
Site	information -
Site	ID 115065
HELAA	Site	ID 56211
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 9.56
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	minor	rural	centre
Current	use(s) Agricultural	Land	/	Building
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

150-250

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber
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A	map	of	Land	at	Long	View	Farm,	75	Denny	End	Road,	Waterbeach



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:	9%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	4%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	5%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	5%	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

Flood	zone:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1	Surface	water	flooding:	1%	lies	in	a	1
in	30	year	event	2%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event,	12%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000
year	event

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2021 Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	limited	impact	to	the
landscape	character	and	views	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

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
agricultural	land	and,	therefore,	minimal	on-site	habitats	or	potential	to
support	protected	species.	However,	scarce	farmland	birds	may	be
present	and	the	roadside	hedge	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 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

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025
Historic	Environment
Comments	2025
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023



Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

The	site	lies	outside	the	conservation	area.	The	Environment	western
edge	is	adjacent	to	the	line	of	Car	Dyke,	but	there	is	no	other	heritage
impact;	any	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

Extensive	evidence	for	Roman	settlement	and	associated	activities	is
recorded	in	the	vicinity.	The	western	border	follows	the	line	of	the	Car
Dyke	Roman	canal

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	accessibility	to	key	local	services,	transport,	and	employment
opportunities.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026

Based	on	the	additional	information,	the	site	assessment	has	been
amended	to	amber	as	suitable	access	to	the	site	appears	to	be
achievable,	subject	to	detailed	design.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

The	access	link	to	the	public	highway	is	unsuitable	to	serve	the	number
of	units	that	are	being	proposed.	No	possibility	of	creating	a	safe	access

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026

Any	potential	impact	on	the	functioning	of	trunk	roads	and/or	local
roads	will	need	to	be	mitigated.	The	development	would	need	to
provide	mitigation	to	reduce	the	vehicle	impact	and	encourage	active
travel	and	public	transport	use.	The	development	will	need	to	provide	a
Active	Travel	route	from	Denny	End	Road	to	Glebe	Road.



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

Would	require	walking	and	cycling	links	into	Waterbeach,	may	be	some
localised	junction	improvements	required.	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	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

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

91.49

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

5.98

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

2.52

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	CNB
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

201

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 115167
HELAA	Site	ID 54906
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 94.5
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages	/	Transport	Corridor
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	minor	rural	centre
Current	use(s) Agricultural	Land	/	Building
Proposed	development Mixed	use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

50000-100000

Proposed	residential
capacity

1500

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

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zones:	Site	is	wholly	within	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:
1%	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
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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2026 The	development	site	is	roughly	as	large	as	the	existing	settlement	of
Milton.		While	the	sensitivity	assessment	suggests	that	'some'
development	of	the	site	could	be	achieved	with	adequate	mitigation,
the	site	is	also	rated	as	a	Moderate	contributor	to	all	three	Greenbelt
purposes	and	assessed	as	Very	High	when	development	is	considered
against	Harm	to	the	greenbelt.			Due	to	the	very	large	scale	of	the
development	site,	and	the	harm	it	would	cause	to	both	greenbelt	and
landscape	character,	there	is	no	change	to	the	landscape	rating.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025

Red

Landscape	Comment	2025 New	information	has	been	submitted	in	relation	to	the	proposed	new
busway,	which	roughly	dissects	the	site	north	to	south.	The	presence	of
the	busway	does	not	alter	previous	landscape	concerns	greatly	and
arguably	further	degrades	the	rural	character	of	the	site.	Previous
findings	continue	to	apply	and	the	development	of	the	site	is	likely	to
cause	harm	to	the	openness	of	the	landscape	character	and	the	purposes
of	the	Green	Belt.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023

Red



Landscape	Comment	2023 Additional	comments	question	the	previous	assessment	scoring.	In
landscape	terms,	any	development	of	the	site	would	cause	harm	to	the
local	openness,	character	and	views	in	this	area,	which	would	be
unalterable	and	not	possible	to	mitigate	against.	Therefore	there	is	no
change	to	the	original	assessment	score.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

A	large	site	located	to	the	north	west	of	the	village	of	Milton.	I	Wide	and
local	views	are	high	due	to	lack	of	intervening	vegetation	and	built
form.	Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse
impact	to	the	local	landscape	character.	It	would	be	an	encroachment
into	the	landscape,	isolated,	an	urbanisation	of	the	rural	landscape	and
permanent.	Even	with	a	reduction	in	residential	units	with	landscape
mitigation	measures	the	harm	would	still	be	adverse,	unacceptable	and
incongruous	with	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

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Any	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.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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



Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 Green
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

Site	is	not	on	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

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026

The	site	is	located	adjacent	to	the	major	Roman	road,	the	Mere	Way.
Previous	work	within	and	in	the	surrounding	area	indicates	extensive
activity	of	late	prehistoric	and	Roman	activity.	Field	evaluation	would
be	necessary	in	support	of	a	planning	application	to	determine	the
suitability	of	the	site	for	development.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025

The	assessment	for	for	the	site	remains	unchanged.	Archaeological
investigations	would	be	necessary	in	advance	of	construction.

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	in	a	landscape	of	extensive	Iron	Age	and	Roman	archaeology
with	finds	of	Roman	date	recorded	in	the	area.



Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023

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

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026

Having	considered	the	additional	information	submitted	for	this	site,	the
overall	assessment	score	has	not	changed.The	development	will	likely
have	a	detrimental	impact	on	the	surrounding	highway	network,
particularly	the	A10	corridor	and	the	interchange	with	the	A14,	which
will	require	a	significant	level	of	mitigation	to	overcome.	The	A10	will
sever	this	development	from	the	rest	of	Milton,	which	will	need	to	be
overcome	for	active	travel	to	the	services	in	Milton	and	Cambridge	to	be
viable.	Any	potential	impact	on	the	functioning	of	trunk	roads	and/or
local	roads	will	need	to	be	mitigated.		The	development	would	need	to
provide	mitigation	to	reduce	the	vehicle	impact	and	encourage	active
travel	and	public	transport	use.	The	development	will	need	to	be	served
by	a	bus	stop	and	connect	to	the	proposed	Waterbeach	to	Cambridge
Busway.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025

Based	on	the	additional	information	submitted,	the	overall	assessment
score	has	not	changed.	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	this	allocation	is	expected	to	be	required.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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)

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	CNB
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	to	10	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

1417

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

50000-	100000

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

145

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

11-15	years	(phase	1)



Site	information -
Site	ID 115259
HELAA	Site	ID 40187
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 56.11
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Dispersal:	Villages
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	group	village
Current	use(s) Agricultural	Land	/	Building
Proposed	development Non-Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

225000

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:	30%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	5%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	35%	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.	1%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zones:	Partially	in	Flood	Zone	2	(30%).	Partially	in	Flood	Zone	3
(5%).	Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	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
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	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact	to
the	landscape	character,	wide	and	local	views.	It	would	be	an
encroachment	into	the	countryside,	an	urbanisation	of	the	rural
landscape	and	be	detached	from	the	settlement	of	Waterbeach.

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	water/waste	above	20m³	per	day	to	ground	or	surface
water	likely	to	require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Residential
development	would	require	consideration	of	recreational	impacts	on
SSSIs.	Boundary	hedgerows,	ditches	and	pond	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of
Principal	Importance/priority	habitat	and	be	of	high	ecological	value.
Most	of	the	site	likely	to	be	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Ditches
may	support	protected	species	-	water	vole	records	in	the	area.	Pond
within	site	may	support	great	crested	newt.	Buildings	and	trees	may
support	roosting	bats	(if	suitable).	Farmland	and	wetland	bird
populations	may	be	present.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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

Red

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Site	contains	cropmarks	of	Roman	settlement	potentially	of	national
importance

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

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	this	allocation	is	expected	to	be	required.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023



AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

No	prior	history	of	development.

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

43.39

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

56.61

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

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

Are	there	known	legal	or
ownership	impediments
to	development?	

No



Is	there	planning
permission	to	develop	the
site?	

Yes,	Planning	permission	granted	for	change	of	use	from	agricultural
land	for	the	construction	of	an	A10	bridge	structure	with	associated
earthworks	embankment	bridge	landing,	construction	of	a	shared	use
route	for	non-motorised	users	between	the	Waterbeach	Barracks	site
and	Green	End	including	a	3m	shared	footway	cycleway	and	2m	grassed
verge	for	equestrians	and	1m	grassed	verge,	hard	and	soft	landscaping,
lighting,	construction	compound	and	temporary	haul	roads.
(21/04625/FUL),	Planning	permission	granted	for	erection	of	6	modular
homes.	(21/04957/FUL),	Planning	permission	granted	for	construction	of
an	A10	bridge	structure	with	associated	earthworks	embankment	bridge
landing,	construction	of	a	shared	use	route	for	non-motorised	users
between	the	Waterbeach	Barracks	site	and	Green	End	including	a	shared
footway	cycleway	and	verge,	hard	and	soft	landscaping,	construction
compound	and	temporary	haul	roads.	(24/03630/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

842

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

225000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115408
HELAA	Site	ID 40365
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 20.46
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Edge	of	Cambridge:	Green	Belt
Category	of	settlement Minor	Rural	Centre
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Mixed	Use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

60000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber

0 80 160 240 320 400	m

Land	off	Butt	Lane,	Milton

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

A	map	of	Land	off	Butt	Lane,	Milton



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:	10%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	3%	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:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	2%	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	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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2026 We	have	reviewed	the	submitted	additional	information,	including	LVA,
vision	document	and	supporting	statement.	We	note	the	LVA	position
that	the	rural	character	of	the	site	is	compromised	by	development	of
the	police	station	and	EV	charging	post	on	adjacent	land.	However,	we
consider	that	these	features	have	led	to	a	landscape	increasingly
sensitive	to	further	development.	Development	would	cause	a	tilt	in	the
	landscape	character	from	rural,	albeit	with	detractors,	to	urban,
compromising	the	established	relationship	between	settlements,	and	the
rural	landscape	surrounding	them.		Development	of	the	site	would	lead
to	the	irreversible	loss	of	rural	character,	which	would	not	be	possible
to	mitigate.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red



Landscape	Comment	2021

Development	throughout	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse
impact	to	the	wide	and	local	landscape	character	and	views.	It	would	be
an	encroachment	into	the	landscape,	permanent,	remove	existing	open
agricultural	fields	and	an	urbanisation	of	the	rural	countryside.		Even
with	a	reduction	in	commercial	floor	space	and	residential	units	with
landscape	mitigation	measures	the	harm	would	still	be	significant	and
unacceptable

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	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	grasslands,	wooded
areas,	hedges,	and	wooded	boundaries	on	site	that	are	likely	to	have
ecological	value.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 Green
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025



Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026

Green

Historic	Environment
Comments	2026

The	additional	information	has	been	reviewed	and	the	rag	score	remains
green	for	heritage.	Development	of	the	site	would	have	either	a	neutral
or	positive	impact,	but	importantly	not	have	a	detrimental	impact	on
any	designated	or	non-designated	heritage	assets.

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026

Having	considered	the	updated	site	details	and	context,	the	assessment
score	has	been	changed	to	green.	Archaeological	excavations	have	been
completed	in	advance	of	the	previous	developments	in	the	area.	This
has	demonstrated	the	survival	of	significant	archaeology	of	Roman	date
in	the	undeveloped	area	to	the	south	and	west	of	the	new	police
station.	Archaeological	investigation	could	be	secured	by	condition	of
planning	permission.

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

Roman	settlement	is	recorded	in	the	area

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	accessibility	to	key	local	services,	transport,	and	employment
opportunities.



Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026

Having	considered	the	updated	site	submission	details,	the	assessment
score	remains	amber.	The	proposed	site	is	acceptable	in	principle
subject	to	detailed	design.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026

Having	considered	the	updated	submission	information,	the	assessment
score	remains	amber.	Any	potential	impact	on	the	functioning	of	trunk
roads	and/or	local	roads	will	need	to	be	mitigated.	The	development
will	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	the	surrounding	highway	network,
particularly	at	the	A14	interchange.	The	development	would	need	to
provide	mitigation	to	reduce	the	vehicle	impact	and	encourage	active
travel	and	public	transport	use.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

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

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026

Based	on	information	submitted,	the	proposed	site	will	be	affected	by
road	traffic	noise	from	nearby	main	roads	but	may	be	acceptable	in
principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed	design	considerations	and
mitigation.

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025



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

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026

Based	on	the	additional	information	provided,	the	site	remains	amber
due	to	the	quantum	of	development	proposed	and	the	potential	adverse
impact	on	air	quality.	However	the	site	may	be	deemed	suitable	for	use
with	careful	design	considerations	and	mitigation.

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

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

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026

Based	on	the	additional	information,	the	site	assessment	remains	amber
as	the	site	is	adjacent	infilled	land	with	potential	for	ground	gas.
Conditions	required.

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

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)

97.20

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

2.80

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	CNB
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	mixed-use	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

614

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

60000



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

50

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

11-15	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115410
HELAA	Site	ID 40513
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 12.24
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
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

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:	1%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	2%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	6%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000
year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	is	college	of	West	Anglia	and	arable	land,	located	to	the	north
of	Milton.	Generally,	the	site	exhibits	a	mixed	character	with
containment	in	the	south	and	west.	The	site	is	outside	of	the
Development	Framework	Boundary	and	therefore	in	the	countryside.
Preservation	of	the	rural	countryside	character	is	important,	but	the	site
would	essentially	see	development	in	the	countryside.	Residential
development	is	inappropriate	here	as	the	site	is	isolated	from	the
village.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Application	unlikely	to	require	Natural	England	consultation.		There	is	a
ditch	which	runs	adjacent	to	the	east	and	southwest	boundaries	that	will
require	survey	and	probable	mitigation.		There	are	no	other	apparent
priority	habitats	within	the	site;	however,	there	are	buildings,
grasslands,	scrub,	hedges,	and	wooded	boundaries	on	site	that	are	likely
to	have	ecological	value.	Applications	may	find	provision	of	a	10%	net
gain	in	biodiversity	difficult	within	their	red	line	boundaries	and	may
need	to	find	offsite	compensation	to	comply	with	up-coming	National
legislation	and	developing	local	policies.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026
Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025



Historic	Environment
Comments	2025
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Development	could	have	impact	on	setting	of	conservation	area,	but
careful	design	of	access	point	and	southern	edge	should	avoid	this.
Development	is	unlikely	to	harm	nearby	scheduled	ancient	monument.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2026
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2023
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Extensive	Roman	settlement	known	to	the	east,	elements	of	which
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

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	use	of	the	site	is	for	agricultural	buildings.	Potential	for	historic
contamination,	conditions	required.	Phase	II	likely.

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

58.57

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

41.43

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	CNB
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

184

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 115411
HELAA	Site	ID 40345
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 14.96
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
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 Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

90

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

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	is	Cambridge	Footgolf	Centre	located	to	the	north	of	Milton.
The	site	is	outside	of	the	Development	Framework	Boundary	and	within
the	Green	Belt.	Generally,	the	site	exhibits	a	mixed	character	with
containment	only	in	the	west	and	areas	in	the	north.	The	eastern	and
southern	boundaries	are	unbound	and	there	will	be	views	into	the	site.
Development	would	have	an	adverse	effect	on	the	landscape	character
of	the	area;	however,	with	landscape	mitigation	measures	the	impact
could	be	reduced.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Discharge	to	surface	or	ground	water	of	more	than	20m³	per	day	would
require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Boundary	hedgerows	and
mature	trees	may	be	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/be	of	high
ecological	value.	Grassland	quality	will	need	to	be	assessed.	Habitats
may	support	protected	or	notable	species	such	as	reptiles,	drain	may
support	water	vole,	etc.	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
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

Extensive	Roman	settlement	known	to	east

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023

Based	on	the	new	information	provided,	the	site	access	assessment
remains	unchanged.	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	new	information	provided,	the	assessment	scoring	remains
Amber	as	the	site	will	require	high	quality	passenger	transport		and
non-motorised	user	links	to	Cambridge	potentially	vis	the	Waterbeach
Greenway.	Will	impact	on	the	congested	A10	and	will	be	dependent	on
schemes	as	part	of	the	A10	study.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green



Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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

Overall	Suitability	Score Amber
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	CNB
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

224

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 115412
HELAA	Site	ID 40478
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 16.33
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
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)

20000

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

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

Flood	Zone:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies	in	a
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	triangular	shaped	arable	plot	located	to	the	north	of	Milton.
Generally,	the	site	exhibits	a	mixed	character	with	open	views	from
most	areas.	The	site	is	outside	of	the	Development	Framework	Boundary
and	therefore		in	the	countryside.	Preservation	of	the	rural	countryside
character	is	important,	but	the	site	would	essentially	see	development
in	the	countryside.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Any	discharge	of	water	or	liquid	waste	of	more	than	20m³	to	ground	a
day	may	require	Natural	England	consultation.		There	is	a	ditch	that	runs
through	the	southwest	corner	of	the	site	that	will	require	survey	and
probable	mitigation.		There	are	no	other	apparent	priority	habitats
within	the	site;	however,	there	are	grasslands,	hedges,	and	wooded
boundaries	on	site	that	are	likely	to	have	ecological	value.		Applications
may	find	provision	of	a	10%	net	gain	in	biodiversity	difficult	within	their
red	line	boundaries	and	may	need	to	find	offsite	compensation	to
comply	with	up-coming	National	legislation	and	developing	local
policies.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 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	proposed	site	will	be	affected	by	road	traffic	noise	from	nearby
main	roads	but	is	acceptable	in	principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed
design	considerations	and	mitigation.	The	site	is	capable	of	being
developed	to	provide	healthy	internal	and	external	environments	in
regard	to	noise	/	vibration/	odour/	Light	Pollution	after	careful	site
layout,	design	and	mitigation.

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



AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Site	adjacent	to	cemetery,	however,	non-residential	use	proposed.

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	CNB
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

245

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

20000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115420
HELAA	Site	ID 40361
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 3.06
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

87

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	1000	year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	lies	within	the	Green	Belt	and	consists	of	2no.	agricultural	fields
to	the	rear	of	linear	residential	properties	fronting	onto	High	Street.
Open	agricultural	fields	lie	to	the	west	of	the	site.	It	is	a	rural	location
with	wide	and	local	views	limited	due	to	the	low	lying	nature	of	land
and	intervening	vegetation.	Development	would	have	a	significant
adverse	impact	upon	the	settlement	character.	It	would	be	an
encroachment	in	the	landscape	and	an	urbanisation	of	the	rural
countryside.	However,	development	may	be	possible	with	a	reduction	in
residential	units	and	landscape	mitigation	measures	to	reduce	this	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

Discharge	to	ground	or	surface	water	of	more	than	20m³	per	day	would
require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Site	likely	to	be	of	low
ecological	value,	although	boundary	habitats	including	hedgerows	and
mature	trees	may	be	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/of	high	ecological
value	and	support	protected	or	notable	species.	Arable	habitats	may
support	farmland	birds.

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

Development	of	the	proposed	density	would	be	out	of	character	with	the
village	form	here	and	would	harm	the	setting	of	the	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

Located	in	the	southern	part	of	the	historic	village	core,	,to	the	south	of
the	Scheduled	medieval	village	earthworks.

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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



Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

Overall	Suitability	Score 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	CNB
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 115421
HELAA	Site	ID 40185
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 3.39
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

102

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:	8%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	9%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	13%	lies	in	a	1	in
1000	year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021
Development	would	have	a	significant	adverse	harm	to	the	settlement
pattern.	It	would	be	an	encroachment	into	the	and	an	urbanisation	of
the	rural	countryside.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Residential	development	would	be	unlikely	to	require	consultation	with
Natural	England.	Boundary	habitats	including	hedgerows,	drain	to	south
and	mature	trees	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal
Importance/priority	habitat	and/or	be	of	high	ecological	value.	Most	of
site	likely	to	be	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Farmland	bird
populations	and	bat	roosts	in	trees/building	may	be	present	(if	suitable
habitat).	Drain	may	support	protected	species	e.g.	water	vole.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026
Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025
Historic	Environment
Comments	2025
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber



Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Impact	on	setting	of	Listed	chapel	would	depend	on	design.
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

Cropmarks	of	extensive	Iron	Age	settlement	to	the	east

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

The	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	CNB
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

81

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 115422
HELAA	Site	ID 40363
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.47
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

14

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:	4%	lies	in	a
1	in	100	year	event.	8%	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	consists	of	allotments	within	the	Green	Belt	with	its	southern
and	western	boundaries	designated	an	Important	Countryside	Frontage.	
Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact
upon	the	settlement	character.	It	would	be	an	encroachment	into	the
countryside,	erode	the	significant	connection	between	the	street	scene
and	the	rural	landscape	and	amalgamate	the	important	and	detached
parts	of	the	development	framework.	Even	with	a	reduction	in
residential	numbers	with	landscape	mitigation	measures,	the	impact
would	still	be	adverse	and	compromise	the	purpose	of	the	Important
Countryside	Frontage.

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	site	is
currently	allotments.		There	are	no	apparent	priority	habitats	within	the
site;	however,	there	are	buildings,	grasslands,	hedges,	and	wooded
boundaries	on	site	that	are	likely	to	have	ecological	value.		Applications
may	find	provision	of	a	10%	net	gain	in	biodiversity	difficult	within	their
red	line	boundaries	due	to	the	housing	density	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	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	designated
sites,	or	those	with	a	regional	or	local	protection	which	cannot	be
reasonably	mitigated	or	compensated	as	appropriate.

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026
Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025
Historic	Environment
Comments	2025



Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Development	of	this	site	would	be	close	the	village's	historic	centre.	Any
development	would	need	to	be	sensitively	designed	to	ensure	that	it
could	fit	into	the	character	of	the	Conservation	Area.

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	medieval	core	of	the	village.

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

The	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	CNB
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 115423
HELAA	Site	ID 40186
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.48
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

14

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

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2021

An	‘L’	shaped	site	located	to	the	north	west	of	the	village	of	Landbeach
located	outside	and	abutting	the	existing	village	settlement	framework.
With	careful	landscape	mitigation	measures	development	upon	this	site
would	have	a	neutral	impact	to	the	settlement	character.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Residential	development	would	be	unlikely	to	require	consultation	with
Natural	England.	50m	from	Worts	Meadow	Local	Nature	Reserve	but
unlikely	to	impact	site.	Boundary	hedgerows	and	trees	may	qualify	as
Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/priority	habitat	and/or	be	of	high
ecological	value.	Grassland	quality	to	be	assessed.	Building	and	trees
may	support	roosting	bats	(if	suitable).	Great	crested	newt	breeding
ponds	within	250m	and	potential	terrestrial	habitat	on	site.

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

Located	in	historic	village	core	to	the	north	of	the	shrunken	medieval
village	earthworks,	which	are	designated	as	a	Scheduled	Monument

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

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)

12.70

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

87.30

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	CNB
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 115424
HELAA	Site	ID 40362
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 4.9
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

79

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	(26%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(52%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	3%		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

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

This	large	area	to	the	east	of	the	village	and	immediately	east	of	All
Saints'	church	would	be	difficult	to	mitigate	because	of	wide	and	open
views.		A	modest	development	might	be	considered	in	the	southern
paddock	only	if	accompanied	by	a	substantial	landscape	buffer
enhancing	the	existing	edges

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	per	day	would
require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	The	entire	site	has	been
identified	as	potential	Habitat	of	Principal	Importance/priority	habitat
(coastal	and	floodplain	grazing	marsh).	Boundary	hedgerows	may	also
qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/be	of	high	ecological	value
and	support	protected	or	notable	species.	Impacts	on	priority	habitats
would	need	to	be	minimised	through	scheme	design	which	may	make
delivery	more	challenging,	but	on	some	sites,	compensation/mitigation
is	possible,	particularly	if	habitat	quality	is	variable.	Applications	may
find	provision	of	a	10%	net	gain	in	biodiversity	difficult	within	their	red
line	boundaries	and	may	need	to	find	offsite	compensation	to	comply
with	up-coming	National	legislation	and	developing	local	policies.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026
Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025



Historic	Environment
Comments	2025
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023
Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Proposed	development	would	severely	impact	the	settings	of	the	Listed
barn	and	Scheduled	Monument	and	would	harm	the	character	of	the
Conservation	Area.	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

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Located	in	the	medieval	core	of	the	village	adjacent	to	the	Scheduled
shrunken	medieval	village	earthworks.	There	would	also	be	an	impact	on
the	setting	of	the	Scheduled	Monument.

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023



AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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	CNB
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

118

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 115462
HELAA	Site	ID 40182
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 7.91
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
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 Mixed	Use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

3000

Proposed	residential
capacity

229

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact	to
the	designated	strategic	landscape	area.	It	would	intrude	on	the
separate	identity	and	character	of	the	Abbey	(located	to	the	north),
encroach	into	the	proposed	landscape	buffer	zone	which	has	been
designated	between	the	New	Town	and	Denny	Abbey	and	urbanise	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

Discharge	of	water/waste	above	20m³	per	day	to	ground	or	surface
water	likely	to	require	consultation	with	Natural	England	and
recreational	impacts	on	SSSIs	need	to	be	considered.	Most	of	site	likely
to	be	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Boundary	hedgerows	and	drain
may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal	Importance/priority	habitat	and/or
be	of	high	ecological	value.	Potential	for	protected	species	(water	vole,
otter)	associated	with	drain.	Ponds	within	100m	may	be	suitable	for
great	crested	newt.	Barbatselle	bats	recorded	in	area.	Site	may	be
subject	to	existing	mitigation	requirements.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026
Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

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

Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025
Historic	Environment
Comments	2025
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023



Historic	Environment
Comments	2023
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Impact	on	setting	of	Denny	Abbey	Scheduled	Monument,	the	Listed
Buildings	on	that	site,	and	the	Roman	earthworks	could	be	significant,
but	would	depend	on	scale,	layout	and	design.	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

Red

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Earthworks	relating	to	the	Scheduled	site	of	Denny	Abbey	are	recorded
in	the	area.	Development	would	also	impact	the	setting	of	the
Scheduled	Monument.

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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



Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green



Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

50.22

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

49.78

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	CNB
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	mixed-use	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

166

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

3000

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

50

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

6-10	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115478
HELAA	Site	ID 40090
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 3.73
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

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)

7575

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:	9%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	6%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	13%	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:	13%	lies	in
a	1	in	30	year	event.	6%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	9%	lies	in	a	1	in
1000	year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Landscape	Comment	2021
Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	neutral	impact	to	the
landscape	character	and	with	landscape	enhancement	works	the	impact
would	be	beneficial.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Application	unlikely	to	require	Natural	England	consultation.		There	are
no	apparent	priority	habitats	within	the	site;	however,	there	are
grasslands,	hedges	and	wooded	boundaries	on	site	that	are	likely	to	have
ecological	value.

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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Field	evaluation	to	the	south	indicates	that	no	significant	archaeology	is
likely	to	survive	in	this	area

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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	by	noise	from	nearby	industrial/commercial	activities,
but	is	acceptable	in	principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed	design
considerations	and	mitigation.	The	site	is	capable	of	being	developed	in
regard	to	vibration/	odour/	light	pollution	after	careful	site	layout,
design	and	mitigation.

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
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.	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

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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

100.00

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	CNB
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)

40

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

119

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

7575

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115480
HELAA	Site	ID 40372
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 5.29
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

160

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:	5%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	3%	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:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	3%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	3%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	5%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000
year	event

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

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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2026 The	site	comprises	agricultural	fields	and	allotments	on	the	western
edge	of	Waterbeach	Village.	The	new	representation	promotes
development	of	the	site	along	with	an	adjacent	site	to	the	north	and
highlights	the	connectivity	of	the	site.	However,	in	terms	of	landscape,
development	of	this	site	would	lead	to	the	loss	of	open	fields	and	views
into	the	rural	landscape	on	the	village	edge,	which	are	key
characteristics	of	the	Fen	edge	claylands	character	area	2B,	and	so	our
assessment	remains	red.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

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



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 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	the	historic	core	of	the	village.	The	route	of	the	Car	Dyke
Roman	canal	passes	through	the	southern	part	of	the	site

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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	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

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	CNB
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

111

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

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

6-10	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115481
HELAA	Site	ID OS159
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.59
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield	and	Previously	Developed	Land

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

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

Red

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2026

Flood	Zones:	2%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	97%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

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

Surface	Water:	43%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	16%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	21%	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	(2%).	Partly	in	Flood	Zone	3	(97%)..
Surface	Water	Flooding:	21%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	16%		lies	in	a	1
in	100	year	event.	43%	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

The	site	is	a	paddock	at	the	edge	of	Waterbeach	outside	of	the
development	framework	and	within	the	Green	Belt.		The	site	is
relatively	narrow	and	tucked	in	between	existing	development	and	the
railway	line.	Any	development	should	be	limited	to	the	western	half	of
the	site	and	follow	the	context	of	the	existing	developments	around	it.	
A	landscape	buffer	against	the	railway	line	will	be	needed	to	mitigate
against	visual	intrusion	and	may	assist	with	environmental	health	issues
such	as	pollution	and	noise

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 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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

Archaeology	is	unlikely	to	survive	in	this	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

Previous	agricultural	land	use	and	buildings.	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	CNB
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

17

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 115482
HELAA	Site	ID 40466
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 11.49
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

200

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:	17%	is	in	Flood	Zone	2.	46%	is	in	Flood	Zone	3.

Climate	Change:	63%	is	in	a	climate-change-adjusted	flood	zone.

Surface	Water:	17%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	7%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	23%	lies	in	a	1-in-30-year	event.

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2025
Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2025

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

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2026 On	review	of	the	updated	site	submission	details,	it	is	considered	that
the	proposed	site	has	some	capacity	for	the	type	of	development
proposed.	As	identified	by	the	document,	development	should	be
designed	to	protect	existing	vegetation,	and	further	mitigation	is
necessary	to	ensure	the	site	is	well	integrated	with	the	more	sensitive
rural	edge.	Design	proposals	should	also	respond	sympathetically	to	the
height,	massing,	grain	and	character	of	the	existing	village	core.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021
Landscape	Comment	2021

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026

Having	considered	the	updated	site	submission	details,	the	assessment
rating	remains	amber.	All	new	housing	developments	will	require
assessment	of	increased	visitor	pressure	on	nearby	SSSI	and	development
of	this	scale	may	require	consultation	with	Natural	England.	Where	there
is	a	likelihood	of	protected	and	priority	species	being	impacted	a	full
assessment	must	be	undertaken.	A	development	of	the	type	described
would	likely	be	eligible	for	mandatory	biodiversity	net	gains.



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026

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

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2026

Having	considered	the	updated	site	submission	details	and	site	context,
the	assessment	score	remains	amber.	There	are	no	heritage	assets	in	the
site.	The	Waterbeach	conservation	area	is	unlikely	to	be	impacted	due
to	distance	and	intervening	modern	development.	However,	there	is	a
listed	building	a	short	distance	away	on	Burgess	Road	that	might	be
impacted	by	development	in	its	setting,	but	this	could	be	reasonably
mitigated.



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

Amber

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2026

No	additional	technical	archaeology	information	has	been	provided.
Therefore,
	the	assessment	score	remains	Amber.	Previous	archaeological
investigations	to	the	west	identified	features	of	Iron	Age	and	Roman
date.	Field	evaluation	would	be	necessary	in	support	of	a	planning
application	to	determine	the	suitability	of	the	site	for	development.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2025
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2025
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2023
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023
Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021
Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	accessibility	to	key	local	services,	transport,	and	employment
opportunities.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026

Based	on	the	updated	site	information	and	submission	documentation,
the	assessment	score	remains	amber.	The	proposed	site	is	acceptable	in
principle,	subject	to	detailed	design.	Vehicular	access	should	not	be
made	to	Burgess	Road.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023



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

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026

Having	considered	the	updated	site	submission	details,	the	assessment
score	remains	amber.	Any	potential	impact	on	the	functioning	of	trunk
roads	and/or	local	roads	will	need	to	be	mitigated.	The	development
would	need	to	provide	mitigation	to	reduce	the	vehicle	impact	and
encourage	active	travel	and	public	transport	use.	The	development	will
need	to	provide	a	active	travel	route	from	Bannold	Road	to	Burgess
Road.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026

Based	on	information	provided,	the	proposed	site	will	be	affected	by	rail
traffic	noise	/	vibration	from	nearby	trainline	but	may	be	acceptable	in
principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed	design	considerations	and
mitigation.

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

Amber



Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026

Based	on	the	additional	information	provided,	the	site	is	scored	amber
due	to	the	quantum	of	development	proposed	and	the	potential	adverse
impact	on	air	quality.	The	site	is	also	adjacent	to	a	main	railway	line
which	could	cause	adverse	air	quality	impacts	without	appropriate
mitigation.

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

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026

Based	on	the	information	provided,	whilst	the	site	is	predominantly	low
risk	agricultural	land,	it	does	contain	an	area	of	vehicle/caravan
storage.	Given	the	sensitive	proposed	use,	conditions	would	be	required.

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021
Overall	Suitability	Score Amber
Further	constraints -
Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	1	(%
overlap)

29.10

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

70.90

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	CNB
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

345

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

50

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115483
HELAA	Site	ID 40173
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 0.28
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

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 Mixed	Use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

180

Proposed	residential
capacity

13

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	3	(100%).	Surface	Water	Flooding:	6%
lies	in	a	1	in	30	year	event.	4%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	12%	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

Green

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	is	a	car	park	which	lies	outside	the	settlement	framework	and	is
surrounded	by	native	woodland	planting.	Wide	view	are	negligible	and
local	view	are	filtered	by	boundary	planting.	Development	upon	this	site
would	have	a	neutral	impact	upon	the	landscape	character	subject	to
the	landscape	mitigation	measures.	Typical	principles	would	include	the
following:	boundary	planting	to	be	protected	and	retained,	existing
access	points	and	PROW	to	be	integrated	into	the	development.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

All	new	housing	developments	will	require	assessment	of	increased
visitor	pressure	on	nearby	SSSI,	and	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,	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	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

Amber

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	to	the	east	of	the	Scheduled	site	of	Waterbeach	Abbey

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

81.59

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

18.41

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

0

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	CNB
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	mixed-use	development	is	likely	to	be	economically	viable	at
an	appropriate	density.

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

56

Residential	capacity	at
prevailing	density

15

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

180

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 115484
HELAA	Site	ID 40183
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 2.03
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
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

60

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:	1%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	2%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	29%	lies	in	a	1	in
1000	year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2023 The	additional	comments	provided	do	not	address	the	initial	assessment
issue	relating	to	isolated	development	as	the	site	does	not	adjoin	the
Development	Framework	and	is	abutted	only	by	individual	plots.
Therefore	the	assessment	scoring	remains	unchanged

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact	to
the	landscape	character	of	Waterbeach.	Wide	and	local	views	are	high.
Development	would	appear	detached	from	the	settlement	of
Waterbeach	and	an	encroachment	into	the	countryside.	Even	with
significant	landscape	mitigation	measures	the	site	would	appear	isolated
and	an	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

Recreational	impacts	on	SSSIs	to	be	considered.		Cam	Road	Willow
Pollards	County	Wildlife	site	15m	to	north	would	need	to	be	protected.
Boundary	drain	and	hedgerows	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal
Importance/priority	habitat	and	be	of	high	ecological	importance.	Other
habitats	of	possible	low	ecological	value,	except	NW	corner.
Buildings/trees	may	support	roosting	bats	(if	suitable).	Pond	adjacent	to
NE	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
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	an	area	of	intensive	Roman	industrial	activity	close	to	the
junction	of	the	Roman	Road	Akeman	Street	and	the	Car	Dyke	canal,	a
section	of	which	is	Scheduled.

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Amber

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

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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



Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green



Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

44.61

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

55.39

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	CNB
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

49

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 115485
HELAA	Site	ID 40071
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 4.74
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

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

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

140

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:	6%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	6%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	4%	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:	4%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	6%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	6%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000
year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2021

The	site	is	essentially	a	large	open	regular	field.	Views	to	and	from	the
site	from	the	north	are	restricted.	Intermittent	views	possible	from	the
south.	The	site	is	mostly	contained	by	existing	development,	strong	road
boundaries	and	established	vegetation.		Development	could	have	an
urbanising	effect	on	the	semi-rural	character	of	the	south-west	entrance
to	the	village	but	there	is	potential	from	some	development	on	site
along	the	Cambridge	Road	frontage	with	landscape	mitigation.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 Green
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

The	site	is	adjacent	to	or	within	50m	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

The	northern	plot	already	has	planning	permission	and	the	development
of	this	plot	would	result	in	no	further	detrimental	impacts	to	the	setting
of	the	Grade	II	listed	house.

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	adjacent	to	a	Scheduled	section	of	the	Car	Dyke	Roman	canal.
Cropmarks	to	the	south	extend	into	the	area

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	accessibility	to	key	local	services,	transport,	and	employment
opportunities.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2026
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2026
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2025
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2025
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2023
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023
Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021

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

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



Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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



Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Potential	for	historic	contamination,	conditions	required.

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

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	CNB
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

114

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 115486
HELAA	Site	ID 40184
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 5.74
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
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	or	non-residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

23000

Proposed	residential
capacity

174

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:	9%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	3%	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:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	3%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	9%	lies	in	a	1	in	1000
year	event

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

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2026
Landscape	Comment	2026
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2025
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact
upon	the	landscape	character	of	Waterbeach.	Wide	and	local	views	are
high.	Development	would	appear	detached	from	the	settlement	of
Waterbeach	and	an	encroachment	into	the	countryside.	Even	with
significant	landscape	mitigation	measures	the	site	would	appear	isolated
and	an	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

Discharge	of	water/waste	above	20m³	per	day	to	ground	or	surface
water	likely	to	require	consultation	with	Natural	England	and
recreational	impacts	on	SSSIs	need	to	be	considered.	Boundary
hedgerows	and	drain	may	qualify	as	Habitats	of	Principal
Importance/priority	habitat	and/or	be	of	high	ecological	value.	Most	of
site	likely	of	low	ecological	value	(arable).	Potential	for	farmland	birds
and	protected	species	associated	with	boundary	habitats.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 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

Unlikely	to	have	any	impact	on	heritage	assets,	but	proximity	of	Car
Dyke	needs	to	be	considered.	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

An	area	of	Roman	settlement	is	recorded	in	the	area,	part	of	larger
landscape	of	settlement	and	industrial	activity	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	proposed	site	will	be	affected	by	road	traffic	noise	from	nearby
main	roads	but	is	acceptable	in	principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed
design	considerations	and	mitigation.

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green



Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

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

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

82.37

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

17.63

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	CNB
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	or	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

121

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

23000

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

40-75

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

6-10	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115550
HELAA	Site	ID 51486
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 18.19
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Densification	of	existing	urban	areas
Category	of	settlement Edge	of	Cambridge
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Mixed	Use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

60,000-90,000

Proposed	residential
capacity

600-900

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Amber

0 100 200 300 400 500	m

Land	at	Cambridge	North

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

A	map	of	Land	at	Cambridge	North



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:	15%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	3%	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:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	1%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	3%		lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	15%	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

The	site	was	previously	railway	sidings.	The	site	already	accommodates
Cambridge	North	Station	and	currently	has	two	development	sites	within
it.	There	are	significant	views	from	Ditton	Meadows	to	the	east
(protected	open	space)	as	well	as	longer	views	from	the	east,	southeast
and	northeast.		There	are	also	views	from	residential	areas	to	the	south.
Development	of	the	site	is	achievable	but	due	consideration	of	the
height	and	density	of	the	development	must	made.	Mitigation	would
initially	be	through	appropriate	master	planning	and	architectural	design
as	well	as	a	strategic	landscape	mitigation	strategy.

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

Site	adjacent	to	Bramblefield	Local	Nature	Reserve.	Breeding	birds,	bats
and	reptiles	known	to	be	present.	Former	Chesterton	sidings	still	host
Open	Mosaic	Habitats	with	potential	for	scarce	invertebrates	and	flora.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 Green
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2025
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025
Policy	RAG	Rating	2023
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023
Policy	RAG	Rating	2021 Green
Policy	Officer	Comments
2021

SCDC	Major	Development	Site.	Site	adjacent	to	protected	open	space
(allotments),	Brambles	Local	Nature	Reserve	and	SCDC	Green
Belt. Development	of	the	site	may	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	the
allotments,	Local	Nature	Reserve	and	the	Green	Belt	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

Amber

Historic	Environment
Comments	2021

Development	of	the	site	could	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	the	Fen
Ditton	Conservation	Area	on	the	other	side	of	the	river	which	just
beyond	the	caravan	site	to	the	east.
but	the	impact	could	be	reasonably	mitigated.	Need	to	be	sensitive	to
heights.

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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

No	significant	archaeology	likely	to	survive	in	this	area

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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

If	over	100	dwellings	two	points	of	access	are	required	to	accord	with
the	advice	of	the	Cambridgeshire	Fire	and	Rescue.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
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

Red

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

The	proposed	site	will	be	affected	by	road	traffic	noise	from	nearby
main	roads	and	noise	from	nearby	industrial/commercial	activities	but	is
acceptable	in	principle,	subject	to	appropriate	detailed	design
considerations	and	mitigation.	However,	the	site	is	not	suitable	for
residential	use	due	to	the	proximity	of	the	Cambridge	Waste	Water
Recycling	Facility	because	of	odour	issues	that	cannot	be	suitably
mitigated.

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

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

Brownfield	site,	contamination	expected,	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)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

74.84

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

25.16

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	CNB
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	or	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

273

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

60000	-	90000

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

86

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

11-15	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115556
HELAA	Site	ID 40480
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 8.3
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Densification	of	existing	urban	areas
Category	of	settlement Edge	of	Cambridge
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

35000

Proposed	residential
capacity

0

Suitability -
Adopted	Development
Plan	Policies	RAG	2026

Green
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SJC	Innovation	Park,	Cowley	Road,	Cambridge
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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:	Site	is	wholly	within	Flood	Zone	1.

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

Surface	Water:	13%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	6%	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:	Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1.	Surface	Water	Flooding:	3%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	6%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	13%	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	an	existing	business	and	research	park	with	straddles	the
boundary	between	South	Cambs	District	Council	and	Cambridge	City
Council.		Entirely	brownfield,	the	site	is	currently	the	subject	of	master
planning	applications	with	both	councils	to	reconcile	its	future	plans	and
achieve	resilience.		The	landscape	impacts	on	this	site	are	low	due	to
the	existing	nature	of	the	site.	Tree	retention	and	additional	planting
encouraged.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Any	discharge	of	water	or	liquid	waste	of	more	than	20m³	to	ground	a
day	may	require	Natural	England	consultation.		The	site	is	opposite	to
the	Milton	Road	Hedgerows	City	Wildlife	site,	which	have	been
designated	as	the	hedgerows	very	nearly	meet	the	criteria	for	a	Country
Wildlife	site	and	will	likely	do	so	in	the	near	future.		There	are	no	other
apparent	priority	habitats	within	the	site;	however,	there	are	buildings,
grasslands,	wooded	areas,	hedges,	and	wooded	boundaries	on	site	that
are	likely	to	have	ecological	value.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

No	significant	archaeology	likely	to	survive	in	this	area

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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

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

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

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	CNB
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

174

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

35000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

0-5	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 115557
HELAA	Site	ID 47943
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 1.95
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Greenfield

Category	of	site Edge	of	Cambridge:	Green	Belt
Category	of	settlement Within	or	adjacent	to	Minor	Rural	Centre
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

0

Proposed	residential
capacity

37

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:	18%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	5%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	6%	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:	6%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	5%	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

Red

Landscape	Comment	2023 New	information	submitted	includes	Helaa	response,	initial	ecology	and
transport	appraisal,	contamination	study	and	tree	survey.	These	do	not
address	concerns	on	harm	caused	by	any	development	to	the	local
openness,	character	and	views	in	this	area,	which	would	be	unalterable
and	not	possible	to	mitigate.	The	RAG	rating	remains	red.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Red

Landscape	Comment	2021

Development	upon	this	site	would	have	a	significant	adverse	impact	to
the	local	landscape	character	and	views.	It	would	remove	the	landscape
separation	between	Milton	and	Cambridge.	Even	with	a	reduction	in
residential	units	and	with	landscape	mitigation	measures	the	harm
would	still	be	significant.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023

A	Preliminary	Ecological	Appraisal	has	been	submitted.	This	has	not
changed	the	RAG	scoring	of	the	site	because	impacts	are	unlikely	upon
statutory	and	non-statutory	designated	sites.	However,	further
protected	species	are	required	for	great	crested	newts	and	bats.	
Applications	may	still	find	the	provision	of	a	10%	net	gain	in	biodiversity
difficult	within	their	redline	boundaries.

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2023

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

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2021

Application	unlikely	to	require	Natural	England	consultation.		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 Green
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

The	site	is	adjacent	to	or	within	50m	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

Green

Historic	Environment
Comments	2023

The	revised	information	has	submitted	no	additional	comments
regarding	heritage	assets.		Therefore	the	assessment	score	remains	the
same	as	development	is	not	considered	to	have	a	detrimental	impact	on
any	designated	or	non-designated	heritage	assets.

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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023

Based	on	the	additional	information	provided,	the	assessment	for	the
site	remains	unchanged	as	Green	as	it	is	unlikely	that	an	significant
archaeology	is	likely	to	survive	in	this	area.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021

No	significant	archaeology	likely	to	survive	in	this	area

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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

Green

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023

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

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

This	falls	below	the	threshold	for	a	Transport	Aseessment

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023

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

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber



Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2021

The	proposed	site	will	be	affected	by	road	traffic	noise	from	nearby
main	roads	but	is	acceptable	in	principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed
design	considerations	and	mitigation.	The	proposed	site	will	be	affected
by	noise	from	nearby	industrial/commercial	activities	but	is	acceptable
in	principle	subject	to	appropriate	detailed	design	considerations	and
mitigation.	The	site	is	capable	of	being	developed	to	provide	healthy
internal	and	external	environments	in	regard	to	noise	/	vibration/
odour/	Light	Pollution	after	careful	site	layout,	design	and	mitigation.

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023

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

AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2021

Green

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2021

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

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023

The	Land	Contamination	desk	study	has	been	reviewed	but	the
assessment	has	not	changed.	This	site	is	adjacent	to	and	overlaps
contaminated	land	and,	therefore,	planning	conditions	will	be	required.

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Site	is	adjacent	to	and	overlaps	contaminated	land.	Conditions	required.
	Phase	II	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	CNB
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

53

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 115558
HELAA	Site	ID 59390
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 60.99
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Previously	Developed	Land

Category	of	site Densification	of	existing	urban	areas
Category	of	settlement Edge	of	Cambridge
Current	use(s)
Proposed	development Non-residential
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

350,000-440,000

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:	Site	is	wholly	within	Flood	Zone	1.

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

Surface	Water:	15%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	5%	lies	in	a
1-in-100-year	event.	4%	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:	4%	lies	in	a
1	in	30	year	event.	5%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event.	15%	lies	in	a	1	in
1000	year	event

Flood	Risk	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Flood	Risk	Officer
Comment	2023

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

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

Amber

Landscape	Comment	2023 The	Park	comprises	over	50	buildings	set	in	landscaped	parkland	site
which	is	located	west	of	Milton	Road	and	between	the	guided	bus	way	to
the	south,	the	A14	to	the	north.	The	expected	intensification	of
development	is	considered	suitable	subject	to	retention	and
enhancement	of	existing	green	infrastructure	and	SuDS,	and	the
mitigation	of	impact	of	new	buildings	on	views.

Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021
Landscape	Comment	2021

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2025
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2023

Any	discharge	of	water	or	liquid	waste	of	more	than	20	m³	to	ground	a
day,	or	any	new	infrastructure	such	as	warehousing/industry	over	1000
m²	may	require	Natural	England	consultation.		There	are	areas	of
woodland	registered	on	the	2014	forest	inventory	that	may	require
further	survey	and	mitigation.		No	other	apparent	priority	habitats
within	the	site;	however,	there	are	buildings,	grasslands,	water	bodies,
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.

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	does	not	contain	protected	open	space.	

Policy	RAG	Rating	2025 Red
Policy	Officer	Comment
2025

Within	50m	of	Outdoor	Sports	Facilities.	Within	or	partially	within
Amenity	Green	Space,	Protected	Open	Space,	and	Semi-natural	Green
Space.	Development	of	the	site	would	result	in	a	loss	of	open	space
which	could	not	be	replaced	locally.

Policy	RAG	Rating	2023 Amber
Policy	Officer	Comment
2023

Site	includes	protected	open	space	designation.	Development	of	the	site
may	have	a	detrimental	impact	on	the	protected	open	space
designation,	but	the	impact	could	be	reasonably	mitigated	or
compensated.

Policy	RAG	Rating	2021



Policy	Officer	Comments
2021
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2026
Historic	Environment
Comments	2026
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2025
Historic	Environment
Comments	2025
Historic	Environment	RAG
Assessment	2023

Green

Historic	Environment
Comments	2023

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

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

Green

Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2023

Previous	development	is	likely	to	have	destroyed	archaeology	in	this
area.

Archaeology	RAG
Assessment	2021
Archaeology	Officer
Comment	2021
Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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

Green



Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2023

Access	to	the	site	is	suitable	as	it	is	controlled	by	existing	traffic	lights.	
If	the	site	is	developed	overall	this	may	require	stopping	up	of	adopted
public	highway.

Site	Access	RAG
Assessment	2021
Site	Access	Officer
Comment	2021
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023

The	site	must	be	considered	in	the	context	of	the	emerging	NEC	AAP	and
Transport	evidence	base	for	the	area	with	vehicle	trips	subject	to	a	'Trip
Budget'.	Will	require	significant	non	motorised	user/Passenger	Transport
infrastructure	and	Robust	Travel	Planning	measures	to	achieve	mode
share	targets.

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2026
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2025
Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution	RAG
Assessment	2023

Amber

Noise,	Vibration,	Odour
and	Light	Pollution
Guideline	Comments	2023

The	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.	However,	non
residential	uses	could	produce	noise	levels	that	affect	nearby	existing
residential	properties.

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



AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2026
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2026
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2025
Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2025
AQMA	RAG	Assessment
2023

Amber

Air	Quality	Officer
Comment	2023

The	site	is	located	outside	an	AQMA.	However,	there	is	potential	for	an
impact	on	air	quality	which	will	require	inherent	/	intrinsic	designed	in
Air	Quality	mitigation.

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

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023

This	is	a	brownfield	site	where	contamination	is	expected	and	planning
conditions	will	be	required.

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

94.72

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

5.28

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	CNB
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,	the	site	has	planning	permission	for	various	commercial	and
non-residential	development.

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

915

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

350,000-440,000

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

-

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

11-15	Years



Site	information -
Site	ID 116364
HELAA	Site	ID OS062
Suitable	Site	Area	(ha) 186.6
Ward/Parish Milton	&	Waterbeach
Greenfield	or	Previously
Developed?

Previously	developed

Category	of	site Edge	of	Cambridge	–	non-Green	Belt
Category	of	settlement Cambridge	City
Current	use(s) Employment,	Infrastructure,	Education
Proposed	development Mixed	Use
Proposed	employment
floorspace	(m2)

Unspecified

Proposed	residential
capacity

Unspecified

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:	Site	is	wholly	within	Flood	Zone	1.

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

Surface	Water:	14%	lies	in	a	1-in-1,000-year	event.	5%	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

Wholly	in	Flood	Zone	1	Surface	water	flooding:	1%	lies	in	a	1	in	30	year
event,	3%	lies	in	a	1	in	100	year	event,	15%	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
Landscape	Comment	2025
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2023
Landscape	Comment	2023
Landscape	RAG
Assessment	2021

Green

Landscape	Comment	2021

Landscape	impacts	vary	widely	across	the	site	as	some	of	the	site	is
heavily	developed	while	other	parts	are	not.	Views	of	the	site	from	the
east	are	the	most	vulnerable	due	to	the	topography,	while	views	from
the	north	and	northwest	are	less	sensitive	due	to	a	lack	of	publicly
accessible	viewpoints	and	a	localised	high	point	west	of	Milton.
Landscape	buffering	is	required	between	the	railway	and	the	site	as	well
as	enhancement	of	the	existing	A14	buffer	on	the	eastern	half	of	the	site

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Officer
Comments	2026
Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2026



Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	RAG
Assessment	2025
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	developments	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.		The	site	contains	the	Milton	Road
Hedgerows	City	Wildlife	site,	Cited	as	they	just	miss	the	County	Wildlife
Site	criteria	but	will	likely	meet	them	in	the	future	through	good
management.	There	are	potential	priority	habitats	within	the	site	as	the
wooded	areas	within	the	Science	Park	have	been	highlighted	by	Natural
England	and	are	registered	on	the	National	Forest	Inventory	in	2014.
There	are	no	other	apparent	priority	habitats	within	the	site;	however,
there	are	buildings,	grasslands,	woodland	areas,	hedges,	and	wooded
boundaries	on	site	that	are	likely

Biodiversity	and
Geodiversity	Guideline
Comments	2021

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

Policy	RAG	Rating	2026 Green
Policy	Officer	Comment
2026

The	site	does	not	contain	protected	open	space,	but	it	is	adjacent	to	or
within	50m	of	an	open	space	designation.	Development	of	the	site	is
already	permissible	in	line	with	the	North	East	Cambridge	Area	Action
Plan.

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

North	East	Cambridge	AAP	Development	Site.	Site	adjacent	to	protected
open	space	and	SCDC	Green	Belt.	Development	in	line	with	revised	AAP
is	acceptable	because	the	development	will	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

Within	100m	of	a	Conservation	Area	Environment	The	site	is	close	to
Riverside	&	Stourbridge	Common,	Baits	Bite	Lock	and	Fen	Ditton
Conservation	Areas	and	within	100m	of	the	Golden	Hind	PH,	which	is	a
BLI.	Large	scale	development	of	this	site	could	have	an	adverse	impact
on	the	setting	of	any	of	these	heritage	assets;	however,	it	is	likely	the
impact	could	be	reasonably	mitigated.	It	is	important	that	long-distance
views	from	within	the	three	Conservation	Areas	are	considered
especially	when	development	may	impinge	in	the	backdrop	of	Listed
Buildings,	such	as	Fen	Ditton	church

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

Potential	for	prehistoric	and	Roman	archaeology	in	the	vicinity

Accessibility	RAG
Assessment	

Green

Accessibility	Comment Good	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.
There	are	potential	access	constraints,	but	these	could	be	overcome
through	development

Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2026
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2026
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2025
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2025
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2023
Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2023
Transport	and	Roads	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Transport	and	Roads
Guideline	Comments	2021

Would	require	inclusion	in	revised/updated	strategy.	Would	be	subject
to	trip	budget	constraints	as	per	existing	site	with	significant	reduction
in	car	parking.		Significant	contributions	to	Waterbeach	Greenway	and
other	GCP	corridor	schemes.	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

Site	is	parially	within	an	AQMA.	Will	require	inherent	/	intrinsic	designed
in	AQ	mitigation	eg	EVCP

Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2026
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2026
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2025
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2025
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2023
Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2023
Contaminated	Land	RAG
Assessment	2021

Amber

Contaminated	Land
Officer	Comments	2021

Brownfield	site,	contamination	expected,	conditions	required

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

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	2	(%
overlap)

40.94

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	3	(%
overlap)

13.24

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Grade	4	(%
overlap)

0

Agricultural	Land
Classification	Non
Agricultural	(%	overlap)

39.40



Agricultural	Land
Classification	Urban	(%
overlap)

6.41

Source	Protection	Zone	(%
overlap)

0

Highways	England	Zones A14	CNB
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,	the	site	has	various	planning	permissions	for	residential	and
commercial	uses.	This	includes	St	John's	Innvovation	Park,	Cambridge
Science	Park,	and	Cambridge	North.

When	will	the	site	be
available	for
development?

0-5	Years,	6-10	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

2799

Estimated	employment
space	(m2)	

Unspecified

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

225-230

Development	completion
timescales	(years)	

11-15	Years




