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A map of Slate Hall Industrial Estate Lolworth

Site information -

Site ID 115110

HELAA Site ID 200800

Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.14

Ward/Parish Longstanton

Greenfield or Previously |Previously developed land

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to infill village
Current use(s) Commercial / Industrial

Proposed development Non-Residential

Proposed employment 5500-6160
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 0
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

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (1%) Partly in Flood Zone 3 (2%)
Surface water flooding: 4% lies in a 1 in 30 year event, 1% liesin a 1 in
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

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

Based on the submitted information the site has some capacity for
intensified development, with reduced floor space to that shown to
ensure tree planting can be incorporated within the car parking areas,
as well as on site boundaries. Further assessment will be needed to
guide the position and design of buildings, and the extent of buffer

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

planting.

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 minimum 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

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

The site was originally assessed amber as part of a larger site boundary
(HELAA site 40248), Slate Hall Farm is potentially a non-designated
heritage asset (NDHA) and due to the potential presence of
archaeological remains. Slate Hall Farm has been excluded from the red
line. The masterplan shows how development will be designed to
respect the more sensitive north side of the site nearest Slate Hall.
Nevertheless, the site should remain amber on heritage grounds.
Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on
non-designated heritage asset or its setting, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

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

Red

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.

A vehicle trip budget is expected to be required if this site were to be
allocated for development.

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

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 93.82
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 6.18
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 |A14 West

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, Application pending for retrospective change of use for the recycling
of inert (CD&E) waste into recycled aggregate material.(23/04293/FUL)

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
(weighted) (dwellings per
ha)

Residential capacity at
prevailing density

Estimated employment 5500-6160
space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual

build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Junction 25 of A14, Bar Hill

Site information -

Site ID 115165

HELAA Site ID 40248

Suitable Site Area (ha) 100.59

Ward/Parish Longstanton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor
Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building

Proposed development Non-Residential

Proposed employment 70000-260000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 0
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

A response to HELAA assessment Proposed Development at Slate Hall
Farm, Barhill, Cambridge by MJM consulting engineers. Based on this
new information, the site assessment scoring remains as Amber. Whilst a
proportion of the site is within flood risk zone 1, the site contains an
area at high risk of fluvial and surface water flooding around Oakington
Brook. Additionally the hydraulic modelling information referenced was
not supplied to the LPA so we are unable to verify its suitability.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

A response to HELAA assessment Proposed Development at Slate Hall
Farm, Barhill, Cambridge by MJM consulting engineers. Based on this
new information, the site assessment scoring remains as Amber. Whilst a
proportion of the site is within flood risk zone 1, the site contains an
area at high risk of fluvial and surface water flooding around Oakington
Brook. Additionally the hydraulic modelling information referenced was
not supplied to the LPA so we are unable to verify its suitability.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

Based on the updated information, the overall score has been changed
to Amber. The site is in an area of exposed, open farmland and the scale
of the proposed development will make it highly visible and bring
significant change to the landscape. However, the existing framework
of small woodlands, tracks, field boundary trees and hedgerows will be
retained and incorporated into the proposed layout and provide some
mitigation for the development. Retention of a large swathe of green
space on the east of the site will also mitigate the impacts on

landscape. Further sensitive mitigation will be required.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

RED

Landscape Comment 2023

The information submitted include a Landscape and Visual Appraisal.
The findings of the appraisal, considerably devalue the contribution of
the site to long and open views across the countryside. In addition, the
site contributes to a rural separation between the expanding
development at Northstowe, Longstanton and Oakington and the newly
completed A14. It is considered that the submitted information does
not alter our original assessment.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

The site has experience considerable change due to the nearby A14
upgrade works. The landscape character of this area has undergone
disruption and is degraded due to the intrusion of a major transport
route. Development of this site would further degrade the landscape
character of the area. Limited low-level development could be achieved
if focused near the existing developed area and well buffered.




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Having considered the submitted information, the assessment of
biodiversity and geodiversiity has not changed substantially. The
proposed site may contain priority habitat which will require assessment
and possible compensation if removed. 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.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
site, protected habitats, priority species, or ecological assets 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. The amended site boundary also does not raise
any additional ecological issues. 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

Consultation with Natural England unlikely to be required(unless
residential). Hedgerows, woodland, mature trees and watercourses may
qualify as priority habitat/Habitats of Principal Importance and support
protected/notable species. Otherwise likely to be of low ecological
value (arable). Buildings and mature trees may support roosting bats (if
suitable). Records of bats (including barbastelle), water vole and otter
within site. Farmland bird populations may be present.

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

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

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Based on the additional information provided, the assessment score
remains amber. Slate Hall Farm (a potential non-designated heritage
asset) has been excluded from the red line. Nevertheless, the HELAA
rebuttal simply reiterates previous comments. The applicants have
assessed the site for archaeological remains and have concluded that
there are some on the site. Taking this into consideration, the site
should remain amber on heritage grounds too as the archaeological
evidence could point to the existing building having heritage potential.
Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on
non-designated heritage asset or its setting, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The site was originally classed as amber as the assessor considered that
Slate Farm may be a NDHA or may be on an earlier site with
archaeological potential. The applicants have assessed the site for
archaeological remains and have concluded that there are some on the
site and that it should remain as amber for that category. Taking this
into consideration, the site should remain amber on heritage grounds
too as the archaeological evidence could point to the existing building
having heritage potential.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on a
designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

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

Extensive settlement of Iron Age and Roman date known 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

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the additional information provided, assessment of the site
remains unchanged as Amber. The site is acceptable in principle,
subject to greater detail. 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

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

Having considered the updated information, the overall score has
remained unchanged. The site has sustainable links to Northstowe. The
site does not have very good cycle links to Cambridge. Development of
the site will likely cause severe junction capacity issues at the Bar Hill
Interchange due to the reduction in lanes originally proposed on the
northbound off-slip as part of the A14 highways works. There are
constraints, which mean that additional required capacity cannot be
easily implemented hence the reliance on the reduction of car trips
through modal shifts to public and active travel, which do not yet have
the appropriate infrastructure. Robust mitigation, Transport Assessment
and Travel Plan work will be required.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Following further consideration of the site, including the additional
information, the site assessment has been changed to amber. Whilst the
site is remote from any existing passenger transport infrastructure,
development would need to provide high quality passenger transport
links to Cambridge, links into local non-motorised user facilities (via the
existing A1307 cycleway) and will impact on the A14 and associated
junctions and local links. Will require a robust Travel Plan.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Transport Assessment and Travel Plan required.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

The assessment of the site remains unchanged as Amber. 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.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. 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. 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 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

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the additional information provided, assessment of the site
remains unchanged as Amber. The site does not fall within an Air Quality
Management Area (AQMA). Given the scale of the scheme,
inherent/intrinsic designed-in air quality mitigation measures may be
necessary to offset impacts on designated AQMAs.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Amber

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 is located
outside an AQMA but there is potential for an impact on AQMA which will
require inherent / intrinsic designed in Air Quality mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Partially in AQMA. Will require inherent / intrinsic designed in AQ
mitigation.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

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
with the potential for historic contamination and planning conditions
will be 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
with the potential for historic contamination and planning conditions
will be required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Amber
Further constraints -
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 70.8
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 29.2
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

A14 West

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, Application pending for retrospective change of use for the recycling
of inert (CD&E) waste into recycled aggregate material. (23/04293/FUL)

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
(weighted) (dwellings per
ha)

Residential capacity at
prevailing density

Estimated employment
space (m2)

70000-260000

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual

build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |6-10 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of East Goods Yard, Station Rd, Oakington CB24 3AH

Site information

Site ID 115187
HELAA Site ID 59328
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.55
Ward/Parish Longstanton

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously developed land

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to group village

Current use(s)

Commercial / Industrial

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 5-15
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

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (59%) Partly in Flood Zone 3 (41%);
Surface water flooding: 2% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event. The site is
wholly or largely within Flood Zones 2 or 3 such that it cannot
accommodate at least 5 additional dwellings or an increase of 500
square metres of employment floorspace.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

The updated information does not alter previous landscape comments.
The site is a long, narrow strip of land next to the guided busway on
former railway land associated with Westwick Station, east of the
Northstowe AAP. The southern tip of the site is in the conservation area.
Development could be accommodated on the site provided that the
landscape design and housing density were sympathetic to the landscape
context.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

The site is a long, narrow strip of land next to the guided busway on
former railway land associated with Westwick Station, east of the
Northstowe AAP. The southern tip of the site is in the conservation area.
Development could be accommodated on the site providing that the
landscape design and housing density were sympathetic to the landscape
context.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021 |-

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Having considered the submitted information, the previous assessment
still applies. Discharge to ground or surface water of more than 20m3
per day would require consultation with Natural England. There is no
evidence of Priority habitats and the site contains building and
grassland, which likely contain limited ecological value. However,
surveys for protected and priority species will need to be completed.
Applications may find provision of mandatory net gain in biodiversity
difficult within the site boundaries.

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

Discharge to ground or surface water of more than 20m3 per day would
require consultation with Natural England. There is no evidence of
Priority habitats and the site contains building and grassland, which
likely contain limited ecological value. However, surveys for protected
and Priority species will need to be completed. Applications may find
provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their red line
boundaries.

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Amber

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however there are
some protected open space designations on the periphery of the site.
Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on the
peripheral open space designations, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated or compensated. Within 50m of Public Open Space. Within
50m of an Outdoor Sports Facility.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

The updated site boundary includes access to the site which is in the
Westwick Conservation Area. 43 Station Road is a non-designated
heritage asset. Development of the site has the potential to affect the
setting of these heritage assets but could be reasonably mitigated
through design and landscaping.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Part of the site is within the Westwick Conservation Area. The scale as
shown on the Masterplan may be appropriate to the site along the edge
of the Guided Busway. The development could have a detrimental
impact on the conservation area, but this could be mitigated by good
design and materials.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG Amber
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer -
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG Amber

Assessment 2023




Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Located in an area of medieval settlement and associated activity

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

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site assessment score has been changed to Red. The proposed
access into the site from the adopted public highway is unsuitable to
serve the number of units proposed.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject to detailed design.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Based on the updated information submitted, the overall assessment
score has not changed. This falls below the threshold for a Transport
Assessment

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the nature and scale of the proposed development, there are
no substantial roads and transport impacts identified at this stage.

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

The proposed site will be affected by noise from the Cambridgeshire
Guided Busway but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate
detailed design considerations and mitigation. 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 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the additional information provided, assessment of the site
remains unchanged as Amber. The site does not fall 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 site does not lie within an AQMA and there will be minimal traffic
impact on AQMA.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

The site has the potential for historic contamination and, therefore,
planning conditions will be required. Especially when considering the
attached phase 1 study which indicates potential contaminated linkages.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

The site has the potential for historic contamination and, therefore,
planning conditions will be required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 19.2
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0

Classification Grade 4




Agricultural Land 80.8
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |A14 West

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 16
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 East of Hattons Road, Longstanton

Site information -

Site ID 115256

HELAA Site ID 200801

Suitable Site Area (ha) 54.62

Ward/Parish Longstanton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor
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 1000

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

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (3%) Partly in Flood Zone 3 (9%);
Surface water flooding: 9% lies in a 1 in 30 year event, 5% lies in a 1 in
100 year event and 11% 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

Landscape character will be affected by the proposals. Negative
impacts on wide ranging views both inwards and outwards. Isolated
from both Longstanton and the development at Northstowe. The site is
an open part of the wider rural field structure of the area. Itis
considered that development will be incongruous with the rural
character of that area.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021 |-

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

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 gains.

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

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.
the site is wholly outside an open space designation

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

This site sits to the south west of the Longstanton conservation area
(CA). There are long views to the site from School Lane and Longstanton
Lane on the edges of the CA. The density and potential scale of the
proposed development would need to be carefully assessed in relation to
these views to avoid harm to the setting of the CA. Development of the
site could have a detrimental impact on a designated or non-designated
heritage asset or the setting of a designated or non-designated heritage
asset, but the impact could be reasonably mitigated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

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.

A vehicle trip budget for the development of this site is expected to 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

Given the proximity to the newly opened dual carriageway it likely that
some adverse noise would be experienced but it is acceptable in
principle, subject to appropriate detailed design considerations 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

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Amber. Given its location and the scale of
the scheme, inherent/intrinsic designed-in air quality mitigation
measures and conditions will be necessary to offset impacts on
designated Air Quality Management Areas (AQMA).

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 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 |A14 West

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, Planning permission granted for agricultural access to land east of
Hattons Road with associated swing gate(23/04353/FUL)

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 819
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

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

Development completion [6-10 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of East of bypass, Longstanton

Site information -

Site ID 115320

HELAA Site ID 0S219

Suitable Site Area (ha) 5.75

Ward/Parish Longstanton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s) -

Proposed development Mixed use

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50
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: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (13%). Surface Water Flooding: 10%
lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 3% liesin a 1 in 100 year event. 11% lies in a
1in 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 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

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Overall, the use of the site for uses such as recreation will have
negligible landscape impacts, particularly if landscape buffering is
undertaken at the edges of the site. Additionally, this could potentially
assist with wind control within the site.

If residential were to be considered along side, it would have to be
sympathetic to the Village character, layout and mitigation
opportunities.

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

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSIs, LNRS and CWSs, specifically Norman
Cement Pits, Cherry Hinton brook, the Spinney and Coldham's Common
and Barnwell East LNR. The site supports priority habitats including
woodland and chalk grassland and protected species, including bats and
water voles. A considerable proportion of the sites is designated as local
wildlife site, although currently in poor condition following site
clearance. Red assessment given due to potential loss of desighated
site, although it is acknowledged that the Local plan policy 15 seeks to
mitigate this loss which has then potential to warrant amber rating.

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

Known archaeology of Iron Age and Medieval date in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025




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

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject to detailed design.

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

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

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

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA But is in proximity to Northstowe major
development

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 |Amber
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 |A14 West

Available

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

The site was previously identified in the council's SHLAA. Currently there
is no known landowner or developer interest in developing the site.

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 11-15 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Red

Achievable




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

The land has not been promoted by the landowner and or developer and
therefore it is not known to be available for development. The site has a
low existing use value and development is likely to be economically
viable at an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Amber
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 121
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 Longstanton: N of Hattons Road (Policy E/4(1))

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115321
HELAA Site ID 0S058
Suitable Site Area (ha) 6.75
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development

Non-residential

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed employment 34000
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

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (7%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (2%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 3% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 4% liesina 1 in
100 year event. 16% 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 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

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development of the allocation in the 2018 local plan, which includes
land adjoining the longstanton Bypass, would have a significant impact
on the landscape.

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

Amber




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSIs, LNRS and CWSs, specifically Norman
Cement Pits, Cherry Hinton brook, the Spinney and Coldham's Common
and Barnwell East LNR. The site supports priority habitats including
woodland and chalk grassland and protected species, including bats and
water voles. A considerable proportion of the sites is designated as local
wildlife site, although currently in poor condition following site
clearance. Red assessment given due to potential loss of designated
site, although it is acknowledged that the Local plan policy 15 seeks to
mitigate this loss which has then potential to warrant amber rating.

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

Known archaeology of Iron Age and Medieval date in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

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

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject to detailed design.

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

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

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

Not suggested for residential use therefore likely low 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

Non-residential use proposed.

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 |A14 West

Available

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

The site is an existing Local Plan Allocation but there is no evidence it is
currently available.

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 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Red
Achievable

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

The land has not been promoted by the landowner and or developer and
therefore it is not known to be available for development. The site has a
low existing use value and development is likely to be economically
viable at an appropriate density.




Achievable RAG

Amber

Capacity

Prevailing Density
(weighted) (dwellings per
ha)

Residential capacity at
prevailing density

Estimated employment 34000
space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual

build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Hattons Road, east of Home Farm Drive, Longstanton

Site information -

Site ID 115322

HELAA Site ID 40518

Suitable Site Area (ha) 12.23

Ward/Parish Longstanton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s) -

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

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (5%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (12%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 10% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 4% liesin a 1 in
100 year event. 9% 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 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

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

The proposed number of new homes has been reduced from 150 to 120
and changes have been made to the site layout to reduce the
development footprint. However, the location of the site on the Village
edge, outside the Development Framework and in a relatively flat
landscape means that the assessment remains amber.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site lies on the western edge of Longstanton village. Although open
and level, views to and from the site are limited, with local views
restricted to the eastern part of Hattons road and from The Pathfinder
PROW. The area immediately north of School lane has been allocated as
employment land to the east and Public Open Space west. A lower
density than proposed may be achievable with landscape mitigation. the
proposed 150 dwellings may be excessive for the village edge location,
resulting in a density of over 30DPH.

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

Discharge to ground or surface water of more than 20m3/day would
require consultation with Natural England. Boundary habitats including
hedgerows, watercourses and mature trees may qualify as Habitats of
Principal Importance/be of high ecological value. Retention of wooded
areas outside of the site would be supported. Water vole have been
recorded within Longstanton Brook and at least a 5-10m buffer would be
required. Otherwise, arable habitats are likely to be of low ecological
value, although may support farmland bird populations.

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 revised documents have provided no additional information
regarding heritage assets, therefore the previous comments are
unchanged. The assessment rating remains the same.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The North East corner of site is opposite the boundary of the
conservation area, which is also the entrance point to the village.
Acceptability of the development is dependent on design and layout.

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

Iron Age, Saxon and Medieval archaeology is recorded to the immediate
west

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber






