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1. Executive Summary 

1.1 Since SEAS submitted its Relevant Representation (RR-5210) (for ease, Appendix 
A below) on 23 June 2025, further information from Procedural Notices, Applicant 
responses, the Suffolk Open Floor Hearings (OFH1)1 and Issue Specific Hearing 1 
(ISH1) has revealed significant gaps in the Applicant’s Health and Wellbeing 
assessment (APP-058)2. Alongside this, the Suffolk Mind & East Suffolk Council -
Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham Wellbeing Report3 (for ease Annex A below and 
hereafter called Mind/ESC Survey Report) provides clear evidence of local 
vulnerability that the ES has not addressed.  SEAS therefore submits this Written 
Representation to assist the Examining Authority in gaining a complete and 
independent understanding of the likely impacts. 

1.2 The Sea Link project is a major infrastructure proposal with long-term implications 
for the health, stability and cohesion of communities in East Suffolk.  It is essential 
that the Examination is informed by transparent, evidence-based analysis supported 
by appropriate clinical expertise.  However, the ES Health & Wellbeing chapter 
(APP-058) does not meet this requirement.  It fails to reflect the documented mental 
health vulnerabilities of Suffolk’s coastal and rural communities and was prepared 
without input from qualified mental health or public health specialists. 

1.3 Local evidence, including the Mind/ESC Survey Report3, shows high levels of 
anxiety, chronic stress, sleep disturbance and a pronounced loss of security and 
control among residents—factors central to understanding NSIP impacts but wholly 
absent from the ES baseline (APP-088)4. Residents are already experiencing 
significant cumulative strain from Sizewell C, the Friston substation complex, cable 
corridors and other NSIPs.  Testimony at the Open Floor Hearings demonstrates 
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widespread emotional exhaustion, disrupted sleep, fear of landscape loss and 
declining wellbeing, none of which has been meaningfully assessed. 

1.4 The ES does not meet Public Health England or IEMA guidance, both of which 
require local evidence, identification of vulnerable groups, and competent 
assessment of psychosocial pathways.  As a result, the ES substantially 
underestimates the likely impacts of Sea Link  

1.5 SEAS therefore asks the Examining Authority to require an independent, clinically 
led Mental Health & Trauma Impact Assessment, incorporating Suffolk-specific data 
and cumulative NSIP effects, before any conclusions on health and wellbeing can 
be relied upon. 

 

2.  Introduction 

2.1 This submission sets out SEAS’ concern that National Grid’s Health & Wellbeing 
assessment does not comply with national standards and does not reflect the 
true mental health risks facing Suffolk’s communities. 

2.2 According to the applicant’s Statement of Competence, the Health & Wellbeing 
chapter(APP-088) was prepared with no contribution from qualified mental health 
or public health professionals.  Instead, it was authored by an economic 
development specialist and an environmental management professional.  Neither 
holds clinical qualifications or expertise in assessing psychological risk, trauma, 
or community mental health. 

2.3 This fundamental omission affects every conclusion within the ES.  Without 
specialist input, the assessment fails to consider psychological vulnerability, 
cumulative stress, lived experience, or the recognised determinants of 
community wellbeing. 

 

3.  Suffolk’s Documented Mental Health Vulnerabilities (Not Reflected in the ES) 

3.1 Public Health Suffolk, Suffolk Mind, and the NHS ICS all identify Suffolk’s coastal 
and rural communities as having heightened mental health risks. 

3.2 The Mind/ESC Survey Report identifies high levels of anxiety, chronic stress, 
disturbed sleep, reduced emotional resilience and low fulfilment of basic 
psychological needs. 

3.3 Sleep is the lowest-met emotional need across the region, and East Suffolk’s 
disproportionately older population is particularly vulnerable to environmental 
and psychological disruption. 

3.4 None of this Suffolk-specific evidence was used to inform the ES health baseline 
(APP-088), rendering the assessment generic, incomplete and unsuitable for 
decision-making. 

https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020026-000270-6.3.1.1.A%20ES%20Appendix%201.1.A%20Statement%20of%20Competence.pdf
https://nsip-documents.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/published-documents/EN020026-000270-6.3.1.1.A%20ES%20Appendix%201.1.A%20Statement%20of%20Competence.pdf
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3.5 It is important to note that the survey forming the basis of the Mind/ESC Survey 
Report was conducted between 13 June 2022 and 14 March 2023, prior to the 
commencement of major construction works at Sizewell C.  The substantial 
disruption now being experienced was therefore not reflected in the survey data.  
The testimonies provided at the Open Floor Hearings suggest that, were the 
survey repeated today, the results would show significantly higher levels of 
stress, anxiety, sleep disturbance and emotional exhaustion than those reported 
in 2022–2023.  This further highlights the inadequacy of the Applicant’s reliance 
on outdated baseline assumptions and reinforces the need for an updated, 
clinically robust assessment of current community wellbeing. 

 

4.  Existing Emotional Burden & Cumulative Trauma Already Evident 

4.1 Residents are not encountering Sea Link in isolation.  Years of disruption from 
Sizewell C, cable corridors, substation development and other upcoming NSIPs 
have already created high levels of community stress. 

4.2 At the Open Floor Hearings, residents consistently reported emotional 
exhaustion, anxiety, sleep disturbance, fear of loss of landscape and identity, and 
an overwhelming cumulative burden². 

4.3 East Suffolk Councillor, Sarah Whitelock, articulated the findings of the Suffolk 
Mind & East Suffolk Council - Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham Wellbeing 
Report and illustrates the extent to which communities are experiencing 
cumulative psychological pressure that the Applicant has not acknowledged or 
assessed. 

4.4 A further illustration of community concern was provided by a resident of Friston, 
who spoke during the OFH1 Session 3, the person reflected the growing distress 
among residents who feel caught between multiple overlapping energy projects.  
Although individual circumstances varied, the person’s testimony echoed a 
consistent pattern heard across the hearings, that local people are already living 
with heightened emotional pressure and that Sea Link let alone LionLink adds 
yet another layer to an already overwhelming burden. 

4.5 These testimonies align closely with Suffolk Mind’s findings on low “security” and 
“control,” and increasing levels of worry and tension.  Despite this, the ES did not 
examine any of this lived experience through recognised psychological 
methodologies, contrary to national guidance. 

 

5.  Lack of Qualified Mental Health Expertise 

5.1 No clinical psychologists, psychiatrists, trauma specialists, or public health 
professionals contributed to the preparation of the (APP-058) ES 6.2.2.11 Part 2 
Suffolk Chapter 11 Health and Wellbeing4.  Despite this absence of relevant 
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expertise, the ES nevertheless seeks to interpret psychological stress, assess 
significance, and propose mitigation measures—tasks that require specialist 
clinical and public health competence. 

5.2 The reliance on non-specialists to make these judgements raises a serious 
concern regarding the adequacy, accuracy, and reliability of the ES conclusions.  
Without appropriately qualified professional input, the assessment cannot be 
considered a sound basis for evaluating the mental health implications of the Sea 
Link project. 

 

6.  Failure to Meet National Guidance 

6.1 Public Health England’s Health Impact Assessment in Spatial Planning (2020) 
requires assessments to use local health evidence, identify vulnerable population 
groups and consider the full range of mental, social, and psychosocial pathways 
through which major developments affect wellbeing. 

6.2 IEMA’s Guidelines for Health in EIA (2022) similarly require a holistic, evidence-
based appraisal of mental, psychological, and social wellbeing, including explicit 
consideration of cumulative impacts, local inequalities, and the need for 
competent specialist input. 

6.3 The Sea Link ES does not meet these standards.  It treats mental health as a 
secondary matter, relies on generic assumptions rather than Suffolk-specific 
data, and fails to assess cumulative or locally relevant determinants of 
psychological wellbeing.  As a result, the ES lacks the depth and professional 
rigour required for sound decision-making. 

 

7.  Suffolk’s Rural Identity and Psychological Stakes 

7.1 The Suffolk landscape plays a crucial role in residents’ sense of identity, 
wellbeing, and emotional stability.  This relationship is strongly evidenced in the 
local wellbeing report and by the oral evidence heard at the Open Floor Hearings. 

7.2 Landscape industrialisation, prolonged uncertainty and loss of tranquillity can 
trigger chronic stress and erode residents’ sense of security and place 
attachment. 

7.3 The ES treats these impacts solely as “visual effects,” failing to consider their 
psychological dimensions. 

 

8.  Conclusion 

8.1 The evidence presented demonstrates that the Sea Link Environmental 
Statement significantly underestimates the health and wellbeing impacts on 
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Suffolk communities.  The area’s well-documented mental health vulnerabilities, 
combined with the sustained and cumulative burden of multiple major 
infrastructure projects, make a clinically robust and locally informed assessment 
essential. 

8.2 Until such an assessment is undertaken, the conclusions of the (APP-058) ES 
6.2.2.11 Part 2 Suffolk Chapter 11 Health and Wellbeing4 cannot be considered 
reliable.  The assessment was not prepared or reviewed by qualified mental 
health or public health specialists, it omits essential Suffolk-specific evidence, 
and it fails to recognise or evaluate the cumulative psychological harm already 
being experienced. 

8.3 SEAS therefore asks the Examining Authority to recognise these shortcomings 
and to conclude that the current Health & Wellbeing assessment does not provide 
a safe or sound basis for decision-making. 

8.4 An independent, clinically led Mental Health & Trauma Impact Assessment 
undertaken by HCPC-registered clinicians or senior public health specialists is 
required.  This assessment must incorporate local mental health data, cumulative 
NSIP impacts and the significant lived experience evidence presented through 
community surveys, written submissions and the Open Floor Hearings. 

8.5 Only such a rigorous and professionally informed assessment can provide the 
Examining Authority with the reliable foundation necessary to understand the true 
implications of the Sea Link proposal for community health, wellbeing and 
resilience. 
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APPENDIX A 

SEAS Relative Representation (RR-5210) on Mental Health and Wellbeing, dated 23 
June 2025  

 

APPENDIX B 

Suffolk Mind & East Suffolk Council - Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham Wellbeing 
Report 
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SUFFOLK ENERGY ACTION SOLUTIONS (SEAS) 
Relevant Response 

 
HEALTH & WELLBEING 

SEA LINK DCO 
 
PINS Ref: EN020026     IP Ref:  
Date: 20 June 2025     RR Deadline: 23 June 2025 
 
 
RELEVANT REPRESENTATION: HEALTH & WELLBEING - SEA LINK 
(EN020026) Submitted by Suffolk Energy Action Solutions (SEAS) -  

Executive Summary 

This submission presents SEAS's formal objection to the Sea Link project on the 
grounds of mental health and wellbeing. It provides detailed evidence that the 
Environmental Statement (APP-058) fails to assess the serious and ongoing 
psychological harm already being experienced by communities in East Suffolk. This 
includes stress, anxiety, depression, insomnia, and social breakdown, as revealed 
through a 2025 public survey by SEAS and S.A.N.D. This harm is cumulative and 
intensifying due to overlapping NSIP projects (Sizewell C, EA1N, EA2, and 
LionLink). 

The Environmental Statement: 

• Minimises long-term construction and decommissioning phases by 
misclassifying them as "short-term" 

• Ignores government cohesion data and public mental health policy (NPPF, 
NICE, IEMA) 

• Fails to consider community engagement or lived experience 
• Lacks credible mitigation or mental health indicators 

The Examining Authority is respectfully requested to recommend that Development 
Consent be refused unless and until a full, independent and cumulative mental 
health and wellbeing assessment is completed in accordance with best practice. 

1. Introduction 

1.1 The following is the response of Suffolk Energy Action Solutions (SEAS), 
prepared by Iryna Tulovska, Counsellor and Psychologist MA, on the mental health 
and wellbeing impacts of the Sea Link proposal (EN020026). It is based on a 
comprehensive review of relevant DCO documents, including APP-057, APP-058, 
APP-059, APP-060, APP-091 to APP-093, APP-362 , and national policy guidance 
(NPPF, IEMA, NHS HUDU). 

1.2 SEAS also conducted a public survey with 131 responses in April–May 2025 in 
collaboration with S.A.N.D. This provides primary evidence from affected 
communities that has not been accounted for in National Grid’s Environmental 
Statement. The key findings are summarised in the Psychological Impact Statement 
(Section 3) and Appendix 1. 
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2. Context 

1.1 The Environmental Statement (APP-058) claims that supporting technical 
assessments will manage risks to health and wellbeing. Table 11.1 states: 

1.1.1 "It is expected that measures relevant to supporting technical 
assessments will manage risks and ensure effects on health and wellbeing 
are unlikely/minimised directly." 

1.2 The methodology cited includes IEMA (para 11.4.22) and NHS HUDU (para 
11.4.23), and the following technical chapters are referenced as relevant: 

• Landscape and Visual 
• Traffic and Transport 
• Air Quality 
• Noise and Vibration 
• Socio-Economics, Recreation and Tourism 
• Water Environment 
• Geology and Hydrogeology 

1.3 Paragraph 11.4.30 confirms that baseline data was drawn from desk-based 
research alone. 

1.4 SEAS disputes the adequacy of this approach. The assessment lacks 
robustness, misapplies terminology, ignores lived experience, and fails to meet the 
holistic definition of health set out in IEMA (2022). The consequences for public 
wellbeing are already real and measurable. 

 

3. Key Objections 

3.1 Failure to Assess Mental Health and Community Stress Adequately 

APP-058 primarily treats health as physical and claims mental health impacts 
are not significant unless air, noise or traffic exceed thresholds. This fails to 
follow NICE NG44, IEMA (2022), or the NHS HUDU requirement for 
engagement-based scoping. 

3.2 Limitations of Desk-Based Assessment 

Paragraph 11.4.30 confirms reliance on online sources. This omits community 
engagement and ignores core determinants like emotional security, stress, or 
sense of place — all key factors in psychosocial health. Government guidance 
(HUDU 2019, IEMA 2022) calls for local consultation, especially at the DCO 
stage. 
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3.3 Misclassification of Duration and Significance 

The 5-year construction phase is called "short-term" yet under EIA guidance 
this is clearly "medium-term". Likewise, the 2-year decommissioning phase is 
wrongly described as short-term. This affects conclusions about significance. 

3.4 Flawed Baseline on Community Cohesion 

The ES cites outdated 2021 figures to claim the East of England has low 
cohesion. The 2023/24 Community Life Survey shows it is above national 
averages in 6 out of 7 metrics. Therefore, para 11.9.54 and the resulting para 
11.9.59 conclusions are invalid. (See Table 1 below.) 

Table 1. Community Cohesion Metrics – Sea Link ES Baseline vs Actual 
2023/24 Data 

Indicator Claimed in APP-058 (para 
11.7.22) 

Actual 2023/24 Data (East of 
England) 

Sense of belonging 64% >61% (above national avg) 

Neighbourly interactions Not reported 71% (vs 69%) 

Neighbourhood 
collaboration Not reported 58% (vs 55%) 

Neighbourhood trust Not reported 49% (vs 40%) 

Local area cohesion Not reported 84% (vs 81%) 

Pride in local area Not reported 61% (vs 59%) 

Satisfaction with green 
spaces Not reported 79% (vs 75%) 

Area improved in last 2 
years Not reported 10% (vs 11%) 

 
3.5 Cumulative Impact Ignored 

APP-060 fails to evaluate cumulative mental health burdens from concurrent NSIPs 
affecting the same population — Sizewell C, EA1N, EA2, and LionLink. 

3.6 Vulnerable Populations Overlooked 

The Equality Impact Assessment (APP-362) acknowledges risks to elderly, disabled 
and neurodivergent residents but APP-058 fails to identify localised impacts in 
Friston, Aldeburgh or Saxmundham. 
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3.7 Failure to Assess Alternatives or Avoidance 

APP-058 breaches NPS EN-1 para 4.4.4 and EIA Reg 14(2)(d) by failing to assess 
avoidance strategies or robust alternatives. SEAS's proposed offshore HVDC grid 
was not considered. 

3.8 Lack of Mental Health Indicators or Monitoring 

No indicators of stress, resilience, anxiety or quality of life are used in APP-058 or 
supporting documents (APP-341, APP-342, APP-346, APP-350). 

3.9 No Lived Experience Included 

3.9.1 The public survey shows measurable emotional and psychological harm is 
already occurring.  (See Table 2 below.) 

Table 2. SEAS/SAND Mental Health and Wellbeing Survey – Key Quantitative 
Findings 

Survey Indicator % of Respondents 

Very aware of Sea Link 93% 

Aware of multiple NSIPs 98% 

Anxiety or worry 85% 

Frustration or anger 85% 

Sadness or disappointment 80% 

Uncertainty or helplessness 72% 

Depression 40% 

Insomnia 21% 

Significant negative impact on mental health 69% 

Mild negative impact 26% 

No impact 2% 

Positive effect 0.8% 

Source: SEAS/SAND Survey, May 2025 

 

3.9.2 A summary of key inconsistencies between the Sea Link Environmental 
Statement and available evidence is presented in Table 3 below.” 
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Table 3. Inconsistencies in Sea Link Environmental Statement – Mental Health 
and Wellbeing 

ES Claim or 
Conclusion 

Source (APP 
Ref) Contradictory Evidence Source 

5-year construction 
is "short-term" 

APP-058, 
para 11.9.18 1–5 yrs = medium-term Lanpro (2023), IEMA 

(2022) 

Low community 
cohesion 

APP-058, 
para 11.7.22 

2023/24 survey shows 
stronger cohesion 

DCMS Community 
Life Survey 2023/24 

Desk-based baseline 
is sufficient 

APP-058, 
para 11.4.30 

SEAS/SAND survey 
shows direct harm SEAS 2025 survey 

Cumulative effects 
are minor 

APP-060, 
Sec. 13.4 

Multiple NSIPs affect 
same communities 

APP-060, Tables 
13.31–13.34 

Mitigation will 
manage risks 

APP-341 to 
APP-350 

No mental health 
monitoring or support SEAS review of APPs 

 

4. Psychological Impact Statement 

4.1 Concerning the Cumulative Emotional and Mental Health Consequences of the 
Sea Link Project and Related Large-Scale Energy Infrastructure in East Suffolk 

4.2 Introduction: In 2021, Dr. Jane McNeill, Associate Fellow of the British 
Psychological Society and a clinical psychologist specializing in anxiety and trauma, 
provided expert testimony on the anticipated psychological risks to communities 
affected by the East Anglia One North and Two Projects. Her analysis was grounded 
in theory, clinical evidence and understanding, and highlighted how such long-term 
factors as uncertainty, deterioration of environment, destruction of rural life, 
combined with planning uncertainty and institutional disregard, would seriously 
threaten the mental well-being of local residents. 

4.3 Four years later, in 2025, Dr. Jane McNeill’s warnings have substantiated, and 
the survey has reported lived experience of 131 residents of the realіtіes she warned 
us about: decrease of resilience, fall into helplessness, chronic stress, and even 
suіcіdal despair. The statement draws straight on an anonymous public survey 
conducted in May 2025 alongside in-depth qualitative responses; it gathers the 
psychological feedback from the area affected by the cumulative impact of the Sea 
Link proposal, Sizewell C, and related Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects 
(NSIPs). 

4.4 The survey becomes a testimonial record of how deeply mental health of East 
Suffolk community has been affected, fuelled by envіronmental loss, forced 
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helplessness, unfair plannіng decisions, and a fear of losing the way of life. It mirrors 
the emotional cost to people which has been dismissed as collateral and non-
significant by the Sea Link Environmental Statement. These are real harms affecting 
real community right now, in social, emotional and psychological terms, and the 
impact of the harm is cumulative, increasing with each and every additional project. 

4.5 The statement below summarises the key data via thematic clusters, backed by 
citations from residents (drawn from descriptive replies to questions (hereinafter Q) 
2a, 3a, 4a and 5a in Appendix 1) and demonstrates the most typical reactіons and 
feedbacks. 

4.5.1 Headline Results (Quantitative Highlights): 
 

- Awareness of Sea Link: 93% very aware, 7% somewhat aware 
 

- Awareness of multiple NSIPs: 98% aware, 2% unaware 
 

- Emotional responses to Sea Link: 
• Anxiety or worry – 85% 
• Frustration or anger – 85% 
• Sadness or disappointment – 80% 
• Uncertainty or helplessness – 72% 
• Depression – 40% 
• Insomnia – 21% 

 
- Direct mental health impact: 

• Significant negative impact – 69% 
• Mild negative impact – 26% 
• No impact – 2% 
• Positive effect – 0.8% 

 
- Main concerns included: 

• Environmental impact – 95% 
• Noise, traffic, disruption – 80% 
• Economic insecurity (property/tourism issues) – 67% 
• Long-term uncertainty – 64% 

 
- 69% confirmed the project had significantly harmed their mental wellbeing. 

A further 26% reported mild negative effects. 
Only 3 people said it had no impact. 
 
The above confirms what Dr. Jane McNeill predicted in the area: long-
term, unresolved stress and significant degradation in emotional and 
mental health, closely tied to infrastructure-led environment destruction.   

4.5.2 Thematic Analysis and Community Voices: 

4.5.2.1 Emotional Exhaustion and Chronic Stress 
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Our bodies and minds are well-equipped to manage short-term acute threats. But 
when the threat is ongoing, diffuse, impossible to control, and close to home, the 
stress response becomes chronic. Over 70% of open-ended responses 
demonstrate a state of sustained emotional strain, consistent with chronic stress 
and symptoms of long-term pre-clinical trauma. The most common symptoms 
include: 

• Hypervіgіlance, constant dread and startle response 
• Sleep dіsturbance, nіghtmares 
• Emotіonal numbness or tearfulness 
• Physіcal symptoms: nausea, exhaustіon, tensіon 
• Irritability, anger, feeling “on edge” 
• Persіstent іntrusіve thoughts about loss, destructіon, harm in the future  

4.5.2.2 Numerous respondents report impression as if their lives are no longer 
under their control. Many mention an “existential dread” about future for 
themselves, their descendants and nature itself: 

“I have days of depression thinking what's the point. I'm normally a bright 
person but now I often don't want to go out and spend time in my bed and 
sleep so not to think about it.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

“Loss of sleep with concerns over noise pollution, light pollution and damage 
to the environment.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

“My anxiety is through the roof… Trying to self-help but banging one's head 
against a wall.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

4.6 Mental Health Deterioration: Clinical Concerns 

4.6.1 The language of the responders of the survey reveals symptoms associated 
with acute and chronic clinical conditions. While not being a diagnostic tool, it shows 
increased mental health risks across the community: 

• Depression: over 50% described persistent low mood, helplessness, 
sadness and a sense of mourning, hopelessness, pointlessness and social 
withdrawal 

• Anxiety: Over 50% described constant worry, sleep disruption, or fear of the 
future 

• Panic and physiological distress: 10% mentioned nausea, stomach upset, 
heart palpitations, or dissociation when thinking about the projects 

• Suicidal ideation: A smaller but significant number described thoughts of 
suicide or a desire to leave the area permanently for their own safety 

4.6.2 Vulnerable groups are particularly affected, іinclude older residents with long-
term ties to the place, individuals with chronic health conditions, carers, 
neurodivergent people. The same patterns demonstrate individuals whose work 
relates to the environment (farming, tourism, etc.) 
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“A feeling of despair for the loss of much loved peaceful environment, a loss 
of my home.” (Q2a, Appendix 1) 

“It has added further to the poor state of my mental health... decisions of 
2017–2024 that have similarly destroyed what was a peaceful retirement.” 
(Q3a, Appendix 1) 

“Seeing the trees and hedgerows being depleted and knowing they’ll not grow 
back for decades makes me constantly think about my life expectancy.” (Q4a, 
Appendix 1) 

“I lie awake and mourn what we would lose if this disastrous project goes 
ahead.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

4.7 Powerlessness as a Primary Psychological Driver of Harm, and Institutional 
Betrayal 

4.7.1 One of the most psychologically harmful stressors іs powerlessness and 
helplessness, perceived absence of control, combined wіth a sense of injustice, in 
particular. 

4.7.2 Many residents have spent a lot of their time engaging in social activity like 
organizing campaigns, writing letters, collecting and submitting evidences, to find 
their concerns dismissed as non-significant causing emotional breach between local 
people and developers, citizens and government: 

“I feel like we are being dumped on because we don’t matter.” (Q2a, Appendix 
1) 

“The people making the decisions won’t listen or make appropriate changes.” 
(Q4a, Appendix 1) 

“The inability of the planning authorities to influence this – our local 
representatives are ignored.” (Q4a, Appendix 1) 

“The choices all seem to be made based on profit… not what is sustainable.” 
(Q4a, Appendix 1) 

4.7.3 This pattern addressed as institutional betrayal aggravates feelіngs of 
helplessness and results in social withdrawal. The word "ignored" appears more than 
25 times in the full set of qualitative responses, which reflects deep disruption of 
trust. 

4.7.4 This situation is not only sad, but is clinically significant as well. Disempowering 
could be a precursor to depression and trauma-related disorders, and the risk 
significantly increases if it is combined with loss of housing stabіlіty, community, 
cohesion, access to nature, etc.  
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4.8  Environmental Grief and Eco-Trauma 

4.8.1 Environmental loss is one of the most cited concerns; responders demonstrate 
strong ties to the environment and landscape, and the destruction of it provokes grief 
and bodily symptoms: 

“My stomach churns at the very thought of it. The devastation it will cause.” 
(Q2a, Appendix 1) 

“Just feel stressed & ignored all the time.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

“Destruction of farmland, country roads, our landscape, beautiful views.” 
(Q4a, Appendix 1) 

“It illicit[s] a real sense of panic, that we – in our natural world – are being 
concreted over.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

4.8.2 This pattern resonated with the growing field of eco-psychology, which strongly 
correlates destruction of the environment with emotіonal trauma and exіstentіal 
anguish. Over 70% of responses reference the natural world as a source of identity, 
safety, peace, and recovery. 

4.9  Disruption of Daily Life and Loss of Safety 

4.9.1 Many responders mention practical and sensory triggers (light and noise 
pollution, increased traffic, road closures, restricted access) and the loss of personal 
safety and space: 

“I have respiratory problems and I worry about the effects from the dust and 
pollution.” (Q4a, Appendix 1) 

“We will be plagued with surveys and work for many more years to come… a 
loss of both peace and quiet and our privacy.” (Q2a, Appendix 1) 

“Our access lane will also be used by the developers. The impact on us is 
huge.” (Q2a, Appendix 1) 

4.9.2 For some individual it triggers their actual conditions: 

“I am autistic and struggle with OCD. Ongoing construction is difficult from a 
sensory standpoint.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

 

4.10 Socioeconomic Instability and Relocation Stress 

4.10.1 Responders express economic insecurity and housing-related distress, 
together with forced relocation and socioeconomic failure. They are trapped in 
unsellable and discounted homes, loose equity, safety, and plan to relocate against 
their will: 
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“Feeling trapped in that I might not be able to sell my property.” (Q3a, 
Appendix 1) 

“We made the decision to move away from the area…” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

“Concern for the value of my home.” (Q3a, Appendix 1) 

“Economic loss we have suffered through no fault of our own… the failure of 
the developers or government to offer any compensation.” (Q4a, Appendix 1) 

4.10.2 These contexts worsen the distress of retired or economically vulnerable 
residents, especially in areas relying on land-based livelihoods and tourism. This is 
not only financial pressure, but it destroys home security, safety, identity, and ability 
to plan the future. 

5. Study Conclusion  

5.1 This survey confirms what clinical experts and Dr. Jane McNeill in particular 
predicted: the psychologіcal and emotіonal toll of the Sea Link and similar 
infrastructure projects like is serious, pervasive, and continuing. There is clear 
evidence that the psychological toll of Sea Link and related NSIPs is not 
insignificantly hypothetical, as one could derive from any desk-based research of 
theoretical data in the reviewed Environmental Statement; it is a growing public 
mental health emergency throughout the affected area, characterized by: 

• Chronic stress and emotional exhaustion, 
• Predominance of depression and despair, 
• Feelings of powerlessness and institutional betrayal, intensifying emotional 

harm, 
• Widespread environmental grief and eco-trauma, 
• Disruption of safety, routine, and psychological stability of people, 
• Socioeconomic uncertainty and distress, sense of displacement in one’s own 

home 

5.2 The above-mentioned cannot be considered as side effects or temporary 
reactions, they are serious main consequences such as ongoing and immersive 
degradation of wellbeing, meaning, and hope, which affect the entire community. 
This is public mental health crisis in progress. 

5.3 The cumulative, wide-reaching, deepening with time mental health impact of the 
Sea Link and associated NSIP projects is already taking place, and this 
psychological harm is not collateral damage. It is real harm to real people, right now. 

5.4 Respect for the natural world cannot be separated from respect for those who 
live there, and the reviewed Sea Link Environment Statement clearly demonstrates a 
lack of both. Therefore, it cannot be considered a valid and ethically mindful 
foundation for decisions that affect the environment and people’s lives so deeply.  
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6. Overall Conclusion 

The Sea Link Environmental Statement does not meet the minimum requirements of 
national policy or good health impact assessment. The project is already causing 
measurable psychological and emotional harm. 

SEAS respectfully submits that consent should be refused unless a new, 
independent, community-informed cumulative health and wellbeing assessment is 
conducted, including primary data, vulnerable groups, and realistic avoidance 
strategies. 

End 
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Oral Presentation to  
ISH10 Health and Wellbeing  

by Dr Jane McNeill  
Deadline 8 – 25 March 2021 

 
 

My name is Dr Jane McNeill – I am an Associate Fellow of the British Psychological Society, 

AFBPsS, a fully accredited Psychologist with the HCPC (Health and Care Professions 

Council) and I specialise in Anxiety disorders, post-traumatic stress disorder and other 

related disorders which sit under the umbrella of anxiety. I’m representing SEAS – Suffolk 

Energy Action Solutions. I’m here to speak about Anxiety and the potential impact of 

Scottish Power’s East Anglia One North and East Anglia 2 Projects on the community. 

Mental Health is being taken seriously by HM Government.  Up to one in four of us have 

problems with our mental health and the links between mental health and our surroundings 

are manifold.  Numerous studies show that nature, open space, access to the outdoors and 

tranquillity all benefit our mental health.  Planning Policy Guidance has this enshrined in 

their definition of a healthy place.  

 

“A HEALTHY PLACE IS ONE WHICH SUPPORTS AND PROMOTES HEALTHY 

BEHAVIOURS AND ENVIRONMENTS, AND A REDUCTION IN HEALTH INEQUALITIES 

FOR PEOPLE OF ALL AGES. IT WILL PROVIDE THE COMMUNITY WITH 

OPPORTUNITIES TO IMPROVE THEIR PHYSICAL AND MENTAL HEALTH, AND 

SUPPORT COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND WELLBEING”.   

 

SO WHAT IS ANXIETY? 

Before I go into what Anxiety is, I think it’s really important here that I say that anxiety isn’t 

just about uncertainty – it can include feeling uncertain, but anxiety is primarily about feeling 

under threat (Craske and Barlow, 2008).   

OK, so what is anxiety?  Anxiety is a perfectly normal response to situations that make us 

feel under threat.  Indeed, we’ve survived as a human race for millions of years precisely 

because we are hard-wired to avoid danger.  You will remember fight flight and freeze from 

your school days – in fact there are two more which we don’t need to go into depth about 

today but they are cling and submit.  

Anxiety is a feeling that can range from unease – which is mild - to severe which we might 

call panic or panic disorder.  When we’re anxious we release adrenalin and cortisol – we  
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may notice changes in our breathing, we may notice we have pins and needles in our 

extremities, we may notice our heart is pounding, we may notice our thinking becomes feels 

foggy.  We may feel tense, paralysed, angry, powerless, we may feel all of these.   

This is entirely normal and it’s our sympathetic nervous system gearing us up in order to 

respond to the threat either by fight, flight, freeze, cling or submit.  The part of our brain 

which is active here is our amygdala which is right in the centre of our brain – and is where 

you will find the fear system.  If this is severe, we may call it a panic attack.   

Your anxiety response may look like a bell-curve where it peaks and then goes back down 

to your base-line.  And then I might say – good – this shows your system is working well – 

however, it’s the right response to the wrong situation – ie, you can respond when you’re 

under threat, but we don’t want people to be feeling under threat all the time because if they 

do, this is going to impact their mental health and well-being.   

 

So, my job here is to look at what’s causing the anxiety, what are the symptoms which are 

going to be physical as well as psychological – heart pounding, increased blood pressure, 

breathlessness, etc all of which are anxiety symptoms – and what going on in the brain – 

what are we thinking, what are we feeling, what are we experiencing physically, and what 

are we doing or not doing.  We call this the vicious cycle – or the 3 P’s: what’s predisposing 

the individual to be anxious, what are the precipitating factors, ie what are they anxious 

about, and what are the perpetuating factors – what’s keeping the anxiety going. 

Here with the Projects, we have the proposition of a threat to individuals’ lifestyle and 

wellbeing – environmental threat, air pollution, noise pollution, threat to livelihoods, natural 

habitats, loss of community and more.  

When we are under threat, we feel anxious.  Anxiety becomes a problem when it persists 

and begins to interfere with our quality of life and wellbeing.  Anxiety prepares us to confront 

a crisis by putting us on alert.   

We can treat anxiety – and my job as a psychologist is to work with individuals to start to 

break down the thoughts, feelings and behaviours using evidence-based psychological 

therapy.  In the case of anxiety, the front-line treatment in the UK is Cognitive Behaviour 

Therapy as recommended by the NICE (National Institute for Health & Care Excellence) 

guidelines.   

So here, we would be looking at the thoughts which are triggering the anxiety – what’s the 

worst thing that could happen, how likely is it, how bad would it be – what can I do about it, 

what’s helped me in the past – essentially problem-solving – we call it the “what if…. Then 

what… – breaking down thoughts, stepping back and thinking rationality about the 
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difference between possibility and probability.  Is the threat internal or external?  Here with 

the Projects the threat is external.   

This community is under threat – so we can’t treat the cause of the anxiety because 

currently it appears the threat is real.  We cannot rationalise the threat away. We can’t begin 

to break down the impact of the anxious thoughts on the physical symptoms of anxiety, the 

psychological symptoms and look at encouraging healthier behaviours, because with the 

proposed Projects, the behaviours we would be recommending are precisely the activities 

which are under threat: 

for example: break down the negative automatic thoughts, tolerate uncertainty, spend time 

outdoors, do some exercise, take time to relax, join in with the community, do some 

volunteering, engage with nature, disengage from the worry, engage in pleasurable 

activities.   

Untreated, anxiety can have a significant effect on individuals’ wellbeing. Their mental 

health is affected, which and can also bring with it a host of other problems including other 

mental health disorders. These can and often include depression, sleep problems, 

relationship problems and other anxiety related disorders, alcohol and drug mis-use.  

 

And it’s not just mental health - evidence also demonstrates anxiety is implicated in a 

number of chronic health problems including gastro-intestinal disorders, chronic respiratory 

disorders and cardio-vascular disorders, (Harter et al, 2003). Medication to treat anxiety and 

mental health problems here can play a role, but it’s not a long-term solution. 

So what do we need for good mental health?  What protective factors do we need in place 

to prevent poor mental health and what are the risk factors? 

Protective factors which we know are beneficial for individuals’ mental health that are 

relevant here (Kousoulis, 2019) are: 

- Connecting with others 

- Staying active both physically and mentally 

- Making time for nature 

- Making time to relax 

- Being creative, for example painting, writing, photography and other pleasurable 

activities 

- Being part of something bigger 

- Using our senses 

- Financial security 

- Positive family functioning 
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Here, with the Projects, we have a threat to all of these protective factors. Risk factors for 

developing mental health problems which are particularly relevant here include  

- severe or long-term stress  

- social disadvantage 

- social isolation 

- unemployment or losing your job 

- Housing problems  

Friston and its surroundings demonstrates it has a strong sense of community. Research 

shows us these social networks have a beneficial impact on health and wellbeing, (Holt-

Lunstad et al 2010). Social support has been shown to increase resilience and promote 

recovery from illness (Pevalin and Rose, 2003).  And when there is a lack of social networks 

and support, when that sense of community breaks down, the effect of raised stress-

hormones can lead to decreased immune function and effects on cardio-vascular health, 

(MacLeod, 2010). 

The effect on the immediate locality is likely to have a significant impact on the natural 

environment. The noise pollution, increased traffic is likely to affect individuals’ ability to 

engage with nature, to be creative, stay active and relax.  The impact on jobs and tourism is 

likely to affect individuals’ financial security and positive family functioning. 

From reading the Open Floor Hearings in October and November 2020, it is clear that many 

individuals are already experiencing high levels of anxiety about the potential changes to 

their community. 

 

I am not a planner, however, I understand that The National Planning Policy Framework 

sets out how planning decisions should “SUPPORT COMMUNITIES’ HEALTH, SOCIAL 

AND CULTURAL WELL-BEING”. This policy framework requires those making planning 

decisions to engage with local communities with their concerns over their health and 

wellbeing as a result of the disruption and nuisance the proposed works would cause.  

Paragraph 91C requires decisions to ‘ENABLE AND SUPPORT HEALTHY LIFESTYLES, 

ESPECIALLY WHERE THIS WOULD ADDRESS IDENTIFIED LOCAL HEALTH AND 

WELLBEING NEEDS”.  

Open space, outdoor recreation and public rights of way are all considered of utmost 

importance in planning decisions. In particular, because these amenities provide such an 

imperative benefit to their users.  Dozens of public rights of way will be impacted and the 

Planning Policy Guidance states that “PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY FORM AN IMPORTANT 



 

6 
 

COMPONENT OF SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT LINKS AND SHOULD BE PROTECTED 

OR ENHANCED” 

The proposed Projects impact several parishes. I understand that Aldringham is preparing a 

Neighbourhood Plan and Leiston has successfully adopted a Neighbourhood Plan.  This 

indicates the strength of local community involvement in the future shape of the area. 

To summarise, the impact of a large construction project on a small rural population of 

approximately 5,000 people, and another 5,000 in the wider community is likely to have a 

significant effect on individuals’ mental health.  This can in turn contribute to their physical ill 

health.  

These proposals I understand will take more than 12 years of construction.  This follows on 

from a number of years of current uncertainty, therefore in my professional opinion, there 

will be a significant impact on the communities’ mental health.  

Again, Anxiety isn’t just about uncertainty – it can include feeling uncertain, primarily it’s 

about feeling under threat. 

Thank you for listening. 

Dr Jane D McNeill, March 2021. 
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Introduction

The aim of this research is to understand wellbeing among 
the local population living in the Aldeburgh, Leiston and 
Saxmundham area (defined as IP15, IP16 and IP17). This area in 
East Suffolk has multiple large Nationally Significant 
Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs) currently being built and is 
therefore undergoing many changes. This report dives deeper 
into how this impacts the local community and more 
specifically residents’ mental wellbeing.

In 2023, we conducted research in partnership with Suffolk 
County Council to gain more insight into the mental health of 
Suffolk's population. One of our focus areas was the 
Aldeburgh, Leiston and Saxmundham area*. We're interested 
to see how wellbeing in this area has changed over the last 
two years, and will use the data from our 2023 project as a 
baseline for comparison.

This research was conducted using our validated mental 
health measure, the Emotional Needs Audit (ENA), which 
assesses how well residents are meeting their Emotional and 
Physical Needs. We have also gathered qualitative data that 
has given us insight into how the NSIPs are affecting 
residents’ wellbeing, whether this is positively or negatively. 

Our research has shown varied results and opinions. The 
qualitative research has highlighted the impact to those living 
in close proximity to the sites. Here, there are “people who 
are permanently and significantly impacted by infrastructure 
as opposed to those who are just going to be affected for a 
few years” [Resident in Friston]. Therefore, it is important to 
note that this report shows a generalisation of the area, and 
the impact of the builds on residents will vary considerably 
with where they are in the area. For a map of where different 
energy projects are being built across East Suffolk, see 
Appendix 6.

* The report for this piece of work can be found at suffolkmind.org.uk/reports
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Sleep is the 
worst met need 

on average

Average Emotional Need scores in the 
area have increased by 17% since 2023

57% of 
residents feel 

that local 
energy projects 
are a barrier to 

their mental 
wellbeing to 
some extent

Close 
Relationships 

is the best 
met need on 

average 

Those aged 45-54 
are the least well 

age group on 
average

43% don’t feel they as 
safe and secure as they 

would like

63% of 
Aldeburgh, 
Leiston & 

Saxmundham 
respondents are 

meeting their 
needs well 

overall



Overall, 62.6% of IP15, IP16 and IP17 respondents are meeting their needs 
well. 

There are a few needs that are particularly less well met on average, 
amongst those who live in IP15, IP16 and IP17, as well as some themes as 
to what was negatively affecting residents' wellbeing, specifically 
connected to the NSIPs.

The needs include:

   1. Sleep – 55% of respondents are not meeting this need well*

2. Movement – 65% of respondents are not meeting this need well 

3. Security – 67% of respondents are not meeting this need well

4. Status – 68% of respondents are not meeting this need well

5. Control – 69% of respondents are not meeting this need well

The themes include:

1. Perceived poor communication: Residents’ communication with 
NSIP developers has been limited. Therefore, some are feeling like 
they are not informed or involved in important decisions that are 
affecting them. 

2. Environmental destruction:  The change and loss of habitats and 
green spaces in the local area has impacted local residents’ wellbeing 
and physical health.

3. Insecurity about the long term: Residents are feeling insecure 
about what impact the NSIPs will have on their lives and the local 
area. A key area of insecurity is what the financial impact will be.

4. Increased anxiety and stress: Residents are worrying about many 
aspects of the NSIP builds – from their housing situation to the local 
environment rapidly changing.  This has resulted in some not meeting 
their Emotional & Physical Needs.

5

Key Findings 

* We define a need as being ‘well met’ when it has a score of 1 or more, out of a scale of 
-3 to 3. For more information on our methodology, please refer to Appendix 1.

For more information on our Emotional Needs & Resources approach, see the summary 
of the needs in Appendix 2, or visit our website.
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Compared to the data collection in 2023, most needs are statistically significantly better met (i.e., the 
error bars do not overlap) – the exceptions being Giving Attention and Privacy. However, in the last 
two years, wellbeing has increased across Suffolk as a whole. In most cases, the increase we see here 
is not statistically significant in comparison to the proportional increase we would expect to see, 
based on the increase in wellbeing across the whole county. The exceptions are in the needs for Sleep, 
Movement, Food & Drink and Community. This means that for these four needs, we can understand 
that the increase in how well they are met is statistically significant. 

0.94

1.31

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

Suffolk

Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham

Suffolk Average ENA comparison 
 (3rd April - 25th June 2025) 

Whilst looking at this data shows a positive step in how well needs are met, there are still areas to be 
aware of. Notably, our qualitative data shows a slightly different perspective.

Here we have Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham’s average results from the Emotional Needs Audit. 
The Emotional and Physical Needs are along the bottom on the x axis, arranged from least to best met 
on average from left to right, with the average of all needs combined on the far left. How well the 
needs are met is shown on the y axis – here the averages land between 
-1 and 2.5 (a view of the results on the full scale can be found in Appendix 4).

The green line shows where we define a need to be ‘well met’ 
– a score of 1 or more. At a glance, we can see that needs are 
well met by Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham on average, 
with an overall average score of 1.31. Similarly, 12 of the 15 
needs are well met overall. This is significantly better than 
the overall Suffolk average over the same time frame, where 
the average is 0.94 and only 6 needs are well met overall (see 
graph to the right).

On an individual level, we deem someone to be meeting their 
needs well overall if they have an average score of 1 or more. 
62.60% (n157) of Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham 
respondents are meeting their needs well overall. Therefore, 
63% are classed as being in wellbeing. This is significantly 
better than both the 2023 results in this area, and the 2025 
results over Suffolk as a whole, where 42.80% and 54.30% 
of respondents, respectively, were meeting their needs well.
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To what extent are Nationally Significant Infrastructure 
Projects affecting residents’ mental health?

When there is communication, residents have expressed that 
“there is a distinct lack of empathy for local communities” 
who are affected daily by the builds. The community are 
feeling that they are not being involved enough in decisions. 
A case study respondent described the consultation process 
as a “tick box exercise” where they thought it would be a 
chance to share their views but instead felt “completely 
ignored”. Additionally, unlike the developers, the community 
have limited resources with a lack of time and expertise for 
the consultation process to feel legitimate. Therefore, for 
residents this feels like there isn’t a real way to get their 
feelings heard and contribute to decisions. 

The perceived poor communication has made residents feel 
“frustrated”, “hopeless” and “powerless”, which can disrupt 
our emotional needs for Security, Control and Status.

Graph

57% of residents felt the NSIPs 
were a barrier to their mental 

wellbeing to some extent.

We asked respondents how the 
NSIPs are affecting their mental 
health. These four themes surfaced in 
the data. The majority of respondents 
feel that the NSIPs pose a barrier to 
their mental health, particularly in 
IP15 where the percentage is slightly 
higher (71%).

A case study respondent who lives 
close to the substation build 
explained how they were told 

different things by different people. 
For example, they were assured that 

there was a dust management 
protocol put in place. However, the 

resident expressed that the dust was 
“unbearable. We literally couldn't 

breathe, Your eyes were scratching.” 
Upon asking a worker on site what 
dust management there was, they 

were told “there isn’t any”. The 
resident had to lodge an official 
complaint for the site to be shut 

down again.

Poor communication:
Perceived poor communication between the construction companies and the 
local community was a common theme that came across in the data that we 
gathered. Local residents reported feeling underinformed, underrepresented 
and excluded from important decisions that are affecting them.  With the 
numerous potential energy project plans, it is difficult to stay engaged and 
know what is going on in the area.
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“Information 
is hard to get 

at times”

"I moved to Suffolk 
for a slower, more 

peaceful way of life to 
improve my wellbeing 
and these projects are 

destroying that”

“I am also very 
concerned about the 
traffic and pollution – 
noise, light and air – 
and the damage this 

may cause to all of us, 
particularly children 

and vulnerable elderly 
people”

Environmental destruction:
The environmental destruction in the local area is another 
element of how the NSIPs are negatively affecting residents’ 
wellbeing. With these builds, respondents have said that the 
access to green spaces and the beach has been reduced and 
restricted. Additionally, the loss of trees and habitats has 
upset many residents: “Seeing the wholesale destruction of 
the natural environment is traumatising”

The environmental destruction has meant that the area that 
many have lived in for years is rapidly changing. Many moved to 
Suffolk for peace and tranquillity and feel that this is now lost.

Respondents have also highlighted that as a result of the 
NSIPs, the pollution levels are increasing, including air, traffic, 
noise and light. This has affected their mental wellbeing and 
has given them concerns for their physical health too.

The reduction of greenspace, the changing landscape and the 
destruction of the environment and habitats can impact our 
emotional and physical needs – such as our need for 
Movement, Achievement and even Community. 
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Insecurity about long term:
The sense of insecurity in the long term is affecting some individuals’ wellbeing where they are 
not only concerned over the future for their local area but also their personal situations. Residents 
have expressed this uncertainty which has led to some respondents feeling an “increasing level of 
anxiety about the future”. There is a sense of unknown of what will happen when the builds are 
complete. For example, some are worried about the hum or buzz from the substations, “The real 
anxiety for me is this ‘hum’”, of which they won’t know until its complete. 

There is also insecurity about the long term on an individual level. This is mainly the financial 
impact, particularly around residents housing situations. With some feeling like they are “trapped” 
as they cannot afford to move away and therefore cannot leave the environment that is causing a 
negative effect on their wellbeing. The unknown about the future can be “unsettling” for 
residents which may affect their needs for Security and Control.

General wellbeing effects: 
The NSIPs have affected residents’ mental wellbeing and physical health. We are all on the 
Mental Health Continuum – and we move along it depending on how we cope with the challenges 
of life and the stresses that it creates. If we are unable to meet our emotional needs we will 
experience stress – which is the crossover point between wellbeing and mental ill-health. 

Furthermore, 95% of those who feel that the NSIPs support their 
wellbeing are meeting all their emotional needs, with an average ENA 
score of 1.65. The difference between those who are affected by 
NSIPs and those who are not is significant. Perhaps this highlights 
the major impact that the NSIPs can have on different people. There 
is a clear pattern that those who are negatively impacted by the 
builds are less likely to be meeting their emotional needs – 
specifically 15 times less likely to be meeting their needs than those 
who say it supports their wellbeing. 

Other positive comments were from those favouring the energy 
projects for the benefits they will bring such as renewable energy or a 
low carbon footprint. For example, “I believe that society must 
change to move forward and what's happening here in Suffolk is 
moving forward. The electricity infrastructure projects don't disturb 
me at all”. Some also added that they feel it is "essential” and a 
“necessity” for the future.

26% of residents 
felt the NSIPs did 

not affect their 
mental wellbeing 

Just over a quarter of 
respondents stated that 
the NSIPs do not affect 
their mental wellbeing. 
If we look at how this 
differs with locations, 
there is a larger 
proportion of IP16 
stating that they are 
not affected by NSIPs 
(39%) compared to IP15 
and IP17. 

“I am living outside 
of the main 

construction 
projects, so little 
affect on my life”

“I have never had any 
real struggles with 
my mental health 

and wellbeing during 
my life, but the 
impact of the 

multiple energy 
projects locally has 

not only impacted on 
my mental health, 

but also on my 
physical health”

Some respondents are reporting that the NSIPs are contributing to 
their experience of stress and anxiety, whether this is directly or 
indirectly. Some are experiencing anxiety specifically due to the NSIP 
builds as they are uncertain of what the impact will be on their lives. 
Some are experiencing anxiety indirectly such as climate anxiety over the 
environmental destruction or driving anxiety as there is increased traffic 
congestion from the construction. There are some residents moving 
further along the Mental Health Continuum towards extreme mental ill-
health and are experiencing suicidal thoughts. A case study respondent 
opened up to us about how their partner was experiencing suicidal 
thoughts as a “direct result” of the NSIP builds. 

Other wellbeing effects were mentioned such as a lack of sleep due to 
the NSIP builds with construction noise and anxiety contributing to this. 
Sleep is one of our physical needs, and not meeting this need is an 
important indicator of when people are starting to move down the 
Mental Health Continuum. 

“The projects will provide jobs in 
the local area. This gives me more 

opportunities for employment”

17% of residents felt the NSIPs supported their mental 
wellbeing to some extent.

There were some positive comments about the local energy 
projects bringing work opportunities and good business. 

Additionally, 37% of those who 
feel that the NSIPs support 
their mental wellbeing moved 
to the area for employment on 
a local energy project. 
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Interpersonal Relationship Needs

9

The interpersonal relationship needs have the highest average score out of 
the other need groups. We can see that the need for Close Relationships is 
very well met on average, with a score of 2.08 (on a scale of -3 to 3), 
showing that people are feeling accepted for who they are by at least one 
person. Overall, Close Relationships is the best met need out of the fifteen 
for IP15, IP16 & IP17. We asked those who are meeting this need well (i.e. 
scoring 2 or 3) to identify any supporting factors that help them to do so. 
73% (n32) cited that their relationships are a supporting factor. 

Emotional Connection also scores highly on average, being a well met need 
with a score of 1.90. This suggests that respondents are feeling connected 
in small, intimate groups. The need for Emotional Connection has the 
highest percentage (89%) of people meeting this need well (having a score 
of over 1), compared to all the other needs. 

It’s helpful to compare these two needs to Community, as this reflects the 
difference between feeling connected in smaller groups compared with 
bigger groups. Despite the need for Community having a well met average 
score of 1.12, it scores the lowest out of the other social needs. This 
suggests that people aren’t feeling as well connected in larger, less 
intimate settings. It is positive to note that the need for Community 
shows the biggest increase (32%) in average need scores compared to the 
data in the area in 2023, and is one of the only needs with a statistically 
significant increase in that timeframe. 

Giving Attention is another well met need on average, with a score of 1.64. 
For both this area and Suffolk average, Giving Attention scores higher than 
Receiving Attention. This shows that people feel they give others more 
attention than they receive back. However, Receiving Attention still has a 
well met score of 1.20.
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“The devastating 
effects of the 
energy projects on 
our community 
has resulted in a 
depletion of 
community mood”

How are the NSIP builds affecting the Interpersonal Relationship needs?

Community:

Feeling accepted in a community supports good mental health and wellbeing. Local 

residents can confide in each other over the changes in the area. However, over 

time, some have said that the NSIPs have become a constant conversation within 

the community which is making some residents feel overwhelmed as “sometimes I 
feel that it is the only topic of conversation locally and it’s difficult to focus on 
anything else”. One case study respondent stated that “I don't want to talk about 
it… I want to get away… it's exhausting” and that is has led them to become "more 
and more isolated”. Normally our community helps us feel less isolated but, in this 

case, it is driving individuals apart. Perhaps, the NSIPs are posing a barrier to a 

happy and connected community. 

Attention:

The NSIPs have also taken a toll on the need for Attention. The projects have been 

ongoing for years with a respondent sharing that “for the last eight years the threat 
of these developments has dominated my life”. We have a finite capacity for 

attention, so, when something takes up too much of our attention, it means that 

less attention is available to give to other things that really matter to us like our 

relationships, interests or hobbies. The multiple NSIPs in the area has also meant 

that there are constant updates and new proposals that demand attention. This is 

illustrated by a respondent: "The number of energy projects is overwhelming. Having 
to keep on objecting is overwhelming too. That does impact our mental health.”

Emotional connection:

Some have explained how the NSIPs are negatively affecting themselves or their 

loved ones. When we are not meeting our needs well, it can interfere with our 

relationships. As previously mentioned, a respondent told us that their partner is 

having suicidal thoughts, with the NSIP builds having a significant impact on their 

mental wellbeing. This worrying insight shows how these builds are significantly 

affecting individuals, families and communities. 
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Security and Control Needs

11

For IP15, 16 & 17 Security is the third least met emotional eeed on 
average, with a score of 0.99 (on a scale of -3 to 3). It is also the 
lowest of the safety needs. This shows that individuals may not 
always be feeling as safe and secure in their lives as they would like 
to. We would expect Security to be slightly better met, reflecting the 
trend of our Suffolk data. We asked those who weren’t meeting this 
need (i.e. scoring less than 0) to identify any barriers that prevent 
them from doing so. The biggest barriers to individuals not meeting 
their need for Security are their physical and mental health, the cost 
of living, Sizewell C and international politics.

Control is the fourth least well met emotional need, having an 
average score of 1.04.  Those meeting the need for Control have 
found that their access to nature and their home environment helps 
them to do so. 

This dataset shows a strong positive correlation between the needs 
for Security and Control. This means that if residents are feeling safe 
and secure, they may be more likely to be feeling in control (and vice 
versa). If we look at how Security and Control compares with our 
2023 data in IP15, 16 & 17, we see that they have moved down the 
ranking compared to other needs. Previously, Community and Food & 
Drink were less well met than these two needs, whereas now they 
have surpassed them, with Security and Control not increasing as 
much over the last two years. 

On the other hand, Privacy is a well met need on average, the second 
best met need among local residents. This is positive, since it reflects 
the fact that respondents feel able to take time to themselves – with 
the top supporting factor for respondents meeting this need being 
people’s home environments. 
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Security is 
among the least 
well met needs

How are the NSIP builds affecting the Security and Control needs?

Security – 
A recurring theme identified in the qualitative data is that some residents are 
experiencing a lack of security. This could be due to the NSIP builds, with 41% 
(n9) of those not meeting this need stating that a barrier is Sizewell C. This 
feeling of insecurity could affect many areas of life, whether this is physically, 
financially, socially or environmentally.

Physically and socially -
As mentioned previously, the perceived poor communication between the NSIPs 
and the community seems to be affecting how well residents are meeting the 
need for Security. Residents are reporting hearing different things from different 
people which makes it hard to feel secure in what is happening. Residents are 
feeling like they have a lack of information about what is happening and what the 
effects are, in the short and long term: “This uncertainty and current and potential 
disruption is severely impacting our well-being”. If residents don’t know what the 
truth is and what to expect, it will be harder for them to adapt to these changes. 

“Rent prices are rising and 
are no longer affordable 

to local people”

Financially -
The financial burden is adding to the lack of security 
experienced by residents. Residents feel that there 
is not enough compensation or mitigation for the 
effects of the NSIPs. A key area that is of concern 
for the residents is the impact that this will have on 
the housing market. For example, respondents have 
stated that rent prices are going up because more 
people are moving to the area temporarily, whilst 
house prices are going down as people are avoiding 
moving there permanently. One case study in Friston 
went so far as to say, “I wouldn’t come live in Friston 
if you paid me”.

More respondents explained how the NSIPs will have a negative effect on selling 
their house which is adding stress to their lives. This was illustrated by many 
comments such as: “Fear of my house losing value and being unable to sell it” and 
“My house has lost value so can't afford to move”. This has made some report that 
they “feel trapped” as they cannot move and leave the area if they wish to do so.

"I can’t move away from 
the fear. The house is so 
devalued. It’s a constant 

worry and at times 
difficult to sleep"
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It is also important to recognise that some see a positive financial benefit to the 
NSIPs in the local area, including new jobs and business opportunities. For example, 
a respondent stating, “I like the project Sizewell C because it employs many locals.” 
Another said: “My work will start to get busier. Which makes me happier to be at 
work.” With more jobs in the local area, it may help others find a sense of security.

Environmentally - 
With the land use changing this might increase environmental risks. For example, 
the increase of impermeable surfaces from new infrastructure and the deforestation 
will increase flood risk in the area. 

Control –
When we are not involved in decisions that affect us, we might feel that we have 
less control. With the NSIP builds process, it seems that there has been an illusion 
of control through the consultation process. However, the community do not have 
the resources to meaningfully contribute to consultation, so cannot exert that 
control. This has left individuals feeling frustrated: “The decision was already made. 
This makes me feel impotent and disempowered”. Residents also feel they are not 
given enough of a voice to ensure that they will be protected through the process.

One case study opened the 
conversation of how this 
could impact older residents 
who are thinking of their 
future and might not be 
able to borrow against 
home for social care. 

“There's older people who are thinking about social care 
… your main asset is your home, and you're relying upon 

your home to fund your social care. Then you might think, 
well, actually, I might not be able to get money out of 

my house to fund my social care, because I won't be able 
to sell it... I think that's particularly true for the people 

who live closest to the site.” 
[Case study respondent, resident in Friston].

Others are concerned that the builds will have a negative impact on tourism, as the 
area is popular for its coastline. A resident in IP17 explaining that “I worry about my 
job security as my company relies heavily on tourism who visit the area for its natural 
beauty and beaches”. With the cost-of-living crisis and the unknown financial effect 
of the NSIPs, it is unsurprising that some residents are worried about their finances 
and therefore Security ranks the third least well met need overall.

“The lack of control local people 
have over these projects is hugely 
damaging to wellbeing and a sense 
of efficacy. We are left feeling our 

voices don't matter”

There are multiple NSIPs located in this 
area of East Suffolk, with new projects 
and potential proposals coming up 
regularly. A respondent highlighting that 
“The pace and scale of these 
developments is too much in such a 
small area” which is largely beyond 
residents’ control. Residents are also 
“not knowing exactly what is coming” 
and when the builds and environmental 
destruction will stop. This lack of 
control can make us feel stressed and 
overwhelmed. 

“The unknown and 
feeling of no control, 
it feels a threat to 
my peace of mind 

and home” 
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Achievement and Value Needs

14

Achievement is a well met need on average, scoring 1.36 (on a scale of -3 
to 3). Respondents’ work situations strongly affect how well they’re able 
to meet their need for achievement, with 58% of those not meeting the 
need reporting it as a barrier, and 57% meeting the need reporting it as a 
supporting factor. Other significant supporting factors for those meeting 
the need include hobbies and interests (52% reporting this) and access 
to nature or the outdoors (48% reporting this).

Meaning & Purpose is strongly positively correlated to Achievement 
within the Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham data, meaning that on 
average we’d expect to see that if Achievement is high, then so is 
Meaning & Purpose (and vice versa). Meaning & Purpose has a similar 
score to Achievement where it is also well met on average for Aldeburgh, 
Leiston & Saxmundham, with a score of 1.31. 

Value is a well met need, with an average score of 1.60. Value indicates 
how much people feel others appreciate them for their actions and 
contributions. Therefore, Aldeburgh, Leiston & Saxmundham meeting this 
need well on average suggests that individuals are feeling valued for what 
they do and what they contribute. 

Status, on the other hand, tells us how much people feel others 
appreciate and respect them as a person (and not just for their actions or 
contributions). Status is just about well met need on average, with a 
score 1.04. For those not meeting their need for status, the biggest 
reported barrier was the cost of living, with 69% reporting this. The data 
in this area shows that Status and Control are strongly positively 
correlated. Therefore, as the average score for one need increases, it is 
expected that the other will also.
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“Start 
treating local 
residents with 

respect”

How are the NSIP builds affecting the achievement and value needs?

Status – 

Status links to the idea of being listened to and respected by others. Many 
residents feel that their opinions are not being heard by  NSIP developers. For 
example, a respondent in Saxmundham said that they feel they are “not listened 
to as an individual or a community” which could affect the need for Status. 
When we don’t meet this need, it can contribute to feelings of low self-esteem. 

The area is becoming well known for the construction of the NSIPs. A local 
resident living in Friston has stated that the village is now defined as “where 
the massive development’s going to be: ‘Poor you, you live in Friston’.” Having 
these negative perceptions of the area is upsetting for long-time residents as 
the village is not being recognised for what it once was.

Achievement – 

The need for Achievement may be affected as some residents’ have tried to go 
against the proposals – feeling hopeful that they can represent their 
community. Residents have spent money, time and resources to do this. 
However, they have not got the sense of achievement they were hoping for with 
a respondent highlighting that “the decision was already made”.

Meaning & Purpose – 

The insecurity about the long term means it’s hard 
for people to maintain Meaning & Purpose around 
what their lives will look like in the future. 

Additionally, seeing the local area change may make 
some residents feel that their initial Meaning & 
Purpose in their lives looks different. Many 
mentioned how they moved to the area for the rural 
and quiet nature of the landscape, which has 
considerably changed.

A lack of Meaning & Purpose in our lives is a 
significant risk factor for suicide and suicidal 
thoughts. Therefore, it’s important to support 
people to keep meeting this need through achieving 
things, feeling they are needed, or connecting to 
something bigger than themselves.
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“This will impact 
not only those who 
have lived here for 

generations and see 
everything they 

know disappear, but 
also those who 

made a conscious 
choice to live here 
over the last few 
decades and see 
everything they 

worked for 
disappear”
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Physical Needs

16

As for the physical needs, it can seem like these aren’t as connected to 
wellbeing as some of our emotional needs. However, there are many 
connections between our emotional needs and physical needs, and what 
happens during the waking day can have a significant impact on our 
physical needs, particularly Sleep. Our wider mental health research often 
shows that people tend to meet their emotional needs better than their 
physical needs – this is consistent with this data where the physical 
needs average score is the lowest compared to the other need groups. 
However, all the physical needs show an increase in average scores from 
the 2023 data, particularly the need for Movement which has increased 
by 32%.

We can see from the data that Food & Drink is the only physical need 
which is well met, having an average score of 1.16. Additionally, 70% of 
respondents are meeting this need well. 

However, Movement and Sleep are both not well met on average. 
Movement has an average score of 0.88. The top barriers for those not 
meeting this need are respondents physical and mental health and their 
work situation. Sleep is the least met need overall and out of the physical 
needs with an average score of just 0.44.  Just over half (55%) of 
respondents are feeling rested after sleep. This means that just under 
half of the respondents are not feeling like they are getting enough sleep. 
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Sleep is the 
lowest met 
Emotional Need

How are the builds affecting the physical needs?

Movement –

For many residents, their access to nature and the outdoors helps them meet 
the need for Movement, with 83% (n25) of respondents citing this as a 
supporting factor. With residents’ increasing concerns over the loss of green 
spaces and access to the beach due to the NSIP builds, this is having a negative 
impact on residents’ need for Movement. Furthermore, 19% (n5) of residents 
have stated that Sizewell C is a barrier for meeting the need for Movement. 

“I enjoy walking in the 
countryside for clearing my 
mind, but it's difficult to go 

anywhere to avoid the 
devastation caused by one 
project or another in the 

area”

With more people moving to the area, services and sports facilities are in 
demand. One Suffolk Mind referral stated that: “An increase in residents to 
the local area has meant that it is far more difficult to do activities such as 
going to the gym which helped manage my anxiety I feel.” When we asked 
respondents what they would introduce to support mental wellbeing, some 
suggested having better exercise facilities to allow for new people moving to 
the area (see page 19 & Appendix 5 for more community suggestions). 

Sleep – 

Not getting the sleep we need can be caused by stressful life events which 
compromise our ability to meet our emotional and physical needs. Particularly, 
excess worry and stress can have a direct effect on how refreshed and rested 
we feel after sleep. For the respondents, the top barrier for those not 
meeting this need was Sizewell C, where 38% (n10) cited this. The qualitative 
data we have gathered highlights residents’ worry – from their houses, the 
community, businesses and the future. The concern was reflected in a case 
study respondent: “Sleep has gone out the window… We're in a constant 
state of stress.”

Our qualitative data shows that the NSIPs in 
the local area are affecting how much 
physical activity some residents are doing. 
For example, one respondent sharing that 
“Getting out in environment used to help. 
But now it’s just depressing seeing by 
destruction wherever I turn”. The NSIPs 
could pose a barrier for some getting outside 
and meeting the need for Movement.
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How does wellbeing change looking at 
different factors? 

Do results change with age?

If we look at how ENA results differ with age, we can see that nearly all age 
groups are meeting their needs well. Those over 65 are the most well with an 
average score of 1.76. This aligns with our wider Suffolk research which shows that 
individuals in older age categories have better mental health, on average. 

As you can see from the graph, there is a significant dip in the average ENA score 
for those in the 45-54 age category. This group are only meeting 6 of the 15 
emotional needs with an average ENA score of 0.80.  Those who are in the middle 
age category often deal with many responsibilities that can add extra stress and 
stretch in their lives. From family life, financial stress, relationships and caring for 
relatives, these factors may alter how well emotional and physical needs are being 
met. The NSIP builds in the area could exacerbate this pressure on this age group 
through factors such as the financial impact of the builds – in fact, 70% of 
respondents aged 45-54 stated that the NSIPs are a barrier to their mental 
wellbeing to some extent.

Do results change with how long respondents have lived in this area?

90% (n225) of respondents have been living in the area for more than 2 years. 
Only 6% (n14) of respondents have been living in the area for less than a year. The 
average ENA score is slightly lower for those who are new to the area (1.14) 
compared to those who have been living in the area for over 2 years (1.34).
The majority of the respondents (90%, n225) did not move to the area for 
employment on the NSIP builds. 
Only 9% (n22) specifically moved to the area for employment on a local energy 
project. Those who moved to the area for employment on a NSIP are meeting all 
the emotional and physical needs, on average. This indicates good mental health. 
Additionally, over two thirds (68%) of those working on an NSIP have stated that 
the local energy projects are supporting their mental wellbeing. It is interesting 
to note that the need for Control is the second best met need overall for this 
group. This emphasises the gap between those meeting the need for Control and 
whether local energy projects pose a barrier to their mental wellbeing. 
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Many are not sure what is out there in their community. With respondents 
highlighting  that: “It's not advertised. I don't know anything about it” and 
one respondent suggesting there should be “more awareness of what's 
available”.

We asked respondents what they would introduce to support mental 
health or wellbeing locally. These were the four main themes that we 
gathered: 

Improved Emotional Support: 
As this research has shown how 
residents' wellbeing has been 
negatively affected by local NSIPs, 
many mentioned how more 
emotional support in the area 
would be beneficial. In-person 
mental health services are limited 
due to the rural nature of the area. 
Therefore, some suggested that in-
person drop-in sessions for those 
who want to chat with someone 
would be valuable. Additionally, 
several mentioned more counselling 
services that are accessible 
and outside working hours. 

Environmental projects:
Our research has shown how vital 
access to nature is for residents’ 
mental health. With the loss of 
green spaces in the area, many have 
suggested that replacing and 
replenishing these spaces would 
help – such as tree planting 
schemes. Suggestions on having  
information on how to support local 
wildlife. Several respondents also 
suggested having outside wellbeing 
groups such as walking, cycling and 
beach meet-ups to help them 
meet their needs for Movement, 
Community and Emotional 
Connection.

Only 56% have heard of the local community hubs in the area.

How can wellbeing be improved in the local area?

Integrating the Community:
The quantitative data highlighted 
that Community is the lowest of 
the social needs and the qualitative 
insights revealed that residents 
are feeling disconnected. Residents 
suggested having better 
community activities. For example, 
positive and engaging social events 
for the community (e.g. street 
parties, festivals, markets) which 
might shift the focus away from 
residents’ frustration of the NSIP 
builds. More classes and activities 
were also mentioned such as art, 
singing and exercise classes.

For more of the community suggestions on what would help improve their 
wellbeing, see the anonymised summary in Appendix 5.

Better communication about 
NSIP builds…
Some mentioned how wellbeing 
could be improved with better 
communication and control over the 
NSIP builds. Respondents 
suggested that it would be 
beneficial to have all the 
information on NSIPs in one place 
so information is easily accessible or 
meetings with developers and/or 
the council where residents can 
have their views heard. Keeping 
residents informed will help them 
feel more secure and in control of 
their lives.
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Our research has revealed that the needs for Security and Control, 
alongside Sleep and Movement, are the least well met needs in IP15, IP16 & 
IP17, on average. Therefore, targeting local interventions to better meet 
these needs could help to improve wellbeing here.

Although the quantitative data suggests that people are generally meeting 
their needs, the qualitative data has given us an insight into how residents 
are affected by the Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs). 

This varies by area, with some people not being affected at all, and some 
being affected indirectly, for example through increased traffic or loss of 
access to green spaces. Of those being directly affected, some will only be 
affected for a short period of time, during construction (for example, those 
near cable routes), while others will be affected forever, like those living 
near the substation in Friston. It’s worth considering how support might be 
differently targeted to each of these different groups, and especially 
considering those who are “permanently and significantly impacted by the 
infrastructure” – for example, those living in Friston. 

Since much of the building of the energy projects has already started, some 
factors are irreversible and the community can’t control this. Therefore, it’s 
important that there is good communication, empathy and honesty with 
residents to help them feel more security and control in their lives. Working 
on what the community have suggested will support wellbeing in the area, 
including by giving them a sense of autonomy and choice over what is 
happening when they don’t have control in other areas.

When considering how things could change going forwards, our case study 
respondents spoke about wanting an increase in honesty, respect and 
consideration of the community – both in terms of inclusion in conversations 
and acknowledgement of the mitigations that are required to make up for 
the damage being done.

What conclusions can we draw from these 
results?

“It might be helpful if the developers of the energy 
projects and the government departments behind 

them would take the time to listen to local 
communities who are being negatively impacted by 
their actions and explain how they are they trying 

to mitigate the impacts on local people”

“to improve going 
forward would be 

just honesty”

“a lot more proactive engagement with the 
community”“there is some money 

on the table but 
there’s not enough”



Appendix 1 

Purpose of Report

Methodology 
This research is based on the Emotional Needs and Resources 
approach, which outlines the 12 innate Emotional Needs that we must 
meet, in balance, in order to be mentally well. This approach can be 
used to provide a useful direction to help improve mental wellbeing, 
allowing us to identify when a specific need is not met and enabling us 
to make changes to meet that need and improve wellbeing. This idea 
applies to individuals, but also to groups of people, including samples 
of the population. Looking at which needs are generally unmet in a 
sample population can help identify areas to work on to make this area 
a healthier and happier place to live. If you’d like more explanation on 
each of the Emotional Needs, see Appendix 2, or visit our website: 
www.suffolkmind.org.uk/ENR. 

In the ENA, we ask 15 questions that encompass all elements of the 12 
needs, containing both emotional and physical aspects. These are 
scored on a scale from -3 (not at all met) to +3 (very well met). We 
also ask respondents to identify any environmental barriers that may 
prevent them from meeting their needs, as well as any factors that 
support them to meet needs well. We included some bespoke 
questions asking respondents how the Nationally Significant 
Infrastructure Projects (NSIPs) affected their mental health (either 
positively or negatively). Finally, we collected data on demographic 
factors, such as age and gender identity, to determine how these 
factors affect wellbeing. For a full list of questions, reach out to the 
Suffolk Mind Research Team. We also undertook case studies to 
support this research and allow us to gain a deeper understanding of 
factors that may prevent or enable individuals to meet their needs. 

This research, funded by East Suffolk Council, was conducted using our 
validated mental health measure, the Emotional Needs Audit (ENA), 
which has been distributed widely online and on foot by trained data 
collectors. 

This report focuses on the average wellbeing of those in Aldeburgh, 
Leiston & Saxmundham, throughout this report, defined to be IP15, 
IP16 and IP17 postcode areas respectively, based on data gathered 
from 3rd April 2025 to 25th June 2025. This data is compared with data 
gathered over the same geography from 13th June 2022 to 14th March 
2023.
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Appendix 2 – The Emotional Needs 

Movement isn’t just about going 

to the gym or out for a run. 

Getting our heart rate above 

resting level just three to four 

times a week – whether that’s a 

brisk walk, dancing or hoovering – 

is enough to trigger a hormone 

release equivalent in its effect to 

anti-depressant medication

Sleep helps calm emotions and 

repairs our body. We can tell 

our need for Sleep is met when 

we feel rested after waking up

Food & Drink is about feeling 

you get energy, nutrition and 

pleasure from your diet – 

however that looks for you

Emotional Connection is about 

feeling connected in smaller, 

more intimate groups. Close 

Relationships is about feeling 

we can be completely ourselves 

around at least one other person 

(or a pet!)
Community is met when we feel 

we’re part of a group

Giving and Receiving Attention 

is about exchanging positive 

attention with those around us. 

It is a finite resource, but can 

replenished by better meeting 

the need for Privacy 

Security is to do with our need 

to feel safe and secure in our 

surroundings. Some examples of 

where we meet our need for 

Security is in our housing 

situation, financially or in 

relationships

Control is feeling we are free to 

make choices for ourselves, and 

part of meeting this need is 

recognising that there are things 

we can’t control

Privacy is about being able to 

get time away from distractions 

and have time to process our 

thoughts and emotions

Status is met by feeling 

appreciated and respected as a 

person. Value is about feeling 

appreciated for our actions and 

contributionsAchievement is met by feeling 

stretched and challenged by the 

things we do

Meaning & Purpose is feeling 

motivated and that there is a 

point to getting out of bed in 

the morning. This can be met 

through meeting our need for 

Achievement, through helping 

other people, or by being part 

of something bigger than 

ourselves
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Appendix 3 – Engagement from residents

We received 251 responses from those living in IP15, IP16 and IP17. 

Response rates by gender:

• 49% of respondents were women 
(including trans women) 

• 34% were men (including trans men) 

• 17% were non-binary or chose not to 
provide information on their gender

Response rates by age:

Did respondents move to the area for employment on an NSIP?

2.8%

5.2%

13.9% 14.3%
13.1%

21.9%

12.0%

5.2%

11.6%

0%

5%

10%

15%

20%

25%

We heard the most from those aged between 55 and 
64 years old. Just 3% of respondents were under 18 
years old.

Where we receive fewer than 3 responses per reportable group, we do not report on the average 
wellbeing of this group – to ensure all responses remain anonymous. 
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40.0%
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70.0%
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90.0%

100.0%

Yes No No information
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The majority of respondents 
– 90% – did not move to the 
area specifically for 
employment on a build. Just 
under 9% did move to the 
area for employment. It’s 
worth bearing in mind how 
these differences of 
perspective will affect 
responses.
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Appendix 4 – Overall Wellbeing Graph

Average wellbeing amongst those living in Aldeburgh, Leiston & 
Saxmundham, compared to 2023 data:

The error bars indicate the values we would expect our averages 
to fall within if we repeated this research. We used a 95% 
confidence interval.
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Appendix 5 – Wellbeing suggestions from respondents

NSIP specific suggestions (12% (14/87) of suggestions), including:
• Easy to access information about the local energy projects all in one place
• Developers, government departments, the council to listen to residents (e.g. hold 

meetings or forums with residents)
• Restricting, reducing and rejecting major infrastructure projects or building 

developments in the area 
Improved emotional support (26% (30/87) of suggestions), including:
• More people to talk to for emotional support – drop-in sessions, wellbeing café
• Accessible, closer in-person mental health support
• Outside wellbeing groups – group walks, cycles, dog walks, using the beach, forest 

bathing
• Counselling – easily accessible, free/affordable, better work-friendly hours, specifically 

mentioned the need in Leiston 
• More knowledge and awareness of mental health services, support and workshops 
• Suicide prevention  

• Specifically, wellbeing activities for young people, those with young children, those in 
the construction industry and Saturday wellbeing for those working in the week. 

• Support groups for those with autism or those who are neurodiverse
• More GPs, dentists, companion services in the area
Integrating the community: (15% (17/87) of suggestions), including:
• Local community hub in village 
• Social events – in Leiston and Saxmundham
• Group activities – such as art groups, singing, chess, bridge, exercise classes
• Community events – such as street parties, festivals, markets, discos
• Low cost, free and engaging activities 
Environmental suggestions: (7% (8/87) of suggestions), including:
• Protected green spaces
• Replacing wildlife areas and trees – tree planting schemes 
• Info and advice on how to support the local wildlife with the destruction going on
• Outside wellbeing groups – group walks, cycles, dog walks, using the beach, forest 

bathing
Supporting younger people: (5% (6/87) of suggestions), including:
• Hub for young people
• Advice and career support 
• Suicide prevention
Better wellness/exercise facilities in the local area: (7% (8/87) of suggestions), 
including:
• More local gyms 
• Affordable exercise groups – such as for disabled people, yoga and mindfulness classes.
• Local people discounted rates at leisure centre
• Sauna and cold plunge releases 
Infrastructural and financial changes: (6% (7/87) of suggestions), including:
• Better public transport links 
• Parking – free parking at Sizewell beach 
• Social Hub in Saxmundham – improve the high street to encourage people to meet up
• Road improvements – quieter, traffic policing due to excessive roadkill
• Dog free zones on beach
• Financial – reduction in council tax
Awareness of community hubs and support: (6% (7/87) of suggestions), including:
• More awareness of mental health support and local community hubs
• Advertisements on support – e.g. in a local magazine 
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Appendix 6 – A map of where different energy projects 
are being built across East Suffolk
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Ref – https://www.suffolkenergyactionsolutions.co.uk/cumulative-
impact/

https://www.suffolkenergyactionsolutions.co.uk/cumulative-impact/
https://www.suffolkenergyactionsolutions.co.uk/cumulative-impact/
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