	VOS NOM et ADRESSE
	XXX, le xxxx 2013. 

M. Paul Furlan

Ministre des Pouvoirs locaux, de la Ville et du Tourisme

Rue du Moulin de Meuse, 4

5000 Beez (Namur)



Concerns: OPPOSITION TO THE AUTHORIZATION GIVEN FOR THE DESTRUCTION OF THE HISTORICAL QUATRE-BRAS FARM IN BAISY-THY 

Dear Sir,

We were dismayed to learn that the government official of the Walloon Region (Aménagement du Territoire, Logement, Patrimoine et Énergie DG04 de la Direction du Brabant wallon in Wavre), in charge of this matter, has given his approval for the destruction of the historic Quatre-Bras farm in Baisy-Thy (Genappe and Villers-la-Ville). (decision of 18 January 2013 (Ref. : F0610/25031/UCP3/2012/11/PJ / sw - 253 947) in response to the request made by the RPM IMMO SPRL for the demolition of this historic farm.

We write to you because you are the minister in charge of Tourism. Hereby, we, personally and on behalf of XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX (association you represent), as well as many other historical associations in Belgium and abroad, we strongly oppose the proposed demolition of the historic farm of Quatre Bras, listed in the inventory of the "Monumental heritage of Belgium".

Two former requests, introduced in 2008 and 2011 respectively, have been refused. However, the third, introduced in late 2012, was accepted. Already in 2008 and 2011, many citizens and individuals in Belgium and abroad (Britain in France, Mexico, Georgia, from Canada to Australia!) had expressed their indignation and opposition to this project solely in the financial interest of the authors, violating the interests of residents and the preservation of our heritage. At the time, the project had fortunately been turned down. 

We find quite absurd the logic that led to the authorization of destruction. As the historical value of the building is recognised, it is said (p.3) that "one of the major interests of the request is for the preservation (by reconstruction) of a building of historical interest." Sorry, but we have some problem understanding that reasoning : the preservation must pass through its destruction! Is this how Wallonia wants to safeguard its heritage? By destroying it? Has France saved Versailles by destroying it first ? Has Greece she preserved the acropolis by  destroying it first?

One of the arguments (p.6) for destruction is that "the volumes are in poor condition." However, the owners of the premises themselves are partly responsible for this poor condition. Since they bought the building, they haven't done anything for maintaining the buildings, on the contrary, they have clearly and intentionally left the place to deteriorate. They did nothing to maintain the building, by putting a canvas cover on the barn, despite an order of the mayor (dated 18 October 2010 and displayed on site) forcing them to do! This has of course led to even greater degradation, degradation which is now beneficial to them, because it is now used as an argument to destroy the building!

We must preserve this building for historical and heritage preservation reasons. Indeed, this historic farmhouse of the second half of the 18th century is the last remaining element of the hamlet of Quatre Bras. It also witnessed the fighting of 16 June 1815 between the troops of Marshal Ney and those of the Duke of Wellington, prelude at the Battle of Waterloo. The farm also served as Dutch headquarters before the battle and as an ambulance after the fighting. The farm also witnessed the events of the night of June 18 to 19, which followed the battle of Waterloo.

After the theft of the commemorative plaque on the south wall in December 2010, now the monument itself is threatened (and some suspicious minds might believe that the two events are linked...)

There is still time to intervene and to stop the destruction and seek a new assignment to these buildings, which have been neglected for too long. An (even partial) listing of the 18th century buildings could avoid a repetition of these requests for destruction and the loss of our heritage. The developers finally introduced a request for destruction, it passed unnoticed and we could not oppose it.

It is inconceivable that Wallonia allows this destruction, while at the same time, she wants -rightly - to develop places of tourist interest in organizing tours and creating a "Walloon Route Napoleon in 1815." Why would people visit a place, if its most spectacular feature is destroyed ? Why people come to see something, if there is nothing left to see ?

We want the same time dispel some arguments of the authors of this project. The draft contains, it seems, the following text : "  
"La reconstruction des façades (qui donnent sur la chaussée de Namur et la rue Dernier Patard) sera identique avec la récupération des anciens matériaux pour préserver le cachet et l'aspect de la ferme d'origine"

 However, we have doubts because:

1) the developers can promise, but once their goal achieved and the farm destroyed, what will guarantee that they will respect these commitments?

2) "up to 40% of recovered items" who will check that ? !

3) the text says "given the dilapidated buildings": the owners themselves are partly responsible for this state, having never done anything to protect the place !

4) this is not even "façadism" that is denounced in Brussels, is the complete destruction!

5) these commitments do not affect the destruction of historic buildings. It would be like saying: "I ​​will burn this painting in your museum, but do not worry, we'll paint another one."

6) some parts are still strong and healthy, and their destruction is absolutely not justified.

Bear in mind that we do not oppose to a project, quite the contrary, but we ask simply the respect  of a minimum of historical elements, namely the conservation of buildings along the road to Brussels (rue Dernier Patard), the porch and large barn (former dancing) along the N93 (Namur road). These last two items are not in bad condition, having been restored quite recently, when the farm was converted into a dancing (Palladium).

We believe that it is for purely economic reasons that the option to destroy was chosen by the developers, it is less costly than rehabilitation / renovation.

We would like to draw your attention to another fact. According to many historians of these events, there are very serious reasons to believe that a number of bodies were buried near the farm (which, as I recall, served as an ambulance after the battle), in a field to the rear of the building. There is no mention of this in the Decision. Who will guarantee that these bodies will be respected ? It goes without saying that the thing is extremely sensitive in Britain (and in France), and that this could lead to a diplomatic incident. Remember the excitement and impact of the discovery of a skeleton on the Waterloo battlefield during the building of the memorial. Here, there might well be dozens of bodies!

We hope that the relevant authorities will not allow this act of "barbarism history" (the expression is not ours, but from a British historian) and ensure a solution that will suit all parties concerned, with the preservation of our historical heritage that attracts many tourists, especially now that bicentennial commemorations in 2015 of the 1815 events is approaching.

Yours sincerely.

Signature

