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Site information -

Site ID 115171

HELAA Site ID 40084

Suitable Site Area (ha) 95.99

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor
Category of settlement Within or adjacent to group village
Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building, Infrastructure

Proposed development Mixed use

Proposed employment 5000-10000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 1500 to 2000
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: 2% is in Flood Zone 2. 4% is in Flood Zone 3.
Climate Change: 6% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water: 4% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 1% lies in a 1-in-30-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zones: Partially in Flood Zone 2 (2%). Partially in Flood Zone 3
(4%). Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 1% lies in a
1in 100 year event. 4% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 located to the north of the village of Foxton. Development
upon this site would be an encroachment into the countryside and have
a significant adverse effect upon the rural local landscape character and
existing gateway into the village of Foxton. Minor development could be
accommodated to the south east of the site but significant landscape
mitigation works would be required to enhance the new village edge.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal has been submitted. This identifies
that deciduous woodland Priority habitat is present within the site, as
well as other habitat with ecological value. The assessment identifies
the need for further surveys for Great Crested Newt, bats, Water Vole,
Otter, badger and reptiles. The development may still cause visitor
pressure on nearby SSSI's. Therefore, the further information has not
changed the RAG scoring of the site.

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. Priority habitats within the site include
deciduous woodland, with a ditch lying adjacent to the western
boundary; however, there are grassland, hedges and wooded boundaries
on site 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 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The additional information includes an initial Heritage Appraisal which
concludes that there is potential for the development of certain areas of
the site to cause harm to the significance of heritage assets and care
will be required to mitigate this harm. It further states that based on
the information available this harm would be less than substantial
although it is not possible to define any more precisely the levels of
impact at this stage until more detail is available. Given this lack of
certainty and the need for mitigation of harm the Amber rating remains
appropriate.

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The site is adjacent to a Scheduled Monument site so care needed.
Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on a
designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

The additional information provided within the Geophysical Survey
aligns with information held on the Historic Environment Record.
However the Desk Based Assessment does not take account of limitations
of magnetometer survey and does not acknowledge significance of
Roman landscape. Continuity with designated assets indicates that
assets should be considered under footnote 68. Therefore based on the
additional information and the response above, the assessment score
remains as red.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Contains extensive cropmarks of Roman settlement, part of the same
complex as the scheduled Brown Spinney Roman settlement and of
demonstrably equivalent status to designated heritage assets

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment
remains unchanged. The proposed site is acceptable in principle, subject
to detailed design 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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Based on the updated information, the overall site score remains
unchanged. Site is adjacent to Foxton Station. The site will need to
provide high-quality local non-motorised user routes and passenger
transport routes linking to Foxton Station and Cambridge, making
significant contributions to the delivery of the Melbourn Greenway.
Development of the site will be dependent on significant improvements
to the A10 and its junction with the M11 including delivery of a bridge
(or bridges) over the railway. Will require a robust Travel Plan.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Site is adjacent to Foxton Station. Based on the new information, the
assessment score has been amended to amber. The site will need to
provide high quality local non motorised user routes and passenger
transport routes linking to the station and Cambridge, making significant
contributions to the delivery of the Melbourn Greenway. The site will be
dependent on significant improvements to the A10 and its junction with
the M11 including delivery of a bridge (or bridges) over the railway. Will
require a robust Travel Plan.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Transport Assessment and Travel Plan required.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. Detailed site
specific assessments will be required for any future planning
applications at this location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby
main roads and by railway noise (and possibly vibration) but is
acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed design
considerations and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

The additional information provided does not significantly affect air
quality issues or mitigation. Therefore the assessment of the site
remains unchanged since the original assessment. The site is located
outside an AQMA but there is potential for an impact on AQMA which
will require inherent / intrinsic designed in Air Quality mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Large site and lots of residential units - potential for AQMA traffic
impact without mitigation. Site does not lie within an AQMA.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

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




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG 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 development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density
(weighted) (dwellings per
ha)

30




Residential capacity at 1440
prevailing density

Estimated employment 5000-10000
space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years

Estimated annual 145
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |6-10 Years
timescales (years)
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A map of Heydon Grange Golf Club, Heydon

Site information -

Site ID 115213

HELAA Site ID 40046

Suitable Site Area (ha) 647.55

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site New settlement

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s) Agricultural Land / Building, Recreation, Residential, Woodland /
Orchard

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 10000-10497

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: 2% is in Flood Zone 3.
Climate Change: 3% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water: 2% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 1% lies in a 1-in-30-year event.

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 30 year event, 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event and 2% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

Having considered the submitted information, the site has been scored
Red. The site is in the Southern Chalk Hills Landscape Character Area,
which is a distinctive, high and undulating landscape with steep sided
valleys and long views from high points. The site appears to include an
area of rare chalkland landscape around Heydon. Development of such a
large scale would irreversibly damage the landscape character and views
and would not be acceptable in this location.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Having considered the submitted information, the site has been assessed
as Amber. A development of the size and scale described would meet
the criteria set out by Natural England that would raise concerns
regarding impacts to statutory protected sites. This includes increases in
recreational pressure on nearby SSSls. The proposed site contains
priority habitat which will require assessment and possible compensation
if removed. Heydon Pit and RSV CWS, which supports at least 6
calcareous indicator species, lies in proximity to the site and would
require bespoke mitigation or compensation to remove any risk of harm.

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 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Red




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Large site on very open chalk land rising to Heydon village Conservation
Area crossed by Bran Ditch Scheduled Monument and historic landscape
features. Concept plan indicates substantial harm to Scheduled
Monument. High level of harm through loss of important landscape
setting to Heydon Conservation Area and multiple Listed Buildings. Harm
cannot be mitigated with proposed quantum. Development surrounding
grade Il listed barn at Heydon Grange in centre of site results in high
‘less than substantial harm’ from loss of rural setting. 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.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

The site is crossed by the nationally important Bran Ditch, an
Anglo-Saxon linear boundary designated as a Scheduled Monument. The
site is located in a rich archaeological landscape of prehistoric and
Roman date. It is bisected by the Roman road Harcamlow Way, which is
nationally important and designated as a scheduled monument.
Development would have a detrimental impact on this heritage asset
which cannot be mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Green

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Amber based on the information submitted
for consideration. 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

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Having considered the submitted information, the site has been scored
Amber. The A505 is a heavily trafficked road. The junctions around the
site will be heavily impacted by this site. There are no sustainable
transport links to existing sustainable transport infrastructure. Given the
scale and location of the site, it will mostly be a car-dependent
development. Previously, the County Council were considering a scheme
along the A505 corridor, which would have assisted in making this site
more feasible, but this scheme has been put on hold. This means there
has to be more of a focus on non-motorised modes, which could be very
difficult to facilitate due to land constraints.

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Brownfield site, contamination expected, 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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

84.23

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

15.77

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Planning permission granted for installation of 5 no. EVC bays.
(22/03297/FUL), Planning permission granted for change of use of the
site from agriculture to the mixed use for agriculture and for the
storage, packing and distribution of eggs. (23/01726/FUL), Application
pending for change of use from dance studio to dentistry laboratory.
(25/02771/FUL)

When will the site be 0 to 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 development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 9713
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 West of Challis Close, Foxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115221
HELAA Site ID 40159
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.55
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to group village

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Proposed development

Non-Residential

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed employment 2000-3500
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 0
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

Climate Change: Site is not within a climate-change-adjusted flood
zone.

Surface Water: 12% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1; Surface water flooding: 12% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

The proposals outline a change in use from residential to employment.
The previously proposed residential use was supported in landscape
terms, but we are more cautious in support for an employment use.
Conservative height and scale must be adopted within any design to
limit impact on neighbouring residential development. Developable area
will likely be constrained by existing trees, as well as the additional
planting required to buffer a larger building(s) from the surrounding
area.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon this site would have a negligible impact to the
landscape settlement character. Landscape enhancement measures to
include the following: the development to reflect the existing
settlement rural characteristics, existing boundary planting to be
protected and retained and a new landscape buffer to be included to
the south of the site.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Based on the new information provided, the assessment score has not
changed. No additional ecology information has been provided and as
such the previous assessment still applies.

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

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Recreational impacts on SSSIs to be considered. Scattered trees and
boundary habitats may qualify as Habitat of Principal
Importance/priority habitat and/or be of high ecological importance.
Otherwise, habitats within the site likely to be of low ecological value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Based on the new information provided, the assessment score has not
changed. This site sits outside but between two conservation areas and
to the west of Challis Close. Any development of more than two storeys
has the potential to harm the setting of the conservation areas but a
R&D building of an appropriate scale, well screened might be possible.
Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on a
designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The site is close to the boundary of the Foxton Conservation Area which
wraps around this site and the adjacent building to the east,
development of the site could have a detrimental impact on the
Conservation Area, but the impact could be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Excavations to the immediate east identified enclosures of middle
Bronze Age date. Archaeological investigations would be necessary in
advance of development.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Archaeological investigation in advance of development at Challis Close
identified Bronze Age enclosures.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

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




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by noise from nearby
industrial/commercial activities but is acceptable in principle subject to
appropriate detailed design considerations and mitigation.




AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

The assessment score remains 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

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

The assessment score has not changed and remains amber. This is a
Brownfield site and contamination is expected, conditions will be
required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Brownfield site, contamination expected, conditions required

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)




Agricultural Land 0
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)
Agricultural Land 0

Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG 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 development is likely to be economically viable

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 16
prevailing density

Estimated employment 2000-3500
space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual

build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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Site information -

Site ID 115809

HELAA Site ID 40031

Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.09

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed Use
Proposed employment 2500
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 30
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber

Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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 100 year event. 18% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development of residential units upon this site would have a significant
adverse impact to the rural characteristics of Foxton, its gateway and an
encroachment of urban development into the countryside.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no other apparent priority
habitats within the site; however, there are grasslands, introduced
shrub, wooded 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 red line boundaries and may
need to find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming National
legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer

Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG Amber

Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer Located in an area of extensive Roman settlement

Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 development is lacking in pedestrian connectivity and
improvements will be required to make the development acceptable to
the Local Highway Authority.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Brownfield site, contamination expected, conditions required

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

Yes - Restrictive covenant (partially lifted).

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

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 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 29
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 at Shepreth Road, Foxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115812
HELAA Site ID 40495
Suitable Site Area (ha) 4.19
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.
Climate Change: 3% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water: 2% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event.

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
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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

This is medium sized grass field outside and abutting the settlement
edge of Foxton. Wide and local views are high with long distant views
out towards the south of the site. Development upon this site would be
an encroachment into the countryside, it would be permanent and
urbanising the rural landscape. Residential units would also be harmful
to the existing views both towards and out of the village with a
significant impact to the sensitive urban edge as outlined in the
neighbourhood plan.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, there are grasslands, woodland areas, hedges,
and wooded boundaries on site that are likely to have ecological value.
Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult
within their red line boundaries and may need to find offsite
compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation and
developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

This field lies outside the village edge with only a few buildings in the
vicinity. Foxton has not been greatly developed beyond its original form
and development here would extend the village further west and change
rural views into and out of the village. Development of the site could
have a detrimental impact on a designated or non-designated heritage
asset or the setting of a designated or non-designated heritage asset,
but the impact could be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in a landscape of extensive prehistoric and Roman settlement
and land use.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 101
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Shepreth Road, Foxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115813
HELAA Site ID 40430
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.66
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 32
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: 3% is in Flood Zone 2. 5% is in Flood Zone 3.
Climate Change: 10% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water Flood Risk: None.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (3%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (5%)..
Surface Water Flooding: None

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 be an encroachment into the
countryside, it would be permanent and urbanising the rural landscape.
Wide and local views are high with long distant views out towards the
south of the site. Residential units would also be harmful to the existing
views both towards and out of the village with a significant impact to
the sensitive urban edge as outlined in the neighbourhood plan. There is
little scope to mitigate these effects without causing adverse harm to
the existing landscape character.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There is a watercourse that runs
adjacent to the southwest corner of the site that will require surveys
and probable mitigation. There are no apparent priority habitats within
the site; however, there are grasslands, hedges, and wooded boundaries
on site that are likely to have ecological value. Applications may find
provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their red line
boundaries and may need to find offsite compensation to comply with
up-coming National legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026




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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Previous evaluation has confirmed the presence of significant
archaeology. Excavation in advance of development would be
appropriate.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No, Appeal dismissed

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 64
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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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Site information -

Site ID 115841

HELAA Site ID 40160

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.19

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 6
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 16% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is overgrown with scrub and tree planting with an existing
allotment to the west. Wide views are negligible and local views are
high. Development upon this site would be an enhancement and be
consistent with the existing settlement pattern.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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. The site is comprised predominately of
woodland, removal of this woodland is unlikely to be compensated
(biodiversity net gain) within the red line boundary of the site; therefore
applicants will need to provide biodiversity net gain through offsite
compensation. All wooded areas are likely to hold ecological value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the western edge of the medieval village core. Structures
relating to the wartime use of the airfield may also survive.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 6
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land off Long Lane, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115842
HELAA Site ID 40327
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.38
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 17
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a
1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is located to the north west of the village, outside and abutting
the Development Framework boundary. To the north and west the site
adjoins small green fields and the east and south are residential
properties. Wide views are negligible and local views are open upon the
northern boundary due to lack of vegetation. To mitigate any potential
harm landscape measures are required inclusive of the following:
existing boundary planting to be managed, buffer planting to be
included upon the northern and western boundary, the form of
development to reflect the existing settlement pattern and to have a
rural approach.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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. Any residential development above 50
outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. Hedges on site may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological value. Botanical diversity of grassland
will need to be assessed. May be protected or notable species associated
with boundary and grassland habitats.

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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north edge of the historic village

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
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 37
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Rectory Lane, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115843
HELAA Site ID 40353
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.98
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 30
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (6%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (27%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 2% liesin a 1in 100 year event. 10% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Development would be an infill to the existing framework and have a
neutral impact to the settlement character. However, unit numbers
would need to be reduced in order to ensure a contextual village
development. Typical landscape enhancement works would include the
following: existing trees and hedgerows to be protected, managed and
gaps infilled, village open space to be encouraged and development to
be a rural approach.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI, and any residential development above
50 outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. There is a watercourse/ditch adjacent to the eastern
boundary that may require surveys and possible mitigation. There are
no other apparent priority habitats within the site; however, there are
grasslands, hedges, and wooded boundaries on site that are likely to
have ecological value. Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain
in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries and may need to
find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation
and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

This site is within the boundary of the conservation area as it provides a
rural buffer to the character of Rectory Lane. A larger development may
be possible to the north east of the site but the south western section of
the site is too sensitive for major development. Any improvements to
the access off Rectory Lane has the potential to harm the character of
the lane.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core adjacent to the site of a medieval
moat.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 development is lacking in pedestrian connectivity and
improvements will be required to make the development acceptable to
the Local Highway Authority.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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 and nearby industrial /commercial activities but is
acceptable in principle, subject to appropriate detailed design
considerations and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 28
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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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Site information

Site ID 115844
HELAA Site ID 40023
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.14
Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Mixed Use
Proposed employment 204
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 45
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Red

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: 26% is in Flood Zone 2. 42% is in Flood Zone 3.
Climate Change: 72% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water: 22% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 2% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 2% lies in a 1-in-30-year event.

The site is a dry island.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (26%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (42%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 2% liesina 1in
100 year event. 22% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is a brownfield light/agro industrial site, views into and out of
the site are limited due to surrounding vegetation primarily.
Development would require buffering and should include landscape
mitigation along all boundaries and at an appropriate width to filter
views from the surrounding landscape or from neighbours.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI, and any residential development above
50 outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. 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 may need to find off-site
compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation and
developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 not have a detrimental impact on any
designated or non-designated heritage assets.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the northern edge of the historic village core. Previous land
use may have impacted archaeology on site.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026




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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Brownfield site, contamination expected, conditions required

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No, Appeal withdrawn

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 51
prevailing density

Estimated employment 204
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 The Triangle, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115845
HELAA Site ID 40456
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.01
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 24
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 6% lies in a
1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 irregular shaped grass field to the east of the village of
Fowlmere outside and adjacent to the village settlement framework.
Wide and local views are limited due to boundary planting. Development
upon this site would have a negative impact to the settlement
character. Landscape enhancement measures are recommended to
mitigate.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All residential development would require an assessment of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSls. Any applications would require consultation
with Natural England in relation to Whittlesford-Thriplow Hummocky
Fields SSSI 10m east. Any development would need to be very carefully
designed to avoid impacts on SSSI and recreational impacts may be hard
to avoid/mitigate. Habitats including trees, hedges and grassland may
qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value
and support protected or notable species. 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 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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 listed building Fieldhouse, which
derives some significance through its position within the highly rural
surroundings .The cottage is particularly experienced in these
surroundings on approach from north and east and both views will be
affected by development on site. To avoid diminishing the setting, the
South West site should be landscaped and kept free of buildings, the
boundary to south and east should be retained and reinforced. Height of
dwellings should step down towards east and south.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Bronze Age ring ditch recorded to south. Undated ditches recorded
during evaluation of adjacent site

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 27
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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 side of Long Lane, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115846
HELAA Site ID 40115
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.65
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 40-50
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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
1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is located to the north west of the village of Fowlmere and
outside the village framework. Wider views are limited due to
vegetation and built form. However, local and amenity views are high
due to the open and low lying nature of land.

Following appropriate landscape mitigation works the site is capable of
accommodating a development. The strong rural character to be
protected and retained, existing wide hedgerow to be protected and
enhanced.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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. Any residential development above 50
outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. 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 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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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

Loss of area of open countryside at entrance to the Conservation Area
which provides a buffer between the farmhouse and the settlement to
the south, reflecting the historic rural character and setting of the
Conservation Area. Development of the site could have a detrimental
impact on a designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting
of a designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could
be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north edge of the historic village

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 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 45
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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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Site information -

Site ID 115847

HELAA Site ID 40012

Suitable Site Area (ha) 5.61

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 158
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

New information has been submitted to support development of the site
including a concept masterplan and text in response to the previous
landscape assessment. The response does not address the potential
impact of new buildings on the landscape character of the site and its
rural setting and edge of village location and so the assessment remains
red. The Parish Council information does not affect our assessment. HS
07/10/2022

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

The landscape impact of the proposed development would be minor
adverse on the NCA/LCA. Conversely, however, the harm on the village
form and townscape of Fowlmere would be significant. Development
would continue a pattern of sprawl which has begun but should not be
encouraged.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI, and any residential development above
50 outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. There are no apparent priority habitats within the site;
however there are grasslands, hedges, and wooded boundaries on site
that are likely to have ecological value. Applications may find provision
of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries
and may need to find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming
National legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The additional information provided has introduced a buffer between
the development and listed building. This is not in itself enough to
mitigate any potential harm to the setting of the listed building given
the size and urban nature of the proposed development. The Rag rating
remains amber.

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

A large development on this site could potentially harm the character
and setting of the approach to the village and the listed building. The
impact could be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north edge of the historic village. Extensive scheduled
Iron Age settlement to north.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the new information provided, the assessment scoring remains
Amber as the site is remote from any existing non-motorised user or
passenger transport infrastructure, will require links to Meldreth station
potentially via the Melbourn Greenway providing passenger transport
links to Cambridge and will impact on local junctions.

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 118
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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-east of Long Lane, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115848
HELAA Site ID 51059
Suitable Site Area (ha) 8.08
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 75-150
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 2 (5%). Partly in Flood Zone 3 (26%)..
Surface Water Flooding: 4% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 the settlement framework of the
village. Wide and local views are high due to low lying nature of land
and open landscape. Development upon this site would have a
significant adverse impact upon the settlement character. A significantly
reduced scheme may be acceptable subject to landscape mitigation and
retention of PROW.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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 (closest is 500m), and any residential
development above 50 outside of current urban area will require
consultation with Natural England. Hedgerows, boundary watercourses
and wooded copse in north-east may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological value and support protected or notable
species. Arable habitats likely to be of low ecological value, although
may support farmland birds. Applications may find provision of a 10% net
gain in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries and may
need to find off-site compensation to comply with up-coming National
legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 are no known heritage assets on the site, but development could
have a detrimental impact on the setting of the listed building opposite
but this impact could be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north edge of the historic village. Extensive scheduled
Iron Age settlement to north.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 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 170
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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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Site information -

Site ID 115850

HELAA Site ID 40308

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.69

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 25
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

This site is divided into 2no. linear plots separated by 2no. existing
residential properties. They are part of an existing agricultural field
little or no boundaries particularly to the north and south. Wide views
are limited. However, local views are high due to topography and gappy
boundary vegetation. The landscape impact of the proposed
development would be minor adverse. Landscape mitigation measures
would be required.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, there are grasslands, wooded 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 red line boundaries and may need to find offsite
compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation and
developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 a
designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north edge of the historic village. Extensive scheduled
Iron Age settlement to north.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 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 20
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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 on north-east side of Long Lane, south of Linden House, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115851
HELAA Site ID 40309
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.06
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 60
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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
1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

This site is part of large agricultural field. Wide views are limited.
However, local views are high due to topography and gappy boundary
vegetation, The landscape impact of the proposed development would
be minor adverse. Landscape mitigation needed and the form of
development to reflect the existing settlement pattern and to have a
rural approach.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI, and any residential development above
50 outside of current urban area 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. Applications
may find provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their
red line boundaries and may need to find offsite compensation to
comply with up-coming National legislation and developing local
policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 a
designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north edge of the historic village. Extensive scheduled
Iron Age settlement to north.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026




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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is

known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 49
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Long Lane, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115852
HELAA Site ID 59393
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.58
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 9-20
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 6% lies in a
1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

The site has areas at high, or medium risk from surface water flooding.
Sites could contain some land in Flood Zones 2 and 3 provided there is
sufficient land in Flood Zone 1 to accommodate at least 5 dwellings or
500 square metres of employment floorspace.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

The site is an open field on the north edge of the Village, outside the
Development Framework. Existing trees on the site are protected by
TPOs. The site is very open and highly visible from the road and
surrounding landscape and also forms part of the distinct pattern of
small fields around the edge of the Village. Development would have
negative impact on the landscape character and setting of the Village.
07/10/22 HS: Parish Council responses don't affect our assessment.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. The habitat to the north-west of the site
has been recorded as deciduous woodland Priority habitat, but is
unlikely to be affected by any proposals.

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2023

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

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

This site forms the rural approach to Fowlmere village. The nearest
listed building is Grade Il Lower Farmhouse. The lower number of 9
houses proposed may be possible on this site as this number could be
reasonably mitigated through landscaping to retain the rural character
of the approach to the conservation area.

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Located on the northern edge of the historic village core

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

The proposed site is acceptable in principle, subject to detailed design
at a planning application stage.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG

Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads

Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG

Assessment 2025




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

The proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby
main roads but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. Detailed site specific assessments
will be required for any future planning applications at this location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is

known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 17
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)




GREATER CAMBRIDGE
SHARED PLANNING

Land adj. Telephone Exchange, Fowlmere

] urban Intelligence

0 10 20 30 40 50 m
N TN .

Guide Post

© Crown copyright and database rights, OS Licence
100022500, Greater Cambridge Shared Planning ©
2026 © Microsoft 2022, Urban Intelligence Ltd © 2026.

A map of Land adj. Telephone Exchange, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115853
HELAA Site ID 59392
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.56
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 8-17
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Site is within Flood Zone 1 and has no risk of surface water flooding

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

The site is a small field east of the Village and outside the Development
Framework, at the corner of Cambridge road and Fowlmere Road.
Development would only be acceptable with a very low density of new
homes and with new planting and other landscape mitigation to screen
and integrate development with the surrounding rural landscape. The
Parish Council information does not affect our assessment.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. The site is located immediately adjacent
to Whittlesford - Thriplow Hommocky Fields SSSI, so Natural England will
need be consulted at planning application stage. There are no apparent
Priority habitats within the site. However, the grassland may contain
ecological value. Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain in
biodiversity difficult within their redline boundaries.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

There are no known heritage assets on or adjacent to this site.
Therefore development of the site would have either a neutral or
positive impact, but importantly not have a detrimental impact on any
designated or non-designated heritage assets.




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Enclosures of probable prehisgtoric date are recorded in the vicinity

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

The proposed site is acceptable in principle, subject to detailed design
at a planning application stage.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Green




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

The proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby
main roads but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. Detailed site specific assessments
will be required for any future planning applications at this location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

This is a site previously in agricultural use with the potential for historic
contamination and planning conditions will be required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 16
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Herods Farm, High Street, Foxton

Site information -

Site ID 115885
HELAA Site ID 40148
Suitable Site Area (ha) 5
Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 90
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

Climate Change: Site is not within a climate-change-adjusted flood
zone.

Surface Water: 3% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 2% lies in a 1-in-30-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 3% lies in a 1 in 1000
year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

The site area has been reduced from 16.2Ha to 5Ha and the number of
dwellings reduced to 90. The supporting statement includes a
commitment to including open space and planted buffers to the site
edges and to respecting views from local hills and the Village. Whilst the
development proposal has sought to address the previous HELAA
assessment, the revised development would nevertheless lead to
significant encroachment into the countryside and create a form of
development which does not follow any defined edges or field
boundaries. This approach would form an artificial edge to the southern
side of the village and would also likely have an adverse impact on the
setting of the adjacent conservation area.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon this site would be permanent, an encroachment into
the countryside and urbanisation of the rural landscape. Residential
units throughout the site would have a significant adverse impact to the
landscape character.




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Any residential development above 100 units or industrial floorspace
over 1000m? will require consultation with Natural England.
Recreational impacts also to be considered. Habitats appear likely to be
of low ecological value (arable), although boundary hedgerows and
adjacent woodland may be Habitats of Principal Importance/priority
habitat. Potential for bat roosts in building (if suitable) and 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 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site does not contain protected open space, but it is adjacent to or
within 50m of an open space designation. Detrimental open space
impacts are not anticipated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green




Policy Officer Comments
2021

Site is not on a protected open space designation, 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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The additional information proposes green space and landscape buffers
to protect the setting of the countryside. Similar consideration should
be given to the setting of the conservation area in order to mitigate
potential harm. The assessment remains amber.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on the setting
of the adjacent conservation area, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Extensive evidence for prehistoric and Roman settlement and land use in
the vicinity. Gravel digging may have removed some archaeological
remains.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment
remains unchanged. The proposed site is unacceptable. If over 100
dwellings, two points of access are required to accord with the advice of
the Cambridgeshire Fire and Rescue.

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the amended site boundary, the assessment score remains
amber. Site is within walking and cycling distance of Foxton Station but
will need to provide high quality local non motorised user routes and
passenger transport routes linking to the station and Cambridge
including contributions to the Melbourn Greenway. It will be dependent
on significant improvements to the A10 potentially including delivery of
a bridge over the railway and require a robust Travel Plan.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Green




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. The site is
capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and external
environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light Pollution after
careful site layout, design and mitigation.

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

The amended site boundary has been reviewed but the assessment
remains unchanged since the original assessment. The site is located
outside an AQMA but there is potential for an impact on AQMA which will
require inherent / intrinsic designed in Air Quality mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Reasonably large site and lots of residential units - potential for AQMA
traffic impact without mitigation.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

The amended site boundary has been reviewed but the assessment is
unchanged. This is a site with the potential for historic contamination
and planning conditions will be required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score |Red
Further constraints
Agricultural Land 0

Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)




Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 120
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 40-75

build-out rate (pa)




Development completion
timescales (years)

0-5 Years
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A map of 19a Fowlmere Road, Foxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115886
HELAA Site ID 40382
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.65
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 5-10
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

Climate Change: Site is not within a climate-change-adjusted flood
zone.

Surface Water: 4% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 4% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

A small plot of amenity grassland and farm outbuildings surrounded by
both trees and hedgerows. The site lies within the Green Belt and is
outside and abutting the settlement framework and to the east of the
village of Foxton. Wide and local views are limited due to boundary
vegetation. Due to its containment, development upon this site would
have negligible impact on landscape character; however, landscape
mitigation works are required to prevent any harm.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




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. Boundary hedgerows and trees may qualify as
Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value and support
protected or notable species. Grassland diversity to be assessed but may
be of low ecological value. Building may support roosting bats (if
suitable).

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the eastern edge of the historic settlement. Medieval moat
and settlement remains recorded to north

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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.
The Local Highway Authority will not be seeking to adopt the proposed
development.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026




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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, Certificate of Lawful Development for existing use of property as a
dwellinghouse

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 18
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land off Royston Road, Foxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115888
HELAA Site ID 40418
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.31
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 20
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

Climate Change: Site is not within a climate-change-adjusted flood
zone.

Surface Water: 42% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 42% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site lies outside but is adjacent to the Development Framework
boundary of Foxton and forms amenity land associated with Villiers Park
Educational Trust. To the north, south and west of the site are wide
linear woodland blocks. The site borders the A10 to the north with
agricultural fields beyond. To the south is a grass field and to the west
are works. Wide views are negligible and local views are limited due to
boundary vegetation. Development upon this site would have a
negligible impact on the landscape character; however, landscape
mitigation would be required.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are some small areas of priority
woodland that have been registered on the 2014 National Forest
Inventory that will require survey and possible mitigation. There are no
other apparent priority habitats within the site; however, there are
grasslands, woodland areas, hedges, and wooded boundaries on site that
are likely to have ecological value. Applications may find provision of a
10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries and
may need to find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming
National legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026




Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Settlement and associated features located to the north, features of
prehistoric date recorded to the east.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by railway noise (and possibly
vibration) but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. The site is capable of being
developed to provide healthy internal and external environments in
regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light Pollution after careful site
layout, design and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No, application refused

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 35
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land east of Station Road, Foxton

Site information -

Site ID 115889

HELAA Site ID 40347

Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.88

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

Climate Change: Site is not within a climate-change-adjusted flood
zone.

Surface Water: 7% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event.

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
11in 100 year event. 7% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site consists of three grass and agricultural fields with little
vegetative boundaries, outside and abutting the Development
Framework Boundary and within the Green Belt. There are strategic
views both in and out of the site along its eastern boundaries. Local
views are high due to lack of site hedgerow boundaries. Development
upon the site would have a significant adverse impact on landscape
character and views. It would be an encroachment and an urbanisation
into the rural landscape; however, with a significant reduction in
residential units and sensitive landscape mitigation measures, the
impact could be reduced.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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. Boundary hedgerow may qualify as Habitat of
Principal Importance. Arable habitats likely to be of low ecological
importance, 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 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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

Potential harm to setting of nearby listed buildings. The scale, layout
and landscaping would determine how serious.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 and Roman settlement and land use in
the vicinity.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 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 69
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land to the south-east of Cambridge Road, Foxton

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115890
HELAA Site ID 40408
Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.56
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Mixed Use
Proposed employment 600 to 800
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50to 70
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a
1in 100 year event. 7% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

This is relatively large site outside the settlement of Foxton and within
the Green Belt. It is a rural location and an open agricultural field with
little vegetative site boundaries. Wide views and local views are high
due to topography and lack of boundary vegetation. Development upon
this site would have a significant impact and not reflect the settlement
density characteristics. Development would urbanise the rural edge of
the village.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, there are grasslands, hedges, and wooded
boundaries on site that are likely to have ecological value. Applications
may find provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their
red line boundaries and may need to find offsite compensation to
comply with up-coming National legislation and developing local
policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Ring ditches of Bronze Age date and Iron Age - Roman settlement
recorded in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by railway noise (and possibly
vibration) but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. The site is capable of being
developed to provide healthy internal and external environments in
regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light Pollution after careful site
layout, design and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Not suggested for residential use therefore likely low traffic impact on
AQMA




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 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 non-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 86
prevailing density

Estimated employment 600 to 800
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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Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115891
HELAA Site ID 40412
Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.74
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 60-90
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 4% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 9% lies in a 1 in 1000
year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Located within the Green Belt and to the north of Foxton, the site is
agricultural land which lies outside the development framework. Wide
views are limited however, local views are high due to lack of boundary
vegetation and low-lying topography. Development upon the site would
have a significant adverse impact to the landscape character. It would
be an urbanisation in the countryside and not respect the rural
landscape characteristics.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, there are grasslands, hedges, and wooded
boundaries on site that are likely to have ecological value. Applications
may find provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their
red line boundaries and may need to find offsite compensation to
comply with up-coming National legislation and developing local
policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Settlement of Roman date recorded in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, planning permission granted for change of use of agricultural
building to Use Class E (g) (23/03541/FUL).




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 90
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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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Site information -

Site ID 115968

HELAA Site ID 40045

Suitable Site Area (ha) 868.32

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site New Settlement

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed Use

Proposed employment 1000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 9072
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: 2% is in Flood Zone 3.
Climate Change: 2% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water: 2% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 1% lies in a 1-in-30-year event.

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 30 year event. 1% lies in 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 is within flood zones 3a or 3b.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 effect to
both the wider and local landscape character, views and visual amenity.
Even with significant landscape mitigation works it would change the
landscape character permanently.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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

North western boundary lies adjacent to the London Road Roadside
Verge CWS which supports at least 6 calcareous indicator species. This
would need to be protected with an appropriate buffer area. All new
housing developments will require assessment of increased visitor
pressure on nearby SSSI. Natural England consultation would be
required for developments which may result in air pollution or
warehousing/industry over 1000m2. The site contains deciduous
woodland, watercourses and hedges, and is likely to have other habitats
such as calcareous grassland given the underlying geology which may
qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological and
support protected and notable species. The golf course may also hold
some ecological value. Arable habitats likely to be of low ecological
value although farmland bird populations may be present. Ponds may
support great crested newt and building may support roosting bats (if
suitable).

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
space impacts are not anticipated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026




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 sketch plan would have harmful impact on setting of the Listed
Building (barn at Heydon Grange farm) and would obliterate large part
of Scheduled Ancient Monument. Impacts on the Conservation Area are
unlikely as shown, but if a different part of site were developed there
could be harmful impacts.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

The site is crossed by the nationally important Bran Ditch, an
Anglo-Saxon linear boundary designated as a Scheduled Monument

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Green

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Large residential scheme proposed -
potential for AQMA traffic impact without mitigation.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Brownfield site, contamination expected, conditions required

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

77.57

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

22.43

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 6-10 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is
known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use
value and 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 13025
prevailing density

Estimated employment 1000
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 to the west of Chrishall Road, Fowlmere

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115971
HELAA Site ID 40467
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.72
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 15
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 22% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 be an infill development and have a
limited impact to the settlement character. Potential landscape
mitigation works would include the following: enhancement planting
upon the boundary, a green open space within the site and the height of
new build to consider the overbearing effects to adjacent dwellings.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no apparent priority habitats
within the site; however, there are extensive grasslands, wooded 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 red line boundaries and may need to find offsite
compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation and
developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Bronze Age ring ditches recorded to the north east.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No, Appeal dismissed

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 32
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 22
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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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Site information -

Site ID 115972

HELAA Site ID 40465

Suitable Site Area (ha) 3.32

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon the site would have a harmful impact on the village
form and townscape of Fowlmere. Development would continue a
pattern of sprawl which has begun but should not be encouraged.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All residential development would require consideration of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSIs. Any development which could result in air
pollution would require consultation with Natural England. Site likely to
include plantation woodland which may be of relatively low ecological
value; site boundaries including hedgerows and trees may qualify as
Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value.
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 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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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

Bronze Age ring ditches recorded to the north east.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
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 80
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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 side of London Road, High Street, Fowlmere

Site information -

Site ID 115973

HELAA Site ID 40116

Suitable Site Area (ha) 10.33

Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50-200
capacity

Suitability -
Adopted Development Amber

Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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. 17% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

New information has been submitted to support development of the 2
sites including a concept masterplan and text in response to the
previous landscape assessment. For the northern site see assessment for
site 40252. The concept masterplan for the southern site shows
significant green space to the south of the site and built form located
towards the north of the site. However, the impact of development on
the rural character of the Village, impact on the distinct open,
landscape setting and the impact on views towards to the Village would
still be negative and not possible to mitigate and so the assessment for
the southern site is amended to red.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

This site is split into 2no. sites. Site 1: The existing boundary wall and
vegetation limits local and visual amenity views into the site. With
careful landscape mitigation works the site is capable of accommodating
a development subject being of an appropriate scale and landscape
mitigation. Site 2: Development upon this site would have a significant
adverse effect upon the Important Countryside Frontage and local
landscape character. Development would be an encroachment into the
countryside.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. Any residential development above 50
outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. The southern boundary of the site lies adjacent to London
Road RSV CWS, cited for its frequent numbers of calcareous grassland
indicator species. There are no apparent priority habitats within the
site; however, there are grasslands which may be calcareous in nature
due to underlying geology, 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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The revised information has submitted further information regarding the
development of the site however it is still considered that this could still
have a detrimental impact on the setting of a designated or
non-designated heritage assets, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development needs to respond to the historic setting and context of the
Conservation Area and the sensitive village approach. Development of
the site could have a detrimental impact on a designated or
non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a designated or
non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

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

Located on south side of historic village. Ring ditch remains of Bronze
Age date recorded to the east

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025




Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the new information provided, the assessment scoring remains
Amber as the site is remote from any existing non-motorised user or
passenger transport infrastructure. Will require links to Meldreth station
potentially via the Melbourn Greenway and provide passenger transport
links into Cambridge. Will impact on local junctions.

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. The site is
capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and external
environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light Pollution after
careful site layout, design and mitigation. Detailed site specific
assessments will be required for any future planning applications at this
location.




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1 (%

overlap)

Agricultural Land 100.00

Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)




Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

28.20

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 6-10 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

The land has been promoted by the landowner and or developer and is

known to be available for development. The site has a low existing use

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 155
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

Estimated start date 6-10 Years
Estimated annual 50
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion [11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land West of High Street, Fowlmere

Site information

Site ID 115974
HELAA Site ID 40252
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.56
Ward/Parish Foxton

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Greenfield and Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50-60
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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% lies in a 1in 100 year event. 24% liesina 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

New information has been submitted to support development of the site
including a concept masterplan and text in response to the previous
landscape assessment. Whilst the new information seeks to address the
previous HELAA assessment, development of the site would result in the
loss of the Important Countryside Frontage and introduce a new built
edge to the entrance of the village, resulting in the permanent loss of
the strong rural character in this location.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon this site would have a significant adverse impact to
the Important Countryside Frontage and an encroachment into the
countryside. Wide views are negligible however, local views are high due
to topography and low level hedgerow boundary.

Even with a significant reduction in residential units the impact would
still be significantly adverse and harm the strong rural character
sweeping into the village.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

This supporting documents provide some additional comments in regard
to biodiversity, but further detailed information is required to
demonstrate impacts will be avoided upon nearby SSSI's. 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. Any residential development above 50
outside of current urban area will require consultation with Natural
England. The southern boundary of the site lies adjacent to London
Road RSV CWS, cited for its frequent numbers of calcareous grassland
indicator species. There are no apparent priority habitats within the
site; however, there are grasslands which may be calcareous in nature
due to underlying geology. Hedges and wooded boundaries may qualify
as Habitats of Principal Importance/priority habitat and may have
ecological value. Buildings and mature trees may support roosting bats
(if suitable).

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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

Number of units proposed would be harmful to setting of Conservation
Area. Development of the site could have a detrimental impact on a
designated or non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a
designated or non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

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

Located on the western edge of the medieval village core

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

This falls below the threshold for a Transport Assessment

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. The
proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby main
roads but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation. Detailed site specific assessments
will be required for any future planning applications at this location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby
main roads but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)




Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 61
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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 Heydon End, 87 Chishill Road, Heydon

Site information -

Site ID 116053
HELAA Site ID 47352
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.44
Ward/Parish Foxton

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 8-16
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
1in 30 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

New information questions the previous helaa assessment but does not
introduce any changes to the original proposal. Mitigation measures
would still need to be introduced to ensure development of the site does
not have an adverse impact on the landscape character of the area
therefore the RAG scoring remains the unchanged.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is reasonably self-contained, with an open character in the
north and east opening it up to its rural setting. The site is largely
outside of the Development Framework Boundary and therefore in the
countryside. Preservation of the rural countryside character is
important. Development in this location must reflect density and
pattern of the existing village. Boundaries to be strengthened for
landscape mitigation.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

No detailed information has been provided in relation to ecology
impacts and mitigation. However, the proposals are still unlikely impact
upon designated sites. Therefore, there is no change to the site
assessment scoring.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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 2021

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Boundary trees and hedgerows may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological value and support protected/notable
species. Grassland quality will need to be assessed; likely to be of low
ecological value. Buildings may support bat roosts and adjacent ponds
may support great crested newt (if suitable). Mitigation/compensation
likely to be possible although may affect allocation number. An
application would need to demonstrate biodiversity net gain of at least
10% to meet local and national planning policy and emerging
Government policy.

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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2023

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Additional information has been provided but this is unclear and does
not indicate how it would mitigate any impact on the character of
development within the setting of the conservation area. Further details
would be required and therefore there is no change in the score of the
earlier assessment

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The proposed numbers of units on this long plot would be counter to the
prevailing character of development here but the impact could be
reasonably mitigated through a reduction in numbers.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

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

Located on the southern edge of the historic village core

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber




Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the new information provided the assessment of Green remains
unchanged. Given the nature and scale of the proposed development,
there are no substantial roads and transport impacts identified at this
stage.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. The site is
capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and external
environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light Pollution after
careful site layout, design and mitigation. Detailed site specific
assessments will be required for any future planning applications at this
location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026




AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)




Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 39
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Barley Road, Great Chishill

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 116054
HELAA Site ID 40436
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.09
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 15-25
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 4% 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

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 located to the west of the village of Great Chishill, outside
and abutting the settlement framework. Wide and local views are high
due to gently undulating land and low lying hedgerows. Development
upon this site would have a significant adverse impact to the settlement
character and views. Residential units throughout the site would not
reflect the existing linear pattern and encourage into the rural
countryside.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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. Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain
in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries and may need to
find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation
and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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 a setting of
heritage assets adjacent to the site, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 show extensive activity of prehistoric and Roman date in the
vicinity

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
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 50
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land off Hall Lane, Great Chishill

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 116055
HELAA Site ID 47879
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.68
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 21
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 9% lies in a 1in 100 year event. 11% liesina 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 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

New information submitted includes an updated site boundary which
reduced the area being proposed for development (0.69ha - Land South
of Hall Lane). However this change does not change the previous
assessment as the existing landscape is still sensitive to change.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site comprises three parcels of agricultural land outside of the
Development Framework Boundary which are generally well contained
character, becoming highly visible in the middle of the eastern boundary
and some areas in the west. Preservation of the rural countryside
character is important. Development of the entire site would change
the linear character of the existing village. Development of the third
parcel would infill and retain this existing character, parcel two may
have development focussed along Hall Lane, and Parcel one may
appropriately be developed behind residential development along
Heydon Road. Buildings should be arranged in loose knit patterns facing
the street Landscape mitigation required.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

The further supporting information acknowledges that an ecological
assessment is required to inform any subsequent planning application. It
is recommended that the RAG scoring is amended, as the site will not
have any detrimental impact on any designated site.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

No likely impact on sites designated for nature conservation. Grassland,
trees and boundary hedgerows may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/be of high ecological value and support protected or notable
species. Nearby pond may support great crested newt (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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The amended site boundary is now focussed on the smaller southern
site. This does not have any heritage constraints and this rating can be
changed to green.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The smaller southern site has no heritage constraints. Development of
the larger two sites could adversely impact the setting of the
conservation area.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in historic village core adjacent to a medieval moat

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber




Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Based on the new information provided, the site access assessment has
been changed to Amber. The proposed site is acceptable in principle,
subject to detailed design at a planning application stage.

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.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Based on the new information provided the assessment has been
changed from Amber to Green. Given the nature and scale of the
proposed development, there are no substantial roads and transport
impacts identified at this stage.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

New information provided has not changed the assessment. The site is
capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and external
environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light Pollution after
careful site layout, design and mitigation.

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
2026




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

The amended site boundary has been reviewed but the assessment
remains unchanged since the original assessment. The site does not lie
within an AQMA and there will be minimal traffic impact on AQMA.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

The amended site boundary has been reviewed but the assessment of
the site remains unchanged since the original assessment as this is a site
with the potential for historic contamination and planning conditions
will be required including a desk top study.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Site adjacent to contaminated land. Potential for contamination,
conditions required. Phase | likely.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)




Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 19
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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 Chishill Road, Heydon

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 116056
HELAA Site ID 40255
Suitable Site Area (ha) 6.58
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 31
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site comprises three parcels of agricultural and pastureland. It is
partly inside the Conservation Area and outside of the Development
Framework Boundary, therefore in the countryside. Preservation of the
rural countryside character is important. Developing the entire site
would alter and change the existing character of Heydon. New
development must reflect the form, scale, density and proportions of
the existing vernacular with landscape mitigation.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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

Consultation with Natural England is unlikely to be required. No other
designated sites nearby. Adjacent and boundary habitats including
hedgerows, mature trees, woodland and ponds may qualify as Habitats
of Principal Importance/priority habitat, may be of high ecological value
and/or support protected or notable species. Ponds within or adjacent
to the site may support great crested newt (if suitable).

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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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

Site includes open field on opposite side of road which forms key
element of setting of five listed buildings. Development would have
major impact on this setting which cannot be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer

Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG Amber

Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer A possible medieval moated site is located in the area.

Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026




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
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

10.59

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

89.41

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 138
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land South of Heydon Lane, Heydon

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 116057
HELAA Site ID 40249
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.72
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 31
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

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
1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

The site, on the eastern edge of the village would also extend the
village along Heydon Lane and would alter the form of the village from a
very linear north-south pattern into on which adds an east-west arm.
The site is also a typical form of the NCA and LCA and considered
therefore to be important to the countryside/setting of the village. It is
considered that the site is not appropriate for development

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

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

Consultation with Natural England unlikely to be required. No other
designated sites nearby. Boundary habitats including hedgerows and
mature trees and woodland to east may qualify as Habitats of Principal
Importance/priority habitat. Otherwise site likely to be of low ecological
value (arable). Pond within 10m may support great crested newt (if
suitable). Trees may support roosting bats (if suitable).

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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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

Would severely impact on settings of several Heritage assets.
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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core to the south east of the medieval
parish church.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads

Guideline Comments 2026

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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner

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

who has expressed an indicated.
intention to develop?
Are there known legal or |No

ownership impediments
to development?

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 65
prevailing density

Estimated employment

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 Fowlmere Road, Heydon

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 116058
HELAA Site ID 40245
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.02
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 16
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is adjacent to the Conservation Area. There is Important
Countryside Frontage along Fowlmere road (facing away from the site)
which protects the significant connection between the street scene and
the surrounding rural area, in this case the triangular village green in
the centre. This area will not be compromised nor impacted by this site
or development in this location. The site is edged by curving field
boundary which forms the edge of the development framework both
north and south of the site. The site has direct access to the Fowlmere
Road and therefore would continue the frontage along this road which
forms the very linear heart of the village. Development in this location
must reflect density and pattern of the existing village. Retention of
trees and hedgerows is required. Site boundaries are to be strengthened
for mitigation purposes.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




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

Consultation with Natural England unlikely to be required. Boundary
habitats including hedgerows and mature trees may qualify as Habitats
of Principal Importance/priority habitat. Grassland may be of ecological
value. Pond within the site may support great crested newt. Mature
trees may support roosting bats (if suitable).

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 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

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

Would affect the setting of the Conservation Area and a Listed Building
(White Cottage), with a possible impact on setting of the Listed Church.
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 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

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 on the north western edge of the historic village core.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026




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 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

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 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

Is the site controlled by a
developer or landowner

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

who has expressed an indicated.
intention to develop?
Are there known legal or |[No

ownership impediments
to development?




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 28
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land east of Fowlmere Road, Foxton, CB22 6RT

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 116511
HELAA Site ID 208863
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.18
Ward/Parish Foxton
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages / Transport Corridor

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to group village

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 70 to 75
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

Climate Change: Site is not within a climate-change-adjusted flood
zone.

Surface Water Flood Risk: None.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Red

Landscape Comment 2026

Having reviewed the landscape and visual appraisal included in the site
submission, we consider development on the site would lead to
irreversible adverse effects on the character of this sensitive landscape
and visual context. Any integration with the existing context is
dependent on secondary and tertiary mitigation - i.e. management of
massing and building heights, and screening. Overall mitigation would
not be adequate to address the arising harm.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

A development of the size and scale described would not provide any
specific ecological risks to statutory or non-statutory designated sites,
however Natural England may require further information regarding
potential recreational pressure impacts to Sites of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSIs). This does not remove the likelihood of protected and
priority species being impacted, nor that a development of the type
described would likely be eligible for mandatory biodiversity net gain.




Biodiversity and Development of the site is unlikely to have a detrimental impact on any
Geodiversity Guideline designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026 Green

Policy Officer Comment |The site is wholly outside of protected open space. Detrimental open
2026 space impacts are not anticipated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG

Amber
Assessment 2026
Historic Environment There is a conservation area and several listed buildings in Foxton to the
Comments 2026 north-west, and a scheduled monument to the south-west. Development

of the site could have a detrimental impact these heritage asset, but
the impact could be reasonably mitigated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Cropmarks show a north east to south west aligned linear boundary
crossing the site, possibly a prehistoric trackway. Field evaluation would
be necessary in support of a planning application to determine the
suitability of the site for development.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Any potential impact on the functioning of trunk roads and/or local
roads will need to be mitigated.

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 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

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 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

The site is at low risk in regard to air quality.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023




AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Whilst the site is relatively low risk, it comprises agricultural land with
potential for contamination. Conditions required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

South West

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 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 development is likely to be economically viable.

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 65
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)






