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A map of 22 Long Road, Cambridge

Site information

Site ID 115080
HELAA Site ID 200782
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.81
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously developed land

Category of site

Densification of existing urban areas

Category of settlement

Cambridge City

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Current use(s) Residential
Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 6- 68
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Green




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: 8% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 2% 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
1in 30 year event, 2% lies in a 1 in 100 year event and 8% lies in a 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

Primary constraints are the TPO tree belt on the northern edge of the
site and the prevailing character of Long Road. Access arrangements
must not result in a loss of trees or harm to character. Development on
the site would need to be limited to respond positively to existing
character, including siting, massing, scale and form.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and Amber
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and A development of the size and scale described would not provide any
Geodiversity Officer specific ecological risks to statutory or non-statutory designated sites.
Comments 2025 However, this does not remove the likelihood of protected and priority

species being impacted, nor that a development of the type described
would likely be eligible for mandatory biodiversity net gain. The
proposed site may contain priority habitat, which will require
assessment and possible compensation if removed.

Biodiversity and Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on a designated
Geodiversity Guideline site, or those with a regional or local protection, but the impact could
Comments 2025 be reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026 Green

Policy Officer Comment |The site is adjacent to or within 50m of protected open space.
2026 Detrimental open space impacts are not anticipated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025 Green

Policy Officer Comment |Within 50m of a Protected Open Space. Within 50m of a Outdoor Sports
2025 Facility. Site is not on protected open space designation. Any impact of
the proposed development could be reasonably mitigated or
compensated.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG |Green
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Located to the immediate north of a multi period site, of Iron Age and
Roman date, including evidence for pottery manufacture. Middle Saxon
settlement is also present. Archaeological investigations would be
necessary in advance of development.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

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

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site is acceptable in principle, subject to further detail and
consultation at the planning application stage.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Long Road traffic noise can have a significant adverse noise impact on
health and quality of life / amenity both internally and externally.
However, with the consideration of good acoustic design for example
layout, orientation, mitigation / insulation early in the design process,
noise can be mitigated and reduced to an acceptable level / effect.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Site has a long history of residential use, contamination is unlikely

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)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

100.00

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Cambridge

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

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 115
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 88
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Strangeways Research Laboratory 2 Worts' Causeway Cambridge

Site information

Site ID 115111
HELAA Site ID 200802
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.78
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously developed land

Category of site

Densification of existing urban areas

Category of settlement

Cambridge City

Current use(s)

Education / Community

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 10-77
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Green




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: 6% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 7% 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: 7% lies in a
1in 30 year event, 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event and 6% lies in a 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Landscape Comment 2025

Site capacity constrained by TPO trees, which must be protected and
retained. Residential development with access from Worts Causeway
would be appropriate to the townscape character, but any development
proposal must respond to existing landscape and built context, including
siting, massing, scale and form.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and Green
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and A development of the size and scale described would not provide any
Geodiversity Officer specific ecological risks to statutory or non-statutory designated sites.
Comments 2025 However, this does not remove the likelihood of protected and priority

species being impacted, nor that a development of the type described
would likely be eligible for mandatory biodiversity net gain.

Biodiversity and Development of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any
Geodiversity Guideline designated site, or those with a regional or local protection.
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026 Green

Policy Officer Comment |The site is adjacent to or within 50m of protected open space.
2026 Detrimental open space impacts are not anticipated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025 Green

Policy Officer Comment |Within 50m of Protected Open Space. Site is not on protected open
2025 space designation. Any impact of the proposed development could be
reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG | Amber
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

The existing building is a Building of Local Interest (non-designated
heritage asset). Unclear whether conversion or redevelopment is
proposed. If conversion then there appears potential for replacement or
adaptation or later extensions and sensitive new development. If
demolition and redevelopment then this would cause significant harm
and the RAG rating would be red.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

The site is located at the intersection of three Roman roads. Extensive
Bronze Age activity is also known in the vicinity. Archaeological
investigations would be necessary in advance of development.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

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

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The site has been scored as Amber. The site is acceptable in principle,
subject to further detail and consultation at the planning application
stage. Access into the site from the adopted pubic highway should be
located as far as possible from the signalised junction to the north-west.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021




Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

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

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

A Transport Assessment and a Travel Plan will be required.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Worts Causeway and Babraham Road traffic noise can have a significant
adverse noise impact on health and quality of life / amenity both
internally and externally. However, with the consideration of good
acoustic design for example layout, orientation, mitigation / insulation
early in the design process, noise can be mitigated and reduced to an
acceptable level / effect.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Brownfield site, contamination expected and planning conditions
required

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

100.00




Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge

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?

11 to 15 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 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 22
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115197
HELAA Site ID 40058b
Suitable Site Area (ha) 18.52
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Category of settlement

Edge of Cambridge

Current use(s)

Agricultural Land / Building

Proposed development

Residential

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 400-600
capacity

Suitability

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

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

Surface Water: 7% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 3% 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 Zones: The site is wholly within Flood Zone 1. Surface Water
Flooding: 4% of the site lies in a 1 in 30 year event. 3% liesin 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

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Red

Landscape Comment 2026

No material changes have been made between the previous submission
and the new information provided. Having considered the updated
information submitted, the site assessment remains the same. Any
development would be difficult or impossible to mitigate in term of
visual impact and harm to the openness of the Green Belt and setting of
the historic city.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

The openness of the site which is exposed to wide views, in part due to
the topography, means that there would be a significant material harm
to the surrounding countryside’s landscape character and views from the
wider and local area. Any development would be difficult or impossible
to mitigate in term of visual impact and harm to the openness of the
Green Belt and setting of the historic city.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Within 200m of a SSSI. Within 200m of a Local Nature Reserve. The
Limekiln Road boundary lies adjacent to Cherry Hinton Pit SSSI and
Limekiln Close (and West Pit) LNR. All new housing developments will
require assessment of increased visitor pressure on nearby SSSls. All
non-householder applications will require consultation with Natural
England regarding adjacent SSSIs, and Cambridge City Council must be
consulted regarding LNRs. There are no apparent priority habitats within
the site, however there are wooded boundaries on site that are likely to
have ecological value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is adjacent to or within 50m of protected open space.
Detrimental open space impacts are not anticipated.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Amber

Policy Officer Comment
2025

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

Wholly within the Cambridge Greenbelt

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021




Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Development of the site could have either a neutral or positive impact,
but this would be subject to further testing and consideration of building
heights and built form, particularly on the setting of Cambridge and its
skyline from local and strategic viewpoints. However it is unlikely that
development would have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Extensive remains of prehistoric and Roman date in the vicinity of the
site and potentially within.

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

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject to detailed design.
There are potential access constraints, but these could be overcome
through development.




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

This development is located in a congested area of Cambridge. Recently
the Worts' Causeway GB1 and GB2 applications have highlighted the
capacity issues faced at junctions around the Addenbrooke's area. The
Addenbrooke’s roundabout and other junctions are already operating
over capacity without this development. Due to the location of the site,
a high sustainable mode share will be needed to deliver this site. The
developer should consider the opportunities presented by Cambridge
South Station and the CAM, as well as the Linton and Fulbourn
Greenways to ensure a high sustainable mode share.

Local junctions will also need to be assessed. Any potential impact on
the functioning of trunk roads and/or local roads could be reasonably
mitigated.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Will require inherent / intrinsic
designed in AQ mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score [Red
Further constraints

Agricultural Land 0
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land 29.16

Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)




Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

5.25

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

65.59

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

Yes, outline planning permission granted for the erection of up to 200
residential dwellings, with associated infrastructure works
(20/01972/0UT).

When will the site be 0 to 5 years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 278
prevailing density

Estimated employment 0

space (m2)

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

Development completion |6-10 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Babraham Road, Shelford Bottom

Site information -

Site ID 115665

HELAA Site ID 40140

Suitable Site Area (ha) 29.85

Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 880
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

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

Surface Water: 4% 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
11in 30 year event. 3% lies in a 1in 100 year event. 4% lies in a 1 in 1000
year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development of the field would push the urban edge of the city to
Hinton Road and far beyond the current urban edge of the city as well as
produce an isolated development. Development would significantly
alter and weaken the strong dividing edge between urban and rural
landscape and create significant harm to the landscape character and
setting of the city.

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located on the northern edge of the historic village core. Extensive late
prehistoric and Roman archaeology also known in 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

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

The proposed site will be affected by road traffic noise from nearby
main roads, but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate
detailed design considerations and mitigation. In addition, lighting
impacts from the adjacent Park and Ride site will need to be
considered.

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

Next to Babraham Road Park and Ride therefore lower 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

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

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge, M11 North

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

6-10 Years




Available RAG

Green

Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 448
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

Estimated start date 6-10 Years
Estimated annual 86
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Cambridge Biomedical Campus Extension (North of Granham's Road)

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115666
HELAA Site ID 0S217
Suitable Site Area (ha) 19.43
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Category of settlement Cambridge City
Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed use
Proposed employment 57000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 0

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

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

Surface Water: 12% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event. 1% lies in a 1-in-30-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 1% lies in a 1 in 100 year event. 12% liesin a 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 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 push the urban edge of the city to Granham’s Road
and thereby significantly altering and weakening the strong divide
between urban and rural landscape and creating significant harm to the
landscape character and the setting of the City. The visibility from
elevated views to the east and south make this area particularly
sensitive. However, if development were considered appropriate in this
area, it should have regard of the effect of the further encroachment
into the countryside and be sympathetic to the rural landscape
character and the setting of the city. A sensitive approach to
development would mean the inclusion of extensive landscape buffering

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located on the west side of the historic village core

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 will be affected by possible industrial / Commercia Noise and
Helicopter noise from Addenbrookes Hospital / Cambridge Biomedical
Campus to North and Transport Noise from emerging CSETranport route
to SW and by railway noise (and possibly vibration) but is acceptable in
principle subject to appropriate detailed design considerations and
mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Will require inherent / intrinsic
designed in AQ 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

No prior history of development

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

94.73

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

5.27

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Cambridge

Available

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

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




Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 291
prevailing density

Estimated employment 57000
space (m2)

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

Development completion [11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Worts Causeway, Cambridge

Site information -

Site ID 115667

HELAA Site ID 40139

Suitable Site Area (ha) 16.06

Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Developed?

Category of site Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 300
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

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

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
11in 100 year event. 3% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Landscape Comment 2023

The proposed development has been reduced from 490 to 300 homes.
The site is located on the inner edge of the greenbelt between the
Newbury Farm (GB2) site and Brabaham Road park and ride. The site is a
large open field visible from the surrounding roads and countryside and
is part of the strong rural edge of the city. Development of the site
would extend built form right up to the green belt boundary and change
the character of the landscape. Therefore there is no change to the
original assessment scoring

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development of the field would push the urban edge of the city to
Cherry Hinton Road. Development would encroach too far southeast
into the open rural landscape and be unrelated to any other nearby
urban edge. The area is viewed clearly from the elevated land to the
south and southeast and the urbanisation of the site would create
significant harm to the sensitive landscape character.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Site sits on the edge of the chalk ridge and the associated matrix of SSSI,
LNRs, County Wildlife sites and Protected Road Verges. Any residential
development would need to assess impacts of increased recreational
pressure on these sites. Main habitats on site are arable, including a
double hedgerow along Worts Causeway which is an important
commuting route for bats, including Barbastelle. All planning
applications will require consultation with Natural England with regard
the Cherry Hinton chalk Pit SSSI.

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

Listed milestone on South side of Worts Causeway. 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

Finds of prehistoric artefacts are recorded in the area. Cropmarks to the
south indicate the location of a site of probable Roman date.

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

This site is cross boundary and will be affected by road traffic noise
from nearby main roads but having regard to traffic levels is considered
a low - medium noise risk but is acceptable in principle subject to
appropriate detailed design considerations and mitigation. Park and Ride
artificial light is a possible issue but this could be 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

Will require inherent / intrinsic designed in AQ mitigation.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

97.52

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

2.48

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 6-10 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 241
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Addenbrookes Hospital Extension, Cambridge

Site information

Site ID 115669
HELAA Site ID 50505
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.21
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Densification of existing urban areas

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge
Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0

floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 66

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Green




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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 5% lies in a
1in 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 on the south eastern edge of Cambridge and is within the
Cambridge Biomedical Campus and on land allocated as an Area of Major
Change. The site is in the immediate green foreground to the large
hospital complex and requires careful consideration of its sensitive
location. The proposal is for residential use which would be
incompatible with the backdrop and nearby use of the large hospital
buildings and research labs. Some residential development could be
achieved with landscape mitigation to accommodate the change of use.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All residential developments would require consideration of recreational
impact in relation to nearby SSSIs and Nine Wells Local nature reserve,
and source of Hobson's Conduit. Site adjacent to 2 City Wildlife sites.
Boundary hedgerows and mature trees may qualify as Habitats of
Principal Importance/be of high ecological value and support protected
or notable species. Existing farmland likely to be of low ecological
interest but potential to support farmland bird species including corn
bunting and grey partridge. Boundary ditch known to support water
voles. Applications may find provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity
difficult within their red line boundaries and may need to find off-site
compensation to comply with up-coming National legislation and
developing local policies. Important habitats should be retained and
protected in the first instance.

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

Prehistoric and Roman activity is known to 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

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

There would be an operational Noise Conflict with JDI (40138 Land at
Granham's Road, Cambridge). Will need careful acoustic design and
operational controls.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Will require inherent / intrinsic
designed in AQ 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

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 152
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 269
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land at Granham'’s Road, Cambridge

Site information -

Site ID 115670
HELAA Site ID 40138
Suitable Site Area (ha) 33.13
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge

Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed Use

Proposed employment 132000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 990
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

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

Surface Water: 12% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 1% lies in a
1-in-100-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
11in 100 year event. 12% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Landscape Comment 2021

Development of the narrow field to the south of the Addenbrooke’s site,
allocated in the previous local plan is partially mitigated by a mature
hedge and tree boundary. However, development of the two larger
fields would push the urban edge of the city to Granham’s Road and
thereby significantly altering and weakening the strong divide between
urban and rural landscape and creating significant harm to the
landscape character and setting of the City. Inclusion of the field to the
east beyond the hedgerow boundary would encroach onto white hill.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located on the west side of the historic village core

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

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

Possible industrial/Commercia Noise and Helicopter noise - from
Addenbrookes Hospital/Camb Biomedical Campus to North - Agent for
change Principle? Transport Noise - emerging CSETranport route to SW-
The proposed site will be affected by railway noise (and possibly
vibration) but is acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed
design considerations and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
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

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

97.03

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

2.97

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 497
prevailing density

Estimated employment 132000
space (m2)

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

Development completion |11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land west of Baldock Way, Cambridge

Site information

Site ID 115701
HELAA Site ID 40168
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.17
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Densification of existing urban areas

Category of settlement

Cambridge City

Current use(s)

Proposed development

Non-Residential

Proposed employment
floorspace (m2)

600 to 1000

Proposed residential
capacity

0

Suitability

Adopted Development
Plan Policies RAG 2026

Green




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: 34% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 34% lies in
a 1in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Landscape Comment 2021

The site was originally a large house but has been used most recently as
a nursery as part of the nearly Morley Primary School. The building fills
the space of two house and two back gardens. Proposals on this site
should aim to be contextual with the surrounding character. ldeally, an
effective reuse of the existing building should be considered.

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 residential development above 100 units will require consultation
with Natural England. Habitats mostly likely to be of relatively low
ecological value (arable) although boundary hedgerows may be Habitats
of Principal Importance/priority habitat and may be pockets of
scrub/woodland/mosaic habitat in northern area. Potential for bat
roosts in buildings in north of site (if suitable) and farmland bird
populations.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

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

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site would not have a detrimental impact on any
designated or non-designated heritage assets.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

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

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Will require inherent / intrinsic designed in AQ 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 and planning conditions
required

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

100.00

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 5
prevailing density

Estimated employment 600 to 1000
space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Cambridge Biomedical Campus

Site information -

Site ID 116259
HELAA Site ID 0S276
Suitable Site Area (ha) 104.71
Ward/Parish Queen Edith's

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Edge of Cambridge: Green Belt

Category of settlement Edge of Cambridge

Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed use

Proposed employment 1123000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 1000
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1.

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

Surface Water: 16% lies in a 1-in-1,000-year event. 3% 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 Zones: Site is wholly within Flood Zone 1. Surface water: 16% lies
in a 1in 1000 year event, 3% lies in a 1 in 100 year event, and 6% lies in
a 11in 30 year event.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Red

Landscape Comment 2025

Development would push the urban edge of the city to Granham’s Road
and thereby significantly altering and weakening the strong divide
between urban and rural landscape and creating significant harm to the
landscape character and the setting of the City. The visibility from
elevated views to the east and south make this area and the wider
campus particularly sensitive. However, if development were considered
appropriate, it should have regard of the effect of the further
encroachment into the countryside and be sympathetic to the rural
landscape character and the setting of the city. A sensitive approach to
development would mean the inclusion of extensive landscape buffering.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Within a Wildlife Site Geodiversity. Within 40m of Improved
Landscaping. Assessment would be required of recreational impact on
Nine Wells LNR. Arable fields known to support population of scarce
farmland birds, including corn bunting and grey partridge, likely to be of
County significance. Assessment would be required to ensure no adverse
impact on Nine Wells LNR and Hobsons Brook chalk stream hydrology.

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2026

The site is within 50m of a protected open space designation or partially
overlaps with protected open space. However, development of the site
area closest to the protected open space is already permissible in line
with Policy 27 (M15 - CBC including Addenbrooke's Hospital) of the
Cambridge Local Plan 2018.

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Within or Partially within Amenity Green Space

Within or Partially within a Semi-Natural Green Space

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




Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Development of the site could have either a neutral or positive impact,
but this would be subject to further testing and consideration of building
heights and built form, particularly on the setting of Cambridge and its
skyline from local and strategic viewpoints. However it is unlikely that
development would have a detrimental impact on any designated or
non-designated heritage assets.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Extensive and intensive settlement in the vicinity from Bronze Age to
Saxon periods.

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

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026




Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

The proposed site is acceptable in principle subject to detailed design.
There are potential access constraints, but these could be overcome
through development.

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Maintain and improve links into existing Biomedical Campus and controls
on new parking provision. Requires links to the proposed new Station
and CSET route with appropriate provision of land in order that these
schemes can be delivered.

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

The site will be affected by possible industrial / Commercia Noise and
Helicopter noise from Addenbrookes Hospital / Cambridge Biomedical
Campus to North and Transport Noise from emerging CSET transport
route to SW and by railway noise (and possibly vibration) but is
acceptable in principle subject to appropriate detailed design
considerations and mitigation.




Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

Site does not lie within an AQMA. Will require inherent / intrinsic
designed in AQ mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)




Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

74.07

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

25.93

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

0

Highways England Zones

Available

Cambridge

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, section 73 application (21/01584/S73) to vary the existing outline
planning permission (06/0796/0UT) on the site for the consturction of
up to 215,000sgm floorspace comrpising the Cambridge Biomedical
Campus and associated works. Reserved matters approval granted for
the erection of a 6,639sgm building to form the new Heart and Lung
Research Institute (Clinical Research/Higher Education Use)
(16/1523/REM). Reserved matters granted for an R&D Enabling Building
of 13,197 sgm; an Amenities Hub of 3,261 sqm; associated car,
motorbike and cycle parking including a Multi Storey Car Park; a
temporary Multi Use Games Area; and associated works and
infrastructure (19/1070/REM). Reserved matters pursuant to
06/0796/0UT (as amended by 21/01584/573) approved for a new
Cambridge Children's Hospital (CCH).

Redevelopment of existing parking area to provide a new Cambridge
Cancer Research Hospital building (C2 use) with alterations to existing
access arrangements, underground link tunnel, public realm works, hard
and soft landscaping, and associated works (23/00240/FUL).

Outline planning permission granted for the development of up to
75,000 sgm floorspace (excluding plant areas) of Research and
Development (B1b) and Clinical (C2 and/or D1), sui generis and higher
education uses, including related support activities (16/0176/0UT).
Reserved matters approval received for all matters relating to the
development of 2no. mixed-use laboratory and office buildings
(24/01529/REM).




When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Amber
Achievable

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

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

Achievable RAG

Green

Capacity

Prevailing Density 172
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 9012
prevailing density

Estimated employment 1123000
space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 years
Estimated annual 120
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |11-15 Years

timescales (years)




