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1 Purpose of submission 
1.1 The purpose of this submission is to provide the Secretary of State with the 

review of the Applicant’s junction modelling commissioned by Suffolk County 
Council. As explained during the Council’s response to the ExA’s Rule 17 letter 
dated 21 April 2026 [REP7-368], the late nature of the Applicant’s submission of 
the junction modelling meant it was not possible to submit the commissioned 
review during the examination period. However, the review has now been 
completed and the Council requests that the Secretary of State accepts the 
submission in order for it to be considered during the decision period for the 
application.  

1.2 The Council has sought engagement with the Applicant following the completion 
of this review. However, it has not been possible for a meeting to take place as of 
the submission of this document. The Council has decided to submit this review 
in any case in order to maximise the opportunity for it to be considered during the 
decision period. The Secretary of State may, for instance, wish to issue questions 
based on the contents of this document. The Council will continue to seek 
engagement with the Applicant regarding the contents of this review. 

1.3 It should be noted that the issues raised in the enclosed review range in severity 
using a RAG grading system. Certain concerns graded in the lower severity 
categories include questions of clarification which may be possible to resolve 
through engagement with the Applicant. More serious concerns, however, are 
unlikely to be resolved without changes to the junction modelling itself, which 
includes technical aspects such as scope, methodology and conclusions. As a 
result, the Council considers that engagement alone cannot resolve the issues 
raised in this review and that further assessment work and revision to the 
modelling submission [REP6-039] is necessary for there to be a robust evidence 
base to justify conclusions made in the Environmental Statement. 

1.4 This document should be read in conjunction with the Council’s submissions 
made during examination, particularly in relation to previous comments made 
about the Applicant’s junction modelling. The Council made preliminary 
comments criticising the modelling for reasons such as the scope of junctions 
included at several points during the examination. The relevant parts of the 
Council’s submissions include the response to questions 7.7 and 7.12 of the 
Rule 17 letter dated 21 April 2026 [REP7-368], section 4 of the Council’s post-
hearing submission following ISH 3 [REP6-182], response to Action Points 11, 22, 
23 and 24 arising from ISH 3 [REP6-184], paragraphs 3.33 to 3.38 of [REP7-367] 
and table 3.15 of the signed Statement of Common Ground [REP7-355].  


















