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Beoohgrove Victory • For the third time in almost as many years, a 
proposal to develop part of Sydenham Hill Wood has been rejected. The 
Department of the Environment inquiry inspector's verdict on 
Beechgrove represents a notable victory for amenity groups, amongst 
which the Dulwich Society played a leading role. It also casts doubt on 
the wisdom of the Dulwich Estates Governors in pursuing a policy so 
obviously at odds with the wishes of local people and with changed 
attitudes on the environment. Among the inspector's more important 
findings, summarised in a fuller version in this issue of the Newsletter 
are: 

0 Any housing in Beechgrove would be gloomy because of surrounding 
woodland: pressure would mount for more trees to be felled. 

" Sydenham Hill Wood has an important strategic location as the 
nearest ancient wood to central London. 

" The environment has a higher priority than when Beechgrove was last 
occupied as a nursing home; the "once a housing site, always a housing 
site" argument thus does not apply. 

" Despite claims by the Estates Governors that objectors to their plans 
did not understand the proposals, most of the objections were well 
founded and carried "considerable weight". 

Pressure is now likely to grow for the governors to abandon their 
development plans and allow the whole of the woodland to become a 
nature reserve. 

Mr Reg Collins, vice-chairman of the Society, adds: "I should like to 
express my grateful thanks to all of those society members who 
contributed some of their time and energy towards the effectiveness of 
the Dulwich Society's opposition to the Estates Governors' plans for 
building on Beechgrove. I am sure that the favourable result that came 
out of the inquiry could not have been achieved without such essential 
grassroots support and I must quote verbatim from a paragraph in the 
Inspector's report giving his decision: 'I have noted the extremely 
substantial volume of third party objections, expressed both verbally and 
in writing ... ! believe the broad generality of the objectors' concerns to be 
well-founded in planning terms, and to that extent they carry 
considerable weight'. 

"I would like to acknowledge the support the society received from 
other local amenity societies, in particular from the Sydenham Society, 
whose counsel and advice were at all times of great help to the joint 
cause. Thoughts must now turn to what might happen in the future and 
there are many possibilities. We will continue to strive for the goal of 
unified nature reserve, managed by the London Wildlife Trust in order to 

preserve the character of this lovely corner of Dulwich for future 
generations." 

Euro Gallery· A special commendation went to Dulwich Picture Gallery 
at a ceremony in Basle, Switzerland, in October. Mr Giles Waterfield, 
director of the gallery, received the commendation for the gallery's 
education programme and particularly its work in inner London. There 
were 10 commendations: the 1989 European Museum of the Year Award 
went to Sundsvall Museum, a new museum in Sweden. Dulwich Picture 
Gallery was the only long-established museum competing and the only 
British finalist. Sundsvall was representative of the majority of the final 
45 competing museums, drawn from 18 west European countries, in its 
approach and age. It is a new museum and forms part of a cultural centre 
for the community. Kenneth Hudson, EMYA director, said: "Dulwich 
Picture Gallery in London has been specially commended for a very 
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special reason. It is not a new museum, but, on the contrary, Britain's 
first public art gallery to have been designed and built for the purpose. It 
is, however, both exceptional and a pioneer in having taken the decision 
to abandon the stamp-collector's I-must-fill-that-gap-in-my-collection 
attitude which characterises most art museums and to adopt the policy of 
using its collections to the full, instead of adding to them. Its present 
ed~cation work, both with children and with adults, is rooted in this 
philosophy, and we could think of no better reason for giving it public 
commendation." The gallery's education officer, Gillian Wolfe, was unable 
to be present at the ceremony as she had just given birth to her second 
child. 

The post of education officer is an ILEA secondment. The 1989 
programme for special schools was sponsored by Marks and Spencer and 
the science alliance programme by BP. The Vivien Duffield Foundation is 
supporting the expansion of the education department and Mindworks 
sponsor administration. 

Before being nominated as a finalist, the gallery was visited by two 
judges, one from France and one from West Germany. One wrote: "I have 
never seen an art museum of this quality, giving children such open, 
creative and sympathetic opportunities to come face-to-face with works of 
art. I have watched them lying and sitting relaxed on the floor, drawing, 
talking, discussing. What I found particularly successful in the gallery's 
education work is that even children from deprived areas, such as 
Brixton, find themselves at home here. The gallery's educational 
programme is brilliant". 

Wild Southwark • Wildlife in Southwark is described and illustrated in 
a new publication from the London Ecology Unit and Southwark Council. 
Nature Conservation in Southwark is an attractive colour guide to all the 
best places to see wildlife in the borough. It is the latest in a series of 
handbooks published by the London Ecology Unit which together form a 
nature conservation strategy for London. Southwark is the first inner 
London borough to be completed and the handbook marks a new 
departure for the unit in cataloguing many places oflocal value as well as 
describing the most important areas for nature conservation in the 
borough. Surveys have revealed that the borough contains a wealth of 
natural habitats, such as the ancient woodlands of Sydenham Hill and 
Dulwich, and the wooded cemetery at Nunhead. Nature parks, 
community gardens and city farms are also included. At its launch, Anne 
Matthews, the leader of Southwark Council, said: "Even if you have lived 
in Southwark for years these places may be quite unknown to you. Yet 
some are almost certainly within walking distance". The book is available 
from the London Ecology Unit, (telephone 379 4395) and costs £4. 

Herne Post • After pressure from the Herne Hill Society, Herne Hill post 
office is installing a single-queue system. The improvement was disclosed 
after·members of the society complained of "endless waits at understaffed 
counters" where the only entertainment was coughing smokers, 
screaming children and a flashing electronic screen. 

Ibsen Play · The Dulwich Players were due to present A Doll's House by 
Henrik Ibsen directed by Ruth Franklin, on Friday and Saturday, 
January 19 and 20 at 8pm in St Barnabas Hall, Dulwich Village. Ibsen's 
most popular play has a traditional nineteenth century domestic setting. 
When it was first performed in 1879, the shock wave of its theme · the 
emancipation of women - became the talking point of the decade, both in 
the theatre and outside. 

Tea Time · The conservatory of the Horniman museum may be opened as 
a tea room. The 30 foot structure, originally built in 1884, has been saved 
for the nation by a £400,000 grant from English Heritage. Restoration is 
now complete. Only the floor has to be screeded and the electricity laid on 
before it can be opened to the public. 

Fourth Ash • An ash was planted in the 
pavement outside 60 and 62 Dulwich Village 
in 1975 to commemorate Sir Frederick /:,\,?;,M~~1a-

Everson's chairmanship of the Dulwich t!Ff · 

Society. Sadly, the tree died and so did its 
replacement. The third one flourished 
and reached about 15 feet but it was blown 
down in the hurricane of 198 7. Refusing to 
be discouraged members of the trees 
sub-committee have now planted 
in its place a golden ash 
donated by Rosa Davis. 

Governor's Meeting · 
After the lively and constructive 
meetings held in the past two years 
with the Estates Governors, another 
meeting has been arranged for 'Tuesday 27 February. It will be held at 
8pm in the Great Hall of Alleyn's School, Townley Road. Non-members of 
the society are welcome to attend, but may be asked to make a small 
contribution to the cost of the hall. No agenda has yet been fixed but if 
any member has a specific point they would like to be raised they are 
asked to inform the chairman or the secretary as soon as possible. 
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Wildlife Risk • The London Wildlife Trust has attacked the London 
Assessment Studies which could mean four-lane highways across south 
London. The trust, which estimates that over 200 wildlife havens will 
disappear under concrete, issued a list of designated nature reserves 
under threat. They include Blackheath, Nunhead Cemetery near 
Peckham, Pippenhall Meadows in Greenwich, Farthing Downs, Happy 
Valley and Addington Woods in Croydon. The sites include nine SSSls 
(Sites of Special Scientific Interest) and, notably, Oxleas Woods at 
Shooter's Hill which faces demolition from the East London river crossing 
and which naturalists estimate is over 8,000 years old. Dr Jane Smart, 
the London Wildlife Trust's conservation director, said: "Millions of 
Londoners use these open spaces every weekend. They provide an 
invaluable resource for people to relax and see nature near where they 
live." 

Horniman Award • The Horniman Museum was one of five finalists in 
last year's Community Museum of the Year award. The winning museum 
collects a prize of £10,000. As Newsletter readers will know, the rebuilt 
a.n~ restored Coombe Cliffe conservatory now stands in its grounds, 
nsmg above the museum gardens like a minature Crystal Palace. It is 
regarded as one of the best surviving examples of Victorian decorative 
ironwork. At a ceremony to mark the end of rebuilding work, Lord 
Montagu, chairman of English Heritage, said it had taken seven years to 
restore the conservatory, which originally stood at Coombe Cliffe, 
Croydon, home of the museum's founder, Frederick John Horniman. 
There had been "a chequered history of scandalous neglect, of lobbying 
and campaigning, of dismantling and storage," Lord Montagu added. 

Superstore Anger • A campaign group has been formed to fight plans by 
Sainsbury's to build a superstore and car park on a sports ground at Dog 
Kennel Hill, East Dulwich. Protesters, who include the Peckham Society, 
say the proposal would have a damaging effect on the local community. 
Southwark Council has refused planning permission but the supermarket 
chain are appealing. According to John Beasley, of the Peckham Society; 
the main arguments against the proposed superstore are: ' 

" Green space which has never been built on would be lost. 
" Local roads would become clogged with traffic: rat-running would be 

even worse. 
" Dog Kennel Hill would become an accident spot, with vehicles unable 

to stop at new traffic lights halfway down it. 
" Children at Grove Vale and Dog Kennel Hill Schools and on East 

Dulwich estate would be at greater risk of death or injury because of 

increased traffic. 
" Local people would experience more noise, fumes and lead in the air. 
• Shops in Grove Vale, Lordship Lane and Camberwell Green would be 

likely to close. 

Mr Beasley adds: "Sainsbury's have a superb sports ground in Dulwich 
Village. If a rival food giant wanted to build a superstore there 
Sainsbury's and local residents would rightly be furious. Similarly, East 
Dulwich people are angry about the threat to their environment." The 
campaign against the store is being co-ordinated by Councillor Andy 
Troke on behalf of OTDOGS, 31 Ansdell Road, SE15, tel. 732 5359. 

Rackland Worry . An inquiry is to be held on an application to build 
three houses and two flats with integral garages at the rear of 58 
Thurlow Park Road. The application is to be the subject of an appeal to 
the Department of the Environment. No date has been set for the 
hearing. Amenity groups are worried that there could be a precedent set 
for unacceptable backland development as well as danger to traffic from a 
service road opening on to the South Circular, where the view would be 
impeded. 

Palace Caravans . The Caravan Club's new site at Crystal Place was 
officially opened in September. The site is partly on ~he original site of 
Rockhills, once home to Sir Joseph Paxton. It covers even acres, about 
three times as large as the old site on the Parade, whic has been vacated 
to allow the hotel and leisure centre development to proceed. Despite its 
increased size it will not house many more caravans or tents than the old 
site but they will be more spread out and in more attractive 
surroundings. Facilities will include an electrical hook-up for each 
caravan, a toilet block with disabled facilities, wash basins, hot water, 
hair dryers, vegetable preparation sinks and a laundry room. The 
Caravan Club has invested £900,000 and Bromley Council has helped by 
repairing the old Orangery wall, dating from 1852, which now forms the 
boundary to the new site. 

Macready Return . To commemorate the bicentenary of Sir Joshua 
Reynolds' portrait, Mrs Siddons as the Tragic Muse, Dulwich Picture 
Gallery in December presented a performance of Macready written and 
performed by Frank Barrie. Macready was the actor who revolutionised 
the Victorian stage. His diary, edited by Frank Barrie, was presented as a 
piece of theatre. Mrs Siddons and Macready acted together many times 
with great success. During a performance of The Gamester Mrs Siddons 
walked on to the stage and applauded Macready's death scene. She said: 
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"Young gentleman, you are in the right way but remember what I say. 
Study, study, study. Keep your mind on your art. God bless you young sir. 
Do not marry until you are thirty." Macready repaid her faith in him. 
Twelve years after her death he had her statue placed in Westminster 
Abbey, the first and only actress to be honoured in this way. 

Rockery Look · The report on Victorian garden features in Sydenham 
Hill Wood reproduced in the Autumn Newsletter was compiled by Dr 
Brent Elliot. Sally Festing was not a co-author, as stated, but has 
described Pulhamite rockworks from various sites including the wood in 
the Journal of the Garden History Society: Vol. II, part 2, 1983; vol. '12, 
part 2, 1984; and vol. 16, part 1, 1988. She would be grateful to any 
readers who might alert her to hitherto unrecognised Pulham creations. 

Cuming Closing • Southwark's local history museum, the Cuming 
Museum, is undergoing extensive re-arrangement to prepare the 
collections for new displays, a programme of temporary exhibitions, and 
special services to schools. During this work, which is expected to last for 
about 12 months, opening times will be limited to 10am to 5pm on 
Thursday to Saturday only. The museum, opened in 1906, is based on the 
collections of Richard Cuming who was born in Walworth in 1777, and his 
son Henry, who died in 1902, leaving the collection to Southwark. The 
museum is on the first floor of the Newington Public Library building at 
155-157 Walworth Road, SEl 7. 

Marshalsea prison pump 

------------8------------

Norwood Friends • A proposal to set up a Friends of Norwood Cemetery 
group, like that now operating at Nunhead, has been made by Nicholas 
Reed, past chairman of the Peckham Society. Many Newsletter readers 
may well have taken part in guided walks of the cemetery led by the late 
Geoffrey Manning, former secretary of the Norwood Society. Mr Reed 
says Norwood is threatened with rack and ruin and needs to be rescued 
as Nunhead was in the early 1980s. He adds: "It is certainly a cemetery 
worth visiting. There are more than 70 Grade II listed structures inside 
it, far the highest number of any cemetery in south London. There can be 
no doubt it also contains the highest number of eminent men and women, 
owing to its proximity to the Crystal Palace, which made Norwood the 
most fashionable part of south London in Victorian times. Among those 



buried there, with splendid memorials visible, are Sir Henry Bessemer, 
Sir Hiram Maxim, Mr Edgar of Swan and Edgar and Sir Henry Doulton, 
with his own tomb of Doulton Ware. Sir Henry Tate, of Tate and Lyle, is 
there (though, as George told us, Messrs Tate and Lyle were always 
competitors: it was only long after both men were dead that the two 
firms got together!). Mrs Beeton also lies there, as does Charles Bravo, of 
the Tooting murder mystery, and it is a curious thought to imagine the 
inquest jury filing past his body in the cemetery, as inquest juries had to 
in those days. 

"In previous years, vegetation has been cut down in places and the 
graves of several illustrious people revealed for the first time. Sadly, that 
did not apply in 1989, when once again the majority of the cemetery 
seemed to have been left in rack and ruin. There was even a 20-foot tree 
growing out of the top of one of the most splendid memorials. The roots 
from that are bound to destroy the structure ifleft for much longer. 

"Southwark Council has recently been the subject of complaint for its 
neglect of Forest Hill Cemetery. In 1981 the complaints concerned 
Nunhead Cemetery, and that led to the setting up of the Friends of 
Nunhead Cemetery. This group has been thriving now for eight years 
with a regular newsletter, and several hundred members." ' 

The Norwood Society is also publishing a book on the cemetery, 
available from November 1989. This gives a brief history of, and an 
illustrated guide to, structures listed (Grade II and II*) by the 
Department of the Environment as of special architectural or historic 
interest. It contains over 40 photographs of the cemetery - which is both 
a working cemetery and a part of the national heritage of fine Victorian 
monuments. It costs £2.25 plus 30p per copy post and packing and is 
obtainable from The Norwood Society, 170 Knights Hill, West Norwood, 
London SE27 OSR, and selected bookshops. 

Nicholas Reed, who is a Dulwich Society member, can be contacted at 
26 Hichisson Road, London SE15 3AL. 

Art Haul • An unusual cache of art and ephemera went on display at 
The Other Dulwich Picture Gallery in September. In February 1977 Jack 
Haigh, then the cricket statistician for the Daily Mail, took over a remote 
cottage in Devon. It had 11 outbuildings, two greenhouses and a garage. 
In one of the sheds had lived the previous owner, his wife sharing the 
cottage proper with some 26 cats. She slept in a chair in the kitchen. The 
bed was piled three feet high with clothing. Since then, Mr Haigh has 
been ~ystematically clearing the outbuildings, simultaneously 
uncovenng a treasure trove of family history. Wilfrid Henderson 
Phillimore, who had abdicated to the 26 cats, was the son of W.P.W. 
Phillimore, the genealogist and founder of the British Record Society and 

the Scottish Record Society. He was a brilliant scholar who during his 
lifetime perhaps unfairly outshone a highly-talented younger brother. 

Reginald Phillimore Phillimore was an accomplished watercolour 
painter, etcher and black-and-white artist. Around the turn of the 
century he formed his own company and began publishing postcards of 
his work. He combined his artistic talents with his other absorbing 
interest - history. It is this series that make his postcards unique. The 
subjects include cathedrals, abbeys, towers and reconstructions of battles 
and legends. He augmented his main theme with thumb-nail sketches, 
and frequently the detail overflows on to the back of the postcard. Some 
are printed in grey, some in sepia, and many have colours painted in by 
hand. He sold his cards at one halfpenny each, and altogether published 
approximately 670 cards. The Phillimore exhibition comprised family 
portraits, documents and ephemera, together with watercolour 
paintings, etchings and original postcards by R.P. Phillimore. The Other 
Dul wich Picture Gallery is at 63 Beauval Road, tel 693 4361. 

Methodist Mission - The story of the south London mission is told in 
The Bitter Cry Heard and Heeded, written by Peckham author, John D. 
Beasley, published in the autumn. The book covers the mission of the 
Methodist Church from 1889 to 1989 and is illustrated with over 100 
pictures. Much detective work was needed to track down pictures of all 
the superintendents and churches which have been part of the mission. 
In his foreword Lord Soper writes that the story is "very much 
worthwhile as an example of truly effective church action .. .I could wish 
the sort of cynics who have no use for the church today would read, 
mark, learn and inwardly digest this record." The book shows how the 
mission has cared for needy people in a deprived part of London for 100 
years. The final chapter compares 1989 with 1889 and paints a 
disturbing picture of the social conditions existing in Southwark today. 
The book costs £10 in hardback, £4. 75 in paperback. 

Local Painters • The Other Dulwich Picture Gallery presented works 
by Audrey Hammond, together with limited edition prints from well­
known local artists, in November. 



A Department of the Environment inspector has turned down the Estates 
Governors' plans for housing on the Beechgrove site, in Sydenlv.im Hill 
Wood. The decision by the inspector, Mr M.J. Croft, will be closely read by 
many urban planners and environmentalists for its likely impact on 
future inquiries. An abridged version is printed below. 

The site lies on the west side of Sydenham Hill about 0.6km south of the 
South Circular Road. It consists of a roughly square area with sides of 
about 80 metres in length, and is owned by the Estates Governors. 
Within the south-eastern quarter of the site are the foundations of 
Beechgrove, a large house demolished in 1982 and used in its latter years 
as a nursing home. Apart from the immediate area where Beechgrove 
once stood and its access drive, which reached Sydenham Hill near the 
north-eastern corner of the site, the appeal site has a substantial cover of 
trees, shrubs and undergrowth. Also within the site and adjoining the 
south-eastern comer is a derelict staff house. 

'lb the north of the appeal site is an area called Lapsewood, owned by 
the Governors but held by the council on a 200-year building lease, and to 
the south an area called Fernbank, owned by Southwark Council. As with 
Beechgrove, there used to be houses here, but they too have been 
demolished. Both of these areas also have substantial tree, shrub and 
undergrowth cover. A large area including Beechgrove, Lapsewood, 
Fembank, Sydenham Hill Wood, Dulwich Wood, other areas of open 
space and a number of residential areas are included in the Dulwich 
Wood Conservation Area designated in 1985. The appeal site is covered 
by an area tree preservation order made in 1986 and confirmed in May 
1989. 

The Governors' application was submitted to the council in outline. The 
three houses proposed would be built in the south-eastern quarter of the 
site and the access point would be in the same position as that of the 
former house. In the event of planning permission being obtained, your 
clients would be willing to grant a long lease to the council for the 
western half of the appeal site and to vary the terms of the existing lease 
of Lapsewood so that both these areas could be used for public amenity or 
nature reserve purposes. 

I consider that the main issues in this appeal are: firstly, whether the 
Governors' project would be consistent with the preservation or 
enhancement of the character and appearance of the conservation area, 
secondly whether there would be serious harm to nature conservation 
interests, and thirdly, whether any difficulties in these respects would be 
outweighed by the Governors' offer of planning gain. 

On the first issue, I deal primarily with the visual implications of the 
appeal project. The Governors argued that the existence of housing close 

to woodland in various parts of the conservation area is an important 
part of the area's character and that the appeal project would be no 
different from that kind of circumstance. There would in any case be no 
visual impact, as demonstrated by their illustrative sectional elevation 
showing the proposed houses with their roofs only a little above road 
level and well hidden by trees. Nor would the appeal project have any 
effect on the skyline when looking towards the ridge from the west and 
north-west. 

It was accepted for the Governors that 12 trees on or very close to the 
sites of the three proposed houses would be lost as a result of 
construction, together with possibly small further losses as result of the 
reconstruction of the drive, but these losses would be insignificant in 
relation to the 25 hectares extent of Sydenham Hill Wood and Dulwich 
Wood. In any case, I was told, trees are felled in the normal course of 
woodland management, so the necessary felling would not be any 
different from such an operation, and the loss of the glade where 
Beechgrove used to stand would be of little importance because such 
glades can be, and are, readily created by proper woodland management. 

The Governors considered that the evidence I heard from others about 
further tree losses was no more than alarmist speculation. No further 
trees would be damaged in the construction phase than the 12 or so 
mentioned above. 

I have a number of reservations about some of these arguments. It is 
true that there are areas of housing close to woodland in other parts of 
the conservation area, as I saw on my site inspection. But it seems to me 
that could be used as an argument for any housing development in what 
is now woodland and by that process any of the conservation area's 
woodland could come under pressure for removal. What is more 
important in my view is that the bulk of the conservation area is 
undeveloped and that the appeal site lies within a 400 metre stretch on 
the western side of Sydenham Hill where the frontage is made up 
continuously of woodland of various kinds, and obviously so when seen 
form the road. I have no doubt, therefore, that the aim of the council in 
ensuring that no diminution occurs in the semi-rural character of the 
area, as stated in their conservation area document, is a proper aim for 
that part of the area which includes the appeal site. 

I therefore tum to the question of visual impact. I am not convinced 
that the appeal project would have a major effect on the skyline as seen 
from the west and north-west. In my opinion, the losses of trees would 
not be so great, bearing in mind the considerable distances to which one 
would have to go, west of the whole woodland complex, to obtain vistas in 
which the appeal site would be close to the skyline, that the appeal 
project would seriously intrude on such views. 



Nevertheless, when I turn to more local impacts, my conclusions are 
adverse so far as the Governors are concerned. I have no doubt that the 
upper parts of the three proposed houses would be visible from 
Sydenham Hill. This would be less true in summer than in winter and 
they would be less visible to people in vehicles than to those walking. 
These remarks lead me to the opinion that the presence of the three 
houses proposed would be harmful to the appearance of this part of the 
conservation area as it stands now. 

Moreover, the evidence I heard and my site inspection convinced me 
that further tree losses would be likely and they would have a still more 
serious effect. It was accepted for the Governors that the amount of light 
received by the proposed houses in their woodland setting would be 
affected. I go further and accept the council's evidence that the 
residential environment that would be created would be a gloomy one. 
I consider that loss of daylight, as well as sunlight, would also be 
inevitable. 

I am not convinced by the argument for the Governors that people 
wanting a lighter environment would not necessarily choose to live on 
the appeal site. People's perceptions change, and in any case trees grow. 
I believe pressure for the removal of some of these trees would arise, and 
that it would be unreasonable not to yield to this pressure. Should any of 
these trees be damaged by construction works, as claimed for the council, 
and I recognise that as a possibility at least, that would no doubt be used 
as additional justification for felling. 

It is not an easy test that proposed development in a conservation area 
has to satisfy. I am firmly of the view that the project would be 
detrimental to the appearance of this wooded part of the conservation 
area. The Governors' intention to create what their policy witness said 
would be an entirely self-contained project surrounded by woodland 
merely serves to demonstrate, to my mind, that what is proposed would 
be very much out of character. Accordingly, in policy terms, I believe that 
policy E.3.5. of the local plan, which seeks to preserve and enhance the 
character of the borough's conservation areas, would be breached. 

On the second issue, it was accepted for the Governors that there 
would be some losses of habitat on the eastern part of the appeal site 
arising from the tree felling that they acknowledged would have to take 
place. But, they argued, the only loss of any possibly significant nature . 
conservation value would arise from the felling of a tree which the 
council regarded as a whitebeam-wild service tree hybrid, an 
identification that was not in any case accepted by the Governors. The 
eastern part of the appeal site generally has very limited nature 
conservation value in the Governors' eyes, and the London Wildlife Trust 
acknowledged that the glade created by the demolition of Beechgrove 

was occupied mainly by wasteland species. The western part of the site, 
accepted by the Governors as ecologically valuable, would remain as an 
ideal buffer to secondary woodland to protect the even more valuable 
ancient woodland further west. 

It was further argued for the Governors that much of the evidence of 
those objecting to the appeal project was exaggerated, that housing and 
woodland co-exist elsewhere in the vicinity with no harm to nature 
conservation interests, and that any noise from the occupation of three 
houses would disturb wildlife in the woodland far less than must have 
been the case with the substantial nursing home that used to occupy the 
appeal site. 

There was a good deal of dispute as to the precise status of such 
woodland as exists on the eastern part of the appeal site. There is no 
doubt in my mind that, scientifically, it is less valuable than the 
woodland of the western part of the appeal site or the ancient woodland 
beyond the site. But it would be wrong in my view to regard it as having 
no ecological value: indeed, the Governors' ecological witness accepted 
that this part of the site provides shelter from the urban setting. 

The value of the eastern part of the appeal site does not depend in my 
view on the existence of particular species there or its classification as a 
particular kind of wood. Much more important in my opinion is its 
setting within a wider woodland area where, in the words of the London 
Wildlife Trust's witness, different past treatments have led to 
remarkable diversity. Also highly relevant in my view are the facts that 
there are significant trees on the eastern part of the site, that some trees 
would certainly be lost, that others, in my estimation, would be at 
serious risk, and that the area of proposed development is only about 50 
metres from an area of ancient woodland the importance of which was 
not in question at the inquiry. This importance reflects both the 
substantial reductions that have taken place in this country's stock of 
ancient woodland in recent years, and the fact that the ancient woodland 
near the appeal site is the nearest such woodland to central London and 
to an area where over one million people live. I regard the woodland 
complex's strategic location as a very significant factor in this appeal. 

I appreciate that the western part of the appeal site would still remain 
as a buffer, but I believe the Governors' acceptance that the eastern part 
is also a buffer to be significant. I consider that the eastern part of the 
site would in large measure lose that function if it were in pennanent 
occupation as a housing site. Although I heard no convincing evidence 
that any particular species would disappear from the vicinity, I believe 
that the loss of habitats and the loss of a buffer area would constitute an 
unacceptable reduction in choice available to wildlife in what to my mind 
constitutes a very sensitive area in ecological terms, one of only two sites 



in the borough regarded by the London Ecology Unit as a nature 
conservation site of metropolitan importance. 

The implementation of the appeal project would create a line where 
housing and valuable woodland would abut each other, and it seems to 
me that this would be bound to increase the probability of conflict 
between the two uses. I do not challenge the assertion in principle that 
development and conservation interests can co-exist - and whether the 
conflict I have mentioned would be more or less than occurred when 
there was a nursing home on the site I cannot say - but since that time it 
seems to me that there is heightened interest in nature conservation, 
which the government's publication of circular 27/87 reflects, and the 
value of what remains of our ancient woodland is increasingly 
appreciated. 

I therefore believe that the council's reference to disturbance and 
general activity on the site in the context of policy E.2.8 of the local plan 
is justified. A supporting factor in my adverse view of the Governors' 
project in relation to this issue, and I put it no higher than that, is the 
adverse, albeit probably temporary, effect on nearby flora and fauna that 
would arise from construction activity on the appeal site. In conclusion 
on the third issue, therefore, it seems to me that the appeal project would 
run counter to the general thrust of policy E.3.11 of the local plan which 
seeks to protect wildlife and sites of ecological value. 

On the third issue, the Governors' view was that their offer to the 
council would allow the incorporation of Lapse wood and the western part 
of Beechgrove into the existing nature reserve and the proposed 
statutory reserve. This would be entirely in accord with policy E.3.11 of 
the local plan which says that the council will encourage the 
conservation of existing areas of natural woodland and ecological interest 
by bringing forward programmes for habitat management. Moreover, the 
council's ecological witness accepted that the envisaged council control 
over the western part of the appeal site would be an improvement over 
the present position. 

For my part, I have no doubt that, taken in isolation, the Governors' 
offer comprises benefits to the community. But I am not convinced that 
the offer outweighs the problems which the appeal project raises in 
relation to the first two issues. Although I believe that the public would 
derive benefits from having access as of right as opposed to the 
trespassing that now evidently occurs to Lapsewood and the western 
part of Beechgrove, I concur with the council's view that the value of 
Beechgrove, in terms of either visual appreciation by the public or nature 
conservation value, does not depend primarily on the public having 
access to either of the areas now offered by the Governors. The appeal 
site is an attractive area as seen from Sydenham Hill now, and the 

agreeT?-ent would ha.ve n~ bearing on that. Similarly, apart from 
removing the present impediments to public access the agreement would 
not enhance the nature conservation interest of the areas affected. 

It is clear to me therefore, that the Governors' offer of a section 52 
agreement does not meet the tests of reasonableness defined in circular 
22/83. 'l\vo of the four tests listed there seem relevant to this case. The 
first relates to whether the agreement is needed to enable the 
development in question to go ahead, the other to whether the agreement 
is so directly related to the proposed development and the subsequent 
use that the development ought not to be permitted without it. In both 
cases, what is offered by the Governors' is very different from the 
examples listed in the circular against these tests. 

I give some weight to the fact that a house once stood on the appeal 
site. However, regeneration is clearly proceeding apace on the area that 
was previously developed, and in my view the site is not significantly 
distinguished from the adjacent frontage woodland areas. That 
perception of the site as it is now is more important in my opinion than 
the fact that a house existed on the site at a time when environmental 
protection was a matter of less 
concern than now. The 
designation of the conservation 
area and the making and 
confirmation of the tree 
preservation order since 
Beechgrove was demolished 
support that view. 

I have noted the extremely 
substantial volume of third party 
objections, expressed both 
verbally and in writing. I have 
also noted the view expressed for 
the Governors that it is not clear 
whether the objectors properly 
understand what is proposed. 
With such a large body of 
objectors, it would be wrong ofme 
to exclude the possibility of 
misconceptions. But I believe the 
broad generality of the objectors' 
concerns to be well-founded in 
planning terms, and to that 
extent they carry considerable 
weight. 

S'lOENHAM HILL WOOD 

Nature trail and housing sites 

cqr::scENT WOOD ROi\D 



Lectures at members' meetings and other open meetings take place in St 
Barnabas Hall in Dulwich Village unless otherwise indicated. They start 
at 8pm and are held on the first Thursday of the month. Finalised details 
will be given in quarterly issues of the Newsletter. Most lectures in the 
past have been excellently illustrated. 

Meetings are arranged by the sub-committee shown. 

January 

1 February 

27 February 

1 March 

5 April 

3May 

7 June - 7pm 

5 July 

No meeting 

Lecture to be given by David Nicholson-Lord, former 
editor of the Newsletter and Environment Editor 
of The Independent on Sunday, based on his book 
"The Greening of the Cities". ('frees) 

Open meeting for residents to discuss matters 
of interest with the Estates Governors. 
Mr GetTY Bowden MP has agreed to chair the 
meeting to be held in the Great Hall 
of Alleyn's School, Townley Road, by kind 
permission of the Headmaster Derek Fenner. 
(Executive Committee) 

Annual General Meeting. 
(Executive Committee) 

Open meeting to which speakers from the 
Department of 'Iransport and Southwark 
Council's 'Iransport department are to be 
invited. 
('!raffle and 'Iransport) 

Wildlife Activities at the Horniman, talk by 
Dr G Reid, Keeper of Natural History. 
(Wildlife) 

Guided nature walk in Dulwich Upper Wood. 
Meet Farquhar Road. 
(Wildlife) 

Walk to be arranged. 
('frees) 

August 

September 

4 October 

1 November 

6 December 

No meeting. 

Open lecture to be arranged on topical subject. 

Lecture being arranged. 
(Horticulture) 

Lecture to be arranged. 
(Local History) 

Social event. 
(Executive Committee) 



Th.,o hundred years of the Dulwich tollgate was celebrated in style in 
October with sheep, horse-drawn carriages and a touch of period 
costume. The event was organised by the Dulwich Society on the Estates 
Governors' behalf. Here Brian Green, author of a new leaflet on the 
tollgate, describes its history. 

On Saturday 28 October a large number of people gathered at the 
tollgate to mark its 200th anniversary. Bill de Baerdemaecker arranged 
for some sheep to be brought from a farm at Meopham, Kent, and several 
horse drawn vehicles and these were drawn through the gate where a 
costumed tollgate keeper took the toll. It is not known if they paid the 
same scale of charges depicted on the board! A leaflet on the tollgate 
history was distributed provided by the Estates Governors. 

The story of the tollgate actually begins in 1787 when John Morgan, 
sometime Lord of the Manor of Penge, leased two fields in Dulwich, 
today used as playing fields by the Alexander Howden group of 
companies. 'Th obtain better access to these for his cattle and carts from 
his farm, he received permission from Dulwich College to cut a new road 
through Dulwich Woods from Penge Common down to these fields. Penge 
Common then adjoined the wood and later became the site of the Crystal 
Palace. Mr Morgan paid a rental of two shillings per year for the road he 
made, which was not to exceed 30 feet in breadth. He had to pay for the 
trees he removed in its construction. 

In 1 789 he wrote again to the college regarding the erection· of "a 
cottage for a Person to look after the intended road". Clearly the new 
road was proving most useful to other inhabitants and travellers, even 
though Mr Morgan had been keeping it gated. From that year the 
tollgate in Dulwich came into existence. John Morgan assigned the lease 
of his fields and the new road, now called Morgan's Road, to John Scott 
in 1802. When the remainder of the lease expired in 1809, Mr Scott 
surrendered it to the college who immediately took possession, 
continuing the services of Mrs Clarke, the toll collector, at a salary of 
three shillings per week. 

In 1835, Dulwich Court Lane was extended from Court Farm (near the 
entrance of Dulwich Park) to Lordship Lane, and a second toll house was 
soon established by the college at the top of Court Lane. 

It was the opening of the Crystal Palace at Sydenham in 1854 which 
suddenly made the tollgate in what was now named Penge Road so 
valuable a turnpike. For a number of years the Crystal Palace was 
phenomenally successful, attracting as many people in a day as now flock 
to Walt Disney World. The majority of the ordinary visitors arrived by 
train to enjoy its delights. The fashionable way to arrive, however, was 
by carriage and the most direct route until the 1880s was through 

Dulwich Village and along Penge Road (again renamed as College Road 
after 1870, when the new Dulwich College was built). Queen Victoria and 
the Prince Consort were regular visitors and the Dulwich highway was 
lined with cavalry on those occasions. When the Prince and Princess of 
Wales, accompanied by the King and Queen of Greece, made their way to 
the Crystal Palace, Dulwich roads were cleared by the 24 drags of the 
Dulwich Four-in-Hand Club. Other distinguished visitors included the 
Crown Prince of Germany, later Kaiser Wilhelm II and Garibaldi, who it 
is said, received a special cheer. 

The toll keeper during this era was William Purdy, who had been 
granted a contract to take tolls at both the Dulwich gates. The contract 
lasted for three years and was renewed a number of times. The 
difference in the values between the two gates was most marked. Court 
Lane was worth only £75 per year, but College Road was charged at 
£425. In 1862 the total value of the contract was increased to £525 and in 
that year the toll house in College Road was virtually rebuilt. 

The college applied the income from the contract to the upkeep of 
College Road and to the new road it had cut across, Dulwich Common 
named Union Road (now called Huntslip Road). Mr Purdy's tolls wer~ 
regulated by the college and he was required to display a lighted board 
with a table of tolls at all times. One remains next to the tollgate to this 
day. Apart from the addition of motor cars the charges remain the same 
as in the 1860s: 3d for every mule, donkey or horse drawing; 2d for every 
mule, donkey or horse not drawing; 
1 Od per score or proportion thereof of 
beasts; 2 112d per score for sheep, 
lambs or hogs. 

The current charge for a motor car 
is 20p and the monthly average of 
tickets issued at the gate is 25,000. 
As the toll does provide for a return 
journey in the same day, it is likely 
the number of cars passing through is 
doubled. Moreover, this does not 
include those residents with season 
tickets nor the considerable volume of 
night-time traffic. 

It is said that after a royal carriage 
passed without paying, Purdy sent 
his bill to the Private Secretary and 
was duly paid! 

By the middle of the nineteenth 
century, turnpikes were becoming an 



anachronism and they were swept away by the Metropolitan Turnpike 
Act of 1864. The last main turnpike came down in 1866. The reason for 
the survival of the Dulwich turnpikes was that they stood on private 
lands. There was, however, growing indignation, especially in East 
Dulwich, about the survival of turnpikes in Dulwich, where they were 
blamed for the failure to sell or let the many houses then being erected. 
These complaints reached a peak in 1876 and the Court Lane gate was 
removed soon after. 

Later in the last century the contracting-out of the tollgate was 
abandoned and the newly constituted Estates Governors again resumed 
the direct collection of tolls. In 1901, Mr E.A. Simmons was engaged as 
keeper at the salary of one pound per week, plus the toll house residence. 
He was required to be in attendance every day (Sundays included) from 
5am until 10pm during the summer months and from 7am till 9pm 
during the winter months. He was succeeded by his daughter who kept 
the gate until her retirement in the 1950s. 

The College Road tollgate survives to this day and is the last in 
London. History may well turn full circle as the possibility of the 
charging of tolls on new motorways is being seriously considered. 

Since this was written, we have learnt from the Estates Governors that 
the tollgate is being closed temporarily following an inspection by the 
Health and Safety authorities. 

Much controversy is aroused by the felling of trees. 1bny Welwig, who 
has spent 17 years as an arboriculturalist with a south London council 
says he has often tlwught deep into the night about death warrants he 
has signed. But there are, he explains, alternatives. 

When one is in the business of looking after trees, the decision on 
whether to fell or retain isn't as simple and straightforward as it seems. 
One has no conscience over the fate of a dead tree even though it is sad 
to learn of its demise. But with those that are still living, the conscience 
pricks deep, especially if you are a person whose passion for nature runs 
high. As an arboriculturalist with a London borough, one is faced almost 
daily with requests to remove these wonderful life-forms. What are the 
reasons for considering removal, and what finally pushes you into 
signing that report which confirms either a death sentence or a reprieve? 

Trees are felled for a variety of reasons - for footway cross-over 
construction, to make way for land development, because of a threat to 
public safety or a serious nuisance problem and because they are found 
to be damaging property. And to many people, the sight of trees is 
something dear to their hearts. Removal can be a very sensitive issue 
engendering much concern - even to the formation of human chains 
around the "victim". 

Often there are alternative measures to save a tree from the voracious 
appetite of a chain-saw. It may mean drastically altering its character in 
the process, but the tree remains. With very old specimens of great 
historical and aesthetic value, this is always worth considering. In 
Dulwich we are blessed with many fine trees, plant patriarchs and 
matriarchs whose presence we learn to respect and whose absence would 
be sorely missed. 

Let me take a hypothetical situation and briefly go through the 
procedures I would normally undertake, if I was to make a decision on 
one of our Dulwich trees. Let us say I am told its limbs are infected with 
fungus. This is worthy of concern since it is a footway tree by the side of 
a very busy main road. 

I look into the canopy of the tree and shudder at the sight of fungal 
growth on the three main limbs - to be left till last, I say to myself. Now 
to assess the overall condition of the tree starting from base level 
upwards - this has always seemed logical to me. No signs of fungus on 
the trunk, no signs of bacterial ooze either - a good start. At ground level, 
the large bulges or toes are free of scarification except in one place where 
there is an area devoid of bark - not large, but worth testing. My probe, a 
screwdriver or knife, sinks into the timber for an inch or so, then hits 
solid tissue. I am happy that degeneration is only superficial. Then, 
using a hollow metal tube with a rounded end, the trunk is tapped all 



round as high as I can reach. Soundings are uniform, which suggests 
that there is no near-surface weakness that could indicate degeneration 
in the outer limits of the trunk. Am I reasonably satisfied that the 
remainder of the trunk is in similar condition? I'm not so sure, so I'll 
have it investigated at a later date. Seen from a distance, the trunk is 
upright with its canopy showing no vertical growth con-ection - for 
example, a bending, to indicate trunk shift in the past. I check it from a 
different location and find that there is still no lean, and the area around 
the base of the tree is free of prominent upwelling apart from anchor 
root-runs below the tarmac of the footway. Satisfied? Yes, it's as stable as 
a pyramid. 

The canopy carries little, if no dead wood, has healthy foliage and 
there is no overall die-back from the tips of the branches. Only one limb 
exhibits this condition, probably the effects of the fungus. There is good 
reason to believe that the rooting system is in a sound condition, for an 
otherwise overall die-back or stagheaded canopy would suggest problems 
underground. Out with those binoculars then. Cavities can be seen in 
some of the limbs and I confirm the presence of bracket fungus on the 
limbs that diverge from the trunk to make up the canopy proper. Not 
good news, but as the fungus is some five to ten feet up from the canopy 
base, there is a possibility that the disease hasn't spread too far down. 
The fungus has been identified as Ganoderma applanatum -

unfortunately, indicative of 
advanced decay. Your heart drops a 
bit. It's too good a tree to lose! 
I scan the canopy again, 
scrutinising every nook and cranny 
and find that there are no major 
rips and scars to make me suspect 
that limbs have fallen in the last 
two years, since the great storm of 
October 1987. It's physically 
stronger than previously thought. 
A dangerous tree, but not 
imminently so. 

Trunk measurements are taken 
... a magnificent 190 ins girth and a 
height of 70 feet - portly and tall, a 
grand gentleman! 

A trip to the local library and the 
archives, plus a scout through the 
files at the office, makes me aware 
that the tree is historically 

significant. Queen Mary commented upon its grandeur while out on a 
carriage trip to Dulwich Park at the turn of the last century. And such 
grandeur is clarified in a photograph taken in 1912. Historical reference, 
my experience and a little mathematics, puts the tree at around 250-300 
years old. I am now of the opinion that this tree isn't any old tree. It is 
special and "resides" in a conservation area. Dulwich has three notable 
amenity societies. Any decision as to the tree's intended future should be 
discussed with representatives of those organisations. 

An on-the-site meeting is ananged with society representatives. The 
position is put in a nutshell. If severe decay is found in the canopy base 
and upper portion of the trunk, then the tree will have to be removed for 
reasons of safety. If this isn't found to be the case, drastic pruning will 
have to be undertaken to rid the canopy of dangerous limbs and, 
hopefully , eliminate fungal infection. The representatives nod in 
agreement for they realise that the tree is being given a chance. Several 
arborists are also present, and on my instructions they look closely for 
external signs of degeneration in the upper reaches of the trunk. It's 
found to be clear, but the extent of decay in the limbs is seen to be severe. 
Further instructions are given for one of the main limbs with fungus to 
be cut out at about two feet from the trunk join, but the timber is found 
to be decayed at this point. The representatives look uneasy and I'm 
somewhat concerned. I climb up the ladder, to get a closer look for 
myself. "Remove it at the trunk", I say - the timber is found to be clean. 
The other three limbs are removed three feet up from the canopy base 
and all are found to be clean. The four wounds are sterilised with a 50:50 
mixture of meths and water for good measure, to kill any fungal spores. 
Those present are happy and so am I. 

A tree of great value has been saved. It may look hideous but in a few 
years its small head of growth can be thinned out and a new canopy 
artificially constructed. I would hope that all fungal infection had been 
removed. Only time will tell. 

On Sunday October 8 1989, a 200 year old plane tree, growing in the 
Dulwich Common footway, near to the junction with Alleyn Park, was 
felled by Southwark Council. If it wasn't for the fact that the stump had 
been left, I wonder how many of us would have realised that the tree had 
vanished? I wonder how much of an importance it had played in your 
lives Was it sorely missed? 'lb me, it was. Compared to some trees, this 
one was young. It had felt the same warm sun that had fallen during the 
War of the French Revolution, the battle of Trafalgar and the Napoleonic 
Wars. It was history, it was part of Dulwich and it was a grand old 
patriarch. 

Trees do deserve our respect. 
Tony Welwig is arboricultural inspector for Lambeth council. 



For the benefit of our many new members, the Estates Governors' 
Advisory committee meets four times a year, and is attended by two 
representatives from the three local amenity groups, the Dulwich 
Society, the Dulwich Residents' Association and the Dulwich Village 
Preservation Society. 

At the Autumn meeting, a Resolution on the confidentiality of the 
minutes of these meetings was discussed, and it was agreed that - a) it 
was already at the discretion of the amenity societies to make public the 
minutes of Advisory committee meetings, and b) the same applied to 
making public discussions relating to licence applications. These are far 
too numerous to be included in Newsletters but every one is scrutinized 
with great care and any contentious ones are discussed by the society's 
Executive committee. The resolution was to be discussed by the Board of 
Governors at their next meeting. 

Other items discussed at the Advisory committee included the 
quinquennial charge. The next quinquennial charge to freeholders, due 
to be levied in 1991, is assessed in 1990, under the Scheme of 
Management. This charge is calculated as at 1 April and based on 
rateable values, last assessed in 1973 and about to be abolished with the 
introduction of the Poll Tax. The Estates Governors are seeking a 
variation to the Scheme of Management in the High Court to allow the 
quinquennial charge to be assessed on 31 March 1990 rather than 1 
April. This has been discussed by the Executive committee which could 
see no objection to the variation. 

The Estates Governors are also considering levying the charge 
annually rather than quinquennially to simplify apportionment between 
vendors and purchasers of properties. 

The Dulwich society was responsible for the introduction of the 
Scheme of Management following the passing of the Leasehold Reform 
Act. It is known that the Estates Governors wish to seek changes to the 
scheme, and, it is believed, at least one other amenity group may propose 
changes. The Executive committee will consider any such proposals and 
pass its views to the Estates Governors. If members have any matters 
they consider should be raised in the Advisory Committee they should 
send them to the Chairman or to the Vice-Chairman. 

Cable television is coming to Dulwich. The company responsible for 
cable-laying has indicated that their methods of working and their 
liaison with residents would be as sensitive as possible to ensure good 
relations with potential customers. The Estates Governors are trying to 
obtain a programme of works so that they may be linked with other 
works planned for Estate roads. The Advisory committee will be kept 
informed and we hope to publish details in future Newsletters. 

Denys Wyatt Chairman 

By Robin Taylor 

With the death of Katherine Evans on 12 October in her 93rd year, many 
long-standing members of the society may feel that a brief chapter in the 
social history of Dul wich has ended. 

Katherine came to London from Wales. She met her husband-to-be at 
Oxford when she and her brother were students there: her subject was 
French - later put to good use by tutoring others. The couple first came to 
Dulwich in 1907. Later they returned to Wales, only to return in 1935 to 
settle here. Sadness came with the death of their young son from 
leukaemia, and, for Katherine, this sadness was later compounded by the 
death of her husband. 

Strength of character, wide interests and forthrightness gradually 
drew her back into the community. She became a governor of Dulwich 
Hamlet and Bessemer Infants Schools. Although not a founder member 
of the society, by 1969 she was a member of its executive committee, and 
chairman of its new roads sub-committee, concerned with "pedestrian 
safety, parking problems in Calton Avenue, litter in Dulwich and crossing 
Dulwich Village by the Post Office". Though these problems still have a 
familiar ring, great improvements have been achieved. Katherine stood 
down from the executive committee in 1980, and from the traffic sub­
committee in 1984. 

She had earlier volunteered to form a small social sub-committee, and 
it is thanks to their efforts that members' meetings became friendly get­
togethers with refreshments. 

The society has indeed lost a loyal, hard-working member. 

Katherine's neighbours, Pamela and Don Freshwater would like to add 
this personal tribute: 

"We have lost our neighbour of 18 years and are very sad. When we 
arrived next door to Katherine she lost no time in welcoming us and 
introducing us to the Dulwich Society and St Andrews Society, where we 
made many new friends. We soon realised Katherine had a finger in most 
of the village pies, and if we wanted to know what was going on in the 
locality we only had to ask her. When visiting her in hospital in recent 
times she usually asked us: 'What is the village news?' 

"She astonished us with her courage in going about in spite of 
increasing loss of eyesight, and she was indeed remarkable for her 
candour and strength of,vill". 



From Mrs Rosemary Howarth 16 November 1989 

Dear Mr Nicholson-Lord 

I was surprised to read in the Autumn 1989 Newsletter that Mr 
Calvocoressi of English Heritage had said that number 97 Dulwich 
Village had been "rebuilt after the last war". Thi$ house, built by John 
Adcock in 1796, was requisitioned during the war and in a very 
dilapidated state when Neil Wates bought it in 1959. He only rebuilt the 
rear elevation and repainted the rest of the brickwork. Some internal 
alterations were made but it remained a late Georgian house and was 
illustrated and described as such in the November 1962 series of articles 
in Country Life on Dulwich. This has been confirmed by Mrs Wates. 

Yours sincerely, 

Rosemary Howarth 
57 Dulwich Village, London SE21 7BJ 

From Mr Basil Leach 30 November 1989 

Dear Mr Nicholson-Lord, 

It was gratifying to learn that, following the negative reply to the 
question raised during the AGM this year regarding covenants, the 
matter had been reconsidered, a covenant form being included for 
renewal in 1990. 

I do strongly urge all who can to agree to a covenant. At this point of 
time the £5 subscription equates to £6.66 when covenanted. 

Yours sincerely 

Basil C Leach 
Alverna, 97 Court Lane, London SE21 7EF 

Membership Secretary for the Society 

If any of our members feel that they could spare the time to be involved 
in the work of the Society as Membership Secretary, could they please 
telephone the Secretary, Robin Taylor - 670 0890 - for a preliminary chat 
about the job. 

It carries Executive Committee status. 

Many thanks, 
Robin Taylor 




