


already exists and avoiding much of the new onshore infrastructure, environmental
damage and disruption to communities associated with Sea Link. [Please add a short
personal paragraph here explaining why this matters to you – for example, concerns about
energy bills and value for money, or the cumulative impacts of major energy projects on
East Suffolk, its communities and environment.] I support the transition to Net Zero and
recognise that Britain’s electricity network needs substantial investment. But achieving Net
Zero should not mean spending billions of pounds on new infrastructure without first
properly examining whether the same network need can be met more quickly and at a
fraction of the cost by upgrading existing infrastructure. Before consumers are committed
to expenditure of £3.2 billion or more on Sea Link, I therefore urge the Government to
ensure that the SEAS alternative is independently and transparently assessed against Sea
Link on cost, delivery time, network capacity and environmental impact. If a solution
costing under £300 million can deliver the required network reinforcement faster than a
£3.2 billion project, surely it should be properly examined before billions of pounds of
consumers’ money are committed.




