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Dear Member 

 
In this newsletter we comment on the withdrawal of Metro Bank’s planning application in Howardsgate and draw 

some conclusions about how an undesired proposal can be thwarted when more of the membership is involved in the 

Society’s activities. 

 

This brings us to the idea of setting up a dedicated group to focus on verges, lamp posts and kerbs - all areas that are at 

root the responsibility of the County authorities.  Applicants just need an eye for what is going on and preferably a 

mobile phone with a camera.  What we have learned is that persistence pays off - something we have commented upon 

in the past.   

 

We highlight a further WWI exhibition that focuses on what took place in the area before the town was conceived.  

Please put the dates of 8 or 9 November in your diaries.   

 

Also, we are looking for anyone who can help support a group needed to manage our social media presence.  More 

details are in this issue.  And finally, we need more people to join the committee and are still looking for a Secretary.   

 

Enjoy the read. 

 

 
 

  
Demeter (Ceres), goddess of plenty, a female figure in loose robes, carrying a bowl of fruit on her head and 

Hermes (Mercury), god of commerce, a helmeted, male figure, holding a serpent entwined staff in his left hand. 
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۩ Metro Bank’s planning application and the power of residents acting together 
 

Members will have heard that the Metro Bank withdrew its planning application to substantially change the frontage at 

52 to 54 Howardsgate so that the company could install a banking parlour that met with its own internal marketing 

requirements. 

 

As members know, the Society found this plan to be wholly unsatisfactory and likely to bring about the end of the 

conservation status of the town centre as it could no longer be defended against other planning applications seeking to 

do the same sort of things. 

 

You will recall that we asked members to express their objection to the planning application and the committee is very 

pleased to say that the response from members was excellent and a major factor in the bank deciding that it would be 

unwise to proceed further. 

 

The committee believes that the bank’s withdrawal was down to two main reasons.  Firstly, the number and eloquence 

of residents demonstrating their opposition to the proposals and secondly, the ill-judged claim that the company had 

properly “consulted” over the plans, when it appeared evident that this was not the case. 

 

The company had stated in its submission that it had consulted widely over its planning application as it is bound to do 

under the planning laws.  However, we were unable to find anyone, other than local politicians, who had been 

consulted, so we had the spectacle of the Town Centre Partnership, the Welwyn Garden City Heritage Trust and the 

local Chamber of Commerce all stating in their objections to the planning application that they had not been consulted.  

In the Society’s case, we were consulted after Metro Bank’s latest planning application had been lodged with the 

Council, so there was no possibility of our views having any impact on the bank’s proposals.  No amount of PR “spin” 

could disguise the apparent dichotomy between the statements made. 

 

The company has subsequently written to all the objectors stating that their application had been withdrawn, but 

indicating that if they could find a suitable site they were hopeful they would seek to try again.  We have written to the 

bank indicating that we are more than willing to help them with their search for premises, provided the ethos of the 

place is safeguarded. 

 

It is curious to reflect that the bank, for its own reasons, should only consider its own marketing demands and fail to 

recognise the very same urge of residents to ensure that their town is safeguarded for the future - in fact failing to 

recognise the town’s own need to ensure it retains its special marketing position towards the world.  What this episode 

also demonstrates is that when residents work together they are able to succeed.   

 

The committee would like to thank all members who supported its call to write to the Council and/or speak to 

councillors on the matter. 
 

۩ Estate Management Scheme 
 

Members will be well aware that the Estate Management Scheme has been the principal reason why the town has 

managed against all the odds to look a little different from all those almost identical “clone towns” across the country.  

We attribute this in large measure to the existence of the Estate Management Scheme which, along with the 

Conservation Area status in some parts of the Garden City, has enabled the town to keep pretty true to its architectural 

ideals. 

 

We were concerned some years ago that the Estate Management Scheme was starting to fail due to lack of 

enforcement, and lack of support and publicity by the Borough Council.  The Society pressed for it to be reinvigorated 

and the Borough Council spent some time, money and effort doing this.  It reissued the guidelines that were particular 

to the town and brought these up to date with our active involvement. 

 

At the time, the Society pressed for an appropriate forum to be set up to ensure that when the rules were broken, there 

would be an appropriate appeal mechanism so that residents could be properly heard in the event of a dispute.  An 

EMS appeals panel was eventually set up but without the independent architectural input that we had requested.  Much 

of the Council’s effort was subsequently lost when it failed to allocate any moneys to enforcing the scheme.  
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In recent years we have been increasingly concerned that the Council has not been enforcing the scheme at all and 

have been pressing for a more active approach to be taken so that manifest breaches are rectified.  In some recent 

meetings of the EMS appeals panel it seemed clear that some councillors appeared to be working towards destroying 

the integrity of the scheme by allowing changes to buildings - seemingly against the advice of Council officials. 

 

The effect of this is to set up a series of precedents for the future so that further breaches of the scheme will be 

possible as residents can cite evidence of what has been allowed to take place beforehand.  This is now placing the 

entire scheme in jeopardy.  It could have a significant impact on residents. 

 

We now understand that following the appointment of new officers to the Planning and Strategy functions, there is to 

be another review, as it is now recognised that this issue will simply not go away and that it must be addressed.  We 

expect to be consulted at a meeting next month when we hope to learn about the latest Council thinking. 

 

۩ Verge damage, lamp posts and kerbs 
 

Members are reminded that verges, lamp posts and kerbs are at root the responsibility of the County authorities and 

not the Borough. 

 

The Society has long complained about the verge damage that is caused by poor driving and contractors of all types 

across the Garden City.  It has also complained about the installation of the wrong design of lamp posts in areas where 

contractors should know better.  It is not an issue that is confined to members of the Society; it is a refrain repeated at 

every level and by many residents from time to time.   

 

Too often County and Borough officials over the years wring their hands and say how difficult these things are to 

manage. We do not agree.  What it seems to suggest to us is that councillors are unwilling or unable to get some action 

despite the wishes of the residents.  It is something that people should take into account when they place a cross on a 

ballot paper, although County elections are not due until 2017.  However, it is rewarding when dogged persistence 

pays off. 

 

                      
 

In Attimore Road, both a lamp post and a faulty kerb installation have been put right recently after a persistent effort 

by the Borough councillor, well supported by other Borough ward councillors.  The incorrect type of lamp holder had 

been erected and the kerb was broken as it was put in.  We need to ensure that this persistence is replicated elsewhere 

to get things done properly and we need members to help in this.  If you are concerned about this issue, please contact 

Elahe Taylor whose details are given below. 

 

۩ Planning generally 

 
Government is now proposing further changes to the planning system to make it easier to get plans approved.  It has 

recently published a set of proposals upon which it sought comments as part of a further consultation on planning. 

 

A matter of particular interest will be that the current temporary permitted development changes will become 

permanent.  These temporary rules were originally sold to an unsuspecting public as being part of an initial need to get 

the economy moving.  It is now proposed that these changes simply stay in operation, so in specified circumstances it 

will be easier to change from one class use to another.   
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For example, you cannot build a house in an area marked for factories; that is clear enough.  However, with some 

changes there are problems that the legislators have conveniently ignored.  In our town centre for example, we have 

seen some offices converted to flats.  This is excellent news.  However, the legislation does not extend to cover the 

issue of car parking associated with those flats.  Thus flat owners will be forced to dump their cars at the first place 

where they can park them without incurring costs.  This solves a problem in one area if only to create another quite 

different problem somewhere else. 

 

It is one thing to have this type of legislation as a temporary measure but quite another when it becomes permanent.  

If, for example, many of the offices above shops in our town centre are converted to flats, there will be a marked 

demand for permanent parking which no one has even considered. 

 

We are coming to the view that changes to the Planning Legislation to make the system easier will actually make the 

process more expensive.  For instance, councils will be restricted in the conditions they can attach to an approval.  

This means that the planners will require much more information upfront without any guarantee that there will be an 

approval at the end.  As usual, it will be the smaller projects that will suffer substantial increases. 

 

There will be a lot more work for the planners with, in many cases, no increase in fees to cover the additional work 

that will be required to evaluate and consider an application.  For a civic society to be supporting planners and 

sympathising with their predicament is surprising in itself but it is the town that will suffer from these ill thought 

through changes. 

 

۩ The Local Plan 
 

Members will recall that we have from time to time commented on the plans now being drawn up that will direct 

where future house building will be located within the Borough, together with the likely numbers.  New rules were 

formulated by the current government and it is clear that most local authorities appear to be struggling with producing 

an acceptable plan that would be sufficiently robust to withstand scrutiny from an independent inspector from the 

Planning Inspectorate.  

 

In the case of our Borough, the plan is now known as the “Local Plan” and work is proceeding apace with it, despite 

substantial queries being thrown at the proposals by residents throughout the Borough from time to time.  The 

situation is not helped by the apparent reluctance of Borough officials to really engage with residents in a meaningful 

discussion.  This is hardly helpful and is resented by many who remain quite perplexed by the entire process.  It is all 

supposed to be a bottom up system where the process is driven from the bottom rather than being imposed by 

Whitehall.  It does not seem that way!  

 

At a meeting that took place on 15 October when the number of houses and their location were to be discussed by 

councillors, it was very evident that the questions being posed by residents were not being properly addressed.  It was 

clear that the Council was seeking to ensure that any queries would be swept into the “consultation phase” which has 

yet to take place.  We attribute this haste to the urgent need to complete the study as there is a significant risk that 

more developers will put forward plans to build on areas that, in the absence of a plan, will be impossible to refuse.  

The meeting in question was attended by around 150 residents. 

 

The draft plan which councillors are pushing ahead with is based on placing the additional housing we apparently need 

proportionally around the larger towns such as Hatfield and Welwyn Garden City and elsewhere. However, some 

additional housing has been located around the southern villages which were to be spared any development in an 

earlier version of the plan.  It was this earlier version that created such an outcry and which councillors had to 

reconsider within weeks of its initial publication. 

 

The latest proposals envisage a massive amount of additional housing in the Borough - some 12,500 are forecast as 

being required.  It would see significant encroachment on the Green Belt and would also see the coalescing of Welwyn 

Garden City and Hatfield by the time the plan terminates in 2031.  Hatfield is seen as coming past the Hatfield Garden 

Village up to the A1M, on the west side, as far as the roundabout where Tesco is located.  Currently this area is used 

as agricultural and it is the essential separation between the two towns at this point.   

 

The aerodrome at Panshanger, which has already closed, is to be developed, as well as Birchall Garden Suburb by the 

waste facility on the A414 to Hertford.  There are other areas which would also be developed.  A set of maps showing 
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the proposals can be found at http://www.welhat.gov.uk/localplan.  The latest version of the plan is due to be 

completed by the end of the year and the next consultation will start in early 2015 so that the final version can be 

completed by the end of 2015.  It is then due to be put before the Inspector in 2016 and, subject to his approval, would 

be adopted in 2016. 

 

The committee is now considering what it thinks of these latest plans and will decide its position in time for the next 

consultation.  Comments from members are most welcome. 

 

۩  Local exhibition 
 

 

This exhibition will highlight what life was like in the 

area during WWI, before Welwyn Garden City 

existed.  The Our Welwyn Garden City group will be 

hosting a commemorative event named Local Lives in 

the Great War, supported by the Hatfield Local 

History Society, Lemsford Local History Group, Mill 

Green Museum, the British Legion and the Library 

Service.  A total of 51 men from the area where the 

town now stands laid down their lives during the 

conflict.  A further 73 Australian troops were treated at 

an auxiliary hospital in Digswell House but 

subsequently died. 

 

Members may be aware of the Welwyn Garden City 

element of the Herts Memories web site, to be found at 

www.ourwelwyngardencity.org.uk.  This is an online 

community resource where you can share and enjoy 

photos, memories and historical research on the 

Garden City.  The web site has been developed by 

people like you.  You only need to register online at 

the site to contribute.  They welcome both old and new 

memories, as these will provide a growing record of 

the town and its people.  

  

The exhibition at Welwyn Garden City Central 

Library, Campus West opens on Saturday 8 November 

from 10.00 - 3.30 and again on Sunday 9 November 

from 1.00 - 4.30 pm. 

۩  Broadwater Road 
 

Residents attending the exhibition put on by Tesco’s development company, Spen Hill, earlier in the year will have 

seen the new approach being taken by the company on this site.  We wrote to the company subsequently drawing 

attention to a number of issues that we felt it should consider further in its proposed design. 

 

1. We welcomed the notion that some use for the silos may be possible.  As you know Society members were 

canvassed in early 2013 as to their opinion and you know the outcome of that survey.  We believe that this survey 

was against a backdrop of seemingly deteriorating structures and a lack of ideas for future use.  What the latest 

design work has enabled is a review as to whether the silos could be developed.  After some research it appears 

that some of the silos are in a good condition and that it might be possible to redevelop them after all.  We plan to 

ask members if they would consider whether their views had changed in the light of this new thinking.  We 

understand the current proposals to be as follows (note they may change): 

 

a. That some six double silos (the original ones nearest the railway) are in good order and would be retained; and 

 

b. The remaining ones would be demolished; and 
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c. Investigations are taking place about the feasibility of using the insides as a “boutique” hotel of some sixty 

rooms or thereabouts; and 

 

d. There would be room for a restaurant on top. 

 

We will keep you informed when we hear. 

 

2. We are not convinced about the proposed public square at the foot of the silos and by the bridge across the railway 

line.  This space is central to any development of the site.  We argue that whatever takes place on it must be 

complimentary to the existing town centre.  That said, we do accept that the new plan does need some area of 

community focus.  However, we think that the current proposals may actually provide more than community focus 

and could still draw the public away from the town centre.  We remain to be convinced, if only because the 

various answers we received seem to be contradictory. 

 

Our view on this is clear.  The existing town centre is currently in serious trouble and the last thing it needs is 

competition from an area so close by.  The existing town centre needs to substantially fill its shopping units with 

trading enterprises other than charity shops before any competition is brought to bear on it.  We believe that there 

is a massive structural change taking place to the high street as the nation’s shopping habits change: for our part, 

we want to see our town centre among the survivors. 

 

Furthermore, the town is designed around additional local shopping areas to serve their very local communities 

and we do not see the idea of a café culture area as compatible with that original idea, though we do see it wholly 

satisfactory for the town centre.  Thus we think that this part of the overall design needs to be reviewed.  

 

3. We are concerned at the apparent proposal to place two hotels on the site.  It strikes us that after having only two 

hotels in town until now and with the prospect of still another one in the town centre, the arrival of two more looks 

rather like London buses – some and then too many? 

 

4. We are not averse to the idea of taller buildings on the site as there are existing tall buildings both on the site and 

elsewhere.  However, we have not heard how these proposed taller buildings can somehow echo the heritage of 

the town rather than appear as a wholly new mini suburb within the town.  How will they be seen to be both new 

and moving the garden city architecture forward?  

 

It seems to us that the new buildings will also have to echo the 1920 industrial architecture as well as the rest of 

the town.  All this is a real architectural challenge.   

 

5. There is a problem with the joining up of Peartree, the Shredded Wheat site itself and the town centre.  Access 

across Broadwater Road needs to be dramatically improved, probably by placing multiple pedestrian crossings by 

the development.  The connection from the new exposed Shredded Wheat office entrance to the town centre needs 

to be better articulated.     

 

6. We were uncertain exactly what was being proposed in the northwest corner of the site (ie by Hunters Bridge).  It 

seems that no firm decisions have been made and we are hopeful that there will be clarification about this in due 

course. 

 

7. The idea of highlighting some of the original features of the office blocks seems to us to be very welcome.  A 

number of members noticed some of the old interior photographs of these blocks and wondered if there are any 

interior features that could be further highlighted; the old wooden floors for example might still be there.  This was 

unclear. 

 

8. In an earlier discussion, we were under the impression that access to the station would be made more readily 

available to the east side of the town.  However, that seems to have been discarded and it was not apparent if even 

bicycle users were to be accommodated.  This is likely to come as a disappointment to many people on the east 

side.  In addition, it was unclear if a lift is being provided for families with small children and those with mobility 

problems who wish to cross to the town centre. 
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9. Of course, any development is seriously let down by the Network Rail bridge.  The current bridge continues to be 

an affront to the town. 

 

These and many other matters are up for discussion when the next exhibition takes place.  There is some hope that this 

will be before Christmas but we shall see. 

 

۩ The Planning Committee 
 

For years and years the function of the local authority Planning Committee was well understood.  Sometime recently 

an edict seems to have gone out from the bowels of Whitehall that the nomenclature of this committee should be 

changed….no doubt to better reflect the ongoing process that requires to be managed.   So up and down the land, 

dutiful local authorities answered this national call and altered the name of this well-known committee to 

“Development Management Control” (DMC).  However, it seems that some local authorities are being dangerously 

errant by calling their relevant body “Planning Committee (Development Control)”.  We expect the nomenclature 

police to be in action shortly….probably backed up by full state funding and legislation. 

 

 
  

 

 

 

 

In the meantime, we notice that John Lewis has also 

become fully aware of this DMC phenomenon and 

have been promoting a men’s T shirt in full support of 

getting things right.  An alert member has produced a 

photograph to prove this point.  We urge you to buy 

one now in support of national well-being.  If anyone 

could give us an explanation of what the word RUN 

stands for, we might be willing to print it in our next 

newsletter.  

۩ The Peasants’ Revolt 
 

The Peasants’ Revolt, the campaign against manorial rights in England, have now presented their evidence to the 

relevant Commons Select Committee and the team fronting it recently appeared before that Committee in early 

October.  

 

A video of their appearance before the Select Committee can be found at: http://tinyurl.com/kj3ndsg 

 

The campaign is to be congratulated for the hard work and diligence they have put in and for getting the campaign so 

far in such a short period.  All those who are affected by this ancient feudal leftover must hope that the Select 

Committee recommend to the Law Commission that these ancient laws need to be reviewed and preferably abolished. 

 

It was curious to learn from this video that similar ancient rights have been abolished in Scotland.  Surely those south 

of the border should be treated equally or is that being too political? 

  
۩ An appeal to our membership 

  
The Society is well aware that currently it is not making best use of the social media available.  This is an opportunity 

for the membership to bring us into the daylight with your knowledge and expertise of this media.   

  

We are confident that there are members with the competence and confidence in managing a website, Facebook or 

possibly even a Twitter account, and we would like to hear from you.  You are invited to join a group which would set 

up, manage and maintain such an online presence, supported by the executive committee.  Of course we do have a web 

site, but there is always room for help in this area.    

  

Please help us to extend our reach into social media.  Replies please to Elahe Taylor (contact details below). 
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۩ Doorstep visits from apparent 'young offenders on rehabilitation'  
 

Periodically, different parts of the town are visited by young people seeking to sell various goods on the doorstep.  

Sometimes they even flash an ID card in your direction when you answer the door.  An examination of the card would 

reveal that the visits are not properly authorised and that they probably relate to a wholly different part of the country.  

Visits in our borough would have to be authorised by the local Borough Council. 

 

Such visits are illegal and the caller should be sent on their way.  One enterprising resident decided that his wish to 

take a photograph might convince the caller that their call was not wanted.  The result was a stream of colourful 

language and a very prompt departure. 

 

۩ Winner of the 2014 Wolfson Prize 
 

The winning entry for the extension of garden city principles into the landscape was David Rudlin.  This was a very 

prestigious prize of £250,000 and drew applicants from around the globe. 

David Rudlin argues for the near-doubling of existing large towns in line with garden city principles, to provide 

86,000 new homes for 150,000 people built over 30-35 years.  The entry imagines a fictional town called Uxcester to 

develop the concept, and applies that concept to Oxford (2011 population: 150,000) as a case study, showing how 

Oxford could rival the strategy adopted by Cambridge for growth and expansion. David argues that there may be as 

many as 40 cities in England that could be doubled in size in this way, such as York, Norwich, Stafford and 

Cheltenham. 20% of new homes would be affordable housing. 

A full copy of the winning entry can be found at: http://preview.tinyurl.com/d7gdtq2 

 

۩ Welwyn Garden City Society Executive Committee 2014/15 
 
Members attending the last Annual General Meeting in July will recall that they left the appointment of officers to the 

committee.  Subsequently, Shaun O’Reilly agreed to remain as Chairman for one further year and Malcolm Day also 

agreed to continue as Vice Chairman for a further year.  Jenny McCann agreed to become a Vice Chairman and Jim 

Ewers was appointed as Treasurer. 

 

Name Telephone Email 

Malcolm Cowan 01707 324723 malcolm.cowan@virgin.net 

Gerry Crux 01707 323352 briangerrycrux@hotmail.co.uk 

Jo David 01707 326625 j.david50@ntlworld.com 

Will Davis 01707 690841 wpd_davis@hotmail.com 

Malcolm Day 01707 896688 welwyn.days@ntlworld.com 

Jim Ewers 01707 330723 jimewers@talktalk.net 

Dennis Lewis 01707 324048 dennis@denlewis.co.uk 

Jenny McCann 01707 322233 jenny.mc@btopenworld.com 

Shaun O’Reilly 01707 324272 shaun.oreilly@talktalk.net 

Bryan Scott 01707 321974 b.scott990@ntlworld.com 

Elahe Taylor 01707 377060 elahetaylor@aol.com 

 

۩ Any thoughts or observations on this newsletter and/or the issues within, would be very much appreciated.  You can 

get in touch with the newsletter coordinator, Sheila O’Reilly, by email on sheila.oreilly@talktalk.net 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. 


