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Figure 1 View looking East alongside the land towards Thames Valley Park 

Executive Summary 
This valuable and essential piece of open space alongside our river Thames must be protected as 

Local Green Space for generations to come. It fulfils all the planning criteria:  

• it is close to the community that it serves 

• It is not extensive 



• It demonstrably has huge significance to the communities it serves, witnessed by the many 

thousands of signatures on the petitions to Reading and Wokingham Council against building 

over it. 

The evidence presented in the Topic Paper on Local Green Space is partial, misleading, factually 

incorrect and completely omits any mention of the enduring efforts of local people to protect the 

space over decades that provides ample proof of the importance of the space to local people.  

Detailed examination of the case for the adoption of the land adjoining the 

Dreadnought Reach to be designated Local Green Space.  
1. The National Planning Policy Framework, NPPF introduced the optional designation of Local 

Green Space to allow, 

“the designation of land as a Local Green Space through local and neighbourhood plans allows 

communities to identify and protect green areas of particular importance to them.”  

The Topic Green Paper on Local Green Space 2020 sets out the background, evidence and 

justification for Wokingham Borough Council’s designation of Local Green Space.  

SOAR, Save Our Ancient Riverside is an organisation of local people living in close proximity 

to the Land between Thames Valley Business Park and Napier Road, south of the River 

Thames, that was set up to protect it from being covered with concrete infrastructure.  

SOAR does not believe that the background, evidence and justification submitted as part of 

the Topic Green Paper reflects in any way the long term and widespread concern that local 

people feel regarding development on this land. The evidence contains factual errors and 

misleading descriptions. We feel that there has been a deliberate misrepresentation of the 

evidence in order to support the use of the land as a transport link rather than the 

designation of a Local Green Space. SOAR would like to make a representation to 

Wokingham Borough Council that supports the designation of the land as a Local Green 

Space and which challenges the evidence submitted in the Topic Paper relating to the three 

tests included in the NPPF. 

2. The evidence submitted in the Topic Paper is a follows. Each section is followed by SOAR’s 

commentary either refuting the content or adding content that has been omitted. 

 
i. The Suttons Business Park to the South of the land is screened by the 1840 Great 

Western Railway embankment. Softening and screening of the railway embankment 



could be achieved by tree planting along the boundary of the railway. Network Rail 

has provided advice on suitable species to be planted there. This has been discussed 

with the site owners, The University of Reading, who in principle are in support. The 

site now includes a car park originally intended for a park and ride service that 

currently is not in operation as a result of a disagreement between WBC and the 

operators of the bus service over the revenue split from the car park. As a result of 

the building of the car park there is approximately 200m between the remaining 

green space and Thames Valley Park. 

ii. The Mass Rapid Transit planning permission has been rejected twice by Wokingham 

Borough Council. The arguments that were made against the proposal included that:  

• The proposed flyover on raised stilts was visually unsuitable for the location 

• Taking buses beside the river removed them from locations that people wanted 

to travel to and from, such as Cemetary Junction, Reading College and the Royal 

Berkshire Hospital 

• The transport assessment showed that the construction of the MRT would have 

no beneficial impact on congestion into Reading or air quality and in fact would 

make the emissions moderately worse on Napier Road 

 
iii. SOAR would like to further submit that National Cycle Route 4 also uses the Thames 

towpath at this location. The Western end of the site is within 200m of housing in 

Newtown and the Eastern end of the site is within 700m of housing in Earley.  

 



iv. The statement that the land is bound to the west by employment premises is 

factually incorrect as can be seen by the map submitted in the topic paper. 

 

The map clearly shows that the site is bounded by the River Kennet to the west. The 

opposite bank contains the Coal Woodland, Local Wildlife Site.  

v. The site could be improved by relocating the overhead cable underground.  

 

vi. The route is very heavily used by walkers, runners and cyclists. One of its main 

attractions is that it provides a route that is free from motorised traffic that runs 

between trees and green space on one side and the River Thames on the other. The 

users can be divided into commuters and recreational. For commuters the path 

provides an important link for active travel between Reading and Wokingham.  This 

includes both people originating in Wokingham and commuting into Reading and 

those in Reading, commuting to Wokingham and in particular Thames Valley Park. 

The recreational users are very diverse. They range from relatively short distance 

walkers making use of it, because of its proximity and who may have health issues 

that restrict the distance that they are able to walk, to runners, cyclists and walkers 

using it for longer trips to access Sonning or over the bridge at Sonning and into the 

Chilterns. There are also a substantial number who are coming from further afield. 

These range from people coming from more distant parts of Wokingham or 

Berkshire who park in Thames Valley Park and use the path to walk into Reading and 



those who come from all around the world to follow the Thames Path National Trail 

or National Cycle Route 4.  

During the Covid-19 pandemic, this strip of land made it possible for people to 
access the wider green space, beyond the Dreadnought and the Waterside Centre, 
on foot, whilst observing social distancing. This has manifested in a second path 
being established to the south of the Hawthorn hedge remnants along the side of 
the Thames Path. One of the suggestions of SOAR was that since the path is so 
heavily used a second path on that line be established to relieve the pressure on the 
main path. This has now happened simply as a result of the number people walking 
along it.  
If this area was built over that would no longer be possible, (as Figure 8 Artists 
impression of the Thames towpath alongside the land after construction of the MRT 
from the Design and Access statement illustrates.) 
 
The land also provides a backdrop to users on the River Thames. As the Wokingham 
Waterside Centre is down stream of the site, the Dreadnought Reach of the Thames 
that borders the land is frequently used by canoeists, paddle boarders and dragon 
boat enthusiasts who value the green space on each side of the river as a setting for 
their sport. 



vii. Successive councils over the last fifty years have attempted to build roads over this 

area adjacent to the River Thames. Each attempt has been frustrated by local 

residents who recognise the value of this space and who have organised to object to 

the loss of it. The two most significant campaigns were in the 1980s. “Boot the 

Route” and more recently in response to the Park and Ride and East Reading MRT 

proposals, SOAR was formed.   

 

 

Figure 2 Ephemera from a recent exhibition of the history of public opposition to the development of the site 

viii. In the process of the SOAR campaign many thousands of people signed petitions 

addressed to both Reading and Wokingham Council, objecting to the planned 

construction of the road. A public meeting was held at Reading School, which was 

attended by hundreds of people who voted against the construction of the road in 

an exit poll by a majority of 90%. It seemed in that poll the only people who voted in 

favour of the road was Tony Page, the Reading Councillor responsible for promoting 

the road and the members of the consultancy firm retained to design the road, Peter 

Brett Associates who packed the front rows of the meeting.  



 

Figure 3 Public meeting at Reading School 

ix. Earley Town Council, The Whitegates Residents Association, ACER and the Berkshire 

Buckinghamshire and Oxfordshire Wildlife Trust were amongst other organisations 

that submitted objections to both the construction of a car park on part of the site 

and the road connecting it to Reading. It was commented on by Wokingham 

Planners that the number of objections received to these plans was unprecedented. 

At the public consultations held as part of the planning process to support these two 

developments, the overwhelming majority of comments from those who lived 

within 1km of the site were against them. The only support for them came from 

people who lived much further away.  

x. After the plans for the East Reading Mass Reading Transport proposal were rejected 

twice by Wokingham Borough Council, SOAR has held a public consultation on what 

they would like to see on this land. The results can be seen on the SOAR Padlet 

https://padlet.com/newtchaser/Kennetmouth. 

 

Figure 4 Screen shot of Padlet used to capture community ideas for improvement of the site 

xi.  Since then SOAR has taken some of the suggestions and put them into a report for the 

management of the land to the owners of the majority of the site, The University of 

Reading. This has been followed up with site meetings to discuss the implementation.  

https://padlet.com/newtchaser/Kennetmouth


xii. As the land is adjacent to the mouth of the River Kennet it has a held a significant 

historical role for thousands of years. The headwaters of the River Kennet form a 

concentration of Neolithic monuments. These include some of international 

importance, such as the Avebury henge monument and Silbury Hill, the largest 

artificial mound in Europe. During the period of their construction some 4000 years 

ago the river network provided a significant method of navigating and this is thought 

to be a possible reason for the location of so many archaeological monuments 

around the headwaters of the rivers Avon and Kennet. This makes the Kennet 

Mouth a significant geographical feature that has played a role in the development 

of British history. There has been a tradition of depositing objects into river mouths 

because of their significance. In the Kennet Mouth a Danish sword of the 10th or 11th 

century was found. This may have been deliberately placed there.  

 

Figure 5 10th to 11th Century Danish sword dredged from the Kennet Mouth now housed in Reading Museum 

The first written reference to Reading was in the Saxon Chronicles that refer to the 

camp established between the Kennet and the River Thames by the Danish army in 

870 – 871. They raised a bank across the confluence of the two rivers to form an 

easily defended site. From the description in the Chronicles it would appear that this 

would be the land across the River Kennet from the site in the Coal Woodland.   

The river Kennet is crossed here by the Isambard Kingdom Brunel bridge built for the 

Great Western Railway company in 1840, which together with the accommodation 

bridge adjacent to it, known as the Horseshoe Bridge are both listed heritage assets.   



 

Figure 6 View of the listed heritage assets, the Brunel Railway Bridge and the Horseshoe Bridge at Kennet Mouth 

xiii. In 2003 the Kennet Mouth was the site of a ceremony to commemorate the life of 

Peter Hay, the artist and founder of the Two Rivers Press. On the Horseshoe Bridge 

there is a plaque designed by him commemorating saving the space from the Cross 

Town Route in the 1980’s. 

 

Figure 7 Peter Hays ashes 



 
xiv. Yes. The recreational value of the site has been down played in the evidence 

submitted in the Topic Paper. No mention of the value of the route for active 

commuting has been made. In a post Corona Virus world there will be much less 

capacity on public transport to allow for physical distancing between passengers. 

There will also be an increased reluctance of passengers to use public transport in an 

attempt to avoid infection. To mitigate the risk of a substantial increase in car use 

and its associated emissions that affect public health, it will be increasingly 

important to facilitate active travel. The experience of cycling or walking between an 

area of open grass land and the river Thames and large scale concrete infrastructure 

and the river Thames are very different, as illustrated by Figure 8 Artists impression 

of the Thames towpath alongside the land after construction of the MRT from the 

Design and Access statement. Building such a structure is likely to make the route 

much more unattractive for both commuting and recreational use.  



 

Figure 8 Artists impression of the Thames towpath alongside the land after construction of the MRT from the 
Design and Access statement 

xv. The reference to Sutton’s Business Park and Thames Valley Park being “dominant  in 

the landscape”, suggest that the authors  of the topic paper were using maps rather 

than direct experience of the space when writing this evidence. When on the ground 

neither of these employment sites are apparent or impinge in any way upon the 

enjoyment of it. This is because the Sutton’s Business Park is hidden by the 

embankment of the 1840 Great Western Railway and Thames Valley Business Park is 

hidden by the raised area of chalk outcrop to the east of the site known as Broken 

Brow. This is illustrated in Figure 1 View looking East alongside the land towards 

Thames Valley Park and Figure 9 View towards Suttons Business Park from site. 



 

Figure 9 View towards Suttons Business Park from site 

xvi. It could be an aim relocate the overhead cables underground rather than using them 

as a reason to further degrade the site 

xvii. The historical significance of the site and it setting for the listed heritage assets has 

been completely overlooked.  

xviii. No acknowledgement has been made of the long history of wide spread public 

support to retain the site as it is, rather than building road infrastructure over it.  

 

 

 

 


