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Dear Member 
 

This newsletter covers the rejection of Tesco’s planning application on Broadwater Road and the end of this 

part of the Society’s campaign.  Officially, we wait while Tesco makes up its mind as to what it intends to 

do about the Broadwater site.  We include a couple of articles from various people that give different, 

though complimentary perspectives. 

 

After the hearing, we wrote (by recorded delivery) to Tesco drawing attention to a number of issues that its 

application raised.  Now, after a reminder (also sent by recorded delivery) Tesco has confirmed that it has 

“no alternative plans in place for this site at this time”.  This is as they stated at the hearing itself.  Tesco’s 

response does raise a number of issues – which, of course, we shall write to them about.  In the meantime, 

we reflect on the saga so far.  Unfortunately, we are of the view that we are in for a very long battle. 

 

The latest edition of ‘Life’ magazine from the Borough Council has a centre spread survey on parking.  

Residents are asked to complete this: your views do count and this issue is very, very topical. 

 

We bring you up to date with some outstanding issues about the Sainsbury’s redevelopment. 

 

And, yes, we cover the issue of subscriptions, as it is that time again.  

 

We hope a couple of the photographs invoke a sense of spring: enjoy the read! 

 

 

 

 

 
Incredible turnout for a planning matter! 
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۩  The rejection of Tesco’s planning application 
 

Members will have heard that Tesco’s application for the redevelopment of the Broadwater Road site was 

rejected by fourteen votes to one, with one abstention.  We offer some comments about the evening, the 

hearing and on what transpired. 

 

Firstly, committee members were absolutely delighted by the turnout on the night and would like to thank all 

members and supporters for coming out to show the elected members of the Council that the residents of the 

town will not accept the degradation of the place and any departure from the ideals of its founders. 

 

The size of the turnout was very important, as it sends a very clear message to those who are voted into 

office that residents are concerned about the town and that councillors must take due account of residents’ 

wishes when considering issues of such importance.  The size of the turnout more or less matched the 

estimates that had been forecast beforehand.  The Council had hired the Hawthorne Theatre for the evening, 

believing that this would be sufficient; we did enquire beforehand as to whether they would relay the 

proceedings into another room in Campus West by closed circuit television, but they did not feel that this 

would be necessary.  In any event, well over one hundred people were turned away from the hearing due to a 

lack of seats.  Our estimate of numbers for the event outside and the hearing itself amounted to between 550 

and 600 people – which must be a record for any planning application in this borough. 

 

A Tesco executive present at the hearing was overheard to say, “We got the turnout for this quite wrong”.  

This is reflective of a trait within the ‘garden city’ that residents do not demonstrate their views very 

publicly (for example, many more towns are more prone to show placards in windows) and this clearly had 

misled Tesco as to the strength of feeling here. 

 

 
 

The committee is now clearer than ever before that the number of residents responding to the call from the 

Society and the Welwyn Hatfield Times was material to the way elected members finally voted.  Members 

commented on the tension in the room when a number of comments made by councillors were heard.  True, 

the audience was not permitted to speak or make any noise but it is apparent that mere tension can be 

transmitted through the atmosphere without words or intervention. 

 

We were disappointed that so few of the elected members on the planning committee actually spoke out at 

the meeting itself.  We felt that many issues could have been raised by them but in fact were not.  We were 

disappointed that councillors failed to support the Society in ensuring that the proposed new bridge across 

the railway line (which was a separate planning application) was agreed without ensuring that the stairs at 
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the far end was not protected from the elements.  This means that the farce of clearing the steps in the event 

of snow – by workers sent from elsewhere – is likely to continue.  This either never happens or happens so 

late that many residents find it safer to go into town and access the platforms from the Howard Centre.  This 

is of no assistance to those who live east of the town centre. 

 

We were surprised that some of the arguments put forward by Tesco in justification of its proposals were 

repeated almost verbatim by those supporting them when these arguments had long since been demolished 

in the Welwyn Hatfield Times, by the Society or in the Officers’ Report. 

 

It is a matter of regret that Councillor Irene Dean was the only elected member in favour of the Tesco 

proposals and did not seem to appreciate the way the town feels on the matter.  It is worrying that the wife of 

the Council Leader should be the only one to fall into this category.  We found Councillor Bennett’s 

decision to abstain from voting incomprehensible, as was his supposed justification in the subsequent edition 

of the Welwyn Hatfield Times. 

 

The late intervention by Grant Shapps, MP, was much appreciated and members will be glad that the 

committee was finally persuasive in getting him to support the Society’s position. 

 

Our petition  

 

Our petition was finally concluded with 14,121 signatures.  This is the largest petition ever mounted against 

any supermarket planning application in the UK.  It is significant, as Tesco sought to mount its own counter 

petition and, when finally presented, it amounted to just over 2,000 signatures.  In a town that is hosting 

some of the Tesco’s own HQ functions and now occupies at least five separate buildings in Shire Park, we 

think our petition sends a very important message to both Tesco and our elected representatives. 

 

Tesco’s presence at the hearing 

 

We were surprised at the number of executives who turned out for the hearing.  This was significantly more 

than ever appeared at any of Tesco’s functions promoting its proposals and which were generally staffed by 

an outside agency called ‘Your Shout’.  We are led to the view that actually Tesco executives do not really 

wish to engage directly with residents in the town. 

 

We do not think it did the Tesco image any good for suited executives to be seen standing outside the 

hearing with cards and badges saying ‘YES’; it is seen as both provocative and silly.  It does not give a 

positive image of the brand. 

 

The implicit threat by Tesco’s spokesman to the Planning Control Committee to keep the site a wasteland 

for the foreseeable future was seen as a threat and was quite rightly perceived as bullying.  Again, it is 

damaging to the company making the statement.  This was made worse when, immediately after the hearing, 

on the way out, one of Tesco’s executives was overheard to say, "Well, they can look forward to seeing the 

Broadwater site lay derelict for 25 years".  This was almost immediately reported by a member of the 

Society who heard it. 

 

What happens next?  

 

Tesco has six months in which to lodge an appeal.  Normally, we might have expected Tesco to do this.  

However, its trading situation has taken a turn for the worse following the departure of Sir Terry Leahy as 

Chief Executive.  At the time of writing, this appears to have continued as the company has lost further 

market share. 

 

In the meantime, the committee has written to the company drawing attention to a number of aspects of its 

planning application that antagonised residents and suggesting that it would be in the best interest of their 

shareholders if the company worked with residents towards an agreed outcome for Broadwater Road based 

on the requirements set out by the Council in its Supplementary Planning Document. 

 

As we have now received a reply that confirms the company has no alternative plans for the site, for the time 

being, we have to assume that the leopard is unfortunately not planning to change its spots.  We think that 

this will mean another planning application for the site will be presented in due course.  At the hearing in 
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January we saw the officers citing eight reasons why the application should be rejected.  We would expect 

Tesco to come forward in order to reduce the number of grounds for rejection.  This is the pattern that has 

led them to repeated planning applications until eventually the Council involved runs out of reasons for 

refusal or simply gives in. 

 

However, in the meantime, the government is reviewing its draft of planning legislation and this may well 

influence how events finally unfold.  Clearly, the committee will follow this closely. 

 

Finally 

 

The committee has learned a lot from this whole saga.  It is not the sort of thing the local civic society 

normally has to get involved with but the committee felt that on this occasion the Society should make its 

position clear: we chose to undertake the campaign in our own name rather than set up a new group to see 

the issue through; and the Society should stick its head on the line as the ‘Garden City’ is what it stands for. 

 

 
 

The committee will seek to ensure that everything it has learned is put to good use in any further defence of 

the town, should this be necessary.  However, what we really would like to hear is that Tesco will work with 

the Society and others to develop the site to the town’s best advantage. 

 

۩  Behind the scenes of the Broadwater Road West Campaign 
 
A member of the campaign team writes:  

 

When we set out last year, our aim was to build a sizeable petition against Tesco's proposals.  An initial 

target of 5,000 signatures seemed ambitious, but we sailed past this figure by mid-August to reach the final 

total of 14,121 in January 2012. 

 

Many people worked tirelessly and persistently, resulting in the largest petition of its kind not only in 

Welwyn Garden City, but also in the UK.  

 

We received offers of support from many people, both members and non-members, over half of whom gave 

unwavering commitment to the Saturday stand, enabling at least two people to be on duty at any one time 

between 09.30 and 16.30.  The stall was manned on 37 Saturdays. There were one or two champions who 
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stayed the whole course.  They all agreed that it felt very strange having Saturdays free after the campaign 

finished! 

 

There were three or four hardy volunteers who spent many hours door-to-door petitioning, which proved 

both challenging and very informative. 

 

Stalls with volunteer petitioners were also held at neighbourhood shopping areas, including Haldens, Moors 

Walk, Hollybush and Hall Grove during the year. 

 

We are very grateful to all retailers in the town who helped us.  Petition forms on clipboards were held at 

various retail outlets, including, Natural Health, Woodhall Home Improvement Centre, Hall Grove 

Pharmacy, Harrisons Jewellers, City Sounds, Costcutter, the Post Office at Hollybush, Huttons in Marsden 

Road and Panshanger Stores, all of whom supported the cause.  We took about 1,700 signatures in these 

shops. 

 

We were concerned that there were no duplications of signatures which would detract from the integrity of 

our campaign.  In August 2011, a programme was devised by a member of the Society which facilitated the 

capture of all the signatures on a database, whether on-line or on paper.  It took four volunteers several 

weeks to catch up with the entries in batches of 50-100.  After a few weeks, it could be managed by one 

person on a weekly basis entering the name and postcode of each petitioner.  

 

By entering the details on this spread sheet it was then possible to check if anyone had signed more than 

once.  All duplications (or in some case, triplicates!) were deleted in order to retain the integrity of the result.  

Many signatures were deleted whilst aiming to achieve a clean result.  

 

The statistics from the petition were revealing.  Initially, the general opinion expressed by many people was 

that the protest was coming only from residents in the west side of the town.  We knew from our house-to-

house calls that this was not the case, and the database, moreover, allowed us to measure the demographics 

of the response, and to prove that this was not in fact the case.  In the final analysis, 35.8% resided in AL7 

(east) against 26.94% residing in AL8 (west).  A large percentage (25.35%) was taken up by visitors to the 

town who enjoyed coming to Welwyn Garden City precisely because of its unique nature.  The balance 

came from elsewhere in the borough. 

 

Members of the executive committee attended several councillors’ surgeries on Saturday mornings.  It was 

very unsatisfactory and extraordinary that the councillors were not always in attendance!  

 

Numerous letters were written, principally to councillors but also to companies with premises in the 

immediate area who would be affected by the proposed development. 

 

An eagle eye was maintained on the mountain of on-line documentation relating to the application.  Yes, we 

even READ a large proportion of it, unlike some.  (Editor’s note:  it was ALL read by at least someone) 

 

The “Fighting Fund” was well supported, and enabled us to cover the costs of all the printing and stationery, 

the meetings and finally, the placards.   

 

So a vote of thanks to all those who worked hard behind the scenes to achieve this outstanding result!  

 

۩  An important by-product of the Tesco campaign  
 

Another member of the campaign team writes: 

 

To some people, the campaign against the planning application from Tesco will be seen as a model 

operation with an effortlessly delivered message that simply won the day.  Unfortunately, what it conceals is 

a massive effort by many people from all walks of life working together for the future of their community.  

Most of these people will remain anonymous but members and the town generally are really indebted to 

them and for the effort they put in over an extended period of time. 

 

This piece covers a few aspects of what members and others did, but it does by no means cover the totality 

of what the Society has had to do.  There are many aspects of what members and supporters did that has to 
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remain  confidential as these very same things may have to be done yet again in the not too distant future 

and it does not help the cause to say too much. 

 

Obviously, we were delighted at the response to our appeal towards the fighting fund and this has been 

largely spent as the accounts, when they are published, will reveal.  However, additional assistance was 

provided ‘in materials’ which will not be reflected in any accounts.  This additional support was substantial 

and, again, we are very grateful for this support. 

 

The collection of some 14,212 names to our petition was the result of many, many hours of standing by 

stands at the Howard Centre where our effort was most visible.  However, we also collected signatures 

elsewhere in the town and we also undertook house to house calls, street by street, as well as appearing in 

front of many local community groups to explain the Society’s point of view. 

 

You will notice that our petition was fully analysed and is shown in more detail in the previous section, but 

there was a reason the campaign group went down this route.  The Society, and indeed the town, has been 

plagued for years by the argument that it is riven in two by the railway line.  From our own membership it 

was clear that this ‘division’ was always more in people’s minds than in reality. 

  

So when an unnamed local politician told us shortly after the Tesco application had been made that, “Not a 

day goes by when a member of the east side tells me that they want a Tesco on their side of the town”, we 

knew we had to slay this perception because we knew the statement made did not reflect what we were 

being told.  This statement more than anything else made us determined to go the ‘petition’ route and 

demonstrate that these divisions are untrue and that local politicians should stop seeking to exploit them for 

their own purposes – whatever these may be. 

 

We hope that this effort also destroys the argument of east versus west once and for all.  The committee is 

strongly of the view that all residents, wherever they live, have a common interest – that is the future well-

being of the ‘Garden City’. 

 

 
 

۩  The Competition Commission 

 
Some years ago we submitted a statement to the Competition Commission on the acquisition by Tesco of 

land on Broadwater Road.  Tesco subsequently created a website to refute the many comments that were 

made.  Unfortunately, the Society had the questionable honour of being amongst those about which Tesco 

felt compelled to comment.  We set out below an extract from its website.  We highlight below some parts 

that residents may wish to ponder on: 
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“Why we are publishing these comments: 

 
Tesco has been reading with interest the third party comments on the Groceries Market Investigation that the 

Competition Commission has been publishing on its website.  Our formal submissions have addressed many 

of the issues raised by these comments, particularly those of some of the professional lobbying 

organisations.  However, a number of submissions on the Competition Commission's website contain more 
specific comments about Tesco which we have not covered in our formal submissions. 

Some of these specific comments are inaccurate and misleading, and we are providing a series of short notes 

in order to put the record straight.  In the interests of transparency we are today publishing the first such 

series of notes. (Editor’s note: Quite so!) 

 

Welwyn Garden City Society: 

 

The Welwyn Garden City Society has raised concerns about our interest in the Broadwater Road East site 

(Editor’s note: Perhaps they mean Broadwater Road West?) in Welwyn Garden City. 

Choice in Welwyn (Editor’s note:  Where?) 

As the Welwyn Garden City Society (WGCS) points out, residents of Welwyn (Editor’s note: Where?) can 

currently choose between many different grocery retailers for their shopping (although the nearby Tesco 

store to which WGCS refers is actually our Hatfield store located five miles away at the junction of the 

A1(M)). (Editor’s note:  Five miles?  We think Tesco means 2.3 miles.) 

Welwyn (Editor’s note: Where?) and Tesco 

WGCS rightly notes that Welwyn Garden City has a special character of its own, and it is in our interests to 

preserve this character. We are proud of our contribution to its current "lively and fit" condition.  We are a 

major employer in the town, with around 600 employees at our current stores in the area, and around 3,000 

people working at our offices in the Shire Park area of the town. 

The Bridgewater Road East site (Editor’s note: Where?) 

WGCS has no objection to Tesco operating from another site, provided it is an appropriate town centre 

location. 

WGCS is concerned that retail provision on the Bridgewater Road East site (Editor’s note: Where?) would 

have a detrimental effect on the town centre, by shifting its focus.  Our policy is to work with the grain of 

the government’s planning policy which supports town centres.  The majority of our new stores are in town 

centres, or on the edge of centres, and encouraging linked trips with the rest of the town is a key element of 

any proposal for a new store.  We believe that our stores benefit by being part of thriving town centres and 

we seek to build stores in locations that further enhance the vitality of an area.” (Editor’s note: So that is 

clear then.  All is well.) 

The committee will consider in more detail what it will do next depending on whether Tesco chooses to 

properly engage with the Society or not. 

 

۩  Subscriptions 

 
For very good, but probably misguided reasons of its own, the committee agonises on this subject at least 

once a year as it considers the level of subscriptions.  This time, the inevitable cannot be avoided and we 

have to take action.  However, we have had to consider a bigger issue on this occasion: namely the fact that 

many households contain more than one person, and certainly more than one reader of the newsletter and yet 

they only pay a single subscription. 

So over a period of time the committee has agreed to move to a single household subscription and, subject to 

any feedback from the membership, expects to move towards this in a series of stages or possibly at one go 

when there is next an intention to increase the subscription. 
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The subscriptions for 2012/2013 starting on 1 April 2012 are to be: 

  

Individual/Joint Membership under 60 years of age:  £15.00 

Individual/Joint Membership over 60 years of age:    £10.00 
 

The change applies whenever one person in the household is over 60 years of age. 

 

The committee is satisfied that its rates are amongst the lowest of any civic society and also that the costs the 

Society incurs are kept at the very minimum.  It feels that it does provide a real benefit to residents and 

hopes that the membership is in agreement. 

 

Can we once again remind members who use standing orders to renew their membership ensure that they are 

suitably amended? 

 

Finally, members are urged as never before to invite other residents to join.  We need to increase the 

membership to ensure that the non-party political message we bring to the debate about OUR town is heard. 

  

۩  The campaign against an incinerator at the New Barnfield site in Hatfield 

 
Herts County Council (HCC) and Veolia want to build a 380,000 tonnes per year waste incinerator on the 

New Barnfield site in Hatfield.  This site currently houses the HCC Resources Library, is immediately next 

to Southfield School for children with special needs, and is in Green Belt land with protected species, and 

very close to housing. 

 

 
 

The proposed incinerator on this hilltop site would be 42 m high and 170 m across, with two 75m chimneys.  

It would be visible over a large part of the county, from public open spaces and from historic monuments, 

including as far away as Verulamium.  Heavy goods traffic would come to it from the whole of 

Hertfordshire and beyond, causing congestion problems, especially on the A1M.  Emissions from the 

incinerator would travel over a wide area, including Welwyn Garden City.  There is much evidence that 

emissions can harm health, and even now surveys are being done on the effects.  So why are new 

incinerators still being proposed? 

 

A planning application by Veolia ES to build this incinerator was submitted to HCC and nearly 6,000 

objections were received by the close on 31 January 2012.  These included objections from the Society, 

Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council, the local Parish Councils, from MP Grant Shapps, and from important 

organisations such as English Heritage.  The application next goes to the HCC Development and Control 

Committee, probably on 19 June or 18 July.  Residents can express their opposition to members of this 

committee, and to county councillors, especially local ones such as Richard Smith and Clare Berry.  

 

Currently, there is a public consultation on where waste sites might be placed in the future and the list of 

waste sites that could be used for incineration includes New Barnfield. Residents now have until 19 March 

to respond with objections.  You can respond on line to “Spatial and Land Use Planning” at County Hall, on 

a form (from a library), or on the easy form which is on the Hatfield Against Incineration website where you 

will also find more details: www.hatfield-anti-incineration.co.uk. 
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This consultation is part of the HCC waste strategy for the whole of Hertfordshire, one that has not yet been 

agreed by the Planning Inspectorate.  HCC has made a contract with Veolia to build an incinerator even 

before its overall waste strategy has been approved.  A further public consultation on ‘Environmental 

Permitting’ runs until 18 April. 

 

Veolia has submitted an application to the Environment Agency for a ‘permit’.  You can give the Agency 

your views on emissions from an incinerator and how these emissions would affect the environment and 

human health at www.environment-agency.gov.uk/newbarnfield or find the documents at the Council 

offices in Welwyn Garden City or in Hatfield at the Environment Agency or libraries.  You might be 

concerned about lung diseases, birth defects or cancers, or about the effect on nature, such as the ancient 

trees of Hatfield House Park, or the effect on the stonework of buildings.  Alternatively, you could attend the 

Environment Agency’s sessions at Beales Hotel in Hatfield on 21 and 22 March from 2 to 9 pm. 

 

The campaign against an incinerator now has a strong chance of success, and residents of Welwyn Garden 

City are urged to give as much support as they possibly can. 

 

۩  Town Trails 

 
In March 1991, with the support of Welwyn Hatfield Council, the Society published the Welwyn Garden 

City Heritage Map – 101 Features selected by the Welwyn Garden City Society.  Maybe some of you still 

have one filed away in a drawer somewhere? 

 

This was later reissued in 1995 as part of the 75
th
 anniversary celebrations of the town, and again in August 

2000, the 80
th
 anniversary.  A few copies of the last issue resurfaced at the council offices and are still 

available from the Society. 

 

Meantime, the Welwyn Hatfield Council Leisure and Community services, in conjunction with the Museum 

Service, had been producing a Town Trail since 1985, revised in 1989, 1995 and 2002. 

 

For the 90th anniversary in 2010, the Society undertook a major revision of the Town Trail and the map on 

behalf of the Borough Council.  This brought together content from the 101 Features map and the existing 

Town Trail.  The result was a more convenient pocket-sized edition complete with plastic wallet. 

 

We are now delighted to announce the publication of three Town Trails, published jointly by the Welwyn 

Garden Heritage Trust and the Society, which have been made possible by support from the Heritage Lottery 

Fund awarded to the Welwyn Garden Heritage Trust and are again supported by the Council.   

 

The three titles are: 

 

Welwyn Garden City Town Centre Trail  

 

Buzz around the Beehive Trail, Welwyn Garden City’s second conservation area (a revision of a previous 

publication)  

 

Welwyn Garden City Peartree Trail   

 

They are available at Campus West and The Bookshop in the Howard Centre priced at £1.00 each and 

provides an interesting and varied selection of walks, between one and two miles long - ideal for a 

springtime walk! 

 

۩  Solved: the mystery of the disappearing pharmacists 

 
The popular couple who owned and managed City Pharmacy in Church Road, Gita and Uttam Amliwalla, 

dropped out of sight immediately after the Sainsbury’s pharmacy opened on 20 November last year.  Their 

customers seem to have thought that they would take over the in-store pharmacy and there has been some 

confusion about what has happened to them. 
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We know now, on good authority, that there was some public misunderstanding about the arrangements that 

had been agreed between the Amliwallas and Sainsbury. 

 

Dr Dennis Lewis, who brokered the key meeting in June between Sainsbury’s and the Amliwallas said 

recently, “Basically, they were bought out by the supermarket giant.  It was never agreed that Uttam and 

Gita would manage or serve at the in-house pharmacy.  It was to be a clean break, which was seen to be the 

least bad solution to the problem.  It resulted in the Amliwallas receiving the market value of the business 

that they had built up over thirty years.  Sainsbury’s showed commendable flexibility in considering the case 

for a buy-out.”  

 

He continued, “Since they told me that they had not had a holiday for fifteen years, I suggested to them that 

they should take twelve months off – to go round the world and enjoy their new found “freedom”.  This they 

appear to have done, and I am sure that all readers will hope that they have a restful and enjoyable time.” 

 

۩  Sometimes the past looks better even without rose tinted glasses... 

 
An observer writes: 

 

Back when I were a lad in 1975, things were pretty good, or at least as a ten year old they seemed pretty 

good to me.  My parents moved out of north London five years previously and we came to live not too far 

from King George V Playing Fields.  Very recently I went back there, and down memory lane in the 

process.  That park was the epicentre of many hours of childhood fun and frolics.  Standing at the junction of 

the paths running through the park, just near the bowling greens, I began to ‘contrast and compare’, to 

borrow a term from academic parlance. 

 

 
Early spring blossom in King George V Playing Fields 

 

Standing here in 1975, to my right would have been the small fenced-in park with swings and not one but 

two roundabouts; both went fast enough to induce dizziness and one of them once broke my friends arm 

when he was flung off it as centrifugal force worked its magic.  That little park also held numerous other 

delights.  Straight ahead of me was the putting green.  For two pence you received a club and a ball, and 

took on the well-kept lawns of the fenced-in green.  The attendant in the hut there also acted as ‘parkie’, and 

actually it was he who summoned an ambulance as my friend rolled around the floor in agony with the 

aforementioned broken arm.  Beyond the putting green was the boating and paddling pool - a sizable one but 

only about eighteen inches deep.  Great for model boats in the winter and splashing about in the summer.  At 
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the end of that lay the big boys’ park, with many big swings, an umbrella ride, big slides and several other 

joyous iron hulks designed for merriment and covert exercise.  All this fun made a boy thirsty; luckily the 

refreshment cafeteria was almost always open.  Sweets and ice cream were but a short dash away.  Behind 

me stood the bowling greens and peering through holes in the high hedge you could see serious looking 

people in pressed white clothes engaged in the serious business of bowls, and definitely no kids allowed. 

All that was ‘back in my day’.  As I survey the scene today, the only thing remaining are the bowling greens, 

but even they are currently closed for the foreseeable future as Finesse Leisure will not supply a part-time 

attendant.  The rest is long gone, removed, filled in, and grassed over.  It is true that we do now have a small 

skateboard area in the park, but while I was recently there nobody was making use of that.  People do want 

to skateboard, but the skate park was not well designed, or so I am told. 

 

So did demand for all the now defunct facilities evaporate?  Not as far as I know. Like most things it 

probably boils down to funding.  The 1975 park was maintained by the Commission for New Towns.  Parks, 

gardens and recreational areas were still recognised as key to the Garden City ethos.  Today, we find that 

such areas are ‘operated’ by our semi-quango Finesse Leisure Trust.  They seek to minimise costs and 

record a profit.  They, in turn, are funded by the Council.  To use a contemporary economic term, our 

outdoor leisure facilities are being ‘monetised’.  The hoo-ha around the desire to now charge for parking at 

King George’s is further evidence of this.  Looking back, the park of old held far more appeal to us local 

kids than does the park today.  Facilities were more numerous and more varied.  It would seem that one part-

time attendant for the bowls is too much to ask nowadays. Not exactly what you’d expect in a Garden City. 

In summary then, comparing the playing fields decades apart I can safely leave my rose tinted glasses on the 

sideboard and still proclaim that the King George V Playing Fields of yesteryear were a better open space 

and recreational area than they are today, so who said things can only get better? 

  

As an aside, while the bowling green remains closed, plans have been approved  to open a ‘High Ropes’ 

course at Stanborough which will be operated by Finesse Leisure.  This will apparently be similar to the ‘Go 

Ape’ high rope courses that have sprung up around the country.  Those currently cost £30 a session for 

adults and £20 for children.  I doubt ours will be much, if at all, cheaper.  Not an affordable day out for 

many families.  You could be forgiven for thinking that well established but unprofitable facilities like bowls 

are being brushed aside to make way for ventures that will generate a pretty penny, on paper at least.  I 

wonder how many former bowlers will don a safety harness and take to swinging through the trees: I’m 

guessing not too many. 

 

۩  The future of the Society 
 

The Society is so very dependent on members to get involved and generally stuck in on issues as they arise.  

That is what committee members and others do.  As we are clearly in for a number of years of Tesco 

‘excitement’, we feel that it is important that we start looking for new committee members now for whatever 

challenges we will have to face in the future.  Members are asked to reflect on whether they know of people 

within the community that might be able and willing to assist the Society as it moves forward. 

 

At the same time, we have to say that the Society does operate on a shoestring.  In practice, there are no 

funds or reserves to fall back on.  For that reason, the committee has asked that members be reminded that 

‘legacies’ could be a useful way of helping the Society’s resources.  The committee does not think it has 

raised this issue before, but feels that it is appropriate to do so now. 

 

If any member wishes to consider the Society in his or her will, then they should consult their solicitor or, if 

they want some informal comment on the matter, would they please contact the Treasurer, David Dickenson, 

on 01707 323106. 

 

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

appreciated.  You can either 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 on page 1) and the relevant person will get back to you. 


