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Dear Member 

 
We appear to be tiptoeing into summer after a long, tedious and rather depressing winter and talking of tiptoeing, the 

image below is what we would like to see more of.  Indeed, we have to say that some parts of the town now look very 

much better than they did before we started to ‘nag’ away at where it was not being so well attended.  If you drive or 

walk from Stanborough Park all the way down Parkway to The Campus, you will see a much improved environment.  

That is all to the good, but there are still many issues that we are talking to the Council about. 

 

The Society AGM will take place on Thursday 11 July and we have engaged a speaker from the Hertfordshire 

Gardens Trust to talk to us about gardens in Hertfordshire; you will find more on this inside.  Enjoy the read. 

 

 

 
 

۩  The Borough Council’s Emerging Core Strategy 
 

In our last newsletter, we explained that we were very concerned about how the Borough Council appeared to be 

reaching its decisions as to where future housing in the Borough should be located.  After taking appropriate advice 

and looking into the matter in much greater detail, we decided to write a formal letter to the Chief Executive of the 

Borough, Michel Saminaden, to review the legality of a key decision that the Cabinet had taken. 

 

Our letter was jointly prepared by this Society and Panshanger People (a group of concerned residents from 

Panshanger who have formed a group to fight the decision to locate housing on the airfield site), together with the 

Garden Village Preservation Society (another group that has formed to fight the location of housing close to Hatfield 
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Garden Village).  Curiously, our original email was never received and, having sent two subsequent reminders and 

made one telephone call to try and elicit a response, we have been told that we will receive a reply within the next two 

weeks. 

 

If the Society’s initial reaction might be seen to be that of classic NIMBYs (Not In My Backyard), the reverse is 

actually the case.  Those involved in looking at the matter know full well that more housing will have to go 

somewhere, and that this is a decision the Cabinet has to make.  However, they also know that the decision must be 

made legally, as failure to do so imperils the whole of the Borough much more seriously. 

 

We sent two letters to the Welwyn Hatfield Times on the matter and Councillor John Dean, the Council Leader, has 

indicated in the same paper that the Council is reviewing its decision and the Cabinet will, in turn, be reviewing 

whether there should be some new housing on green belt land close to some of the southern villages of Cuffley, 

Brookmans Park and Welham Green.  Having said that, we believe that the original decision to bring forward only two 

sites outside the existing urban areas will have to be formally reversed, as we think it is not based on evidence solid 

enough to satisfy the Planning Inspector when he examines the plan in public later this year or early next year. 

 

The Cabinet originally made a decision to place all the major future housing development on these two peripheral sites 

adjoining Welwyn Garden City and Hatfield respectively, rather than placing some of the development around the 

large southern villages.  It decided and stated that doing so would be ‘perverse’ citing opposition from villagers. 

 

It seems that the Cabinet based its decision on a 2009 consultation that the Council reported had produced over 4,000 

objections to the potential four broad locations for growth that were close to the larger villages.  What is unclear is that 

of the objections received, most were from the same base of 1,233 separate people or family groupings each objecting 

up to four times - once in respect of each area - and another time as we explain below.  This resulted in the odd 

situation that in the case of one village there were more objectors than residents on the electoral register, which is not 

impossible perhaps, but certainly odd. 

 

The same group of respondents also made it clear that they did not want gypsies or travellers in their area (this was 

another part of the same Borough consultation) as they felt these people would be best accommodated within the 

larger urban conurbations.  There were a further 1,026 comments supporting that choice helped along, in many cases, 

by the suggestion that one of the sites for this should not be on a specific road in the area, although this was never part 

of the Council’s consultation in the first place. 

 

The Society and others felt the Cabinet had manifestly failed to exercise its duty to ensure that skewed results should 

be eliminated from the results of such consultations.  Indeed, they had taken the opposite approach:  it had endorsed 

the use of multiple letters from small sections of the community to make decisions which must by law follow the 

National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF).  Effectively, the Cabinet was legitimising NIMBYism, which is 

precisely what the entire planning process and the NPPF are intended to prevent. 

 

We are very glad that the Cabinet members are now considering reversing their earlier, quite perverse decision.  

Everybody knows that these strategic decisions are very difficult but the outcome must be seen to be fair to all parts of 

the Borough.  We are now more hopeful that any plan going forward will have a better chance of success when it is 

formally examined in public. 

 

What is clear is that for any number of reasons, the Emerging Core Strategy, which informs the ‘Local Plan’ is falling 

behind its original schedule and requires a lot more work to ensure that it is properly robust.  If it fails before an 

Inspector, then the Borough could open itself to multiple planning applications in areas on which it would never wish 

to have housing.  As the NPPF states, any land that is not covered by an authority’s local plan is open for developers 

to build whatever new developments they see fit, as long as they can be proven to be ‘sustainable’.  This could of 

course have serious consequences for the ethos and character of our Garden City. 

 

We will continue to monitor this process along with other bodies and report to members on developments. 

 

۩  Birchall Garden Suburb 
 

Members may be aware of a proposal by Lafarge Tarmac (originally Redland, then taken over by Lafarge, now 

Lafarge Tarmac) to develop the site to the south east of the town and referred to as ‘WGC5’ in the Borough Council’s 

documentation on the Emerging Core Strategy. 
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We wrote to LaFarge Tarmac indicating that we would be happy to talk to them about this development, particularly 

as they have stated that it would be modelled on ‘garden city principles’. 

 

The outline plans are very sketchy and can only be described as tentative.  While we welcome the concept of any 

development based on ‘garden city principles’, we are not so happy about the fact that some 40% of the proposed 

development would fall within the East Herts Council boundary.  In reality, we know nothing of this Council, just as 

we imagine they know nothing much about the Garden City and all its quirks.  So, the initial enthusiasm for a well-

planned and designed new suburb for the town is offset by the likely trials we will face with two different authorities 

running a larger town. 

 

 
 

It appears that the scheme could be developed in separate parts.  The WHBC portion could proceed without the EHDC 

part or vice versa; they are not a contiguous whole.  Each authority could, and possibly would, have separate views, 

inputs and decisions.  This would be a real worry.  It is already difficult enough with one Borough Council and one 

County Council.  These do not always work well together and at times deliver an uncoordinated response to the 

existing town. 

 

Essentially, the land is bounded by the A414 to the south east of Hall Grove; it goes north on the same road to the 

Birchall Lane roundabout and would straddle Birchall Green Lane that runs into Cole Green lane to the north.  In the 

past the land has been used for gravel extraction and then filled by household waste.  The ‘dump’ at Cole Green is 
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well known to many residents, even though it now rejoices in being called a ‘WasteAware Household Waste 

Recycling Centre’. 

 

Our view has been that the land in question is far from being best quality agricultural land and, provided it is free of 

contamination, it should be used for housing rather than the alternative of better quality agricultural land elsewhere.  

However, at present the proposals being made are in their infancy and there is little we can do unless the proposals are 

accepted into the ‘Emerging Core Strategy’. 

 

۩  The latest on QE II Hospital Mk2 and trying to get a service fit for residents living within its orbit  
 

Many residents will be perplexed and have long given up any hope of understanding the toing and froing that is the 

story of the future of the QEII hospital or the out of house services.  The thing they are most likely to remember is that 

the blue-light Accident and Emergency Service (A&E) will transfer to the Lister Hospital at Stevenage and that the 

journey either up the A1(M) or through the back roads in heavy traffic, poor weather or on a Friday afternoon could be 

horrendous if you are in an ambulance.  So the adage ‘Don’t ever be ill!’ is even more important now.  There is also 

an understanding that the new NHS 111 telephone emergency and urgent care service may not be fully operational 

across the country. 

 

A ‘Wider Health Group’ (WHG) grew out of the original protest group set up by Grant Shapps and Dennis Lewis 

some five to six years ago when the decision was taken to close down parts of the QE II Hospital and develop the 

Lister Hospital to be the major surgical centre.  This group included some co-opted members from the general public 

and included senior figures from the NHS Hospital Trust, the now-disbanded Primary Care Trust executives and the 

Borough Council. 

 

This WHG has been instrumental over the subsequent four to five years of its existence in ensuring that the 

community has had a say in the function and design of the QE II Hospital Mk2, particularly in the context of a ‘Health 

Campus’ where certain voluntary and council agencies would work alongside the NHS in providing ‘seamless 

services’.  Also ‘intermediate care beds’ were promised in the new Bedless Hospital.  These hospital beds that are 

reserved for GPs’ patients undergoing short-term care or patients who require a few days in hospital prior to discharge. 

 

The WHG has now been dissolved by the Borough Council because the Government, in its infinite wisdom, has 

created another complex alphabet soup of executive, advisory and scrutiny bodies to make decisions, advise and 

scrutinise the various levels of NHS service provision.  Pressure is being applied to try to ensure that the six ‘co-opted 

members’ who have served on the WHG are included in whichever committee of the Welwyn Hatfield Alliance the 

WHBC decides should be home to its ‘Health Committee’.  A key meeting is being held shortly. 

 

The six ‘co-opted members’ are: Peter Bell, Peter Domican, Mary Douglas, Geoffrey Hollis, Chris Lund and Dennis 

Lewis.  All six have attended most of the meetings over the past four years and have amassed a great deal of 

information about the structure and function of the new set-up.  An extremely good relationship has also been 

established with key senior figures in the NHS in Welwyn Hatfield. 

 

We are hopeful that the direct input of residents can still be accommodated within the new structure that is being set 

up. 

 

We would like to stress that the A&E unit at the QE II is NOT being closed.  It is the ‘blue-light’ service, linked to the 

East of England Ambulance Service that is being reduced.  All emergency case ambulances will normally be taken to 

the Lister Hospital A&E, or direct to the other specialised services that have been opened in the past two years, such 

as the Heart & Stroke Unit at the Lister Hospital. 

 

Since it is very important that residents understand the new arrangements for A&E, we reproduce a schedule here: 

 

For adults the QE II provides:  8am to 8pm - current A&E service  

8pm to 8am - minor injuries only  

 

For children (aged over 12 months) the QE II provides:  24 hours a day - minor injuries only 

 

Babies under 12 months who need to be taken to hospital go to the 24/7 specialist children’s emergency department at 

the nearest appropriate hospital – normally the Lister Hospital, Stevenage. 



5 

 
Those adults or children suffering from a mild illness are expected to contact their GP during normal hours, but if a 

doctor is needed at night or at weekends when their surgery is closed, patients are now expected to contact their GP 

out-of-hours service by calling NHS 111 who can provide advice on what to do.  They will guide the caller towards 

the correct treatment and they may also call for an ambulance for immediate hospital treatment if this is needed.  This 

service is fully operational in Hertfordshire. 

 

If an injury or condition is felt to be serious, or even life-threatening, the 999 service should be used or go to the 

nearest hospital with a 24/7 emergency department which, for most people, will be the Lister in Stevenage where there 

is also a dedicated specialist children’s emergency department service. 

 

Obviously, if an adult or child is taken to the QE II and their condition deteriorates, staff will stabilise them before 

their transfer to the best place to receive on-going care – normally the Lister Hospital. 

 
 

Finally, we include a couple of images of what the new QE II Mk 2 is expected to look like.  We are seeking ‘to 

discuss’ the appearance of these buildings with the NHS. 

 

۩ Annual General Meeting 
 

Notice is given that the next Annual General Meeting of the Society will take place on Thursday 11 July at 8.00 pm in 

the Friends Meeting House, 109 Handside Lane, Welwyn Garden City AL8 6SP. 

 

If you wish to nominate yourself or others for membership of the Executive Committee, please apply to the Secretary, 

Jenny McCann, at jenny.mc@btopenworld.com, telephone 01707 322233 for the appropriate form.  Completed forms 

should be submitted by Wednesday 4 July 2013. 

 

Following the business element of the evening, we are delighted to welcome Anne Rowe of the Hertfordshire Gardens 

Trust who will give an illustrated talk about some of the great gardens which have been created over the centuries in 

the local area. 

 

Anne is a freelance landscape historian who has coordinated the research work of the Hertfordshire Gardens Trust 

since 1998 and she teaches courses in landscape and garden history for the Workers’ Educational Association (WEA).  

She was closely involved with the publication of Hertfordshire Garden History: A Miscellany (2007) and 

Hertfordshire Garden History: v.2: Gardens Pleasant, Groves Delicious (2012).  Her book Medieval Parks of 

Hertfordshire was published in 2009 and she contributed several chapters to An Historical Atlas of Hertfordshire 

(2011).  Her most recent work - Hertfordshire: A Landscape History - written in collaboration with Professor Tom 

Williamson, was published on 1 June 2013. 

 

۩ The latest ‘dialogue’ on planning matters that affects the town 
 

Members will recall the major ‘dialogue’ the current government had with many local bodies as well as 

conservationists, local groups, etc, about the ill-conceived planning legislation that it had initially proposed.  After a 

great deal of discussion, the ‘dialogue’ resulted in The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which is 

currently the base upon which all planning decisions are made. 

 

Subsequently, the government announced some new proposals which did away with the need to apply for planning 

permission in certain circumstances.  This related to ‘Permitted Development Rights’ – those things that residents can 
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do without applying for planning permission.  Much of the original paper has now been reversed and one is hard 

pressed to differentiate between applying for formal planning permission and not applying for formal planning 

permission….yes! 

 

If you really wish to look at the government document on the matter, then go to: http://tinyurl.com/c93okm5 

  

Or to put it another way: ‘Permitted development only covers the planning aspects of the development, and the work 

will still need to comply with other relevant requirements including Building Regulations, the common law Right to 

Light, the Party Wall Act, and those in relation to listed buildings.  The changes now proposed by government will not 

apply in Conservation Areas, National Parks, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and Sites of Special Scientific 

Interest as well as areas that are subject to Estate Management Schemes’.   

 

Well, we are delighted that this is all clear at last! 

 

This latest proposal was flawed in concept and in reality from the start.  You would have thought that politically it 

would have been better to let the matter quietly die.  As it is, there is a half-baked compromise that will do nothing 

much except irritate people.  On top of that, the local planning authority will not be able to charge for these 

applications.  Normally, one might be shouting ‘yippee’ from the rooftops but frankly, when local authorities are 

already on their knees with cuts, one cannot but feel some sympathy for them for this deprivation of revenue. 

 

These changes are seemingly being driven by the concept that if you reduce planning controls then there will be more 

building activity and this will all help the economy.  The reality locally is that in all the time the committee members 

of this Society have lived here, they have never seen so much building extension work being carried out.  We simply 

do not buy the idea that somehow the economy is being held back as a result of planning issues.  Rather, we think this 

extension building is the result of the impact of escalating stamp duty tax on more expensive houses.  It is simply 

cheaper to build an extension than move to a larger house.  Sadly, for younger people, this is reducing the number of 

smaller and cheaper houses in the locality that hitherto used to become available to them. 

 

Unfortunately, the government does not seem able to stop whoever is driving the initiative to change planning policy 

for the stated reason that it is holding back the economy but so far, we have seen no evidence to support this assertion.  

 

Moreover this push by government continues.  The latest change to the Use Classes Order enables changes in use to 

take in a three year period until May 2016 so that, for example, offices can be converted into living accommodation; 

now councils cannot stop that sort of transition.  At first sight it may seem like a good idea, but in the case of our town 

centre, for example, we have just seen such a plan approved under the new rules.  However, the new flats in question 

will NOT have any specific parking provision for the prospective owners.   

 

You only have to look at some developments where this has taken place to see incredible examples of improper 

parking that in practice local authorities find it difficult to stop.  The assumption that owners will never have cars or 

even motor cycles regardless of available, nearby public transport is really naïve.  Furthermore, whilst the change in 

regulations is for a short term period of only three years, the conversion of offices into flats once done is a permanent 

change. 

 

We have much sympathy with the local authority as it will find it increasingly difficult to plan our town centre while it 

is in effect frustrated by central government.  The fact that this government came to power on a message of ‘localism’ 

makes their decisions in the planning area all the more surprising. 

 

We have written to Grant Shapps on each occasion these laws have been altered and explained our thinking very 

strongly.  They are not helpful to the Garden City. 

 

۩  Approaches to the town 
 

This is part of an occasional series when we take a look at the approaches to the town - the route that any first time 

visitor to the town might happen upon.  This one looks along Digswell Road, up a gentle hill towards the junction with 

Knightsfield, along to the White Bridge and eventually leads to the view along Parkway. 
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Residents will know that a long term replanting programme has taken place along this route, but many other people 

have queried why this needed to be done. 

 

 
 

When Digswell Road was built in the 1950s, an ornamental avenue of flowering cherry trees (Prunus sargentii) was 

planted.  However, over the last decade the trees have been declining through old age and out of an original scheme of 

136 trees, only 38 remained.  These 38 trees were judged to be in a poor condition so they were felled last October and 

the Council has replanted with the same species, in the same original pattern in sets of four along the wide verges in 

Digswell Road. 

 

These new sets of four trees have been planted between the mature maple trees, which were part of the original 

planting scheme, are longer living trees and currently in very good condition. 

 

۩  Sherrardspark Wood – the next twelve or so years 
 

Periodically, committee members are asked about changes in Sherrardspark Wood, so we reproduce extracts taken 

from an article we published some eight years ago with the kind permission of Sherrardspark Wood Wardens and 

Digswell Lake Society entitled title ‘Sherrardspark Wood: the next twenty years’.  We thought we ought to republish 

it as some of our new members may be unaware of the plan and it appears to us that the management of the wood is 

simply taking the course agreed so many years ago.   

  

‘Sherrardspark Wood on the outskirts of the town is classed as an ancient semi natural woodland (see note 1) and 

covers an area of almost 75 hectares (185 acres).  The wood was designated a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) 

in February 1986 and a Local Nature Reserve in 1998. Both of these are statutory designations (details can be found 

on the Natural England web site www.naturalengland.org.uk). 

 

The main reason for the wood’s designation as an SSSI is because a significant part of it is dominated by mature 

sessile oak high forest, a habitat now rare throughout lowland England.  Sessile oak (Quercus petraea) is a native oak 

more commonly found in the west and north of Britain and in Ireland.  It is a less spreading tree than the common oak 

(Quercus robur) and in addition the leaves and acorns have different characteristics. 

 

Sherrardspark Wood is owned by Welwyn Hatfield Borough Council.  In earlier years, and in conjunction with 

statutory bodies such as Natural England, the Council had developed five-year plans detailing the management 

objectives and work schedules for the upkeep of the woods.  Then the old grant schemes were replaced by the new 
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English Woodland Grant Scheme (EWGS) which have been based on the following elements - Woodland Planning, 

Assessment, Regeneration and Creation as well as Woodland Improvement and Woodland Management.  Funds are 

granted in respect of each element. 

 

The aims of the EWGS are: 

 

• to sustain and increase the public benefits given by existing woodlands 

 

• to help create new woodlands to deliver additional public benefit 

 

The Council was successful in gaining the necessary certification for all the woods for which it is responsible and so it 

could apply for the management elements of the grant scheme. 

 

Under the terms of the EWGS, the new woodland management plan for Sherrardspark Wood has had to include a 

long-term policy or vision for the woods covering a 20 year period whereas the old schemes just covered a five year 

period.  We are now well into eight years of a twenty year plan. 

 

The long-term vision for the wood is now managed so that it is sustainable with tangible environmental, social and 

economic benefits.  Particular elements include: 

 

• regenerating sessile oak high forest woodland 

 

• controlling the spread and removing a proportion of the invasive exotic species such as rhododendron and 

sycamore 

 

• improving the existing areas of coppiced hornbeam 

 

• maintaining and improving public access 

 

• encouraging the production of high quality timber so as to create a resource for present and future generations 

 

• supporting a site popular with schools as an educational resource 

 

Since the early 1990s, the Sherrardspark Wood Wardens Society, a local voluntary group, has helped the Council with 

the week-to-week practical work in the woods. 

 

Note 1: Ancient Woodland in England as defined as an area that has been wooded continuously since at least 1600 

AD.  Ancient Woodland is divided into ancient semi-natural woodland and plantations on ancient woodland sites.  

Both types are classed as ancient woods. 

 

Ancient Semi-natural Woodland sites are composed predominantly of trees and shrubs native to the site that do not 

obviously originate from planting.  They include trees that may have been managed by coppicing or pollarding in the 

past, as well as those where the tree and shrub layer has grown up by natural regeneration.’ 

 

۩  ‘Society evenings’ 
 

We are contemplating hosting a programme of ‘Society evenings’ in the future.  However, we would like to know in 

advance if there is a demand for this sort of event. 

 

We envisage a talk on some topical subject that should be relevant to the membership followed by drinks of some sort 

and ‘nibbles’.  There may be a small (yes, small) payment to cover expenses.  Members who have views on the matter 

should contact any member of the committee with their suggestions.   

 

It goes without saying that we will also be needing help to put such a programme into action and helpers who might 

wish to give assistance to this programme should contact the Secretary, Jenny McCann on 01707 322233 

(jenny.mc@btopenworld.com). 
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You are also reminded that, as ever, the committee needs more people to get involved and push things forward.  Once 

again, please contact any committee member if you feel you can contribute in some way. 

 

۩  Broadwater Road site 
 

An attachment to the last newsletter sought to gauge the membership’s views about the silos. With just under 50% of 

the total membership responding, the results of the survey were as follows: 

 

I/We want to see the silos demolished      11% 

 

I/We want to see the silos retained for posterity     27% 

 

I/We will accept the demolition of the silos provided they are replaced by  57% 

a well-designed development that fits with the ethos of the town 

 

If members of a household cannot agree or don’t know    5% 

 

The committee has concluded that based on this survey, the majority would be happy to see the silos replaced by 

something that fits in with the town.  On balance, therefore, the mood is against leaving the silos as they stand.  This 

will enable us to talk to Tesco with this perspective of the membership’s views in mind. 

 

 
 

A number of other points arose from the survey as members are not slow in making suggestions as to what they think 

should happen.  We cover a number of these below. 

 

The idea of a restaurant on top of the silos has been put forward many times but this is completely uneconomic as all 

services such as power, water and waste would have to be brought to the top and a wholly new means of accessing the 

top floor would be required.  This makes a restaurant unviable however wonderful the view might have been from the 

top. 

 

Again, the suggestion that the silos could be turned into wizard apartments has been made before, but members should 

know that their construction makes this impossible.  We have a technical explanation below for those who would like 

to better understand but, essentially, you cannot knock holes in the silos in order to place windows as this would 

damage the overall structure.  Inside there are very small octagonal tubes ideal for grain but no good for humans. 

 

For those who like to have sight of a technical explanation, a member writes: 

 

‘The silos are an early example of slip form concrete.  This is where a shuttering frame is used as a continuous mould, 

sufficient to contain a single pour of concrete mix; this mould is slid vertically as each pour hardens until the required 

height for the structure is reached.  The external, cylindrical shape of the silos conceals a vertical honeycomb core that 

was used to contain the wheat; this both strengthens the ‘tube’ and allows controlled use of the contents.  
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The honeycomb is in concrete and it is integral with the outer, cylindrical skin.  As the mould is positioned and before 

the concrete is poured, steel reinforcement bars, which are tied into a cage like form, are inserted into the spaces in the 

mould, thus the whole unit is an integral structure. 

 

This honeycomb structure prevents the installation of any other internal fixtures such as stairs or lifts for access to the 

roof level.’ 

 

Finally, following our last newsletter we appear to have discovered who originally listed the buildings on Broadwater 

Road.  It appears that this arose soon after the legislation was first enacted.  It was then that English Heritage asked all 

councils what buildings of note they had in their area and what buildings might be considered for ‘listing’.  The then 

council produced a list, sent it off to English Heritage and the next thing they knew, they were ‘listed’.  Residents of 

the day did not appear to have had any say in what should happen as the whole thing was implemented in what one 

must call a rush, and without any real discussion.  Obviously, when we have any news on the site, we will contact 

members. 

 

۩  Second film and photo show a success  
  

A second, joint event organised and presented by the Welwyn Garden Heritage Trust, Hertfordshire Library Service 

and English Heritage took place in the library's newly refurbished meeting room on 7 May.  It was a sell-out, with 

about 50 people present, including the Mayor of Welwyn Hatfield, Councillor Helen Bromley and her husband Kevin.  

This was the second presentation of films, photographs and 3-dimensional videos of the town, taken from the air from 

the late 1920s to the present day.  

  

Dennis Lewis, both a Society committee member and a Heritage Trust trustee said ‘This event was an initiative of the 

Welwyn Garden Heritage Trust but serendipity intervened when my colleague Angela Eserin became aware of the 

‘Britain from Above’ project being promoted by English Heritage.  The resulting presentation was stunning, with 

aerial photographs of the early days of Welwyn Garden City in the 1920s located by Angela, complementing those 

which English Heritage had included.   

  

A novelty feature, presented by Welwyn resident Bryan Parkes, was a 3D aerial tour around Welwyn, as well as 

striking 3-dimensional videos of the centre of Welwyn Garden City taken last year. 

  

We know that a number of people were disappointed not to get tickets for this second show, but if there is sufficient 

continuing interest in these films and photo exhibits, we would be very happy to offer a third showing.  We are 

delighted that the people who attended the first two events indicated that they enjoyed what they saw.  We hope to 

develop these presentations further, for we know that there is increasing interest in the town's history and heritage.’ 

 

۩ Newsletter distributors 
 

Finally, the committee would like to take the opportunity through the newsletter to thank all those people who help the 

Society with the distribution of the newsletter and other occasional postings.  It is very much appreciated by the 

committee and members alike. 

 

If anyone else has time to spare and would like an occasional, healthy walk, perhaps they would like to volunteer by 

contacting Gerry Crux on 01707 323352 (briangerrycrux@hotmail.co.uk) – the more the merrier! 

 

 ۩ 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 1) and the relevant person will get back to you. 


