Farnham with Stratford St Andrew Parish Council
Response to EDF Stage 4 Pre-Application Consultation for
Sizewell C Nuclear Power Station

Introduction
Farnham and Stratford St. Andrew are two adjacent villages situated on and
around the A12 in East Suffolk, three miles from the market town of
Saxmundham. There are a total of 255 people and 127 properties on the
electoral register in the two villages. There is a small industrial estate in each of
the two villages, one of which includes a service station with a small shop.
Tourism-led businesses are also present, providing overnight accommodation.
Farnham has a number of Grade II listed buildings, some of which are on the
main A12. Stratford St. Andrew has a large community centre with a
playground and amenity land.
The A12 is an important strategic route serving the main tourist areas, from
Aldeburgh to Southwold, as well as the industrial and port areas of Lowestoft
and Great Yarmouth. It is the only major route from the south to the Sizewell
site.
Following detailed assessment, Suffolk Coastal District Council has indicated
there are higher than acceptable nitrogen dioxide levels in Stratford St.
Andrew caused by road traffic. The report states:
“Key contributors to NOx emissions are cars and HGVs. However, it is
important to note that although HGVs and buses only make up 6% of the
(current) traffic flow on the A12, their combined contribution to road
NOx concentrations is disproportionate at 53.5%.”
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Stage 3 submission
This response to EDF’s Stage 4 consultation supplements the parish council’s
submission to Stage 3 and in no way replaces the statements, requests and
recommendations made previously. A copy of our Stage 3 response can be
downloaded using the following link:
http://farnhamwithstratfordstandrew.onesuffolk.net/assets
/Uploads/Farnham-with-Stratford-PC-Stage-3-ConsultationResponse-FINAL4.pdf

Two-Village Bypass
EDF have made some minor adjustments to their Two-Village Bypass proposal
which are welcomed, where they have been in response to our Stage 3
submission.
We are nonetheless wholly dissatisfied with EDF’s intransigence in continuing to
single-mindedly pursue a bypass route to the west of Foxburrow Wood, to the
exclusion of a more easterly alignment which has the support of our residents,
this parish council, our neighbouring Benhall & Sternfield Parish Council, our
County Councillor and others.
Appendix A is a high-level drawing showing the alternative route previously
included in our Stage 3 response.
Now that EDF are aware that: 1) an alternative bypass alignment exists, 2) is
technically possible (as demonstrated by Highways Agency “Option 14”) and
3) is well supported (as evidenced in our Stage 3 submission and by the many
representations received since then), we call on them to treat this option with
the same seriousness as their own suggestion – a seriousness which they have
not yet demonstrated.
We maintain that the ‘greater good’ will be served by an eastern alignment,
particularly when the cost to human health and well-being is taken into
account – as it surely must be.
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Balanced comparison of the two options
In our Stage 3 submission we highlighted that should the bypass go to the west
of Foxburrow Wood (EDF’s suggested route) then:
•
•

•

19 residential properties (and three business properties) will see the A12
move closer to them,
14 of these residences will be adversely affected by the new road’s
proximity (including Grade II listed Farnham Manor and the five dwellings
which fall within its curtilage),
Five of them will be significantly affected.

Conversely, should the bypass go to the east of Foxburrow Wood (our
suggestion) then:
•
•

Only three properties will be adversely affected (two of which will
nonetheless be better off than with EDF’s proposal),
Of these, only a single dwelling will be significantly affected (a bungalow
in isolated countryside that is only occasionally occupied).

We also highlighted constructional and in-life benefits of an easterly route, as
well as beneficial implications for vehicular access to properties and
preservation of Public Rights of Way. None of these factors have been
acknowledged by EDF at Stage 4.
We strongly believe that our main issue – the routing of the proposed TwoVillage Bypass – has been ignored with no concrete reasons or evidence
provided to support EDF’s proposal in preference to ours.
Evidence that EDF are failing to give the same level of scrutiny to both options
is being clearly demonstrated in their words and actions. Archaeological
excavations are currently being undertaken exclusively along their preferred
route; with no sign of intent to do the same along the alternative alignment.
This implies that a decision has already been made about which route to
proceed with. In the absence of such information, how can balanced and
informed decisions be reached prior to a DCO application being made?
We are also very concerned that the Environmental Impact Assessment
Statement will not be available until after this stage of the public consultation
has concluded. This is entirely unacceptable and prevents us and others from
making meaningful and informed comparisons and judgements.
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Specific points of detail
In their latest documentation EDF states:
6.5.9. Taking into account the impacts on the environment and
nearby receptors, we do not consider the alternative route to
represent a better solution for achieving the objectives of the
bypass. By passing Foxburrow Wood on its east side, the alternative
alignment would pass through the ancient woodland between
Foxburrow Wood and Palant’s Grove to the east, which would be
permanently lost as a result. The alternative alignment would also
be closer to Walk Barn Farm than the current proposal is to any
neighbouring property.
Our response:
I.

II.

III.

If the primary objectives of the bypass are to eliminate the sharp corner
at Farnham and to avoid worsening the air quality for residents in
Stratford St. Andrew, then an eastern bypass alignment would in fact be
better than EDF’s current proposal – which simply moves the pollution
issue described in our Introduction from one group of our parishioners to
another.
EDF offer no evidence to support their claim that ancient woodland
actually exists to the east of Foxburrow Wood; instead relying on
inaccurate sources for this assertion. Even a cursory inspection of the
area between Foxburrow Wood and Palant’s Grove (through which an
eastern route would pass) shows that it is of poor structure and little
substance. Historical evidence (which we have previously provided and
which is repeated in Appendix D) shows that these two woods were
always separated with a north-south passage between them (at the
location suggested for our north-south routing) and Palant’s Grove only
came into existence at the end of the 18th Century (thereby failing the
400-year test for ‘ancient woodland’).
As acknowledged earlier, Walkbarn Farm Bungalow will indeed be close
to an eastern bypass alignment; but is the only property significantly
affected by this option.

We therefore conclude that there is no reason why the proposed bypass
cannot be routed to the east of Foxburrow Wood.
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Had this patch of ground been on the route of EDF’s preferred alignment, we
have no doubt that a means would have been found to justify or mitigate for
its loss – as has already been demonstrated by EDF elsewhere (for example
Coronation Wood, Sizewell) and by other major developers like HS2.
Appendix C shows photographs looking from Foxburrow Wood towards
Palant’s Grove showing sparse and scrubby nature of the area in-between.
EDF further states:
6.5.10. A particular benefit of the proposed alignment put forward
by EDF Energy is that it would be attractive to the road user, being
sufficiently short that it would not deter drivers from using it. Any
proposed bypass must offer road users a viable, alternative route
that would be quicker than travelling through the villages in order
to provide the relief sought to these local communities. The route
put forward by the Parish Council would be significantly longer and
is therefore less likely to encourage road users to bypass the current
A12 route through Stratford St. John (sic) and Farnham.
Our response:
I.

II.

We acknowledge that an eastern route would be approximately 400 m
longer than EDF’s proposed western alignment, but wholeheartedly
disagree that this is significant. At 50 mph, this would add only 18
seconds to a journey made along EDF’s proposed 2.4 km route and
therefore be highly unlikely to cause drivers to deviate from the signed
A12 and subject themselves to the complexities and uncertainties of
passing through our two villages. In their joint response to Stage 4, Suffolk
County Council (SCC) and East Suffolk District Council (ESDC) agree with
us on this matter.
Regardless of the above point, EDF have previously stated that they
would be using Number Plate Recognition to ensure their drivers use the
new road.

EDF goes on to say:
6.5.11. Our work has focused on detailed design issues to limit the
effects of the proposed alignment. In environmental terms, the
proposed route would avoid the Foxburrow Wood ancient
woodland and Stratford Plantation, which is part of Glemham Hall
Registered Park and Garden. It has also been routed as far away
from residential properties as possible, whilst still avoiding the
environmentally important woodland and gardens.
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Our response:
I.

EDF’s statement that their proposed route is as far away from residential
properties as possible is quite simply misleading. If this were the case,
then the alternative route to the east of Foxburrow Wood would have
already been selected – significantly reducing the proximity to adversely
affected properties and limiting the number of significantly affected
residential dwellings to just one.

Appendix B shows a comparison of property distances to the existing A12 and
to the two bypass routes being discussed. EDF’s proposal takes the bypass
west of Foxburrow Wood and the parish council’s proposal takes the bypass to
its east. EDF’s route affects many people rather than a few. The middle of
some houses are only 80m away from the centreline of the proposed road,
before any account is taken of the road’s final width or the footprint of each
property and their gardens. Real-life separations may be as small as 50m.
Residents are very concerned that the cost to their quality of life and health
have not been taken into consideration in EDF’s proposals. In particular noise
and light pollution will be substantial to surrounding properties. EDF’s
consultation paperwork states that additional noise modelling and further
survey work is still to be carried out. The result of this is that we are being asked
to respond to an incomplete proposal.

Other matters
EDF have addressed the severance of existing footpaths by including a
pedestrian / equestrian bridge 2.5m above existing ground level, with a 140m
long ascending walkway to it. These will directly overlook residential properties
at Farnham Hall, with walkers and riders being able to look directly into these
otherwise private houses and gardens. EDF’s mitigation to this is deciduous
tree screening, which will take some years to mature and will also defoliate
during autumn / winter – considerably reducing its effectiveness.
The roundabout proposed at the western end of the proposed bypass should
still be moved a bit further south to minimise traffic disruption and the impact
on Redhouse Farm.
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Conclusion
In conclusion, we feel strongly that EDF have not evidenced their proposed
route sufficiently and that the parish council’s alternative route has not been
given sufficient consideration. It appears that EDF’s reasons for continuing to
insist that a new road should pass to the west of Foxburrow Wood, rather than
the east, are based on flawed information compounded by organisational
inertia and a desire to save money – which leave them open to challenge
during the DCO application process. Local views have simply not been given
enough weight.
We and our parishioners have not been heard.
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APPENDIX A – Suggested route to the east of Foxburrow Wood
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APPENDIX B – Comparison of the existing A12 with the two bypass routes
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APPENDIX C – View from PRoW at location of alternative route (looking north
and east respectively)
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APPENDIX D – Historical assessment of Foxburrow Wood and Palant’s Grove
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