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THE WEST CHISWICK & GUNNERSBURY SOCIETY 

 

Residents Meeting: 11th October 2021 

Held at Age Concern Hall, Chiswick W4 

At 7.30 pm 

 

MINUTES 

 

In Attendance: Marie Rabouhans  (Chairman) 

Adam O’Neill  (Vice-Chairman) 

   Kate Vicic   (Secretary) 

   Charlotte Aldridge (Treasurer) 

Rob Hare    (Webmaster) 

Terry Thorn  (Management Committee) 

 

Together with Councillors Ranjit Gill and Joanna Biddolph and 20 

Members and Residents. 

 

1. Apologies and Welcome  

Apologies were received from Don Osborne, Stephanie Lang, Veronica Hunt Lewis, 

Felicity Proctor and Jim Frost. The Chairman welcomed the Members and Councillors 

Gill and Biddolph and expressed pleasure that we were able to meet in person again 

after so long. 

 

2. Minutes  

• The minutes of the Annual General Meeting of Monday 22nd February 2021 were 

accepted as a true record and will be formally adopted at the next AGM. 

 

3. Matters Arising (not elsewhere on the Agenda) 

• 20th Anniversary: While still hoping for suggestions to mark the 20th anniversary 

it has been decided to hold a celebration at the 20th AGM which will be held in 

February. This will, we hope, be a more joyful and sociable occasion after the 

period of social distancing. 

 

        4.   Update on current planning issues 

• Gillian Court:  Members were pleased to note that the appeal following the refused 

application to build a house in the grounds of this building had been dismissed 

• 2 Thorney Hedge Road: A second application had been made to build a house on 

garden land to the rear of this property. The Chairman advised Members to be aware 

of applications for such in-fill developments that would be to the detriment of the 

local area. [PMN: This application was refused on several grounds on 15/10/21.] 

• Gunnersbury Parade of shops: The Chairman raised the issue of some of the 

changes that have been wrought to the shop fronts in this Parade over recent years. 

There have been improvements to some of the shopfronts but others, however, had 
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gone from bad to worse. Most recently an attractive traditional-style shop front with 

recessed central door has been changed without planning permission to a flat plate-

glass front with a door to one side and internally-lit signage. Such inappropriate 

changes damage the character of the parade of shops within the Thorney Hedge 

Conservation Area and are in conflict with the Council guidelines for shop fronts. 

The Society has been seeking for many years to achieve improvements to this 

parade of shops. Work carried out without planning permission, with or without 

retrospective application, and lack of enforcement action is having the opposite 

effect in some cases. We are keen that the context and character of the Conservation 

Area is conserved and enhanced.  

• Holly House: This application – 00505/EY/P20; P/2021/3510 - for a building on 

the site of the refused Chiswick Curve scheme is a further attempt by the developer, 

Starbones. As the developer will have looked at the reasons for refusal it is 

important that any objections made by the Society and its members be effective and 

targeted.  The new plans are for a building with 24 floors although the 3-storey 

banding gave the impression in images of a more low-rise block.  

 

Robert Hare commented that the incorporation of trees into the design could be 

construed as ‘green-washing’ and that the trees depicted were completely unsuitable 

for the position. Terry Thorn reminded the meeting that the founding principles of 

the Society were to oppose buildings of this sort – high-rise, poorly situated and 

dense living quarters in a low-rise area of mainly houses. He raised the issue of the 

threat to public health for residents who would be living between two of the busiest 

and most polluting roads in London. Other issues raised included the strain on the 

supply of water, noise pollution for residents and the strain on local infrastructure 

(transport, schools, doctors etc). Another issue is the precedent set if a 24-storey 

building is permitted on the site. Other proposed developments around this one, the 

B&Q site (the 4th Mile) would be overshadowed by this development. Councillor 

Biddolph informed the meeting that other applications around the borough for tall 

buildings would completely change the character of the area. One Member asked 

why Planning let these applications through. The Chairman explained the pressure 

on local authorities to meet high targets for housing which meant that high-density 

developments were viewed favourably. Authorities that don’t meet the targets risk 

being bypassed and decisions taken at a higher level. Adam O’Neill added that the 

New London Plan requires that local authorities identify areas suitable for tall 

buildings and that the Great West Corridor, where this site is situated, is one such 

area. 

 

Other issues raised by Members included: how many of the flats in recently 

completed developments and those under construction were occupied or had 

potential occupiers – the flow of residents out of London as a result of the Pandemic 

could mean fewer potential occupiers for new developments; concern about the 

nature of the accommodation – a lot of small units would not be suitable for families 

and accommodation here would, in any case, be dangerous for small children 

because of the pollution from the position of the building.  
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In conclusion the Chairman asked Members to write to the planning department to 

express their views and concerns about this application and to share what they have 

written with the Society. 

 

• Great West Corridor; Local Plan Review: The Examination in Public of the 

Local Plan Reviews for the Great West Corridor and the West of Borough will be 

begin on 9th November and take several weeks. The Chairman has the Inspectors’ 

permission to participate in a number of sessions as has a representative of 

Brentford Voice.  

While focussing on issues related to the Great West Corridor, the Chairman would 

participate in the Session dealing with the Council’s intention to permit industrial, 

commercial and residential development on significant areas of Green Belt in the 

West of the Borough. National policy and the London Plan place great value on the 

Green Belt and the Mayor of London has objected to the Council’s intentions. 

• Brentford Football Stadium/Gunnersbury Station:  A Member raise the issue of 

the closure of the station pre- and post- matches and of the continuing pressure on 

the station from commuters to the Chiswick Business Park. The closures are part of 

the trial period for the new stadium and are being monitored. Residents should 

provide feedback to the Stadium and to TfL if they are inconvenienced. Councillor 

Biddolph invited Members to also contact Councillors about inconveniences and 

problems so that they can act on our behalf.  

 

• Any significant improvements to the station would require enabling development to 

contribute to the funding. This situation might present the Society with a dilemma: 

it would need to weigh the benefit of improvements to the station against any 

negative impact on local residents and Conservation Areas of development 

proposals.  During discussion concern was expressed that no station in Chiswick 

(underground, overground or mainline) provided step-free access.  

 

 Chiswick Business Park:  

• Spectator parking has been approved with conditions – up to 500 cars and 

phased use so that car parks adjacent to Silver Crescent will be used last. 

• An extended license has been granted but with conditions including close 

liaison with local residents. 

• Building 12 – The America University in London has expressed an interest in 

moving into this building. The Society supports their potential application. 

• Ruth Mayorcas requested that the Business Park put parking controls in place 

in local streets during the forthcoming Firework Display (4th November). The 

Chairman will raise the issue with the Business Park. [PMN: Issue raised with 

CBP Operations Director.] 
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5. Chiswick Area Forum: 

• As part of an initiative from Councillor Biddolph, Local groups are being asked 

to give a short talk about themselves to inform local residents of what they do. 

Our Society will give a presentation in January 2022.  

 

6. Membership Recruitment Drive: 

• We welcome suggestions from current Members about how we can recruit new 

members to the Society. One suggestion made was for current Members to 

contact their local on-line street groups to promote our Society and encourage 

people to join. 

• A suggestion was to make our meetings less ‘austere’ and more welcoming. 

Communicating what we do to potential recruits is important as is raising our 

profile through local websites, WhatsApp groups etc.  

• Robert Hare suggested having more social occasions – meeting in local pubs, 

for instance, when circumstances permit. 

• A Member suggested having a stall at one of the new Markets that take place 

on Sundays in the High Road perhaps in conjunction with other local 

residential/amenity groups. This could take place next spring once we have a 

new leaflet to give out. 

 

7. Green up Gunnersbury: 

• Charlotte Aldridge organised a Litter Pick in May in conjunction with local 

Councillor Ron Mushiso. A number of Members turned out for this and were 

treated to cake at the end.  

• The Meanwhile Garden is still going strong and is watered by local residents. 

• Charlotte Aldridge has sourced two planters with small palm trees in them 

which need to be found a suitable location where they could be secured to 

prevent them being stolen. A wall at the end of Silver Crescent could be painted 

and a robust planter installed to dissuade litter droppers. The Committee will 

investigate whether there are grants available for certain street  improvement 

projects. A “parklet” with seating, bike stands etc, was suggested as a possible 

project which could be put, for example, at the junction of Chiswick High Road 

with Chiswick Road.  There is an expanse of pavement at the entrance to 500 

Chiswick High Road, for instance. 

 

8. Date of next public meeting: 

• The next public meeting will be the AGM that will take place on 21st February 

2022. 

 

9. Any other business: 

• Charlotte Aldridge reported that the Society had made a donation to the Hogarth 

Youth Centre in recognition of the important work they do and their need for 

funds. They are having am open meeting on 18th November that we will inform 

Members of. 
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• The Chairman reported that the revised appraisal for the Chiswick High Road 

Conservation Area was to be presented shortly for adoption by the Cabinet.   She 

was pleased that the CA had been extended slightly to include the piazza at the 

end of Turnham Green Terrace together with the Chiswick Time Line.    She 

also noted that the revised CA Appraisal maps now include the locally listed 

buildings that we helped to identify. 

• Some residents are troubled by vehicle noise and pollution. One resident 

reported the noise and pollution from taxis idling at the end of her street and 

another reported similar nuisance from parents dropping children at a nursery 

school near her home. Signs can be put up to discourage these behaviours and 

the Councillors asked that any problems of this nature be directed to them. 

 

 

Signed by the Chairman:                                     Date 


