
 

Thames Valley Science Park  

Film Studio Parish Stakeholder Meeting  

12 March 2020 

 

Attendees:  

 

Cllr. Brown; Darley, Cllr. Emment; Cllr. Grimes (Chair) Cllr. Montgomery, Cllr. Peer, Cllr. James, Cllr. 

Lias of Shinfield Parish Council, B/Cllrs Frewin, Mickleburgh Richards, WBC, Nigel Frankland, Strategic 

Estates Manager, University of Reading, Darren Browne, Commercial Director, University of Reading, 

Nick Smith, President and COO of Blackhall Studios UK, Cllr. Picken and Cllr. Mckintosh, Aborfield and 

Newland Parish Council, Caroline Smith, Early Town Council, Gareth DTI Amrit Chrissy Boulton, 

Graduate Scheme Development Officer, University of Reading, Ann Westgarth and Amrit Maghera-

Johal, Reading Film Theatre, Caroline Smith, Andrea Dunlop, Susan Matos, Director of Knowledge 

Transfer Centre, University Of Reading, Chrissy Boulton, Commercial Project Development Manager, 

University Of Reading, Catherine Senda, Curtin & Co PR, Gareth Ralphs, Partnership Manager, South 

East, Investment Services Team, DIT 

 

Item  Minute  
1.0 Catherine Senda, Curtin and Co PR welcomed attendees to the meeting noting that the 

purpose of it was to discuss plans for a film studio on site as detailed in recent press 
coverage.   
 

2.0 Darren Browne, Commercial Director, University of Reading 
2.1 Darren Browne outlined the background to the proposals for a film studio noting that he 

had been tasked with coming up with strategy sympathetic to university and community 
and think of modern way of delivering a science park that would be an environment in 
which workers were excited.  
 

2.2 Consultation had taken place with large organisations in the area, members of the 
community, academic staff, students and sports clubs about what they would like the 
science park to be and what would make a unique offer. The feedback received 
indicated that the park should focus on areas in which the university excels.  
 

2.3 Based on the feedback the concept of four valleys had been created as followed:  
1. Heritage and the Arts: The British Museum Storage and Research Facility was on 

site and it was hoped this may result in small businesses and sole traders being 
attracted to the area.  

2. Health and Life Science: The Rutherford Cancer Centre had opened on site.  
3. Innovation and Technology: It was hoped that the Royal Institute of Technology 

might be attracted to the site enabling it to grow talent for local organisations 
such as Microsoft.  

4. Film and TV: Locating Blackhall studios on site would fulfil this element.   
 

2.4 The University had consulted the government who had noted that there was a shortage 
of film studio space in the UK and had suggested it spoke with American organisations 
for potential investment.  
 



2.5 It was intended that the science park would be carbon neutral by 2026 and would utilise 
only renewable energy.  

2.6 Other ideas included:  

• integrating the climate stripes, made at Reading, to illustrate the climate crisis 

• changing the name for broader appeal 

• creating community zones including cafes which would give people a reason to 
be there 

• creating a scenic 5km path around the site for leisure use 

• installing a sculpture of scale to identify the park 
 

2.7 The need for better engagement with the community was noted. It was felt that by 
working together stronger solutions to travel and infrastructure issues could be 
identified  
 

2.8 It was noted that a working group had been set up the Government to consider 
proposals for the park but the University stressed that if what the Government offered 
didn’t match what it was felt was required, for example with regard to infrastructure, 
that it would be prepared to walk away.  

  
3.0 Nick Smith, President and COO of Blackhall Studios UK 

 
3.1 Nick Smith gave an overview of his vision for the development explaining that it would 

inspire people into media and give the community, not just graduates, the opportunity 
to work in an interesting sector.  
 

3.2 It was explained that the UK excelled in the film industry though it was often cheaper to 
use studios in other countries. The market had grown considerably but there was a 
disconnect between demand and availability. Companies such as Netflix had over 1000 
potential filming projects but limited space to progress them.  The Government had set a 
target of £4 billion investment in the industry by 2025 and this had almost been reached 
already. By 2021 the UK film market would be worth £100 billion having doubled in five 
years.  
 

3.3 Location was important as the industry was London/South East centric. A new studio 
would need to be located no more than half an hour from the M25.  
 

3.4 By working with the university, students would have a direct line opportunity to gain 
employment in the industry. 
 

3.5 The site would be 1 million square feet (or 65 acres). It would be a large project that 
would create approximately 3000 jobs. It was anticipated that 70% of these would go to 
the local area.  

  
4.0 Question and Answer Session 
  
4.1 Cllr. Grimes Chair of Shinfield Parish Council stated that Shinfield was a community that 

was slowly disappearing due to the amount of development that had taken place. He 
requested that it be recognised in the project in some way noting the park would cover a 
third of its built area.  
 



It was noted that this would be taken on board and that there was an awareness that 
the project needed to work harder at acknowledging the local community. An idea 
maybe to incorporate Shinfield’s name in some way. Consideration was also being given 
to incorporating the areas military history. It was stressed that the site would be a place 
that the community could visit and experience.  

  
4.2 Concerns were raised by multiple attendees about the lack of infrastructure to support a 

project of this magnitude.  
  
4.3 Questions were asked about plans to use renewable energy on the site and whether this 

would include wind turbines.  
 
Darren Browne, UoR noted that there were many ways to generate energy and that 
there were no plans to install a solar farm. The University of Reading was a leading 
expert on climate and this project would give it the opportunity to demonstrate its 
commitment to it. It was possible that the renewable energy scheme could benefit the 
residents of Shinfield. It was confirmed that there would be no gas installed in the studio 
building.  

  
4.5 B/Cllr. Mickleburgh, WBC asked what the timeline for the project was and asked 

whether there was the potential for funding from the Government.  
 
It was confirmed that it was intended to get the project underway as soon as possible, 
with a planning application being submitted during Summer 2020 and the potential to 
open the studios by the first quarter of 2022. 
 
The Government’s priority was investment into the UK and the aspirations of the project 
matched those of the Government. Once the steering group had agreed plans the 
Government would be approached. No direct funding was likely to be made available for 
the project, but it was possible investment could be made in elements that would 
ensure success of the project such as infrastructure. The site had the potential to deliver 
a sizable contribution to the economy.  

  
4.6 Cllr. Peer, Shinfield Parish Council reiterated concerns about infrastructure noting that 

previous promises of improvements had not been forthcoming.  
 
It was confirmed that this issue had been noted and was being taken seriously.  

  
4.7 
 

WBC B/Cllr. Frewin raised concerns about the existing relationship between the 
community and UoR which he described as fraught due to previous projects being 
implemented without adequate infrastructure. His main concerned were highlighted as 
traffic and transport, fulfilment of job creation and viability given that other studios in 
the UK were looking to expand. He considered it aspirational and was keen to ensure 
that it would be sympathetic to the local community.  
 
Darren Browne acknowledge previous issues in its relationship with the community and 
reiterated his call to work together to resolve transport issues to provide a powerful 
voice and joined up thinking.  
 
Gareth Ralphs, DTI, noted that capital investment in the UK had never been bigger 
opening opportunities for funding infrastructure.  



 
Nick Smith noted that the location of other studios restricted their usage and that 
expansion was not expected to be on the scale of this development. He added that if the 
develop didn’t go ahead on this site it would go elsewhere and that there was not time 
for the infrastructure to be put in place before the project commenced. He reiterated 
the importance of the link with UoR to ensure that the studios would be at the forefront 
of how films were made in the future.  

   
4.8 Cllr. Lias, Shinfield Parish Council raised five points:  

 
1. Would the heritage of Reading be acknowledged in the project for example 

acknowledgement of Huntley and Palmers who had provided the land originally?  
2. If SMART motorways were scaled back would this impact infrastructure 
3. The plans for development at Grazeley had stated that the method of choice for 

mass rapid transport would be buses. There was no guarantee that a station, 
which would benefit this project, would be in place until some time in the 
future.  

4. There was little possibility of a new bridge over the M4 to assist with 
infrastructure 

5. There was a shortage of hotels in the area. Would accommodation be integrated 
into the project?  

 
Darren Browne confirmed that there were plans to include a hotel on site.  
 

4.9 Attendees agreed that the proposals could create some exciting educational 
opportunities not just for the University but more broadly local schools and colleges.  
 

4.10 Catherine Senda, Curtin & Co noted that not all issues could be addressed during this 
meeting but hoped that it would pave the way for more discussion. It was agreed that 
further meetings would take place. It was also noted that Cllr. Grimes had been invited 
to sit on the steering committee.  
 

4.11 Representative thanked attendees for their input and promised further engagement in 
the future. The meeting was closed.  

  

The meeting ended at 9:05pm 

 

 

 

 

 

 


