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CHESTER ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 
 
Demolition of concrete structure at Chester Railway Station car park   
(APPLICATION 12/04890/CAC) 
 
The Chester Archaeological Society is opposed to this application and calls for its rejection. 
 
Summary 
 
This building is an important member of a group of structures (other notable examples being 
the bunkers under the former Western Command headquarters, also threatened with 
destruction by irremovable backfilling (application 12/04469/FUL)) that collectively testify to 
the most recent phase of Chester's long history as a key defensive position, which begins 
with a Roman legionary fortress and continues with a Saxon burh and medieval walled town 
and castle (the castle continuing in military use until 1954).  
 
We call on the Council to recognise the importance of this phase of the city's history and the 
evidential, historical and communal value* of the associated monuments before it is too late. 
There is no need for the bunker to be demolished, and indeed we consider that its demolition  
would be short-sighted and contrary to national and local policies and to CWaC's own stated 
aspirations. Rather, it, and other monuments of the period, should be valued, preserved, 
studied and presented alongside other reminders of the city's past.  
 
Detail 
 
1.0  The arguments for rejection have been set out persuasively and in detail by the Historic 

Environment Team Leader and need not be repeated here. We fully endorse these 
arguments and commend them to members. In sum: the demolition of the building is 
not necessary to allow the development of the Business Quarter and associated public 
realm works to go ahead; as an emergency railway control centre, the bunker is an 
important piece of evidence for Chester's key position as a transport node during World 
War II. As stated in the HET leader’s submission, demolition would be contrary to 
NPPF paras 13, 135 and 137 and Policy ENV 33 in the existing Chester City Local 
Plan. We also note that English Heritage is quoted  as saying in their comments on the 
application that  'a robust justification will have to be made as part of the proposal for 
demolition'. 

 
2.0  Here we wish to draw attention to wider issues.  
 
2.1  The One City Plan, para 4.1.4 says of Chester: 'Celebrating its long and varied history 

and heritage – protecting, promoting and utilising its assets, to enhance their settings 
and maximise their full potential'. As this application is submitted by CWaC and Chester 
Renaissance it is entirely reasonable to expect those organisations to live up to their 
own stated aspirations; if they fail to do so, what can they expect of others?  

 
2.2  Given that there is no actual need to demolish the bunker, then one must conclude that 

the proposal stems either from the fact that this aspiration is mere window-dressing, 
without relevance to the policies that the Council actually intends to pursue, or, more 
charitably, that monuments of this period are too recent to be recognised and valued as 
part of the city's history and heritage. 
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2.3  In the 1930s in the face of much popular criticism, the former County Borough Council 
persisted with plans to build a road across the amphitheatre site until effectively 
prevented by the Department of Transport. As late as the 1960s it allowed the 
architecturally most impressive - and exceptionally preserved - elements of the Roman 
fortress to be destroyed in order to  permit the construction of buildings such as the 
Forum that will be demolished after little more than a generation.  These are classic 
cases of short-sighted, unimaginative thinking leading to irreplaceable losses. Attitudes 
and legislation have now changed - partly as a result of these losses - and CWaC now 
sees value in caring for what is left of Chester's Roman heritage. However, history and 
archaeology do not end with the Romans or even with the Middle Ages: all aspects of  
World War II (and twentieth-century military history generally) are now matters of 
academic research and considerable public interest (a Google search ‘Archaeology of 
World War II’ produced 9,200 hits, including what appears to be a journal).  There is no 
reason why CWaC has to repeat  the mistakes of past councils: it does not have to  'act 
in haste, repent at leisure'. It is open to the Council to be imaginative and reflect public 
interest by regarding monuments of this period as assets rather than problems.  

 
2.4  We therefore call on CWaC to reject this application, and others that entail the 

destruction of Chester’s  recent military heritage, and as a matter of urgency to 
commission a comprehensive review of World War II monuments with a view to their 
proper study and presentation to the public. 

 
* English Heritage Conservation Principles, Policies and Guidance, 2008, pages 28-32  
 
P Carrington 
For Chester Archaeological Society 
29 November 2012 
 
 
 
 


