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COMMVENTS:
FORVAL OBJECTI ON - PLANNI NG APPLI CATI ON 262274

Proposed Data Centre Devel opnment - Thanes Vall ey Park, Earl ey,
Readi ng

I wish to register nmy strong objection to planning application
262274, concerning the proposed | arge-scal e data centre devel opnent
at Thanes Valley Park.

My objection arises fromserious concerns regardi ng the
environnental sustainability of the devel opnent, its energy
requi renents, associated eni ssions, potential inpacts on

bi odi versity and wildlife, and the cunul ati ve consequences
of expandi ng energy-intensive digital infrastructure.

1. Environnental sustainability and climate inpacts

Large-scal e data centres place substantial demands on energy
infrastructure. The environnental consequences of such devel opnents
nmust be assessed conprehensively, including their direct and

i ndirect greenhouse-gas enissions, operational energy requirenents
and reliance on additional power-generation infrastructure.

O particular concern is the proposed inclusion of on-site energy
generation and backup power facilities.

The Council nust establish the nature, capacity, anticipated
operating hours and environnental consequences of these
installations, including their contribution to air pollution and
gr eenhouse- gas eni ssi ons.

It is insufficient to consider the data centre in isolation fromthe
infrastructure required to sustain its operation

I request a rigorous assessnent of the devel opnent's operationa
em ssi ons, construction-rel ated enissions, energy demand and
conpatibility with applicable climte policies.

2. Biodiversity, wildlife and ecol ogi cal protection

The protection of wildlife and biodiversity nust be treated as a
fundanmental pl anni ng consi deration, not a secondary concern to be
addressed after devel opnent has been approved.

The Council shoul d exani ne whet her the proposed devel opnent,
including its construction activities, lighting, noise, enissions
and associated infrastructure, could adversely affect |oca

habi tats, ecological corridors, protected species or other wildlife.

Particular attention should be given to the ecological sensitivity



of the w der Thanes Valley Park area

The assessnent should address not only direct habitat |oss but also
i ndirect and cunul ati ve ecol ogi cal effects.

Artificial lighting, continuous nechanical noise, construction

di sturbance and changes to the surroundi ng environnent nay affect
wildlife even where devel opnent takes place on previously devel oped
| and.

I request that the Council scrutinise the ecol ogical surveys,

bi odi versity assessnents and proposed nitigation neasures, ensuring
that they are sufficiently conprehensive, independently verifiable
and enforceabl e.

The absence of immediately visible wildlife nust never be treated as
evi dence of an absence of ecol ogi cal val ue.

3. Energy infrastructure and cunul ative environnental inpacts

The environnental inplications of major data-centre devel opnents
cannot be confined to the boundaries of individual planning sites.

Their energy denands, associated infrastructure and cunul ative
resource consunption have consequences extendi ng beyond the
i Mmediate locality.

The Council should consider the cunulative inpacts of this proposa
al ongsi de existing and reasonably foreseeabl e devel opnents,
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particularly where they place additional demands on electricity
infrastructure, water resources and environnental capacity.

I request clear evidence denonstrating how the proposed
devel opnent's energy requirenments will be nmet and whether additiona
infrastructure or generation capacity will be necessary.

Any environnental assessnent nust account for the full operationa
characteristics of the proposed devel opnent rather than relying on
general assurances of efficiency or sustainability.

4. Water consunption and resource protection

Water is an essential ecol ogical resource, and its consunption by
i ndustrial infrastructure nust be carefully scrutinised.

The applicant should provide transparent information concerning the
proposed cooling systens, anticipated water demand, water
efficiency, wastewater nmanagenent and potential effects on loca

wat er resources



Where the devel opnent relies on water-intensive cooling
technol ogi es, the Council shoul d consider whether |ess
resource-intensive

alternatives are avail able and whether the proposed arrangenents are
environnental |y sustai nabl e.

The protection of water resources nust take precedence over
unsupported assunptions that sufficient capacity will remain
avai l abl e indefinitely.

5. Noise, air quality and effects on the surroundi ng environnent
Data centres can generate continuous operational noise fromcooling
systens and ot her nechani cal equi pnent. Backup generators and
on-site power-generation facilities may introduce additional noise
and

em ssi ons.

The Council should require robust assessnents addressing:

Cont i nuous operational noise, including nighttinme conditions.

Enmi ssions fromon-site generation and backup power facilities.
Construction-rel ated noi se, dust and traffic.

Potential effects on nei ghbouring comunities and wildlife.

The effectiveness and enforceability of proposed nitigation

neasur es.

These assessnents should reflect realistic operating conditions,

i ncludi ng periods when nultiple systens nmay operate sinultaneously.
6. Transparency, necessity and consideration of alternatives

The applicant should denonstrate that the environnmental consequences
of the proposed devel opnment have been properly assessed and that
reasonabl e alternatives have been consi dered.

This includes opportunities to reduce energy demand, eni ssions,
resource consunption, ecol ogical disturbance and reliance on
addi ti onal power-generation infrastructure.

Assertions of econonmic benefit should not be accepted as sufficient

justification for environnental harmw thout a transparent and
evi dence- based assessnent of the conpeting considerations.

Econom ¢ devel opnent cannot be consi dered sustainable nerely because
it generates investnent. Its w der environnental costs nust al so be
exam ned.

7. The wider public interest

I also wish to enphasise that the environnental consequences of
maj or data-centre devel opnents are not exclusively local matters.



The effects of increasing energy consunption, greenhouse-gas
em ssi ons, resource depletion and biodiversity degradati on extend
beyond i ndi vi dual admi ni strative boundari es.

The natural environnent is an interconnected system Damage to its
ecol ogical integrity cannot reasonably be treated as a concern
bel onging only to those residing within a particul ar postcode.

Every citizen has a legitimte interest in the responsible
stewardship of shared environnental resources and in ensuring that
devel opnents with potentially significant ecol ogi cal consequences
recei ve proper

scrutiny.

The geographi cal di stance between an individual and a proposed
devel opnent does not dimnish the inportance of environnmenta
protection or the legitinmacy of raising rel evant planning concerns.

8. Request to the Counci

In Iight of these concerns, | respectfully request that Wki ngham
Bor ough Counci | :

Subj ect the proposed devel opnment to rigorous scrutiny ofits
environnental, ecological, clinate and resource inpacts.

Ensure that all relevant technical assessnments are sufficiently
detail ed, transparent and supported by reliable evidence.

Exani ne the cunul ative effects of the devel opnent and its associ ated
e nergy infrastructure.

G ve substantial weight to biodiversity protection, clinate
considerations, air quality, water resources and the prevention of
envi ronnment al harm

Require any material deficiencies or uncertainties in the supporting
environnental evidence to be resolved before determ nation

| strongly object to the proposed devel opnent and request that
pl anni ng perm ssi on be refused.

The protection of the natural world nmust not be reduced to a
cal cul ation of how nuch destruction society is prepared to tolerate
in exchange for commercial or technol ogi cal expansion

| reject the prenise that environnmental harm becones acceptabl e
nmerel y because neasures have been proposed to reduce its severity.
Mtigation does not erase the consequences experienced by living
bei ngs, nor does it restore the intrinsic value of lives, habitats
and ecol ogi cal relationships that nmay be irreversibly danaged.

Every living being exists within an interconnected ecol ogi ca

system The destruction or disturbance of habitats affects not only
individual aninmals and plants but also the intricate rel ationships
upon which entire comunities of |ife depend. These consequences
cannot be adequately neasured through financial valuations, econonic
proj ections or calcul ations of comercial benefit.



The fundanmental obligation nust be to prevent environnental harm
not to determ ne how nmuch of it nmay be permtted.

Where a proposed devel opnent threatens wildlife, biodiversity,
natural resources or ecological integrity, the appropriate response
is to avoid that harm rather than legitinmse it through nitigation
measures or assurances of reduced inpact.

The lives of non-hunan bei ngs are not expendable, and their
continued exi stence should not be treated as subordinate to the
commer ci al

anbitions of our species. Their intrinsic value does not depend upon
their econom ¢ useful ness to humanity.

Envi ronnmental responsibility requires nore than nanagi ng the
consequences of destruction. It requires the noral recognition that
certain harms should never be inflicted in the first place.

| therefore urge Wki ngham Borough Council to refuse this
application and uphold the principle that the protection of life,

bi odi versity and ecol ogical integrity nust take precedence over
devel opnents that eaten their continued existence.

The natural world is not ours to sacrifice. It is a living conmunity
to which we belong, and whose destruction ultimately di m nishes us
all.

The conti nui ng expansi on of resource-intensive infrastructure
demands a correspondi ng conm tnent to environnental responsibility,
transparency and public accountability. Such devel opnment nust never
proceed at the expense of living beings, biodiversity or the

ecol ogi cal systenms upon which |ife depends.

The natural world is not an expendabl e resource whose destruction
can be justified by commercial denmand, economic growh or
technol ogi cal advancenent. Its protection is a fundanental noral and
ecol ogi cal

responsibility owed not only to present and future generations, but
also to the countl ess non-human |ives whose intrinsic value and
right to exist nust not be subordinated to hunman interest
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FORMAL OBJECTI ON - PLANNI NG APPLI CATI ON 262274

Proposed Data Centre Devel opnment - Thanes Vall ey Park, Earl ey,
Readi ng

I wish to register nmy strong objection to planning application
262274, concerning the proposed | arge-scal e data centre devel opnent
at Thanes Valley Park.

My objection arises fromserious concerns regardi ng the
environnental sustainability of the devel opnent, its energy
requi renents, associated enissions, potential inpacts on

bi odi versity and wildlife, and the cunul ati ve consequences
of expandi ng energy-intensive digital infrastructure.

1. Environnental sustainability and climate inpacts



Large-scal e data centres place substantial demands on energy
infrastructure. The environnental consequences of such devel opnents
nmust be assessed conprehensively, including their direct and

i ndirect greenhouse-gas enissions, operational energy requirenents
and reliance on additional power-generation infrastructure.

O particular concern is the proposed inclusion of on-site energy
generation and backup power facilities.

The Council nust establish the nature, capacity, anticipated
operating hours and environnental consequences of these
installations, including their contribution to air pollution and
gr eenhouse- gas eni ssi ons.

It is insufficient to consider the data centre in isolation fromthe
infrastructure required to sustain its operation

I request a rigorous assessnent of the devel opnent's operationa
em ssi ons, construction-rel ated enissions, energy demand and
conpatibility with applicable climte policies.

2. Biodiversity, wildlife and ecol ogi cal protection

The protection of wildlife and biodiversity nust be treated as a
fundanmental pl anni ng consi deration, not a secondary concern to be
addressed after devel opnent has been approved.

The Council shoul d exani ne whet her the proposed devel opnent,
including its construction activities, lighting, noise, enissions
and associ ated infrastructure, could adversely affect |oca

habi tats, ecological corridors, protected species or other wildlife.

Particular attention should be given to the ecological sensitivity
of the wi der Thanes Valley Park area

The assessnent should address not only direct habitat |oss but also
i ndirect and cunul ati ve ecol ogi cal effects.

Artificial lighting, continuous nechanical noise, construction

di sturbance and changes to the surroundi ng environnent nay affect
wildlife even where devel opnent takes place on previously devel oped
| and.

I request that the Council scrutinise the ecol ogical surveys,

bi odi versity assessnents and proposed nitigation neasures, ensuring
that they are sufficiently conprehensive, independently verifiable
and enf orceabl e.

The absence of immediately visible wildlife nmust never be treated as
evi dence of an absence of ecol ogi cal val ue.

3. Energy infrastructure and cunul ative environnental inpacts
The environnental inplications of major data-centre devel opnents
cannot be confined to the boundaries of individual planning sites.

Their energy denands, associated infrastructure and cunul ative



resource consunption have consequences extendi ng beyond the
i Mmediate locality.

The Council should consider the cunulative inpacts of this proposa
al ongsi de existing and reasonably foreseeabl e devel opnents,
particularly where they place additional demands on electricity
infrastructure, water resources and environnental capacity.

I request clear evidence denonstrating how the proposed
devel opnent's energy requirenments will be nmet and whether additiona
infrastructure or generation capacity will be necessary.

Any environnental assessnent nust account for the full operationa
characteristics of the proposed devel opnent rather than relying on
general assurances of efficiency or sustainability.

4. Water consunption and resource protection

Water is an essential ecol ogical resource, and its consunption by
i ndustrial infrastructure nust be carefully scrutinised.

The applicant should provide transparent information concerning the
proposed cooling systens, anticipated water demand, water
efficiency, wastewater managenent and potential effects on loca

wat er resources

Where the devel opnent relies on water-intensive cooling
technol ogi es, the Council shoul d consider whether |ess
resource-intensive

alternatives are avail able and whether the proposed arrangenents are
environnental |y sustai nabl e.

The protection of water resources nust take precedence over
unsupported assunptions that sufficient capacity will remain
avai l abl e indefinitely.

5. Noise, air quality and effects on the surroundi ng environnent
Data centres can generate continuous operational noise fromcooling
systens and ot her nechani cal equi pnent. Backup generators and
on-site power-generation facilities may introduce additional noise
and

em ssi ons.

The Council should require robust assessnents addressing:

Cont i nuous operational noise, including nighttine conditions.

Enmi ssions fromon-site generation and backup power facilities.
Construction-rel ated noi se, dust and traffic.
Potential effects on nei ghbouring comunities and wildlife.

The effectiveness and enforceability of proposed nitigation
neasur es.



These assessnents should reflect realistic operating conditions,
i ncludi ng periods when nultiple systens may operate sinultaneously.

6. Transparency, necessity and consideration of alternatives

The applicant should denonstrate that the environnmental consequences
of the proposed devel opnment have been properly assessed and that
reasonabl e alternatives have been consi dered.

This includes opportunities to reduce energy demand, emni ssions,
resource consunption, ecol ogical disturbance and reliance on
addi ti onal power-generation infrastructure.

Assertions of econonmic benefit should not be accepted as sufficient
justification for environnental harmw thout a transparent and
evi dence- based assessnent of the conpeting considerations.

Econom ¢ devel opnent cannot be consi dered sustainable nerely because
it generates investnent. Its w der environnental costs nust al so be
exam ned.

7. The wider public interest

I also wish to enphasise that the environnental consequences of
maj or data-centre devel opnents are not exclusively local matters.

The effects of increasing energy consunption, greenhouse-gas
em ssi ons, resource depletion and biodiversity degradati on extend
beyond i ndi vi dual admi ni strative boundari es.

The natural environnent is an interconnected system Damage to its
ecol ogical integrity cannot reasonably be treated as a concern
bel onging only to those residing within a particul ar postcode.

Every citizen has a legitimte interest in the responsible
stewardship of shared environnental resources and in ensuring that
devel opnents with potentially significant ecol ogi cal consequences
recei ve proper

scrutiny.

The geographi cal di stance between an individual and a proposed
devel opnent does not dimnish the inportance of environnmenta
protection or the legitinmacy of raising relevant planning concerns.

8. Request to the Counci

In Iight of these concerns, | respectfully request that Wki ngham
Bor ough Counci | :

Subj ect the proposed devel opnment to rigorous scrutiny ofits
environnental, ecological, clinate and resource inpacts.

Ensure that all relevant technical assessnments are sufficiently
detail ed, transparent and supported by reliable evidence.

Exani ne the cunul ative effects of the devel opnent and its associ ated
e nergy infrastructure.



G ve substantial weight to biodiversity protection, clinate
considerations, air quality, water resources and the prevention of
envi ronnment al harm

Require any material deficiencies or uncertainties in the supporting
environnental evidence to be resolved before determ nation

| strongly object to the proposed devel opnent and request that
pl anni ng perm ssi on be refused.

The protection of the natural world nmust not be reduced to a
cal cul ation of how nuch destruction society is prepared to tolerate
in exchange for commercial or technol ogi cal expansion

| reject the prenise that environnmental harm becones acceptabl e
nmerel y because neasures have been proposed to reduce its severity.
Mtigation does not erase the consequences experienced by living
bei ngs, nor does it restore the intrinsic value of lives, habitats
and ecol ogi cal relationships that nmay be irreversibly danaged.

Every living being exists within an interconnected ecol ogi ca

system The destruction or disturbance of habitats affects not only
individual aninmals and plants but also the intricate rel ationships
upon which entire comunities of |ife depend. These consequences
cannot be adequately neasured through financial valuations, econonic
proj ections or calculations of comercial benefit.

The fundanental obligation nust be to prevent environnental harm
not to determ ne how nmuch of it nay be permtted.

Where a proposed devel opnent threatens wildlife, biodiversity,
natural resources or ecological integrity, the appropriate response
is to avoid that harm rather than legitinmse it through nitigation
measures or assurances of reduced inpact.

The lives of non-hunan bei ngs are not expendable, and their
continued exi stence should not be treated as subordinate to the
commer ci al

anbitions of our species. Their intrinsic value does not depend upon
their econom ¢ useful ness to humanity.

Envi ronnmental responsibility requires nore than nanagi ng the
consequences of destruction. It requires the noral recognition that
certain harms should never be inflicted in the first place.

| therefore urge Wki ngham Borough Council to refuse this
application and uphold the principle that the protection of life,

bi odi versity and ecol ogical integrity nust take precedence over
devel opnents that eaten their continued existence.

The natural world is not ours to sacrifice. It is a living conmunity
to which we belong, and whose destruction ultimately di m nishes us
all.

The conti nui ng expansi on of resource-intensive infrastructure
demands a correspondi ng conm tnent to environnental responsibility,
transparency and public accountability. Such devel opnment nust never
proceed at the expense of living beings, biodiversity or the



ecol ogi cal systens upon which |ife depends.

The natural world is not an expendabl e resource whose destruction
can be justified by commercial denmand, economic growh or
technol ogi cal advancenent. Its protection is a fundanental noral and
ecol ogi cal

responsibility owed not only to present and future generations, but
also to the countl ess non-human |ives whose intrinsic value and
right to exist nust not be subordinated to hunman interest

s



