Table 9B Daylight Impacts to Surrounding Properties (VSC and NSL)

Address

Total No. of No. Windows | Below BRE Guidelines Total No. of No. Rooms that Below BRE Guidelines

Windows that meet BRE Rooms meet the 0.8 times

o 20-29.9% 30-39.9% | >40% Total 20-29.9% 30-39.9% >40%
criteria former value

Reduction | Reduction | Reduction o Reduction Reduction Reduction
criteria

67 Hawks Road
65 Hawks Road
69-69a Hawks Road
71 Hawks Road
73 Hawks Road
75 Hawks Road
77 Hawks Road
79 Hawks Road
81 Hawks Road
83 Hawks Road
89 Hawks Road
87 Hawks Road
85 Hawks Road
93 Hawks Road
91 Hawks Road
Pyramid Court 99 Hawks Road
3 Portman Road
1 Portman Road
40 Piper Road
36 Piper Road
38 Piper Road
32 Piper Road
34 Piper Road
30 Piper Road
28 Piper Road
22 Piper Road
24 Piper Road
26 Piper Road

5 Portman Road
7 Portman Road
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37 Rowlls Road
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1 Somerset Road

35 Portman Road

37 Portman Road

21 Portman Road

23 Portman Road

9 Portman Road

11 Portman Road

21 Piper Road

19 Piper Road

37 Cambridge Road

35 Cambridge Road
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60 Vincent Road

20 Vincent Road

18 Vincent Road

16 Vincent Road

14 Vincent Road

12 Vincent Road

10 Vincent Road

8 Vincent Road

6 Vincent Road

4 Vincent Road

2 Vincent Road

22 Vincent Road

24 Vincent Road

26 Vincent Road

28 Vincent Road

30 Vincent Road

32 Vincent Road
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The Lodge 42 Cambridge Road
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136 Gloucester Road

11

134 Gloucester Road
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59 Cambridge Road

57 Cambridge Road

63 Cambridge Road
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61 Cambridge Road

48 Vincent Road

34 Vincent Road

52 Vincent Road

50 Vincent Road

46 Vincent Road

44 Vincent Road

42 Vincent Road

40 Vincent Road

38 Vincent Road

36 Vincent Road

33 Cambridge Road

31 Cambridge Road

29 Cambridge Road

27 Cambridge Road
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Vibe Student Living 66-70 Cambridge Road
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Cascadia House Cambridge Road
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140 Cambridge Road

138 Cambridge Road

136 Cambridge Road

134 Cambridge Road

142 Cambridge Road

144 Cambridge Road

146 Cambridge Road

148 Cambridge Road

W W W IN W W NN

OO/l |0 | O |O

oO|lojlojojlojlo|jo|o |o©

W I WININW W NN

W W W I N W W NN

NINITWININININ|N

Ojl0ojlojlojlojo|lo|o|®

N INIWINININN |-

N ITNTWININININN

2 Hampden Road
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54 Vincent Road

56 Vincent Road

58 Vincent Road

62 Vincent Road

64 Vincent Road

66 Vincent Road

13 Portman Road

17 Portman Road

25 Portman Road

33 Portman Road

15 Portman Road
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19 Portman Road

27 Portman Road

31 Portman Road

29 Portman Road

43 Portman Road

41 Portman Road

45 Portman Road

47 Portman Road

39 Portman Road

2 Somerset Road

3 Somerset Road

4 Somerset Road

29 Rowlls Road

31 Rowlls Road

30 Rowlls Road

28 Rowlls Road

26 Rowlls Road

24 Rowlls Road

22 Rowlls Road

20 Rowlls Road

33 Rowlls Road

63 Cambridge Grove Road

65 Cambridge Grove Road

67 Cambridge Grove Road

69 Cambridge Grove Road

71 Cambridge Grove Road

73 Cambridge Grove Road

75 Cambridge Grove Road

77 Cambridge Grove Road

79 Cambridge Grove Road

81 Cambridge Grove Road

83 Cambridge Grove Road

17 Piper Road
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27a Piper Road 5 1 0 3 1 4 4 1 0 2 1 3
87 Bonner Hill Road 5 4 0 0 1 1 4 3 1 0 0 1
85 Bonner Hill Road 4 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 0
89 Bonner Hill Road 7 4 2 0 1 3 3 3 0 0 0 0
15 Piper Road 10 6 0 0 4 4 7 4 0 1 2 3
33 Hampden Road 10 9 1 0 0 1 6 6 0 0 0 0
22 Hampden Road 7 7 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 0 0
141 Bonner Hill Road 12 10 2 0 0 2 12 4 6 2 0 8
23 Piper Road 2 0 0 0 2 2 2 0 0 1 1 2
Total 1812 909 207 20 606 903 1314 780 59 52 423 534




Daylight Effect to Surrounding Properties
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79 Hawks Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, one of the two (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

81 Hawks Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

Pyramid Court 99 Hawks Road

A total of 33 windows serving 25 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.
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For VSC, 13 of the 33 (39.4%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 20 affected windows, 12 would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and four would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining four windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the 20 windows which experience an effect, 15 would retain VSC levels in excess
of 15% which is considered acceptable by the GLA for an area of regeneration and
increased density. The remaining five windows are all located behind or beneath
external balconies which inherently limits daylight availability. The effect of these
balconies can be seen in the existing VSC levels which are lower than all other

windows in this property.

For NSL, 24 of the 25 (96%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, in consideration of the majority of rooms meeting the BRE criteria for NSL,
and the majority of windows retaining acceptable levels of VSC, the daylight effect to
this building is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

3 Portman Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, three of the four (75%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

40 Piper Road

A total of three windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, one of the three (33.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

30 Piper Road

A total of five windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the five (40%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.
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Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

28 Piper Road

A total of five windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the five (40%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

22 Piper Road

A total of five windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the five (40%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).
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24 Piper Road

A total of five windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the five (40%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

26 Piper Road

A total of five windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the five (40%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

7 Portman Road
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A total of three windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, all three rooms assessed would see losses greater than recommended by
BRE.

Of the three affected rooms, two would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

Two of the three rooms would retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable given the nature of the Development. The remaining room falls just below
this threshold of 49.5%. The room serves a dining room and is located between two
flank elevations of the extensions of 7 and 9 Portman Road and therefore see the sky

visibility limited by the massing either side.

Overall, owing to all windows meeting the BRE criteria for VSC, the minor adverse
NSL effect to the majority of the rooms and the existing built environment of flank
elevations the daylight effect to this building is considered Minor Adverse (not

significant).

37 Rowlls Road

A total of 11 windows serving 10 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, four of the 11 (36.4%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the seven affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst five would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

Six of the seven affected windows will retain VSC levels in excess of 17% which is
considered acceptable given the nature of the Development. The one remaining

window will retain 14.6% which is marginally below a mid-teens VSC.
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For NSL, three of the 10 (30%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the seven affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst six would experience an
alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect. One of the
affected rooms will retain in excess of 60% which is considered acceptable given the

regeneration of the area. The remaining windows will retain below 50% NSL.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in both VSC and NSL, and retained VSC
levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse

(significant).

1 Somerset Road

A total of nine windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, six of the nine (66.7%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the three affected windows will retain VSC levels in excess of 17% which is
considered acceptable given the nature of the Development. The one remaining

window will retain 14.6% which is marginally below a mid-teens VSC.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, owing to all rooms meeting the BRE criteria for NSL, the majority of windows
meeting the BRE criteria for VSC and given the retained VSC levels to the affected
windows, the daylight effect to this building is considered Minor Adverse (not

significant).

35 Portman Road
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A total of nine windows serving six rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, three of the nine (33.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the six affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, one of the six (16.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the five affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One of the affected rooms will retain in excess of 50% NSL, which is considered
acceptable given the regeneration of the area. One room is below 50% NSL in the
existing baseline and therefore any massing coming forward in the Development will
not meet guidelines. The remaining rooms will retain below 50%.

Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to

the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

37 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all four rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the four affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the four rooms are located between flank elevations of the rear extensions of
37 and 35 Portman road therefore the sky visibility is limited by the massing either
side. One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable given the proposed regeneration and increased density of the area. The

remaining rooms will retain less than 50% NSL.

Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to
the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

21 Portman Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all five windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the five affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all four rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the four rooms are located between flank elevations of the rear extensions of
19 and 21 Portman road therefore the sky visibility is limited by the massing either
side. One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable given the proposed regeneration and increased density of the area. The

remaining rooms will retain less than 50% NSL.

Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to
the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).
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23 Portman Road

A total of six windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the six (33.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the four affected windows, three would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

Three of the affected windows will retain in excess of 18% VSC which is considered
acceptable given the increased density and regeneration of the local area. The
remaining window is located between flank elevations of the extensions at 23 and 25

Portman Road which limits access to daylight.

For NSL, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable given the regeneration and increased density of the area. The remaining

rooms will retain less than 50% NSL.
Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to

the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

9 Portman Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, three of the five (60%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

One room on the ground floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable given the regeneration and increased density of the area. The remaining

rooms will retain less than 50% NSL.
Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to

the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

11 Portman Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the five (40%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all four rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst three would experience

an alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered

acceptable given the regeneration and increased density of the area. Two of the
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remaining rooms will retain NSL of 48% and 49% which just below a retained NSL of

50%. The remaining rooms will retain less than 50% NSL.

Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to
the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

21 Piper Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both windows overlook an existing vacant area of the Site and therefore have
uncharacteristically high levels of daylight for an area of increased density. With the
proposed massing of the Development in place, both will retain VSC levels in excess
of 16% which is considered acceptable given the proposed regeneration of the area

and increase in density required for the borough.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room will retain NSL in excess of 50% which is considered acceptable for an area

of regeneration and increased density. The remaining room retains 44% NSL.
Overall, whilst the retained VSC levels in this property are considered acceptable,

owing to the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight

effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

19 Piper Road
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A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

All windows overlook an existing vacant area of the Site and therefore have
uncharacteristically high levels of daylight for an area of increased density. With the
proposed massing of the Development in place, two windows will retain VSC levels in
excess of 19% which is considered acceptable given the proposed regeneration of the
area and increase in density required for the borough. The remaining window retains
14.6% VSC.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room will retain NSL in excess of 50% which is considered acceptable for an area

of regeneration and increased density. The remaining room retains 45% NSL.
Overall, whilst the retained VSC levels in this property are considered reasonable,

owing to the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight

effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

37 Cambridge Road

A total of two windows serving one room were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.
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For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

35 Cambridge Road

A total of two windows serving one room were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

61 Cambridge Grove Road

A total of 18 windows serving 11 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, all 18 windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the 18 affected windows, three would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and one would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 14 windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the windows which are affected, four will retain VSC levels in excess of 16% which
is considered acceptable for an area of proposed regeneration and increased density.

The remaining windows will retain levels below 15% VSC.
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For NSL, three of the 11 (27.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the eight affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and one would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining six rooms would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is
considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room will retain in excess of 75% NSL which is considered acceptable given the
proposed regeneration of the area and increase in density. The remaining rooms will

retain less than 50% NSL.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

60 Vincent Road

A total of six windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all six windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the six affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

20 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.
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For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both windows will retain in excess of 15% VSC which is considered acceptable for an

area of regeneration and increase density.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both rooms will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered acceptable given the

proposed regeneration of the area and increase in density.
Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retain

levels of daylight, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate

Adverse (significant).

18 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both windows will retain in excess of 15% VSC which is considered acceptable for an

area of proposed regeneration and increase density.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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Both rooms will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered acceptable given the

proposed regeneration of the area and increase in density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retain
levels of daylight, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate
Adverse (significant).

16 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One window will retain in excess of 15% VSC, which is considered acceptable for an
area of proposed regeneration and increased density. The remaining window will
retain 14.9% which is marginally below 15%.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both rooms retain NSL of 49% which is marginally below a 50% NSL which is

considered acceptable for an area of proposed regeneration and increased density.
Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retain

levels of daylight, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate to

Major Adverse (significant).

14 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.
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For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both rooms retain NSL of 49% which is marginally below a 50% NSL which is

considered acceptable for an area of proposed regeneration and increased density.
Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retain

levels of daylight, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate to

Major Adverse (significant).

12 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

10 Vincent Road



9.192

9.193

9.194

9.195

9.196

9.197

9.198

9.199

9.200

9.201

9.202

9.203

9.204

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

8 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

6 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.
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For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

4 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to
this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

2 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

22 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One window will retain in excess of 15% VSC, which is considered acceptable for an

area of proposed regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room will retain in excess of 60% NSL which is considered acceptable given the

proposed regeneration of the area and increase in density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retain
levels of daylight, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate to
Major Adverse (significant).
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24 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

26 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

28 Vincent Road
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A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

30 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

32 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.
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For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

The Lodge 42 Cambridge Road

A total of 11 windows serving six rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, seven of the 11 (63.6%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
Of the four affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

All windows which experience an effect will retain in excess of 19% VSC which is

considered acceptable for an area of proposed regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

Cambridge Gardens
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building.

For VSC, 466 of the 652 (71.5%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 186 affected windows, 80 would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and 38 would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 68 windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the windows which experience an effect, 40 will retain in excess of 15% VSC,
which is considered acceptable given the proposed regeneration of the area and
increase in density. A further 8 windows will retain between 14.3%-14.9% VSC which

is marginally below 15%.

Due to the existing architecture of the building, a significant number of windows are
located underneath overhanging balconies which serve to limit access to daylight.
Due to this, 107 of the windows which experience an effect, have baseline VSC levels
below 15% and therefore any massing coming forward will result in a disproportionate

percentage loss in VSC.

For NSL, 457 of the 529 (86.4%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 72 affected rooms, 24 would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and 21 would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 27 rooms would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the rooms which experience an adverse effect, 50 will retain in excess 50% NSL
which is considered acceptable given the proposed regeneration of the area and
increased density. 14 of the remaining 8 rooms will retain between 40-49% NSL which

is marginally below this mark. The remaining rooms will retain less than 40% NSL.
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Overall, whilst a number of windows and rooms will experience major adverse effects,
the majority of windows and rooms in the property will meet the BRE criteria for VSC
and NSL and the retained levels are reasonable given the existing architecture of the
building with overhanging balconies which serve to limit access to daylight. Therefore,

the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

134 Gloucester Road

A total of 15 windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, 14 of the 15 (93.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-29.9%

which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

57 Cambridge Road

A total of eight windows serving six rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, five of the six (83.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.
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Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

48 Vincent Road

A total of five windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all five windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
Of the five affected windows, one would experience an alteration in VSC between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst four would experience

an alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Three of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to

serve a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, one of the three (33.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

34 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.
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For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

52 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, all three rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

50 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

46 Vincent Road

A total of five windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all five windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the five affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Three of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to

serve a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, one of the three (33.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

44 Vincent Road
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A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

42 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, one of the three (33.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

40 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

38 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

36 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry door and are therefore likely to serve

a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

27, 29, 31 and 31 Cambridge Road

There are four properties assessed in this row of terraced housing.

A total of 10 windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the 10 (20%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the eight affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to these properties is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse

(not significant).

Vibe Student Living 66-70 Cambridge Road

This property serves as student accommodation and the BRE states that habitable
residential properties should be the primary consideration for assessment. However,
the BRE also states that if a property has a reasonable expectation of daylight this
too should be assessed. GIA have assessed this property as part of the chapter,
however, given the transient nature of use of the rooms in this property, it is
considered a lower sensitivity in terms of daylight. Any affected room or window
should be weighed against whether the change in daylight to the occupants would be

noticeable to cause a significant affect.

A total of 253 windows serving 215 rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, 26 of the 253 (10.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 227 affected windows, nine would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and 12 would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 206 windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the 227 affected windows, 32 have existing VSC levels below 15% therefore any
massing in the Development would result in a disproportionate percentage alteration.
These windows are primarily located in the courtyard of the building, therefore access

to light is limited by the flank elevations which surround the courtyard.
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49 of the 227 affected windows will retain a VSC level in excess of 15%, which is
considered acceptable for an area in which increased density and regeneration is

planned.

For NSL, 42 of the 215 (19.5%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 173 affected rooms, three would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and five would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 165 rooms would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

17 of the 173 affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned increased density and regeneration.

Overall, this property is in close proximity to a large section of proposed massing
which will result in large percentage alterations. The rooms and windows in the
property are likely to serve student bedrooms which is arguable whether there is
sensitivity to the occupants given the transient nature of the occupants. However,
owing to the magnitude of these alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to
this property is considered Major Adverse (significant). However, should it be
considered by RBKuUT not to consider the student accommodation as a habitable
building, the property would then not be relevant for assessment as part of this

chapter.

Cascadia House Cambridge Road

A total of 87 windows serving 35 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, 20 of the 87 (23%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 67 affected windows, three would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst 64 would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.
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15 of the 67 affected windows have existing VSC levels below 15%, 14 of these
windows are in single figures for VSC therefore any massing will create a
disproportionate percentage change. These windows are all located on the ground
floor and face the existing partition wall between Cascadia House and the Site, it is

not clear whether these serve habitable spaces or not.

One of the affected windows will retain a VSC of 18%, which is considered acceptable

for an area of planned increased density and regeneration.

For NSL, eight of the 35 (22.9%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
Of the 27 affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst 26 would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Three of the 27 affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned increased density and regeneration.
Overall, this property is in close proximity to a large section of proposed massing in
the Development which will result in large percentage alterations. Owing to the

magnitude of these alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to this property is

considered Major Adverse (significant).

140 Cambridge Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both windows would retain between 13.7% and 14.2% VSC which is marginally below

an acceptable level for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable for an area of regeneration and planned increased density. The remaining
room is on the ground floor and retains 42.9% NSL, this room is flanked on either
side by rear extensions 138 and 142 Cambridge Road, there is a potential that this
room serves the commercial element of this property and therefore would not be

relevant for daylight assessment.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the
reasonable retained levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered

Moderate Adverse (significant).

138 Cambridge Road

A total of one window serving one room was assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, the window assessed sees a loss greater than recommended by BRE and
would experience an alteration in VSC greater than 40% which is considered a Major

Adverse effect.

This first-floor window will retain 13.3% which is marginally below an acceptable level

for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, the room assessed sees a loss greater than recommended by BRE and would
experience an alteration in NSL greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse

effect.

The room will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered acceptable for an area

of planner regeneration and increased density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the
reasonable retained levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered

Moderate Adverse (significant).
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136 Cambridge Road

A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining
room is on the ground floor and retains 40% NSL. This room is flanked on one side
by rear extensions 138 Cambridge Road, there is a potential that this room serves the
commercial element of this property and therefore would not be relevant for daylight

assessment.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse (significant).

134 Cambridge Road

A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater

than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

142 Cambridge Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse (significant).

144 Cambridge Road

A total of three windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, one would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.
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Of the effected windows, one will retain 15% VSC which is considered acceptable
given the planned regeneration and increased density for the area. The two remaining
windows retain 13% VSC which is marginally below this. One of these windows is

located between flank walls of the extensions of 144 and 142 Cambridge Road.

For NSL, all three rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the three effected rooms will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered

acceptable for an area of regeneration and planned increase in density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse (significant).

146 Cambridge Road

A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the effected windows, one will retain 15% VSC which is considered acceptable
given the planned regeneration and increased density for the area. The two remaining

windows retain 13.5% and 14.8% VSC which is marginally below this.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the ground floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining

room will retain 47% which is marginally below 50%.
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Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retained
daylight levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse
(significant).

148 Cambridge Road

A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the effected windows, one will retain 15% VSC which is considered acceptable
given the planned regeneration and increased density for the area. The two remaining

windows retain 13.5% and 14.7% VSC which is marginally below this.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining

room will retain 42%.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retained
daylight levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse
(significant).

2 Hampden Road

A total of 104 windows serving 60 rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.
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For VSC, 21 of the 104 (20.2%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 83 affected windows, four would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and 12 would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 67 windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the 83 affected windows, 36 serve bedrooms which are considered a lower

sensitivity in terms of daylight.

43 of the 83 affect rooms will retain a VSC level in excess of 15%, which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. Due to the
existing architecture of the building, 15 windows have baseline VSC levels below 15%

and therefore this target is impossible.

For NSL, 11 of the 60 (18.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 49 affected rooms, two would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and four would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining 43 rooms would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

34 of the 49 affected rooms serve bedrooms which are considered a lower sensitivity

in terms of daylight.

Nine of the affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50%, which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to
this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

54 Vincent Road
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A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

56 Vincent Road

A total of four windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all four windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Two of the affected windows are within an entry porch and are therefore likely to

serve a circulation space which is less sensitive in terms of daylight.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to
this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

58 Vincent Road
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One window serving one room was assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, the single window assessed sees losses greater than recommended by BRE.

The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC greater than 40% which

is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, the single room assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL greater than 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

62 Vincent Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Major Adverse (significant).

64 Vincent Road

A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.
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For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One window will retain in excess of 15% VSC, which is considered acceptable for an
area of planned regeneration and increased density, the two remaining windows will
retain in excess of 14% VSC which is marginally below this.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an
alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One room will retain in excess of 50% NSL, which is considered acceptable for an
area of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining room retains 44%
NSL.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retained

daylight levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate to Major

Adverse (significant).

66 Vincent Road

A total of three windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all three windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

All three windows will retain in excess of 16% VSC which is considered acceptable for

an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.
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Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

Both rooms will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered acceptable for an

area of increased density and regeneration.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the retained
daylight levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate Adverse
(significant).

13 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, three of the four (75%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-29.9% which

is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect to this property is considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not

significant).

17 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.



9.496

9.497

9.498

9.499

9.500

9.501

9.502

9.503

9.504

9.505

For NSL, three of the four (75%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-39.9% which is

considered a Moderate Adverse effect.

Overall, given the majority of windows and rooms meeting the BRE criteria for VSC

and NSL, the effect to this property is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

25 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the four (50%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

One room will retain in excess of 70% NSL which is considered acceptable for an area
of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining room serves a dining
room and will retain 40% NSL. The room is located between two flank walls of the

extensions of 25 and 23 Portman Road which is limited access to daylight.
Overall, given the windows will experience minor effects and one room which serves

a dining room experiences the largest effect, the effect to the property as a whole is

considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

33 Portman Road
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A total of three windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, one of the three (33.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, one of the three (33.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

One room retains in excess of 70% NSL. The remaining room is located between the
rear extensions of 31 and 33 Portman Road which limits access to daylight across the
Site.

Overall, given the windows will experience minor effects and one room which is

located between flank walls experiences the largest effect, the effect to the property

as a whole is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

15 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the four (25%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

One room will retain in excess of 65% NSL which is considered acceptable for an area
of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining room serves a dining
room and is located between two flank walls of the extensions of 15 and 13 Portman

Road which is limited access to daylight.

Overall, given the windows will experience minor effects and one room which serves
a dining room experiences the largest effect, the effect to the property as a whole is

considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

19 Portman Road

A total of six windows serving six rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the six (33.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the four affected windows, three would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

Three of the affected windows will retain in excess of 17% VSC which is considered
acceptable given the regeneration and increased density of the local area. The
remaining window is located between flank elevations of the extensions at 19 and 17

Portman Road which limits access to daylight.

For NSL, three of the six (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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One room on the first floor will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable given the planned regeneration and increased density of the area. One
room will retain 49.6% which is marginally below this level. The remaining room will
retain less than 50% NSL.

Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to
the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

27 Portman Road

A total of five windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the five (20%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the four affected windows, three would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

Three of the affected windows will retain in excess of 17% VSC which is considered
acceptable given the planned regeneration and increased density of the local area.
The remaining window serves a dining room and is located between flank elevations

of the extensions at 27 and 29 Portman Road which limits access to daylight.

For NSL, three of the five (60%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both affected rooms will retain in excess of 50% NSL, which is considered acceptable

for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

Overall, given the windows will experience minor effects and the retained NSL levels
are in excess of 50%, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Minor

Adverse (not significant).
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31 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the four (25%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

Of the windows which experience an effect, one window will retain in excess of 23%
VSC which is considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased

density. The two remaining windows will retain below 15% VSC.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

The two affect rooms are located between the flank walls of the rear extensions of

31 and 33 Portman Road which limits access to light from oblique angles.
Overall, whilst the VSC to the windows in this property are minor adverse, owing to

the magnitude of alterations in NSL, and retained NSL levels, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

29 Portman Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the four (25%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

Of the two affected rooms, one will retain in excess of 50% NSL which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. The remaining
room is located on the ground floor and serves a dining room. The room is located

between two flank walls which limit access to daylight from oblique angles.

Overall, given the windows will experience minor effects and the retained NSL levels
are in excess of 50%, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Minor
Adverse (not significant).

43 Portman Road

A total of six windows serving six rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, all windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

For NSL, four of the six (66.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.
Overall, given the majority of windows and rooms meet the BRE criteria for VSC and

NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Minor Adverse (not

significant).

41 Portman Road
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A total of five windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, three of the five (60%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, three of the five (60%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the affected rooms, one bedroom on the first floor will retain in excess of 50%
NSL which is considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased
density. The remaining room serves a dining room on the ground floor. This room will
retain below 50% NSL however, is located between the existing extensions of 41 and

39 Portman Road which limits the access to daylight from oblique angles.
Overall, given the windows will experience minor effects and the majority of rooms

meet the NSL criteria, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Minor

Adverse (not significant).

45 Portman Road

A total of 21 windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, 20 of the 21 (95.2%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-29.9% which

is considered a Minor Adverse effect.
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For NSL, two of the five (40%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
Of the three affected rooms, two would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the affected rooms serve bedrooms which are considered less important for

daylight due to their use. The remaining room serves a kitchen.

Overall, given the good levels of VSC to the windows in this property, the effect to

the property as a whole is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

47 Portman Road

A total of eight windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, five of the eight (62.5%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.
Overall, given the majority of windows meeting the BRE criteria for VSC and all rooms

meeting the BRE criteria for NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered

Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

39 Portman Road

A total of 20 windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, 19 of the 20 (95%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-29.9% which

is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, two of the three (66.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, given the majority of windows and rooms meeting the BRE criteria for VSC
and NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Negligible to Minor

Adverse (not significant).

2, 3 and 4 Somerset Road

Three properties have been assessed within this row of terraced houses. A total of 14

windows serving 8 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, 11 of the 14 (79%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect. One affected window would
experience an alteration in VSC between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate

Adverse effect.

Two of the affected windows will retain in excess of 15% VSC, which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. The one

remaining window

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, given the majority of windows meeting the BRE criteria for VSC and all rooms
meeting the BRE criteria for NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered
Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).
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31 Rowlls Road

A total of six windows serving five rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, four of the six (66.7%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-

29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, four of the five (80%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Overall, given the majority of windows and rooms meeting the BRE criteria for VSC
and NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Negligible to Minor

Adverse (not significant).

63, 65, 67, 69, 71, 73, 75, 77, 79, 81 and 83 Cambridge Grove Road

11 properties have been assessed in this row of terraced housing. A total of 38

windows serving 23 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, two of the five (5%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 36 affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst 34 would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the affected windows, 31 will retain in excess of 15% VSC which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned increased density and regeneration.

For NSL, one of the 23 (4%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the 22 affected rooms, two would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect, the remaining rooms would

experience an alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

Six of the 22 affected rooms retain an NSL in excess of 50% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

Overall, whilst the majority of the windows in these properties retain VSC levels in
excess of 15% VSC, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the
daylight effect to this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse

(significant).

17 Piper Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the four (25%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the three affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 15% which is

considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, all would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One of the affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.
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Overall, whilst the majority of the windows in this property retain VSC levels in excess
of 15% VSC, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect

to this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse (significant).

11 Piper Road

A total of 14 windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, five of the 14 (35.7%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the nine affected windows, one would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and two would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining six windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Four of the nine affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 16% which is

considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

One of the affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 70% which is considered
acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. The two
remaining rooms serve bedrooms which are considered lower sensitivity in terms of

daylight.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to
this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse (significant).

13 Piper Road
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A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, all five windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the five affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and one would experience an
alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect. The
remaining two windows would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Three of the affected windows have baseline VSC levels below 15% therefore any
massing coming forward on the Site will result in disproportionate percentage
alterations. The two remaining windows are on the first floor and understood to serve

bedrooms which are considered less sensitive for daylight.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected rooms, both would experience an alteration in NSL greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both affected rooms are located between the flank walls of the rear extensions of 13

and 15 Piper Road which limits access to daylight from oblique angles.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL, the daylight effect to

this property is considered Moderate to Major Adverse (significant).

27 Piper Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the five (20%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the four affected windows, one would experience an alteration in VSC between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst three would experience

an alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

All of the affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 17%, which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the three affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50% which is

considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.
Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the
acceptable retained VSC levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered
Moderate Adverse (significant).

25 Piper Road

A total of four windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, two of the four (50%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

All of the affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 16%, which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration an increased density.

For NSL, two of the four (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One of the two affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 60% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the
acceptable retained VSC levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered

Moderate Adverse (significant).

27a Piper Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, one of the five (20%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the four affected windows, three would experience an alteration in VSC between
30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience

an alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

All of the affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 17%, which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, two would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

All three of the affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned increased density and regeneration.
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Overall, owing to the magnitude of alterations in VSC and NSL and given the
acceptable retained VSC levels, the daylight effect to this property is considered

Moderate Adverse (significant).

87 Bonner Hill Road

A total of five windows serving four rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, four of the five (80%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC greater than 40% which

is considered a Major Adverse effect.

For NSL, three of the four (75%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected room would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-29.9% which is

considered a Minor Adverse effect.

The affected room will also retain an NSL in excess of 60% which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.
Overall, owing to the majority of rooms and windows meeting the BRE criteria for VSC

and NSL and given the acceptable retained VSC levels, the daylight effect to this

property is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

89 Bonner Hill Road

A total of seven windows serving three rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, four of the seven (57.1%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the three affected windows, two would experience an alteration in VSC between
20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse Effect.

Two of the three affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 25% which is

considered good for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, owing to the majority of rooms and windows meeting the BRE criteria for VSC
and NSL and given the acceptable retained VSC levels, the daylight effect to this

property is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

15 Piper Road

A total of 10 windows serving seven rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, six of the 10 (60%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the four affected windows, all would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Two of the four affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 17% which is
considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.
Three of the four affected windows serve bedrooms, which are considered a lower

sensitivity in terms of daylight.

For NSL, four of the seven (57.1%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the three affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-
39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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One of the three affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 60% which is
considered acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density. All
of the affected rooms serve bedrooms which are considered a lower sensitivity in
terms of daylight.

Overall, the majority of windows and rooms meet the BRE criteria for VSC and NSL.
The majority of the affected windows and all rooms are to bedrooms which are
considered a lower sensitivity in terms of daylight. The remaining window serves a
kitchen but is mitigated by three other windows serving that room. In consideration
of this therefore, the daylight effect to this property is considered Minor Adverse

(not significant).

33 Hampden Road

A total of 10 windows serving six rooms were assessed for daylight within this
building.

For VSC, nine of the 10 (90%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

The affected window would experience an alteration in VSC between 20-29.9% which

is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

For NSL, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered to

experience a Negligible effect.
Overall, given the majority of windows and rooms meeting the BRE criteria for VSC

and NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered Negligible to Minor

Adverse (not significant).

141 Bonner Hill Road

A total of 12 windows serving 12 rooms were assessed for daylight within this building.

For VSC, 10 of the 12 (83.3%) windows assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC between

20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

Both affected windows will retain a VSC in excess of 18%, which is considered

acceptable for an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, four of the 12 (33.3%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and are

therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.
Of the eight affected rooms, six would experience an alteration in NSL between 20-
29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect whilst two would experience an

alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse Effect.

All affected rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 60%, which is considered acceptable

for an area of planned regeneration and increased density and regeneration.
Overall, given the majority of windows meeting the BRE criteria for VSC and the

acceptable level of retained NSL, the effect to the property as a whole is considered

Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

23 Piper Road

A total of two windows serving two rooms were assessed for daylight within this

building.

For VSC, both windows assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected windows, both would experience an alteration in VSC greater than

40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Both windows will retain a VSC in excess of 15%, which is considered acceptable for

an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

For NSL, both rooms assessed see losses greater than recommended by BRE.

Of the two affected rooms, one would experience an alteration in NSL between 30-

39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst one would experience an

alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.



9.689 Both rooms will retain an NSL in excess of 50%, which is considered acceptable for

an area of planned regeneration and increased density.

9.690 Overall, given the acceptable levels of retained for VSC and NSL, the effect to the

property as a whole is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).



Table 9C Sunlight Impacts to Surrounding Properties (APSH and WPSH)

Address Total No. No. Annual PSH Winter PSH
of Rooms Rooms

that meet

1213 Below BRE Guidelines Below BRE Guidelines

critenia 20- 30- >40% 20- 30- >40%

29.9% 39.9% Reduction 29.9% 39.9% Reduction
Reduction Reduction Reduction Reduction

67 Hawks Road 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
65 Hawks Road 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
69-69a Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
71 Hawks Road 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
73 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
75 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
77 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
79 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
81 Hawks Road 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
83 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
89 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
87 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
85 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
93 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
91 Hawks Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pyramic court 99 25 20 0 0 0 0 0 5
3 Portman Road 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 Piper Road 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
36 Piper Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 Piper Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
32 Piper Road 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
34 Piper Road 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 Piper Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
28 Piper Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
22 Piper Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
24 Piper Road 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
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33 Hampden Road 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
23 Piper Road 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
TOTAL 710 437 9 13 209 0 2 224

Sunlight Effect to Surrounding Properties
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Pyramid Court 99 Hawks Road

A total of 25 rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 20 (80%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, 20 of the 25 (80%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining five see

losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

19 Piper Road

A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 1 (50%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, one of the two (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room sees a

loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

This room is located on the ground floor, shaded by existing obstructions, however
would retain 19% APSH, which may be considered commensurate within an area of

proposed regeneration.

For Winter PSH, one of the two (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room sees a

loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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Overall, owing to the retained level of sunlight and existing shading in the baseline

the effect is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

61 Cambridge Grove Road

A total of three rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 2
(66.7%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, two of the three (66.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room

sees a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

This room would retain APSH levels of 24%, which is only marginally below the BRE

Guidelines recommendation.

For Winter PSH, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect is considered Negligible (not significant).

Cambridge Gardens

A total of 291 rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 244
(83.8%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, 247 of the 291 (84.9%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria

and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 44 rooms affected annually, seven would experience an alteration in Annual
PSH between 20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and nine would
experience an alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse
Effect. The remaining 28 rooms would experience an alteration in excess of 40%

which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

The reductions occur mostly occur on ground floor, which inherently receive less

sunlight and with each of the rooms located beneath balconies.
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For Winter PSH, 274 of the 291 (94.2%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining 17 see

losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

136 Gloucester Road

A total of five rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 4 (80%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, four of the five (80%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room sees

a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the retained level of sunlight and existing shading in the baseline

the effect is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

134 Gloucester Road

A total of five rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 3 (60%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, three of the five (60%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining two

see losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the retained level of sunlight and existing shading in the baseline

the effect is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).
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Vibe Student Living 66-70 Cambridge Road

A total of 153 rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 1 (0.7%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, 17 of the 153 (11.1%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria

and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 136 rooms affected annually, one would experience an alteration in Annual
PSH between 20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect and three would
experience an alteration between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse
Effect. The remaining 132 rooms would experience an alteration in excess of 40%

which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the 136 affected rooms, 48 would retain between 15-24% APSH, which may be
considered commensurate within an area of proposed regeneration. Additionally,
owing to the underdeveloped nature of the Site, impacts of this magnitude can be

expected.

For Winter PSH, one of the 153 (0.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining 152 see

losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

Cascadia House Cambridge Road

A total of 33 rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 12
(36.4%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, 15 of the 33 (45.5%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining 18 see

losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Of the 33 affected rooms, 12 would retain 17-23% APSH, which may be considered
commensurate within an area of proposed regeneration. Additionally, the sunlight
availability is limited in the baseline by shading from balconies, with the high baseline

values a function of the underdeveloped nature of the Site.
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For Winter PSH, 15 of the 33 (45.5%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and

are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect.

Of the 18 rooms affected in the winter, two would experience an alteration in Winter
PSH between 30-39.9% which is considered a Moderate Adverse effect whilst 16
would experience an alteration in excess of 40% which is considered a Major Adverse

effect.

Overall, owing to the retained levels of sunlight, the effect is considered Moderate

Adverse (significant).

140 Cambridge Road

A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 1 (50%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, one of the two (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room sees a

loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

138 Cambridge Road

A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 1 (50%)
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, one of the two (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room sees a

loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

142 Cambridge Road

A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which none
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, both rooms assessed see losses greater than 40% which is considered

a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

144 Cambridge Road

A total of three rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which none
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, two of the three (66.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room

sees a loss between 20-29.9% which is considered a Minor Adverse effect.

This room retained 24% APSH which is only marginally below the BRE Guidelines

recommended 25%.

For Winter PSH, all three rooms assessed see losses greater than 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing to the retained levels of sunlight, the effect is considered Negligible

to Minor Adverse (not significant).

146 Cambridge Road
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A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which none
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, both rooms assessed see losses greater than 40% which is considered

a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

148 Cambridge Road

A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which none
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

For Winter PSH, both rooms assessed see losses greater than 40% which is considered

a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

2 Hampden Road

A total of 26 rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 14
(53.8%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, 14 of the 26 (53.8%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining 12 see

losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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The fagade of this building is defined by balconies, which inherently limits sunlight

availability.
For Winter PSH, 14 of the 26 (53.8%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining 12 see

losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, owing the existing shading from balconies in the baseline, the effect is

considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

19 Portman Road

A total of two rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which 1 (50%)

would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.
For Winter PSH, one of the two (50%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room sees a

loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

27 Portman Road

One room was assessed for sunlight within this building.

For Annual PSH, the single room assessed sees a loss between 30-39.9% which is

considered a Moderate Adverse effect.

The affected room is served by a long thin window which has an existing level below

the BRE Guidelines recommendation of 25%.

For Winter PSH, the single room assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so is

considered to experience a Negligible effect.
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Overall, given that sunlight availability is only affected during winter, the effect is

considered Negligible to Minor Adverse (not significant).

63 to79 (odds) Cambridge Grove Road

Nine terraced buildings have been assessed. A total of 19 rooms were assessed for
sunlight within these buildings of which nine (47.4%) would meet the BRE's criteria
for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, nine (47.4%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and is
therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining 10 rooms see

a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

Each of the rooms would retain between 23-24% APSH, which is only marginally below

the BRE Guidelines recommendation of 25%.

For Winter PSH, both rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, owing to the retained sunlight levels, the effect is considered Negligible to

Minor Adverse (not significant).

17 Piper Road

A total of four rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which three
(75%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, three of the four (75%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room

sees a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

This room is set back and therefore shaded in baseline, with the only source of
sunlight coming from the west. As such, it is likely that any increase in massing would

result in reductions of this magnitude.

For Winter PSH, three of the four (75%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room

sees a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.
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Overall, the effect is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).

11 Piper Road

A total of three rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which two
(66.7%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, two of the three (66.7%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room

sees a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

This room is a bedroom, which is considered less important in relation to sunlight

alterations as per BRE Guidelines.

For Winter PSH, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

13 Piper Road

A total of four rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which none
would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, one of the four (25%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and
is therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining three rooms

see losses greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

One kitchen and one bedroom affected would retain 15-17% APSH, which may be
considered commensurate within an urban location. The remaining room is a dining
room, set back with the only source of sunlight coming from the west. As such, it is

likely that any increase in massing would result in reductions of this magnitude.

For Winter PSH, all four rooms assessed see losses greater than 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect is considered Moderate Adverse (significant).



9.790

9.791

9.792

9.793

9.794

9.795

9.796

9.797

9.798

9.799

15 Piper Road

A total of four rooms were assessed for sunlight within this building of which three
(75%) would meet the BRE's criteria for both Annual and Winter PSH.

For Annual PSH, three of the four (75%) rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria
and are therefore considered to experience a Negligible effect. The remaining room

sees a loss greater than 40% which is considered a Major Adverse effect.

This room is a bedroom, which is less important in relation to sunlight as per BRE

Guidelines and already has low levels of 10% APSH in baseline.

For Winter PSH, all rooms assessed would meet BRE's criteria and so are considered

to experience a Negligible effect.

Overall, the effect is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).

23 Piper Road

One room was assessed for sunlight within this building.

For Annual PSH, the single room assessed sees a loss greater than 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.
This room is shaded in baseline by an extension and neighbouring building, however,
it would retain 19% APSH which would be considered commensurate within a

regeneration area.

For Winter PSH, the single room assessed sees a loss greater than 40% which is

considered a Major Adverse effect.

Overall, the effect is considered Minor Adverse (not significant).



