
 

 

 

 

17 September 2019  

 
info@sizewellc.co.uk 

FREEPOST SZC Consultation 

EDF Energy Ltd 

 

Dear Sirs, 

Sizewell C proposed New Nuclear Development. Stage 4 pre Application Consultation 

I am writing on behalf of the Suffolk Preservation Society in response to EDF Energy’s Stage 4 

Consultation on Sizewell C. As stated in our previous responses, the Society is a non-political, 

independent, self-funding charity with charitable objects that charge us with a responsibility to 

campaign to protect and promote the special landscape and heritage of Suffolk. We aim to achieve 

this by ensuring that the landscape and visual impacts of proposals such as Sizewell C are fully 

identified, critically assessed and where possible properly mitigated. The Society acknowledges 

the contribution that projects such as Sizewell C could make towards securing the Nation’s future 

energy needs and accepts that nuclear generation forms part of the Government’s low carbon 

energy strategy. 

The Society hoped that this final stage of public consultation would have provided an opportunity 

for EDF Energy to fully address the concerns and comments made by many stakeholders during 

the previous consultation rounds. Clearly this is not the case. The Society has received no response 

from EDF Energy relating to the many wide ranging environmental issues raised by the Society 

and therefore maintains its position as set out in its Stage 3 consultation response. Therefore the 

following should be read in conjunction with our previous detailed responses to rounds 2 and 3. 

For ease of reference we include a further copy of the Society’s Stage 3 response. 

The Society is a member of the Suffolk Coast and Heaths AONB Partnership and would like to 

take this opportunity to endorse the Partnership's strong objection to the proposals. The Society is 

aware of their latest response, reiterating their concern that the importance of the AONB 

designation has not been recognised, and not least the possible inclusion of additional pylon lines 

when less intrusive alternatives are available.  Notwithstanding the above, the Society does have 

further observations to make on the overall suitability of the Sizewell site and the updated 

transport strategy.  

Suitability of Sizewell  

Within Page 4 of the Summary Document EDF Energy states: 

‘…the choice of Sizewell as a potentially suitable site has already been determined by Parliament. 

Therefore, these issues are outside the scope of this consultation.’ 
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The Society believes that this statement is misleading to many lay readers of the consultation 

documentation as it ignores, and makes no reference to, the Government’s response to its recent 

consultation on siting of nuclear facilities (Government Response: Consultation On The Siting 

Criteria And Process For A New National Policy Statement For Nuclear Power With Single Reactor 

Capacity Over 1 Gigawatt Beyond 2025 published July 2018) which included Sizewell C because, 

should it receive development consent, it will not have been commissioned before the end of 2025. 

Within this Government document there is a clear requirement on EDF Energy to demonstrate 

how the Sizewell site will conform to new, more stringent site selection criteria before being 

accepted as a suitable site. The Society would be interested hear how and when EDF Energy 

intends to address this requirement. 

Transport Strategy 

Within the Society’s Stage 3 response we stated our preference for a marine led freight strategy as 

this resolves a significant number of local concerns around any road led transport option. 

However, we understand that EDF Energy is now no longer pursuing this option. The Society 

considers that it is premature to discount the marine led freight strategy as an option and calls for 

further investigation to be given to this approach.  

The three strategies now being proposed all clearly rely heavily on the local road network and in 

our view are over simplistic in assuming the local environs can sustain and tolerate this increase in 

volume and frequency over such a prolonged construction period. Although it is claimed to have 

reduced the number of HGVs on the busiest day, page 9 of the Summary Document, this fails to 

address the fact that the predicted vehicle movements are not sustainable on the local road 

network. In addition, the Society fails to see how the inclusion of a Theberton bypass will resolve 

congestion as the B1122 will remain a pinch point which will significantly affect local communities 

and the quality of the environment.  

Currently we fail to see how the three remaining transport strategies go any way towards 

achieving EDF Energy’s aims to maximise the use of rail infrastructure, limit the impact of Sizewell 

C construction on the local highway network or provide appropriate mitigation for the resulting 

environmental impacts.  A low-impact freight strategy is required which points to either a more 

marine led approach or further increased rail freight usage. 

I trust that this submission, along with the Society’s responses to previous Sizewell C public 

consultation stages 1, 2 and 3, provide EDF Energy with sufficient information to understand the 

Society’s position and issues with the proposal to further develop the nuclear facility at Sizewell. I 

would be more than happy to expand further on any aspect or to discuss these further directly 

with the EDF Sizewell C team.  

 

Yours Faithfully, 

 
Fiona Cairns BA(Hons) DipTP DipBldgCons(RICS) MRTPI  IHBC  

Director 
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Ccs: 
President Suffolk Preservation Society, Geoffrey Probert 

Chairman Suffolk Preservation Society, Andrew Fane 

MPs: Therese Coffey, Dan Poulter, Peter Aldous 

Suffolk County Councillors: Richard Smith, Alexander Nicoll, Craig Rivett, David Ritchie, Stephen 

Burroughes, Andrew Reid, Guy McGregor, James Finch, Matthew Hicks, Jenny Ceresa, Keith Robinson, 

Russ Rainger 

Suffolk Coastal District Councillors: Tony Cooper, Ian Pratt, Terry-Jill Haworth-Culf, Maureen Jones, Carol 

Poulter, John Fisher, Tony Fryatt, Jocelyn Bond, James Mallinder, Norman Brooks, Steve Gallant, Richard 

Kerry, Paul Ashdown, Colin Hedgley, Alison Cackett, Andree Gee, Graham Elliott, Letitia Smith, Linda 

Coulam, Malcolm Pitchers, Mary Rudd, Portfolio Holder for Planning, SCDC 

Parish Councils: Theberton and Eastbridge, Yoxford, Marlesford, Little Glemham, Farnham with Stratford St 

Andrew, Leiston cum Sizewell, Wickham Market, Darsham, Blythburgh, Saxmundham, Middleton cum 

Fordley, Hacheston  

Simon Amstutz, AONB Partnership 

National Trust East of England Regional Office 

Suffolk Wildlife Trust, RSPB  

TEAGs, Roy Dowding, B1122 Action Group Minsmere Levels Stakeholders Group: John Rea Price Paul 

Collins  

 

 

 


