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SRN Initial Report Consultation 
Department for Transport  
3/24 Great Minster House 
33 Horseferry Road 
London 
SW1P 4DR 
 
6 February 2018 
 
By email: RISFuture.Consultation@dft.gsi.gov.uk 
 
Dear Sir/Madam 
 
Shaping the Future of England's Strategic Roads 
Consultation on Highways England's Initial Report 
Moving Britain Ahead 
 

Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Department for Transport (DfT) 
consultation on Highways England’s Strategic Road Network Initial Report (SRNIR). We agree with the 
assessment that users want a SRN that is safe and free-flowing, more accessible better integrated, one 
that supports economic growth and improves the environment. We especially welcome the Government’s 
commitment to invest in the SRN in order to support prosperity and growth and  to fund the SRN in future 
from the National Roads Fund, resourced by Vehicle Excise Duty, since we expect this approach to 
increase the levels, certainty and sustainability of investment. 
 

Suffolk Chamber of Commerce notes with disappointment that when in December 2014 DfT published 
their Road Investment Strategy for 2015 – 2020 (RIS1) there were no major projects in Suffolk. This must 
not be the case in RIS2. 
 
In view of the lack of investment in Suffolk in RIS1 Suffolk Chamber of Commerce launched in 2015 a 
campaign for No More A14 delays in Suffolk which has enjoyed strong and active support from businesses, 
Suffolk County and the District and Borough Councils, New Anglia and Greater Cambridge Greater 
Peterborough LEPs, Suffolk Constabulary, all of the Suffolk MPs and other key stakeholders in the County.  
 
No More A14 delays in Suffolk has been driven by an A14 Strategy Board which has been chaired since 
its inception in July 2016 by a Suffolk MP and has had strong business membership and representation 
from all of the partners mentioned above. In addition Suffolk Chamber has as part of its governance 
structures a Transport and Infrastructure Board which brings together a wide range of business voices to 
consider transport and infrastructure matters of concern to Suffolk 
 
Our campaign brochure attached as Annex 1 highlights our expectations regarding investment in the A14 
in RIS2 and also draws attention to our other RIS2 priorities for Suffolk. Our overall ambitions comprise: 
 

 improvements to key junctions on the A14 at Ipswich, Bury, St Edmunds and Newmarket; 

 improvements to the A11 at Mildenhall and A12 south of Ipswich; 
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 major maintenance schemes on the A14 between Haughley and Woolpit and between Copdock and 
the Orwell Bridge; and 

 a comprehensive feasibility study of the A14 from the M11 at Cambridge to Felixstowe to address 
remaining concerns about the A14 and the impact of future growth in the county and across the UK. 

 
Full details of these proposals are included as Annex 2.  
 
The A14 Strategy Board has now met on six occasions and during 2017 senior officials from DfT and 
Highways England attended Board meetings to discuss the RIS2 process and the justification for the 
proposals submitted to Highways England, which were based on detailed worked undertaken by Suffolk 
County Council’s consultants and which it is accepted represent excellent value for money. 
 
By way of further background to this response it should be noted that Suffolk’s ports at Felixstowe, Ipswich 
and Lowestoft, are significant employers in their own right, but additionally and crucially provide a gateway 
to the UK and will play an even more critical role in driving up international trade and economic growth in 
the lead up to and following Brexit. Over 4 million TEUs, 40% of all container traffic into the UK, arrives 
through the Port of Felixstowe annually and of that 75% travels across Suffolk on the A14 to be distributed 
for example to the Midlands Engine, the Northern Powerhouse and the UK as a whole.  
 
The importance of good port connectivity to future growth has been recognised in the Port Connectivity 
Study work currently being undertaken by DfT, the Government’s Industrial Strategy, the Transport 
Investment Strategy and the National Infrastructure Commission’s. However although this is mentioned 
briefly in Chapter 1 it is not carried through in the RIS2 priorities. Investment in RIS2 in Suffolk will enable 
the ports and wider logistics / distribution sector to expand and contribute to the local, regional and national 
economies. 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce is also working with our partners on Suffolk Growth Programme Board to 
support the delivery of the proposals put forward through the Housing White Paper, the Industrial Strategy, 
the work of the National Infrastructure Commission and both this and the Major Roads Network 
consultations to ensure that we achieve integrated investment to deliver the inclusive growth that is right 
for Suffolk and for UK plc. 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce’s response to DfT’s specific questions about SRNIR 
 
Question 1 
Do you think Highways England's proposals will deliver what users of the SRN want? If not, what could be 
done differently? 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the publication of the SRNIR and we especially support the 
designation of the A14 in Suffolk as an Expressway but, of course, the proof of the pudding will be in the 
eating.  
 
Given that Suffolk did not get any major projects in RIS1 it is not surprising that here is now clear evidence 
to indicate that there are significant existing problems on the SRN in Suffolk. In our view unless the 
carefully-researched projects, developed in conjunction with Highways England and supported by the A14 
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Strategy Board and formally submitted to Highways England in July 2016, are taken forward into RIS2 
then the principles and proposals set out in the SRNIR will not deliver what the users of the SRN in Suffolk 
want both in the short term and into the future. It would be wholly unacceptable to wait until 2030 (RIS3) 
or beyond to see meaningful improvements implemented to address the existing significant problems on 
the SRN in Suffolk. 
 
The diagram showing forecast 2041 daytime delay change on page 53 of the SRNIR shows significant 
increases on the A14 between the M11 at Cambridge and Junction 38 north of Newmarket, at Bury St 
Edmunds and around Ipswich and the A11 at Mildenhall and A12 south of Ipswich. This supports the A14 
Strategy Board’s proposed list of projects to be included in RIS2. 
 
There are specific issues that need to be addressed urgently relating to the Orwell Bridge and its closure 
due to incidents, high winds and planned maintenance works. This has a significant impact on the local 
community and businesses within Ipswich and on freight movements to and from the Port of Felixstowe 
and other key businesses. Although some very limited progress has been made regarding communications 
there is still a long way to go to address and resolve the frequency and impact of the closures. In addition, 
there is a need to consider alternative strategic options to deal with SRN traffic movements affected by the 
closures. 
 
The emphasis on a long-term spatial and corridor approach to improving the national network is welcomed 
and reinforces our call for a feasibility study to underpin a full route strategy for the A14 between the M11 
and Felixstowe. The study would: 
 

 demonstrate how the standards applied in delivering the A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon Expressway 
can be extended and delivered through to the Port of Felixstowe; 

 consider the potential impact of the Oxford to Cambridge project; and 

 investigate and highlight medium to long term solutions, particularly around Ipswich and Bury St 
Edmunds, which could then be implemented in Roads Period 3 or subsequently. 

 
Question 2 
Do you think Highways England's proposals will deliver what businesses want? If not, what could be done 
differently? 
 

See our response to question 1 which takes full account of the views expressed, regarding the current 
consultation on the SRNIR, by businesses at meetings of the A14 Strategy Board and at the Suffolk 
Chamber of Commerce Transport and Infrastructure Board. 
 
Question 3 
Do you think Highways England's proposals meet the needs of people affected by the presence of the 
SRN? If not, what could be done differently? 
 
There needs to be much better communication with businesses and communities affected by the SRN, 
both in terms of the impact of traffic using the SRN on local businesses and communities (e.g. noise, 
pollution etc.) and more importantly the economic, social and environmental impact of traffic diverted off 
the SRN due to incidents, weather conditions and planned works. The lack of progress with proposals to 
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mitigate the impact of high winds on the Orwell Bridge, and the very significant economic and social 
impacts of closures, is one example of where practical solutions are urgently needed but apparently stalled. 
 
Question 4 
Do you agree with Highways England's proposals for: 
 
Four categories of road and the development of Expressways (Initial Report sections 4.4.3 and 5.3.6) 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the proposed four categories of road for the SRN and in 
particular the development of Expressways and the suggested network classification over the medium 
term, which provides an indication of how the network could develop and in Suffolk shows the A14, A11 
and A12 south of Ipswich as current, planned, and potential expressways. Nonetheless we believe that 
these must not be used as an alternative to capacity enhancement schemes where they are necessary. 
 
We note that in the short-term Highways England expect the A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon project to 
open as their first operational Expressway and we believe that it would make sense to continue this status 
into Suffolk through to the Port of Felixstowe. The A14 in Suffolk (and along its whole route) is as already 
stated a major contributor to the UK economy, carrying 75% of the goods shipped through the Port of 
Felixstowe (which itself handles over 40% of the UK’s container traffic), much of it headed for the Midlands 
Engine and Northern Powerhouse. In view of this last fact the significance of the Port of Felixstowe to trade 
and export following Brexit cannot be overstated. 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the statement that Expressways will ‘feel’ more like motorways, 
with comparable levels of information, monitoring and response and supports the proposed features of an 
Expressway shown diagrammatically on page 59 of the SRNIR. This includes support for the blue backed 
and “M” signs, “Traffic Officer Service” and “No non-motorised users and slow moving vehicles permitted”. 
We wish to see a commitment from DfT to develop the whole A14, A11 and A12 as Expressways and to 
explore how these could be developed and implemented. 
 
Operational priorities (Initial Report section 5.1) 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce broadly accepts Highways England’s operational priorities and Customer 
service ambitions for the 2020-2025 period as set out in section 5.1 of the SRNIR although the emphasis 
on meeting the needs of their customers should apply equally to those customers diverted off the SRN 
due to incidents, weather conditions and planned roadworks on the SRN. 
 
Incidents should be managed quickly, giving information about planned disruption, and giving live 
information about delays when they do occur and we welcome Highways England’s intention to continue 
working with the DfT to maximise the benefits of Variable Message Signs (VMS) and make them more 
relevant locally (i.e. not just junction numbers). 
 
Traffic diverted off trunk roads does not necessarily use the designated, agreed and signed emergency 
diversion routes, particularly where they involve lengthy detours. This can and does result in traffic, 
including HGVs passing through local villages causing significant disruption to businesses and 
communities as well as damage to the carriageway, verges and physical infrastructure. The development 
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of real time information and selection of alternative routes using SatNav will increase that but the SRNIR 
does not appear to give any consideration to those affected in this way by SRN traffic diverted onto local 
roads as a result of roadworks or to those businesses whose operations are temporarily affected.  
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce believes that there is also a need to ensure that there is an up-to-date and 
single platform for all proposed roadworks and associated diversion routes whether promoted by Highways 
England, Local Highways Authorities, Statutory undertakers, developers or others so effective coordination 
of works can be carried out. This would also be useful source of information for the public in general and 
for businesses and visitors including tourists not familiar with an area.  
 
Having reliable and easy-to-use diversion routes is a vital part of Highways England’s response to incidents 
and it is important that Highways England continues to inspect the condition and signage on existing 
routes, identify where they are inappropriate routes and bring them up to agreed standards. Similar 
comments also apply to diversions put in place in connection with planned works on the SRN. 
 
Highways England “Traffic Officer Services” were removed from parts of the all-purpose trunk road network 
several years ago as part of a cost-cutting measure and we welcome the proposals to introduce these 
services once Expressways are designated but there is no rationale to wait until then. There are greater 
resilience issues on these routes now than on motorways or smart motorways, and “Traffic Officer 
Services” should be deployed accordingly to provide a short term means of improving reliability on these 
important but sub-standard routes. 
 
Infrastructure priorities (Initial Report section 5.2) 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce agrees with the priorities for keeping infrastructure in good condition and 
in particular the statement that Highways England are required to consider whole life cost. Recent 
experience in Suffolk indicates that expensive reactive maintenance is being carried out and this causes 
additional and unnecessary disruption to local businesses and communities living near the works. We also 
support the principal of Highways England funding being used on non-trunk roads, where this would 
provide demonstrable benefit to SRN. 
 
Enhancement priorities (Initial Report section 5.3) 
 

Suffolk Chamber of Commerce agrees with the broad priorities highlighted in the SRNIR, particularly the 
completion of RIS1 schemes already under construction and the proposal for a network of Expressways.  
However as we have stated above and despite the recognised traffic problems around Ipswich and Bury 
St Edmunds, at the A14/A142 junction at Newmarket (which was previously identified as one of the top 
ten worst junctions in the east of England) and also on the A11 at Fiveways and the A12 south of Ipswich, 
there were no major improvements in Suffolk in RIS1 nor any strategic studies that directly affect or benefit 
Suffolk. Neither are there any specific schemes identified in Suffolk for development in the next road 
period. We also note that there are no motorways in Suffolk. 
 
We welcome the announcement that the A14 between Cambridge and Huntingdon is likely to be the first 
operational Expressway but strongly urge that measures are taken to enable designation of the whole 
route between Felixstowe and the Catthorpe Interchange at the same time.  
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We agree in general with the schemes identified to be developed for the next road period but believe that 
an Ipswich Northern Route should be added to address the fact that the Orwell Bridge represents both a 
capacity constraint and a serious, and unacceptable, resilience risk for a very significant proportion of 
national trade. The need for an alternative route to accommodate future growth and improve resilience will 
become increasingly urgent over the next roads period and development work should be started as a 
priority. Over £1m of local money is being invested in producing a Strategic Outline Business Case for a 
new route / bypass to the north of Ipswich. This work is assessing possible schemes with the aim of 
reducing congestion and improving air quality in Ipswich, facilitating economic and housing growth and 
providing a viable alternative to the A14 Orwell Bridge. It is likely that the outcome of this work will lead to 
a bid to DfT at the appropriate time. 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the statement that “in addition to working to deliver upgrades to 
smart motorways and Expressways”, Highways England “will need to continue investing in other parts of 
the network”. Our proposals put forward for inclusion in RIS2 focus on junction improvements, to tackle 
safety, congestion or environmental issues, and generally provide better roads rather than new roads. We 
believe this is consistent with Highways England’s approach and the development of proposed 
Expressways. 
 
A local priorities fund (Initial Report section 5.3.8) 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the proposals for tackling local priorities. 
 
Future studies (Initial Report section 5.3.11) 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce welcomes the statement from Highways England “there is value in funding 
the development of a wider range of solutions, both to address areas on the network with poorer 
performance, and to respond to the future challenges and demands on the network” and we strongly 
recommend that a study of the A14 between the M11 at Cambridge and Felixstowe should be undertaken 
to address a range of connectivity and resilience issues, including the provision of free flow connections 
at Copdock Interchange, improvements to the A14 in general as a key route to the Port of Felixstowe, 
particularly around Ipswich and Bury St Edmunds and consider the implications of Brexit and the scope to 
develop the Oxford to Cambridge Corridor and extend it to the Port of Felixstowe. Such a study should 
build on the work carried out by Highways England in conjunction with Suffolk County Council, the Suffolk 
Chamber of Commerce, District Councils and other key stakeholders in Suffolk to deal with, amongst other 
issues, the ongoing capacity and resilience issues associated with the Orwell Bridge. 
 
Designated funds (Initial Report section 5.4) 

 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce agrees that these funds should be continued and that this should focus on 
the five areas set out in section 5.4. We are particularly committed to the development of roadside facilities 
for HGV’s and their drivers. 
 
Performance measures and targets (Initial Report section 6.3) If you disagree with any of these, what could 
be done differently? 
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While we note that the performance framework set out in section 6.3 measures the things that are 
important to Highways England’s customers and shareholders (and in ways that are easily understood by 
their users), there is more that can be done to measure the performance of Highways England in terms of 
the impact on businesses and communities operating or living near the SRN or affected by traffic diverted 
off the SRN as a result of incidents, weather related issues (e.g. Orwell Bridge) or planned roadworks. We 
believe this is consistent with the key challenges set out in section 4.5 and investment priorities in section 
6.3, (in particular “making a positive impact on the environment, surrounding landscapes, and local 
communities”). 
 
Question 5: 
Are there any other proposals in the Initial Report that you do not agree with? If so, which ones and what 
could be done differently? 
 
We believe that there is a need to consider the whole road network in developing future plans and that 
liaison with businesses, Local Highway Authorities and other key stakeholders including those affected by 
the SRN is essential. 
 
Question 6: 
Do you agree with Highways England’s assessment of the future needs of the SRN (Initial Report section 
4.4)? If not, how would you change the assessment? 
 
Suffolk Chamber agrees that the population will increase and will drive housing growth and that, in 
combination with other demographic trends, will have the impact of continuing to increase demand on the 
network. This is expected to increase pressure on an already congested network in Suffolk. 
 
We also believe that improving connectivity between and within regions is vital for driving economic growth 
across UK plc and this will continue to be important for the nationally significant Port of Felixstowe and 
other businesses in Suffolk. 
 
We welcome the smart assets concept regarding construction innovation and the potential for more 
efficient and less disruptive construction and maintenance.  
 
The DfT publications “Road Investment Strategy: Strategic Vision December 2014” and “Transport 
Investment Strategy Moving Britain Ahead July 2017” include maps showing congestion on the SRN in 
2010 and predicted in 2040 (attached for convenience). These reinforce the views expressed by users of 
the SRN and key stakeholders in Suffolk, including businesses, that there are severe existing congestion 
problems on the A14 at Newmarket, Bury St Edmunds and around Ipswich and that conditions on the SRN 
generally in the county is set to get significantly worse in the future. This evidence strengthens the case 
for the projects we have submitted for inclusion in RIS2 including the proposed A14 Feasibility Study 
between the M11 at Cambridge and Felixstowe. 
 
We believe that the ambition regarding Connected and Autonomous Vehicles (CAVs) should be applied 
to the road network as a whole (not just the SRN). The implications for CAVs diverted off the SRN by 
incidents, weather related issues and planned works needs to be considered, including the suitability of 
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CAVs using diversion routes. There needs to be an up-to-date and single platform of current works and 
events that can inform this process to avoid conflicts and problems on the local road network.  
 
We welcome Highways England’s interest in the opportunity that MaaS could offer to freight, and to work 
with partners to optimise freight movements across the network (this is important in the context of the 
Suffolk ports) and we note and welcome Highway England’s aim to significantly reduce disruption caused 
by roadworks, extreme weather and serious incidents. 
 
Question 7: 
How far does the Initial Report meet the Government's aims for RIS2 (economy, network capability, safety, 
integration and environment – described in paragraph 2.3)? Which aims could Highways England do more 
to meet and how? 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce agrees with the Government's strategic aims for RIS2. However, given that 
the SRNIR does not contain any specific projects, we repeat our comment above that “the proof of the 
pudding will be in the eating”. There needs to be a significant level of investment in the SRN within Suffolk, 
as proposed in our RIS2 submission to Highways England. 
 
Question 8: 
Do you think there should be any change in the roads included in the SRN (described in paragraph 1.3)? 
If so, which roads would you propose are added to or removed from the SRN, and why? 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce proposes that the A140 between the A14 junction 51 Beacon Hill and the 
A47 at Harford Interchange should be added to the SRN which is supported by our Transport and 
Infrastructure Manifesto which states, with regard to the A140: “Dual whole route and include in trunk road 
network to support economic and business growth between Ipswich and Norwich and improve access 
from Suffolk to Norwich International Airport.” 
 
Question 9: 
Is there anything else we need to consider when making decisions about investment in the SRN?  
If so, what other factors do you want considered? Please provide links to any published information that 
you consider relevant. In addition, in relation to the analytical approach summarised in Chapter 6 and set 
out in more detail in the strategy document accompanying this consultation  

 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce supports the aim, reflected in the consultation document, of building a 
stronger and more balanced economy. There is already as noted above an imbalance in regional transport 
planning and investment and Government must ensure in future that the investment priorities carried 
forward through RIS2 reflect a fair and balanced assessment of local, regional and national need. 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce strongly recommends that the increasing importance of international trade 
and therefore links to our international gateways, in view of the potential impact of Brexit, and the economic 
wellbeing of UK plc in general should be factors to weigh when making decisions about investment in the 
SRN. 
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Question 10: 
Does the analytical approach taken have the right balance between ambition, robustness, and 
proportionality? If not, what do you suggest we do differently? 
 
In our view the critical question, looking forward, is: what will DfT do in terms of future investment in RIS2, 
in Suffolk, that will benefit our economic and business growth? 
 
Other: 
 
Suffolk Chamber of Commerce will respond separately to the Major Road Network consultation. 
 
We hope that these comments are helpful and look forward to continuing to work positively with 
Government and our public partners to deliver economic and business growth through improved levels of 
investment in transport and infrastructure. 
 
Yours sincerely 

 
John Dugmore 
Chief Executive, Suffolk Chamber of Commerce 
 
Cc 
Graham Abbey, Suffolk Chamber of Commerce 
Peter Aldous MP 
Stephen Baker, Suffolk Growth Programme Board 
James Cartlidge MP 
Karen Chapman, Suffolk Growth Programme Board 
Jo Churchill MP 
Thérèse Coffey MP  
Sue Cook, Suffolk County Council 
Paul Davey, Hutchison Ports UK 
John Dugmore, Suffolk Chamber of Commerce 
Doug Field, New Anglia LEP 
Peter Grimm, Suffolk CC 
Matthew Hancock MP 
Andrew Harston, Associated British Ports 
Adam Marshall, BCC 
Sandy Martin MP 
Dan Poulter MP 
Sue Roper, Suffolk CC 
Chris Starkie, New Anglia LEP 
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Annex 1 
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Annex 2 
 

Road Period 2 – 2020 to 2025: Candidates for RIS2 - Suffolk 
 

Trunk Road Improvements (Not in Priority order) 

 
Ref Project Description 

P1 A14/A142 Junction 37 Exning Lack of capacity leads to extensive queueing, 
particularly on the A142 from Cambridgeshire. 
Conditions likely to get worse following opening of 
Ely Bypass in 2017. Improvement are required to 
address existing problems and support growth in 
East Cambridgeshire and in Newmarket 

P2 A14 Junctions Bury St Edmunds 
Including: 

 A14 Junction 43 St Saviours 

    A14 Junction 44 Moreton Hall 

Poor layout, short slip roads and lack of capacity 
leads to significant congestion and queueing, 
which extends back onto the A14 main 
carriageway. Improvements are required to 
support growth in Bury St Edmunds 

P3 A14 Junctions Ipswich 
Including: 

 A14 Junction 55 Copdock 

 A14 Junction 56 Wherstead 

 A14 Junction 57 Nacton Road 

 A14 Junction 58 Seven Hills 

Lack of capacity leads to significant congestion 
and queueing, which extends back onto the A14 
main carriageway. Improvements are required to: 

 support growth in and around Ipswich and 
Suffolk Coastal (including Sizewell C); 

 improve access to and egress from local 
businesses; 

 maintain access to the nationally important 
Port of Felixstowe; and 

 improve journey time reliability. 

P4 A12 South 
Including: 

 A12 Four Sisters Interchange 

 A12 Capel St Mary to County Boundary 

The horizontal and vertical alignment of the A12 
carriageway south of Capel St Mary is generally 
poor with numerous accesses and there is concern 
about the accident record. The Four Sisters 
Interchange in particular has a substandard layout. 
Improvements are required to support growth in 
Babergh District and meet current standards, 
including: 

 bringing this section of A12 up to Expressway 
Standard; and 

 upgrading Four Sisters Interchange to 
appropriate standards 

P5 A11 Mildenhall 
Including: 

 A11 Fiveways Grade Separation 

 A11 Tuddenham Road at Grade 
Crossing 

 A11 Herringswell Road at Grade 
Crossing 

There is evidence of increasing congestion at the 
A11 Fiveways junction and risk of 
accidents/incidents at the existing at grade 
crossings with openings in the central reserve. 
The A11 has been identified as a growth corridor 
and improvements are required to support growth 
in Forest Heath and in particular growth linked to 
the potential development of Mildenhall Airbase. 
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Local Road Improvements (Not in Priority order) 
 

Ref Project Description 

L1 Third Crossing at Lake Lothing The Route Strategies published by HE in April 
2015 include evidence that shows the A12 in 
Lowestoft comes into the bottom category for peak 
period speeds; delay and safety on the network. 

L2 The Upper Orwell Crossing, Ipswich Will provide additional east west capacity within 
Ipswich and potentially reduce traffic on the A14 
over Orwell Bridge 

 

Major Maintenance Schemes (Not in Priority order) 
 

Ref Project Description 

M1 A14 concrete carriageway between Woolpit 
and Haughley 

Outstanding concerns about the structure of the 
carriageway, the poor running surface and noise 
problems, which affects local residents living near 
the trunk road. 

M2 A14 concrete carriageway between Copdock 
and Orwell Bridge 

Poor running surface and noise problems, which 
adversely affects people living in Pinewood, South 
West Ipswich, Belstead and Wherstead 

 

Feasibility Study 
 

 Feasibility Study Description 

FS1 A14: M11 Cambridge to Felixstowe 
Including: 

 A14 Cambridge Northern Bypass Girton 
to Milton 

 A14 Cambridge to Newmarket 

 A14 Junction 38 Waterhall (A11 north) 

 A14 Bury St Edmunds 

 A14 around Ipswich including Orwell 
Bridge 

 Residual capacity issues 

Potential capacity problems on the A14 east of the 
M11 were highlighted through the Examination into 
the A14 Cambridge to Huntingdon project. In 
addition there are capacity issues relating to the 
A14 around Ipswich and the need to: 

 maintain access to the nationally important 
Port of Felixstowe; and 

 improve journey time reliability. 
 

It is envisaged that the suggested feasibility study 
would highlight appropriate solutions in the short to 
medium term, which could be implemented in 
Roads Period 3 or subsequently 

 

Improvement of the A14 will support growth in 
general in Suffolk and at the Port of Felixstowe. 

 


