Little Hall Market Place
Lavenham Suffolk CO109Q7Z
Telephone (01787) 247179
email sps@suffolksociety.org

www.sutfolksociety.org

2 June 2025

Dear Sir,

National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) 2GW High Voltage Direct Current (HVDC)
undersea electricity link between Suffolk and Kent, known as Sea Link SEALINK
Development Consent Order

Planning Inspectorate Reference: EN020026

Registration as an Interested Party by Suffolk Preservation Society

The Suffolk Preservation Society (the SPS) is a non-political, independent, self-funding charity that
was established in 1929. Its charitable objects are 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”. The Society is a member of the Suffolk Coast and Heaths National Landscape
Partnership and also represents CPRE, The Countryside Charity in Suffolk. The Society benefits
from a professionally qualified staff of RTPI and IHBC members, and includes landscape,
planning, architecture and heritage professionals within its Board of Trustees, who have
contributed towards the drafting of this letter. In accordance with our charitable objects, the SPS

confines its comments to the issues of heritage, and landscape and visual impact which impact
Suffolk.

The SPS strongly objects to the Sea Link proposals which by virtue of their location, scale,
permanence and cumulative impact with other energy NSIPS in East Suffolk will have significant
negative heritage and landscape impacts. The absence of detail with regard to mitigation, design
and cumulative impacts are fundamental weaknesses of these proposals. While supportive of a
shift to cleaner energy, the inordinate shortcomings of this scheme will have major negative
impacts upon communities, much loved local landscapes and tourism.

1. Heritage impacts:

The SPS considers that the scale of the proposed converter station and River Fromus crossing
will adversely affect the setting of nationally designated heritage assets.

The converter station measures 28m in height, and the bridge is over 6m in height and spans 152m.
These proposals will bring large scale industrial development and construction activity close to the
setting of St John the Baptist church (grade II*), Hurst Hall and its parkland (grade II),Wood Farm
(grade II) and the Saxmundham Conservation Area.
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The development will negatively impact the visual relationship between these heritage assets and
their settings, harming their significance. It will negatively impact the wider setting of the
Saxmundham Conservation Area, changing its character from one of a rural approach to the
historic market town to a deeply industrialised one.

The proposals will involve opening up views of the converter station site from within key views,
contrary to policies set out in the Saxmundham Neighbourhood Plan, including long views from
the B1121 across Hurst Hall Park (grade II) and south from St John the Baptist church (grade II*).
These special features within the landscape are set out for the Fromus Landscape Character Area
in the East Suffolk Landscape Characterisation Assessment 2018. This highlights the importance of
enhancing views to church towers, and notes Hurts Hall Park and its grounds scenically enhance
the southern approach to the town along with the church which is seen on higher land behind.
The proposed planting around the converter station will, in itself significantly alter the open
character of the site and impact upon views from Hurst Hall across the landscape, thereby further
harming the setting of the heritage asset.

The proposals will result in a high level of heritage harm to the nationally and locally designated
heritage assets, and will be incapable of effective mitigation by virtue of their scale and industrial
nature (see comments below).

2. Landscape and visual impacts: Converter station and crossing at Saxmundham

The SPS considers that the scale and permanence of the proposals for the Saxmundham
converter station and River Fromus crossing have the potential to irredeemably damage this
highly valued and sensitive landscape of the Fromus Valley.

The construction of the river crossing will involve the large scale and permanent loss of mature
woodland from the riverbank of the Fromus which will have the potential to significantly impact
the quality and character of the local landscape. The loss of the woodland associated with both of
the bridge options would open up views towards the converter station site and increase the focus
of receptors using the PROW network and road users of the B1121 towards it. The impacts on all
those who live, work and visit the town, including the receptors using the PROW network will be
significant and permanent.

Despite raising concerns about the need for visualisations of the converter station and bridge at
earlier rounds of consultation, SPS remains unsatisfied by the ongoing lack of detailed visual
information of the proposed structures. All stakeholders should reasonably expect to be provided
with transparent and reliable information illustrating the impact of the proposals upon the
landscape and receptors, together with the effectiveness of proposed mitigation. It is unsatisfactory
that this information remains limited and this undermines the confidence that stakeholders and
the local community have in the transparency of the Developer.

Any permanent structure across this highly sensitive landscape must be of the highest design
standards. The design principles which have been jointly developed with the Suffolk Design
Review Panel forms part of the DCO application. However, they are not sufficient to give
confidence that the quality of any proposed design of the river crossing or converter station will be



of an exemplary standard, capable of making a positive contribution to the landscape. This lack of
detail is a fundamental weakness of the applications, and undermines the legitimacy of the public
engagement process.

The proposed mitigation of landscape planting is unlikely to be fully effective given the reductions
in the Order Limits from the earlier round of consultation. This will preclude effective landscape
and visual mitigation along the B1119 and to the north of the converter station. The SPS considers
that the Order Limits should be increased as per earlier proposals to permit effective landscape
buffers and to accommodate diversions of rights of way.

3. Cumulative Impacts:

The Sea Link proposals will have potentially alarming cumulative impacts when in combination
with the likely impacts of other NSIP projects in the area including: Sizewell C, East Anglia 1(N)
and East Anglia (2) windfarms, and Lion Link Interconnector, (also expected to share a site with
Sea Link at Saxmundham). This part of the county has a rich natural and built environment, and
consequently has a strong tourism industry. Together, the impacts of these energy NSIP projects
have the potential to destroy the historic landscape character of this part of the East Suffolk which
underpins so much of the local economy.

The SPS is concerned that the cumulative impacts have yet to be fully understood or effectively
mitigated and calls for the impacts of the sequential delivery of these schemes to be clearly
articulated. There is a real risk that mitigation which has been put in place for the underground
cables of the SPR schemes may be destroyed by subsequent schemes. This lack of co-ordination is a
real threat, and not until these impacts are honestly quantified, can effective phasing, mitigation
and compensation be secured. It is essential that Sea Link and Lion Link should be synchronised
as far as possible, and cable runs should be developed simultaneously to minimise disruption on
local communities.

4. Conclusion:

Sea Link is a highly damaging proposal that will destroy natural landscapes and cause heritage
harm to the setting of nationally designated heritage assets and the character of the local
landscape. The scale and permanence of the proposals is incapable of effective mitigation and, in
combination with other NSIP projects in the locality, has the potential to overwhelm the natural
and built environment, as well as those that live, work and visit the area. For the reasons set out
above, SPS strongly objects to the proposals and calls for an alternative offshore solution.

Yours sincerely

Robert Townshend
Chairman



