
 

 

15 December 2017  

 

The Planning Inspectorate 

Temple Quay House 

Temple Quay 

Bristol 

BS1 6PN 

  

 

Dear Sirs, 

East Anglia TWO Offshore Windfarm Scoping Report 

I am writing on behalf of the Suffolk Preservation Society (SPS) in respect to the above Scoping 

Report published on your associated project website. SPS is a non-political, independent, self-

funding charity with its charitable aims to “promote the conservation, protection and 

improvement of Suffolk’s physical and natural environment for the public benefit by ensuring any 

change is undertaken sympathetically and to the highest level of design and sustainability 

possible”. SPS campaigns on important issues, working constructively with the county and local 

planning authorities and other relevant bodies to help achieve better outcomes in planning and the 

management of our historic natural and built environment. 

Although SPS is generally supportive of renewable energy it does have significant concerns over 

the potential visual and intrusive nature of what is currently being proposed for East Anglia TWO. 

Clearly the overall magnitude and adverse impacts on Suffolk’s coastal belt will far exceed 

anything else proposed to date. 

National Grid substation location 

In respect to the relocation of the National Grid substation from the original Bramford site to the 

Leiston/Sizewell area close to, or even within, the Suffolk Coast and Heaths Area of Outstanding 

Natural Beauty (AONB) this would appear to have been based primarily on economic grounds, 

not taking into account any resulting adverse environmental and visual impact from the proposed 

infrastructure at this location. We would urge that a full Environmental Impact comparison of this 

change is required in order to demonstrate that this is a sound and valid change in the project 

proposal. This must include an assessment of any cumulative impacts from any additional 

infrastructure that may now be required from neighbouring projects such as Sizewell C, including 

any resulting grid reinforcements in the longer term. 

Impact on Designated Heritage Assets 

We note Scottish Power Renewables (SPR) proposals for assessing impact on designated and non-

designated Heritage Assets. As noted previously by the Examining Authority for the sister project 

East Anglia Offshore Windfarm THREE there was uncertainty and concern with the adequacy of 

the assessment approach and methodology for heritage asset impact. We trust that the assessment 

of heritage assets and their setting within the study area for East Anglia TWO and the related on 



 
 

 

shore connections which will be in accordance with Historic England’s adopted guidance GPA3 

The Setting of Heritage Assets.   

Assessment of Turbines 

With the offshore wind turbines being of an unprecedented scale and proximity to the AONB it 

will be very important to clearly demonstrate that these will not create any unacceptable visual 

impact to the surrounding onshore area. As currently described with the Landscape and Visual 

Impact Assessment Approach (Appendix 4.1) it is proposed that a key element will be 

photomontages from a number of preselected viewpoints. It is now generally accepted that static 

visualisation cannot fully indicate how windfarms, of any scale, will appear in reality. Static 

images do not convey the visual experience from the resulting movement and flicker of a turbine 

as the blades sweep across the skyline. This movement will undoubtedly be even more apparent 

during dull or night time conditions from the required maritime navigation and aviation safety 

lighting. 

As turbines become larger and closer to the shoreline this effect may become more noticeable to 

receptors because the turbines, while rotating, will rarely line up with each other. They will, in 

effect, appear to rotate out of ‘sync’ with each other and this may produce to the onshore observer 

as a random flashing over a circa 30 km horizon. 

The EIA must adequately address this issue to provide evidence that there will be no adverse 

effects from the turbines during operation. Therefore SPS would strongly recommend that the 

Secretary of State should consider a requirement for animated photomontages at a number of the 

key viewpoints as although wireframe photomontages can show swept paths of the turbine blades 

they cannot illustrate the effect of movement.  

We trust that you find these initial comments constructive and useful to allow this project to 

progress. 

 

Yours faithfully, 

 

 

 
Fiona Cairns MRTPI  IHBC 

Director 

 

Cc: ScottishPower Renewables 

Simon Amstutz, AONB Project Group 

Lisa Chandles, Planning Officer, Suffolk Coastal District Council  

 


