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A map of Land at Six Mile Bottom

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115224
HELAA Site ID 40078
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1216.23
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

New Settlement

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Agricultural land/building

Proposed development

Mixed Use

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed employment 144000
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 2000
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: 1% is in Flood Zone 2. 2% is in Flood Zone 3.
Climate Change: 2% is in a climate-change-adjusted flood zone.

Surface Water Flood Risk: None.

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Partly in Flood Zone 3 (1%). Surface Water Flooding: None

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site 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

This is large and complex site. The site is partially outside the district in
East Cambridgeshire; only the element of the site in SCDC has been
assessed. The proposal would have a significant adverse impact on the
local and wider landscape character, views and visual amenity. Even
with landscape mitigation works the development would have a
permanent adverse effect on both the landscape as a resource in its own
right and effects on views and visual amenity.

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

The northern extent (within East Cambs) of the site is approximately 0.5
km from Newmarket Heath SSSI and 2.5 km from the Devils Dyke SAC.
All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI/SAC. The southern boundary lies
adjacent to the Old Cambridge Road Verge CWS, cited for frequent
numbers of at least 6 strong calcareous grassland indicators. Priority
habitats include broadleaved, young, mixed, deciduous, and coniferous
woodland, and there is likely to be other priority habitats such as
calcareous grassland given the underlying geology. Hedges and wooded
boundaries are also found on site and 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

Amber

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however Old
Cambridge Road Verge CWS designated under SCDC Policy NH/5 is
located on site perimeter. Development of the site may have a
detrimental impact on the peripheral open space designation, but the
impact could be reasonably mitigated or compensated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2021

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Extensive multi-period archaeology throughout the area including
Scheduled Monuments and associated features which should be
considered as equivalent status

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber




Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Amber

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

39.89

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

60.11

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

53.99

Highways England Zones

A11

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 18243
prevailing density

Estimated employment 144000
space (m2)

Estimated start date 0-5 Years
Estimated annual 225-230
build-out rate (pa)

Development completion |11-15 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land to rear of Stock's Green, West Wickham Road, Horseheath

Site information

Site ID 115946
HELAA Site ID 40040
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.62
Ward/Parish Balsham

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Greenfield and Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 12
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Development upon this site would have a neutral impact upon the
settlement character, views and visual amenity. With a sensitive
approach and landscape mitigation measures the impact would be
enhanced. Typical landscape measures include the following: existing
boundary planting to be protected and retained, large plots included
with a scattered development approach similar to existing settlement
characteristics and a rural approach.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Application unlikely to require Natural England consultation. There are
no apparent priority habitats within the site; however, there are
buildings, grasslands, woodland areas, hedges, and wooded boundaries
on site that are likely to have ecological value. Applications may find
provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their redline
boundaries and may need to find off-site compensation to comply with
up-coming National legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the frontage site could have a detrimental impact on
the Grade | listed church and churchyard opposite the site. A group of
listed buildings fronting West Wickham Rd unlikely to be impacted.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core , to the east of the medieval parish
church and to the south of a medieval moated site.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site does not to have a direct link to the adopted public
highway.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Brownfield site, contamination expected, conditions required

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 18
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Field (Site A) and Allotments (Site B) at land off West Wickham Road, Horseheath

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115947
HELAA Site ID 40360
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.74
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 13
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 10% lies in
a 1in 30 year event. 2% liesin a 1in 100 year event. 16% liesin a 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Site A - Development upon this site would have a minor adverse impact.
With a sensitive approach and landscape mitigation measures the site
would be enhanced. Typical landscape principles would include the
following: existing trees and hedgerows to be protected and retained,
the PROW to be integrated within the development, landscape buffer
planting to be included upon the northern boundary and a rural
approach to be encouraged.

Site B - Removal of allotment would be contrary to policy SC/8.
Development upon this site would remove a valuable landscape and have
significant adverse impact to the settlement character, local views and
visual amenity. Even with a reduction in units with landscape mitigation
the harm would still be adverse and unacceptable.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Consultation with Natural England unlikely to be required for small-scale
residential development. Mature trees, boundary hedgerows and
adjacent woodland may be Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high
ecological value and support protected or notable species. Otherwise,
arable habitats and allotments likely to be of relatively low ecological
value. Ponds within 100m may support great crested newt. Bat roost
records nearby. Impacts could reasonably be mitigated or avoided
through scheme design. Arable habitats may support farmland birds.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The proposed dwelling humbers are too high. In particular for site B
which would impact on the setting of the Listed Church. Development of
the site could have a detrimental impact on a designated or
non-designated heritage asset or the setting of a designated or
non-designated heritage asset, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core to the west the medieval parish
church

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber




Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 21
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of High Street, opposite No's 27-51, West Wickham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115948
HELAA Site ID 40051
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.05
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 22
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

If the existing pattern of development of High Street facing houses with
large back gardens were designed for, it is expected that this could be
acceptable. However, the rear aspects of the development would
require mitigation planting to ensure it fits in with the existing village
edge character and strengthen the buffering to mitigate impact on long
distance views towards the site.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Application unlikely to require mandatory Natural England consultation.
There is a known population of great crested newts in the vicinity, that
will require mitigation. There are no apparent priority habitats within
the site; however, there are grasslands, hedges and wooded boundaries
on site that are likely to have ecological value.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber




Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

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. The site is capable of being
developed in regard to vibration/ odour/ light Pollution after careful
site layout, design and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green

Achievable




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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 28
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of High Street, opposite Home Close, West Wickham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115949
HELAA Site ID 40053
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.54
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 10
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

If the existing pattern of development of High Street facing houses with
large back gardens were designed for, it is expected that this could be
acceptable. However, the rear aspects of the development would
require mitigation planting to ensure it fits in with the existing village
edge character and strengthen the buffering to mitigate impact on long
distance views towards the site.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

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

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green




Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

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. The site is capable of
being developed in regard to vibration/ odour/ light Pollution after
careful site layout, design and mitigation.

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green

Achievable




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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 15
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 Platts Farm, 13 High Street, West Wickham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115950
HELAA Site ID 40322
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.56
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 7

capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

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

Landscape impacts of development on this site are low. Unit numbers
suggest that the proposed units would be contextual with existing
village developments Trees within the site should be retained and
incorporated into any design. Sufficient space should also be reserved
for large species trees to be planted within the developed area to
eventually create a layered view of roofs and treetops.

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Development of the site would have a detrimental impact on designated
sites, or those with a regional or local protection which cannot be
reasonably mitigated or compensated as appropriate.

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

This site could potentially be developed for a small number of dwellings.
Care would be needed to ensure that the settings of No's 19and 21 are
protected and that the scale and design of any development protects
and enhances the character of the Conservation Area.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core with earthworks remains of the
medieval village known in the area

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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




Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Previous use of the site is for agricultural buildings. Potential for historic
contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history




When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 42
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of the High Street ,Balsham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115951
HELAA Site ID 40499
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.08
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 35
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
1in 100 year event. 5% lies in a 1 in 1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

A small site on the edge of the village settlement. The site is bounded
by trees and hedgerow planting to the east south and west. Wide and
local views are limited due to boundary planting. With adequate
protection to existing boundary planting the proposed development
would have a negligible impact to the landscape character.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of the site could have the potential to harm the
conservation area, but this could be mitigated by appropriate design,
layout and landscaping.

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 edge of medieval settlement with significant archaeology of
medieval date recorded from excavations to the north.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 29
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)




ﬂ Urban Intelligence

GREATER CAMBRIDGE
SHARED PLANNING

Land to rear of Lower Farm, 117 High Street, Balsham

© Crown copyright and database rights, OS Licence
0 10 20 30 40 50m 100022500, Greater Cambridge Shared Planning ©

B T . 2026 © Microsoft 2022, Urban Intelligence Ltd © 2026.

A map of Land to rear of Lower Farm, 117 High Street, Balsham

Site information -

Site ID 115952

HELAA Site ID 40538

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.94

Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 20
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 2% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 3% liesin a 1in 100 year event. 20% liesina 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

A small site on the edge of the village settlement. Wide and local views
are limited due to boundary planting. With adequate protection to
existing boundary planting the proposed development would have a
negligible impact to the landscape character.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however there are
some protected open space designations on periphery of the site.
Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on the
peripheral open space designation, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated or compensated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

This site is on the former farm land of a Grade Il listed Lower Farm
house and is within a conservation area. The indicative site access
points avoid the listed building but the one off the high Street could
impact on the character of the conservation area. Limited development
may be possible here if it respects the mass, density and setting of the
listed building and conservation area.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located on edge of medieval settlement with significant archaeology of
medieval date recorded from excavations to the north.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The proposed site does not to have a direct link to the adopted public
highway.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023




AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 27
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land south of Old House Road, Balsham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115953
HELAA Site ID 40438
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.17
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 23
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

The additional information provided sets out the retention and
enhancement of existing trees, hedgerows and edge treatments. It is
therefore considered that the principle of development is acceptable
from a landscape perspective and the assessment score remains amber
as some form of landscape mitigation is required.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Residential development will have a negligible impact to the landscape
character due to existing mature boundary planting. Proposals will be
expected to retain all boundary planting that isn't dead or damaged to
retain the mature buffered edge. Reduction in unit numbers may be
required. In addition, space within the development must be provided
for the additional of trees within the site to provide a layered aspect
with trees and development.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

The supporting information indicates that an Ecological Report has been
prepared by Applied Ecology Ltd. This identified that there were no
significant constraints to development upon designated sites. However,
it is indicated that further detailed consideration is still required to fully
rule out increased visitor pressure upon Balsham Wood SSSI. Therefore,
there is no change to the site assessment scoring.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located on edge of the medieval settlement with evidence for
prehistoric and Saxon activity known in the vicinity.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber




Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Previous use of the site is for agricultural buildings. Potential for historic
contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available




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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 32
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)




GREATER CAMBRIDGE
SHARED PLANNING

Land north of West Wickham Road, Balsham

] urban Intelligence

0 10 20 30 40 50m
N N .

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

A map of Land north of West Wickham Road, Balsham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115954
HELAA Site ID 40537
Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.9
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 15-20
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

An irregular shaped paddock located to the south east of the village of
Balsham. It is a rural location allocated outside and abutting the village
settlement. Wide and local views are restricted due to mature boundary
planting. Development upon this site would have limited impact to the
settlement character subject to landscape mitigation measures.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

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

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Cropmarks in the vicinity indicative of prehistoric activity.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

The site appears unable to provide suitable inter vehicle visibility splays
from anywhere along the site boundary to the adopted public highway.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 26
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land west of Wratting Road, Balsham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115955
HELAA Site ID 40397
Suitable Site Area (ha) 1.32
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 37
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Residential development will have a low impact to the landscape
character, however consideration of buffering and setback from both
the bowling green and the church should be a part of any design
proposals. This may require a reduction unit numbers. Trees should
also be given space within the development to create a layered effect
and further integrate the development with the settlement

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All residential development will require assessment of recreational
impacts on nearby SSSls. Any housing development over 50 units or
discharge to surface or ground water over 20m3 per day would require
consultation with Natural England. Boundary habitats including mature
trees and hedgerows may qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be
of high ecological value and support protected or notable species.
Grassland quality will need to be assessed. Applications may find
provision of a net gain in biodiversity of a minimum of 10% difficult
within their red line boundaries and may need to find offsite
compensation. Pond within 20m may support great crested newt.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however there are
some protected open space designations on periphery of the site.
Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on the
peripheral open space designation, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated or compensated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Development of 37 units would severely detract from the setting of the
Grade | Listed Church and harm the Conservation Area. The impact of
development cannot be reasonably mitigated.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic core of the village to the immediate north of the
medieval parish church.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 36
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)
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A map of Land off High Street and east of Fox Road, Balsham

Site information

Developed?

Site ID 115956
HELAA Site ID 40421
Suitable Site Area (ha) 5.23
Ward/Parish Balsham
Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Within or adjacent to Group Village

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Residential
Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 160
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

Residential development will have a low impact to the landscape
character, however consideration of buffering and setback from both
the bowling green and the church should be a part of any design
proposals. This may require a reduction unit numbers. Trees should
also be given space within the development to create a layered effect
and further integrate the development with the settlement.

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 several ponds just outside the
boundary of the site with records of GCN; therefore, any application is
likely to require a Natural England Licence. There are no apparent
priority habitats within the site; however, there are extensive
grasslands, woodland areas, hedges, and wooded boundaries on site that
are likely to have ecological value. Applications may find provision of a
10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their red line boundaries and
may need to find offsite compensation to comply with up-coming
National legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Site is not on a protected open space designation, however there are
some protected open space designations on periphery of the site.
Development of the site may have a detrimental impact on the
peripheral open space designation, but the impact could be reasonably
mitigated or compensated.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025




Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

There is potential for harm to be caused to the character of the
conservation area and the setting of some of the nearby listed buildings,
particularly Balsham Place and its stables. Design and layout would have
to be carefully managed to make development here acceptable.

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 edge of medieval settlement with numerous cropmarks
recorded in the surrounding landscape.

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Amber

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green




Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

No prior history of development.

Overall Suitability Score

Amber

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No




Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be 0-5 Years
available for

development?

Available RAG Green
Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 110
prevailing density

Estimated employment

space (m2)

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

Development completion |6-10 Years

timescales (years)
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Site information -

Site ID 115957

HELAA Site ID 40459

Suitable Site Area (ha) 0.75

Ward/Parish Balsham

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Residential

Proposed employment 0
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 15-20
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

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

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Landscape Comment 2023

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Landscape Comment 2021

The site is surrounded on all sides (except access) by dense tree cover
making it appear 'nestled’ within a woodland. The site itself is
brownfield and used for storage and warehousing. Development of the
site is appropriate so long as unit numbers retain the village context and
are in line with conservation area requirements.

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 housing developments will require assessment of increased visitor
pressure on nearby SSSIs. Trees, hedgerows and mosaic habitats may
qualify as Habitats of Principal Importance/be of high ecological value
and support protected or notable species. Otherwise site likely to be of
low ecological value. Buildings may support roosting bats (if suitable).
Applications may find provision of a net gain in biodiversity of a
minimum of 10% difficult within their red line boundaries and may need
to find off-site compensation.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

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

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025

Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023




Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The site boundary includes several mature trees on the site. Their loss
would have to be justified as they make a positive contribution to the
character and appearance of the conservation area.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Located in the historic village core

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Green

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026




Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Potential for historic contamination, conditions required.

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

Available

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

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

Are there known legal or
ownership impediments
to development?

No

Is there planning
permission to develop the
site?

No relevant recent planning history

When will the site be
available for
development?

0-5 Years




Available RAG

Green

Achievable

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

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

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

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

Achievable RAG Green
Capacity

Prevailing Density 30
(weighted) (dwellings per

ha)

Residential capacity at 21
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 Hall Farm, West Wratting Estate

Site information

Site ID 115958
HELAA Site ID 59388
Suitable Site Area (ha) 2.82
Ward/Parish Balsham

Greenfield or Previously
Developed?

Previously Developed Land

Category of site

Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement

Not within or adjacent to an existing settlement

Current use(s)

Plan Policies RAG 2026

Proposed development Mixed use
Proposed employment 16700
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 50
capacity

Suitability -
Adopted Development Amber




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 1% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 3% liesin a 1in 100 year event. 10% liesina 1 in
1000 year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2026

Landscape Comment 2026

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2025

Landscape Comment 2025

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Landscape Comment 2023

The site is mostly already developed and includes agricultural or
industrial buildings and is well outside of the development framework.
The western end of the site includes an area of woodland which is
typical of the LCA and provides significant screening for the complex. It
is considered that this should be retained in any proposals. Visibility it
quite open from Church End and surrounding roads. Additional tree
planting and buffering is recommended. It is not clear whether the
scale of building proposed, plus 50 dwellings would be achievable on the
site in addition to the required vegetation to enable the development to
settle into it's setting. The site would not withstand tall or bulky
buildings of multiple stories due to the wider visibility of the site from
surrounding receptors.

Landscape RAG
Assessment 2021

Landscape Comment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby SSSI. There are no apparent Priority habitats
within the site; however, there are buildings, grasslands, woodland
areas, hedges, and ponds on site that are likely to have ecological value.
Any further ecological assessment will need to determine likely impacts
upon roosting bats and Great Crested Newt from any development.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

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

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Green

Policy Officer Comment
2023

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

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2023

Red

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

The site is close to the grade Il listed Weston Colville Hall and some of
the existing buildings may be curtilage listed. Development of the site is
likely to affect the setting and significance of the hall and potentially
views to and from the grade II* church to the north east. While some
development on the site is likely to be possible, including conversion of
any historic outbuildings, the scale of what is currently proposed would
be excessive and harmful.

Historic Environment RAG

Assessment 2021

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2026

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2026

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2025

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2025

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2023

Evidence for medieval and post medieval land use is recorded in the
vicinity.

Archaeology RAG
Assessment 2021

Archaeology Officer
Comment 2021

Accessibility RAG
Assessment

Red

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

The proposed site is unacceptable as the existing highway layout
precludes a safe form of access

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021




Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Red

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

The site is remote from existing Non-Motorised User and passenger
transport infrastructure and there is little or no scope to address this.
The site will potentially impact on local links and junctions.

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

The site is capable of being developed to provide healthy internal and
external environments in regard to noise / vibration/ odour/ Light
Pollution after careful site layout, design and mitigation. The site could
be affected by adjacent mixed use development. Detailed site specific
assessments will be required for any future planning applications at this
location.

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025




AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

Overall Suitability Score

Red

Further constraints

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 1 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 2 (%
overlap)

100.00

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 3 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Grade 4 (%
overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Non
Agricultural (% overlap)

Agricultural Land
Classification Urban (%
overlap)

Source Protection Zone (%
overlap)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

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 68
prevailing density

Estimated employment 16700
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 West Wratting Estate

Site information -

Site ID 115959

HELAA Site ID 56213

Suitable Site Area (ha) 9.87

Ward/Parish Balsham

Greenfield or Previously |Greenfield and Previously Developed Land
Developed?

Category of site Dispersal: Villages

Category of settlement Within or adjacent to Infill Village

Current use(s)

Proposed development Mixed Use

Proposed employment 4,650-9,290
floorspace (m2)

Proposed residential 135
capacity

Suitability -

Adopted Development Amber
Plan Policies RAG 2026




Adopted Development
Plan Policies Comment
2026

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

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2026

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2026

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2025

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2025

Flood Zone: Wholly in Flood Zone 1. Surface Water Flooding: 6% lies in a
1in 30 year event. 2% liesin a 1in 100 year event. 7% lies in a 1 in 1000
year event

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2023

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2023

Flood Risk RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Flood Risk Officer
Comment 2021

The site 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

Site 1 - A mixed use development would have a limited impact upon the
local settlement character and views subject to landscape mitigation
measures. Site 2 - Development would have a limited impact to the local
settlement character and views subject to landscape mitigation
measures. Site 3 - Subject to access, development would have a limited
impact to the local settlement character and views subject to landscape
mitigation measures. Site 4 - Development would have a limited impact
to the local settlement character and views subject to landscape
mitigation measures. Site 5 - Development upon this site would have a
significant adverse impact to the local landscape character. Even with a
reduction in development the harm would still be significantly adverse,
incongruous and unacceptable.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2026




Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2026

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2025

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2023

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Officer
Comments 2021

All new housing developments will require assessment of increased
visitor pressure on nearby Ancient Woodlands and SSSlIs. There are
potential priority habitats within the site; including grassland and
woodland that are likely to have ecological value. Applications may find
provision of a 10% net gain in biodiversity difficult within their redline
boundaries and may need to find off-site compensation to comply with
up-coming National legislation and developing local policies.

Biodiversity and
Geodiversity Guideline
Comments 2021

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

Policy RAG Rating 2026

Policy Officer Comment
2026

Policy RAG Rating 2025

Policy Officer Comment
2025

Policy RAG Rating 2023

Policy Officer Comment
2023

Policy RAG Rating 2021

Green

Policy Officer Comments
2021

Sites are not on a protected open space designation.

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2026

Historic Environment
Comments 2026

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2025




Historic Environment
Comments 2025

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2023

Historic Environment
Comments 2023

Historic Environment RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Historic Environment
Comments 2021

The site is close to listed buildings and walls at West Wratting Park. Any
loss of trees and hedges, or ‘urbanization’ of the highway could have a
negative impact on setting of these listed buildings; however, 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 Earthworks relating to the medieval occupation of the site are recorded
Comment 2021 in the area.

Accessibility RAG Red

Assessment

Accessibility Comment

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

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2026

Site Access Officer
Comment 2026

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2025

Site Access Officer
Comment 2025

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2023

Site Access Officer
Comment 2023

Site Access RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Site Access Officer
Comment 2021

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

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2026




Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2026

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2025

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2025

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2023

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2023

Transport and Roads RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Transport and Roads
Guideline Comments 2021

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

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2026

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2025

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2023

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Noise, Vibration, Odour
and Light Pollution
Guideline Comments 2021

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

AQMA RAG Assessment
2026

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2026

AQMA RAG Assessment
2025

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2025

AQMA RAG Assessment
2023

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2023




AQMA RAG Assessment
2021

Green

Air Quality Officer
Comment 2021

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

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2026

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2026

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2025

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2025

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2023

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2023

Contaminated Land RAG
Assessment 2021

Amber

Contaminated Land
Officer Comments 2021

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)

100.00

Highways England Zones

A11

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 207
prevailing density

Estimated employment 4,650-9,290
space (m2)

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

Development completion |0-5 Years

timescales (years)




