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This submission to the Stage 2 Pre-Application Consultation for Sizewell C is made on behalf of 

Suffolk Coastal Liberal Democrats. 

 

Question 1: What are your overall views on EDF Energy’s proposals to build a new nuclear power 

station, Sizewell C, and associated development? 

Suffolk Coastal Liberal Democrats (SCLD) will not comment on the need for a new nuclear power 

station at Sizewell in this submission. SCLD will only address the proposals made by EDF in its 

consultation document in case the Secretary of State grants consent for Sizewell C.  

The construction and operation of a new nuclear power station at Sizewell will impact the Suffolk 

Coastal area and its communities. The consultation document details EDF’s proposals and options to 

undertake the construction which are steered by a commitment aimed at “…limiting or mitigating 

any adverse effects of our proposals on local communities and the environment”. However, the 

consequence of the measures, irrespective of the various options, will be: 

 to bring thousands of workers to an area which is already experiencing pressures on housing and 

services. The accommodation strategy is based on housing 2,400 workers in temporary 

accommodation in 4-5 storey buildings in a rural setting and next to a town with a population of 

5,600 with limited facilities and services; and housing an additional 1,200 workers in local rental 

properties and tourist accommodation which will impact on housing supply and tourism 

 a very significant increase of HGV and bus traffic on single carriageway A and B roads which pass 

through villages  

 extensive development on an area of Outstanding Natural Beauty.  

The proposed development and operation of the site will therefore create extreme negative impacts 

on the local communities, local infrastructure, local services and on the environment. 

SCLD believe that EDF should instead make proposals that mitigate the construction impact and 

which leave a positive long-term economic and social legacy. This can be achieved by coordinating 

with local authorities and with national Government to allow the Project to complement local 

planning, development and transport plans and by aligning the infrastructure needs of the Project 

with the Government’s Industrial Strategy.     

SCLD will expand on the specifics of our views through our answers to the following questions. We 

recognise that there will be benefits as well as costs resulting from a project of this scale. This 

submission outlines a fair and proportionate approach which will deliver economic benefits whilst 

also minimising the Project’s potential negative impacts on communities and services, minimising 

damage to the natural environment and ensuring robust safety mechanisms. SCLD believe that this 

approach is not only appropriate but should also help win local support for the Project. 
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Question 2: What are your views on the potential environmental impacts and proposed mitigation at 

the main development site?  

The consultation document notes that EDF “….need to assess the likely significant effects of the 

Sizewell C Project on the environment and will therefore carry out an Environmental Impact 

Assessment (EIA).” SCLD are concerned that EDF have not already carried out an EIA as its absence 

makes it very difficult for interest parties to give informed and detailed comment.  

However, SCLD can state with confidence that the environmental impacts of building a new nuclear 

power station in an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB), abutting Sites of Special Scientific 

Interest (SSSI) and the nature Minsmere Reserve, and sited on the beautiful but receding Suffolk 

Heritage Coast can only be negative.  

EDF has proposed many design features to alleviate this impact, and SCLD welcome efforts designed 

to minimise impact on the landscape and biodiversity. However, even with measures to mitigate 

landscape and visual impacts, the proposals anticipate development on SSSI, a stockpile of spoil 

material reaching 35 m in height, 4-5 storey temporary accommodation buildings, significantly 

increased night time lighting levels, 10 years of constant construction noise and air quality impacts, 

coast and marine impacts, extensive flood defences and the loss of footpaths and bridleways.  

SCLD therefore believe that it is essential that the Project can in other ways leave a positive legacy. 

EDF can meet this objective by implementing the accommodation and transport schemes we 

propose in the following answers.  

 

Question 3: Main Development Site: New Access Road 

SCLD’s response to this question should be read in conjunction with our comments on the need for a 

relief road instead of the use of the B1122 for road traffic access (Question 7). However, in either 

scenario, access to the site will be necessary and the only possible variation between the proposed 

B1122 option and SCLD’s preferred relief road option is the location of the access road.  

In order to gain a view on the impact of the access road generally, SCLD have sought the advice of 

organisations closely associated with the affected area to ascertain which of the 4 access road 

options present the least damage to the flora and fauna. While all the organisations said that EDF 

have not provided enough information to make a fully informed decision, it is clear that the “bridge” 

options at least allow natural spread and movement of flora and fauna which the causeway option 

would severely prohibit. With that in mind, Option 3 (Three Span Bridges) looks to create the least 

impact and so is the least bad option.  

Paragraph 7.4.77 of the consultation document suggests that options 1 and 4 could be adapted 

further at a later date to enhance flood protection. SCLD do not believe that this should be a 

consideration as the independent flood defences must be sufficiently robust to withstand any flood 

risk. Using options 1 and 4 access roads as flood defences suggest a willingness to allow the site to 

develop into an “island” in the event of flood and rising sea levels. If this is considered a real 

possibility, then the overall validity of the site for a new power station must be in question. 
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Question 4: Main Development Site: Managing Construction Materials 

The considerations given in the consultation document to help interested parties offer a view of the 

location of the borrow pits are limited to AONB impacts and visual impact. As all of the options are 

either on or abut the AONB , SCLD believe that Option 3 (fields 3 and 4) seems to be the least bad 

option as both are farthest way from Eastbridge and Theberton and so will presumably present the 

least negative air quality, machinery noise and visual impact for the villagers. Of greater concern is 

the proposed 20-35m spoil heap which will dwarf the temporary accommodation units which 

themselves will be completely out of keeping with the surrounding landscape (please see Question 5 

and 6).  

 

Questions 5: Accommodation - Overall strategy  

SCLD do not support the development of a campus to house 2,400 workers, and are concerned 

about the impact on the local housing and tourist accommodation markets of an additional 1,200 

workers being housed in accommodation which would otherwise be used by locals and visitors 

contributing to the tourist economy.  

While housing 2,400 workers on a campus may reduce overall reduce traffic flows it will generate a 

wide range of other impacts detrimental to the local communities:  

 it is completely unrealistic to think that the 2,400 workers (possibly some with families) will all 

confine themselves to the campus and its facilities all of the time. They will want to use local 

facilities and this can only mean extreme pressures on the local - and Leiston in particular-  

roads, services (healthcare, policing, schools) and facilities (shops, pubs, restaurants and sport 

centre). Businesses will always welcome increased trade – but adding 2,400+ people to Leiston’s 

population of 5,600 without investment in the town’s services and facilities will result in 

significant negative impacts on the community and their quality of life  

 1,200 workers living in caravans, privately rented and tourist accommodation will put pressures 

on the local housing market and reduce available accommodation for tourists. The impact will be 

increased rental values and fewer tourists. Both of these effects will impact negatively on the 

local economy.   

SCLD believe that EDF should rethink its accommodation strategy: it should cooperate with Suffolk 

Coastal and Waveney District Councils, the County Council and national Government to help reverse 

the historic underinvestment in local housing. It should in particular address the lack of affordable 

housing in the towns and villages, and should complement the Suffolk Coastal District Council’s 

recent decision on development and utilise the Government’s £2.3 billion Housing Infrastructure 

Fund.  An even distribution of workers in communities across the area will avoid the impact of the 

increase in population being borne by one town and its community, and would contribute to the 

proportionate and structured growth of Suffolk Coastal communities. The output should be new 

housing for the workers, designed as a component of local development plans and which will 

provide a positive housing legacy.  
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Questions 6: Accommodation – Campus Layout  

Further to the comments above, SCLD believe that all of the proposed campus options are far too 

large because of the pressures that an additional 2,400 inhabitants will place on Leiston and its 

services and facilities. SCLD therefore reject each of the options. SCLD are not opposed to a campus 

proposal, but it must be much smaller in scale. This would also reduce the environmental impact of 

the campus.   

  

Question 7: Transport - Overall Strategy 

SCLD welcome the objective to reduce the impact of the build by using sea and rail as well as road 

transport to manage freight movements.  However, even with the distribution across three modes, 

the impact of the road traffic on the local communities and infrastructure is totally disproportionate 

to any economic benefit the community may realise from the construction and operation of the site: 

 the A12 meanders through 5 villages between Wickham Market and the junction with the 

B1122. Proposals for the A12 to bypass 4 of these villages have been ongoing for decades 

because the weight of traffic through the communities is already far too high and grows year on 

year. The consultation document suggests increases in HGV and bus traffic on the A12 of up to 

100-114% 

 the consultation document suggests an increase in HGV and bus traffic of up to a 542% on the 

B1122 through Theberton, and an increase in HGV and bus traffic of up to a 722% on the B1122 

through Yoxford 

 paragraph 6.3.29 of the consultation document states that car travel by campus workers is 

factored into the traffic flow modelling. However, it is difficult to see how the modelling 

accounts for non-work movements of the expected 1,500 cars (for the 2,400 campus residents) 

as the overall projected traffic figures around Leiston would be expected to be much higher if 

this traffic had been included 

 local villages already experience high peak time traffic, much of which is a consequence of 

Sizewell B traffic. Community Speed Watch teams have had to be established in an attempt to 

reduce the numbers of drivers speeding through the communities in the morning and evening 

peak time traffic. Speed monitoring statistics indicate that even with these community actions, 

speeding remains a very real concern. Increased traffic as a result of the home-based workers 

who are not required to use the park and ride service will exacerbate this existing concern 

 the B1122 is not appropriate as an evacuation route for both Sizewell B and Sizewell C. 

Sections of the East Suffolk train line are single-track. Running freight trains alongside the current 

passenger services will place undue pressures on the infrastructure and scheduling. Slight delays of 

any of the services will impact on the passenger service.  

SCLD believe that EDF needs to acknowledge that the mitigating measures proposed to manage the 

impact of the freight and passenger transport for the construction of the site are wholly inadequate. 

They go no way toward addressing the infrastructure, safety and environmental impacts of the 

increased traffic on the communities impacted. SCLD believe that EDF should work with the County 

Council, with national Government and with Network Rail to deliver a transport infrastructure 

appropriate to the scale and weight of traffic which will result from the construction of the site. This 

should include: 
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 a 4-village bypass as detailed by the AECOM study1 

 a new relief road as detailed by the D2/B1122 AECOM study2. This would link the 4 village bypass 

on the A12 to the site and so avoid the use of the B1122. It would also provide an appropriate 

evacuation route from Sizewell B and Sizewell C 

 doubling the rail track on the East Suffolk Line between Westerfield and Saxmundham, and 

making infrastructure improvements along the line so that the impact on the communities of the 

projected 10 daily freight rail movements are minimised. Of greatest concern are safety and 

delays at level crossings and noise. 

These actions would ensure an appropriate transport system for the construction of the site and a 

positive transport legacy for region.   

   

Question 8: Transport – Rail 

SCLD believe that Option 1 is the least bad option as it would not require additional HGV traffic. 

Additionally, EDF must work with Network Rail to: 

 convert the single-line track to double-track between Westerfield and Saxmundham. This will 

allow scheduling ensuring that the freight transport does not impact on passenger services and 

will provide a positive legacy for the East Suffolk Line and its users   

 review the safety of level crossings along the route taking into account the increased road traffic 

volume that will result from both Sizewell commuting and planned future housing development 

in the area 

 ensure a balance between the use of night trains and day trains to transport materials to 

Sizewell to avoid traffic congestion at the level crossings (particularly at peak-time) and to 

minimise night-time noise disruption to residents along the line.  

  

Question 9: Transport: Sea 

SCLD support the construction of a wide jetty – Option 1 - to ensure maximum possible use of sea 

transport.  

SCLD welcome the possibility to use sea transport for the materials for the construction to lessen the 

need for road and rail transport. However: 

 the development must be designed to minimise any impacts on the coastline and on the marine 

and coast habitats  

 EDF  must provide more information about the proposed (permanent) beach landing facility to 

allow interested parties to assess its impact 

 the draft of vessels berthing at the jetty must be kept to a minimum to reduce the need for 

dredging given the instability of the coastline. 

 

                                                 
1 

A12 Four Villages Study – October 2014 
2
  Sizewell C, Route D2 and B1122 Study – December 2014 
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Question 10: Transport: Park and Ride 

SCLD support the use of 2 park and ride facilities as a means to reduce traffic volumes. The park and 

ride schemes remain valid with the development of the D2 relief road (see Questions 11 and 12) as 

their use will reduce traffic flows on the relief road and will prevent the need for a large parking 

facility at the site.  

However, further work is necessary on both to minimise their impact on the proposed sites: 

Southern Park and Ride 

Studies by the local community has shown that: the link to Wickham Market via the road/footway 

for pedestrians and cyclists using the park and ride site is very poor; the entry junction to the car 

park should be redesigned to enhance safety, access and environmental impact, in particular to 

avoid the loss of historic habitat including the Whin Belt woodland; the boundaries must be 

enhanced with pre-planted wide belts of hedges, thickets and trees whilst avoiding impact to the 

Beggars Barn Woodland; the boundary work must be in conjunction with sensitive security and 

lighting design; and more detail in needed on the buildings  planned. The site must be returned to its 

former environmental habitat on completion of the Project.  

Northern Park and Ride 

The plans must include: measures to mitigate traffic congestion on the A12, in particular with regard 

to the safety of the Darsham level-crossing; measures to sensitively enhance the boundaries using 

trees and hedging to mitigate impacts on the surrounding housing; and must include more detail of 

the buildings planned.  

The northern park and ride does allow the positive legacy of increased parking facility for the 

Darsham station. During the course of the build, EDF must assess future parking needs for the 

Darsham station and then convert the park and ride site to an appropriately sized car park whilst 

returning the remainder of the land to its former environmental habitat.  

  

Questions 11 and 12: Roads improvements - A12 and Yoxford/B1122 

Further to the comments above, SCLD do not support any of the A12 and B1122 road improvement 

Options presented in the consultation document. None are sufficient to mitigate the increased 

traffic flows and the infrastructure, safety and environmental impacts on the residents of the villages 

which the A12 and B1122 travel through.  

The 4 village bypass, the D2 relief road and the Middleton and Theberton bypasses outlined in the 

AECOM studies all allow EDF, local authorities and national Government to use the Project to leave a 

positive transport legacy on the region which will avoid the infrastructure, safety and environmental 

impacts for the local community and will provide wider economic benefits for the region3. 

Accordingly, SCLD support the construction of a new 4 village bypass on the A12 and a new 4.5 mile 

D2 relief road from the A12 bypass to the site. SCLD supports the D2 relief road above the Middleton 

and Theberton bypass options because the bypass options would not mitigate the impacts of the 

significant HGV traffic through Yoxford, would still require extensive development of the A12/B1122 

                                                 
3
 Mott MacDonald Report for Suffolk Coastal and Waveney District Councils: A12 Suffolk – Wider economic benefits 

assessment – December 2014 
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junction and would provide little or no reduction in congestion, accident risk, noise, vibration, 

property damage and air pollution for the villages. 

In the event that a new junction is built at the A12/B1122 intersection in Yoxford, the roundabout is 

the preferred option as it will allow for the least interruption to traffic flows.   

  

Question 13: People and Economy 

SCLD recognise that the construction and operation of a new nuclear power station at Sizewell will 

create jobs and deliver investment in the area. To ensure a positive social and economic legacy, EDF 

must also invest in the educational and skills’ development of the next generation through proactive 

programmes in local schools and colleges.  

SCLD welcomes actions which benefit the local economy. However, it is also important to ensure 

that the benefits outweigh any costs to the community as a consequence of the Project. Within that 

assessment must be measured any negative impact the Project will have on communities and 

infrastructure, on local services (healthcare, policing, schools), on the housing market, on the 

environment and on the tourist industry which is a mainstay of the local economy.  

In this submission SCLD has shown how EDF can ensure that the Project does not have a 

disproportionately large negative impact on the quality of life of the people of the Suffolk Coastal 

area - SCLD’s proposals for the Project to leave a positive legacy on the area would go some way to 

ensuring an overall benefit from the Project.  

 

Question 14: Consultation process 

SCLD do recognise that this is an extensive consultation process. However: 

 the consultation period has been too short to allow a thorough assessment of the proposals 

 there are too many instances where the information provided has not been sufficient to allow 

informed comment 

 it is extraordinary that necessary research has still not been carried out on core concerns – 

notable is the absence of an Environmental Impact Assessment 

 in too many of the cases the questions asked are peripheral to the core concern which has not 

been addressed – notable are the limited road transport options 

 the presentation of the maps is in many cases not clear making reading and interpretation 

harder than necessary.  

 

February 2017 

JON NEAL 

Chair, Suffolk Coastal Liberal Democrats  

235 Main Road Kesgrave, Ipswich  IP5 2PL 

contact@suffolkcoastal-libdems.org.uk 


