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The councillors have asked that the following comments are made on behalf of Savernake Parish 
Council on the draft Neighbourhood Plan. 
 

 It was felt that although parking has been considered within MANP, insufficient weight had 

been put on this, and that taking into account that investment in a multi-storey car park is 

unlikely, and space limitations, more lateral thinking should be applied, for instance the use 

of a shuttle bus from underutilised parking areas such as private business parking spaces 

at the Marlborough Business Park and St Johns School at the weekend, or on Marlborough 

Common during the week would help to relieve pressure on the existing car parking 

spaces. The plan aims to promote tourism but without parking spaces this will not happen. 

 
 

 It was also felt that insufficient consideration has been given to youth activities, facilities 

especially sports pitches, the current housing development and the proposed housing will 

increase the number of young people in the town and it is important that provision for this is 

made. 

 
 

 The Parish Council welcomed the policy to encourage the creation of footpaths and 

cycleways but felt that the plan should identify routes which can be created and upgraded, 

in particular improved foot and cycle ways to link the town with Savernake Forest, and 

believe that it should be a condition of planning consent that such identified routes are 

created and improved. 

 
 

 With regard to the additional housing at Marlberg Grange, if this is to go ahead, the amount 

of vehicular traffic at peak times will increase substantially so a condition of planning 

permission there should be an independent survey of traffic flows within Marlborough and a 

scheme should be implemented to enable traffic travelling north on the A346 to have 

improved rights of way over the westbound A4, to reduce the build-up of traffic on the 

A346. 

 
 

 It should be clearly stated that the affordable housing generated from the proposed new 

housing should only be allocated to those living within the MANP Area, or those closely 

related to existing long term residents within the MANP area. 

 
 

 Where new development is permitted there should be dedicated parking for at least two 

cars wherever possible as well as visitor parking areas, and electric charging points 

provided. In a rural area there is a much higher likelihood of a household requiring more 

than one vehicle. 

 
 
 



 
 

 Electric Charging points and priority parking for electric cars should be provided in the town 

car parks and on the High Street. 

 

 In the event that the Elcot Lane proposal goes ahead, additional parking should be created 

to deal with the existing problems in White Horse Road, and consideration given to an 

additional access off Barnfield, Elcot Lane or Chopping Knife Lane. 

 

 The PC expressed concern about the accuracy / justification of the forecasting of the 

demand for affordable housing as this links directly into the proposed housing numbers. 

This needs to be explained much more clearly, in particularly the differences between the 

two reports. 

 


