THAMES FARM ACTION GROUP (TFAG) UPDATE 19

Sent to the residents who registered on the TFAG Database

CALL TO ACTION.

[bookmark: _Hlk191298119]Representations re: Amended Planning Applications P24/S2642/FUL, P24/S2652/S73, P24/S2651/DIS Submitted 09/01/2025

As you may be aware, Taylor Wimpey have submitted an amended application for the proposed groundworks to the Thames Farm site. The application, whilst including significant additional detail, does not in the opinion of TFAG and its engineering advisors adequately deal with the very real danger to the aquifer below the site and the water supply to Henley, Shiplake, Harpsden and the surrounding area, which is the water supply to approximately 50,000 people.
Over the last 5 years TFAG has called on the support of the local community to send objections to the planning department at SODC in order to express the concern over various surface water disposal strategies and also filling the voids under the Thames Farm site with concrete as it is impossible to be sure of the outcome of what could be huge environmental damage as well as a loss of our very precious, and only water supply.
All of the objections forwarded to SODC regarding the previous applications submitted by Taylor Wimpey have been important, but we are now at the stage whereby SODC will for the first time be considering a complete new Planning Application in detail regarding the suitability of the proposed groundworks and inherent dangers they present. 
Therefore it is vital that SODC receive as many letters of objection as possible. 
Please can you send letters of objection quoting the application references as soon as possible, and ideally by the end of this week/weekend
Apologies for the short notice, but the amount of work and advice from our advisors has taken far longer than expected due to the volume of new information that has had to be reviewed, and to then formulate a professional and robust response. 
A boiler plate mail/letter is outlined below.
Thank you for your support. 
TFAG.
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Dear SODC,

Representations re: Amended Planning Applications P24/S2642/FUL, P24/S2652/S73, P24/S2651/DIS Submitted 09/01/2025


 I/We am/are writing to you to once again to register my/our strong objections to these amended Planning Applications. 

As you will be aware, numerous technical objections have been submitted by TFAG, the local councils, and other technical experts, which we fully support and endorse. 

Beyond the technical issues there are several fundamental and overriding concerns that must now be considered:


1. Failure to conduct a full EIA

THE DEVELOPER HAS FAILED TO PROVIDE A FULL EIA, that properly evaluates the significant effects of the development, as it is required to now do following the Secretary of States decision letter. 
The potential environmental effects have been downplayed or ignored merely stating that corrective action will be taken if problems arise. This approach contradicts the purpose of an EIA, which is to assess and mitigate potential issues before development proceeds. 

2. Risk to the local water supply

The proposed development poses an unacceptable risk to the sole source of potable water supplying some 50,000 residents. The developer has failed to provide any concrete evidence or scientific proof that their proposals can be safely implemented. Additionally, no emergency action plan has been provided to mitigate / correct any harm that might arise. This lack of precaution is wholly unacceptable given the critical nature of the resource at stake.

3. Unnecessary development considering alternatives available

The site is neither essential nor critical for meeting housing demand in the district.  Several other sites within walking distance of the development have been developed for residential purposes which have not posed the same environmental and infrastructure concerns. There are also a number of other opportunities identified in the made Henley and Harpsden Neighbourhood plan. 
Given these options, the loss of this site should not be of any consequence to the District Council’s housing supply.

4. Concerns over surface water management

The developer’s proposed surface water management and disposal proposals are proposing a high-level storage facility sited on potentially unstable ground, raising serious concerns about its structural integrity. There is significant risk that this facility could be breached, overtopped, or compromised due to underground dissolution Such a risk is unacceptable and is grounds for rejecting the proposal. 

5. Flooding risks on Reading Road

The ongoing risk of flooding of Reading Road from time to time is both unnecessary, unacceptable and should be completely designed out of the scheme.

6. Gaps in the environmental statement

It is concerning that the Environmental Statement fails to address key impacts or to undertake key risk analysis. It also does not consider the issue of any new foul sewer to be provided from the Station Road / Reading Road intersection, which is effectively part of the scheme even if it is being outsourced to Thames Water. This lack of transparency and accountability raises further doubts about the thoroughness of the developer’s assessments.

We believe that these proposals carry with them very significant risks to the environment, the area, and the local water supply and that the developer has underestimated those impacts. We therefore urge SODC to reject these applications for the reasons given.

Yours Faithfully
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