Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

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. Detailed site specific assessments
will be required for any future planning applications at this location.

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

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

The site does not lie within an AQMA and there will be minimal traffic

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

impact on AQMA.

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

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 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 |A428




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 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 81
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 north east of Bourn

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115641

HELAA Site ID 51612

Suitable Site Area (ha) 180.167383809214
Ward/Parish Caldecote
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Growth around transport nodes: Cambourne Area

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 3500
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 (1%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (5%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 1% liesina 1 in
100 year event. 3% 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 in this location would significantly alter the size, shape
and significance of Bourn as a settlement. To some extent, the site is
'separated’ from Bourn by a series of large paddocks and estate plots
such that a strip of ‘countryside buffer' could be achieved, however, the
site would constitute a new village on it's own. Any development would
need to be separated from Bourn such that it does not appear as a large
agglomeration of development.

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 residential developments would require consideration of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSlIs. All development would require consultation
with Natural England in relation to indirect impacts on nearby SSSls
(closest is 610m). Kingston Amenity Area Local Nature Reserve and
Cambridge-Bedford Disused Railway County Wildlife site are within the
southern boundary. Any impact on this site would be unacceptable.
Amber assumes that a standoff area to this feature and alternative
green space can be accommodated. Boundary hedgerows, trees and
watercourses including Bourn Brook may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological value and support protected and
notable species. Bourn Brook in particular would require careful
consideration as this bisects the site; there are water vole and kingfisher
records for the Brook. Arable habitats likely to be of low ecological
value, although may support farmland bird populations. Building may
support roosting bats and ponds within 250m may support great crested
newt (if suitable).

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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on designated
heritage assets either on or close to the site. The impact could be
reasonably mitigated but could impact on siting and heights of
buildings.

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 in a landscape with extensive late prehistoric and Roman
archaeology. Some evidence for medieval activity also known in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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

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

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

Large site and lots of residential units - potential for AQMA traffic
impact without mitigation

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

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 83.34
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 16.66
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 1.27
Highways England Zones |A428

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 6-10 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 2703
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 6-10 Years
Estimated annual 225-230
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land east of Alms Hill, Bourn

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115642

HELAA Site ID 40542

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.713304844051556
Ward/Parish Caldecote
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 6

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

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: None

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is at low risk of flooding (within flood zone 1) and no risk from
surface water flooding

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is part of an existing grass field located to the north of the
village of Bourn. Views are limited due to surrounding mature
vegetation. Development would have a significant adverse impact and
would not reflect nor respect the existing settlement character. Even
with landscape mitigation measures development would still have a
detrimental impact. Residential numbers would need to be reduced
significantly to reflect existing pattern.

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 SSSI, and all non-householder applications will
require consultation with Natural England regarding Eversden and
Wimpole Woods SAC. 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 red line
boundaries and may need to find off-site 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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

This site has a few varied residential houses facing Alms Hill to the north
but is surrounded by heritage assets to the west, east and south. The
proposal shows development along the roadside which continues the
development pattern but at a much higher density. which would alter
the character and setting of the surrounding 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

Located to the north of the Scheduled Moulton Hills barrows, with a
likelihood of associated archaeology

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The access link to the public highway is unsuitable to serve the number
of units that are being proposed.

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

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

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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 100
Highways England Zones |A428

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?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 20
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 adjacent to 37 Broadway, Bourn

Site information -

Site ID 115643

HELAA Site ID 40043

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.82229974564582
Ward/Parish Caldecote
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s) -

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 40
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: 1% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 5% lies in a 1 in 1000
year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is at low risk of flooding (within flood zone 1) and no risk from
surface water flooding

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon the site would have a significant adverse impact upon
the settlement and landscape character, views and visual amenity.

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 planning applications outside of existing settlement boundaries likely
to require consultation with Natural England. All residential
developments will need to consider recreational impact on nearby SSSls.
Boundary drains may be of ecological value and support protected or
notable species. Woodland to north may qualify as Habitat of Principal
Importance but buffer could be provided. Otherwise arable habitats
likely to be of low ecological value, although farmland birds may be
present.

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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on the setting
of the Conservation Area. The extent of the impact would depend on
design layout and landscaping. It is likely that the impacts could be
mitigated.

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 adjacent to a cropmark complex of probable Iron Age
settlement

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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 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. The site is capable of being
developed in regard to 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

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 100
Highways England Zones |A428

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 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 49
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 Rockery Farm, The Broadway, Bourn

Site information

Site ID 115644

HELAA Site ID 48151

Suitable Site Area (ha) 11.0851154223685
Ward/Parish Caldecote

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Greenfield and Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 223
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. 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 3% 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

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

This is a large site outside of the Development Framework Boundary and
therefore in the countryside. Preservation of the rural countryside
character is important and so boundary treatment will be important. It
has a generally well contained character. Development in this location
must reflect density and pattern of the existing village. Landscape
mitigation required for successful integration.

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 an assessment of possible
recreational impact on nearby SSSls. All planning applications will
require consultation with Natural England. Boundary hedgerows, wooded
copse and mature trees may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological and support protected or notable
species. Arable habitats likely to be of low ecological value, although
may support farmland bird populations. Buildings and trees may support
roosting bats (if suitable).

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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Site is not on a protected open space designation.

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

Cropmarks of probable late prehistoric and Roman date located to north

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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

Red

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Development of the site would have an unacceptable impact on the
functioning of trunk roads and/or local roads that cannot 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

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

Brownfield site, contamination expected, conditions required. Phase Il
likely.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 18.93
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 81.07
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 14.22
Highways England Zones |A428

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 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 166
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land off Hall Close, Bourn

Site information -

Site ID 115650

HELAA Site ID 40386

Suitable Site Area (ha)  |0.468774849147907
Ward/Parish Caldecote
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s) -

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 17
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: 17% lies in
a 1in 30 year event. 2% lies in a 1in 100 year event. 7% liesin 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

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Located adjacent to and abutting the existing settlement edge to the
west of Bourn, the site is part of an existing linear shaped agricultural
field. Wide and local views are limited due to surrounding vegetation;
however, amenity views are high. Development would have a significant
adverse impact upon the settlement character and represent an
encroachment into the countryside. However, with a reduced number of
residential units this harm could be mitigated with existing boundary
planting protected and retained and a significant landscape buffer
included to the west of the site.

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 SSSI, and all non-householder applications will
require consultation with Natural England regarding Eversden and
Wimpole Woods SAC. The north-western boundary of the site lies
adjacent to the Ruddy Lane CWS which is designated for its nationally
rare plant and important hedgerows. 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 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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The listed buildings on the Bourn Hall site are not immediately adjacent
but any development of this site would have to take into consideration
the wider setting of the grade II* Hall. The impacts of development
could be reasonably mitigated.

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 the scheduled ringwork and bailey castle at Bourn Hall
with the likelihood of associated archaeology

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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

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

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

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 |A428

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 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 14
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 Davids Lodge and to the north, Old North Road, Bourn

Site information -

Site ID 115651

HELAA Site ID 40464

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.02234736335174

Ward/Parish Caldecote

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s) -

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 15-20
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: None

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

Two small sites adjacent to the A1198. Development would have a
significant adverse impact and would not reflect nor respect the existing
settlement character. Even with landscape mitigation measures
development would still have a detrimental impact. Residential numbers
would need to be reduced significantly to reflect existing pattern.

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 residential development would require consideration of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSls. All planning applications would require
consultation with Natural England. Boundary and adjacent hedgerows
and trees may qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high
ecological value and support protected or notable species. Otherwise,
site is likely to be of low ecological value. Buildings may support
roosting bats (if suitable).

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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Any development of the site would need to ensure any impact on the
setting of the listed building opposite is mitigated by good design and an
appropriate access to the site.

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 adjacent to the route of the Roman road Ermine Street. A
medieval moat is located on the opposite side of this road.

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.

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 proposed site will be affected by railway noise (and possibly
vibration) 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.

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

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

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 |A428

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?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 28
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 Primrose Walk, Little Gransden

Site information -

Site ID 115652

HELAA Site ID 52758

Suitable Site Area (ha)  |0.145296395301452
Ward/Parish Caldecote

Greenfield or Previously |Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s) -

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 8
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

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: None

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is at low risk of flooding (within flood zone 1) and no risk from
surface water flooding

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

This is a small site located to the north of the village of Little Gransden
outside and abutting the development framework. Wide and local views
are restricted due to hedgerows, woodland blocks and tree cover.
Development upon this site would have a significant adverse impact to
the settlement character. it would be overdeveloped and not reflect the
existing settlement characteristics. However, with a significant
reduction in residential units and with landscape mitigation measures
the harm would be reduced.

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 SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, the site does appear to be heavily wooded in
addition to likely buildings, grasslands, hedges and wooded boundaries
on site that are likely to also have ecological value. Applications may
find provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their
redline boundaries and will 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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG |-

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The sites lies outside the conservation area, but development may
impinge on views from the footpath from Great Gransden, harming the
character of the conservation area; however, the harm may be
mitigated with careful layout and landscaping.

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 to east of medieval moat

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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

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

Brownfield site, contamination expected, 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 |A428

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?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 4
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 Banks Field, Primrose Walk, Lt Gransden

Site information -

Site ID 115653

HELAA Site ID 52692

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.60300771820476
Ward/Parish Caldecote
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s) -

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 12
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

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: None

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is at low risk of flooding (within flood zone 1) and no risk from
surface water flooding

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon this site would have a significant adverse impact to
the settlement character. It would be an encroachment into the
landscape permanent and an urbanisation of rural countryside. Even
with a reduction in units and landscape mitigation the harm would still
be adverse and unacceptable

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 SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, there are grasslands, woodland areas, 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 will need to find off-site
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

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

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 no 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

Located to the north of the historic village core, a medieval moated site
is located to the west.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Amber

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified




Accessibility Comment
2025

Adequate accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities.

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

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The access link to the public highway is unsuitable to serve the number
of units that are being proposed.

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

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 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 |A428

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 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green




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 residential development is likely to be economically viable at
an appropriate density.

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 17
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)






