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I am writing following our telephone conversation of 10 February 2011.

1. The Council believes that it is acceptable to deal with and determine the application which excludes from the formal description of the development (which appears on its advertisements and consultations, as it will on the decision letter) any reference to heritage use(s).  If this omission is being justified because the Council would only be repeating the same mistake which has been made in the past, then perhaps it is not so difficult to understand why the redevelopment of the site remains unresolved after 15 years.  

2. Apparently the applicants have been told that OTCH was consulted prior to the application.  In fact there have been two meetings with DG.  One in 2009 for DG to understand why OTCH was interested in the future of the site and then early in 2010 to see whether OTCH could assist in the management of the best preserved Cold War remains in the country, for which DG have never claimed to have any expertise.  No response was received from DG to a formal minute and requests following that meeting.  We have instead been limited to writing letters giving rise to criticism from DG for being unhelpful.  As is clear from the Statement of Community Involvement included with the application OTCH was not informed of or consulted on the application (see comment in OTCH letter of 17 December 2010 that views being expressed might have been different had some discussion taken place).  For the record we believe that meaningful consultation must involve more than just becoming aware of what is proposed and being able to make written representations.  We need to know the thinking behind what is being proposed before being able to make constructive suggestions and valid criticism which could genuinely be taken into account by the applicants.  As it stands the applicants have not made any attempt to comply with the formal Scoping Opinion issued by the Council.

3. We find if quite remarkable that the heritage centre (which is not yet formally part of the application) is apparently being changed from the proposal which occupied a substantial part of a 6 week inquiry, at which the Secretary of State made OTCH were a main party, without any consultation or feasibility study, in which the Structure Plan Panel had expressly indicated a role for OTCH.  It is impossible to understand how a building(s) can be chosen (315, 103,...?) without knowing what funding is available (eg from the enabling development) and having carried out studies and prepared business and tourist plans covering the whole site.  And what has happened to Mr Munby’s recommendation regarding the formal appointment of curator and education officer, both of whom could assist with these studies?

4. The Council is not aware that the application has been presented on the basis that it should be considered as if it will be included on the WHS tentative list.

5. No response has been received from you to the other points raised in correspondence; enabling development (already confirmed by the Council’s policy officer as per Mr Keen of Counsel), the related need for open book accounting, and our concern about public access to this site of international importance being ‘at the convenience’ of the current owners.

I made the point that the applicants might be reluctant to consult OTCH because they would not be able to answer questions asked about the continuing absence of feasibility studies and the availability of funding for the conservation of the Cold War heritage, matters which have been a principal cause of the delay in the re-development of the site. 

Finally, you advised that there is nothing in what OTCH has said in this and previous letters to suggest that the application cannot be properly considered on 24 February 2011.

We look forward to hearing from you (and the applicants).

Yours sincerely

Daniel Scharf for the Oxford Trust for Contemporary History
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