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WELWYN GARDEN CITY SOCIETY 
Newsletter 

January 2017 
www.wgcsoc.org.uk 

Dear Member 

 
This is the first newsletter issued under our new Chairman, Tony Grice, who took office after the last AGM.  

Will Davis has taken over as Vice Chairman. 

 

The names and details of the new committee who can be contacted are set out later in this newsletter. 

 

The committee would like to thank all those who contributed to the Fighting Fund which the committee has 

felt necessary to substantially top up in view of the Estate Management Review currently in progress by the 

Council. 

 

The past Chairman, Shaun O’Reilly, and the past Vice Chairman, Malcolm Day, remain on the committee and 

are focusing on the Estate Management Scheme and the bid to the Heritage Lottery Fund in respect of the 

poster booths on Howardsgate. 

 

This New Year seems to be bringing a lot more uncertainty around the world.  The UK’s position on Brexit is 

the subject of day to day speculation one way or another; the American situation with the election of President 

Trump stands to be confusing and erratic or perhaps not - who knows? 

 

In our own backyard, we shall be seeing the appointment of a new council Chief Executive; he faces a council 

leader who has been in position for many years and who has been used to getting his own way ever since he 

was appointed to the position, so it will be interesting to see who leaves first. 

 

Enjoy the read but please don’t ask how the new brown bins system is to operate or how the Council is to see 

through its statutory requirement to collect food waste, because we don’t know. 

 

 
Attimore Farm with train crossing Ridgeway in 1965: photo by Ken Wright 
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۩  The Draft Local Plan 
 

The Draft Local Plan has been the subject of a final consultation.  The Society has raised a number of points 

within the plan with which it does not agree.  All these points will be placed before the Inspector in due course 

if, in the meantime, the Council does not alter the plan to meet the objections that have been raised.  The 

points the Society has raised include the following: 

 

Generally: We think that the plan has been improperly driven by political interest to choose the selection of 

sites for future housing around Welwyn Garden City and Hatfield rather than elsewhere in the borough.  This 

has led to a choice of sites that are less sustainable than available elsewhere.  We and many others have also 

made the point that there appears to be very little shared vision about the future of the borough and that little 

account has been taken of the comments made by residents in the previous rounds of consultations. 

 

How many houses?  We make the point that no one can readily explain or justify the number of houses that 

are required to be planned for within its “objectively assessed number”.  In any event, the plan fails to meet 

this required number and, therefore, does not appear to be legally compliant. 

 

Settlement strategy: We do not think that the proposals to build houses on the Panshanger Aerodrome site 

and on Birchall Garden Suburb have been proved to be more sustainable than elsewhere in the borough.  The 

impact on the Moors Walk area does not appear to have been thought through – the Birchall Garden Suburb is 

closer to Hertford than it is to the town centre here in Welwyn Garden City.  This proposed development site 

is also partly within the area of East Herts District Council and no evidence has been produced that shows the 

two councils working together on its development.  Nor has any evidence been provided to show that the town 

centre car parks could accommodate the number of extra car parking spaces that these developments would 

warrant. 

 

It is not understood generally that the total number of new properties that would be part of Welwyn Garden 

City would amount to some 3,200 - an increase in 15% on the current size of the town of some 20,783 

dwellings. 

 

Retail Strategy: The current plan fails to indicate that the current retail offer is obscured by a significant 

number of charity shops that are let on advantageous terms by landlords.  Any improvement in the offer 

generated by the Business Improvement District needs to be supported by adequate parking space,  car 

parking terms and capacity to collect/drop people off in the town centre. The Council’s plans do not seem to 

make adequate provision for all this or for the additional numbers of visitors to the town that any improved 

retail offer would bring. 

 

Shopfronts, advertising and signage: The Council has failed to state that advertising is not permitted within 

the town and that this has been the case since its inception with the exception of the poster booths in 

Howardsgate.  The Society has repeatedly called for Article Four powers to be taken in the town centre in 

support of stated “Welwyn Garden City Guide to Shopfront and Advertising design”. This is the only effective 

way in which a Conservation Area can be protected. 

 

Impact of the Settlement Strategy: The settlement strategy is not compatible with the Council’s 

environmental approach, cutting off its own proposals for a “green corridor” to run from St Albans in the west 

to Hertford in the east and so on down the Lea Valley. 

 

Good design: The Council’s proposals on good design fall short of what is required as they fail to reflect the 

principles of “symmetry, balance and the street scene” for which the town is famous the world over.  

 

Vision and objectives for the town: The Council sets out, for the first time as far as we know, the so called 

“garden city principles” which are so often trotted out for new developments these days.  The Council is 

making claims that in our opinion it is not capable of meeting and elsewhere it fails to apply “garden city 

principles” to the whole.  It claims to provide “future proofing” for example to broadband services – 

something we do not think anyone is capable of doing.  Whilst the Council is committed to a green 

environment, what it does not recognise expressly in its Draft plan is any commitment to the parkland setting 

in which the town is situated. 
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Heritage: The Council professes support for its heritage but fails to recognise that the town’s heritage lies in 

its own existence, so for heritage, look about you.  That is what must be protected.  We specifically asked that 

the “Estate Management Scheme” be referred to within the plan but the Council refused to include it on the 

grounds that it was not a planning matter.  We have disagreed on the grounds that the protection of the town 

was set up before the planning acts came into force but that they are, nevertheless, intrinsic to the future 

survival of the town.  We would like to see the issue properly reflected in the Local Plan rather than treated as 

an optional extra when officials can find time to address it.  In short, there are some fine words in the draft 

plan but no means shown how these will be supported by any action. 

 

Specific heritage issues within the town: We point out that a number of issues raised under the 2007 

Conservation Area Appraisal have still not been addressed.   

 

Town centre strategy: We make the point that in addition to taking Article Four powers, the Council needs to 

use its existing powers to ensure that the many windows overlooking the town centre are properly maintained 

as many are in a poor condition. 

 

The powers over development to properties to the north of Church Road: These powers are important as 

they cover the houses from Church Road to Rosanne House on Parkway where, as members will know, there 

have been two planning applications to turn number 22 into a pub.  We have suggested reinforced wording to 

the planning policy. 

 

Land to the north east of the town: The current plan proposes, bizarrely, that the Panshanger Aerodrome be 

moved to a location very close by on the grounds that a regional facility will otherwise be lost.  This new 

aerodrome would be in the green belt and there is no certainty of its approval and no evidence has been 

provided to say that the land has been offered for this purpose. 

 

Land to the south east of the town: In the case of 

Birchall Garden Suburb, the Council has failed to 

take into account that much of the area proposed 

for development was, in fact, landfill.  The Society 

has published a paper on this site which can be 

found at http://welwynhatfield.co.uk/wgc_society/.  

You will need to scroll down the page to find it.  In 

this paper, we called upon anyone having any 

information to bring this forward so that we could 

add to the evidence base that explains what 

happened on this site.  As we are unable to submit 

any more information to our own Draft Local Plan 

proposed by the Welwyn Hatfield Borough 

Council, we have issued an updated version of the 

same paper which includes more information that 

we have discovered.  This has now been submitted 

to the East Herts District Council which has also 

sent its plan out to consultation but this had a 

different termination date. 

 

We are satisfied that the landfill area was 

extensive and very, very deep.  The Environment 

Agency records show that the site was open for 

waste from 1920 – 1990.   

We do not think that it is a suitable area for any 

future housing development. 

 

 
 

Stanborough Park and the Tree Strategy: We were unable to locate the proposed policy on Stanborough 

Park or the Tree Strategy which appears to be missing from the Council’s published plans.  As we believe 

both to be important for the future of the town, we have drawn their apparent absence to the Inspector’s 

attention. 

 

The truth is that we are not able to say what weight the Inspector will give to our submission or the arguments 

that we have put forward.  Weight, it seems, is all important in assessing the merits of the points that we have 

submitted.  Nevertheless, the Society has indicated that it will go before the Inspector if he or she requires 
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clarification or additional information at the time the public hearing is opened.  Obviously, the Society thinks 

all the points it has made are pertinent and important. 

 

The Council has some months to assess the points we have made and then we expect the Inspector will 

consider all these later in 2017.  In due course, the timetable will become clearer. 

 

۩  Estate Management Scheme 
 

Since we last commented on the review of this scheme, we have been verifying the statements being made by 

the Council and taken appropriate advice.  In the meantime, the Council has progressed its consultation 

document as it has thought best.  We were in touch with members about this. 

 

Since then, we understand no serious action has taken place because of staff absences and therefore no 

analysis of the responses the Council has received has so far been undertaken. 

 

We have now been informed that, when the key officer returns to work, a timetable for the remainder of the 

work will be sent to us. 

 

۩  The streaming of council meetings 

 
A large proportion of councils across the country have been streaming and recording their meetings for some 

time now, including many of our neighbouring authorities.  In May 2016 Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council 

(WHBC) opened its new council chamber, trailing it as having a viewing screen and live streaming facilities.  

There appears, however, to be a reluctance to switch on this functionality.  When asked why this is, differing 

reasons have been given since the new council chamber opened for business last May. 

 

Streaming would enable residents to see their council and councillors in action.  The recent, and very heated, 

meetings discussing the brown bin collection charge proposals demonstrate perfectly why the streaming 

should be enabled now, without further delays.  The late November full council meeting at the Campus East 

chamber was enlightening and entertaining to those present.  You could have been forgiven for thinking you 

had stumbled into the pantomime rehearsals up the road at Campus West by mistake. 

 

The public gallery at the chamber was full on that occasion.  Not streaming meetings when the capability is 

there is doing a dis-service to residents and not in keeping with this council's own policy of community 

involvement.  Being able to view these meetings will add to the transparency and accountability of our local 

government.  

 

Minutes are taken at council meetings but these are not verbatim and do not capture sentiment, nuance, 

evasion or impassioned debate.  Council meetings streamed and recorded offer a permanent, accurate record 

of who said what, and what actions were agreed. 

  

Important debates and decisions about the future of Welwyn Hatfield should be recorded for posterity and 

residents will have a better chance of understanding the Council's decision making process if they can see it in 

action.  Streaming and recording meetings allows the public to watch what they want, when they want.  It 

could act to inspire many more people to get involved in matters that affect them in the borough: altogether 

this would be a good thing for local democracy. 

 

Streaming council meetings may improve the quality of debate at meetings and democratic principles may be 

better adhered to if councillors knew the eyes of the public were upon them.  Residents would be able to see at 

first-hand how those who are voted in to represent them perform on their behalf, thus allowing them to make 

more informed decisions about who best represents them come election time. 

 

We have been asking WHBC to facilitate streaming for several years now, to no avail.  There really is no 

room for yet more dragging of feet on this issue; one can negatively speculate about why it hasn't happened 

already.  The longer this drags on, the more the level speculation will increase.  Most importantly, the longer 

residents are excluded from this form of local democratic transparency, as enjoyed by residents of most other 

boroughs, the longer WHBC is seen as not living up to its commitments and democratic duty as our local 

authority. 
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The main contractor’s publicity statement is set out below, so the equipment is installed but no action has been 

taken to use it.  Is this not bizarre? 

 
۩  Business Improvement District (BID) status for Welwyn Garden City town centre 

 
The Background: It has been a long term objective of the WGC Town Centre Partnership (TCP) to obtain 

Business Improvement District (BID) status for our town centre, and Society members will be pleased to 

know that local businesses have, by a good majority, now voted for this.  This empowers our local businesses 

to raise funds through a levy on their business rates and spend the money within the area of our town centre 
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with the aim of improving the environment in which they do business.  The local businesses will agree how 

their money is invested for their benefit and the benefit for all who use the town centre.  BIDs are about 

additionality.  They will not replace local authority or police services, but will provide additional resources 

and activities to benefit the town centre. 

 

The Competition: All town centres are under pressure from out of town and online shopping so it is vital that 

our town centre competes effectively with others to offer an altogether better experience.  There are a number 

of BIDs already operating within our neighbouring towns with whom we also compete, though Society 

members will be interested to know that there has been an evident improvement in footfall in Welwyn Garden 

City over the last year compared with the average footfall numbers in other shopping centres nationally.  

However, we should not be complacent. 

 

The Approach: So leading up to the ballot of businesses in our town centre, extensive research and 

consultation was undertaken by the TCP’s BID development team to understand and highlight the key issues 

for businesses and stakeholders and to explore potential future projects and activities for the WGC BID to 

undertake.  The research consisted of workshops, surveys and one-to-one discussions involving over 160 

businesses. The outcome is the five year Business Plan which reflects the views and aspirations of the 

businesses in the area and also the prospectus which outlines the BID’s ambitions ahead of the ballot of 

members.  The Business Plan will be adaptable to emerging priorities over that period although the total 

income of £1.5M for the five years will be the same.  However, in due course, there will be the opportunity to 

raise money from other sources, as the BID will have the status of an independent not-for-profit company. 

  

The Business Plan: The Business Plan process has identified key priority areas which have been categorised 

into four themes of activity which are outlined in the prospectus.  This is accessible on www.wgcbid.co.uk.  

The themes are as follows with an illustration of some of the priorities arising from the surveys and what 

could be delivered and the measures of success, again emerging from workshops and discussions that have 

been held across the business spectrum in the town centre. 

 

� Animated and attractive – to create a place which has a strong sense of identity for residents, visitors 

and people working in the town centre to enjoy.  95% of businesses rated cleanliness of streets and 

public places as very important to their business, 74% said they would like more events and animation 

in the town and 69% said they would like to see more specialist markets.  In addition to addressing 

these desires, the BID proposes working with landlords, agents and others to ensure vacant and 

derelict premises are maintained and have a smart and tidy appearance, and will also work to create 

footfall counters and Wi-Fi access in the town centre.  Moreover, there will be measures of success 

for each theme, typically in this theme, increasing the number of visitors to the town and increasing 

the number of events and markets. 

 

� Promoted and celebrated – to promote and celebrate the great ‘Garden City’ and build the reputation 

of Welwyn Garden City as a great place to work, shop, relax and be entertained. 81% of businesses 

surveyed feel that developing the town’s identity to attract more business is a priority.  So one of the 

activities will be to raise the profile and awareness of the quality and diversity of the culture and 

leisure economy in the town and increase the number of visitors enjoying this aspect of the town 

centre.  These too will be measured. 

 

� Welcoming and accessible – to provide a welcoming and easily accessible place for visitors, workers 

and residents to explore.  As you might expect, a number of parking issues were all above 90% for 

this theme, as was pedestrian information and signage, with businesses also wanting improvements to 

the condition of the pavements and roads.  So actions around improving the overall car parking 

experience and improving the pedestrian flow between different parts of the town centre are some of 

the issues that will be addressed.  Measures of success will include improvements or otherwise in the 

perception of parking; and safety for visitors and businesses; and continued reduction in incidents of 

crime and anti-social behaviour. 

 

� A great business and leisure offer – to encourage growth, development and investment of businesses 

which complement and build on the strengths of the Garden City town centre, promoting it as a great 

place to do business.  Here, businesses want to have a single point of contact for WGC issues and 

support, and a stronger collective voice to influence key strategic issues.  They also want a stronger 

evening economy on offer, with the potential for extended opening times for themselves.  Having 
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created the BID, there is now a much greater opportunity for the businesses to work more closely 

together and indeed to establish their own partnership arrangements to mutual benefit.  Again, there 

will be measures of success around the levels of vacant properties, and the number of business 

enquiries through commercial property agents. 

 

Once again, if members want a deeper insight into these themes please view the website: 

www.welwyngarden.co.uk/bid. 

 

Getting the BID underway: A new and separate BID company is being set up, legally constituted as a not-

for-profit company limited by guarantee and responsible to all the businesses in the BID area for the delivery 

of the business plan.  The BID will be operational from April 2017.  There is a good deal of work to get the 

BID company set up with a Board responsible for its governance and a management structure able to deliver.  

At the outset there will be a need to encourage continuous business involvement in determining the priorities 

and formulating the activities within the terms of the prospectus and the business plan and undertaking the 

activities previously covered by the TCP. 

  

The Board will be elected by the members made up predominantly from representatives of the over 200 

businesses paying the levy.  It will also have a representative cross-section of stakeholders associated with the 

successful delivery of the BID ambitions.  There are anticipated to be working groups that will lead and 

support on the key themes of the business plan.  There will be busy months ahead and realistically some time 

before members see a real difference, though there is a strong appetite among many of the businesses for there 

to be a difference as was evident to those who attended the Christmas Lights event on 17 November.  Again, 

there are further details regarding the governance arrangements available on the web site. 

 

Looking Ahead: Bringing the businesses together to work collectively for the benefit of our town centre has 

to be a positive step in itself.  The BID will provide a consistent and collective voice for the businesses in the 

town centre, in addition to the £1.5M that they will invest in the town over the next five years.  There has also 

been encouraging support from our local authority and Hertfordshire County Council both prior to, and since 

the successful ballot.  Importantly, there should also be the opportunity for the Society to work in partnership 

with the BID company on many areas of mutual interest. 

 
Successfully achieving BID status has required a good deal of determined hard work on the part of the TCP 

BID Development executive team led by the BID Development board who are committed to seeing the BID 

operational and delivering its ambitions, and it has an incentive to do so.  As it stands, the BID is in place for 

five years, when it then has to represent a prospectus and business plan to the businesses for a further five 

years for a new ballot.  We are sure the Society members wish the BID well and will be supportive of its 

ambitions for our town centre. 

 

۩  Sir Theodore Chambers 

 

 
 

Residents will be familiar with the memorial to Sir 

Theodore Chambers at the northern end of 

Parkway. 

 

Sir Theodore Chambers was initially approached 

to be vice-chairman of the board of the Company 

developing the town.  He was reputed to know 

‘everybody who was anybody’ in the Treasury and 

City circles and used his influence to great effect.  

He was a surveyor by profession and became 

interested in town development before he had 

heard of the Garden City movement.  He had 

acquired much knowledge of land values, both 

through his professional practice in London and 

the prominent part he played in the Conservative 

Party’s opposition to Lloyd George’s land taxation 

scheme. 
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At a board meeting in December 1919, Sir Theodore Chambers agreed to be the Chairman of the Company.  

He held this position until the creation of the New Towns Act by the government after World War II when the 

Company was taken over by the New Towns Corporation in 1948. 

 

We were recently approached by the ‘Glen Urquhart Community’ as they are currently undertaking the 

restoration of the old graveyard in their area which includes the gravestone of Sir Theodore Chambers, his 

wife and his father.  There are a number of important Scottish soldiers, many of whom had fought at 

Culloden, also buried in the same graveyard. 

 

It is believed he called his house “Shewglie” in the town.  That is named after one of the big estate houses in 

Glen Urquhart – about five miles from Drumnadrochit. 

 

If anyone can throw any light on the origins of the Chambers family and how Sir Theodore comes to be buried 

in Fife, then could they please contact the newsletter co-ordinator? 

 

۩  Flies – an article from Welwyn Garden City News dated Friday 26 May 1922 

 
Those who were plagued with the flies last year may be glad to learn some of the possible ways of 

exterminating the pests.  The following notes, which have been contributed by a well-known citizen, may be 

of value.  Not being an expert in the matter, the Editor cannot specify which of the remedies is preferable.  So 

“you pays your money, and takes your choice”. 

 

“We are blessed, or otherwise, by three common kinds of flies in our houses.  The smaller house fly is not 

much trouble.  The larger house fly, just now getting numerous, is not a larger form of the smaller one which 

like Peter Pan, never grows up.  The larger plague gets its growing done before it comes to the house and so 

can devote its whole activities to tormenting us.  The blue-bottle is the biggest and noisiest of them all and is 

most active near the meat safe.  It is the larger house fly we usually mean when we refer to the plague of flies.  

Flies may be kept from entering the house by pots of mignonette growing on window-sills.  If the house be 

supplied with the new fashioned windows, beds of mignonette outside and pots inside may be tried.  A few 

drops of oil of pennyroyal on blotting paper are a good preventive of most kinds of flies in the house.  Oil of 

wintergreen, similarly used, is of use, and so is oil of lavender.  A few drops of formalin in a little (two 

teaspoonfuls in a small saucer of water with a lump of sugar will do) tempt the flies to drink – we all get 

thirsty in hot weather – and die.  A concoction of elder leaves is also of use, and elder might well be grown 

near the house.  Of fly-papers the sticky kind is more generally useful for all kinds of flying nuisances; the 

poisonous kind, if not adulterated to harmlessness, is more easily manipulated.  Lastly, a flick or gentle 

pressure of a duster may expedite matters if one is fond of exercise in warm weather, and tennis is not found 

sufficiently satisfying.” 

 

Current residents will realise that the world of 1922 was very different from the one we currently inhabit as 

we now have any number of household brands that will do away with flies at the push of a button or switch of 

a switch, though we have to think that maybe the environment is the greater sufferer.  Perhaps future aids will 

come as apps on mobile phones?  Who would want to be a fly…even on a wall? 

 

۩  Houses between Church Road and Rosanne House in Parkway 

 
The architect and Society member who worked on a number of these houses has written:  

 
“The present attempt by J D Wetherspoon to convert 22 Parkway into a public house is enough to make the 

hair rise on the back of my neck. 

 

I was first involved in these six Parkway houses in about 1936 when my brother and I had our photos taken at 

Studio Lisa, standing on the edge of a small pond that the Sheridans had made in their back garden, together 

with the studio they built.  This was probably number 12 Parkway, which Lisa describes in her autobiography 

as they were the first owners in the early 1930s, living and operating their professional photography business 

there.  This business led to a royal connection when they were employed to photo the young princesses 

Elizabeth and Margaret and one can still see where the royal crest was affixed on the wall above the front 

door. 
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I believe that 8 Parkway was originally used by a resident dentist, but I do not know who the first occupiers 

were of the others houses, though it may be possible to find this out. 

 

I became involved in 10 Parkway in 1989 through being appointed by local solicitor, Michael Mills, who had 

recently acquired the building in which he had a small office.  He had recently been granted consent for an 

extension requiring twelve car parking spaces but he wanted to further enlarge the office area, which meant a 

laid down increase in the number of cars.  I studied a possible link with 8 Parkway, which came up for sale as 

offices and eventually I managed to negotiate an increase to the rear of both properties with the District 

Council.  This meant that the matching character of the new additions and the distance to rear domestic sites 

and the space retained for approved detail planting etc was an essential requirement.  I went out to tender for 

the works at 10 Parkway and they were completed in 1992. 

 

Mr Mills also acquired the first building in the row of six at 22 Parkway, which I knew had previously been 

occupied for various purposes, including the office of architect Charles Fox and the Maynard Art Gallery.  I 

was appointed in 1988 to take over from another architect so as to achieve an acceptable rear office use 

extension and I became involved in a great series of meetings and design proposals and revisions in 

negotiations with the Local Authority and Mr Mills.  Six schemes were prepared and this finally led to 

Planning and Management consents being granted in March 1992.  The building work was carried out by 

others, during which time Mr Mills moved his office into 22 Parkway. 

 

It would seem, therefore, that office use of these properties has been allowed over a long period and for 

certain professional and artistic services, but always, in my experience, with the toughest and essential 

requirements for open rear space, detailed planting layout and a rigid ratio of parking spaces related to the 

gross area of the building, together with all building work to create a matching architectural character in detail 

to the existing.  This I achieved at numbers 8, 10 and 22.” 

 

۩  Ebenezer Howard and Welwyn Garden City in Shanghai – written by Society members 
 
“I thought that the members of the Society might be interested to know that the influence of Ebenezer Howard 

and Welwyn Garden City is displayed in the Museum of Urban Planning in Shanghai, China.  This museum is 

a very modern five floor building in Peoples Park (formerly the Racecourse in the designated Foreign 

Quarters) and documents the history of urban development in Shanghai and its future plans. 

 

 
 

You can imagine our surprise when we reached the fourth floor of a superb museum and came across a 

display of Howard’s Three Magnets diagram and some photographs of Welwyn Garden City.  His ideas were 

being portrayed as some of the founding principles of modern town planning, along with other enlightened 

planners from Europe.  It really shows, once again, how influential his ideas have been throughout the world 

and the importance of preserving the heritage of Welwyn Garden City. 
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The two photos above were taken inside the museum 

 

۩  Committee members 
 
Please find below a list of committee who can be contacted should you wish to raise some matter with the 

Society. 

 

Rachel Basch 

 

01707 339600 rachel.basch@btopenworld.com 

Gerry Crux 

 
01707 323352 briangerrycrux@hotmail.co.uk 

Will Davis 

 

01707 690841 wpd_davis@hotmail.com 

Malcolm Day 

 

01707 896688 welwyn.days@ntlworld.com 

Tony Grice 

 

01707 323286 gta10y@gmail.com 

Dennis Lewis 

 

01707 324048 dennis@denlewis.co.uk 

Shaun O’Reilly 

 

01707 324272 jsoreilly47@gmail.com 

Bryan Scott 

 

01707 321974 b.scott990@ntlworld.com 

Elahe Taylor 

 

01707 377060 elahetaylor@aol.com 

Clive Wilson 01707 392843 clive.wilson08@gmail.com 

 

۩  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. 
 

۩  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.  


