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PINS Ref:  EA1N - EN010077 and EA2 - EN010078
My Ref ID No 20024947 and 20024988
from Bridget Chadwick, The Studio, The Common, Leiston IP16 4UL

Attached is my Written Representation plus documents referred to.  I have also sent by
post two books referred to that were written and illustrated about this affected area in
1949 and 1982 which contain relevant information, together with hard copies of all the
attached.

I am also reiterating here my request for additional site inspection(s) that some local
people can attend in order to show you the diverse habitat and areas of ecological concern
mentioned, which we have been prevented from taking part in due to the coronavirus
pandemic limiting numbers of people.

Bridget Chadwick

mailto:EastAngliaTwo@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Planning Inspectorate Ref: EA1N – EN010077 and EA2 – EN010078
Written representation to Open Floor Hearing 22nd January 2021

My name is Bridget Chadwick, reference numbers 20024947 and 20024988

I am disappointed to hear that site inspections are no longer able to include interested parties unless they are landowners.  So, local people and businesses who know the area best, and have most to lose, again have no means of pointing out to the Inspectors all the environmental treasures that we know to be at risk from these potential projects.  Have you ever encountered an adder sunning itself in a hedge or a slow worm on a path?  Have you ever listened to a nightingale singing on a summer’s night, or seen glow-worms in the dark?  I hadn’t until I started coming here 20+ years ago, living here 17 years, and I was always a lover of nature and the outdoors.  Not that you are likely to see adders or glow-worms or hear nightingales this time of year, but we could have shown you the beautiful heathland where they are found, and where bats fly and nightjars call in the dark, owls hunt, & birds sing all day – the rare and fragile Suffolk Sandlings are home to so much.  But I’ll come back to the site visits later…

Like many other local people, I’m angry to read that East Suffolk Council is suddenly adopting a more neutral position on SPR’s windfarm plans, leaving us and our wonderful AONB high and dry again.  Why this changed position?  Apparently, it’s due to SPR offering some mitigation and ‘Compensation’ which includes a £150,000 contribution for a tourism fund (that’s peanuts! – we heard yesterday about serious losses to our tourism).  And what other compensation I wonder?  Is the reality that we are being sold down the river in exchange for benefits elsewhere in the County?  As we know not one of the companies listed on the East Anglia ONE Local Supply Chain was located anywhere near the onshore complex related to that windfarm, we expect no benefit to this onshore area either.  And since we are no longer Suffolk Coastal District Council but now a minority in the larger East Suffolk Council which includes Waveney, which has all the job benefits and none of the disadvantages, is the AONB just being sacrificed in horse-trading?  Lately I’ve also been shocked to hear about our local councillors being told to shut up with their objections, and of bullying by a misogynistic cabal of other council members.  If those with vested interests are able to overrule local representatives then we are now disenfranchised?  And our AONB is just collateral damage?  If this industrialisation goes ahead it will be looked back on as a tragedy for the whole County to have lost it’s crown jewels.

These issues are a problem not only in Suffolk, but also in the whole country because it is common to see less developed areas with less population as soft targets for unwelcome development, ugly infrastructure or polluting problems (as we keep hearing about the Lake District being targeted in the endless quest to find a deep geological depositary for spent nuclear fuel).  And yet less population is usually less damaging to the environment, better for wildlife, more peaceful and with space for leisure activities, good for health and wellbeing and consequently good for tourism and beneficial for the country as a whole.

So, to return to the subject of site inspections:  I don’t understand why these are being done now?  I don’t understand why they were not conducted at the very beginning, at the first suggestion of making landfall in the AONB and Heritage Coast and building infrastructure on greenfield sites, why it was not an immediate consideration to visit and ask two essential questions:  1) Is this location really a good one? and 2) if not, why is it considered necessary?  

The first, Is this location really a good one?  What kind of impact will this have on this specially designated landscape and eroding coastline?  Surely investigating those questions should have been asked back in 2018, or whenever it was first mooted, rather than 2-1/2 years later after presumably spending millions on reports and procedures and hearings and presentations by SPR and thousands of letters to 3, now 4, different Secretaries of State for BEIS.  This is important BECAUSE, whilst we appreciate the impartiality of the examining panel, we do seriously suspect that this decision has already been made by BEIS and consent will be granted whether it is the right location for industrial development or not!  In other words that these site visits are all just about mitigation, when we know that the best mitigation can only be a sticking plaster on gaping wounds to a rare and fragile environment, the Suffolk Sandlings, and to a lovely rural village and its inhabitants.  And you may never know exactly where the nightingales sing and nest, or where the deer roam and the badgers and foxes have their dens, and the reptiles bask in the sun, as we do.[footnoteRef:1]   [1:    You indicated after my presentation on 22nd January that another site visit could be requested, which I am now doing please.  Another contributor, Paul Chandler of Save Our Sandlings, has already provided you with maps indicating where in the landscape much of the wildlife is to be found.] 


The Government’s own Review on The Economics of Diversity produced this very week, on 2nd February 2021, says:  “Our economies, livelihoods and well-being all depend on our most precious asset: Nature” and “Our unsustainable engagement with Nature is endangering the prosperity of current and future generations.  Biodiversity is declining faster than at any time in human history.”[footnoteRef:2]  This Dasgupta Review was commissioned to address the need to rebalance economic analyses to take into account nature’s goods and services and the depreciation of those assets, because market prices are not reflecting the real cost to the common good.  And that is exactly what is happening in this situation where a private company, National Grid, is being given responsibility for providing a connection to the grid for windfarms WITHOUT this cost to the environment and ‘the common good’ being taken into account  [2:    https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/957629/Dasgupta_Review_-_Headline_Messages.pdf] 


So what are we to conclude, us local “Interested Parties”?  That all the love and passion which has led generations to try and protect this treasured landscape[footnoteRef:3], the decades of local conservation groups improving the heathland environment[footnoteRef:4], can be destroyed in an instant because the government BEIS Department’s policies are blind to the Environment Department’s objectives?  That there is a complete inter-departmental disconnect?  That the years of restoration and investment were a complete waste?  I attach the Final Report 1998-2003 of the Tomorrow’s Heathland Heritage project, “a £26 million, 10-year, programme managed by English Nature for the Heritage Lottery Fund.  It [was] helping to restore and recreate lowland heathland in local communities around the United Kingdom.  With 25 separate projects and over 140 partner organisations, the programme [was] making a substantial contribution to the delivery of the Government’s Biodiversity Action Plan targets for this rare and beautiful habitat.”  And here in Suffolk, in July 2002 the creation of The Sandlings Walk was celebrated “when 400 people from local community groups took part in a two-week relay of walks along its 60-mile length”. [3:    I attach Minutes of 2 different conservation groups formed in Leiston, and associated articles, showing their attempt to BUY the Sizewell Hall Estate from Mr Glen Ogilvy in 1992 – which was thwarted at the last minute, after obtaining a mortgage to cover the remainder of the agreed £1,000,000 purchase price, by being out-bid by Nuclear Electric (precursor to British Energy) as a strategic acquisition.  This matter is still the cause of heartbreak and resentment as it also resulted in a large debt of £10,000 in legal and land-agent fees incurred in the purchase preparations, no small sum for local people in 1992.
     I am also sending in the post 2 books, one written by my mother-in-law Lee Chadwick, In Search of Heathland, and the other is one of the classic King Penguin series of books produced in the 1940’s and 50’s – British Reptiles and Amphibia which was illustrated by my father-in-law Paxton Chadwick in 1949 – please also note the classic cover design!  All the paintings reproduced in it (we could show you the fabulous originals on a site visit!) were of creatures, many of them now rare or threatened, found in this fragile landscape.]  [4:    I attach (and also send a hard copy of) the Final Report of The Sandlings Project, part of Tomorrow’s Heathland Heritage, managed by Suffolk Wildlife Trust which cost £706,548 over five years from 1998 – 2003, and the project’s map 8 of the Sandlings Walk from Friston to Sizewell.] 


And now, added to these decades are the days, months and years we’ve spent reading papers, writing letters and going to meetings, the sleepless nights, the depression, the ruination of our daily lives and our health, both physical and mental – it’s not a paid job as it is for you – and older people who are saying “I hope I won’t still be around when all this happens”, that’s some kind of a wish!  After all this, are we to be left believing this examination is only a tick-box exercise because you cannot conclude this is a totally unsuitable location for development, because initial visits could never address that essential question at the outset?  Or is it worse than that?  That despite knowing the location was not a good one, the 2nd question, ‘Why is this considered necessary?’, was never asked.  Of course we support the need for wind energy but with so many windfarms coming ashore they need a properly coordinated means of connection to the national grid.  Abdicating responsibility for creating this, ignoring the fact that National Grid, a private company that does not want to spend money on a installing a true National Grid, a central hub, or have the remit to do so, has made this whole consultation exercise a farce of impossible mitigation.  I question whether we are not all just made to participate in a cruel charade when the outcome is already decided?
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Planning Inspectorate Ref: EA1N – EN010077 and EA2 – EN010078 
Written representation to Open Floor Hearing 22nd January 2021 

My name is Bridget Chadwick, reference numbers 20024947 and 20024988 

I am disappointed to hear that site inspections are no longer able to include 
interested parties unless they are landowners.  So, local people and businesses 
who know the area best, and have most to lose, again have no means of 
pointing out to the Inspectors all the environmental treasures that we know to 
be at risk from these potential projects.  Have you ever encountered an adder 
sunning itself in a hedge or a slow worm on a path?  Have you ever listened to 
a nightingale singing on a summer’s night, or seen glow-worms in the dark?  I 
hadn’t until I started coming here 20+ years ago, living here 17 years, and I was 
always a lover of nature and the outdoors.  Not that you are likely to see 
adders or glow-worms or hear nightingales this time of year, but we could have 
shown you the beautiful heathland where they are found, and where bats fly 
and nightjars call in the dark, owls hunt, & birds sing all day – the rare and 
fragile Suffolk Sandlings are home to so much.  But I’ll come back to the site 
visits later… 

Like many other local people, I’m angry to read that East Suffolk Council is 
suddenly adopting a more neutral position on SPR’s windfarm plans, leaving us 
and our wonderful AONB high and dry again.  Why this changed position?  
Apparently, it’s due to SPR offering some mitigation and ‘Compensation’ which 
includes a £150,000 contribution for a tourism fund (that’s peanuts! – we 
heard yesterday about serious losses to our tourism).  And what other 
compensation I wonder?  Is the reality that we are being sold down the river in 
exchange for benefits elsewhere in the County?  As we know not one of the 
companies listed on the East Anglia ONE Local Supply Chain was located 
anywhere near the onshore complex related to that windfarm, we expect no 
benefit to this onshore area either.  And since we are no longer Suffolk Coastal 
District Council but now a minority in the larger East Suffolk Council which 
includes Waveney, which has all the job benefits and none of the 
disadvantages, is the AONB just being sacrificed in horse-trading?  Lately I’ve 
also been shocked to hear about our local councillors being told to shut up 
with their objections, and of bullying by a misogynistic cabal of other council 
members.  If those with vested interests are able to overrule local 
representatives then we are now disenfranchised?  And our AONB is just 
collateral damage?  If this industrialisation goes ahead it will be looked back on 
as a tragedy for the whole County to have lost it’s crown jewels. 



These issues are a problem not only in Suffolk, but also in the whole country 
because it is common to see less developed areas with less population as soft 
targets for unwelcome development, ugly infrastructure or polluting problems 
(as we keep hearing about the Lake District being targeted in the endless quest 
to find a deep geological depositary for spent nuclear fuel).  And yet less 
population is usually less damaging to the environment, better for wildlife, 
more peaceful and with space for leisure activities, good for health and 
wellbeing and consequently good for tourism and beneficial for the country as 
a whole. 

So, to return to the subject of site inspections:  I don’t understand why these 
are being done now?  I don’t understand why they were not conducted at the 
very beginning, at the first suggestion of making landfall in the AONB and 
Heritage Coast and building infrastructure on greenfield sites, why it was not 
an immediate consideration to visit and ask two essential questions:  1) Is this 
location really a good one? and 2) if not, why is it considered necessary?   

The first, Is this location really a good one?  What kind of impact will this have 
on this specially designated landscape and eroding coastline?  Surely 
investigating those questions should have been asked back in 2018, or 
whenever it was first mooted, rather than 2-1/2 years later after presumably 
spending millions on reports and procedures and hearings and presentations 
by SPR and thousands of letters to 3, now 4, different Secretaries of State for 
BEIS.  This is important BECAUSE, whilst we appreciate the impartiality of the 
examining panel, we do seriously suspect that this decision has already been 
made by BEIS and consent will be granted whether it is the right location for 
industrial development or not!  In other words that these site visits are all just 
about mitigation, when we know that the best mitigation can only be a sticking 
plaster on gaping wounds to a rare and fragile environment, the Suffolk 
Sandlings, and to a lovely rural village and its inhabitants.  And you may never 
know exactly where the nightingales sing and nest, or where the deer roam 
and the badgers and foxes have their dens, and the reptiles bask in the sun, as 
we do.1   

 
1   You indicated after my presentation on 22nd January that another site visit could be requested, which I am 
now doing please.  Another contributor, Paul Chandler of Save Our Sandlings, has already provided you with 
maps indicating where in the landscape much of the wildlife is to be found. 



The Government’s own Review on The Economics of Diversity produced this 
very week, on 2nd February 2021, says:  “Our economies, livelihoods and well-
being all depend on our most precious asset: Nature” and “Our unsustainable 
engagement with Nature is endangering the prosperity of current and future 
generations.  Biodiversity is declining faster than at any time in human 
history.”2  This Dasgupta Review was commissioned to address the need to 
rebalance economic analyses to take into account nature’s goods and services 
and the depreciation of those assets, because market prices are not reflecting 
the real cost to the common good.  And that is exactly what is happening in 
this situation where a private company, National Grid, is being given 
responsibility for providing a connection to the grid for windfarms WITHOUT 
this cost to the environment and ‘the common good’ being taken into account  

So what are we to conclude, us local “Interested Parties”?  That all the love and 
passion which has led generations to try and protect this treasured landscape3, 
the decades of local conservation groups improving the heathland 
environment4, can be destroyed in an instant because the government BEIS 
Department’s policies are blind to the Environment Department’s objectives?  
That there is a complete inter-departmental disconnect?  That the years of 
restoration and investment were a complete waste?  I attach the Final Report 
1998-2003 of the Tomorrow’s Heathland Heritage project, “a £26 million, 10-
year, programme managed by English Nature for the Heritage Lottery Fund.  It 
[was] helping to restore and re-create lowland heathland in local communities 
around the United Kingdom.  With 25 separate projects and over 140 partner 
organisations, the programme [was] making a substantial contribution to the 
delivery of the Government’s Biodiversity Action Plan targets for this rare and 
beautiful habitat.”  And here in Suffolk, in July 2002 the creation of The 

 
2   https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/95762
9/Dasgupta_Review_-_Headline_Messages.pdf 
3   I attach Minutes of 2 different conservation groups formed in Leiston, and associated articles, showing their 
attempt to BUY the Sizewell Hall Estate from Mr Glen Ogilvy in 1992 – which was thwarted at the last minute, 
after obtaining a mortgage to cover the remainder of the agreed £1,000,000 purchase price, by being out-bid 
by Nuclear Electric (precursor to British Energy) as a strategic acquisition.  This matter is still the cause of 
heartbreak and resentment as it also resulted in a large debt of £10,000 in legal and land-agent fees incurred 
in the purchase preparations, no small sum for local people in 1992. 
     I am also sending in the post 2 books, one written by my mother-in-law Lee Chadwick, In Search of 
Heathland, and the other is one of the classic King Penguin series of books produced in the 1940’s and 50’s – 
British Reptiles and Amphibia which was illustrated by my father-in-law Paxton Chadwick in 1949 – please also 
note the classic cover design!  All the paintings reproduced in it (we could show you the fabulous originals on a 
site visit!) were of creatures, many of them now rare or threatened, found in this fragile landscape. 
4   I attach (and also send a hard copy of) the Final Report of The Sandlings Project, part of Tomorrow’s 
Heathland Heritage, managed by Suffolk Wildlife Trust which cost £706,548 over five years from 1998 – 2003, 
and the project’s map 8 of the Sandlings Walk from Friston to Sizewell. 



Sandlings Walk was celebrated “when 400 people from local community 
groups took part in a two-week relay of walks along its 60-mile length”. 

And now, added to these decades are the days, months and years we’ve spent 
reading papers, writing letters and going to meetings, the sleepless nights, the 
depression, the ruination of our daily lives and our health, both physical and 
mental – it’s not a paid job as it is for you – and older people who are saying “I 
hope I won’t still be around when all this happens”, that’s some kind of a wish!  
After all this, are we to be left believing this examination is only a tick-box 
exercise because you cannot conclude this is a totally unsuitable location for 
development, because initial visits could never address that essential question 
at the outset?  Or is it worse than that?  That despite knowing the location was 
not a good one, the 2nd question, ‘Why is this considered necessary?’, was 
never asked.  Of course we support the need for wind energy but with so 
many windfarms coming ashore they need a properly coordinated means of 
connection to the national grid.  Abdicating responsibility for creating this, 
ignoring the fact that National Grid, a private company that does not want to 
spend money on a installing a true National Grid, a central hub, or have the 
remit to do so, has made this whole consultation exercise a farce of impossible 
mitigation.  I question whether we are not all just made to participate in a 
cruel charade when the outcome is already decided? 
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