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Dear Member 

 
Spring brings out the best in Welwyn Garden City as the opening photograph shows.  

 

This is set against a background of the review of the Estate Management Scheme which we are reporting on 

again.  There will have to be real dialogue between the Council and residents on the matter as it is not likely to 

be one that will easily brush under the carpet. 

 

The Local Plan was finally agreed by the Council in full session where once again the majority party 

steamrolled its wishes through without taking much notice of the thousands of comments made by residents 

across the Borough.  This plan is now to be inspected by a Planning Inspector appointed by central 

government to ensure its soundness, viability and legality.  The Society has indicated that it has some points to 

make on some key issues.  We cannot but think the examination by the Inspector is likely to be a difficult one 

for the Council. 

 

This newsletter sees the demolition of the QEII hospital; we include some dramatic views.  We also comment 

at long last on the approval by the Council of the planning application to redevelop the old Shredded Wheat 

site.  

 

Finally, we have been seeking to improve our dialogue with the Council with particular regard to the state of 

the environment.  Months have gone by without any response and regrettably we have had to take to the pages 

of the Welwyn Hatfield Times to push for a reply.  We will cover this at a later date. 

 

Enjoy the read! 
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۩  Broadwater Road West (the Shredded Wheat site) 
 

On 30 March last, the Development Management Committee (which used to be known as the Planning 

Committee) gave its approval to the application submitted by Tesco’s subsidiary, Spenhill, for its proposed 

two phase development of this site. 

 

The first phase, the northern part of the site, will focus on the restoration of the former Shredded Wheat 

building whilst the second phase, the southern part of the site largely relates to the building work to be done 

on the remainder of the site which is lying dormant as an open space.  There is a tall, steel structure in the 

middle of this open ground and a peregrine falcon nesting box is located at the top which, as far as we know, 

has not been used. 

 

The first phase is a detailed planning application and is likely to be the most difficult and the costliest part of 

the development.  Great care will be required in its execution to conserve the basic building and to ensure the 

features are best highlighted and brought out in the end result.  These are important for posterity as the 

building is, of course, a ‘listed’ one.  It should result in the creation of multiple locations for small businesses 

as well as some new housing.  Above all, the plan envisages the removal of a number of the silos but the 

retention of those that are structurally sound so that these can be turned into a boutique hotel.  This might 

sound unusual but it has been done before, notably in North America.  

 

The second phase relates to new building and a detailed planning application has yet to be submitted for this.  

We are concerned that this second phase is very likely to be sold on to a different developer who may not have 

such an interest in ensuring that the outcome is as compatible with the town that Tesco plc, with its HQ now 

based here, might be expected to safeguard.  The Society has said that it will monitor this further planning 

application should it come forward in some watered down form. 

 

The overall development includes a number of tall blocks which will give the town a new and different aspect 

which residents will be unaccustomed to whilst also providing some 850 dwellings for the town.  These taller 

structures will stand to contrast with the existing tall silos which will still dominate the site.  The overall 

development follows the broad directions set out in a Supplementary Planning Document that was carried into 

planning law when agreed by the Borough Council as far back as 2008. 

 

Members will recall that the membership opposed the first application largely because it provided for a large 

supermarket when there is one already located at the Oldings roundabout barely one mile away.  The 

committee felt that the presence of such a large supermarket on the site would substantially detract from the 

existing town centre which, like so many others, continues to suffer from the structural changes in the buying 

habits of the public.  The new plans provide for a small ‘local’ Tesco store which is altogether in keeping with 

the need to serve its new local community. 

 

At the Development Management Committee hearing, there was some discussion about the number of 

‘affordable’ houses being provided.  The Council policy aspires to requiring some 30% of all large 

developments being delivered as ‘affordable’ dwellings.  Only some 50 units will fall into this category in the 

first phase – agreed largely because the development cost and conversion of the older buildings are such 

unknown features at present.  The planning department, however, has determined that there would be a review 

of the numbers of ‘affordable houses’ when the detailed plans for phase 2 are brought forward.   This seemed 

to us to be a sensible way forward as it is in no-one’s interest to see the site remaining unloved and barren for 

any longer than necessary.  Consequently, progress in a forward direction can now be made. 

 

One area of real concern relates to the revamping of the bridge across the railway line.  Whereas approval has 

been given to revamping it so that it will look like new – or rather ‘newish’- as you cross it, it would seem that 

Network Rail’s input into its upgrade is less than wholehearted.  Spenhill has allowed for the work to be done 

at a budgeted figure but Network Rail’s approval does not seem to have been given.  This remains a source of 

concern to us, quite apart from being rather odd.  It seems, however, that Network Rail is a law unto itself and 

understanding its internal machinations is generally deemed to be beyond mere mortals.  We may expect a 

dialogue (or even a row) over this to develop in due course.  Residents will watch with interest but it is 

unsatisfactory that any ‘state’ body can be so uncommunicative or Byzantine in its deliberations.  The Society 

has taken the liberty of writing directly to the chairman of Network Rail to see if it can solicit some clarity.    
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It is hoped that the development of the site will be wholly beneficial to the town centre bringing new regular 

spending power to its doorstep that will invigorate the place substantially.  Overall, the committee believes 

that the outcome is good for the town provided the Council’s planning department and our councillors ensure 

that the standards that so far have been included in the approved plans are maintained. 

 

۩  An archaeological dig in The Old Drive 
 
In 2004, the owner of a house in The Old Drive was mowing her front lawn when, not for the first time, she 

chanced upon a hard object in the ground and, thinking this was a stone, tried to remove it.  The stone 

transpired to be a piece of metal and tentative attempts at removal brought the realisation that it was too large 

to be removed without help.  There also appeared the possibility that there was more to this than met the hand 

or eye. 

 

Help was at hand after a call to the Mill Green Museum and then contact with Welwyn Archaeological 

Society who recognized that there was the possibility of an amusing diversion from the more familiar sites 

that they usually excavated. 

 

An inspection of the protruding obstacle led to the usual Sunday digging activities being diverted to the front 

garden and the initial exploration in removing the turf exposed the top of significant metalwork in the distinct 

shape of a car - but where was the roof? 

 

 
  

The team decided that the only way to solve the mystery was to carry out a proper, methodical dig exactly as 

they were used to doing on any prospective historical site, salvaging and recording finds from the soil.  By the 

end of day one the dig was down to the dashboard and side windows, which were still in place with the 

laminated glass broken, but held in place by the plastic interlayer. At this stage it became apparent that a 

whole car had been buried but with no clue as to why. 

 

The next week was spent chasing leads to identify the car and research the history of the occupants of the 

house.  Initially, memories prompted by clues in the shape came into play and it appeared possible that the car 
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might be a Ford V8 Pilot, made in England between 1947 and 1951.  However, various leads suggested that it 

might be an earlier model.  Contact with the V8 Club gave more information and suggestions that it could be a 

1935 or 1936 American import as clues as to the exact model became apparent. 

 

The second day’s work saw the excavation taken down to expose the rear wheel arches, top of the boot, spare 

wheel carrier and the whole of the engine area.  The excavation continued in parallel inside the body.  All this 

was in thick, wet clay after a rainy week.  The engine and bodywork forward of the bulkhead was missing as 

were the seats and steering wheel.  The body colour was black (weren’t all Fords black back then?).  It had a 

smart red coach-line painted along its distinctive body pressing feature and still had in place a semaphore 

trafficator forward of the offside driver’s door. 

 

More information arrived by e-mail from the V8 Club, together with photographs of the various available 

models, each of which was followed up, and the possibilities narrowed down. 

 

Another week of heavy rainfall did nothing to improve the digging conditions, but by the end of the third day 

the whole body had been exposed, together with the separated front chassis frame, the front bumper with some 

chrome plating still visible but the reason for the burial still a mystery.  There were no wheels, axles, seats and 

other interior fittings but the dashboard instruments were in place. 

 

The fourth day completed the tidying of the excavation and finally provided a resolution to the story.  The car 

had been used as an air raid shelter! 

 

Alongside the nearside door were the remains of a timber framed structure which, presumably, originally had 

a trap door at the ground level with a linoleum covered platform at the level of the car’s running boards.  The 

framing appeared to be made from reclaimed railway sleepers.  The space was just large enough to open the 

car door and get inside, while the driver’s side and rear window had been protected by sheets of corrugated 

steel from the back fill while the remaining surplus soil was heaped over the top of the main body.  

 

It transpired that in 1948 the Council was called to attend to a collapsed lawn; presumably the roof had 

corroded and fallen into the void.  It is probable that they cut off the missing roof and filled the inside with the 

topsoil and then returned the lawn to a level surface.  Incidentally, and to the surprise of the archaeological 

team, the soil contained three pieces of Roman tile.  The shelter was redundant at the end of the war and, 

unlike many conventional shelters, served no other useful purpose and was soon forgotten. 

 

The discovery prompted more questions like who thought of using a relatively new, expensive, imported car 

for this purpose while the official records, as ever, give clues but no answers.  The list of tenants taken from 

the Garden City Directories provides the following information:- 

 

1926 Unknown; 1927 Unknown; 1928 (only numbers 1, 2, 8, 9 and 12 are listed); 1929 J C Coates 1930; No 

Occupant; 1931 and 32 K J A Beugger; 1933 C Lambert; 1934 Unknown and C Lambert has moved to 

number 4; 1935 Mrs Lithgow who remained until; 1938/1939 No Occupant; 1940, 1941 and 1942 C C 

Powell.  From 1942 to 1946 there are no listings available.  Presumably they were not published during 

WWII.  1947 to 1953 G C Verbeken; there are no listings available for 1954 to 1958.  Finally, in 1959 and 

1960 G W Day lived there. 

 

Who owned the car?  Was it Mrs Lithgow or C C Powell?  Who were they?  Have they left any other record 

of their existence that would help discover who would want to convert a car into a bomb shelter?  Who sat in 

that front room looking at a relatively new car, probably without a petrol ration, and thought of what seemed 

like a good idea at the time.  Was it ever used for the intended purpose, as there were certainly bombing 

incidents? Where did the engine, axles and wheels go?  Archaeology always begs more questions than it gives 

answers. 

 

The desktop archaeology continued with research into the exact model, but without finding a chassis or other 

recognisable identification within the remains it would leave the mystery unresolved.  If anyone can provide 

any more information, we would be most interested. 

 

At the end of the story, what would or could happen to the vehicle now?  Try to recreate this extraordinary 

shelter in a museum or simply chop off the top and re-bury it again where it has rested for years?  Sadly, none 

of these were realistic possibilities and the body ended up being removed and scrapped.  However, those who 
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participated in this discovery retain fond memories of a most unusual set of Sunday afternoons before they 

returned to the familiar territory of a huge and deep Iron Age ditched site with, eventually, nine skeletons.  

But that is another story entirely. 

 

۩  The short life of the QEII hospital 

 
Although the QEII became such a familiar landmark in the town, it is perhaps not so well known that it had 

historic status as the first new hospital to be built under the NHS. Even so, it was 1959 before the foundation 

stone was laid, due in part to Britain's near bankruptcy after the Second World War. 

 

Once building began, the task of organising and equipping the new hospital had to be addressed, an enormous 

task for which there was no recent precedent.  Many things needed to be decided from the appointment of 

consultants to persuading the local council to provide signposts.  You can guess which took longer.  Ward 

names had to be chosen and the style and colours of nurses' uniforms agreed. Volunteers were sought to run 

the hospital shop and outpatient cafe, both facilities new to hospitals at that time, in an attempt to ‘de-

institutionalise’ them by providing more of the amenities of everyday living.  An enormous amount of 

equipment was ordered and delivered, some ending up stored in empty wards until needed.  This all had to be 

tracked down later and moved into place by staff setting up new departments such as the pathology laboratory.  

The hospital was in fact only half ready when it was opened by the Queen on 22nd July 1963.  Many people 

remember standing along the royal route and waving flags on that hot July day. 

 

 

By the end of 1963 all was completed and the 

QEII was revealed as a model of what a modern 

300 bed general hospital should be.  The main 

wards were of a new design with six four- bedded 

bays, five single rooms and a day room, quite 

different from the customary Nightingale wards 

with their two long rows of beds.  Large windows 

and light colours made everywhere seem bright 

and attractive.  Each ward had a separate day room 

with a south facing balcony looking out over grass 

and open countryside, something appreciated not 

just by the patients but also by staff, especially in 

the early hours of a summer’s morning after a 

stressful night shift.  One patient described her stay 

in the new hospital as, "like being in a luxury 

hotel", which for a while earned the QEII the 

nickname of the ‘Hilton’.  Of course life in a 

hospital ward was much more formal then.  

Doctors wore white coats, patients were hardly 

ever addressed by their first name and everything 

stopped for the matron's or consultant’s ward 

round. 

 

The QEII had its own School of Nursing until 

1993 and a Nurses' Home.  This meant that nurses 

lived on site and were trained both in the 

classroom and on the wards which helped to foster 

a feeling of community within the hospital.  A 

small management team also helped.  For many 

years it consisted of the matron and the chairman 

of the medical staff committee who looked after 

the medical side, and the hospital secretary and his 

assistant responsible for everything else. 

 

Staff from different departments all knew each other and it was possible to organise social events, such as five 

a side football tournaments, between the doctors and the ancillary staff. 
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The hospital had the first integrated psychiatric unit in the country, which opened in 1966, and by its example 

played a part in the rethink of the treatment of mental illness and the closure of large mental institutions. 

 

Over the next fifty years the hospital became part of the local community.  Many residents will remember the 

annual summer fetes and the various fundraising efforts.  Many too are grateful for the care and treatment that 

they received from the hospital staff yet, as medicine has become ever more complex and expensive with the 

consequent need for far more specialisation, the model of a small general hospital has become outdated.  

Fewer much larger hospitals have become the NHS pattern, and sadly for Welwyn Garden City the QEII lost 

out to The Lister in the re-organisation of 2007.  We are fortunate to have the New QEII, but with no inpatient 

beds, it is to most people not a hospital in the true sense.  For those of us who knew the original QEII, it 

certainly seems strange now that this imposing brick building is no more.  

 

For more information a book illustrated with personal memories and photographs entitled ‘The QEII - A 

Hospital's Story’ by Angela Eserin is available from the WGC Heritage Trust and from Waterstones bookshop 

in Howardsgate. 

 

Still, one has to wonder at our throw away life style.  We build a state of the art facility only to throw it away 

some 53 years later…. 
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۩  Letter to the Society newsletter from Mac Wotherspoon 

 
To whom it may concern 

   

I had reason to write to the Welwyn Garden City Society newsletter a year or so ago.  I stay in the town with 

the grandparents when my mistress goes to foreign climes.  In my last letter I commented on the dreadful state 

of the lamp posts in the town, sadly neglected and hardly worth a dog’s attention.  On my recent visit I was 

delighted to see that a fair number of these posts had been repaired and repainted that lovely WGC green.  I 

also noted that a number of post boxes had also been repainted - wonderful progress. 

 

May I suggest that those responsible for this painting be congratulated by the Society and encouraged to 

continue the good work.  Praise where praise is due. 

 

۩  Extract from the Welwyn Garden City News dated 2 December 1921 
 

“Production of Clean Milk 

 

The importance of pure milk is second only to a pure water supply.  The milk, which is now being delivered 

by Welwyn Stores, is produced by the New Town Agricultural Guild under conditions which ensure absolute 

purity and cleanliness.  All the cows are free from tuberculosis.  Any animal which reacts to the tuberculin test 

is rigorously excluded from the herd.  Again, the utmost care is taken to prevent any foreign substance from 

contaminating the milk.  Before milking, each cow is washed and groomed.  The use of covered pails prevents 

dust and hair from falling into the milk.  The milkmen have to be scrupulously clean during milking 

operations.  The same applies to all utensils.  As soon as the milk is drawn from the cow it is at once removed 

to the dairy in order to prevent it from being contaminated by dust and odours.  All utensils are first rinsed in 

cold water, then scoured in hot water.  They are then sterilised by steam at not less than 205ºF for 12 minutes.  

Returned empty bottles are washed in a bath of caustic alkali or soda.  They are then rinsed in clean water, 

brushed inside and outside and rinsed again, and then sterilised by steam for 12 minutes.  All bottles going 

into the milk room must pass through the steriliser.  These processes ensure absolutely clean milk.  This milk 

is now being delivered by Welwyn Stores in sealed bottles at 9d a quart.  It will keep sweet longer than 

ordinary milk.  From the health point of view clean milk is infinitely to be preferred to the disease-laden liquid 

supplied by the ordinary dairyman.” 

 

Members will recall that the town’s original by-line was that it was ‘a town for healthy living’.  Key to this 

claim was the provision of a first class milk supply that was free of tuberculosis.  The latter was a major cause 

of ill health prior to the WWI.  The tuberculin testing of milk was first discovered around this time and the 

town was an early adopter.  The national testing of all herds against the disease did not start until 1935. 

 

۩  Estate Management Scheme at 22 Parkway 
 

Members will be familiar with the two planning applications made by J D Wetherspoon to redevelop 22 

Parkway. 

 

One area that has not received the same degree of scrutiny is the Estate Management Application filed by the 

company and still outstanding with the Council. 

 

Many members will be familiar with the EMS protections concerning design and these are reflected in the 

EM1 and EM2 policies that the Council has published.  These policies, however, do not reflect the total set of 

conditions present in the EMS, which are still legally enforceable by the local authority. 

 
The Society has been working closely with a member who is affected by any development of 22 Parkway into 

a pub and he takes up the story: 
 
“When the application was first raised in 2015, I reviewed the EMS terms, and identified one particular clause 

that appears highly relevant to the development.  The Appendix to the scheme document contains the 

conditions imposed on owners of property in the EMS area.  Clause 9. (i) states: 
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“Not to permit or suffer to be done in or upon the Premises or any part thereof any act or thing which 

shall or may be or become a nuisance damage annoyance or inconvenience to the Owners lessees or 

occupiers of any adjoining or neighbouring premises comprised in the Estate or which shall or may be 

detrimental to the neighbourhood.”  

 

So I wrote to the Council to highlight that in considering the EMS application from Wetherspoon, it was 

essential it evaluated the scheme against all the clauses in section 9, and specifically section (i). 

 

It struck me that it is inevitable that a public house next to residential property will cause some nuisance or 

disturbance to the people living at the adjacent houses.  Such a development is thus incompatible with the 

requirements of the condition outlined in EMS section 9 (i).  The Council would thus be duty bound to refuse 

an EMS application to turn 22 Parkway into a public house. 

 

The Council took several weeks to consider this point and wrote back to me in 2015 with a surprising 

position.  It said that having reviewed the situation, it believed 22 Parkway was in fact exempt from the entire 

EMS scheme by virtue of having been a commercial property when the scheme was first registered, and that 

in any event, the 1967 Leasehold Reform Act did not allow an EMS to apply to commercial property. 

 

This position seemed a very strange one to take.  The property is clearly in the EMS map area, and the 

Council has asked for EMS application on the buildings 8 to 22 Parkway several times in the last fifteen years, 

including twice at number 22 and approval had been given on both occasions.  In short, the Council was 

reversing the position that has been applied since the scheme was established. 

 

Believing that the Council was trying to use a perceived loophole to avoid having to enforce the EMS on 22 

Parkway, I worked with the Society to secure a legal opinion on this matter. 

 

The EMS was established under Section 19 of the Leasehold Reform Act.  To ensure we had the best possible 

advice, the matter was referred to a barrister at a leading London chamber who has significant expertise in this 

area of law. 

 

The barrister reviewed the EMS documents in addition to historical documents and floorplans from the 

property.  His conclusions were written up in a formal opinion.  The key conclusions he made were as 

follows: 

 

1. The Council had incorrectly interpreted the 1969 Act in concluding an EMS can only apply to 

residential property.  The 1969 Act contains a specific clause that allows an EMS to extend to non-

residential property.  The barrister noted that having an EMS apply to non-residential property is not 

uncommon. 

 

2. Notwithstanding the first point, the Council’s position that the property was in commercial use at 

the time the act was established contradicted the available evidence which clearly shows 50% of the 

floor space remained in residential use at the time. 

 

In short, the Council’s position was wrong on both points, and the legal position was crystal clear. 

 

I wrote to council officers to share with them the opinion of the barrister.  I asked them to reverse their 

position as they had made an error.  The remedy was straightforward, the Wetherspoon application should be 

subject to the EMS – and this would be consistent with the Council’s approach to these properties that had 

existed since the EMS was established. 

 

I also wrote to our local councillors for the Handside ward - Helen Bromley and Fiona Thomson - asking them 

to ensure officers took action.  Both councillors failed to respond. 

 

I spoke to Grant Shapps on this issue, who raised it with the planning department.   

 

After some weeks and shortly after the 2016 application was refused I received a response that stated that 

having reviewed the matter, the Council was standing by its analysis.  The Council repeated the same 

statements originally made, but made no effort to justify this position in respect of the law.  They also failed to 

engage on the key points made in the barrister’s opinion. 
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In its defence, the Council also made reference to documents that it believed justified its position.  On 

requesting the documents from the planning department, I was informed that it did not actually hold copies.  

Both I and my solicitor found it remarkable that the Council was trying to form its defence based on 

speculation of what was written in documents it did not actually hold.  Putting aside the madness of this 

situation, we also concluded that the documents they referred to were more likely to support our case (if they 

could be found.) 

 

I met Grant Shapps in person to discuss this matter, informing him that the Council’s behaviour left me with 

only one option – to launch a Judicial Review action at the High Court.  This would be a waste of time and 

money for everyone concerned, given the strength of the barrister’s opinion that I felt the Council would be 

likely to lose the case, and then be liable not just for its costs, but for mine also.  This was not an effective use 

of tax-payers money.  

 

Grant agreed that the case I was presenting was extremely strong.  He agreed to raise the matter with the Chief 

Executive and Leader of the Council. 

 

Despite having no legal basis for its position, the Council wrote to me again stating that it would hold its 

position.  Again, it provided no evidence to challenge the opinion of the expert barrister.  Having no other 

options left, in November I instructed my solicitor and barrister to prepare a pre-action letter - the first stage of 

Judicial Review. 

 

The letter was delivered to the Council in mid-November.  Under Judicial Review process the Council has 20 

days to respond - either to concede its case, or set out its arguments in defence. 

 

During this period, and separate from the 22 Parkway matter, the Council launched the EMS wide review 

exercise that members will be familiar with.  The ‘consultation’ leaflet provided to households stated 

(erroneously) that the EMS did not apply to commercial properties. 

 

Members will be aware that any variation to the EMS will need to be approved by the High Court.  The fact 

that the Council was launching an EMS review that would ultimately result in a proposal to the High Court to 

vary the scheme was an interesting development. 

 

Back to the Judicial Review, and the Council sent a response to our pre-action letter.  The response was very 

weak.  The Council appeared not to have sought expert advice.  It again failed to engage in any way with the 

meaningful legal points on which the case would be fought.   

 

Instead, it repeated the same erroneous position for the fourth time.  It also failed to acknowledge that the 

evidence presented clearly showed that its analysis in respect of the property history was wrong.  It also failed 

to present the documents cited in its defence.  (A subsequent Freedom of Information Request has proved 

definitively that they do not hold the documents.) 

 

At this stage I had to determine whether to proceed to apply to the High Court to hear the case.   

 

This is a significant decision.  An application to the court is expensive, costs ramp up at this stage, and 

liability for the other sides costs come into play.  Having spent significant sums just to get to this point, this is 

the time at which the cost-benefit equation must be again carefully weighed. 

 

I determined not to proceed with the Judicial Review at this point, and instead take an alternative tack.  

Turning to the EMS review exercise that the Council is conducting, I determined a more cost-effective 

approach would be to present the same arguments to the High Court at the time that the Council applies to 

vary the scheme. 

 

This has the advantage that the entire scheme will be considered by the High Court as part of the review 

process, and there are no cost implications to making representation at this stage (unlike Judicial Review.)  

Should the 22 Parkway scheme come back to the table and the Council makes the same determination 

regarding the EMS, it may be necessary once again to consider High Court action in advance of the EMS 

review” 
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In conclusion, three lessons have been learned: 

 

First, the EMS contains a number of provisions that are not represented under policies EM1 and EM2.  

These provisions may provide added protection to residents in respect of noise and disturbance from 

development of other properties. 

 

Second, the EMS is only as strong as the Council’s ability to correctly interpret the provisions and its 

willingness to enforce them.  With that said, the Council cannot pro-actively decide not to interpret 

the provisions in a perverse way because the scheme was clearly established for the benefit of all 

property owners (and is different to a leasehold provision in that regard.) 

 

Third, primarily due to deep budget cuts, the Council is now more likely to take incorrect positions on 

such issues.  Few of our local councillors are skilled enough to hold officers to account on complex 

legal matters; it is thus essential that residents scrutinise these decisions closely.  The U-turn on terms 

and conditions for the brown bin scheme is another recent example of the Council making a decision 

without proper consideration of the law. 

 

The fight to ensure 22 Parkway is included in the EMS will continue.  Residents who are interested in finding 

out more about this matter, or who have legal expertise, can contact the member who wrote this article via the 

newsletter co-ordinator. 

 

۩  Sir Theodore Chambers - the link between Welwyn Garden City and his burial ground near        

Loch Ness, Scotland 
   

Sir Theodore Gervase Chambers was born in London in 1871.  His grandfather, Sir Charles Harcourt 

Chambers had been Chief Justice of Bombay from 1824 to 1828 and he married Isobella Wilson of Polmaily 

House, Glen Urquhart. 

 

Glen Urquhart is one of the many glens that run into Loch Ness; the main village is Drumnadrochit and Glen 

Urquhart is a main route to Glen Affric.  The current population of the glen is about 2,500, including 

Drumnadrochit. 

 

Isobella Wilson was a member of the Grant family and the family home and estate in Glen Urquhart was 

called Shewglie, which is the name Sir Theodore gave to his house in Welwyn Garden City. 

Glen Urquhart became the family home for Sir Charles and Isobella and many of the nieces, nephews and 

grand-nieces and grand-nephews visited the glen for holidays. 

 

The Grants have a private graveyard in Drumnadrochit “Cnocan Buraidh”, also known as “The Vault” and it 

is this graveyard that the community, with help from the descendants of the Grant family, are hoping to 

restore later this year.  The graveyard is surrounded by a working farm and is currently in poor condition, the 

stone marking Sir Theodore’s grave is in a section where the fence is badly damaged and it partly covers the 

grave.  

 

The grave stone to Sir Theodore Chambers says he was Secretary and Controller 1916 - 1919 (National War 

Savings Committee), Chairman of Welwyn Garden City 1919 - 1948 and also of the Peacock and Nilambe 

Estates in what was Ceylon.  A nearby stone commemorates his wife Georgina, of the Sandeman port family.  

 

۩  Annual General Meeting 2017 
 

The next Annual General Meeting of the Society will take place on Wednesday 26 July 2017 at St 

Francis’ Church Hall, Church Road, Welwyn Garden City AL8 6HH at 8pm when Paul Roberts, 

Chairman of the Welwyn Garden City Centenary Foundation, will be making a presentation. 
 

۩  As always, we would be pleased to receive article suggestions accompanied by relevant photos.  Any 

thoughts or observations on this newsletter and/or the issues within would also be appreciated.  You can get in 

touch with the newsletter coordinator, Sheila O’Reilly, by email on sboreilly47@gmail.com or by telephone 

on 01707 324272.  Alternatively, you can go online and approach the Society via the website (given at the top 

of page one) and the relevant person will get back to you.  


