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Matter 1 – Compliance with the Act and Regulations 
 
This statement has been prepared on behalf of Frontier Estates Ltd and responds to Issue 6 (Q1) only. 

 

Issue 6 – Strategic Flood Risk Assessment (‘SFRA’) 
 
Q1 – Do any of the sites allocated for development in the Plan fall within Flood Zones 2 or 3 (or have 
significant areas falling within Zones 2 or 3)?  If so, are the allocations and policies consistent with 
paragraph 157 of the Framework which states that Local Plans should apply a sequential, risk-based 
approach to the location of development, taking into account current and future impacts of climate change, 
to avoid where possible flood risk to people and property? 
 
Q2 – How has the Council taken a sequential approach to identifying sites for new development? 
 
The site at Bath Road, Taplow (Land Adjacent to Taplow Station, allocated under draft policy SB BP14) is 
primarily located in flood zone 1, with a small part of the site within flood zone 2 (which would not therefore 
be considered ‘significant’).  

The District Councils have applied the findings of the SFRA to take a sequential, risk-based approach has 
been taken to the location of development. 

The allocations and policies of the Plan are consistent with paragraph 157 of the Framework. 

Q3 – Where land allocated for development does fall within areas at risk of flooding, what measures 
does the Plan include to ensure that any residual risks are appropriately managed? 

Notwithstanding the above, the area of the site at ‘Land adjacent to Taplow Station’ within flood zone 2 is 
not considered ‘significant’ and, in any event, a Flood Risk Assessment and Surface Water Drainage 
Strategy (FRA & SWDS) has previously been prepared to support a development proposal at the site.  

That FRA & SWDS, and its conclusions, has been accepted by both the Environment Agency and the LLFA, 
and has informed a sequential approach to the development of the site itself – to avoid flood risk to people 
and property. This accords with the approach set out in the policies of the Plan. 

 


