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Comments of The Kew Society, as a Rule 6 party, on the implications of forwarded 

information on the Mayor’s Citroen site decisions in respect of the Chiswick Curve 

Appeals. 

 

 

1.0   For consistency in Town Planning, The Kew Society (TKS) believes that the 

Chiswick Curve Appeal and the Citroen site application should each be considered for 

final decision by the Secretary of State.   Whilst each has its own individual site, they 

are less than 200m apart and share many very similar planning issues in terms of, for 

example, adverse impacts of tall buildings on views from and settings of the World 

Heritage site of the Royal Botanic Gardens, Kew, (RBGK) local Conservation Areas and 

heritage building assets.   

 

1.1  Further, whilst each might (in isolation) have an individual assessment measure of 

‘substantial’ harm to the protected assets highlighted above, consent for both would 

compound the two impacts to a ‘very substantial’ harm to the assets.   Also, if further 

tower block applications were to follow from consents granted to both Citroen and 

Curve sites, even higher collective  levels of harm would result.   Both the Local Plan 

and Brentford East SPD are drafted to provide a town planning framework for 

decision, not to be ignored (see 2.3 below). 

 

1.2  TKS argued at the Inquiry that failing to investigate the development of the Curve 

at the same time as the soon-to-be-available B & Q site was short-sighted in planning 

terms.    In the case of the Citroen site, this shares a boundary with the contiguous 

Fountains Leisure potential redevelopment scheme and the combination of these two 

sites in a planned coordination and / or joint development would offer a better long-

term outcome than individual, unrelated projects. 

 

2.0   Apart from the shared ‘tall buildings’ impact and other issues set out above, the 

Citroen and Curve proposals can be differentiated in a number of ways: 

 

2.1  The Citroen site is less polluted than the Curve having one frontage only to the 

highly polluted elevated M4 and the A4 corridor.   Most of the Citroen site is set back 

from these most polluted highways and is also perhaps 75m from the South Circular 

Road.    In contrast, the Curve is proposed directly on one of the U.K.’s most polluted 

road junctions where TKS evidence to the Inquiry cited already illegal levels of 

pollution, even before the introduction of World Health Organisation’s 10ug/m3 limits 

implicit in the Government’s planned new Clean Air Strategy. 

 



2.2   The  Citroen site is less intensively over-developed than the Curve. Per square 

metre of site area the contrast is clear: 

 

 Site area sq 
m 

Max.no. 
storeys 

Gross internal 
area sq m (GIA) 

GIA per sq m 
of site area 

Curve 2,800 32 40,445 14.44 

Citroen 9,600 18 41,947   4.37 

 

As a result, the Citroen proposal indicates a relative spaciousness of ground level 

landscaped areas with worthwhile tree planting compared to the Curve. 

 

2.3  TKS considers that both Curve and Citroen proposals are too tall given their 

adverse impacts on RBGK and other heritage assets but notes that the maximum 

height of the Citroen development (73m AOD) is  substantially lower than the 120m 

AOD of the Curve - but each still exceeds provisions in the Local Plan / Brentford East 

SPD.   TKS made representations against the Citroen site development on height and 

other grounds and appeared at the Mayor’s hearing. 

 

2.4 The Citroen proposal makes no attempt to utilise unusual mechanical lift car 

parking equipment in contrast to the Curve which wholly relies on such a system to 

serve its basement and below parking levels. 

 

2.5 The Citroen proposal could make some contribution to fulfilling retail needs in the 

area with 511 sq m of A1/A2/A3/B1 flexible ground floor and podium space in 

contrast to the Curve’s 105 sq m of A1/A3. 

 

2.6 The Citroen proposal offers better onsite leisure / gym facilities and children’s play 

resources than does the Curve. 

 

2.7 The affordable housing content of Citroen at 50% (218 out of 441 units) is 

significantly larger than the Curve at 36% (116 out of 320 units).    Also, the Citroen 

scheme envisages a better proportion of 3 bedroom, family units for social renting, a 

category poorly represented but much needed in the area.   Further, the Citroen 

design seeks better to integrate affordable units and their access with the market 

units in contrast to separation envisaged in the Curve.  

The Citroen proposal also incorporates a small number of individual townhouses of 

welcome and contrasting scale to its 5 main towers whereas the Curve represents 

effectively two significant very tall towers only. 



 

2.8   The Curve involves an associated Appeal for 3 very large LED advertising screens 

which have adverse implications for local residents and others.   At present, no similar 

advertising proposals are made for the Citroen site but some advertising is likely for 

retail frontages. 

 

3.0   In summary, TKS believes final town planning decisions on both Curve and 

Citroen sites should be taken by the Secretary of State.   Certainly as a result of the 

exhaustive Curve Public Inquiry process, the Secretary of State should be better and 

more fully informed on all the issues than could the Mayor be by his officers, a 

circumscribed representation hearing and a very short RBKG site visit.  
 

Martin Taylor 
Planning Trustee  
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