
 
 
 
Jean-Bernard Lévy 
Chairman 
Electricite de France 
22/30 Avenue Wagram 
75008  
Paris 
 
5 May 2020 
 
Dear M. Chairman, 
 
We are writing on the eve of EDF’s Annual Shareholders’ Meeting concerning the Sizewell C (SZC) project 
your UK team is promoting. The Development Consent Order (DCO) application to the UK Planning 
Inspectorate, for permission to construct a second twin nuclear power station at SZC in East Suffolk is 
expected imminently. 
 
You must surely be aware that to submit the DCO during the current coronavirus lockdown will cause 
immeasurable harm to EDF’s image and reputation, through what will be seen as a cynical and 
opportunistic move, and we urge you to tell your UK colleagues to delay until all restrictions on public 
gatherings are lifted.  
 
SZC represents a giant ill-chosen step into the unknown by EDF, in respect of its financing, physical 
construction and effect on the environment. The experiences at Flamanville, Olkiluoto and most recently 
at Hinkley Point C show it is not possible to predict how long SZC will take to build and consequently the 
overall cost of the construction. Your colleagues in the UK have stated that there is no potential for the 
project to proceed without access to the “Regulated Asset Base” (RAB) funding model as the costs for 
EDF/CGN to fund it directly, as at Hinkley Point, are simply not viable. Without UK government approval 
and legislation of RAB, SZC would be unable to proceed, so we consider it is premature to expend EDF 
and local residents’ time and money on the DCO process. Furthermore, government approval of RAB 
confers no guarantee that it will be viable for the SZC project. 
 
Comparing the cost of the SZC project to rapidly falling renewable prices, and it seems highly unlikely that 
the British public will accept such outlandishly one sided finance arrangement for such an expensive 
project with both an uncertain timeframe and considerable additional risk should there be delays due to 
“unforeseen ground conditions” or other issues presented by a significantly constrained and sensitive 
coastal site. 
 
The location of Sizewell presents extreme, if not insurmountable, physical difficulties: coastal erosion, 
increased frequency of storm surge tides due to climate change, inadequate coastal defences due to the 
small size and constrained nature of the site and inland hydrological concerns in sensitive interconnected 
protected marsh habitats. The effect on protected habitats has not been adequately addressed or 
compensated for given that SZC will be built over internationally-protected sites. 
 
There is no degree of mitigation that can compensate for the disruption to peoples’ lives, reduction in 
local tourist economy, destruction of flora and wild habitat with severe risk to rare wildlife that will ensue 
during construction and long after. 
 
With all due respect, EDF would appear to have sufficient problems in France without the challenges of 
SZC It has been clear for more than a year that you are dealing with increasing debts, reduced profitability 
and loss of market share, with the launch of Opération Hercule in 2019 widely expected to lead to the 
splitting and renationalisation of the company. Since then, the measures needed to combat Covid-19 



have led to further steep reductions in electricity demand in key markets and a collapse in your share 
price. Media reports suggest an emergency cash injection from the government of France may be needed 
before the end of 2020.   
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These circumstances suggest you will need to prioritise your activities: according to your 2019 results, 
your renewables business is most profitable. This, along with shoring up your market position in France 
and finding the resources - perhaps €100bn - to life-extend your fleet of 58 French reactors must surely 
be top priority. High risk projects with low strategic value, such as SZC, should be jettisoned if they are 
not to jeopardise the survival of your key capabilities and the stability of the French power market. 
 
With the current strides being made in new energy generation technology and storage capabilities, we 
believe EDF’s undoubted resourcefulness and expertise could be better applied to the advance of these 
alternatives. There is growing evidence that they could provide the UK’s requirements without the need 
for SZC, and appreciably sooner than the decade (at least) it would take to build it, always assuming that 
the considerable issues outlined above can be mitigated satisfactorily to the UK Planning Inspectorate.  
 
It is clear that your UK team, for a variety of understandable reasons  - of project momentum, personal 
pride and ambition and even job security - is keen to make the case as strongly as possible to you, their 
parent, to continue with what all independent observers regard as this risky investment. Sizewell C may 
also have a negative impact on your UK brand, and this highly competitive market could see you lose 
further customers to what they see as more ethical suppliers.  
 
We struggle to believe that EDF Group, and its board, could wish to proceed with such a project and we 
can only say that it would be for the longer term benefit of all parties, as well as saving a large amount of 
your time and therefore money if the project were to be shelved as soon as possible. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 

Paul Collins, Chair Alison Downes, Executive Director 
Stop Sizewell C Stop Sizewell C 
 
 

1 
https://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-health-coronavirus-edf-recapitalisati/virus-outbreak-raises-spectre-of-cash-injection-for-indebted-edf-idUKKCN22427
U 

https://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-health-coronavirus-edf-recapitalisati/virus-outbreak-raises-spectre-of-cash-injection-for-indebted-edf-idUKKCN22427U
https://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-health-coronavirus-edf-recapitalisati/virus-outbreak-raises-spectre-of-cash-injection-for-indebted-edf-idUKKCN22427U

