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The Welwyn Garden City Conservation Areas 
 
You will have recently received a circular letter from the Borough Council about the Conservation Areas 
asking for your views about the future of your own area.  This is one of a number of important matters about 
the town that are now being addressed and we thought it only right to explain to you some of the issues that 
are involved.  We are also explaining what the Society is doing about it and why it is important to the future 
of the town.    
 
Why this is so important 
 
Members of the Society clearly take the wellbeing of the town and its design ethos as a major concern and it 
is very important to ensure that the Borough Council gets a good response to their consultation document as 
otherwise it will conclude that residents do not consider that the Conservation Areas are important or valued 
by residents. 
 
It is also important that you take any action you can to ensure that friends and neighbours complete the green 
enquiry form rather than simply disregard it.  The form must be returned to the Borough Council no later 
than 27 September next. 
 
What is also important to stress is that the Society is not telling you how you should complete this enquiry 
form:  this is a personal decision for you but it may help you to know what the Society’s views are – as this 
is something that members have asked for. 
 
The documentation sent to you 
 
Unfortunately, the documentation sent to you is less than clear and does not fully describe the process that is 
underway over the interrelated issues affecting the Conservation Areas.  It is important to appreciate that, at 
present, the Borough Council has made no decision on the future of the Conservation Areas and therefore no 
plan or action has been agreed over their future.  Decisions will, however, be taken in the light of this 
consultation process – this documentation is part of this process.  
 
The Borough Council has sent its enquiry to all residents within the Conservation Areas asking them for their 
opinion on the matter – this has not been done since the original area on the West side was first set up in 
1968.  We believe that some 3,700 households or thereabouts have received it and the fact that the 
documentation does not properly explain the process that is taking place is a source of concern to us. 
 
The enquiry is in two parts.  Part A asks your opinion on some  general conservation matters whilst Part B 
requires sight of the draft report currently being prepared by Conservation, Architecture and Planning, the 
consultants retained by the Borough Council.  (As it is a draft it contains some incidental comments that you 
would not normally expect).  You can get copies of this draft report from the Borough Council for a fee of £5 
or, if you have access to the internet, by looking at: 
 
http://www.welhat.gov.uk/planning/conservation/conservationareaappraisal  
 
In addition, members can talk to any of the Executive Committee Members listed later in this Newsletter as 
they have copies of the report and can talk to you about aspects of the proposals. 

http://www.welhat.gov.uk/planning/conservation/conservationareaappraisal
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Section A 
 

1. The Society is in favour of the extension of the Conservation Area northward at Templewood and 
Knightsfield but we do not understand the logic of the new boundary being proposed.  For instance, 
we do not understand why the cul-de-sacs Nut Grove, Pentley Close and Pitsfield in the north are 
excluded. 

 
2. The Society is also in favour of extending the Conservation Area  southward at Newfields, Heather 

Road, part of Marsden Road, Springfields and part of  Handside Lane;  but we do not see why 
Stacklands and parts of Handside Lane are excluded when they are so very similar to areas that are 
being included.   

 
Both these extensions of the Conservation Area are welcomed but the Society will pursue these 
queries as part of the next stage of the consultation process. 
 

3. We are very much in favour of the improvements to the public realm.  Indeed, members are well 
aware of the action we have taken to persuade the Borough Council, the County Highways Authority 
and other public corporations such as Royal Mail to address issues for which they are responsible.  
We abhor, for example, the mindless installation of street signs, the choosing of street furniture from 
catalogues seemingly based on price alone and without due regard to the context in which they are 
being installed, the degradation of street name signs and the variety in paving materials used.  We 
will be pressing these and other points hard. 

 
4. We strongly support the issuing of Design 

Guidance for the all aspects of the 
Conservation Areas mentioned in the 
proposals.  Indeed we consider this as 
being fundamental.  We see this as 
providing advice to all professionals 
doing work in the area and to 
householders.  Apart from anything else, 
it would save a huge amount of wasted 
effort in the submission of Planning 
Applications in the future but we also 
believe that certain other design issues 
should be properly considered.   

 
We felt that the current District Plan was 
a retreat from the standards that used to 
apply to the area.  The issues we refer to, 
for example, include the building of first 
floor extensions thereby blocking out 
sight to trees at the rear, the destruction of 
symmetry in buildings that were designed 
to be symmetrical, the grubbing of hedges 
and  replacement by picket fences or hard 
standings for cars, how solar panels 
should be sited and the like.  Again these 
are issues that without adequate guidance  
will result in the degradation of the 
environment. 
 

 
 

 
 

Effect of off-street parking and  
removal of hedges: acres more to come? 

 
 
 
 

 
 

Inappropriate aluminium windows and  
air conditioning unit: is this the future? 

 

5. The Society is strongly of the view that, without controls that are properly enforced, any effort 
within the conservation or other areas in the town to maintain our heritage are a waste of time.  In 
our opinion, it is this lack of will to enforce the very standards that Welwyn Garden City was 
founded upon that goes to the heart of members’ dissatisfaction with the current state of affairs.  It is 
the inadequate attention as to how the future of the Garden City will be maintained and how 
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standards will be properly adapted as the world changes around us that is now the focus of the 
Society’s attention.  It goes without saying that appropriate agreement needs to be reached with all 
the stakeholders concerned. 

 

 
 

More rust than paint! 
 

 
 

So much for a design icon! 
 

 
 

No need to cut this grass!

Section B 
 

In this section you are encouraged to list those buildings and things that you yourself see as material to 
the welfare of the town.   

 
6. We support the list of key views and vistas on Page 20 of the draft report.  We shall be suggesting 

other views should be considered, such as the entry into the town along Valley Road, the view down 
Handside Lane from Russellcroft Road, tree lined Barleycroft Road and the view eastwards from 
Bridge Road to The Campus where the line of the old road can still be seen. 

 
7. We support the character analysis shown on page 21 but feel that inadequate attention has been 

given to the importance of the magnificent cul-de-sacs in the town.  These are likely to be all the 
more important as central government advice to urban designers has now changed to recommend 
that cul-de-sacs be avoided in future (see The Times article at foot of page 4). 

 
8. We support the listing of key buildings shown on Page 39 onwards of the report.  However, there is 

one aspect that we feel should be highlighted and that is the grouping of houses that actually make 
this Garden City.  The terraced houses in Parkway and the cul-de-sacs of Brocket Close, The 
Orchard and Guessens Walk are all fine examples of what is best in the area, and at least as good as 
the one cul-de-sac recommended for listing.  Again the enormous significance of the Model Village 
at Meadow Green cannot be underestimated, particularly as proposals to include groups of houses 
are already included because of their “architectural group value”. 

 
9. Clearly we support the retention of the open spaces and green areas within the town shown on page 

42.  Indeed, they make the place what it is.  But it is a fact that the loss of hedges in those roads 
where hedges were originally grown is changing the environment.  Again the introduction of metal 
gates and associated brick pillars is something that needs to be tackled in the Design Criteria.   

 
10. We agree with most of the views expressed as regards negative and neutral areas in the town shown 

on page 43.   
 

11. We support the range of issues identified by stakeholders shown on page 46 and already submitted 
by us and others to the Borough Council; but central to ensuring that the Conservation Area has any 
real future is the need for proper Design Guidance, thrashed out with stakeholders, to be approved 
and then properly enforced.  Otherwise we are destined to see the continued degradation of our 
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environment – “death by a thousand cuts”, as we have labeled it.  It is crucial for the future of our 
town that the Conservation Areas are nurtured.  This, and the ways the town can survive the 
pressures which it is under, are the key issues that the Society will be taking up with the Borough 
Council. 

 
There is one other Conservation Area in the town, the Beehive one.  We don’t wish to see this one forgotten 
even though it is more recent.  We shall monitor this. 
 
Remember that your submission should be in by 27 September and that the following members of the 
Executive Committee can be contacted if there are any aspects of this process that you would like to talk to 
someone about.  They are: 
 

Name Telephone number Email address 
Malcolm Cowan 01707 324723  malcolm.cowan@virgin.net
Malcolm Day 01707 896688  welwyn.days@ntlworld.com 
Lisa Grenfell 01707 690658  l.grenfell@ntlworld.com
Dennis Lewis 01707 324048  dennis.lewis@tiscali.co.uk
Shaun O’Reilly 01707 324272 shaun.oreilly@talktalk.net   

 
Finally, another Newsletter is to follow shortly and this will give you more details of the recent Annual 
General Meeting, a full list of Executive Committee members as well as other matters. 
 
Food for thought – an article taken from The Times dated 12 July 2006 
 
“STREET WISE – A conversational cul-de-sac for urban planners 
 
Dead end or Utopia?  That is the question whenever a new tract of exurbia is earmarked for new homes and 
planners must decide whether to allow a cul-de-sac.  Ever since developers pioneered the street shaped like a 
mercury bulb in New Jersey in the 1902s, they have argued it is safer than the street shaped like a street.  
And ever since, the evidence has been thin. 
 
Now the Government is calling the cul-de-sac’s bluff.  The Manual for Streets, cloaked in the jargon of  
A-level Geography, recommends grid-based town plans over the “loops and lollipops” favoured in Welwyn 
Garden City and beyond for the past 30 years.  Grids may mean faster getaways for burglars, but they also 
mean better “internal permeability”, fewer traffic jams, more walking to school and the shops, and, 
consequently, slimmer people; grid-dwellers are said to be on average 6lb lighter than dead-enders. 
 
Than who?  The good people of Blind Alley are, in fact, an aspirational and affluent lot.  In the US, where 
cul-de-sacs remain too popular to condemn, buyers pay 20 per cent more to live on them than on old-
fashioned thoroughfares.  Just as a Mr C Fricker obtained 3,000 signatures in defence of the street market on 
the cul-de-sac that was Great Titchfield Street in 1891 (prompting The Times’s first use of the phrase to 
mean something other than the bottom of a bag or the rump of the French National Assembly), so dead-
enders are lively defenders of their one-way-out existences.  Their front gardens are quiet.  Their neighbours 
are familiar.  There is no through traffic to run down their children.  Dead end or Utopia?  It’s an opening for 
a streetwise conversation.” 
 
 

 
 

View of inappropriate fencing 
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