From Dyl an Bradl ey

Sent: 27 January 2006 14:03

To: Paul . Carter @ent.gov. uk; paul.d oki e@shford. gov. uk

Cc: david. hill @shford. gov. uk; pete.raine@ent.gov.uk; surf@we.org
Subj ect: We science park

Dear M Carter and M d oki e,

| have read Mchael Holland's letter to M Carter (10 January, 2006)
and his reply (19 January, 2006) on the www wye.org website. | wish to
pi ck up on the point concerning the release of greenfield I and for

devel opnent to raise capital for the subsequent devel opment of the

sci ence park. Once devel opnent has been undertaken, what guarantee is
there that 100% of the funds raised will actually be used to devel op
the science park and will not be used el sewhere within Inperial to
Ccross-subsi di se ot her departnents?

G ven the fact that nmany proposed devel opnents are not carried out as
envi saged for one reason or another, would KCC and ABC, should they
decide in favour of the science park, inpose conditions on the granting
of planning pernmission so that Inperial would be free to borrow agai nst
the capital that they could raise fromselling greenfield sites in
order to fund the science park, but would not be pernmitted to actually
sell the land for developnent until the science park and associ ated
infrastructure were in place?

This woul d avoid the outconme that many suspect will occur which is that
once greenfield |l and has been sold for devel opnent, Inperial wll
decide that they no | onger wish to proceed with the science park citing
changi ng research/ market conditions, |ocal opposition, failure to
secure the necessary public funds or any of the nmany other possible
excuses. Possibly the worst outcome for We is to double in size but
gain no additional infrastructure or significant enpl oynment
opportunities. It would also be rather enbarrassing for ABC and KCC to
have approved housi ng devel opnent in an Area of Qutstanding Natura
Beauty and to be left without the econom ¢ benefits that woul d be used
to justify such devel oprent.

An early indication that such provision would be put on any pl anning
perm ssion relating to greenfield sites in We would certainly give

I mperial the opportunity to make their comitnment to the science park
cl ear.

Dr Dyl an Bradl ey
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