PLANNI NG REF . 260695
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 36 Loxwood
. 36 | oxwood Loxwood, Earley, Reading, Berkshire

. RG 5Qz
SUBM TTED BY . M Safdar hussain
DATE SUBM TTED . 15/ 04/ 2026

COWENTS:

Wth regards to shadi ng of windows to no.65 and coments nade with
concerns raised in relation to potential overshadow ng and shadi ng
i npacts arising fromthe proposed rear dorner.

Positi on and Nature of the Dorner

The proposed dorner is Located entirely on the rear roof slope of
the host dwelling

Posi ti oned behind the principal rear wall elevation

Set below the ridge |ine and designed in accordance with standard
residential roof extensions. Inportantly, the dorner does not

proj ect beyond the vertical plane of the existing rear wall at
ground or first floor |evel

Assessnent of Overshadowi ng and Shading - From a pl anni ng and
techni cal perspective:

Overshadowi ng typically arises frombulk at |ower levels (e.g.
extensions projecting fromthe rear wall)

The proposed dorner is a high-level roof addition, which does not
materially increase the building footprint or depth

The dorner does not introduce any additional nassing at the |eve
where sunlight is nost affected

Any increnental change occurs well above the nain zone of |ight
penetration to nei ghbouri ng wi ndows and gar dens

Dayl i ght & Sunlight Principles

Inline with the principles set out in the BRE GQuidelines - Site
Layout Planning for Daylight and Sunlight, The key tests (i ncluding
the 45-degree rule) are applied from nei ghbouring wi ndows to assess
i mpact

As the proposal does not extend beyond the rear wall, it would not
breach the 45-degree |ine when assessed in plan or elevation
therefore There is no material |oss of daylight or sunlight to No.
65

The proposal renmains fully conpliant with recognised anenity
st andar ds

The rel ationship between the properties is typical of suburban

resi dential devel opnent, where the Rear dornmers are a comon and

wel | -establ i shed form of devel opnent

The separation and positioning ensure no unacceptabl e overbearing or
over shadowi ng effect Furthernore the dorner's el evated position
means it does not obstruct direct sunlight paths in any neani ngfu
way The primary source of light to No. 65 remains unaffected

The concerns rai sed regardi ng shadi ng and overshadow ng are
respectfully not substantiated in planning or technical terns.

The proposed rear dorner |Is |located behind the rear wall
Does not increase the building's footprint or depth
Does not breach recogni sed daylight/sunlight assessnent standards



WIl not result in any material loss of light or anenity to No. 65

Accordingly, the proposal is considered to be fully conpliant with
| ocal and national planning policy relating to residential anmenity,
and the objection should not be given determ native weight.

It is also noted that sinmilar rear dorner extensions are preval ent
within the surrounding area, establishing a clear precedent that
such forns of devel opnent do not give rise to unacceptable anenity
i mpacts.



