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Developed?
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Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)
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Proposed	residential
capacity

0
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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:	1%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	2%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	5%	is	in	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.	4%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

The	site	is	a	dry	island.
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	zone:	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	2	(1%)	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(2%)
Surface	water	flooding:	4%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event,	1%	lies	in	a	1	in
100	year	event	and	7%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2025 Based	on	the	submitted	information	the	site	has	some	capacity	for
intensified	development,	with	reduced	floor	space	to	that	shown	to
ensure	tree	planting	can	be	incorporated	within	the	car	parking	areas,
as	well	as	on	site	boundaries.	Further	assessment	will	be	needed	to
guide	the	position	and	design	of	buildings,	and	the	extent	of	buffer
planting.

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

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021
Policy	RAG	Rating	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.

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

Amber



Historic	Environment
Comments	2025

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021
Historic	Environment
Comments	2021
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2026
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025

The	site	is	located	in	a	landscape	with	extensive	evidence	for	prehistoric
and	Roman	archaeology.	Previous	development	may	have	resulted	in
some	truncation	of	remains.	Archaeological	investigations	would	be
necessary	in	advance	of	development.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2023
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021
Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

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

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025

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



Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	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.	

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

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

A	Transport	Assessment	and	a	Travel	Plan	will	be	required.
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	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
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025

Green

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025

The	site	is	capable	of	being	developed	as	there	are	unlikely	to	be	any	
contamination	/	ground	stability	issues.

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021
Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

93.82

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

6.18



Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No,	Application	pending	for	retrospective	change	of	use	for	the	recycling
of	inert	(CD&E)	waste	into	recycled	aggregate	material.(23/04293/FUL)

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0	to	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	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

75

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

5500-6160

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115165
HELAA	Site	ID 40248
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 100.59
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s) Agricultural	Land	/	Building
Proposed	development Non-Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

70000-260000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026
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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:	4%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	3%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	8%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	5%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	2%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	3%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Based	on	the	information	provided,	the	site	assessment	scoring	remains
as	Amber.	Whilst	a	proportion	of	the	site	is	within	flood	risk	zone	1,	the
site	contains	an	area	at	high	risk	of	fluvial	and	surface	water	flooding
around	Oakington	Brook.	Additionally	the	hydraulic	modelling
information	referenced	was	not	supplied	to	the	LPA	so	we	are	unable	to
verify	its	suitability.	Flood	Zones:	Partially	in	Flood	Zone	2	(4%).
Partially	in	Flood	Zone	3	(3%).	Surface	Water	Flooding:	3%	lies	in	a	1	in
30	year	event.	2%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	5%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year
event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023

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

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2025 Based	on	the	updated	information,	the	overall	score	has	been	changed
to	Amber.	The	site	is	in	an	area	of	exposed,	open	farmland	and	the	scale
of	the	proposed	development	will	make	it	highly	visible	and	bring
significant	change	to	the	landscape.		However,	the	existing	framework
of	small	woodlands,	tracks,	field	boundary	trees	and	hedgerows	will	be
retained	and	incorporated	into	the	proposed	layout	and	provide	some
mitigation	for	the	development.	Retention	of	a	large	swathe	of	green
space	on	the	east	of	the	site	will	also	mitigate	the	impacts	on
landscape.	Further	sensitive	mitigation	will	be	required.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023

Red



Landscape	Comment	2023 The	information	submitted	include	a	Landscape	and	Visual	Appraisal.	
The	findings	of	the	appraisal,	considerably	devalue	the	contribution	of
the	site	to	long	and	open	views	across	the	countryside.		In	addition,	the
site	contributes	to	a	rural	separation	between	the	expanding
development	at	Northstowe,	Longstanton	and	Oakington	and	the	newly
completed	A14.		It	is	considered	that	the	submitted	information	does
not	alter	our	original	assessment.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	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	assessment	of
biodiversity	and	geodiversiity	has	not	changed	substantially.	The
proposed	site	may	contain	priority	habitat	which	will	require	assessment
and	possible	compensation	if	removed.	A	development	of	the	size	and
scale	described	would	not	provide	any	specific	ecological	risks	to
statutory	or	non-statutory	designated	sites.		However,	this	does	not
remove	the	likelihood	of	protected	and	priority	species	being	impacted.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025

Development	of	the	site	may	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	a	designated
site,	protected	habitats,	priority	species,	or	ecological	assets	with	a
regional	or	local	protection,	but	the	impact	could	be	reasonably
mitigated	or	compensated.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023

No	additional	information	has	been	provided	in	relation	to	ecology
impacts	and	mitigation.	The	amended	site	boundary	also	does	not	raise
any	additional	ecological	issues.	Therefore,	there	is	no	change	to	the
site	assessment	scoring.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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.

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

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2025

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2023

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber



Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

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

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2026
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025

Extensive	evidence	of	Iron	Age	and	Roman	activity	is	recorded	within,
and	in	the	vicinity	of	the	proposed	area.	This	includes	evidence	for
structures	of	Roman	date	possibly	relating	to	a	Villa	estate.	Further
information	would	be	necessary	to	determine	the	suitability	of	this	site
for	development.

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

Extensive	settlement	of	Iron	Age	and	Roman	date	known	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

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025

Based	on	the	additional	information	provided,	assessment	of	the	site
remains	unchanged	as	Amber.	The	site	is	acceptable	in	principle,
subject	to	greater	detail.	A	significant	level	of	infrastructure	will	be
required	outside	the	site	boundary	to	encourage	more	sustainable
transport	links.	It	is	unclear	whether	these	sustainable	transport	links
can	be	achieved	within	the	local	available	constraints.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

The	proposed	site	is	acceptable	in	principle	subject	to	detailed	design.
The	Local	Planning	Authority	will	need	to	consult	with	the	Highway
Agency,	as	National	Highway	Authority,	in	respect	to	the	proposed	site.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

Transport	Assessment	and	Travel	Plan	required.

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	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	assessment	of	the	site	remains	unchanged	as	Amber.	The	proposed
site	will	be	affected	by	road	traffic	noise	from	nearby	main	roads	but	is
acceptable	in	principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed	design
considerations	and	mitigation.

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023

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

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

Overall	Suitability	Score Amber
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0



Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

70.80

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

29.20

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No,	Application	pending	for	retrospective	change	of	use	for	the	recycling
of	inert	(CD&E)	waste	into	recycled	aggregate	material.	(23/04293/FUL)

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0	to	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	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

1509

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

70000-260000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

6-10	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115187
HELAA	Site	ID 59328
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.55
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Previously	developed	land

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	group	village
Current	use(s) Commercial	/	Industrial
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

5-15

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	59%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	41%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	100%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

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

The	site	is	a	dry	island.
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

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

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
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

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2025 The	updated	information	does	not	alter	previous	landscape	comments.
The	site	is	a	long,	narrow	strip	of	land	next	to	the	guided	busway	on
former	railway	land	associated	with	Westwick	Station,	east	of	the
Northstowe	AAP.	The	southern	tip	of	the	site	is	in	the	conservation	area.
Development	could	be	accommodated	on	the	site	provided	that	the
landscape	design	and	housing	density	were	sympathetic	to	the	landscape
context.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2023 The	site	is	a	long,	narrow	strip	of	land	next	to	the	guided	busway	on
former	railway	land	associated	with	Westwick	Station,	east	of	the
Northstowe	AAP.	The	southern	tip	of	the	site	is	in	the	conservation	area.
Development	could	be	accommodated	on	the	site	providing	that	the
landscape	design	and	housing	density	were	sympathetic	to	the	landscape
context.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021
Landscape	Comment	2021



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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021
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 Amber



Policy	Officer	Comment
2025

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

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

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2025

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2023

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021
Historic	Environment
Comments	2021
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2026
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025

Previous	assessment	still	applies.	Archaeological	investigations	would	be
necessary	in	advance	of	development.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023

Located	in	an	area	of	medieval	settlement	and	associated	activity

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021



Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

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

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025

Green

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023

Green

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	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

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025

Based	on	the	additional	information	provided,	assessment	of	the	site
remains	unchanged	as	Amber.	The	site	does	not	fall	within	an	Air	Quality
Management	Area	(AQMA)	and	therefore	will	have	minimal	traffic	impact
on	designated	AQMAs.

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021
Overall	Suitability	Score Red



Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

19.20

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

80.80

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0	to	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	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

16

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

0

Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years



Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115256
HELAA	Site	ID 200801
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 54.62
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s) Agricultural	Land	/	Building
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

1000

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	zone:	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	2	(3%)	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(9%);
Surface	water	flooding:	9%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event,	5%	lies	in	a	1	in
100	year	event	and	11%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Landscape	Comment	2025 Landscape	character	will	be	affected	by	the	proposals.		Negative
impacts	on	wide	ranging	views	both	inwards	and	outwards.		Isolated
from	both	Longstanton	and	the	development	at	Northstowe.		The	site	is
an	open	part	of	the	wider	rural	field	structure	of	the	area.			It	is
considered	that	development	will	be	incongruous	with	the	rural
character	of	that	area.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021
Landscape	Comment	2021

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	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

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021
Policy	RAG	Rating	2026
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026
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
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber



Historic	Environment
Comments	2025

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021
Historic	Environment
Comments	2021
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2026
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025

The	site	is	located	in	a	landscape	of	extensive	Iron	Age	and	Roman
activity.	Settlement	and	enclosures	of	probable	Iron	Age	date	are
located	in	the	area.	Further	information	would	be	necessary	to
determine	the	suitability	of	this	site	for	development.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2023
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021
Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

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

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023



Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	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.	
A	vehicle	trip	budget	for	the	development	of	this	site	is	expected	to	be
required.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	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

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021



AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021
Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0



Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

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

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0	to	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	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

819

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

0

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

120

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

6-10	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115320
HELAA	Site	ID OS219
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 5.75
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Mixed	use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

50

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Green
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East	of	bypass,	Longstanton

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

A	map	of	East	of	bypass,	Longstanton



Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	Comment
2026

Development	of	the	site	is	compatible	and consistent	with	Development
Plan	policies	and	allocations.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2026

Flood	Zones:	13%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	

Climate	Change:	13%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	11%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	3%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	10%	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	2	(13%).	Surface	Water	Flooding:	10%
lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	3%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	11%	lies	in	a
1	in	1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	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

Overall,	the	use	of	the	site	for	uses	such	as	recreation	will	have
negligible	landscape	impacts,	particularly	if	landscape	buffering	is
undertaken	at	the	edges	of	the	site.		Additionally,	this	could	potentially
assist	with	wind	control	within	the	site.		
If	residential	were	to	be	considered	along	side,	it	would	have	to	be
sympathetic	to	the	Village	character,	layout	and	mitigation
opportunities.

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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

Known	archaeology	of	Iron	Age	and	Medieval	date	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	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

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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



Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

11-15	Years

Available	RAG Red
Achievable -
Is	there	a	reasonable
prospect	that	the	site	will
be	developed?

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

Achievable	RAG Amber
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

121

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

0

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

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115321
HELAA	Site	ID OS058
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 6.75
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

34000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Green
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Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	Comment
2026

Development	of	the	site	is	compatible	and consistent	with	Development
Plan	policies	and	allocations.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2026

Flood	Zones:	7%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	2%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	9%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	16%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	4%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	3%	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	2	(7%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(2%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	3%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	4%	lies	in	a	1	in
100	year	event.	16%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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

Known	archaeology	of	Iron	Age	and	Medieval	date	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	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

Green

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Non-residential	use	proposed.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0-5	Years

Available	RAG Red
Achievable -
Is	there	a	reasonable
prospect	that	the	site	will
be	developed?

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

Achievable	RAG Amber
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

142

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

34000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115322
HELAA	Site	ID 40518
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 12.23
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

120

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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	(12%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	10%	lies	in	a	1	in	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	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 The	proposed	number	of	new	homes	has	been	reduced	from	150	to	120
and	changes	have	been	made	to	the	site	layout	to	reduce	the
development	footprint.	However,	the	location	of	the	site	on	the	Village
edge,	outside	the	Development	Framework	and	in	a	relatively	flat
landscape	means	that	the	assessment	remains	amber.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2021

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	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

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

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

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	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

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

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.	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
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023

Based	on	the	amended	proposal,	the	site	assessment	remains	amber.
Site	will	need	to	provide	high	quality	local	non-motorised	user	routes
linking	to	the	Guided	Busway	and	routes	into	Cambridge	and
Northstowe.	The	site	will	impact	the	B1050	and	its	junction	with	the
A14.

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

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

Overall	Suitability	Score Amber
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -



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

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

183

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115323
HELAA	Site	ID OS157
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 4.1
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield	and	Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

82

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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	(28%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(20%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	8%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	17%		lies	in	a	1	in
100	year	event.	25%	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

Green

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	is	a	partly	developed	parcel	with	some	housing	in	the	northwest
extent	while	the	remainder	is	an	agricultural	field.		Exiting	mature	trees
adjacent	to	the	houses	should	be	retained.		The	edges	to	the	south	and
east	are	open,	but	a	considerable	buffer	has	been	retained	against	the
new	bypass	and	access	roads.		The	landscape	in	this	area	is	wide	and
open.	Context	and	settlement	pattern	will	be	important	in	ensuring	that
any	development	fits	into	the	edge	of	the	settlement.		Also	critical	to
the	success	of	new	village	edge	development	is	the	implementation	of
the	B1050	buffer	landscaping.

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	agricultural/industrial	development
that	could	cause	air	pollution,	any	general	combustion	processes	above
20MW	input,	or	any	discharge	of	water	or	liquid	waste	of	more	than
20m³	to	ground	a	day	may	require	Natural	England	consultation.		There
are	no	apparent	priority	habitats	within	the	site;	however,	there	are
buildings,	grasslands,	woodland	areas,	hedges,	and	wooded	boundaries
on	site	that	are	likely	to	have	ecological	value.	Applications	may	find
provision	of	a	10%	net	gain	in	biodiversity	difficult	within	their	redline
boundaries	and	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

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

Saxon	and	medieval	settlement	is	recorded	to	the	north	east	and	is
likely	to	extend	into	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

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

Agricultural	and	brownfield	site,	contamination	expected,	conditions
required

Overall	Suitability	Score Amber
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0-5	Years

Available	RAG Red
Achievable -
Is	there	a	reasonable
prospect	that	the	site	will
be	developed?

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

Achievable	RAG Amber
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

98

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115368
HELAA	Site	ID 52680
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 10.29
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield	and	Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

10000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	10%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	1%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	11%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	20%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	7%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	11%	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	2	(1%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(1%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	11%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	7%	lies	in	a	1	in
100	year	event.	20%	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

Green

Landscape	Comment	2021

Employment	development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	limited	impact	to
the	landscape	subject	to	landscape	mitigation	measures	and	accord	with
Buckingway	Business	Park	landscape	principles.	Typical	landscape
measures	would	include	the	following:	a	significant	landscape	buffer	of
approx..	15m	wide	to	be	provided	around	the	site	to	reduce	the	visual
harm,	building	scale	and	mass	to	reflect	existing	local	commercial	build
and	existing	linear	drainage	ditches	to	be	protected	and	retained.

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,	woodland	areas,	hedges,	and	wooded	boundaries	on	site	that
are	likely	to	have	ecological	value.	Applications	may	find	provision	of	a
10%	net	gain	in	biodiversity	difficult	within	their	redline	boundaries	and
will	need	to	find	off-site	compensation	to	comply	with	up-coming
National	legislation	and	developing	local	policies.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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	no	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

Excavations	undertaken	in	advance	of	A14	upgrade	construction
recorded	a	site	of	Iron	Age	date,	elements	of	which	may	extend	into	the
proposal	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

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	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

Partially	within	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

Non-residential	use	proposed.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

10.54

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

89.46

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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	employment	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable
at	an	appropriate	density.

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

154

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

10000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115369
HELAA	Site	ID 40244
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 50.83
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

162580

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	1%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	14%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	10%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	3%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	8%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

The	site	is	a	dry	island.
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zone:	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(1%).	Surface	Water	Flooding:	8%	lies
in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	3%		lies	in	a	1	in	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

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	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	a	large	site	located	to	the	north	of	Bar	Hill	surrounded	by
agricultural	fields	with	the	B105	on	the	eastern	boundary	and	the	A1307
/	A14	to	the	south.	Wide	and	local	views	are	high	due	to	low	lying
topography	and	lack	of	intervening	vegetation.	Development	throughout
the	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact	to	the	landscape
character	and	views.	It	would	be	an	encroachment	into	the	countryside
and	a	permanent	urbanisation	of	the	rural	landscape.

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

Any	agricultural/industrial	development	that	could	cause	air	pollution
will	require	consultation	with	Natural	England.		Hedgerows	and
watercourses	may	qualify	as	priority	habitat/Habitats	of	Principal
Importance	and	support	protected/notable	species.	Otherwise	likely	to
be	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Buildings	and	mature	trees	may
support	roosting	bats	(if	suitable).	Farmland	bird	populations	may	be
present.	Ponds	within	250m	may	support	great	crested	newt.

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

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	with	extensive	late	prehistoric	and	Roman
archaeology

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	Local	Planning	Authority	will	need	to	consult	with	the	Highway
Agency,	as	National	Highway	Authority,	in	respect	to	the	proposed	site.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	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	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
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

Green

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

No	prior	history	of	development.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

4.44

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

95.56

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -



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

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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	non-residential	development	is	likely	to	be	economically
viable	at	an	appropriate	density.

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

762

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

162580

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115371
HELAA	Site	ID 53262
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 4.64
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

100

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	10%	lies	in
a	1	in	30	year	event.	10%	lies	in	a	1	in	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	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

Any	development	of	this	site	must	respect	the	rural	landscape
character,	Wilsons	Road	PROW	and	the	approaches	to	Longstanton	from
the	south-west.		The	site	as	a	whole	is	approximately	4.7Ha	with
potential	for	c.120-140	dwellings	but	this	would	represent
overdevelopment	in	this	location,	and	it	would	harm	the	local	
landscape	character	and	the	existing	setting	and	village	character	of
Longstanton.

Development	should	be	confined	to	Area	B.		Development	of	area	A	will
remove	frontage	hedgerow	to	Wilsons	Road	and	extend	development
west	into	the	countryside	beyond	the	caravan	site.		Development	of
Area	C	will	remove	long	stretches	of	mature	hedgerow	and	extend	a
suburban	character	along	Wilsons	Road	to	accommodate	a	tiny	number
of	dwellings.		Development	of	area	B	should	be	confined	by	the	existing
development	lines	of	Thatcher’s	Wood	to	the	north	and	the	caravan	site
to	the	south	west.



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

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
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
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

Cropmarks	of	probable	late	prehistoric	and	Roman	sites	known	in	the
vicinity.	Medieval	features	within	the	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

No	connection	to	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

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -



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

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
therefore	it	is		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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

111

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115372
HELAA	Site	ID 47792
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.46
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

10

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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	30	year	event.	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	1%	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	outside	and	abutting	the	settlement	framework.	It	is	rural
location	and	a	wooded	block.	Wide	and	local	views	are	limited	due	to
low	lying	nature	of	topography	and	intervening	mature	woodland	blocks
and	hedgerows.	Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant
impact	upon	the	settlement	character.	It	would	encroach	into	the
countryside	remove	the	existing	woodland	upon	the	edge	of	the	village
and	be	a	permanent	urbanisation	of	the	rural	landscape.	A	reduced
scheme	may	be	acceptable	subject	to	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

Discharge	to	ground	or	surface	water	of	more	than	20m³/day	would
require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Trees/orchard/woodland	may
qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/be	of	high	ecological	value
and	support	protected	or	notable	species.	Habitats	of	Principal
Importance	should	be	retained	in	the	first	instance.	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	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
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

The	site	was	added	to	the	Conservation	Area	in	2005	due	to	the	value	of
the	belt	of	trees	and	hedges	to	its	character	and	appearance.
Development	of	the	site	would	require	felling	of	the	trees,	eroding	the
green	rural	buffer	of	the	village	Conservation	Area	and	exposing	the
modern	housing	adjacent,	with	adverse	impacts	on	character	and
appearance.	Such	impacts	could	not	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	core	of	the	village	adjacent	to	an	area	of
earthworks	relating	to	the	medieval	settlement.

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.	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
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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -



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

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

14

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115373
HELAA	Site	ID 51718
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.77
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

10-12

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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	30	year	event.	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	3%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000
year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	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

A	small	site	outside	and	abutting	the	settlement	framework	of
Longstanton.	Wide	views	are	negligible	due	to	low	lying	nature	of
landscape	and	intervening	vegetation.	Local	views	are	limited	due	to
gaps	within	the	boundary	hedgerow	and	amenity	views	are	high	due	to
lack	of	vegetation	upon	its	south	western	boundary.	Development	upon
this	site	would	have	significant	adverse	impact	upon	the	local	landscape
character	and	amenity	views.	It	would	encroach	into	the	landscape	and
amalgamate	the	village	of	Longstanton	with	the	adjacent	new
Northstowe	development	eroding	the	nature	open	buffer	space	between
two	settlements.

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

Discharge	of	more	than	20m³/day	would	require	consultation	with
Natural	England	(unlikely	due	to	scale	and	location	of	site).	Boundary
hedgerows	and	trees	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/be
of	high	ecological	value	and	support	protected	or	notable	species.
Grassland	quality	will	need	to	be	assessed.	Buildings	may	support
roosting	bats	(if	present).	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

Red

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

This	site	sits	within	the	Longstanton	St	Michael's	conservation	area.	
These	fields	were	included	in	the	Conservation	Area	as	they	are
important	to	the	landscape	setting	of	the	village	and	development	here
would	be	harmful	to	this	rural	character.	This	harm	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

Red

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Site	is	an	area	of	well	preserved	earthworks	of	medieval	ridge	and
furrow

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

Green

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

No	prior	history	of	development.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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



Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

22

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115374
HELAA	Site	ID 56210
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.33
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

6

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

Development		of	this	site	could	perhaps	be	seen	to	have	a	fairly		limited
impact	upon	the	existing	settlement	character	on	its	own,	but	any
development		would	erode	the	separation	between	Longstanton	and
Northstowe	to	the	north	east.	The	site	is	part	of	a	small-scale,	ancient
landscape	at	the	edge	of	the	village	with	a	distinctive	rural	landscape
character.	It	is	an	important,	established	landscape	which	would	be
damaged	by	development.		Any	landscape	harm	would	be	difficult	to
mitigate	by	a	new	landscape	scheme	-	even	limited	development	on	the
site	will	result	in	extensive	damage	to	the	fabric	and	current	mature
screening	of	the	site	-	entrances	and	exits,	highways	requirements	etc.	
The	site	is	not	suitable	for	development	in	landscape	terms

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

All	new	housing	developments	will	require	assessment	of	increased
visitor	pressure	on	nearby	SSSIs,	LNRs	and	CWSs.	Site	currently	grassland
which,	depending	on	condition,	may	be	a	priority	habitat.	Site	has
potential	to	support	scarce	farmland	birds	and	the	boundary	hedgerows
may	be	classed	as	an	important	hedgerow	under	the	Hedgerow
Regulations.

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

The	site	is	within	an	area	added	to	the	conservation	area	in	2005
because	of	its	importance	to	the	character	of	village.	It	is	adjacent	to
the	listed	village	pump.	Development	would	erode	the	character	of	the
conservation	area	and	the	impact	could	not	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

Evaluation	has	identified	significant	archaeology	of	medieval	date	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

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

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No,	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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

10

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115375
HELAA	Site	ID 40521
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 5.32
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

98

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	39%	lies	in
a	1	in	30	year	event.	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	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	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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2023 Additional	information	has	been	submitted	but	has	not	changed	the
original	assessment	scoring.	The	new	information	is	a	developer
response	to	the	original	assessment.		The	site	is	one	of	the	few
remaining	small-scale		landscape	edges	to	Longstanton	and	Northstowe.	
Development	will	harm	the	approach	to	the	village,	the	rural	character
of	paddocks	and	small	fields	and	the	amenity	of	Wilsons	Road,	an
ancient	drove.		Overall,	the	rebuttal	has	not	altered	the	original
assessment.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

Development	of	this	site	will	be	difficult	without	causing	unacceptable
landscape	harm.		The	area	has	a	small	scale	and	rural	character	at	odds
with	the	proposed	development	of	98	dwellings.		Development	of	the
site	would	remove	both	the	green	buffer	between	the	site	and
Northstowe,	and	also	the	landscape	setting	of	the	village	to	the	south.	
Development	would	harm	the	amenity	of	Wilsons	Road,	an	ancient	Drove
track	now	part	of	an	externed	PROW	network	for	the	area.

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

Discharge	to	ground	or	surface	water	of	more	than	20m³/day	would
require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Boundary	habitats	including
adjacent	hedgerows,	woodland	and	watercourses	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	bird	populations.
Records	of	common	lizard	and	bats	nearby.	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
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

Key	characteristic	of	the	Conservation	Area	is	the	approach	along
Longstanton	Road.	The	revised	documents	have	provided	no	additional
information	regarding	impact	on	heritage	assets,	therefore	the	previous
comments	are	unchanged.	The	assessment	rating	remains	the	same.

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Development	of	the	site	could	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	setting	of
the	Conservation	Area	and	listed	building	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	southern	edge	of	Longstonton	St	Michaels	to	the	south	of
the	medieval	parish	church	and	west	of	the	site	of	the	Bishop's	Palace.

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.	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
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023

Based	on	the	additional	information	provided	the	assessment	score
remains	amber.	The	site	will	need	to	provide	high	quality	local
non-motorised	user	routes	linking	to	the	Guided	Busway	and	routes	into
Cambridge	and	Northstowe.	The	site	will	impact	the	B1050	and	its
junction	with	the	A14.

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

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023

The	new	information	has	been	reviewed	but	the	assessment	of	the	site
remains	unchanged.	This	is	a	site	previously	used	as	military	land	with
the	potential	for	contamination	and	planning	conditions	will	be
required.

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Ex	military	land.	Potential	for	contamination,	conditions	required.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0



Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

112

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115376
HELAA	Site	ID 40520
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 22.18
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

400

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	5%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	3%		lies	in	a	1	in	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	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	a	long	agricultural	field	sited	between	the	two	main	access
roads	into	Oakington	from	the	A14.		Development	on	this	site	would
have	a	significant	impact	on	views	and	be	incongruous	with	the
surrounding	area.		The	site	is	isolated	from	the	existing	and	proposed
development	at	Longstanton	and	Northstowe.		Development	would	erode
the	landscape	separating	the	settlement	of	Lonstanton	from	the
intrusiveness	of	the	A14.

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

Discharge	to	ground	or	surface	water	of	more	than	20m³/day	would
require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Boundary	habitats	including
Green	Lane	along	Wilson's	Track	and	watercourses	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	bird	populations.
Records	of	common	lizard	and	bats	nearby.

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	in	a	landscape	of	extensive	prehistoric	and	Roman	activity	with
a	cropmark	enclosure	recorded	to	the	north.

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

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
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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history



When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

6-10	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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

333

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 6-10	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

50

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

11-15	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115377
HELAA	Site	ID 52688
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 16.9
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield	and	Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

10000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	8%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	41%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	49%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	9%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	4%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	9%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zone:	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	2	(8%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(41%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	9%	lies	in	a	1	in	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

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	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	throughout	the	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse
impact	to	the	wide	and	local	landscape	character,	and	views.	It	would
be	an	encroachment	into	the	landscape,	permanent,	removal	of	existing
open	agricultural	fields	and	urbanisation	of	the	countryside.	However,
development	to	be	restricted	to	the	north	of	the	site	as	an	extension	of
the	existing	commercial	build,	with	a	significant	reduction	in
commercial	floor	space	the	harm	would	be	reduced	subject	to	landscape
mitigation	measures.

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

No	impact	on	sites	designated	for	nature	conservation.	Boundary	drains,
Oakington	Brook,	trees	and	hedgerows	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of
Principal	Importance/be	of	high	ecological	value.	There	are	records	of
great	crested	newt	within	500m	and	badger,	barn	owl,	water	vole	and
otter	in	immediate	proximity	to	the	site.	Woodland	may	be	of	ecological
value,	although	appears	to	be	newly	established.	Grassland	likely	to	be
of	low	ecological	value.	All	schemes	should	deliver	at	least	10%
measurable	net	biodiversity	gain.	Applications	may	find	provision	of	a
net	gain	in	biodiversity	of	a	minimum	of	10%	difficult	within	their	red
line	boundaries	and	may	need	to	find	off-site	compensation.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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	in	a	landscape	of	extensive	prehistoric	and	Roman	archaeology.
Cropmarks	of	this	date	range	are	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

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

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 Amber
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

84.94

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

15.06

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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



Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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	employment	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable
at	an	appropriate	density.

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

254

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

10000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115393
HELAA	Site	ID 40188
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 11.43
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

4500

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	17%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	6%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	10%	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:	10%	lies	in
a	1	in	30	year	event.	6%	lies	in	a	1	in	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
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	is	a	large,	Regular	open		agricultural	field	to	the	south	of
Oakington.	The	site	appears	remote	from	the	village,	and	although
open,	views	to	the	site	are	limited	by	the	lack	of	PROWs,	close-by
dwellings	and	screening	by	vegetation	and	buildings.			Development	of
the	whole	site	would	introduce	a	large,	remote	island	of	development
into	open	countryside,	separated	from	the	village.		Although	the	local
landscape	is	only	of	average	quality,	such	a	large	development	would
still	produce	harmful	landscape	and	visual	effects.

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	not	required.	Designated	sites	not
impacted.	Boundary	habitats	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal
Importance/priority	habitat	and	be	of	high	ecological	value	but	could	be
retained.	Adjacent	drains	may	support	protected	species	e.g.	water
vole.	Farmland	birds	may	be	present.	Great	crested	newt	records	within
200m.	Farmland	bird	populations	may	be	present.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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	in	a	landscape	of	extensive	prehistoric	and	Roman	archaeology

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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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	non-residential	development	is	likely	to	be	economically
viable	at	an	appropriate	density.

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -
Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

171

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

4500

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115394
HELAA	Site	ID 51617
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 2
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Not	within	or	adjacent	to	an	existing	settlement
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

25

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber

0 30 60 90 120 150	m

Dry	Drayton	Road,	Oakington

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

A	map	of	Dry	Drayton	Road,	Oakington



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

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zone:	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	2	(33%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(26%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	40%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	15%	lies	in	a	1
in	100	year	event.	19%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023

Red

Landscape	Comment	2023 A	new	supporting	statement	has	been	submitted	which	argues	against
the	previous	assessment	on	the	grounds	that	existing,	adjacent	buildings
already	have	an	urbanising	influence	on	the	site.	However,	the	existing
buildings	are	low	density,	small	scale	with	non-residential	uses	which
have	a	low	impact	on	the	landscape	and	therefore	don't	set	a	precedent
for	new	residential	development.	The	landscape	assessment	therefore
remains	red.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

This	is	an	‘L’	shaped	site	located	to	the	south	west	of	the	village	of
Oakington	outside	the	settlement	framework.	It	is	a	rural	location	with
access	via	Dry	Drayton	Road	located	to	the	north	west	of	the	site’s
boundary.	The	site	is	a	grass	field	bordered	by	native	hedgerows.
Development	upon	this	site	would	have	an	adverse	impact	to	the
landscape	character.	It	would	be	an	encroachment	into	the	countryside
and	an	urbanisation	of	the	rural	landscape.	Even	with	a	reduction	in
residential	units	the	harm	would	still	be	incongruous	and	harmful	and
appear	detached	from	the	settlement	framework.

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

Unlikely	to	impact	on	designated	sites.	Wooded	boundaries	and
hedgerows	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/be	of	high
ecological	value	and	support	protected	or	notable	species.	Grassland
quality	will	need	to	be	assessed	but	may	be	of	relatively	low	ecological
importance.	All	schemes	will	need	to	achieve	10%	biodiversity	net	gain
to	comply	with	local	policy	and	emerging	UK	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
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Development	of	the	site	would	have	no	impact	on	any	designated	or
non-designated	heritage	assets.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	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	of	probable	late	prehistoric	or	Roman	date	are	recorded	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

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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

48

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115430
HELAA	Site	ID 40190a
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 1.43
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

35

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

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

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	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

Any	development	should	avoid	creating	a	visually	elongated	north-south
edge	to	the	village	and	should	not	extend	past	the	line	of	existing
development	to	the	north	of	Station	Road.		A	robust	planting	scheme
will	be	required	to	screen	and	filter	views	and	set	development	within
the	landscape.

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	not	required.	Designated	sites	not
impacted.	Boundary	hedgerow	and	adjacent	habitats	by	east	corner	may
be	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/priority	habitat	and/or	of	high
ecological	value	but	most	of	site	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Water
vole	records	for	adjacent	Beck	Brook	but	5m+	buffer	possible.	Farmland
birds	may	be	present.	Pond	within	100m	may	support	great	crested
newt.

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 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

Development	of	the	site	would	cause	harm	to	the	conservation	area.	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

Multi	period	cropmark	features	and	earthwork	remains	recorded	in	the
area.	Anglo	Saxon	cemetery	known	to	the	south.

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



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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

78.61

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

21.39

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history



When	will	the	site	be
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
therefore	it	is		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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

39

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115431
HELAA	Site	ID 40190
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 3.72
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

35

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	13%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	20%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	33%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	1%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-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	2	(13%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(20%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	1%	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	proposed	development	of	102	dwellings	(approximately	27	DPH)
would	produce	a	large,	dense	area	of	development	on	the	village	edge
that	would	be	highly	visible	in	the	landscape	at	odds	with	the	linier
village	form	and	lower	existing	housing	densities.	It	would	also
significantly	reduce	the	separation	between	Oakington	and	Westwick.	
The	development	of	the	whole	site	as	proposed	would	produce
unacceptable	landscape	and	visual	effects.	The	development	of	a	large,
bulky	building	such	as	a	care	home	would	be	particularly	inappropriate
in	this	location.

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	not	required.	Designated	sites	not
impacted.	Boundary	hedgerow	and	adjacent	habitats	by	east	corner	may
be	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/priority	habitat	and/or	of	high
ecological	value	but	most	of	site	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Water
vole	records	for	adjacent	Beck	Brook	but	5m+	buffer	possible.	Farmland
birds	may	be	present.	Pond	within	100m	may	support	great	crested
newt.

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 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

Red

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Would	cause	significant	harm	to	Conservation	Area.	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

Multi	period	cropmark	features	and	earthwork	remains	recorded	in	the
area.	Anglo	Saxon	cemetery	known	to	the	south.

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	and	the	nearby	Cambridge	Guided	Busway	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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

77.87

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

22.13

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

89

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115432
HELAA	Site	ID 40307
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 7.22
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

100

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	22%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	28%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	50%	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	2	(22%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(28%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	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	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

The	site	has	some	screening	along	station	road	but	is	generally	open	and
exposed,	and	forms	a	prominent	entrance	to	Oakington	when
approaching	from	the	north.	The	proposed	development	of	a	60	unit
care	home	would	be	a	landmark	feature	at	the	northern	entrance	to
Oakington,	and	widely	visible	in	an	open	landscape.		A	typical,	large,
bulky	care	home	building	would	not	be	an	appropriate	in	the	open,
village	edge	location,	and	would	cause	unacceptable	levels	of	harm	to
the	landscape.

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

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

There	are	no	known	heritage	assets	on	this	site.	The	conservation	area	is
close	to	the	site,	but	the	impact	of	any	development	could	be	mitigated
by	appropriate	design	of	the	buildings	and	access	to	the	site.

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

Site	contains	multi	period	cropmark	features	and	earthwork	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
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 Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

88.59

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

11.41

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

152

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115433
HELAA	Site	ID 40381
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.73
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

10

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

It	would	be	difficult	to	develop	this	site	without	substantial	landscape
and	visual	harm	to	the	village	landscape.	Any	development	would	alter
and	degrade	the	landscape	character,	would	likely	remove	most	of	the
mature	hedgerows	and	trees	along	Water	lane,	would	impact	on	the
Conservation	Area	and	remove	a	large	part	of	the	Protected	Village
Amenity	Area.	Providing	an	acceptable	level	of	landscape	mitigation	to
set	any	development	in	the	landscape	would	be	difficult.

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

Application	unlikely	to	require	Natural	England	consultation.		There	is	a
known	local	GCN	metapopulation	within	the	area	that	is	likely	to	require
assessment	and	mitigation.	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	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 Red
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

Site	is	located	on	protected	open	space	(Protected	Village	Amenity
Area).	Development	on	protected	open	space	is	not	acceptable	in
principle.

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	impact	to	setting	and	character	of	the	Conservation	Area	and
Grade	II*	and	Grade	II	listed	buildings.	The	harm	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	the	historic	village	core	to	the	south	of	the	medieval	parish
church.

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

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

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history



When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

21

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115434
HELAA	Site	ID 40189
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 3.03
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

30

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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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:	99%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	99%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	44%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	1%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	

The	site	is	a	dry	island.
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zone:	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(99%).	Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies
in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	44%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023
Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	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	this	site	without	substantial	landscape	and	visual	harm
to	the	village.	Any	development	access	from	Water	Lane	would	alter	and
degrade	the	landscape	character,	removing	the	Important	Countryside
Frontage,	closing	views	to	the	wider	landscape,	and	impacting	on	the
recreation	ground,	the	Green	Belt	and	the	Conservation	Area.	Any	large
buildings,	such	as	a	care	home,	would	cause	significant	landscape	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

Application	unlikely	to	require	Natural	England	consultation.		The	whole
site	is	listed	as	potential	floodplain	grazing	marsh,	a	priority	habitat;
however,	this	would	require	verification	through	survey.		If	the	site
assessment	confirms	the	site	is	predominantly	priority	habitat,	then	the
site	should	be	assessed	as	Red.		If	the	site	is	assessed	as	not
predominantly	priority	habitat	then	the	site	can	be	assessed	as	Green.
There	is	a	water	body	adjacent	to	the	southeast	boundary	which	will
require	further	assessment	and	possible	mitigation.		There	are	no	other
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	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	would	not	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	any
designated	site,	or	those	with	a	regional	or	local	protection.

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 Amber
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

The	site contains protected	open	space.	However,	given	the	size	of	the
site	and	the	scale	of	development,	detrimental	impacts	could
be reasonably mitigated, or	the	loss	of	the	open	space	could	be	fully
compensated	locally	as	part	of	the	site's	development.

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

Red

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

The	site	is	entirely	within	the	Conservation	Area,	comprising	a	piece	of
open	space	added	to	the	Conservation	Area	in	2005	due	to	its
importance	to	the	area's	history	and	setting.	Development	of	the	site
would	have	a	strongly	adverse	impact	on	the	character	and	appearance
of	the	Conservation	Area,	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

Red

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

The	site	contains	earthworks	relating	to	medieval	settlement	and
agriculture.	Extensive	Saxon	activity	also	known	in	the	vicinity	including
a	cemetery	to	the	immediate	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

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

Overall	Suitability	Score Red
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0



Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

When	will	the	site	be
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
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

73

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	
Estimated	start	date	 0-5	Years
Estimated	annual
build-out	rate	(pa)	

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 116231
HELAA	Site	ID OS277
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 113.3
Ward/Parish Longstanton
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Group	Village
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

70000	to	260000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber

0 100 200 300 400 500	m

Land	north	of	A1307,	Bar	Hill	(Slate	Hall	Farm)

©	Crown	copyright	and	database	rights,	OS	Licence
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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:	4%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	3%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	8%	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.	3%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zone:	4%	in	Flood	Zone	2	and	3%	in	Flood	Zone	3.	Surface	water:
4%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000	year	event,	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event,	and	3%
lies	in	a	1	in	30	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

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2026 New	supporting	information	and	representations	from	the	developer	has
been	submitted	including	detailed	comments	on	the	wording	of	the
allocation	policy	and	other	relevant	policies	in	the	draft	local	plan.	The
new	information	doesn't	change	the	landscape	assessment	which	remains
amber.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2025 The	site	is	in	an	area	of	exposed,	open	farmland	and	the	scale	of	the
proposed	development	will	make	it	highly	visible	and	bring	significant
change	to	the	landscape.		However,	the	existing	framework	of	small
woodlands,	tracks,	field	boundary	trees	and	hedgerows	will	need	to	be
retained	and	incorporated	into	the	proposed	layout	and	provide	some
mitigation	for	the	development.	Retention	of	a	large	swathe	of	green
space	on	the	east	of	the	site	will	also	mitigate	the	impacts	on
landscape.	Further	sensitive	mitigation	will	be	required.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
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

The	proposed	site	may	contain	priority	habitat	which	will	require
assessment	and	possible	compensation	if	removed.	A	development	of	the
size	and	scale	described	would	not	provide	any	specific	ecological	risks
to	statutory	or	non-statutory	designated	sites.		However,	this	does	not
remove	the	likelihood	of	protected	and	priority	species	being	impacted.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025

Development	of	the	site	may	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	a	designated
site,	protected	habitats,	priority	species,	or	ecological	assets	with	a
regional	or	local	protection,	but	the	impact	could	be	reasonably
mitigated	or	compensated.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
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	within	protected	open	space	designation.	Any	impact	of	the
proposed	development	could	be	reasonably	mitigated	or	compensated.

Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026

Green



Historic	Environment
Comments	2026

The	additional	information	has	been	assessed	and	it	is	agreed	that	the
Slate	Hall	Farm	buildings	are	not	considered	to	be	non-designated
heritage	assets.	Therefore,
	from	a	built	heritage	perspective,	the	RAG	score	has	been	updated	to
Green.

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2025

Slate	Hall	Farm	may	be	a	Non-Designated	Heritage	Asset.	However	the
impact	of	development	could	be	reasonably	mitigated.

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021
Historic	Environment
Comments	2021
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026

Emerging	information	indicates	the	presence	of	a	significant	and
substantial	settlement	of	Iron	Age	to	Roman	date	in	the	area	with
significant	areas	of	peripheral	enclosure	and	occupation.	Significant
archaeological	mitigation	will	be	required	in	advance	of	development
including	areas	of	open	area	excavation,	areas	of	preservation	in	situ
and	programs	of	outreach	and	publication

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025

Extensive	evidence	of	Iron	Age	and	Roman	activity	is	recorded	within,
and	in	the	vicinity	of	the	proposed	area.	This	includes	evidence	for
structures	of	Roman	date	possibly	relating	to	a	Villa	estate.	Further
information	would	be	necessary	to	determine	the	suitability	of	this	site
for	development.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2023
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021
Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

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.
Based	upon	the	Masterplan,	the	access	proposed	to	Zones	1A	and	1B
appears	to	have	insufficient	junction	spacing	with	the	existing	junction
on	the	A1307	to	the	west	of	the	site.	This	access	may	be	amended	to	an
emergency	access,	with	all	zones	served	from	a	single	point	of	access.
Consultation	should	be	undertaken	with	the	CCC	Transport	Assessment
team.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025

The	site	is	acceptable	in	principle,	although	a	significant	level	of
infrastructure	would	be	required	to	encourage	more	sustainable
transport	links.	It	is	unclear	whether	these	sustainable	transport	links
can	be	achieved	within	the	local	available	constraints.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026

The	site	has	sustainable	links	to	Northstowe	but	does	not	have	very	good
bus	and	cycle	links	to	Cambridge.	Development	of	the	site	will	likely
cause	severe	junction	capacity	issues	at	the	Bar	Hill	Interchange	due	to
the	reduction	in	lanes	originally	proposed	on	the	northbound	off-slip	as
part	of	the	A14	highways	works.	There	are	constraints,	which	mean	that
additional	required	capacity	cannot	be	easily	implemented	hence	the
reliance	on	the	reduction	of	car	trips	through	modal	shifts	to	public
transport	and	active	travel,	which	do	not	yet	have	the	appropriate
infrastructure.	Any	potential	impact	on	the	functioning	of	trunk	roads
and/or	local	roads	will	need	to	be	mitigated.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
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	site	is	capable	of	being	developed	to	provide	healthy	internal	and
external	environments	in	regard	to	noise	/	vibration/	odour/	light
pollution	after	careful	site	layout,	design	and	mitigation.

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025

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
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

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023



Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021
Overall	Suitability	Score Amber
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

74.86

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

25.14

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	West
Available -
Is	the	site	controlled	by	a
developer	or	landowner
who	has	expressed	an
intention	to	develop?

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No

Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

No	relevant	recent	planning	history

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

Achievable	RAG Green
Capacity -



Prevailing	Density
(weighted)	(dwellings	per
ha)

30

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

1700

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

70000	to	260000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years


