
 
 
 
 
 

 

Allied Real Estate Ltd  
Unit 15, Premier Park Road 
Park Royal 
London 
NW10 7NZ 
 
 
12th July 2021  
 
Our Ref: C1218/DSO/01 
  
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
220 Fernhead Road, W9 3EJ - Daylight, Sunlight and Overshadowing Matters 

The Chancery Group have been instructed by Allied Real Estate Ltd to undertake a high-level review of the 

potential daylight, sunlight and overshadowing effects to the surrounding residential properties, following the 

construction of the proposed redevelopment of 220 Fernhead Road, W9 3EJ (“proposed development”). 

Our review has been undertaken in accordance with the Building Research Establishment (BRE) Report 209, Site 

Layout Planning for Daylight and Sunlight: A guide to good practice (Second Edition, 2011). 

By way of background, there is a planning consent for 220 Fernhead Road which included the erection of a single 

storey rear extension at ground floor level, loft conversion that including dormer and rooflights, provision of 

level access and landscape works to the gardens, and associated works (Ref: 21/01031/FULL).  

The proposed development would add some additional floor space onto the ground floor, to the rear of the 

extension of the consented scheme (see Fig 01).  

 

Fig 01 – Proposed Development (Additional Massing Shown in Green) 
 

The residential properties within the immediate area that are considered sensitive for daylight, sunlight and 

overshadowing are 222 and 218 Fernhead Road. 

In relation to 222 Fernhead Road, given that the additional massing is located behind the consented extension 
and only on the ground floor, there would not be any additional daylight, sunlight or overshadowing from the 
proposed development. The effect of the proposed development on this property would be negligible. 
 
Regarding 218 Fernhead Road, the additional massing follows the same principle as the consented extension - it 
slopes down to the boundary and would maintain a 45 degree line from the ground floor windows. As such, it is 
not considered that there would be any additional material daylight and sunlight impacts. The effect of the 
proposed development on this property would remain minor. 
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In terms of overshadowing, as the proposed development is located to the north, the effect of the proposed 
development on the rear garden would also be negligible. 
 
Finally, as the additional massing infills part of the lightwell, the reception room within the proposed 
development may demonstrate a slight reduction in daylight, when compared to the consented extension. 
However, this room forms part of the proposed development and does not affect the main habitable space 
located to the front of the property. 
 
Overall, the proposed development is considered to be acceptable in daylight, sunlight and overshadowing 
terms.  
 
Yours faithfully, 

 
The Chancery Group 
 
 
 


