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Archive pictures of Blackheath Village online
Exhibitions are temporary, but websites are perma-
nent, and the Society is planning to put the ‘crown 
jewels’ archive images of the Village on permanent 
display with 1,200 photographs on our website.

Our recent exhibition “200 
Years of Entertainment in 
Blackheath,” mounted at  
Blackheath Halls shortly 
after Christmas, was ap-
preciated and very well 
received by numerous 
visitors, and many asked 
for it to go on permanent 
display. Their wishes will 
shortly be realised, and the 
exhibition will be available 
on the Society’s website at 
www.blackheatharchive.
org. If you missed the 
exhibition, you will be able 
to catch it online.

However, even better news 
is that this exhibition is only a small step in the 
Society’s long-term plan to make the whole archive 
widely available to a much larger audience. A major 
step will be our digital release on the website of ‘the 
crown jewels’ of the Society’s collection, the archive 
images of the Village itself. 

Because we have so many exceptional pictures, 
publication will be staged over a number of weeks, 
with the first tranche going online just before Easter, 

followed by weekly releases of further images of dif-
ferent parts of the Village: 

Week 1: Royal Parade and Montpelier Vale. 
Week 2: The Crown, Tranquil Vale, Collins St, Col-

lins Square, Camden Row. 
Week 3: Wemyss Road, 
Bath Place, Blackheath 
Grove and Bennett Park. 
Week 4: The Village Centre 
and Martin House. 
Week 5: Lee Road, Selwyn 
Court, Independents Road, 
Lawn Terrace. 
Week 6: The Conservatoire 
and School of Art.
The website has room for 
your comments, so please 
feel free to contribute or 
to contact our commit-
tee member Allan Griffin, 
who runs the project, on     
allan@blackheath.org. 
 

Many thanks are due to Neil Rhind, who collected 
the images over several decades, and also to the late 
Alan Martin, who contributed so much to the devel-
opment of the archive, the Society and to Blackheath 
in general. 

Thanks also go to and to our volunteer scanning 
team of Helen Doris, Jo Swadkin, Sue Shields and 
Hilary Weedon who have spent many painstaking 
hours, scanning, titling and tagging the images. 

Sunshine on a windy spring day in Blackheath
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Publication of the Village images sees this hard work 
come to fruition, and it will make the effort worth-
while when the latest additions go online at www.
blackheatharchive.org. 

If you have anything you think might be relevant 
to the archive - for example, photos, articles, lo-
cal school magazines or school reports, we are like 
Autolycus in The Winter’s Tale - “snappers-up of 
unconsidered trifles” - and we will both gratefully 
receive and publicly acknowledge any contribution.

Two recent archive developments illustrate the work 
we have been doing. First, we have received very 
welcome additions from probably the oldest con-
tinuous resident of Blackheath, Olive Amos. Born in 
Blackheath in 1920, she has lived and worked all her 
life here, moving less than a hundred yards in that 
time. Members will remember the popular fruit and 
vegetable shop she ran with her husband Bill.

We are very 
grateful for her 
recent contri-
butions to the 
archive, which 
include a 1949 
copy of the All 
Saints parish 
magazine, and 
a 1970 Daily 

Telegraph magazine featuring photographs of her 
shop. Decimalisation was problematic back then 
and photographs of their shop and other parts of 
the Village were used by the paper to illustrate the 
confusion thought probable. 

Olive has also given us material relating to another 
former Blackheath resident, Bernard Biggington, 
who experienced boyhood on Jersey under the Ger-
mans, having unfortunately sought safety there in 
1939 from the blitz of the Second World War. This 
material will be available on the website soon. 

We still have much to do in digitising the original 
archive, but we have also recently begun work on a 
new aspect. In 2000, to celebrate the Millennium, 
and anticipating Google by some 12 years, the Soci-
ety undertook to photograph every property, both 
domestic and commercial, in Blackheath to provide 
a snapshot of this moment of history. 

The photography was carried out by volunteer mem-
bers and, while the quality from willing amateurs 
varied, these records currently sit in hard folders on 
the society shelves as a permanent record. We have 
recently begun scanning and tagging these images.

We also heartily welcome our new archive volun-
teers, Elisa Vinci , Robin Baker, Mark Jacobs and 
John Sabido  - members who have agreed to give 
their time on a regular basis to carry out these rou-
tine, time-consuming but necessary tasks.

Blackheath should have more Blue Plaques
Members may have noticed that Blackheath enjoyed 
a new Blue Plaque (seen on the right) in April 2015. 
It is to the Lindley family (Joseph and William), the 
engineers who  miraculously improved the drainage 
and water systems for Hamburg, Warsaw and Bu-
dapest in the 19th century.  They and their offspring 
lived at 74 Shooters Hill Road from 1860 to 1937, 
and many descendants of the Lindleys braved the 
heavy A2 traffic to attend the unveiling ceremony. 
 
Now English Heritage is looking for other suitably 
qualified people. Emily Wilding Davison (1873-
1913), the suffragette who fell under the King’s 
horse at the 1913 Derby, could  be considered, but 
the house in which she was born (13Vanbrugh Park 

Road West) was de-
molished years ago. 

A plaque should be set 
on 6 Grotes Buildings, 
the first office of the 
then newly-founded 
Mass Observation in 
1936. Established by 
Charles Madge (1912-

1996) and Tom Harrison (1911-1976), it was one of- 
if not the first - serious social research organisations 
investigating what people were doing and why. The 
outbreak of the war in 1939 saw it, not surprisingly, 
immediately commandeered by the Government. 

Archive images - Alexandra Assembly Rooms in 1905, now Lloyds Bank, and the Village from Tranquil Vale in 1874
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Greenwich withdraws permanent Circus Field event application
Greenwich Council withdrew its own application for 
a permanent licence to vastly extend the commercial 
use of Circus Field on the Heath, after pressure from 
the three local amenity societies, several councillors 
and many local residents.

Blackheath Society Chair Dame Helen Reeves, to-
gether with the Greenwich and Westcombe Societies, 
wrote a joint letter to the Council, asking that the 
application for an open-ended premises licence to 
hold up to five extra events each year on Circus Field 
should be withdrawn.

They argued that the absence of any information 
about the specific events being proposed made it 
impossible for residents to respond in the context of  
a licencing application, and that this proposal could 
have a serious impact on the rights of residents to 
enjoy the amenity of the Heath as a natural environ-
ment. Cllrs Cherry Parker and Geoffrey Brighty 
supported the societies’ objections. 

The societies were not opposed to events being held 
on the Heath, but their members had expressed 
strongly-held concerns over its potential over-use, 
the possibility of environmental damage, the loss of 
its peaceful and natural environment and nuisance 
from noise and parking problems. This is reflected in 
the Letters to the Editor on page 10.

Cllr Denise Scott McDonald, the Greenwich Cabinet 
member for culture, told a council meeting that it 
always listened to the views of the public before go-
ing ahead with any events. Because many people had 
raised concerns about events right across Blackheath, 
she said it had accepted the requirement to submit 
separate applications for events on Circus Field, 
even though this was less cost efficient, “in order to 
provide community reassurance.”

She said Greenwich had sought a licence that would 
allow Circus Field to be used for up to 70 days a year 
at a lower noise level than events on the Lewisham 
side of the Heath, adding that most of the issues 
raised by objectors would have been addressed in its 
agreement with event organisers. 

Greenwich leader Denise Hyland underlined that 
the decision was made in response to strong local 
objections.

The first such event will be the musical show In the 
Night Garden based on a popular television pro-
gramme for pre-school children. This will run from 
May 26 until June 11, featuring characters such as Ig-
glepiggle, Upsy Daisy and Makka Pakka.Neil Rhind, 

who collected the images over several decades, 

The proposal for In the Night Garden, which previ-
ously took place at the O2 arena, was discussed at a 
meeting of the Blackheath Joint Working Party on 19 
January. As this would  be the first performance of 
the 2016 season, the application involved the perfor-
mance days and the setting up and rehearsal dates, 
which will total 36 days on the Heath.

Members of the BJWP were naturally concerned 
about both the impact on the Heath itself and the  
loss of amenity for those of us who enjoy the Heath  
as an open space. We were assured that:

•	 Any future booking of  In the Night Garden 
would be later in the season and would not in-
clude the extra time for setting up and rehearsals.

•	 There will be only one further application for an 
event on Circus Field this year, which will be a 
high quality food festival. In addition, there will 
be one less funfair on Circus Field in 2016 and 
fewer rehearsals on this site for The Kings Troop.

•	 Greenwich will work with Lewisham and the 
BJWP to develop a joint policy for events on the 
Heath in order to regulate the number and  type  
of  events in future years. 

•	 All applications for events will be presented to 
the BJWP in advance of any agreement. It is pro-
posed that, in future, all applications for the year 
ahead will be dealt with together at a separate 
meeting in order to achieve continuity between 
the two Councils.

It is acknowledged that, in these cash-strapped times, 
both Greenwich and Lewisham have recognised the 
earning potential of the Heath and we can expect to 
be dealing with more such applications in the future.  
 
The BJWP was set up by Greenwich and Lewisham 
Councils in 1988 as a consultative body to advise 
them on management and use of the Heath. Its 
members include councillors from both boroughs 
and representatives from the Blackheath, Greenwich 
and Westcombe Societies

Circus Field in heavy use during the 2012 Olympics
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ham. The others will be community libraries 
- Age Exchange currently hosts the community 
library for Blackheath.

•	 Community centres have all been reviewed and 
will fall to 16 from 23, and some may become 
housing. The Brandram Road centre is safe“for 
the moment.”

•	 The youth service is being turned into a mutual, 
run by the current staff, in order to save money 
and to keep the services going. He said this 

policy is a calculated risk; only two 
other councils in England have so 
far mutualised their youth services.
•	 Day centre usage, such as at 
Leemore and the Savile Centre, is 
being reviewed - some will be cut. 
 
Councils are not allowed by law to 
run a budget deficit, so Lewisham 
will reluctantly also have to spend 
£6 million from its reserves in 
2016-2017 to balance the budget, 
after taking £5 million from them 
in the current financial year. 
Kevin said further changes will in-

clude staff cuts – Lewisham had 4,500 staff in 2010. 
It has reduced this to 2,500 now and further cuts are 
likely in the new financial year.  

Lewisham is also looking to generate more income 
through the increased use of mobile telephony, by 
attracting more advertisements to its websites and 
bringing IT services in-house from Capita. It will be 
sharing IT resources with Brent Council and aims to  
become paperless, saving £2 million by the changes.

“We want to mitigate any impact in social care and 
there will be no impact here in 2016-2017 from the 
cuts. People may see a difference though in street 
sweeping and waste collection, but these savings will 
only come in the 2017-2018 budget year,” he said.

“In the five years after 2010 we lost £1 in every £3 
we spent. In the five years from 2015 we thought 
we would have to find a further £85 million in cuts,  
now this is only £75 million because of the govern-
ment policy change over the freeze in council tax.” 
 
Bonavia said: “We are now getting to the point 
where no-one will not notice some cuts in council 
services and in the next few years people will see less 
of the council. Residents will also have to be moe 
proactive in contacting the council as we have fewer 
staff to manage services. We will therefore need to 
do more to get in touch with the most vulnerable.”

Lewisham and Greenwich Councils are each raising 
council tax by nearly 4% this year, after a lengthy 
freeze, and both are being forced to cut services as 
they deal with changes in central government fund-
ing to local councils.

So what will be the impact for people living in 
Blackheath, which is covered by both councils? The 
Newsletter tried to discover how local people will be 
affected in the 2016-2017 financial year starting this 
April.

For Lewisham, we interviewed Kevin Bo-
navia, councillor for the Blackheath ward, 
(on the right), who is its cabinet member 
responsible for all the council’s resources.

The council spends around £1 billion 
a year, but it only controls a small por-
tion of this spending, called the general 
budget, as funds for schools, capital pro-
grammes, welfare and housing benefits 
are directed centrally. 

Since 2010 the council’s general budget 
has fallen by £120 million to £246 million, 
giving some idea of the scale of belt-tight-
ening so far, and will fall to £236 million in 2016-
2017. “Despite my official title, it often feels like a 
lack of resources and more about how we manage 
these,” Bonavia said. 

The general budget is mainly funded from central 
government grant (£96 million last year) business 
rates (£50 million) and council tax (£83 million). 
Following the government’s comprehensive spend-
ing review last autumn, it indicated that it intended 
to eliminate its grant to councils by 2020 and instead 
allow them to charge additional council tax and 
devolve business rates to them. 

This year’s council tax rise is made up of a 2% in-
crease to contribute towards the cost of adult social 
care and a 1.99% rise to help reduce cuts to the rest 
of the general budget.

Councils would have to call a referendum if they 
raised council tax by more than a total 4%. Lew-
isham has raised this tax only once in the past seven 
years, by 1.5% in 2013. 

So where will the main cuts fall this year? Kevin 
named four main areas:

•	 Council-run libraries will fall to three in the next 
financial year from seven now and 12 in 2010; 
the three will be Deptford, Lewisham and Down-

Local councils raise council tax to deal with funding cuts
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For Greenwich, the picture on budget cuts has not 
been quite so clear in the past. But council leader 
Denise Hyland told a public meeting in the town 
hall last December that between 2010 and 2014 
Greenwich had saved over £105 million in general 
housekeeping and it planned further savings from 
then until 2018/2019 of £77 million.

She said £24 million of this was covered by inflation, 
leaving £53 million to be saved in the next three fi-
nancial years. The majority would come from volun-
tary staff redundancies (£11.6 million), from avoid-
ing agency fees by recruiting new staff (£2 million), 
cuts to adult social care (£13 million) and children’s 
social care (£1.4 million), from back office services 
(£2 million) and by raising £10 million income from 
the sale of new homes on brownfield sites. “We want 
to take all the cuts up front and now,” she added. 

The council’s website said its Cabinet had outlined a 
four-year programme of savings, aimed at protect-
ing vital frontline services, and staff savings had 
been agreed in principle by councillors via manage-
ment cost savings and lower use of agency staff.

Announcing its decision in February to raise its 
council tax for the first time in nine years, Green-
wich said the rise was set against the backdrop of a 

four-year savings programme, including reducing 
staff costs by £14 million, creating new efficiencies, 
and by encouraging more online transactions.

Hyland said: “The increase results from changes in 
the way local councils are funded by the Govern-
ment, which has allocated funding on the assump-
tion that councils would raise council tax by two per 
cent to cover the increasing cost of adult social care 
services, and that it expects councils to raise council 
tax by a further amount to cover inflation.” 

Cllr John Fahy told the December meeting  Green-
wich had taken legal advice on the minimum statu-
tory requirements for social care under the cuts, and 
it was not reducing them to the statutory minimum. 
“Frontline services are our top priority and every-
thing will flow from there,” he said. 
 
The Society’s main immediate concerns will be to 
ensure that cuts in the budgets for the councils’ 
Planning Departments do not undermine their abil-
ity to oversee adequately the considerable devel-
opment pressures on Blackheath. We also seek to 
ensure that the maintenance and oversight of the 
Heath (which for Lewisham is done via outsourc-
ing to Glendale) does not suffer.  We will remain 
vigilant.

Members’ objections to planning applications play vital role
As discussed in previous Newsletters, and also covered opposite, this is a time of stress and also of great up-
heaval in the planning arena, as councils cope with the pressure of development and cuts to budgets.

The Society aims to work closely and constructively with councils, to ensure that communications is as effec-
tive as possible, and maximise the chances of our making an impact. We would like to highlight for members 
the fact that one of the prime determinants of success in getting views acted on, apart from the Society’s sub-
missions, is the number of comments and objections councils receive from local residents and neighbours.

There are many proposals to which the Society objects, but which do not cause planning officers concern. In 
Greenwich these proposals will be approved unless objections are received from at least eight households. 

There will be no opportunity for the Society to argue our case before a Planning Committee unless these 
householder objections are sent in. Comments or objections do not have to be long, but must be relevant.   

If a proposal is unappealing but does not breach a planning policy, damage the architectural integrity of a 
building, or degrade a conservation area it is probably not sensible to object. Councils will pay particular 
attention to objections from immediate neighbours, but one does not have to be an immediate neighbour in 
order to object. We all have a right to have our views taken into account if a proposal would not preserve or 
enhance the character or appearance of a local conservation area.  

We appreciate that this can sometimes create difficult situations for members with their neighbours who sub-
mit applications. But we cannot stress enough how important objections from householders are in dissuading  
councils from approving damaging applications.  
 
If you are troubled by an application for a development in one of the local conservation areas but are unsure 
whether to object, we will be glad to advise. If you contact the Secretary she will put you in touch with an ap-
propriate Committee member or volunteer.
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Lewisham planning faces challenging times

These continue to be challenging times for planning 
in Lewisham. Applications for new developments 
continue unabated, while staff departures and retire-
ments mean the amount of experienced resource in 
Lewisham Council has been severely depleted.  

This places an ever greater burden on neighbours 
and the Society to be vigilant in respect of new pro-
posals. Our influence is immeasurably greater where 
we make representations alongside, or in support of, 
those directly affected by proposed development.

Notwithstanding these challenges, the Society 
has continued to be effective in pressing for high 
standards of development. In several recent cases, 
Lewisham has upheld - either in formal decisions or 
in pre-consultation - the objections raised by us in 
respect of inappropriate proposals for sensitive sites.  

In some of these, developments such as rear ex-
tensions would have had a detrimental impact on 
neighbouring properties. Other proposed additions 
or modifications would have introduced discordant 
elements to architecturally significant buildings or 
groups of buildings, or sensitive areas.  

An example of this is 81 Dacre Park where, in line 
with an objection lodged by the Society, permis-
sion was refused for alterations involving extensive 
excavation and the addition of an inappropriate rear 
extension. We are not opposed to new development, 
but where it takes place in the Conservation Area it 
must be of demonstrably high quality and sensitive 
to its broader context.  

However, four specific developments continue to be 
a source of concern. Last year, contrary to the advice 
of the Society and officials at Lewisham, permission 
was granted for the demolition and redevelopment 
of Sergison Cottage in Goffers Road.

A new plan has now been submitted which would 
additionally involve the excavation of a basement as 
part of the new development. We expressed serious 
concerns about this on grounds of both design and 
the potential impact on neighbouring properties. 

We have been pressing Lewisham for some time to 
introduce a formal policy on basements, in line with 
some other London boroughs, and this case rein-
forces that need. 

We also continue to monitor closely developments 
at 8 The Glebe, reported in the last Newsletter. The 
Society supported a successful application by local 
residents to secure a preservation order on two trees 

on this property for which notification of felling had 
been submitted. 

Investigation has shown that no fewer than 26 trees 
have been felled - apparently with permission - on 
this property since 2012. We have formally asked 
Lewisham to explain the circumstances in which 
permission was granted after limited consultation 
with the neighbours and with apparently little re-
gard for the impact on the surrounding area.  

As also reported earlier, Berkeley Homes has ac-
quired the site of the Stephen James BMW garage 
in Lee Terrace with a view to redeveloping it. The 
Society was very critical of the plans outlined in a 
public consultation in November.  

The proposed development was poorly designed and 
paid inadequate regard to the importance of the site, 
opposite St Margaret’s Church and next to an his-
toric graveyard. On the basis of an exhibition held 
in February it appears Berkeley is intending to move 
ahead with a design which is broadly unchanged. 

Crucially, apart from many design issues, it replaces 
a low rise building, back from the street, with a 
large urban monolithic structure right opposite the 
church and overlooking the churchyard. We, and 
local residents, will continue to press Lewisham and 
the developers hard to seek to ensure that any de-
velopment contributes to, rather than detracts from, 
this important part of the Conservation Area. 
 
The Society has supported local residents objecting 
to a retrospective application by the Dacre Arms 
pub to create an outside seating area in Kingswood 
Place and a substantial new servery on the site. Lew-
isham has agreed correct procedures have not been 
followed and a consultation meeting is planned.

The view of the BMW site from St Joseph’s Vale.
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Society comments influence Greenwich planning document
In the period since the Winter Newsletter was issued 
towards the end of last year, the Royal Borough of 
Greenwich adopted, at a meeting of the Cabinet in 
late January, its Local Information Requirements 
List Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) on 
which the Society had responded in June 2015.  

A good proportion of our comments had been taken 
on board, especially the need, where applicants are 
proposing basement excavations to existing build-
ings or new constructions, to include detailed infor-
mation in their submissions.  

However, further adjustments will be necessary if 
the section on basement works is to fully satisfy our 
original objective, and there will be an opportunity 
to revisit the issue in a year’s time - a concession 
gained by ward councillors after officers had recom-
mended a review after two years.  

In another successful outcome, Cabinet members 
insisted that Financial Viability Assessments sub-
mitted in support of larger developments should be 
made publicly available without redactions. 

We are currently preparing our response to a further 
SPD relating to Residential Extensions, Conversions 
and Basements which, once adopted, will supplant 
the long-outdated Council Advice Note on Home 
Extensions produced as far back as 2004.  

The new document was the subject of a Focus 
Group, attended by representatives from the Society, 
the Langton Way Association and the Westcombe 
Society, last November. While some of our initial 
concerns have been addressed, there remains room 
for improvement in several areas.  

The document is over-prescriptive in many areas 
and leaves little scope for consideration of alterna-
tive solutions which may contrast with, rather than 
slavishly copy, existing residential development 
- something which is essential if our conservation 
areas are to continue to reflect the variety in appear-
ance for which they have been, and continue to be, 
valued. Our response will, in due course, be includ-
ed on the Society’s website.
 
A final paper on which the Council is seeking views 
is its Site Allocations Local Plan issues and options 
document. This is broken down into eight areas bor-
ough-wide of which only that covering Kidbrooke is 
of direct interest to the Society.  

As the material for this area is not dissimilar to that 
already covered in the Core Strategy document it is 
unlikely we will need to respond in any great detail, 
but the current paper acts as a timely reminder 
that two sites in the area outside the control of the 
masterplan developer, Berkeley Homes, have yet to 
come forward with detailed development proposals.

One is the site of the former Thomas Tallis School 
in Council ownership allocated for residential/com-
munity use, the other is the land to the north of 
Kidbrooke Station and south of the Rochester Way 
relief road, which is in TfL ownership and allocated 
for residential and commercial use.   

12 Pond Road - we are also commenting on a 
revised application for a two-storey side extension 
here affecting another Grade II listed building. We 
had objected to the original proposal when it was 
the subject of public consultation in the summer of 
2015 on the grounds that the proposed works would 
damage the setting of the late-Georgian detached 
villa on the site, with the large extensions to the rear 
over-dominant relative to the simple form of the 
host property. We also raised a concern about the  
excavation at the side of the house extending further 
into the rear garden than the current plot. 

The new submission shows only minor adjustments 
to the previous application and we intend to con-
tinue to object, recommending that a simpler solu-
tion be pursued which would allow for the original 
listed structure to remain the dominant element. 
This could be achieved through the introduction of 
simple modern infill subservient to the main build-
ing rather than competing with it. 

Rear of 67a Shooters Hill Road - we joined with 
the Langton Way Association and local residents 
in objecting to a new detached single-family dwell-
ing planned for the last of the Shooters Hill Road 
properties in the stretch between Stratheden Road 
and Vicarage Avenue whose rear gardens have not, 
over time, succumbed to residential development 
proposals.  

We have acknowledged that precedents exist for in-
fill schemes in this part of the conservation area and 
that, in itself, the height of the development and its 
setting relative to adjoining properties are basically 
acceptable. However, we have objected to design 
elements, such as the overbearing first floor projec-
tion and the inclusion within it of balconies serving 
bedrooms at this level. We regret that a cluster of 
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early 80s, was the Society Chairman from 1989 to 
1993, following the 25-year reign of Bobby Furber.  

Some were surprised at the succession because Ken 
was well-known in Fleet Street and publishing cir-
cles as the owner/editor of a “gentlemen’s” magazine 
called Mayfair. But his other side was that of an 
urbane gentleman, well-dressed, well-read, well-
spoken and a real campaigner for Blackheath. 

For many years resident in an elegant house on 
Shooters Hill Road with a wonderful prospect across 
to the Paragon, All Saints’ church and the Village, he 
was the guardian of all he surveyed.

Ken joined the Society in 1972 and was invited to 
sit on its Council (as it was then known) in 1979. 
When Bobby Furber retired while still going strong, 
there was a general discussion about his successor 
and Ken was proposed with enthusiasm. He would 
be different and would be excellent at meetings.  He 
spoke well without a microphone - sometimes, it has 
to be said, for too long. Nevertheless, he made the 
Society’s case effectively. 

The first annual report he supervised was enhanced 
by its first-ever full-colour cover, of the Heath. 
Through his term he had to deal with many issues, 
including the slow progress in closing Long Pond 
Road and damaging Greenwich Park management 
changes, amounting to semi-privatisation.

He was quick to seek meetings with the senior 
representatives dealing with such matters, includ-
ing two new MPs. Bridget Prentice for Blackheath 
Lewisham and Nick Raynsford for Greenwich. 
There were battles with the planners to discourage 

The Society learnt with regret of the death in Febru-
ary, aged 81, of one of our long-standing Vice Presi-
dents Ronald Pepper - always known as Ron.

He was a Labour Lewisham Councillor for many 
years but in 1990 went back to his home county of 
Kent where he was elected a Councillor and re-
mained in public office for another 12 years.

Ron was nationally famous as the headmaster of 
Thomas Carlton School in Peckham who led his 900 
pupils on a march to Number 10 to tell Margaret 
Thatcher the school did not need demolishing.

He was invited to become a Vice-President of the 
Society (along with Greenwich Conservative Arthur 
Rolfe) in 1986 on retirement from local active poli-
tics in their respective town halls. 

Ron was a Blackheath man, living in South Vale 
Road, and an authority on local history until his 
move to Canterbury. In his time with Lewisham he 
fought a number of major campaigns, including the 
famous anti-motorway protest against a six-lane 
highway through the middle of Blackheath Village, 
including his own home.

He did not always follow the party whip and was an 
opponent (along with the Society and many others) 
of the St John’s Hospital development scheme, when 
the Society forced a public enquiry. 

Despite leaving Blackheath many years ago, he kept 
in touch with local issues and Lewisham Council 
honoured him at a special ceremony in 2008.

Kenneth Bound, who died on 10 February in his 

trees on the street frontage will be lost and have urged 
for a reconsideration of the layout to address this issue.        

15 Parkgate - we also joined with the Blackheath Cator 
Estate Residents Ltd, the Blackheath Park Conser-
vation Group and local residents in objecting to an 
ill-advised proposal to extend a detached property 
through the addition of extensive single-storey rear 
extensions and the addition of an extra level above an 
existing single-storey side extension at one side of the 
existing house (see the computer-generated image on 
the right), on the grounds that the amenity and pri-
vacy of those living in adjoining properties would be 
adversely affected.  

We also objected to the replacement of two perfectly 
acceptable dormer windows on the steeply-pitched 
rear roof slope with an overlarge combination dormer 

construction providing light to a loft staircase and 
to two bedrooms - both of which were to be given 
balconies. All this is in conflict with Council guid-
ance on Home Extensions concerning the privacy 
of neighbours in the enjoyment of their homes and 
gardens. 

Obituaries of two Society stalwarts who died in February
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the total “restaurantisation” of the Village.  He was 
delighted when our paid-up membership went over 
the 1,000 mark on his watch, and the picture below 
shows him on the left congratulating our 1,000th 
member, David Richards, in May 1991.

Perhaps the greatest battle, only partially won, was 
implementation of a heavy-lorry ban through the 
centre of Greenwich and the diversion of this traffic 
up Blackheath Hill and along the A2. This was a 
great disappointment, but in 2016 the difference is 
hardly noticeable and the traffic through Greenwich 

is just as bad as it was before the ban.

 Before Ken retired he led the campaign to save our 
Village post office. Serious intelligence had been 
leaked that the Post Office intended to close the 
branch and put it into the back of a retail shop half 
way up Montpelier Vale, with no parking or facili-
ties for the disabled. Ken worked hard on this and 
managed to have the policy changed. Nevertheless, 
the threat of closure still hangs over us.

When Ken retired from active service with the So-
ciety we were sorry to see him go. His farewell cake 
at a dinner in his honour in the old Spread Eagle 
restaurant was marked “Outward Bound”.

He was promoted to the honorary office of Vice 
President and did not disappear completely. In 
recent years he left Shooters Hill Road to live at 
Brettenham in Suffolk, but kept in close touch with 
many of his old Blackheath friends. He secured 
himself a small flat in the Paragon, so he never really 
lost contact with the village of his maturity.

Future of the Talbot Place changing rooms at stake
Lewisham Council is considering the future of the 
site and derelict buildings on Talbot Place, as mem-
bers on our email list and those who attended the 
recent meeetings of the Blackheath Assembly and 
the Blackheath Joint Working Party will be aware.

These buildings formerly housed changing rooms 
and toilet facilities for Heath users, but were closed 
due to asbestos in the fabric. They are now only used 
for storing games equipment and as a temporary 
holding site for large items dumped on the Heath. 

The site (outlined in red below) sits in a very sensitive 
location - it Metropolitan Open Land, in the Black-
heath Conservation Area, part of a World Heritage 
Site buffer zone and also next to listed buildings. 

Any potential replacement would need to be in line 
with applicable policy constraints, complementary 
to the Heath and would have to cpntribute positively  
to the community and unique heritage features here.

The council would like to hear your views on the fu-
ture of the site, and is running an open consultation 
until 17 April. As stressed in discussion at the BJWP 
meeting, it is seeking general feedback on  whether 

residents would support improvement of this site.

It also wants to know what, if anything, you would 
like to see built there and the kind of facilities you 
think would fit in with the needs of the community, 
the uses of the Heath and the setting of the build-
ings. It is emphasised that this is just a preliminary 
consultation and there will be other opportunities to 
comment on any ideas that arise out of this process.

A series of engagement events has been planned, the 
remaining one being on 9 April from 10am-12pm at 
Age Exchange in Blackheath Village.

Residents’ feedback is sought principally by com-
pleting the online consultation at www.lewisham.
gov.uk/consultation and then clicking on ‘See all 
consultations’. Members unable to use the on-
line response may contact Lewisham officer Matt 
Henaughan on 020 8318 3381, or the Society office.

The Society strongly supports the plea for feedback 
on this issue and members are also invited to let us 
know their views. We will be formulating our re-
sponse in due course, taking account of the known 
input to the consultation. 
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The Society received copies of a number of letters sent 
to Greenwich Council opposing its application for a 
permanent events licence for the Circus Field before the 
application was withdrawn (see story on page 3). Here is 
an edited selection:
We are writing to oppose the application as it 
is so broad and generic that it makes it really 
hard to pinpoint with the required accuracy the 
breaching of the licensing objectives.

At first we were very happy to embrace the op-
portunity to bring to our doorstep events that 
local people might not be able to enjoy otherwise.

However, a permanent license for up to 60 days a 
year (excluding setup and dismantling) on top of 
the many events already using the Heath, such as 
fairs, circuses, London Marathon and OnBlack-
heath festival, would potentially be extremely dis-
ruptive due to noise, traffic and other nuisances, 
not to mention the very poor conditions of the 
green usually left behind after each event.

To fit in 5,000 people plus workers, merchandise, 
various stands, platforms, toilets and machinery 
into that quasi-triangle of grass would defy the 
laws of physics and be surely unsafe.

We disagree with the permanent feature of the li-
cense and would be more understanding if it had 
a short expiry date and were for one specific de-
tailed event lasting only a few days, with a smaller 
crowd.                                 Barbara and Matt King

I believe each event on Circus Field should be 
considered on its own merits and with reference 
to other events already booked. In view of the 
open-ended nature of the current application, the 
possibilities are extremely high of environmental 
damage, loss of amenity in respect of the peace-
ful, natural environment and nuisance in the 
form of noise and parking problems.

This application would change the nature of the 
Heath and have a serious impact on the right of 
residents to enjoy the amenity of this valuable 
natural environment.                          Jennifer Jones

As a resident living within a short distance of Cir-
cus Field, and a frequent user of the Heath, I am 
writing in support of the Blackheath, Westcombe 
and Greenwich Societies to request that Green-
wich withdraws the current licensing application. 

It seems that approval of this blanket application 
will enable multiple events, of virtually any type, 
and with duration of up to 20 days, to entirely 

bypass the licensing process. Public scrutiny and 
the opportunity to comment or react to prob-
lems with the events are permanently removed.

I am also concerned about the lack of consulta-
tion. The Heath is used and appreciated by tens 
of thousands of residents of south-east Lon-
don and is one of the main reasons that people 
choose to live here. 

This proposal has the potential to prevent public 
access to one of the key areas of the Heath for a 
significant part of the year and, if these events 
are held from June to September, access could 
be denied for more than half of the summer. The 
vast majority of residents using the Heath were 
completely unaware of this.  

I wish to object to the proposal for Circus Field 
licences, which appear to be treating an inter-
nationally famous public open space as a short 
term cash cow for the Council, with no respect 
for its character. 

There has been no real attempt to inform or 
engage the community about the issues, which 
could affect the character of the Heath forever, to 
the detriment of residents, businesses, visitors.

No one would wish to ban events on the Heath, 
but they should be fun for everyone, not just 
for the wealthy who can afford large entry fees. 
Above all they should not be a semi-permanent 
feature. If licences are granted “in perpetuity” we 
will have no real redress, yet this is an alteration 
to land use imposed by the Council which could 
destroy the value of a precious local space. 

Noise from events, because of the geography, 
will be heard all over the Heath, and it will not 
enhance visitors’ experience to have to listen to 
other people’s loud choice of music. When port-
able radios were introduced they were banned 
in public parks because they destroyed the peace 
that people came to parks to enjoy. The Royal 
Borough should follow the same rules. 

Such noise could also have a detrimental ef-
fect on both the visitors and the wildlife in the 
adjacent Greenwich Park, another world famous 
amenity, vital to the Royal Borough’s income.  

This field has been used for circuses and funfairs 
for decades and is almost part of the local herit-
age. The occasional extra event could be attrac-
tive, but the site is not at all a suitable place for 
events by modern standards.

Blackheath is a Site of Metropolitan importance 

 Paul Maloney
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ranking, and should be protected by the Coun-
cil’s Biodiversity Action Plan. When the Field 
was used for the Olympics, organisers undertook 
to respect the biodiversity of the site. We need to 
be informed of the Council’s proposals on this.

Occasional use of grassy areas for car parking 
is acceptable, but only if strictly monitored. The 
On Blackheath Festival left several acres as a 
quagmire for over a month, rendering it unus-
able, and was visually horrid. Overuse of a green 
space can destroy it for decades.        Juliet Cairns         

I am writing to ask for volunteers to form a com-
mittee to create a memorial to Len Thorne, the 
Donkey Man who brought his donkeys to the 
Heath for more than 60 years.

At the Society’s last two annual meetings, 29 
members signed my request to support an 
initiative to erect a small memorial plaque in his 
honour. Some of you will remember the celebra-
tion we held to mark those 60 years on 19 April 
2008, organised by my friend the late Dr Hazel 
Egan and myself, and many will also remember 
his magnificent funeral in October 2012.

We have been pledged £500 by Len’s family, 
£150 from the Greenwich Society and we have 
an indication from the Blackheath Society that 
a contribution will be made when the plans and 
costs have been seen.  

 I would welcome ideas and suggestions on how 
we might proceed and our plan might start thus:

•		Gain	initial	agreement	from	the	London	Bor-
ough of Greenwich. 
•		Propose	a	site	-	for	example	in	the	pavement	
near the street lamp close to where his van used 
to be situated near the Greenwich Park gate. 
•		Obtain	quotes	-	our	plaque	would	be	approxi-
mately the size of one of the larger “squares” (not 
quite squares) of the Society’s memorial. 
•		Decide	on	a	location	and	the	size	of	the	
plaque, what it should be made of and wording. 
•		Contact	other	people	we	might	know	who	
would like to join us, and any email addresses 
would be most welcome.  

Please could you reply to me if you would like to 
help form a committee?  If we gain commitment 
from a small group, including Len’s family, we 
should be able to proceed without over-burden-
ing anyone, and can then hold our first meeting.

I look forward to hearing from you and would  
welcome your co-operation. Please email me at 
hcgalizia@btinternet.com.              Helen Tomkins 
Editor’s note: Members might also like to know 
that we are expecting to commemorate Len by 
including a reference to him on the storyboard we 
are planning to erect near the site where he used to 
exercise his donkeys. This photo shows Len’s coffin 
at the site during his funeral.

 
I went to see the exhibition by Berkeley Homes 
about its proposed development on this site. 
While I fully support the redevelopment of the 
site I was disappointed by the proposal. 

It looked to me like a bog-standard commercial 
development lacking in imagination. It may well 
satisfy the client, the developer and the London 
Borough of Lewisham but it does nothing to 
recognise the built environment surrounding 
the site.  Indeed, it looked to me like something 
left over from the Kidbrook Village development 
that has just been plonked down on Lee Terrace 
for want of anywhere else to put it. 

I think it was significant that, amongst all the 
images of the proposed development, the view 
from St Joseph’s Vale with St Margaret’s Church 
in the background was missing. This is surely 
the most important visual reference and the 
proposed design gives it no recognition. Verdict: 
disappointed, could and should try much harder. 
                                                                Tony Brewer  

Memorial for Donkey Man Len Thorne

Proposed redevelopment at BMW garage

The Italians in London website editors visited 
Blackheath recently and produced an interesting 
article about the area’s history and its recent past.

This is available on http://www.italianialondra.it/
visitarelondra/boroughs/Stazioni/Londra-interna/
Lewisham/html/Blackheath.html, and it can also 
be translated using Google Translate.
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Welcome to our 
new members 

Ms Kate Brian

Mr & Mrs Hawking

Ms Glenda Hodges

Mr & Mrs Norton

Revd David Sharpe

Lana Trotovsek &   
Boris Bizjak

Diary dates 

Society AGM 2016 
Thursday 30 June, 7.30pm, 

St Mary’s Church Hall, 

Cresswell Park. 
Please note the change of 
venue this year detailed 
in our story on the right.

Graffitti removal
2 April
7 May
4 June

Society’s ‘drop-in’ ses-
sions, Age Exchange 

11am to 1pm
7 May
2 July

The Society’s AGM will this year 
be held at 7.30pm on Thursday 30  
June. A formal notice and agenda 
will be circulated to members 
nearer to the time but please make 
a note of the date. This is the main 
occasion in the year when we all 
come together, so please let us 
know if there are issues you would 
like to discuss.

Our Honorary President, David 
Quarmby (seen below), has de-
cided to retire after 14 years in the 
post and the AGM will provide an 
opportunity to thank him for his 
support and commitment. 

 Society holds AGM on Thursday 30 June
There will also be an illustrated 
presentation on the current 
project to produce a series of 
storyboards around the Heath, 
featuring the people and events 
which shaped our history, as well 
as some of the flora and fauna that 
share the Heath with us. We shall 
be pleased to have members’ ideas 
and comments in the discussion 
which will follow.

If you are interested in standing 
for election to the committee, or 
if you wish to nominate someone 
else, we shall need your formal 
nomination by 31 May. Please 
contact the office as soon as pos-
sible so that we can discuss the 
procedures which need to be fol-
lowed. Any formal resolutions to 
be decided at the AGM must also 
be received by 31 May.

The AGM this year will be held 
in St Mary’s Church Hall at the 
end of Cresswell Park in the Vil-
lage. The Blackheath Halls will be 
preparing for major renovations 
in the autumn and will need the 
Halls for their own activities dur-
ing the summer. We are grateful to 
St. Mary’s for agreeing to accom-
modate our meeting.

complete renovation of the main 
roof, starting in July. In 2012 Viri-
dor supported the installation of 
a lift to the Recital Room, provid-
ing much improved access .

Trinity Laban, as the proprietor, 
will provide matching funding 
towards the cost of the roof pro-
ject, ensuring the Halls are fit for 
purpose in the 21st century and 
protecting the structural integrity 
of the building in the future.

As a second stage in the capital 
development, the Arts Council 
England has awarded £499,999. 
This project will focus on signifi-
cant improvements to the Great 
Hall, including modern stage 
equipment, improved backstage 
facilities and an auditorium that 
will provide easy access to the 
arts and significantly enhance the 
audience experience and comfort. 
These works are planned to com-
mence this summer. 

Blackheath Halls has been 
awarded two major grants to 
enable it to undertake an ex-
tensive programme of capital 
works which will ensure that this 
historic building can continue 
to thrive for many years and re-
main at the heart of cultural life 
in south-east London. 

As the result of a grant of 
£234,832 from Viridor Credits, 
the Halls will be undertaking a 

Major funding awards for Blackheath Halls


