
South Marston Parish Council 

 

Comments on the Swindon Local Plan –Public Consultation 

 

1. Page 35, Policy SD2 Table 1 and Policy NC3.   Dwelling numbers for South 

Marston should be Greenfield: 570 (to include 70 in smaller infill 

developments) and Brownfield: about 150. 

 

2. Page 44, Section 3.38.  Please provide clarity on how the necessary 

infrastructure and mitigation schemes will be delivered. 

 

3. Page 73, Policy EC5, bullet 5.  Any farm diversification should also take into 

account the impact on wider traffic patterns and the impact on surrounding 

settlements.  The current provisions in this policy are too narrow. 

 

4. Page 83, Policy HA3.  Clarification of this policy is required.  Does this mean 

that Wheelchair Accessible Housing is required for the whole of the strategic 

development even when the development constitutes a number of piecemeal 

developments of less than 50 dwellings each.  If not, then it is possible that a 

large total development may have no wheelchair accessible housing. 

 

5. Page 114, Policy IN3 (b).  This policy should also include the provision of 

superfast broadband for existing residents.  Planning applications should be 

required to assess superfast broadband provision. 

 

6. Page 115, Section 4.246.  There needs to be a clear, positive policy on the 

provision of high speed internet connections, as suggested below: 

 

New development should demonstrate how it will contribute to and be 

compatible with local fibre or internet connectivity. This could be 

through a ‘Connectivity Statement’ provided with relevant planning 

applications. Such statements could consider such aspects as; the 

intended land use and the anticipated connectivity requirements of the 

development, known nearby data networks and their anticipated speed 

(fixed copper, 3G, 4G, fibre, satellite, microwave, etc), realistic 

assessments of connection potential or contribution to any such 

networks.  

 

This policy aims to see new development connect to the internet with a 

minimum symmetrical speed of 25Mbps and with realistic future proof 

upgrades available. Where no internet provider is available, as a 

minimum and subject to NPPF 173, suitable ducting that can accept 

fibre should be provided either to: 

 

• the public highway; or  

• a community led local access network; or  

• another location that can be justified through the connectivity 

statement.  

 



Where possible and desirable, additional ducting should be provided 

that also contributes to a local access network for the wider 

community. Costs associated with additional works can be considered 

alongside affordable housing, or any other contributions in a viability 

assessment, submitted to the Council.  

 

Major infrastructure development must provide ducting that is 

available for community owned local access or strategic fibre 

deployment. Such developers are encouraged to have early discussions 

with local broadband groups. 
 

7. Page 116, Policy IN4 (d).  It is recommended that specific separation distances 

for wind turbines are included as follows: 

 

If the height of the wind turbine generator is— 

(a) Greater than 25m, but does not exceed 50m, the minimum 

distance requirement is 1000m; 

(b) Greater than 50m, but does not exceed 100m, the minimum 

distance requirement is 1500m; 

(c) Greater than 100m, but does not exceed 150m, the 

minimum distance requirement is 2000m; 

(d) Greater than 150m, the minimum distance requirement is 

3000m. 

The height of the wind turbine generator is measured from the base of 

the column to the end of the blade tip at its highest point. 

There is no minimum distance requirement if the height of the wind 

turbine generator does not exceed 25m. 

 

8. Page 152, Policy EN7.  The effects of light pollution should also take into 

account the impact and road safety and residents’ amenities.  

 

9. Page 179, Policy NC3 (b), bullet 3, sub-bullet 7.  To avoid coalescence 

between Rowborough and South Marston and taking into account the expected 

high levels of traffic, a second additional link under or across the railway line 

is required. 

 

10. Page 179, Policy NC3 (b), bullet 3.  It is recommended that a cycle way is 

included parallel to the A420 to establish a safe route for both current and 

future levels of cyclists. 

 

Comment [S1]: Inserted by Stuart – for 
discussion by working group. 


