AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

The site is capable of being developed as there are unlikely to be any
contamination / ground stability issues.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 100
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber

Achievable




Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 24
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land off Cambridge Road, Hauxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115133

HELAA Site ID 200811

Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.76

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to group village

Current use(s)

Paddock / Scrub

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 0

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Landscape Comment 2025

The site is in the Green Belt, but it is being promoted wholly as
additional public open space as part of a proposal for the adjacent site.
Delivery of this space should be coordinated with open spaces already
approved as part of the Hauxton Waste Water Treatment Plant proposals
on the adjacent site to the north. Boundaries between the two sites
should be minimal and permeability and access should be considered as
part of any proposals. No car parking should be included in any proposals
for this site.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021 |-

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Inadequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and
employment opportunities. Proposed development would not require
delivery of accompanying key services

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score |Amber
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 100
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Outline planning permission granted for demolition of existing
structures and redevelopment for employment. (23/03080/0UT),
Planning permission granted for reserved matters of outline planning
approval S/2184/16/0L (32 dwellings). (24/00208/REM)

When will the site be
available for
development?

0 to 5 years

Available RAG

Amber

Achievable

Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density
(weighted) (dwellings per
ha)

30




Residential capacity at
prevailing density

90

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land to the west of South Street Comberton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115134

HELAA Site ID 40310

Suitable Site Area (ha) 6

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to minor rural centre

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 120
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is within flood zone 2 (taking into account climate change)
and/or is within an area at high, medium or low risk from surface
water flooding.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

Additional comments reply to the previous assessment scoring. As
previously noted, mitigation measures would need to be introduced to
ensure development of the site does not have an adverse impact on the
village, existing protected trees and hedgerows, and landscape
character of the area. Therefore no change the RAG assessment of this
site is proposed.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is on the south western edge of the villa Views from the
properties to the north and from Comberton Village College to the west
would be possible. Mitigation should include a landscape buffer along Tit
Brook of a minimum of 15m and a landscape buffer with the school and
existing properties of 15m. Development of the side should consider
village character, scale and massing.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

No additional information has been provided in relation to ecology
impacts and mitigation and therefore there is no change to the site
assessment scoring.




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All non-householder applications will require consultation with Natural
England regarding Eversden and Wimpole Woods SAC. All hew housing

developments will require assessment of increased visitor pressure on

nearby SSSI/SAC. The southern boundary of the site is adjacent to the
Tit Brook, and there are hedges within the boundary that are likely to
hold ecological value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The additional information has not altered the assessment scoring
because there is no additional information on how listed building and
conservation area setting impacts would be mitigated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Depending on location and design of the access, this may have an impact
on the neighbouring listed building, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated through design, layout and inclusion of a landscape buffer.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located close to or within the medieval village core and west of a
medieval moated site.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Green

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified




Accessibility Comment
2025

Good accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities. Proposed development would not require delivery of
accompanying key services

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the additional information, the assessment score remains
unchanged as Red. The site does not link to the adopted public highway
and is therefore inaccessible to highway users.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment
remains unchanged. The proposed site is unacceptable. The proposed
site does not have a direct link to the adopted public highway.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site does not to have a direct link to the adopted public
highway.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Development of the site will not have a detrimental impact on the
functioning of trunk roads and/or local roads.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The site is capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and
external environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light
Pollution after careful site layout, design and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Minimal traffic impact on AQMA.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Previous agricultural land use. Potential for historic contamination,
conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 100
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0 to 5 years




Available RAG

Amber

Achievable

Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 126
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land East of Bush Close, Comberton

Site information -

Site ID 115138

HELAA Site ID 40501

Suitable Site Area (ha) 4.85

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to minor rural centre
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building
Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 120

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber

Plan Policies RAG 2025




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site contains areas at high, or medium risk from surface water
flooding and/or the site contains some land in Flood Zones 2 and/or 3
but there is sufficient land in Flood Zone 1 to accommodate at least 5
additional dwellings or an increase of 500 square metres of employment
floorspace.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

The new information submitted relates to green belt release, but does
not alter the previous amber assessment score. The site is within the
perceived envelope of the village and has some capacity for
development, but mitigation measures would need to be introduced to
ensure development of the site does not have an adverse impact on
landscape character. Existing vegetation should be retained.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

New information replies to the previous helaa assessment and includes a
landscape appraisal. As previously noted, mitigation measures would
need to be introduced to ensure development of the site does not have
an adverse impact on the landscape character of the area. Therefore no
change the RAG assessment of this site is proposed as additional
landscape enhancements would be required to overcome development
impacts.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is within the perceived village envelope and capable of being
developed as proposed with little negative landscape impact.
Appropriate landscaped perimeter treatments should be included and
retention of trees and hedgerows is encouraged.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI, and all non-householder applications will
require consultation with Natural England regarding Eversden and
Wimpole Woods SAC. The Tit Brook runs adjacent to the southern
boundary and will require surveys and probable mitigation. There are
no other apparent priority habitats within the site; however, there are
grasslands, hedges, and wooded boundaries on site that are likely to
have ecological value. Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain
in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries, and may need
to find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming National
legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site would have either a neutral or positive impact,
but importantly not have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Cropmarks recorded to the east show extensive remains of Roman date,
including a Scheduled Monument.




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Green

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Good accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities. Proposed development would not require delivery of
accompanying key services

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

The proposed site is unacceptable as it does not to have a direct link to
the adopted public highway.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site does not to have a direct link to the adopted public
highway.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Having considered the updated information, the overall assessment
score has not changed. Any potential impact on the functioning of trunk
roads and/or local roads could be reasonably mitigated. The
development would need to provide mitigation to reduce the vehicle
impact and encourage active travel and public transport use.

A Transport Assessment and a Travel Plan will be required.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Any potential impact on the functioning of trunk roads and/or local
roads could be reasonably mitigated.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The site is capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and
external environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light
Pollution after careful site layout, design and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Minimal traffic impact on AQMA.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Previous agricultural land use. Potential for historic contamination,
conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 100
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available




Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Outline planning permission granted for Residential Development
with 2 dwellings. (23/02468/0UT)

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber
Achievable

Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 116
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Silverdale Close, Coton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115148

HELAA Site ID 40079

Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.11

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to group village

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 60-80
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is within flood zones 3a or 3b.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Landscape Comment 2023

Additional information replies to the previous helaa assessment and
includes further representations supporting the proposal. The site is
adjacent to Development Framework but well contained. The proposal is
set back and includes a buffer between development and Bin Brook
therefore landscape impacts are likely to be limited, so it is considered
that development would be acceptable in this context.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Landscape Comment 2021

Development would have minor impact to the landscape and settlement
character. It would be an infill development due to mature surrounding
vegetation. To reduce any amenity visual harm existing boundary
planting to be protected and retained and residential dwellings to
reflect existing settlement pattern with long gardens

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSIs. Boundary habitats including hedgerows,
Bin Brook, mature trees and adjacent woodland may be Habitats of
Principal Importance/priority habitat, be of high ecological value and/or
support protected or notable species. Remainder of site may be of
relatively low ecological value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site would have either a neutral or positive impact,
but importantly not have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Evidence for medieval earthworks is recorded in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Inadequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and
employment opportunities. Proposed development would not require
delivery of accompanying key services

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Red




Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the additional information, the assessment score remains
unchanged as Red. The site does not link to the adopted public highway
and is therefore inaccessible to highway users.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment
remains unchanged. The proposed site is unacceptable. The proposed
site does not have a direct link to the adopted public highway.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site does not to have a direct link to the adopted public
highway.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

This falls below the threshold for a Transport Assessment

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The site is capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and
external environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light
Pollution after careful site layout, design and mitigation

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023




AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Minimal traffic impact on AQMA.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 100
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber

Achievable




Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 75
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at South Trumpington

Site information

Site ID 115169

HELAA Site ID 40048

Suitable Site Area (ha) 30.93

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Greenfield,Previously developed land

Category of site

Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building
Proposed development Mixed Use

Proposed employment
floorspace (m2)

130000-260000

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed residential 400-1000
capacity

Suitability

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1; Surface water flooding: 1% lies in a
1in 30 year event and 1% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is within flood zone 2 (taking into account climate change)
and/or is within an area at high, medium or low risk from surface
water flooding.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

Having considered the additional information, the assessment score has
not changed. Development of this site would cause harm to the
Cambridge Green Belt. The land plays a crucial role in containing urban
sprawl, establishing the setting of the city, and buffering it from the
M11. The new proposals do not alter previous comments regarding this
piece of land.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

The additional information is a rebuttal to the various ratings applied to
the site from Landscape and other contributors. The rebuttal is based
mostly on the Green Belt assessment classification of potential for harm.
Beyond the Green Belt issues, the original assessment still stands. The
LCA 2021 supports the retention of the site as a green buffer between
the City and the enclosing M11 by resisting further fragmentation.
Additional information and text provided by Trumpington Parish Council
does not affect our assessment HS 06-10-22

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

The land is part of the existing Southern Fringe Area Action Plan and is
land retained as undeveloped, to create an enhanced gateway into the
City between Hauxton Road and the River Cam inclusive of hedgerow
planting, foot and cycle paths, wildlife habitat enhancements and noise
attenuation. Development of the site for residential and mixed uses
would have a significant adverse impact upon the wide and local
landscape character, views, and the setting of Cambridge. The
Trumpington Meadows development has been designed to include a
distinctive urban edge with a green foreground providing a gateway to
the City. The removal of this landscape buffer between Trumpington
Meadows and the M11 by extending development closer to the M11
would mean that the development uses the motorway as an enclosing
element to Cambridge as it does to the northeast of the city with the
A14. This enclosure of the city with motorways/highways is not
characteristic for the setting of Cambridge. Even with a reduction in
units and with landscape mitigation measures, the harm would still be
significantly adverse and unacceptable.




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Having considered the submitted information, the proposed site may
contain various protected habitats and species, which will require
assessment and possible compensation if removed. The proposed
development lies adjacent/near to a non-statutory designated site and
may/would likely require bespoke mitigation or compensation to remove
any risk of harm. Where there is a likelihood of protected and priority
species being impacted a full assessment must be undertaken. A
development of the type described would likely be eligible for
mandatory biodiversity net gain.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection, but the impact could
be reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

No additional information has been provided in relation to ecology
impacts and mitigation and therefore there is no change to the site
assessment scoring.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Any general combustion processes above 20MW input will require
consultation with Natural England. The site lies adjacent to the
Trumpington Meadows Country Park and contains grasslands and
meadows, riverine habitat, wetlands, and large areas of open water.
There are no apparent priority habitats within the site; however, there
are grasslands, hedges, and wooded boundaries on site that are likely to
have ecological value. Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain
in biodiversity difficult within their redline boundaries and may need to
find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation
and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, or those with a regional or local protection but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Amber

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Site includes several protected open space designations. Development of
the site may have a detrimental impact on these protected open space
designations, but the impact could be reasonably mitigated or
compensated. Within or partially within Public Open Space, Country
Parks and Country Parks and Gardens. Within 50m of an Amenity Green
Space.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

The assessment for the site remains unchanged as Green. Development
of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The additional information has not changed the RAG rating which was
green. There will be no detrimental impact on any heritage assets as
there are none close to the site.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated or non-designated heritage assets.

Archaeology RAG Amber
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer -
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG Amber

Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the additional information provided, the assessment for the
site remains unchanged as Amber as there is evidence of archaeology in
the area that will require further investigation.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in an extensive prehistoric, Roman and Saxon landscape,
including the Scheduled Roman settlement to the north. The site is also
the location of a WWII prisoner of war camp.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Green

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Good accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities. Proposed development would not require delivery of
accompanying key services

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Red based on the information provided. The
site does not link to the adopted public highway and is therefore
inaccessible to highway users.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment
remains unchanged. The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject
to detailed design.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject to detailed design.
The Local Planning Authority will need to consult with the Highway
Agency, as National Highway Authority, in respect to the proposed site.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Based on the additional information provided the assessment score
remains amber. The site will need to provide high-quality non-motorised
user and enhanced Passenger Transport routes linking to the adjacent
Trumpington and South West Park and Ride sites and Cambridge.
Improvements to the A1309 and M11 junction would be required.
Proposals will need to be supported by a robust Travel Plan. A vehicle
trip budget for development of this site is expected to be required.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the additional information provided the assessment score
remains amber. The site will need to provide high quality non-motorised
user and enhanced Passenger Transport routes linking to the adjacent
Trumpington and South West Park and Ride sites and Cambridge.
Improvements to the A1309 and M11 junction would be required. Will
require a robust Travel Plan.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Any potential impact on the functioning of trunk roads and/or local
roads could be reasonably mitigated.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

The assessment score has not been changed and remains amber. Traffic
noise levels in this area are likely to be very high and will be a
significant constraint / consideration in terms of potential significant
adverse noise impacts / effects on health and quality of life / amenity
both internally and externally of residential.

The submitted ‘Vision Document, March 2025’ and in particular ‘South
Trumpington Sites Submission Consultation Environmental Report, March
2025 - Section 9.4 Noise and Vibration (Ramboll)’ appears to
acknowledge or agree with our noise, vibration and light pollution as
constraints / concerns as detailed above. This approach is sensible and
acceptable in principle. However, it will still be a challenge to design
and these noise constraints will have great influence.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed our assessment. The
proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby main
roads but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. This site is cross boundary but is
mainly located within SCDC. Road traffic noise levels, arising from the
use of the M11, are very / relatively high along the western edge of the
development site such that residential development immediately
adjacent to the M11 and Hauxton road would be challenging. Detailed
site specific assessments will be required for any future planning
applications at this location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby
main roads but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. This site is cross boundary but is
mainly located within SCDC Road traffic noise levels, arising from the
use of the M11, are very / relatively high along the western edge of the
development site such that residential development immediately
adjacent to the M11 and Hauxton road would be challenging.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

The assessment score remains unchanged as Green based on the
additional information. The site does not lie within an Air Quality
Management Area (AQMA) and therefore will have minimal traffic impact
on designated AQMAs.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

The additional information provided does not significantly affect air
quality issues or mitigation. Therefore the assessment of the site
remains unchanged since the original assessment. The site does not lie
within an AQMA and there will be minimal traffic impact on AQMA.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Minimal traffic impact on AQMA.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

The assessment remains unchanged as amber based on the additional
information, the Environmental Report is noted and welcomed. Minor to
moderate contamination is expected, conditions required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

The additional information provided does not significantly affect
environmental health issues or mitigation. Therefore the assessment of
the site remains unchanged since the original assessment as this is a site
previously in agricultural use with the potential for historic
contamination and planning conditions will be required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Previous agricultural land use. Potential for historic contamination,
conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints -
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 98.88
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0

Classification Non
Agricultural




Agricultural Land 1.12
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber
Achievable

Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 464

prevailing density

Estimated employment
space (m2)

130000-260000

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 50-120
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion [6-10 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Rectory Farm, Harston, Cambridge

Site information -

Site ID 115184

HELAA Site ID 200774

Suitable Site Area (ha) 5.37

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to group village
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building
Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 1-99

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber

Plan Policies RAG 2025




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1; Surface water flooding: 5% lies in a
1in 30 year event, 4% lies in a 1 in 100 year event and 9% lies in a 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

The site is wholly within the greenbelt and prevents the amalgamation
of Harston and Hauxton. Development of the site is not recommended
primarily for this constraint. The site contributes to long views of the
countryside between Harston and Hauxton which should be retained.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021 |-

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

A development of the size and scale described would not provide any
specific ecological risks to statutory or non-statutory designated sites.
However, this does not remove the likelihood of protected and priority
species being impacted, nor that a development of the type described
would likely be eligible for mandatory biodiversity net gain.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Development of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Site is not on protected open space designation. Any impact of the
proposed development could be reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Development of the site would have either a neutral or positive impact,
but importantly not have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Inadequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and
employment opportunities. Proposed development would not require
delivery of accompanying key services

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Amber. The site is acceptable in principle,
subject to further detail and consultation. A significant level of
infrastructure will be required outside the site boundary to encourage
more sustainable transport links. It is unclear whether these sustainable
transport links can be achieved within the local available constraints.




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Any potential impact on the functioning of trunk roads and/or local
roads could be reasonably mitigated.

The development would need to provide mitigation to reduce the
vehicle impact and encourage active travel and public transport use.
A Transport Assessment and a Travel Plan will be required.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

The site is capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and
external environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ light
pollution after careful site layout, design and mitigation.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Green. The site does not lie within an Air
Quality Management Area (AQMA) and therefore will have minimal
traffic impact on designated AQMAs.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023




AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Potential for historic contamination. The site is likely to be capable of
being developed after appropriate mitigation or remediation of
contamination / ground stability issues.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 100
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner
who has expressed an
intention to develop?

The site was submitted by the landowner and/or site promoter who has
confirmed that the site is available for development in the timescales
indicated.

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber

Achievable




Is there a reasonable
prospect that the site will
be developed?

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 113
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of High Street, Hauxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115233

HELAA Site ID 40283

Suitable Site Area (ha) 12.72

Ward/Parish Harston & Comberton
Greenfield or Previously Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to group village

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Proposed development

Residential

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 240-280
capacity

Suitability -
Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

Development of the site has some potential policy constraints, but these
could be overcome through the planning application process.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1; Surface water flooding: 2% lies in a
1in 100 year event and 7% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is within flood zone 2 (taking into account climate change)
and/or is within an area at high, medium or low risk from surface
water flooding.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

Having considered the additional information, the overall assessment
score has not changed. The site encroaches into the countryside
adjacent to the M11 and development of the site would diminish the
ability for the landscape to mitigate against the amalgamation of
settlements. The site is green belt land and provides a positive
contributor to long countryside views.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

New information includes further representations and a LVIA and Green
Belt Review, and mentions boundary changes and a reduction in number
of units. Even with a reduction in residential units the proposed
development would have a permanent detrimental effect on views and
landscape character. Therefore, the original RAG rating remains
unaltered.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

This large site on the east edge of Hauxton, if developed, would
effectively double the size of the main village of Hauxton. Development
would encroach on the gap which provides valuable landscape buffering
between the main settlement and the M11. Overall, the potential scale
of development would cause irreversible harm to the character of this
very small village. The development framework boundary should be
considered with higher value as development to the edges would harm
the character of the landscape surrounding the village as well as the
character of the village itself.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Based on the new information provided, the assessment score has not
changed. Unlikely to require consultation with Natural England.
Boundary hedgerows and drains may be Habitats of Principal
Importance/priority habitats, of high ecological value and/or support
protected or notable species, but could be retained. Arable habitats
likely to be of low ecological value, although may support farmland bird
populations.




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Development of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Unlikely to require consultation with Natural England. Boundary
hedgerows and drains may be Habitats of Principal Importance/priority
habitats, of high ecological value and/or support protected or notable
species but could be retained. Arable habitats likely to be of low
ecological value, although may support farmland bird populations.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Amber

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Site includes several protected open space designations (Informal Open
Space and Local Green Space). Development of the site may have a
detrimental impact on these protected open space designations, but the
impact could be reasonably mitigated or compensated. Within 50m of
Local Green Space and Informal Open Space. Within 50m of Protected
Open Space.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Development of the site would have either a neutral or positive impact,
but importantly not have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Development of the site would have either a neutral or positive impact,
but importantly not have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site would have no impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023






