of all
denominations, and also be developed as a meeting place where general
discussions or debates might take place.

Maybe the best way to end an article like this is to emphasise that our
thinking is still in a preliminary stage and we would welcome comments from
those in the community who might have a direct interest in one or other of the
activities we are hoping to develop. We believe that the retention of thesite for
educational purposes is most important not only for ourselves in the higher
educational field, but also for the community as a whole. We would like to
take this opportunity to share our thinking with those in the community who
have already helped us so much in our efforts to acquire the site and who may
now be able to help us further with ideas on how it can best be utilised.

See illustration on page 40.

BEFORE ORDERING YOUR NEW LOUNGE SUITE
CONSULT

TULLEYS of CHELSEA

THE SPECIALISTS

WHERE, FROM A HUGE VARIETY OF SHAPES, SIZES

AND STYLES YOU CAN SELECT EXACTLY WHAT YOU

REQUIRE TO BE TIGHT OR LOOSE COVERED IN ANY
MATERIAL YOU CARE TO CHOOSE.

WRITE OR TELEPHONE FOR FREE ILLUSTRATED CATALOGUE

TULLEYS (CHELSEA) LIMITED
289/297 FULHAM ROAD, LONDON, SW10

Telephone: 01-352 1078
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The Restoration Of The Duke of
York’s Headquarters, Chelsea
by Gerald Dalby, A.A.Dipl., R.I.B.A.

Standing discreetly off the King’s Road, only two minutes walk from
Sloane Square, is the group of buildings known as The Duke of York’s
Headquarters, the headquarters of the Greater London Territorial Auxiliary
and Volunteer Reserve Association. These buildings are a distinguished
Chelsea landmark. Their dignity, fine proportions and careful Portland
stone detailing may not immediately be obvious to the public passing outside
the defensive railings but closer inspection reveals a design of very
considerable charm and merit. Indeed in 1808 The Duke of York’s was
considered so outstanding that it was illustrated in the New Vitruvius
Britannicus and almost all of that building survives.

These buildings have always housed a military establishment, but the
original inscription over the portico, ‘“The Royal Military Asylum for the
Children of Soldiers of the Regular Army’’, discloses its earlier use. This
institution was paid for out of public funds at the instigation of George III’s
brother, the Duke of York and was built between 1801 and 1803. The
architect was John Sanders (1768-1826), the first of Sir John Soane’s pupils.
After the completion of the Duke of York’s, Sanders became architect to the
Barrack Department of the War Office. His other work included altering for
use as barracks, the King’s House at Winchester, Wren’s unfinished palace
for Charles II, and he was responsible in 1811 for the Royal Military College
at Sandhurst.

The Duke of York’s is laid out symmetrically with wings to either side of a
central portico. In the south wing were housed 300 girls and in the north
wing, carefully segregated by the central block mess halls, were 700 boys. The
boys wore red jackets, blue breeches, blue stockings and black leather hats.
They were taught reading, writing, arithmetic and various trades such as
boot making and tailoring. The girls in red gowns, blue petticoats, white
aprons and straw bonnets were spared the trades but were employed instead
in knitting, needlework and household tasks. Some of the children were
orphans but should the parents have been surviving they were permitted to
take back their children whenever they had an opportunity of providing for
them and the Microcosm of London adds that ““the rest are disposed of in the
army’’ where no doubt their skills would have been usefully employed. It
would be pleasing to know that some of them ended their days as Pensioners
at the nearby Royal Hospital. This masterpiece by Wren had been completed
in 1691 and with its colonnaded chapel and mess hall flanked by two wings,
must surely have influenced Sanders in his design for The Duke of York’s.
The girls did not stay at The Duke of York’s long but moved to Southampton
in 1823. The boys continued to occupy the whole building until 1909 when
they left for Dover.
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From just before the First World War until 1968 The Duke of York’s was
the headquarters of the former County of London Territorial and Auxiliary
Forces Association, the forerunner of the present occupier. Perhaps aboveall
The Duke of York’s has been best known to countless thousands of soldiers
who mobilised there in both world wars. At The Duke of York’s are both the
headquarters of the Greater London TAVR, which is responsible for over 600
TAVR centres in the area and also the headquarters of the Army Cadet Force
inLondon. Thereare 14 TAVR Associations throughout the United Kingdom
and their co-ordinating body, the Council of TAVRAs is similarly located in
The Duke of York’s. In addition numerous other TAVR and Regular Army
units are there, ranging from the 10th Battalion The Parachute Regiment to
The Household Division Musical Instrument Workshop, FANYs, 257
(Southern) General Hospital, the Army Benevolent Fund and the Military
Historical Society, to name but a few. As well as being a focal point for the
TAVR throughout the United Kingdom, The Duke of York’s can fairly be
said to be a household name in the British Army.

Over recent years it had become increasingly apparent to the TAVR
Association that a major repair programme for The Duke of York’s was
necessary. In 1976 the architects, Donald Insall and Associates, were
commissioned to prepare a report on the condition and repair of the main
facade of the building.

The fagade is of brick and Portland stone. To clean the brickwork was
essential both for aesthetic reasons and to reveal the condition of the walls.
The yellow London stock bricks had been blackened by 175 years of soot
which in places had become encrusted, sometimes destroying the surface of
the bricks. The rubbed brick arches are particularly attractive with their fine
joints. The main cornice, string courses and impost mouldings are of Portland
stone. Much of the detailing has been eroded away and the ‘‘chanelling’ of
rainwater has left clean white streaks through the soot blackened stonework
marring the overall appearance of the building. Some of the stonework is
being replaced by new Portland stone to restore the original crispness of the
detailing. Elsewhere the damaging erosion by rainwater can be mostly
prevented by setting lead flashings on the top surfaces of the stonework and
throwing water clear of the mouldings below.

Other tasks on the fagades include replacing the concrete arcade steps by
new stonework and repairs to the portico. Here the surviving Portland paving
and stepsare badly fractured or wornand have in places beenreplaced by York
stone or concrete. This distinguished portico demands particular attention.
The steps and paving are to be renewed completely in Portland stone. During
the last war a fire bomb damaged the roof of the centre block. The central
section of the roof is now a flat asphalt roof which leaks and both the portico
roof and ceiling were lost. The main pitched roof, the porticoroof and portico
ceiling are all to be reinstated. An important feature of the facade is the two
curved screen walls. These were found to lean outwards an alarming 6” out of
plumb. They are being strengthened by L-shaped steel props encased in
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concreteand connected to areinforced concretering beamat the walltop. The
steel and concrete is all concealed within a brick skin.

The original brief did not extend beyond reporting on the fagades, but
during the survey it quickly became obvious that while the building was
scaffolded the roofs should be repaired. The major cause for concern was the
lead parapet gutters. Despite careful maintenance by the Association the
leadwork, which was almost entirely the original, required constant patching.
It was past piecemeal repair. Complete renewal was necessary to remedy the
leaks and to reduce the cost of expensive maintenance. the roofsarealso being
re-slated, with old slates on the more prominent roof slopes and new slates
elsewhere. Two chimney stacks were in a most precarious condition and they
have been rebuilt entirely. While the roof’s are being repaired the attic floors
are being refurbished internally.

In 1978 the main contract was awarded to Ashby and Horner Limited and
the Stone Firms Limited were nominated to carry out the stonework repairs.
The harsh winter has not assisted the progress of the contract and serious
outbreaks of dry rot, caused almost entirely by rainwater penetrating through
old lead gutters, have presented additional problems. Investigation of the dry
rot has revealed widespread outbreaks which descend from attic to third and
tosecond floors. The accommodation at The Duke of York’s is very fully used
and temporarily re-allocating offices during repairs is not at all simple for the
Association. Discoveries of this nature are to be expected when repairing
historic buildings but these problems are proving more serious than had been
anticipated.

The cleaning and repairs to the roof fagades are already revealing The
Duke of York’s in its former glory. On completion of the internal repairs The
Duke of York’s will be fit for many more years active service.

See illustration on page 39.

53



Some facts on the proposed Cardio-
Thoracic Centre in Sydney Street

Members may be interested to know some factsrelating to thislong drawn-
out and important proposal, with its reverberations on the tax-payer, about
which so many differing viewpoints have recently been circulating —
including the suggestion that if Sydney Street were renamed Dickens Street it
would conserve the street for private dwellings for ever!

Sydney Street has lived with hospital threats for many years. We have
already had two partial reprieves. The idea of a vast post-graduate hospital
complex in Chelsea stems from the Principal of London University in his
report for 1961-62. The Principal was involved as, under the post-war
arrangements for medical education, the London Teaching Hospital Medical
Schools had become Colleges of London University. The Royal Commission
on Medical Education 1965-68 (the Todd Report) reproduces this report in
paragaph 443.

In 1961 the Minister of Health announced proposals of this kind which
would have meant the demolition of the whole of the West side of Sydney
Street. At the time we did not appreciate the reasons behind all this. The first
reprieve came as a result of opposition not only from Chelsea interests, but
also from the medical world, and the Minister abandoned his previous plans,
leaving the field to the Brompton and Royal Marsden Hospitals to develop
along their own independent lines.

After the removal of St. Wilfred’s Convent and the Oratory School new
developments by these two hospitals became possible. The Royal Marsden’s
have so far been modest as they have only involved the adaptation of the
former school buildings for non-patient purposes and these have now been
completed. The Brompton Hospital’s proposals have been more ambitious.
The proposed Cardio-Thoracic Centre in Sydney Street is destined after a
decade to become the Brompton Hospital of tomorrow. The first plans
divulged in 1976 were horrific and were instantly condemned. Our second
reprieve came when these proposals too were turned down by the D.H.S.S.
and the Hospital was told to try again.

Last October the Chairman of the Chelsea Society presided over a meeting
of a number of amenity organisations and it was agreed that each should
separately approach the Secretary of State for a Public Enquiry. Our
Association’s approach was that with hospital ideas nownearly 20 yearsstalea
Public Enquiry should be held to answer the following questions:

1) IsaNational Heart and Chest Centre required in the national interest?
2) Isthe proposed site in Chelsea the best available for any such Centre?
3) Isthe present proposed development suitable to meet both medical and
environmental considerations?
E.L. HAYES
Chairman of the Sydney Street and District Residents’ Association
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Treasurer’s Report

The accounts for the year ending 31 December 1978 show a surplus of income
over expenditure of £74.86 as against aloss of £101.68 for the previous year. When
this surplusis set against the losses for 1976 and 1977 amounting to £103,64, wesstill
have a deficit of £28.78.

The surplus for 1978 is due solely as a result of a payment of money back from
the Jubilee Fund, over and above its debt to us, of £232.00. Had this not been
received, the loss for the year would have been £157. 14, making a total deficit asat
31 December 1978 of £260.78. In addition to this we have been bolstered up on the
general fund by borrowing £200 from the Life Fund, which is only less than half
recovered by theamount of interest, after deduction of incometax, received on the
Life Fund monies invested in the Post Office account.

This withdrawal together with those made previously must be replaced over the
coming years or the Life Fund could become extinct. There will of course be no
repeats of monies received from the Jubilee Fund and from the costs for this year
received to date, there is every indication that we will incur a small loss in 1979.

Turning to subscriptions, in spite of the Chairman’s letter sent with the A.G.M.
Agenda, these will have to be increased in the future. There has already been an
increase in Postal Charges since that letter was written which comes into effect
early next year and these will increase our costs. Further advertising has been sold
for the Annual Report upon which no doubt the Chairman will comment in his
speech and this will help to meet rising costs in 1980.

The Covenant Scheme has produced a little extra money but only about 30
people have joined this scheme and many more will be welcome. Prompt payment
of subscriptions does assist us as reminders are very costly toissue (about 25 arestill
outstanding for this year, some Bankers Orders are still not up to date).

I would like to thank those life members who have sent donations through the
year, this certainly helps the Society as the amount of income received from the
orginal payment does not cover the running costs even at the £30 rate.

The Annual Report now costs about £1.30 per member to prepare and send out
for example, and there is no way sufficient income can be raised from the Life
Subscriptions to cover each member’s operating costs. The Council of the Society
has now reluctantly decided to suspend all future new Life Members with
immediate effect, as these members are being supported from the annual payers.
This step is regretted, but it is felt to be in the best interests of all concerned.

Once again I would like to express our thanks to our Hon. Auditor, Ian Frazer,
who unfortunately cannot be present thisafternoon, forall hishelp in auditingand
producing these accounts for us which Ihope you will agree are presented inamore
readable form this year.

Thank you, Ian, very much, together with Roger Seddon of your office for this
splendid work.

WILLIAM HAYNES
Hon. Treasurer
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THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31 DECEMBER 1978

Income and Expenditure Account — General Fund

1978
£ £
Income Annualsubscriptions 14 1,165.05
Transfer from Life Membership Fund 200.00
Donationsreceived . 82.00
Donationsreceived from the J ubllee Fund 232.00
1,679.05
Less:  Expenditure
Cost of Annual Report 18 ... 1,160.26
Stationery, postage and miscellaneous 405.27
Cost of Annual GeneralMeeting ... 31.66
Donationsto other organisations ... 7.00 1,604.19
Surplus of income over expenditure forthe year 74.86

Income and Expenditure Account — Life Membership Fund

Balanceof Fundat 1 January 1978 ... 840.66
Income Lifemembership fees . 60.00
Post Officesavings account mterest v 150.00
1,050.66

Less:  Expenditure — TransfertoGeneral Fund ... 200.00
Income Tax s s 65.48 265.48
Balance of fund at 31 December 1978 785.18
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BALANCE SHEET AS AT 31 DECEMBER 1978

Current Assets

Less:

Less:

Less:

Debtors — Interest on Post Office Savings

account o =
Balancein Post Office accounts
Balanceat Bank

Current liabilities
Creditors

Subscriptionsreceivedinadvance ...

Net assets
Represented by:

Balance of Life Membership Fund ...

Adverse balance on General Fund
1January 1978
Surplus fortheyear .

W.S. HAYNES, Hon. Treasurer

150.00
1,616.16
358.35

2,124.51

1,349.11
19.00 1,368.11

756.40

785.18

(103.64)
74.86  (28.78)

756.40

REPORT OF THE HONORARY AUDITOR

to the members of THE CHELSEA SOCIETY
I'haveexamined theabove Balance Sheet and Accountsand I certify them

to be in accordance with the books and vouchers of the Society.

20November 1979
London EC2A 1EP
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New Books About Chelsea

Chelsea seen from 1860 to 1980. A collection of photographs old and new
selected by John Bignell. (Published by John Bignell, Studio B, 1 Beaufort
Street, London, S.W.3. £7.50.)

To get together a collection of old photographs of any particular district is
generally not too difficult. That the photographs should be representative,
chronologically, thematically and geographically, and that they should be
outstanding pictures in their ownright, isan aim much harder toachieve. Itisa
measure of John Bignell’s success that hisbook reaches the highest standard in
all these respects.

Provided you have the cash, itisalsorelatively easy to produce and publish
your own book, but then in most cases the book itself is evidence ofitsamateur
origins. Again, Chelsea Seen is an exception to this generally reliable rule. In
terms of production and design it is the professionally-produced books which
might suffer by comparison. Part of the explanation lies in the fact that John
Bignellisin reality noamateur, but, asmany examples of his photographs here
reproduced show, as gifted a recorder of Chelsea as was his great predecessor
of a hundred and more years earlier, John Hedderley (though his avocation
was that of sign-writer). Because he always hasa discerning eye for the subject,
John Bignell has been equally discriminating in choosing the pictures to
illustrate his book.

The arrangement of the materialis for the most part in terms of areas, as it
might be Sloane Square and Sloane Street, the King’s Road, the Old Church,
the Riverside, the World’s End, the Duke of York’s and the Royal Hospital,
the Royal Flower Show, and St. Luke’s. There are also some subject sections
interspersed among the topographical ones: Artists and Studios, naturally
enough, Sport (including the first, 1905, Chelsea Football Club group),
Chelsea People, Fun and Games, Trade and Industry.

The pictures might be said to centre round the nucleus spreading out from
the Old Church, just as, for centuries, Chelsea itself did so. What evil-
smelling, poverty-stricken streets those were, and yet how impossible it is not
to be sorry that they have gone. Only short stretches of Old Church Street and
Lawrence Street survive as partial reminders of a Chelsea unimaginably
different from the Chelsea of to-day.

The period covered by the photographs in John Bignell’s valuable and
beautiful book continues up to 1978, but for the most part these pictures show
the streets and squares and riverside known by Dante Gabriel Rossetti and
George Eliot, by Whistler and Walter Greaves, by Carlyle and Swinburne, by
Charles Conder, Henry James and Ellen Terry. The reader half expects to
identify some of these famous Chelsea men and women among the nonentities
to whom these old photographs give an anonymous immortality.

5.C.
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In Pleasant Places, by Joyce Grenfell. (Macmillan. £6.95).

Joyce Grenfell has for long been one of our members, and for longer a
resident of Chelsea. She contributes some memories of her early life in the
neighbourhood of St. Leonard’s Terrace to the present number of the
Society’s Report.

This second autobicgraphical volume is largely concerned with what
happened when she wasn’tather flatin the King’s Road, or, later, in Elm Park
Gardens. But it was to these homes that she returned when she had been
performing in America, perhaps, in Australia or Canada; and it is sometimes
of her Chelsea friends — Athene Seyler and Nicholas Hannen, Sir John
Betjeman, Dame Sybil Thorndike and Sir Lewis Casson — that she
affectionately writes.

Famous men and women constantly appear amongst the pages, and just as
frequently, and not less interestingly, do obscure ones. What gives the book its
flavour is Joyce Grenfell’s perceptive eye, her retentive memory, and her
accomplished, witty and charitable pen. The jokes are what the reader
particularly remembers and of these some of the worst are, so to speak, the
best. (‘“‘How do you tell a drunken Italian in an air-raid that bombs are
falling?”’ “‘Hi, tiddly Eyetie — pom-pom’’).

§.€.

The following list, kindly supplied by the Reference Library of Chelsea
Library, lists publications of Chelsea interest which have appeared during the
past twelvemonth:

BIGNELL, John — Chelsea seen. £7.50. 1978. Studio B.

DAVIDSON, Lionel — Chelsea murders. £3.95, Cape, 1978. 99p. Penguin,
1979. (This book which won the Golden Dagger award for crime fictionis to be
serialised by ITV in the near future.)

FITZGERALD, Penelope — Offshore. £4.50. 1979. Collins.

GAMBLE, Rose — Chelsea Child. £5.25. 1979. BBC.

GRENFELL, Joyce — In Pleasant Places. 1979. Macmillan.

HOLME, Thea — The Carlyles at home. 1979 reissue of 1965 edition. OQUP.
HUNTERIAN MUSEUM. — Charles Rennie MacIntosh: the Chelsea years,
1915-23. 1979. Catalogue of an exhibition at the Hunterian Museum,
University of Glasgow.

ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA. Draft District
plan. 1979.

ROYAL BOROUGH OF KENSINGTON AND CHELSEA. Earl’s Court
study report. 1979.
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Obituary
JOYCE GRENFELL

Joyce Grenfell’s death has taken away one of the world’s most original and
witty entertainers. Chelsea has lost a faithful citizen. She was half American
and her interests and work took her to many countries. She had travelled all
over the British Isles giving her sparkling performances. But Chelsea was her
home and indeed she had lived in or very near Chelsea all her life. Her ageless,
lithe figure was well known in the Kings Road (where once she lived over a
sweet shop). She might be seen watching the evening light on the River
Thames. She often wandered in and out of old and new streets, up and down
Tower Blocks. She went shopping in the Fulham Road near which she last
lived; in a flat with a view, she delighted to say, looking across trees with
changing coloured leaves but always beautiful as trees are, whether covered or
bare branches.

Joyce’s love of beauty in places, persons, things inspired her powers of
observation. She could see beauty where others could not and thisall served to
make her varied performances so enchanting. She had no training for the
theatre except love of life and personal experience. Ordinary people she knew
well or had sat next toin a bus or stood behind in queues gave her material. She
would adapt often, invent, she said, never. Everything interested her. War
years with ENSA, contacts with rich and famous, insight into every walk of
life. She was critical where needed, mocking at undue pomp or exaggerated
circumstance. But always understanding and kindly.

Much has been written about her plays, films, television, and
broadcasting, her books and articles. Here are two little Chelsea stories about
her.

Once she was ‘compére’ at a young peoples’ charity ball. There was a
remarkably shy youth who was trying to escape from the party. She caught
him and to his at first annoyance guided him into a dance. His awkward
movements and her grace made an amusing combination. They were soon
performing alone in the centre of the floor. He shed his shyness thenand there
and said much later on he never feared dancing again.

She often played and sang to the old and sick in St. Luke’s and erstwhile
Kingsmead. She bent down beside a bed-ridden patient, then straightened up,
smiled and sang a North Country folk song which she alone could interpret
from a breathless almost tuneless hum . Then bending down again she gently
took the limp hands in hers, patting them together. ‘First time I’ve helped
applaud myself’, she said.

H. M.-S.
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A. F. OrpE, Esg.
*MRs. CUTHBERT ORDE
Miss CeciLia O’RORKE

PETER OscooDp, Esq., Dip.ArRcH., A.R.[.LB.A.

MRs. JANE PAGE

MRs. A. M. H. PARKER
MRs. CHARLES PARKER
MRs. DULSIE PARKER

SIR PETER PARKER, M.V.O
LADY PARKER

*W. PARKER, Esq.

*MRs. MARJORIE PARR
ALLEN PATERSON, EsQ.
MRs. A-M. PATTERSON

*MRs. [an C. PATERSON

*MRrs. J. D. PaToN
R. W. V. PEaKE, Esq.

J. ALLAN PEARCE, EsQ.
MRs. R. R. PELHAM BURN

*THE REv. C. PEMBERTON

*Miss D. W, PETTIGREW
Dr. RICHARD PETTY
LT.-CoL. P. B, PEYMAN
Joun PHirps, Esq.

MRs. WILLIAM PHIPPS

*PREBENDARY F. A. PlacHAUD, M.A_, B.D.
Miss MARIAN PICKARD

*LADY PICKTHORN

MRs. INGRID PILLANS
*D. H. PipER, Esq., D.L.
THE HoNn. LADY PITMAN
+ *MRs. CECIL PLAYFORD
*E. M. PrLazzoTTa, Esq.
T. A. G. Pocock, Esq.
Mgrs. T. A. G. Pocock
GREVILLE POKE, Esq.
MRs. GREVILLE POKE
*Miss N. S. POMFRET
*THE LORD PORCHESTER
Miss Louise HoyT PORTER
ANnTHONY PosTt, Esq.
MRS. ANTHONY PdsT
*R. H. A. PowELL, Esq.
*Miss A. POWELL EDWARDS
Miss M. M. POWER,
MRs. P, K, PRATT *
MRrs. K. M. PRESTON
C. PriDAY, Esq.
MRs. HELENA PROPPER DE CALLEJION
*Mgs. E. PULFORD
*MRs. DENIS PURCELL
H. B. PurceLL, Esq.

Mgrs. V. Quin

MRs. A. B. REEVE
Miss HiLba REID
WiLLiaMm REID, Esq.
*Miss MarY E. T. REMNANT
Lt.-CoL. JoHN D. N. RETALLACK
Sir James RicHARDs, C.B.E., A.R.[.B.A.
MRs. M. A. RICHARDS
*R. P. G. RICHARDsS, Esq.
*Davip RIDLEY, EsQ.
*MRrs. DAVID RIDLEY
*LapY RIGBY
1. Simon RIGGE, EsqQ.
THE RT. HON. GEOFFREY RiPPON, M.P.
A. J. K. RrrcHIE, Esq.
E. C. Rosgins, Esq., C.B.E.
Miss MARY ROBERTS
CoMMANDER C. GOWER RoBINsON, R.N.
RoBERT RoBINSON, Esq.
F. O. RoE, Esq.
Miss PATIENCE ROPES
Innes Rosk, Esq.
Miss THEA RoSE
*MRs. FENELLA ROSENWALD
MRs. KATHARINE M. Ross
PETER Ross, Esq.
MRs. PETER Ross
*LADY ROWAN
*Davip Rowk, Esq.
Mgs. D. RowE
DR. 1AN ROXBURGH
*THE GoVERNOR, THE RoyaL HosPITAL
*CoL. R. A. RUBENS
ANTHONY B. J. S. RUBINSTEIN, EsQ.
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*Sir PERCY RUGG
Dr. PETER RUsk, M. A.
*Dr. NOEL RUSSELL
RonaLD B. Ryaty, Esq.
*Mrs. MARY RYDE

MRS. RALPH SADLEIR
Hon. T. A. D. SAINSBURY, M.P.
MRs. T. A. D. SAINSBURY
Miss DIANA SALTER
THE Hon. D. J. SAMUEL
Tue Hon. GODFREY SAMUEL, C.B.E., M.A.
F.R.LB.A.,, AM.T.P.
*Mgs. A, C. E. SANDBERG
Davip SANDELL, Esq., F.R.C.S,
MRs. DAVID SANDELL
Sir FRANCIS SANDILANDS, C.B.E.
LADY SANDILANDS
L. F. SANDYS-LUMSDAIRE, EsqQ.
JoHN SANDOE, Esq.
*Miss DAPHNE SANGER
*JoHN A. SANKEY, Esq.
CHRISTOPHER SCARLETT, Esq.
FRANK SCARLETT, JsQ., B.A., F.R.[.B.A.
DENYs S. M. ScotrT, Esq.
Jonn ScorT, Esq.
MRs. JoHN ScoTT
*NicHoLAs ScotT, Esqg.,, M.B.E., J.P., M.P.
*Miss [sABEL ScoTT-ELLIOT
D. W. ScrIMGEOUR, Esg., M.B.E. T.D.
MRs. JAMES SCUDAMORE
*PeTER R. SEDDON, Esq.
ALISTAIR SEDGWICK, EsQ.
MRs. NINA SEDGWICK
*Miss M. J. SEYMOUR
MRs. B. SHAHIN
MRS. ELIZABETH SHAW
RUPERT SHEPHARD, Esq.
Miss MARJORIE SHERBORNE
MRs. P. J. SHERIDAN
*NED SHERRIN, EsqQ.
*Miss D. M. SHIPMAN
*L. A. SiMPsON, Esq.
*Mrs. M. J. SimpsoN
*B. J. Sims, Esq.
THE REV. CHARLES SINNICKSON
*C. H. A, SkEv, Esq.
*MRS. MICHAEL SMILEY
Miss FREDA SMITH
*MRs. [AN SMITH
*N. A. C. SmitH, Esq.
MRs. PAMELA ANN SMITH
MRS, RAE SMITH
REGINALD SmITH, Es0.
W. HaMMOND SMmiTH, Esq.
Miss VERA M. SNELLING
*RaymMonNDp W, SNowDEN, Esq.
N. Soromon, Esq.
MRs. N, SoLomon
*J. M. SouTHERN, Esq.

1.

Miss ANN SPARKS
MRs. P. B. SPEAK
1. D. SpoFrorTH, Esq.
N. A. H. StacEy, Esq.
*MRS. ROBERT STANHOPE-PALMER
D. E. C. StEEL, Esq.
*Miss A. STENFERT-KROESE
MicHAEL STEPHEN, Esq.
*MRs. S. I. STEWART
J. E. M. STEWART-SMITH, Esq.
GERALD STOCKLEY, Esq.
MRs. GERALD STOCKLEY
*FrRaNK H. STOCKWELL, Esq.
*MRs. ISOBEL STRACHEY
MRS. AILEEN STRAITON
Miss CATHERINE H. STRAUSS
Mgs. C. H. STREET
*J. A. STREETER, Esq.
*A. P. H. STrIDE, Esq.
*T. pE B. H. STRIDE, Esq.
*THE How, J. D. STUART
*QOLIVER STUTCHBURY, Esq.
*MRrs. H. STUTCHBURY
*THE HON. MICHAEL SUMMERSKILL
BriGabier C. C. Swirt, O.B.E., M.C.
*LADY SYKES

*Miss GERALDINE TALBOT
T. TarBoT RicE, Esq.
MRs. S. A. TALLENTS
Mgs. E. M. C. TANNER
LAaDY KENYA TATTON-BROWN
Mrs. Etwyn R, TAYLOR
A. GorpoN TAYLOR, EsQ.
Miss SHEILA TAYLOR
Miss S. A. P. TEICHFIELD, M.B.E,
THE LorRD TERRINGTON
Davip THoMas, Esq
MRs. DAVID THOMAS
Dr. D. J. THOMAS
MRs. D. J. THOMAS
*MRs. GEORGE THOMAS
MaJor W."A. THOMPSON, R.A.
*THE Rev. C. E. LEIGHTON THOMSON
Max W. H. THoMsoN, Esq.
MRs. V. THORESBY
*C. J. H. THoRNHILL, E5Q.
*Sir CoLIN THORNTON-KEMSLEY, O.B.E.,
T.D., M.A.
MRs. ANGELA TOLAINT
Miss ANNA TOKARSKA
*MRs. H. TOLLEMACHE
AR CommoDORE J. N. TomEes, C.B.E.
MRs. J. N. ToMEs
Mgs. S. TooGoop
Miss B. M. TowLg, M.B.E.
CapTaIN C. TOWNSEND
MRs. P. L. TRAVERS
Miss MARY TREADGOLD
MRs. M. A. TURINAS



RicHARD TURLEY, EsQ.
MRs. M. E. TURNER
*Dr. W. C. TURNER
MRrs. H. M. TYNDALL

Joun Ubpat, Esq., J.P.
MRs. MoYRA VERSCHOYLE

HoraTio VESTER, Esq.
MRS. VALENTINE VESTER

*SIR ANTHONY WAGNER, K.C.V.O., D.LiTT.

LADY WAGNER
Miss Orivia WALKER
Miss MIR1IAM S. WALLACE, ML A.
MRs. A. WALTER
*Mgrs. L. WALTON
MRs. JoANNA WARD
*P. W. Warp-JacksoN, Esq.
MRs. L. WARNE
*G. M. WaRgr, Esq.
*Mgs. G. M. WARR
Miss D. E. WARREN
MR3. ANTHONY WATERLOW
*Mrs. A. M. L. WATKINS
*MRs. HELEN WATTS
STEPHEN G. WATTS, Esq.
Dr. M. WEIZMANN
MRs. M. B. WELLESLEY
Denys R. M. WesT, Esq., B.A.
GEeoRGE WEST, Esq.
MRs. GEORGE WEST
D. V. WEYER, EsqQ.
MRrs. D. V. WEYER
Mgs. B. M. WHATMORE
*J. WHEELER, Esq.
G. C. WHEATLEY, Esq.
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Mgs. V. M. WHEATLEY
*LEONARD WHELEN, Esq.
G. A. WHITING, Esq.
Mgs. G. A. WHITING
*MRs. HENRY WHYHAM
G. H. WIGGLESWORTH, EsqQ.
HorsT WILLE, Esq.
MRs. HorsT WILLE
MRgs. D. C. WILLIAMSON
PETER WiLLIAMS-POWLETT, ESQ.
Miss GWENDOLINE WILLIS
*His Honour Jupce R. B. WiLiss, T.D.
*MRs. R. B. WiLLIs
P. F. WiLson, Esq.
*WiLLiaM WILsON, Esq.
*MRs. W, WILsON
*MRs. P. WINER
LADY WINNIFRITH
M. L. WoLrFe-BARRY, Esq.
MRs. M. L. WoLFE-BARRY
Lorp WoLrFeNDEN, C.B.E., M.A., D.LITT.
E. WoLrr, Esq.
MRrs. E. WOLFF
Miss Hazer Woob
*Sir MArRCUS WORSLEY, BT.
*THE HoN. LADY WORSLEY
Miss C. M. K. WORTHINGTON
LADY WYNNE-JONES

JoHN YEOMAN, Esq., MLA.
MRs. JOHN YEOMAN

Miss F. YETTS

D. YoHannAN, Esq.

MRs. D. YOHANNAN

*Miss E. A. ZIEGLER



If you appreciate
the difference hetween

an Inclusive holiday
and a package tour...

... ask for our colour brochures on inclusive holidays
in the Algarve, Bermuda, Cyprus, Gibraltar, Madeira,
Malta, Morocco and Tunisia.

Contact us alsofor all your holidayand travel require-
ments, from individual travel and hotel bookings
through car, coach and air-taxi hire and aircraft
charter to group and business house travel arrange-
ments, overseas conferences and incentive holidav
schemes.

Cadogan Travel

for people who appreciate the difference
between an inclusive holiday and a package tour

159 Sloane Street, London SW1 01-730 0721
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At Christie’s South Kensington

Last year we sold in excess of £12 million.

Many of the lots that went to make up this total were brought
to our reception counter where every week hundreds of
people come to consult our specialists. The advice they
receive is free and without obligation.

If you want advice on one or one hundred and one items why
not come along to Christie’s South Kensington. As we
specialise in items in the medium to lower pricerange wehope
that you will find us helpful and interested in your property
regardless of its value. Naturally, if it is considered that a
piece will benefit from inclusion in an internationally
important saleat Christie’s, St. James’s, it will be transferred
there automatically.

At Christie’s South Kensington our service is fast and
efficient — the majority of articles can be included within
three weeks of arrival with payment ten days later.

We are open on weekdays between 9 a.m. and 5 p.m. Our
nearest underground is South Kensington and buses 30, 74
and 14 pass close by.

F’?""; ‘: [ ® 9
&) Christie’s
@sEZ SOUTH KENSINGTON

We specialise in your interest.
85 Old Brompton Road, London SW7 3JS.Tel: 01-5812231
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In March 1978 C. H. Pearce & Sons (Contractors) Ltd. acquired the
leasehold interest in the Pheasantry site, Nos. 158-162 Kings Road. At
the time of acquisition the old Classic Cinema and other property
around the Pheasantry building had been demolished. Construction
work soon commenced in compliance with the planning permission for
shops with twenty-six flats above.

Following discussion with the Borough Planning Department and
many other interested parties, including members of the Chelsea
Society, a new planning approval was sought for a scheme more in
keeping with the surrounding property in Markham Street and Jubilee
Place, this scheme being reduced in height to only four storeys and
incorporating the existing Pheasantry facade and equestrian arch.
Approval was granted in November 1978 and Pearce are now
implementing their construction programme, completion of which is
expected early in 1981.

The development now comprises five shop units on ground and
basement levels, a new Pheasantry building behind the old facade and
three levels of offices above the shops, together with a small block of
seven flats adjacent to the existing Joubert Mansions and fronting
Jubilee Place.

C. H.PEARCE AND SONS (Contractors) LIMITED
Parklands, Stoke Gifford,
Bristol BS12 6QU
Tel: 0272 693951
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PUT YOUR FOOT DOWN
JUST AROUND THE CORNER

Normans of Westminster, London’s leading Citroen dealers, have a
main showroom just around the corner at 91/95 Fulham Road. So if you'd
like to test drive a brand-new Citroen, you won't have to go out of your
way to do so.

Normans of Westminster have the full range of Citroens in stock.

And our salesmen will be happy to discuss your personal requirements
and answer any questions.

Credit purchase, leasing and personal export are among the company’s
many services, which also include every aspect of repair and maintenance
work. Recently, Citroen officially recognised Normans’ ability in the field
of repairs and services, and the company was awarded the Citroen '
Golden Spanner for outstanding workmanship. Every day, every
effort is made to maintain the standards which first inspired
such confidence.

If you would like to test drive a Citroen, drop into
Normans at any time. We may tempt you to put your

foot down, but we doubt if you'll ever find
cause to complain.

Normans of Westminster,

91/95 Fulham Road, Tel: 584 6441.
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Bradshaw & Webb

MERCEDES IN CHELSEA

New models always
available for earliest delivery

Full range of demonstration
cars

Selected used models
covered by guarantee

Highest prices paid for late,
low mileage cars

Sales: PIER HOUSE, CHEYNE WALK,
CHELSEA SW3 01-352 7392

Head Office: 01-493 7705 Telex: 27424

Service: 2A GUNTER GROVE, CHELSEA SW10
01-352 2926




CHELSEA

BUILDING SOCIETY

Member of the Building Societies Association.
Authorised for Investment by Trustees

Head Office:
255 Kensington High Street, London W8. Tel: 01-602-0066

Assets exceed £200,000,000

Printed by: J.B. Shears & Sons Ltd., Homesteads Road, Kempshott,
Basingstoke, Hampshire RG22 5RP
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