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Save Radley Lakes

Swans courting on Thrupp Lake

Recently, RWE npower have made a
number of inaccurate statements to
the press and in a pamphlet destined
for local residents. They seem totally
determined to convince people that it
is vital for them to be able to use
Thrupp Lake as an ash dump.
The purpose of this document is to
correct their statements and in the
process to make you understand why
so many people have devoted so
much time over the past 15 months to
trying to save the last two lakes at
Radley!
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Save Radley Lakes has spent many
hours researching the issues involved
in the RWE npower planning
application. Our research team of
reputable scientists, five with
doctorates, has laboured long and hard
to produce 11 scientific reports
covering 480 pages. The accuracy of
their data and validity of their
conclusions have been agonized over;
any errors or exaggerations would
destroy our credibility.
Would that the RWE npower showed
the same concern for accuracy!

Didcot A and ash disposal
What they say:
If they are not allowed to use Thrupp
Lake to dump their ash, electricity
generation will be seriously curtailed
or even stop altogether!
They tell us that Thrupp Lake will
provide storage for 9 years, taking
20% of the ash produced. The power
station stands to make nearly a billion
pounds between now and 2015 if gas
prices remain high. In so doing, they
will, in the next few years, probably
produce more ash than planned.

What can they do with their ash?
OCC planning officer’s report identified
possible disposal sites, including:
1. The large, empty gravel pit about 50
metres from the power station for which
planning permission already exists. The
pipe line passes through this site already,
its only drawback seems to be that it will
cost RWE npower a little more.

Is it conceivable that they would stop
such a lucrative activity for such a
small proportion of total ash output,
given that alternatives do exist?
What they say:
More than 500 extra lorry loads a
week will be needed to transport ash
elsewhere without Thrupp Lake.
Simple arithmetic, and their own
figures, prove that this much ash will
fill the lake in less than 1 year, not the
9 years they claim!
Then there is the large mound of ash
that has accumulated on the power
station site since pumping to Radley
ceased a year ago. If this ash were to
have been sent to Radley, the lake
would now already be over 60% full!
All businesses forecast and plan for
the future, especially large profitable
ones like RWE npower. If their
management do not have contingency
plans for their waste ash, they should
be sacked for incompetence! Given
that they will probably need more
disposal capacity anyway, they must
have a plan B but they won’t reveal it
because then permission for filling
Thrupp Lake would be refused.

A very possible site for dumping their ash
2. There is also agricultural land to the east
of the power station where the ash could be
stored above ground. When the power
station is decommissioned in 2015, it could
then be used to fill the giant hole created.
They would need to get the necessary
permissions - this shouldn’t be insuperably
difficulty to a business as persuasive as
RWE npower. The report implies this
option has not been investigated. No extra
lorries would be needed for either option!
They could also recycle more ash. RWE
npower have invested too little, too late in
recycling. PFA is a useful material in the
building industry, and a massive house
building programme is planned. Its use
also reduces CO2 emissions. RWE npower
say they are in the business of generating
electricity, not selling ash. Put simply, they
are not interested in improved recycling.
Drax Power Station uses 95% of its ash
beneficially, even selling some locally!

numerous field signs this year, one
verified by the Environment Agency!

Nature Conservation
What they say:
The site will be restored for nature
conservation
In fact, a beautiful lake will be
replaced by an ash dump rising 4
metres above ground level. There will
be no top soil to cover it. The number
of species thriving on ash is small;
most native trees, apart from birch,
remain stunted or die.
What they say:
• No reptiles were found by their
experts. The photograph below
shows a baby grass snake
sheltering under one of their
expert’s reptile traps!

•

We will create new habitats for…….
…kingfishers. Kingfishers and Cetti’s
Warblers are two protected species
breeding around Thrupp Lake. One
would expect filling the lake to cause
a problem for kingfishers, as it did for
the local herons, when the lake H/I
was drained in 2002. Numbers
dropped by half! Thrupp Lake also
has as wide a diversity of wintering
wildfowl as any site in the county.
Lake F cannot provide a suitable
replacement habitat. There is already
enough PFA in the area to satisfy the
“new habitats” argument.

• No endangered species will be harmed.
We commissioned surveys by six
independent entomologists who found a
significant number of rare, vulnerable
and scarce species of insect. About 900
species have been identified so far.
Many SSSIs boast fewer species!
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• Extensive searches by their
surveyor have found no evidence
of water voles but our qualified
surveyor assures us they are there.
• There are no badger sets in the
immediate area. If their surveyor
can miss a hole the size of a badger
set then it’s hardly surprising he
missed the water voles!
•

There is no evidence of otters
using Radley Lakes. We have
strong evidence that they regularly
use Thrupp Lake. There were
several independent sightings of an
otter and cubs last year, and

Red Underwing
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The site has had no pesticides or
fertilisers used on it for well over 50
years. It is humming with insect life,
including butterflies, moths, dragonflies
and bees. These insects provide food
for birds and bats hunting over the
lakes. Bats are in steep decline! There
has been much press coverage recently
about the dramatic fall in our insect
populations. Here is a site where they
still abound - the sort we must protect!

What they say:
Previously filled lakes, A to D, are an
example of their proposed
restoration.
These restored areas are not
comparable and were filled by a
process that was far less damaging to
the marginal vegetation - much was
undisturbed and available to colonise
the ash. Even so, parts of the surface
are grey and sparsely vegetated.
Nowadays, when lakes are filled they
must have a 1 metre clay lining and
huge clay banks around them to
contain the ash. The massive
engineering works needed mean
complete destruction of the marginal
vegetation!
Also, the ash may not stabilize when
stored wet in a clay pit, and the area
could remain fenced off for decades!
Not what one would think of as a
nature reserve!
What they say:
The restored areas have a large number
of rare orchids growing on them.

What they say:
Pulverised Fuel Ash is not toxic.
PFA is mixed with water at Didcot and
most of this water is decanted off and
drained into the Thames at Radley via
Pumney Brook. This brook used to be an
important fish spawning area but is now
very unclean and contains few, if any, fish!
The EA requires that PFA be stored in clay
lined pits so that effluent cannot seep into
the ground water. The effluent contains
toxic heavy metals, which can accumulate
in the tissues of plants and animals that
ingest them. These include the following
dangerous substances listed under the EU
water regulations: Arsenic, Chromium,
Vanadium, Cadmium, Barium, Antimony
Molybdenum and Boron, all of which are
present at high levels, frequently exceeding
the permitted discharge limits.
What they say:
English Nature and BBOWT don’t object
When we contacted English Nature they
said they were too busy with reorganisation
to designate any more SSSIs.
As for BBOWT, doesn’t their Education
Centre provided by RWE npower say it all!
What they say:
Filling Thrupp Lake is not a flood risk

The distribution of marsh helleborines in the UK

A small part of one of the ‘restored’
areas is populated by Marsh
Helleborines, one of the few plants
that thrive on ash. These are widely
distributed over the UK, although
RWE npower call them rare! For
really rare orchids, look to the White
Helleborines growing by the edge of
Thrupp lake. They are at genuine risk
from the proposals!

The flood risk was determined by an
assessment carried out by RWE npower.
Our own experts have pointed out several
errors and contradictions in npower’s
assessment. For some reason, the
Environment Agency has failed to
acknowledge that something might be
amiss.
60 acres have been lost from our local
flood plain by the filling of other lakes.
The 29 acres of Thrupp Lake is within 100
metres of undisputed flood plain. Why take
the risk!

