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Sent: Sunday, June 6, 2021, 04:54:26 PM GMT+1
Subject: Objection to construction of Sizewell C Nuclear Reactor

Dear Sirs

I wish to  register my objection to  the planning application relating to the granting of permission for Sizewell C
nuclear reactor and urge that even at this late stage, the planning inspectorate turns it down.

I was brought up and spent much of my early life in Suffolk and continue to visit family members in
Woodbridge and Ipswich. 
I am very worried about the negative impact this construction will have on the aptly named Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty. There are many  reasons why this huge and expensive white elephant should
not be allowed to be built. However, I will focus my comments on just one aspect of the application - WATER.

*Is Anglian Water in a position to supply the vast amounts of water that will be required both during
construction and during the lifetime of the reactor? EDF has said it is not financially viable to construct and
operate a desalination plant and will therefore rely on mains water. 

*Suffolk is in the driest part of the UK with low rainfall; 71% of the UK average according to the Anglian Water
Drought Plan 2019.
It is estimated that 1,600m3 of water per day will be required. Even the Stage 3 consultation makes no
mention of the source of so much potable water. 

*This is a predominantly agricultural region, producing large quantities of wheat, potatoes and sugar beet. For
years farmers have been forced to irrigate their fields because of low rainfall.  Climate change projections
show that this region is expected to experience lower summer rainfall and increased evaporation, leading to
lower groundwater recharge in the future.

*In addition, this is one of the fastest growing regions in the UK with the numbers of new homes being
built rising fast. The government has told Suffolk Coast District Council that it needs to build nearly
19,000 new homes in the next 15 years, all requiring drainage and mains drinking water. The
Environment Agency has designated this as an area of serious water stress and opportunities for new
water resources are limited, but I understand that the water needs of the nuclear reactor would
supersede those of inhabitants, businesses and agriculture. It is estimated that the plant will draw
1.200 litres A SECOND to cool the reactors which will also damage the sea bed and jill tons of fish.

*Predicted rises in sea levels in the coming century of up to one metre could threaten the reactor as it is
situated right on the coast.  In addition, the offshore banks are always moving and even though EDF say their
modelling predicts that their proposed sea defences would protect the site, future storm surges could
completely change the shape of the coast. These sea defences might also interfere with the natural
movement of shingle and impact other coastal resorts such as Aldeburgh and Orford.

*Another danger is that if water levels drop because of extraction, the draw-down of water from Minsmere,
RSPB’s flagship nature reserve, will severely impact this unique and diverse and fragile habitat.

*I understand that the project will need so much concrete that there will have to be a factory to
produce it on site. Taking in all the stages of production, concrete is said to be responsible for up to
8% of the world's CO2 emissions, just behind coal, oil and gas, so it will have a negative impact upon
the very environment that nuclear energy is supposed to protect. Moreover the manufacture of
concrete is a very thirsty process, once again calling on large amounts of water that this area does
not have.
The World Business Council for Sustainable Development Cement Sustainability Initiative has noted
"Companies have to first understand the site water flows and then manage the quantities of water



withdrawn, as well as the quality of water released, with particular attention in water-stressed
areas...individual facilities and activities can have implications for other water users in the area.'

I could go on and I am sure other worried people will have covered issues such as cost, transport,
land degradation, pollution, harm to the tourist industry and damage to the wildlife. By the time this
project is up and running the whole nuclear technology will be out of date and a complete waste of
billions of pounds. The carrot that there will be jobs for local people is not enough to offset the
catastrophic damage that this project will cause to a beautiful but fragile part of the England
coungtryside.

IT IS NOT TOO LATE TO SAY NO! 
PLEASE LISTEN TO THE PEOPLE WHO KNOW AND LOVE SUFFOLK AND UNDERSTAND THAT
THEY DO NOT WANT THIS PROJECT ON THEIR LAND. 
THESE MASSIVE INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS ALWAYS COST FAR MORE THAN INITIALLY
ESTIMATED AND ARE NEVER COMPLETED ON TIME - CROSSRAIL, ANYONE? AT A TIME
WHEN THE GOVERNMENT HAS SO MUCH ELSE TO PAY FOR AS WE RECOVER FROM THE
COVID CRISIS, THEY SHOULD NOT BE POURING MONEY INTO THIS RIDICULOUS
ENDEAVOUR IN COMPLETELY THE WRONG PLACE,
BE BRAVE - PULL THE PLUG ON SIZEWELL C!!!

Yours in hope but not in expectation, because big business rules instead of common sense,
Catriona Donkin




