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Summary 
 

1. This report feeds back on the comments received on the First Consultation 
(Issues and Options) Theme 2: Character and Heritage. 

Recommendations 
 

2. That members note 

a) the consultation responses and the Forum’s views 

b) potential actions to address issues 

c) that no final recommendations will be made until all comments have been 
considered (consultation ends 21 April 2021) 

 
3. That members, if desired, provide any feedback e.g. for officers to consider 

later when making final recommendations, or for Forum members’ reference 

Financial Implications 
 

4. None at this stage 
 
Background Papers 

 
5. The following papers were referred to by the author in the preparation of this 

report and are available for inspection from the author of the report. 
 

None 
 

Impact  
 

6.        

Communication/Consultation Consultation is ongoing 

Community Safety n/a 

Equalities Forthcoming policies will be subject to an 



equalities and Health Impact Assessment 

Health and Safety n/a 

Human Rights/Legal 
Implications 

n/a 

Sustainability Forthcoming policies will need to meet the 
sustainability objective of the Council 

Ward-specific impacts All 

Workforce/Workplace n/a 

 
Situation 
 

Background 

7. In preparation to the formal consultation on a draft Local Plan the Council is 
consulting on a series of 9 themes. The starting point for the consultation on 
each theme is the Community Stakeholder Forum whose purpose is to inform, 
start a discussion and generate comment.  

8. The second theme was on the topic of Character and Heritage and was 
discussed by the Community Stakeholder Forum on 25th November.  Noel 
Farrer, Landscape Architect and Chair of the Essex Design Review Panel 
made a presentation to the Forum and then points raised in the presentation 
were discussed.  Noel Farrer’s presentation and a video of the Forum meeting 
are available on the website.   

9. Following the Forum’s meeting, the theme was open for public consultation 
asking the general question of ‘What do you like about the character and 
heritage of Uttlesford, and how would you like to see it protected and 
enhanced whilst providing new sustainable communities?’ People are invited 
to make comments up to the close of the whole consultation on all the themes 
on 21 April. Comments received within the first four weeks are summarised 
and presented back to the Forum for comment and to this working group.  

Summary of consultation responses 

10.  Between the 25 November and 23 December 2020, 27 people responded to 
the theme.   

11.  Appendix 1 is a summary of these comments.  Common themes are shown 
on the infographic adapted from the consultation document.  This is followed 
by a more detailed summary of the comments.   

Community Stakeholder response 

https://www.uttlesford.gov.uk/Consultation-and-the-Community-Stakeholder-Forum


12. Appendix 1 was discussed by the Community Stakeholder Forum on 27 
January 2021.  They were asked if they wished to provide any views on the 
comments and issues raised. 

13. The Forum felt that any development would need to respect heritage assets 
through appropriate materials, style and density and screening if necessary. 
Some heritage assets needed more protection than others. Article 4 directions 
should be considered for some of the Districts Conservation Areas. Policies 
that would protect Landscape character and green spaces within settlements 
that had community value were considered important.  

14. The Forum were concerned with the impact of edge of settlement       
development on the views of and setting of the Districts towns and villages. 

15. The density/ housing mix of new development was also an issue that 
generated comment. Too many new developments – particularly in the villages 
- have large detached houses whereas more affordable smaller properties are 
needed. Higher compact density housing could meet the needs of the younger 
generation for starter homes as well as for older people downsizing.  

16. There was a preference for putting housing near stations to reduce the use of 
the car and utilising brownfield land for new development.  

17. There was support for minimum standards (environmental) with an     
expectation that these would be exceeded. 

18. The responses showed that whilst there is a recognition that the District has to 
accommodate growth its historic character must be protected by appropriate 
mitigation measures. There was support for a dispersed approach to new 
development provided this supported services, but generally new development 
should have convenient access to good public transport and facilities that 
reduce the need to travel by car.   

Officer comments 

19. The heritage and landscape of the District is very important to residents and its 
character should be protected from inappropriate development. The Council 
will have to consider producing policies and guidance for the protection of 
heritage assets and the setting/ significant views of our existing settlements. 
This can be informed by landscape and built form character assessments. 

20. In respect of a development strategy the consultation response indicated 
support for distributing development throughout the District to support facilities. 
The Council will have to consider whether the focus should be to increase the 
size of existing villages and/or market towns providing  access for new 
development to existing services/facilities with the opportunity to improve 
them, or plan for new settlement(s) which have excellent transport links 
providing new services/facilities. Alternatively, a combination of the two 
approaches may be considered. In developing a strategy, it will be necessary 
to look at what is needed to support existing communities, the benefits of 



development and impacts on character and heritage. Theme 9 of this 
consultation will consider this further.  

21. There was support for higher densities provided this did not adversely impact 
on the character of existing settlements. The Council could look to examine 
the implications of higher density developments with a view to developing 
policies and guidance on density for different types of sites and the 
compatibility with surrounding character. 

22. Regarding standardisation, materials, and style, to support a more contextual 
approach to development and set standards the Council could include some 
policy and guidance in the form of SPD for developments. The Council should 
also keep an eye on proposals emerging from government around design 
codes. 

23. The requirement for additional infrastructure to reduce was car movements 
was highlighted. This issue was covered in Theme 4. 

What happens next 

24. The consultation on this theme remains open until 21 April 2021.  

25. Officers and the Forum will consider any feedback made by members at this 
meeting.  Final recommendations, taking into account all comments on all 
themes will be prepared after the close of consultation in April.  The Council 
will use the comments to determine its vision, strategy, policies and prepare 
the draft Local Plan.  

26. Early comments made on Theme 3: Climate change will be presented to the 
next meeting of the Working Group. 

Risk Analysis 
 

27.  

Risk Likelihood Impact Mitigating actions 

Insufficient regard 
is given to the 
comments 
received on the 
consultation 

1 Little Could lead to 
unsound plan. 

Members and officers 
to carefully consider 
results of consultation, 
and clearly explain 
reasons for decisions 
made.   

 
1 = Little or no risk or impact 
2 = Some risk or impact – action may be necessary. 
3 = Significant risk or impact – action required 
4 = Near certainty of risk occurring, catastrophic effect or failure of project. 

 


