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A map of High Street 1 Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115104

HELAA Site ID 200752

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.911025110573187

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster
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 14 -28

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: 3% lies in a
1in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

The site is in the green belt and outside the village development
framework. The Little Shelford Village Design Guide identifies the parcel
of land as giving way to key views, the setting to landmark buildings,
and part of the ‘Gateway entrance’ to the village. Development on the
site would lead to the permanent loss of these valued characteristics,
that it would not be possible to mitigate.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021 |-

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

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

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.
The site is wholly outside an open space designation, which will need to
be noted.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

The site is within 100m of listed buildings and the Little Shelford
Conservation Area. Very little information has been provided setting out
how the site might be developed. Nevertheless, development of the site
would have a substantial impact upon the setting of Hall Farm and 93-95
High Street, both grade Il listed, and compromise the historic rural
landscape character and setting of the Conservation Area. Development
of the site would cause substantial harm, or a high level of “Less than
substantial harm” to a designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated heritage asset which cannot 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

Enclosures of probable late prehistoric or Roman date are known in the
vicinity. Archaeological investigations would be necessary in advance of
development.

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

Adequate 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 at the planning application
stage.

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

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

This falls below the threshold for a Transport Assessment.

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

traffic impact on designated AQMAs.

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 |M11 North

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 26
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 High Street 2 Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115105

HELAA Site ID 200792

Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.84527181027694

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster
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 36 -72

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: 8% lies in a
1in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

The site is in the green belt and outside the village development
framework. The Little Shelford Village Design Guide identifies the parcel
of land as giving way to key views, the setting to landmark buildings,
and part of the ‘Gateway entrance’ to the village. Development on the
site would lead to the permanent loss of these valued characteristics,
that it would not be possible to mitigate.

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

The proposed site may contain priority habitat, which will require
assessment and possible compensation if removed. Where there is a
likelihood of protected and priority species being impacted a full
assessment must be undertaken. A development of the type described
would likely be eligible for mandatory biodiversity net 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.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

The site is within 100m of listed buildings and the Little Shelford
Conservation Area. Very little information has been provided setting out
how the site might be developed. Nevertheless, development of the site
would have a substantial impact upon the setting of 82 and 93-95 High
Street, both grade Il listed, and compromise the historic rural landscape
character and setting of the Conservation Area. Development of the site
would cause substantial harm, or a high level of “Less than substantial
harm” to a designated heritage asset or the setting of a designated
heritage asset which cannot be reasonably mitigated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG Amber

Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer Enclosures of probable late prehistoric or Roman date are known in the
Comment 2025 vicinity. Archaeological investigations would be necessary in advance of

development.

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

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

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

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Amber. Inherent/intrinsic designed-in air
quality mitigation measures and conditions may 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 |M11 North

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 68
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 Whittlesford Road Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115106

HELAA Site ID 200793

Suitable Site Area (ha) 4,46427944223555

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster
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 59-118

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 100 year event and 3% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

The site is within the green belt and outside the Little Shelford
development framework. The southern edge of Shelford is well
contained by woodland and tree belts associated with the river corridor,
identified as a valued characteristic by the village design guide.
Development would degrade the distinctive character of the settlement
edge and encroach on the countryside. This resource could not be
replaced through mitigation.

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

The proposed site may contain priority habitat, which will require
assessment and possible compensation if removed. Where there is a
likelihood of protected and priority species being impacted a full
assessment must be undertaken. A development of the type described
would likely be eligible for mandatory biodiversity net 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.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Very little information has been provided regarding the proposed
development of the site. Nevertheless, development of the site would
have either a neutral or positive impact, but importantly not have a
detrimental impact on any designated or non-designated heritage assets.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG Red
Assessment 2025
Archaeology Officer Enclosures of probable late prehistoric or Roman date are known in the

Comment 2025

vicinity. An early to middle Saxon cemetery is recorded to the
immediate north. Further information would be necessary to determine
the suitability of this site for development.

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

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Red. 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

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

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

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 107
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 Cambridge South (Cambridge Biomedical Centre) - West

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115146

HELAA Site ID 0S214

Suitable Site Area (ha) 190.773847251511
Ward/Parish Shelford
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge

Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building
Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 4000-4500

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 Zones: Partially in Flood Zone 2 (1%). Partially in Flood Zone 3
(3%). Surface Water Flooding: 4% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 2% lies in a
1in 100 year event. 6% 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

The visibility from elevated views to the east and south make this area
particularly sensitive both visually and in regard to the setting of the
city. Development would push the urban edge of the city to Hinxton
Road and thereby radically altering and weakening the strong divide
between urban and rural landscape and creating significant harm to the
landscape character and the setting of the City. It would also threaten
to interrupt the Hobson's Brook Green Corridor that links the City to the
countryside. However, if development were considered appropriate in
this area, it should be limited to the area south of Nine Wells residential
development, southwest of Babraham Road, northwest of Granham's
Road and northeast of PROW 39/8 (Granham's Road to Nine Wells LNR).
Any limited development would need to have regard of the effect of
encroaching further into the countryside and be sympathetic to the rural
character and the setting of the city.

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 will require an assessment of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSIs. Any residential development of more than 50
units or industrial development over 1000m? would require consultation
with Natural England. River Cam and Cambridge Commons could be
impacted by recreation. Arable habitats are likely to be of low
ecological value, although may support farmland bird populations.
Ponds, watercourses, hedgerows, woodland, wetland and grassland may
qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value
and support protected or notable species. Water vole, reptiles, bat
species, nesting birds all previously recorded on site. All applications
should achieve minimum 10% net biodiversity gain to meet the NPPF,
Local Plan Policy NH/4 and emerging local and UK Government Policy;
off-site compensation will be required if this cannot be achieved on site.

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, however there are some
protected open space designations on periphery of the site.
Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on the
peripheral open space designation, but the impact 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

There is a Grade Il listed structure at Nine Wells nature reserve.
Development in this area would have an impact on this and potentially
its watercourse which is the source of the Hobson Conduit which runs
above ground along Trumpington Street as a Grade Il listed structure. If
the area were to be redefined, taking into consideration the heritage
assets as stated, it may be possible to mitigate the impact.




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

Extensive evidence for prehistoric, Roman and medieval settlement and
associated activity is located within and in the vicinity of the site.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Green

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

Good accessibility to key local services, transport, and employment
opportunities. Proposed development would require accompanying
primary school, secondary school, local centre/employment provision,
community centre and health centre

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

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Having considered the updated information, the overall assessment
score has not changed. There are very limited existing passenger
transport and sustainable transport links around the site. The developer
will need to look into links to Shelford train station and possibly at new
extensions to passenger transport links. Impact on A1301 can be
mitigated as there are cycle lanes nearby.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

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

Agricultural fields, contamination likely to be negligible

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 94.42
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 5.58

Classification Grade 3




Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non
Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0

Highways England Zones

M11 North, Cambridge

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 demolition of existing dwelling &
garage and the erection of new dwelling and garage. (20/03635/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 2862
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 at Hauxton Road, Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115181

HELAA Site ID 200769

Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.08478281479607

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Previously developed land

Developed?

Category of site Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to infill village

Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building, Paddock / Scrub
Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 40-50

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: Wholly in Flood Zone 1; Surface water flooding: 3% lies in a
1in 30 year event, 4% lies in a 1 in 100 year event and 16% 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

Having considered the submitted details, the site has been assessed as
Red. The site is integral to maintaining a separation between Little
Shelford and Hauxton and also as a rural buffer between Little Shelford
and the M11. The Landscape Character Area identifies the eroding rural
character of these suburban commuter villages and development of the
site would not enhance or repair this issue.

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

Having considered the submitted information, development of the site is
unlikely to require Natural England consultation. The site may contain
priority habitat, which will require assessment and possible
compensation if removed. Applications may find provision of mandatory
biodiversity net gains difficult within their red line boundaries and may
need to find off-site compensation.

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.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG Red

Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer Cropmarks extend into the site, relating to probable Iron Age settlement
Comment 2025 to the west and designated Iron Age and Roman settlement to the north

east (National List ref, 1006902).

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

Adequate 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 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

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

The development would need to provide mitigation to reduce the
vehicle impact and encourage active travel and public transport use.

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 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

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

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

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Planning permission granted for demolition of existing dwelling and
erection of three detached houses. (23/02579/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 74
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 between Haverhill Rd & Hinton Way, Stapleford, CB22 5SY

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115189

HELAA Site ID 200771

Suitable Site Area (ha) 26.2769485515424
Ward/Parish Shelford
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to rural centre

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 425-525
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 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

Having considered the submitted information, the site has been scored
Red. The site lies in a pocket of rural land and Green Belt. Development
would irreversibly harm this rural character. To the north east, the land
begins to rise towards the Gog Magog Hills and visibility would be of
concern. Development would also isolate the field to the southwest and
create a sprawling expansion to Stapleford and Great Shelford.

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

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI and may require a NE consult. 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. 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

Amber

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however there is a
protected open space designation on the periphery of the site.
Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on the
peripheral open space designation, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated or compensated. Within 50m of Protected Open Space.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Development of the site has the potential to adversely impact the
setting of St Andrew's Church (grade 11*) and the Stapleford Conservation
Area which have an important open outlook to the north. The impact
could be at least partially mitigated through layout and landscaping.

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

The site has potential for archaeological assets of late prehistoric,
Roman and medieval date. Further informaiton would be necessary to
determine the suitability of this site for development.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Green

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the new information provided, the site has been scored as
Amber. The site is acceptable in principle, subject to greater detail and
consultation.

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 also 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

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

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Amber based on the new information
provided. Given the size of the site and the number of units proposed,
inherent/intrinsic designed-in air quality mitigation measures may be
necessary to offset impacts on designated Air Quality Management Areas

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

(AQMAs).

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

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

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 58.37
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 28.3
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 13.33
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Outline planning permission granted for the development of land
for a retirement care village in Use Class C2. (20/02929/0UT), Planning
permission granted for reserved matters of outline planning permission
20/02929/0UT (retirement care village). (22/04303/REM), Planning
permission granted for erection of 1no. self build dwelling.
(25/01090/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 394
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 50-86
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |11-15 years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Gog Magog Way, Stapleford, CB22 5BQ

Site information -

Site ID 115192

HELAA Site ID 45417

Suitable Site Area (ha) 14.2864617803626

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to rural centre
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building
Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 300- 400

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 Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding:
1% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 4% 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

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon this site would have a significant adverse impact
upon the landscape character and views. It would be an encroachment
into the countryside, urbanisation of the rural landscape and a
significant increase in the settlement framework. Even with a reduction
in residential numbers and landscape mitigation measures the impact
would still be adverse and appear incongruous with the rural 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 residential developments will require consideration of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSIs. Site likely to be of low ecological value,
although may support farmland bird populations. Great crested newt
records within 1km.

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 site is separated from the Conservation Area by modern
development, but it still forms part of its wider rural setting, which
contributes to its significance. The church in particular has a historically
rural outlook setting which could be harmed. Development of the site
would erode the buffer between the historic settlements of Stapleford
and Great Shelford; however, the impact 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 Located to the north of the historic village core with medieval
Comment 2021 earthworks recorded in the area

Accessibility RAG Green

Assessment 2025 -

Automated




Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Based on the revised information and documentation, the assessment
score has been updated to Amber. The site is acceptable in principle,
subject to further detail and consultation. 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

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

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Based on the updated information, the overall assessment score remains
Amber. Any potential impact on the functioning of trunk roads and/or
local roads could be reasonably mitigated. The development would need
to provide mitigation to reduce the vehicle impact and encourage active
travel and public transport use.

A Transport Assessment and a Travel Plan will be required.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

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 87.12
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 12.88
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Outline planning permission granted for retirement care village in
Use Class C2. (20/02929/0UT), Planning permission granted for reserved
matters of outline planning permission 20/02929/0UT (retirement care
village in Use Class C2). (22/04303/REM)

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 214
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 at Hinton Way, Stapleford, CB22 5BA

Site information -

Site ID 115194

HELAA Site ID 200796

Suitable Site Area (ha) 5.88114593607513

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to rural centre
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building
Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 150-200

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 Zones: The site is wholly within Flood Zone 1. Surface Water
Flooding: None.

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

Overall the site would be visible from the northeast. Given the isolated
nature of the site from the north, east and south, development would
result in encroachment into the countryside and landscape setting of the
village.

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

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 Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2025

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.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Development of the site could have a detrimental impact the
conservation area 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

Located on north side of historic village core

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

Adequate 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 does not have direct access to the adopted public highway.




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

A cumulative assessment will be required. AC61 - the site is located
within walking distance of Shelford Station. Sustainable transport is
important to deliver this site; the Highway Authority will expect a large
sustainable mode share and links to existing schemes such as the
Sawston Greenway.

Junction capacity assessments will be required, especially along the
A1301, A1307 and at the Babraham Road/Hinton Way/Cherry Hinton
Road roundabout.

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

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

Adjacent to a contaminated site. Potential for contamination, conditions
required. Phase Il likely.

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 71.03
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 3
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 4
Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 28.97
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber




Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 124
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

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

Development completion |6-10 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land to the east of Haverhill Road, Stapleford, CB22 5BX

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115200

HELAA Site ID 40546

Suitable Site Area (ha) 24.4226168120813
Ward/Parish Shelford
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Integrating homes and jobs - Southern Cluster

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to rural centre

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Mixed Use
Proposed employment 500-1500
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 399-479
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 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

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

The site is smaller in area than the previously promoted site in much the
same location. However, landscape issues related to the site remain as
per the previous iteration. The site continues to be considered as
adverse and incongruous with the existing rural characteristics, and an
encroachment into the Green Belt.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

The additional information includes a Landscape and Visual Appraisal
and an amended site boundary plan. The resulting site is approximately
half the size as before and the LVA includes a preliminary masterplan.
However, the original assessment of the site is unchanged as despite the
reduction in units and overall red line boundary it continues to be
considered as adverse and incongruous with the existing rural
characteristics

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is outside and abutting the settlement framework. Wide and
local views are high due to smooth rolling landscape and lack / open
boundaries. Development upon this site would have a significant adverse
impact upon the settlement and landscape character. It would be
encroachment into the landscape, urbanisation of the countryside and a
significant increase in the settlement of Stapleford. Even with a
reduction in residential units with landscape mitigation measures the
harm would still be adverse and development would appear incongruous
with the existing rural characteristics.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Having considered the submitted information and the amendment to the
site's boundaries, the overall assessment score has not changed.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

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




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI, and all planning applications will require
consultation with Natural England. There are no apparent priority
habitats within the site; however, there are grasslands, wooded areas,
hedges, and wooded boundaries on site that are likely to have ecological
value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Amber

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however there are
protected open space designations on the periphery of the site (Outdoor
Sports Facilities). Development of the site may have a detrimental
impact on the peripheral open space designation, but the impact could
be reasonably mitigated or compensated.

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

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The additional information does not relate to heritage issues and the
RAG rating remains the same.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber




Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

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 2023

Amber

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

Sites recorded in the area include Bronze Age funerary monuments and
enclosures of probable late prehistoric date.

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. 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 and consultation. A significant level of
infrastructure will be required outside the site boundary to encourage
more sustainable transport links.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment
remains unchanged as it is acceptable in principle, subject to detailed
design at a planning application stage.

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

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Having considered the updated information, the site has been scored
Amber. The proposed route of the Cambridge South East Transport
scheme runs through this site. Therefore, a 'safeguarded’ corridor will be
required. High-quality non-motorised user links to the Sawston and
Linton Greenways would be required, as well as links into Cambridge.
There will be impacts on existing congested links and junctions such as
the A1301 and A1307 and associated junctions. Development proposals
will require a robust Travel Plan.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber






