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Planning Inquiry June-July 2018 

Land at Chiswick Roundabout, Chiswick, London W4 5QB 

 

APP/F5540/W/17/3180962 and APP/F5540/Z/17/3173208 

LPA Ref: 00505/EY/P18 and 00505/EY/AD22 

 

Closing Statement on behalf of the West Chiswick and Gunnersbury Society 

 

Introductory Remarks 

 

I am most grateful to the Inspector for allowing me to make some closing remarks. I 

apologise that, being unaware until today that I would have such an opportunity, this is not 

as complete or coherent a statement as I would have wished.  

 

As an aside, I would like to say that my main experience of speaking in a formal setting is of 

consensual discussion (for example in chairing the World Health Organization’s Expert 

Committee on Specifications for Pharmaceutical Preparations) rather than of adversarial 

debate as in an Inquiry. 

 

 

1.The fact that I have attended the Public Inquiry in its entirety attests to the importance that I 

and the residents I represent - who live in the immediate surroundings of the Appeal site, 

including the Gunnersbury groundlings - attach to this matter. 

 

2.Having listened attentively throughout the Inquiry, I wish to record that we fully support 

the cases made by the Council and the Rule 6 Parties and request that the Inspector record our 

endorsement. 

 

3.In my short opening presentation (WCGS/2) I provided an indication of how the Chiswick 

Curve would harm the quality of life of local residents with respect to our immediate 

environment – the streets where we live - and the wider area where we take great enjoyment 

from the rich heritage assets, built and natural. This quality of life would be seriously 

diminished in a number of ways not solely in terms of the visual experience. Our detailed 

comments submitted on the application demonstrate how. I note that Mr Harris did not chose 

to challenge any aspect of my presentation. 

 

4. Having listened attentively throughout the Inquiry, including to the responses given by the 

Appellant’s witnesses to my questions, I would request that the Inspector take all these 

questions and responses into account. In this respect, I would like to make reference to the 

following, by way of example. 

 

5. Turning first to planning balance, I believe that Mr Goddard’s responses to my questions 

relating to the alleged benefits of the scheme demonstrated that the public (and I emphasise 

public) benefits were of limited value and of questionable deliverability. 

 

6. In reply to my questions to Mr Coleman concerning cumulative impacts and the concept 

of baseline creep, he agreed with me that there was a danger in each generation redefining the 

baseline – what is normal, natural, acceptable. He also agreed that allowing baseline creep 

could lead to an erosion of heritage value and a loss of the “spirit of place”. 
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7. In response to my questions on townscape Mr Coleman agreed that the openness of 

outlook was a very important component of residential amenity in streets characterized as 

dense urban grid (as defined in the Council’s Urban Context and Character Study) and within 

an area of public open space deficit. In response to my question “Is it unreasonable to wish to 

enjoy our homes, gardens and streets as places of respite and retreat?”, he answered “No”. 

 

8. This was in stark contrast to Mr Finch in response to my question concerning light 

pollution. His message to local resident was that if we did not like the Chiswick Curve (or 

Chiswick Curse, as we call it), we could close our curtains or “vote with our feet”.   

 

I reminded the Inquiry that, as I had pointed out in my presentation (paragraph 9 of WCGS/ 

2): 

 

the overarching vision of our Borough’s Local Plan and of its Sustainable Community 

Strategy is “the aspiration for the borough to be a place where people enjoy living and 

choose to settle and stay.” (Local Plan 1.12 -1.13). Our part of the borough is such a 

place – a place where people put down roots and become embedded in the 

community. In order for it to remain so, we need to nurture these vibrant and stable 

communities by protecting the attractive character and other positive attributes of the 

area.  

9. In formal conclusion, the West Chiswick and Gunnersbury Society, and the other resident 

groups that I represent at this Inquiry, believe that neither Appeal A or B should be allowed 

and we earnestly request the Inspector to report accordingly to the Secretary of State. 

 

10. While not a QC, may I close informally by reading a few verses of a poetic plea written 

by a Gunnersbury groundling in relation to an earlier scheme for this site; the plea is 

applicable to the Chiswick Curve: 

 

Scene: A roundabout beneath a “sweet little flyover” in Gunnersbury 

 

(See Image on page 156 of the Local Plan reproduced below; a curious photo to use for 

Policy GB2 Open Space unless it was chosen to illustrate the final bullet point “Proximity to 

significant sources of noise and air pollution can have a negative impact on the usability of 

Local Open Space for off-site amenity provision.”) 

 

Enter: Gunnersbury residents, the Sustainable Development Committee*, the big bad 

developer and chorus  

*former name of the LBH planning committee 

 

The big bad developer: Icon! My icon! 

 

Gunnersbury residents singing softly to the tune of “I had a little nut-tree”:  

 

We have a lovely blue-domed church, 

Sweet incense fills the air. 

It’s small and white and starry. 

Please look for icons there. 

 

The big bad developer: Icon! My icon! 
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Gunnersbury residents singing strongly to the tune of Pink Floyd’s Another Brick in the Wall:  

 

We don’t want no alien icons, 

We don’t want no LED-lit shroud, 

We just want Iconostasis,  

Not screens big, brash and loud. 

We don’t want the light fantastic 

Shining on us down below 

We are Iconoclastic,  

So, planners — just you make it go! 

 

Gunnersbury residents, turning towards Gunnersbury Park and kneeling in supplication  

 

(with apologies to William Blake) 

 

Icon, icon, burning bright, 

All day long and most the night. 

What diabolic hand or eye, 

Could shroud thy foul asymmetry? 

 

What alien structure? What flashing heap? 

Where, far below, we try to sleep. 

Its brooding hulk so high above 

Our streets and homes we filled with love. 

 

Those high on speed will past it sail,  

While we its deadly fumes inhale. 

While cars on high go speeding past 

We lowly groundlings breathe our last. 

 

Iconic gateway from the west? 

For our great city, is this the best? 

To send a message, set the scene 

To tell the world that we are green?  

 

 

Marie-Louise Rabouhans, 

WCGS 

6th July 2018 
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