
Appendix:
CSET Consultation Response of Uttlesford District Council

Please note: The formatting of this document reflects the fact that the consultation response 
was submitted using an online questionnaire.

1. I am responding on behalf of a group 
or business, or as an elected 
representative (Uttlesford District 
Council)

2. Don’t know

3. No opinion

4. See answer to Q10

5. –

6. Site A – No opinion
Site B – No opinion
Site C – No opinion

7. Purple route – No opinion
Pink route – No opinion
Brown route – No opinion
Black route – No opinion
Blue route – No opinion



8. Whichever option is selected, the 
potential for linkages with the 
proposed North Uttlesford Garden 
Community should be maximised.

While the Council does not have a 
preferred option for the route and 
travel hub, it supports the overall 
project due to its potential to improve 
sustainable transport connections 
between local communities and 
employment centres. This potential 
extends beyond the county 
boundary, and maximising the ability 
to attract people onto sustainable 
modes of transport further out from 
Cambridge is likely to have 
significant positive impacts on 
congestion and people’s lives.

9. –

10. A study of mass transit and active 
travel options is due to be 
commissioned by Uttlesford District 
Council, aimed at exploring 
opportunities to integrate North 
Uttlesford Garden Community with 
nearby settlements, science parks 
(including Granta Park and 
Babraham Research Campus) and 
emerging transport projects such as 
CSET and CAM. The Greater 
Cambridge Partnership has been 
invited to engage with this study, 
and the Council would suggest that 
all opportunities to ensure co-
ordination between the two projects 
should be taken.

The need for co-ordination could 
intensify depending on the contents 
of the Uttlesford Local Plan 
Inspectors’ report, which is expected 
in the coming days.

This response has been submitted 
by UDC officers. The Council 
reserves the right to update its 
position following a meeting of its 
Planning Policy Working Group on 5 
November 2019.



11. Other

12. Not Applicable

13. Other

14. –

15. Prefer not to say

16. Other

17. Prefer not to say

18. Other


