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. Boundary hedgerows and woodland in
north of site may qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high
ecological value and support protected and notable species. Arable
habitats likely to be of low ecological value, although may support
farmland bird populations.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site 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
adjacent grade II* listed church or the conservation area but 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
Comment 2021

Located to the south of a nationally important Late Iron Age/Roman
settlement, designated as a Scheduled Monument. Elements of this
complex extend into the proposal 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

If over 100 dwellings two points of access are required to accord with
the advice of the Cambridgeshire Fire and Rescue. The Local Planning
Authority will need to consult with the Highway Agency, as National
Highway Authority, in respect to the proposed site.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

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

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 94.96
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 5.04
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 0-5 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 195
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 north of Church Street, Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115734

HELAA Site ID 40092

Suitable Site Area (ha) 9.2972625587352
Ward/Parish Shelford
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 185
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

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

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development throughout this site would have a significant adverse
impact to the wide and local landscape character. It would be a
permanent, removal of open agricultural land, an encroachment into the
countryside and an enlargement of the village of Little Shelford.

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. Woodland is found onsite that is
classified as priority habitat, along with grasslands, hedges and wooded
boundaries that are also 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

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

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site is unlikely to be possible without harm to
settings of Listed Buildings and the Conservation Area.

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 south of a nationally important Late Iron Age/Roman
settlement, designated as a Scheduled Monument. Elements of this
complex extend into the proposal 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

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

If over 100 dwellings two points of access are required to accord with
the advice of the Cambridgeshire Fire and Rescue. The Local Planning
Authority will need to consult with the Highway Agency, as National
Highway Authority, in respect to the proposed site.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

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 in regard to 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

Site is adjacent to railway. Potential for historic contamination,
conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1
Agricultural Land 94.96
Classification Grade 2
Agricultural Land 5.04
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 0-5 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 195
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 north of Newton Road, Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115735

HELAA Site ID 40093

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.7937419719533
Ward/Parish Shelford
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 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: Partly in Flood Zone 3 (2%). Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies
ina 1in 100 year event. 2% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The development area is a large field to the rear of houses along
Hauxton Road. Little Shelford is a former linear village that has
broadened around its green nucleus centre over time. At approximately
20 units per hectare proposed, any proposals would be reasonably
contextual with the village though the edges will be the most sensitive
areas. The site would become a new village edge and buffering for any
long views.

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

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Application unlikely to require Natural England consultation. 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.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

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

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site would cause substantial harm, or severe or
significant “Less than substantial harm” to a designated heritage asset
or the setting of a designated heritage asset which cannot 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

Cropmarks of trackways and linear features are 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

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 in regard to 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 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 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 48
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 Newton Road, Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115736

HELAA Site ID 48740

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.79374073570378
Ward/Parish Shelford
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 20-25
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2025




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 3 (2%). Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies
ina 1in 100 year event. 2% 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 small site located to the west of the village of Little Shelford
outside and abutting the settlement framework. Wide and local views
are limited due to well treed landscape and low lying topography.
Development upon this site would have a negligible impact to the
landscape character subject to landscape mitigation measure.

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

Green




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Application unlikely to require Natural England consultation. Hedges and
wooded boundaries may qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be
of high ecological value and support protected or notable species.
Grassland quality will need to be assessed.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

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 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 trackways and linear features are 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

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

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Amber
Further constraints

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

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 48
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 west of 13 Newton Road, Little Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115737

HELAA Site ID 51653

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.796347014604742

Ward/Parish Shelford

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
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 15
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2025




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (18%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (56%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 14% lies in a 1
in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site is wholly or largely within Flood Zones 2 or 3 such that it cannot
accommodate at least 5 additional dwellings or an increase of 500
square metres of employment floorspace and/or the site is a ‘dry island’
whereby all potential accesses to the adopted public highway require
crossing land that is within Flood Zones 2 or 3.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023 |-

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Landscape Comment 2021

The site comprises a residential property and garden land at the edge of
the village. Generally, the site is well contained by hedgerows, but has
views experienced from the eastern boundary. Whilst development on
this site would not be in keeping with the local character and density of
development south of Newton Road (either side), development north of
Newton Road, facing the site is slightly denser and is in line with the
proposal. Development here is not likely to detract from the existing,
small scale village character; however, an appropriate landscape
strategy must be employed, and the retention of trees and hedgerows is
encouraged, particularly roadside hedgerows.

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

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

No likely impact on designated sites for nature conservation. Mature
trees, western boundary watercourse and boundary hedgerows may
qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value
and support protected or notable species but could reasonable be
retained or compensated. Grassland will need to be assessed, but likely
to be of low ecological value (garden habitat). Buildings and trees may
support roosting bats (if suitable). 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 would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.

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 has the potential to impact on no. 13 and the
character of the conservation area. No. 13 should be assessed to
understand if it should be locally listed. Some development of the site
may be possible but he number, form and mass will need to respect No
13 and the character of the conservation area.

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 trackways and enclosures are known to the north and
south

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

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

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 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 23
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 77 Hauxton Road, Little Shelford

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115747

HELAA Site ID 52732

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.27126602184506
Ward/Parish Shelford
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 8

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 100 year event. 11% 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

Development constrained to the east of the site would be acceptable
subject to access and landscape enhancement / mitigation measures.
Typical landscape measures would include the following: new native
boundary planting to be planted, development to be offset from the
existing dwellings and new settlement edge, development to be 1-1.5
storey to reflect existing settlement characteristics, access to piped
watercourse to be confirmed and the rural character to be respected.

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

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Application unlikely to require Natural England consultation. There are
no apparent priority habitats within the site; however, there are
buildings, 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 would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.

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 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 trackways and enclosures are known to the north and
south

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 proposed site will be affected by railway noise (and possibly
vibration) but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 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 34
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 Hauxton Road, Little Shelford

Site information

Site ID 115748

HELAA Site ID 52690

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.81307914855385
Ward/Parish Shelford
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed Use

Proposed employment 2500
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 25
capacity

Suitability

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2025




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 5% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 6% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 19% 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 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 site is in a rural location outside and abutting the settlement
framework. Wide and local views are limited due to intervening built
form and mature tree belts and hedgerows. Development across the site
would have an adverse impact to the landscape character. it would
encroach into the countryside and appear incongruous with the existing
settlement 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

No impact on sites designated for nature conservation. Habitats within
the site, or around the boundaries may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological value. The site appears to comprise a
mosaic of habitats which may be of importance for protected and
notable species. For example, there are records of turtle dove and barn
owl nearby and habitats may support reptiles and great crested newt if
present in the area. All schemes need to deliver at least 10% measurable
biodiversity net gain. Applications may find provision of a net gain in
biodiversity of a minimum of 10% difficult within their red line
boundaries and may need to find off-site compensation.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

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 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 trackways and linear features are 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

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 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

Site has potential for historic contamination, conditions required. Phase
| likely.

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 mixed-use 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 2500
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 west of Haverhill Road, Stapleford

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115759

HELAA Site ID 51758

Suitable Site Area (ha) 4.082559279004
Ward/Parish Shelford
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Integrating homes and jobs - Southern cluster

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2025

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 464
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 90-108
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. 2% liesin a 1 in 100 year event. 2% 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 site is outside and abutting the settlement framework. It is located
within CSF/5 Countryside Enhancement Strategy. Wide, local and
amenity views are high due to smooth rolling landscape and gappy
boundary vegetation. Development upon this site would have a
significant adverse impact upon the landscape character. It would be an
encroachment into the countryside and an urbanisation of the rural
landscape. Even with a reduction in residential units and landscape
mitigation measures the impact would still be adverse appear
incongruous with the existing rural characteristics

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 SSSls. Any warehousing/industrial developments over
1000m? or developments likely to result in air pollution would require
consultation with Natural England. Boundary hedgerows and trees may
qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value
and support protected or notable species. Arable habitats are likely to
be of low ecological value although may support farmland bird
populations.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

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 within the setting of the Magog Down Scheduled Monument,
and potentially within the setting of the Grade II* Listed Building
‘Middlefield’. The impact on the setting of these heritage assets could
be reasonably mitigated through design, layout, and planting. The c.100
units proposed is considered to be high for the site, and it may not be
possible to achieve these numbers with adequate mitigation.

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 relating to prehistoric activity known in the vicinity

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 -
Automated

Green

Accessibility RAG
Assessment 2025 - Officer
Verified

Accessibility Comment
2025

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

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

Transport Assessment and Travel Plan required.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

AMBER

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

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

Agricultural

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Urban

Source Protection Zone 0
Highways England Zones |M11 North

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 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 mixed-use 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 98
prevailing density

Estimated employment 464
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 Hinton Way and Mingle Lane, Great Shelford

Site information -

Site ID 115760

HELAA Site ID 05216

Suitable Site Area (ha) 6.1390273346648

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) -

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 100
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. 3% liesin a 1in 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

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

Development upon this site would have a moderate adverse impact to
the landscape settlement character. However, with landscape mitigation
measures this impact would be reduced and even enhance the existing
village edge. Principles include the following: a wide landscape buffer to
be included upon the northern and eastern boundaries, units to be set
back from the village edge, pattern to reflect existing rural
characteristics and a well treed approach with open spaces to be
included within the overall layout.

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






