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Normay Rise, Newbury  
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Proposal: Reserve matters application for a new dwelling with 
integral garage of appeal reference 
APP/W0340/W/17/3191372 (17/01808/OUTD). 
Matters to be considered: Appearance, 
Landscaping, Layout and Scale.

Location: Garden Land at 5 Normay Rise, Newbury
Applicant: Mr and Mrs W Power
Recommendation: To DELEGATE to the Head of Development & 

Planning to GRANT PLANNING PERMISSION 
subject to Conditions.
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subject to conditions
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Location: Land North of 4 and South of 8 Edgecombe Lane, 
Newbury

Applicant: Gary Marshall and Derek Howe
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Planning to GRANT PLANNING PERMISSION 
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Proposal: Two storey and single storey extensions
Location: Winterley House, Kintbury
Applicant: Mr and Mrs McNally
Recommendation: The Head of Development and Planning be 

authorised to REFUSE planning permission.
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Head of Legal and Strategic Support
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West Berkshire Council is committed to equality of opportunity. We will treat everyone with 
respect, regardless of race, disability, gender, age, religion or sexual orientation.

If you require this information in a different format or translation, please contact 
Moira Fraser on telephone (01635) 519045.
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WESTERN AREA PLANNING COMMITTEE
DATED 12th June 2019

UPDATE REPORT

This report sets out the running order for tonight’s Committee meeting.  It indicates the order in which the 
applications will be heard, the officer presenting and anyone who has registered to speak either in favour or against 
the application.

Those people attending to take part in the pre-arranged Public Speaking sections are reminded that 
speakers in each representation category are grouped and each group will have a maximum of 5 minutes to 
present its case.

Any additional information that has been received since the main agenda was printed will be contained in this report.  
It may for instance make reference to amended plans and further letters of support or objection.  This report must 
therefore be read in conjunction with the main agenda.

The report is divided into four main parts:

Part 1 - relates to items not being considered at the meeting, 
Part 2 - any applications that have been deferred for a site visit, 
Part 3 - applications where members of the public wish to speak, 
Part 4 - applications that have not attracted public speaking.

Part 1 Item (4) 19/00108/FULD  Land at 4 and 8 Edgecombe Lane, Newbury  Pages 73-91

Part 2 N/A

Part 3 Item (2) 19/00411/REM  Garden Land at 5 Normay Rise, Newbury  Pages 45-61
Item (3) 19/00806/HOUSE  24 Donnington Square, Newbury  Pages 63-71
Item (5) 18/03398/HOUSE  Winterley House, Kintbury  Pages 93-103

Part 4 N/A
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Item (2) Application No. 19/00411/REM Page 1 of 2

WESTERN AREA PLANNING COMMITTEE
ON 12TH JUNE 2019

UPDATE REPORT
Item 
No: (2) Application 

No: 19/00411/REM Page No. 45 – 61

Site: Garden Land at 5 Normay Rise, Newbury 

Planning Officer 
Presenting:

Derek Carnegie

Member Presenting:  N/A

Parish Representative 
speaking:

N/A

Objector(s) speaking: Diane Hill
Kevan Williams

Supporter(s) speaking: N/A

Applicant/Agent speaking: Robert Megson

Ward Member(s): Councillor Adrian Abbs
Councillor David Marsh
Councillor Tony Vickers

1. OBJECTION WITHDRAWAL 

1.1 Officers confirm that one objection was withdrawn. In other words, 14 letters of representation 
have been received. 13 Objections registered to the application.

2. APPEAL DECISION 

2.1 Officers consider that it would be helpful to attach the Appeal Decision 
(APP/W0340/W/17/3191372) which was allowed to grant outline planning permission 
(17/01808/OUTD), subject to conditions as a supporting document.
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3. CHARACTER OF THE AREA 

3.1 According to paragraph 8.2 of the committee report (Page 52), Officers clearly state that the types 
of housing along Willowmead Close and Normay Rise. Newbury Town Council Design Statement 
July 2017 also identifies that there is a mixture of types of housing in Wash Common. Officers 
agree that Georgian style dwellings can be found in the area but it appears that Georgian Style 
dwellings are not the only types of housing in the area. Officers therefore do not consider that the 
proposed development would have an adverse impact on the character of the area.

Appeal decision note:

DC
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Appeal Decision 
Site visit made on 28 March 2018 

by Timothy C King  BA(Hons) MRTPI 

an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State 

Decision date: 22 May 2018 

 
Appeal Ref: APP/W0340/W/17/3191372 

5 Normay Rise, Newbury, Berkshire, RG14 6RY 

 The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 

against a refusal to grant outline planning permission. 

 The appeal is made by Mr & Mrs W Power against the decision of West Berkshire District  

Council. 

 The application Ref 17/01808/OUTD, dated 21 June 2017, was refused by notice dated 

29 September 2017. 

 The development proposed is described as a ‘four bedroom two storey house with 

integral garage with some matters reserved.’ 
 

Decision 

1. The appeal is allowed and outline planning permission is granted for the 

erection of a dwelling with integral garage at 5 Normay Rise, Newbury, 
Berkshire RG14 6RY, in accordance with the terms of the application            
Ref 17/01808/OUTD, dated 21 June 2017, subject to the conditions set out in 

the attached Schedule. 

Application for costs 

2. An application for costs was made by Mr & Mrs W Power against West Berkshire 
District Council. This application is the subject of a separate decision. 

Preliminary Matters 

3. The application is in outline form with matters of layout, scale, appearance and 
landscaping reserved.  As such, for the purposes of this appeal only access falls 

to be determined, and on which the local highway authority has raised no 
objections.  

4. Subsequent to the planning application being submitted, but prior to the 

decision being issued correspondence between the two main parties shows that 
the description of the proposal was amended with reference to the terms ‘four 

bedroom’ and ‘two storey’ being deleted.  

5. During the appeal process Policy HSG1of the West Berkshire Council Local Plan 
Saved Policies 2007, referred to in the Council’s reasons for refusal, has been 

superseded by the West Berkshire District Council Housing Site Allocations 
Development Plan Document (HSA) and Policy C1 thereto.  This policy says 

that there is a presumption in favour of development and redevelopment within 
the Council’s settlement boundaries.  The appeal site falls within the Newbury 
settlement boundary as defined in HAS Policy C1 and the West Berkshire Core 

Strategy (CS).    
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Main Issues 

6. The main issues are: 

1) The proposal’s effect on the character and appearance of the surrounding 

area, with particular regard to the size of the site; 

2) Whether the proposal would provide for a satisfactory standard of living 
conditions for the dwelling’s future occupiers, with particular regard to 

external garden space; 

3) The proposal’s effect on the living conditions at No 5, with particular regard 

to overlooking; and 

4) The effect of the proposal on surface water drainage. 

Reasons 

Character and appearance 

7. The appeal site lies at the junction of Normay Rise and Willowmead Close, with 

the latter road climbing significantly away from this point.  As such, the site’s 
rear garden rises in level up to its common boundary with No 2 Willowmead 
Close.  It is proposed to sub-divide the plot with severance marked at 

approximately mid-point along the existing side fence.   

8. A new vehicular access is proposed immediately beyond the proposed post and 

rail fence which would divide the two demarcated plots.  Although an integral 
garage is provided these are no longer considered as car parking spaces by the 
Council due to the likelihood that they will not be used for this purpose.  The 

site plan (drawing ref 352/P02) is at this stage only indicative but, in 
connection with the proposed access, it shows parking and turning space for 

three cars.  The illustrative layout also shows the dwelling’s front building line 
set well within the site and in line with that of No 2.   

9. The scale and layout of the proposed development does not fall to be 

determined at this stage and the depicted footprint on the site plan is purely 
illustrative for the purposes of this application.  I accept that the rear garden 

depth would be considerably less than that for the neighbouring dwellings 
along Willowmead Close but, whilst the proposal would be at odds with that 
characteristic, the plot’s depth as a whole would satisfactorily accommodate a 

new dwelling and its plot width would be consistent with those along 
Willowmead Close.  The above points are important determinants in this, the 

primary main issue, and on this basis I find that the proposed infill 
development would not be cramped and would be appropriate to its contextual 
setting. 

10. Although residential garden, in urban or suburban areas, is not considered as 
brownfield or previously developed land (PDL) the development of such is not 

necessarily precluded providing the proposal satisfies other relevant planning 
policies and their aims.  In this instance I find that the proposal would satisfy 

the objectives of Policy ADPP1 of the Council’s Core Strategy (CS), although at 
this stage, in the absence of more specific details, it is not possible to fully 
assess the proposal’s design qualities.  That said, given the circumstances I 

have described I am satisfied that, visually, the proposal would integrate well 
within the streetscene.       
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11. External garden areas are shown to the front and rear of the proposed 

dwelling.  The site plan indicates that the available amenity space would total 
120 sqm, although the Council disputes this calculation, instead indicating that 

the garden would total some 98 sqm.  The Council’s Supplementary Planning 
Document ‘Quality Design – West Berkshire: Part 2 ‘Residential Development’ 
(SPD) provides guidance on garden space for new housing and says that, as a 

general rule, for a 3 or more bed house, the associated garden should be at 
least 100 sqm.  The Council has raised concerns on this matter but this is only 

a guideline and I find that the stated shortfall of 2 sqm would be negligible.  
Concern has also been raised regarding the garden’s north facing orientation, 
yet this is in common with the various dwellings on the north side of 

Willowmead Close.   

12. Prior to the submission of the application a tree survey of the site was 

undertaken. Three existing trees have been identified, all of which I understand 
are subject to a tree preservation order (TPO), and are to be retained.  
Accordingly, appropriate tree protection measures will be necessary in this 

respect and a condition can be imposed to this effect.  It is intended that the 
existing coniferous hedge behind the garden fence would be cut back slightly, 

but this is consistent with general maintenance.    

13. On this first main issue I conclude that the proposal would not be harmful to 
the character or appearance of the surrounding area, and there would be no 

material conflict with the aims and requirements of CS Policies ADPP1 and 
CS14, HSA Policy C1, and design guidance within the Council’s SPD, the 

Newbury Town Design Statement and also the National Planning Policy 
Framework (the Framework).  

Living conditions (future occupiers)   

14. As regards the area of garden itself I find that an approximation of just less 
than the 100 sqm indicator would represent satisfactory provision and on this 

basis I am satisfied that the proposal would be able to provide adequate 
external garden area for the benefit of the dwelling’s occupiers.  The Council 
has indicated that the existing trees would restrict natural light entry to the 

garden which, in turn, would affect the garden’s usability.  However, at my site 
visit I noted that only the oak tree to the front of the site would potentially 

affect light entry into the site and this would only realistically impact on the 
front curtilage, not the rear garden.    

15. The cherry tree is sited in what would be the dwelling’s rear garden, but this 

specimen is not as tall or imposing as the oak tree and is located close to the 
boundary with No 7 Normay Rise.  Neither is the maple tree which would 

remain in No 5’s rear garden. Accordingly,  I conclude that the proposal would 
provide for a satisfactory standard of living conditions for the dwelling’s future 

occupiers and there would be no material conflict with the aims and 
requirements of CS Policies ADPP1 and CS14, and design guidance within the 
Council’s SPD, the Newbury Town Design Statement and also the Framework. 

Living conditions (neighbouring occupiers) 

16. The indicative layout plan would indicate that the dwelling would likely have a 

north/south dual aspect and, as such, the flank wall of the proposed garage 
and, behind, the east facing flank of the dwelling itself would face towards the 
truncated rear garden of No 5 Normay Rise.  The proposed configuration is not 
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unusual and, indeed, it would reflect the resulting relationship with No 2 

beyond the site’s common boundary.  Given this, only the installation of first 
floor windows in the dwelling’s flank wall could potentially give rise to 

overlooking of No 5’s rear garden.  This, however, is a matter for the dwelling’s 
layout and appearance and is not a consideration at this stage.  That said, it 
would be expected that any such flank wall windows would light either a 

bathroom or landing, and these could be obscurely or part obscurely glazed, as 
necessary.  Generally, the distance from the proposed dwelling’s rear boundary 

would not represent an unacceptable arrangement, although I acknowledge 
that any future roof extensions proposed would need careful assessment and I 
address this matter later. 

17. I conclude that the proposal would not be harmful to the living conditions at  
No 5 Normay Rise and there would be no material conflict with CS Policies 

ADPP1 and CS14 and also relevant advice within the Framework. 

Flooding 

18. CS Policy CS16 says the development will only be permitted if it can be 

demonstrated that, amongst other things, appropriate measures to manage 
any flood risk can be implemented, although it is indicated that the site lies 

within Flood Risk Zone 1.  Nonetheless, the policy goes on to say that on all 
development sites surface water should be managed in a sustainable manner 
through the implementation of Sustainable Drainage Methods (SuDS). 

19. The Council is concerned that the appellant has not demonstrated that the 
proposal would not adversely impact on the sustainable drainage qualities of 

the site, and interested parties have raised this matter as an issue.  I also note 
that the Council’s Sustainable Drainage team, a consultee, had not provided 
comments on the proposal by the time the committee report was drawn up. 

20. In view of the sloping topography of the land the issue of drainage would 
clearly need to be explored and, in accordance the requirements of CS Policy 

CS16, I shall impose a condition requiring the submission of surface water 
drainage details for subsequent approval by the local planning authority.              

Other Considerations 

21. Interested parties, in particular, have raised objections that the ‘garden suburb’ 
character of the Andover Road area, as set out in the Newbury Town Council 

Design Statement, would be harmed by the proposal.  I disagree for the 
reasons I have already stated.  Further, allowing this appeal would not set a 
precedent for future such proposals as each case has its own particular 

circumstances and is dealt with on its individual merits and/or resultant 
impacts.  Noise and disturbance from the use of the site would not be an issue 

as the site is of adequate size to accommodate a single dwelling.  Besides, the 
site is currently garden land and is used in an incidental capacity for the benefit 

of the occupiers of No 5.  A resident has raised concerns that the property 
could be used as a House in Multiple Occupation (HMO).  This is unfounded but 
any use outside the parameters of Class C3 (Residential) would be subject to 

planning control by the Council.  Finally, restrictive covenants are not material 
considerations in the determination of planning applications.  If a piece of land 

is the subject of any such covenant then, if in effect, this would override any 
grant of planning permission.    
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Conclusion and Conditions   

22. The local highway authority has raised no objections to the access shown for 
the proposed new dwelling and matters related thereto.  For the above 

reasons, whilst having had regard to all matters raised, the appeal succeeds. 

23. Subsequent to the decision notice’s issue the Council has not suggested any 
specific conditions to be imposed, although I do have a list of conditions 

recommended in the committee report and its update.  In the circumstances I 
have treated these as part of the Council’s case and have considered them 

against the advice in the Planning Practice Guidance, re-wording and 
consolidating them, as necessary.   

24. Certain pre-commencement conditions are imposed requiring submission and 

approval of aspects of the development that are not fully described in the 
application. 

25. In addition to the standard time limitation conditions for outline planning 
permissions and the subsequent commencement of the approved development, 
in the interests of certainty I have imposed a condition requiring that the 

development be carried out in accordance with the submitted plans.  To ensure 
a satisfactory form of development a condition is imposed requiring the 

submission of samples of external materials for subsequent approval by the 
Council.  A condition relating to the dwelling’s floor levels in relation to nearby 
datum points is also included.  These would be specifically addressed at the 

reserved matters stage, at which point a landscaping and planting scheme 
should be arrived at.  Accordingly, a condition is imposed requiring for such.  

Also, in view of the TPOs at the site I have imposed a condition relating to the 
commissioning of an Arboricultural Method Statement to ensure the protection 
of the said trees. 

26. In order to ensure that the construction works are carried out appropriately 
and with minimal disturbance a condition requiring for a Construction 

Management Plan is imposed.  To ensure a satisfactory standard of 
development a condition is imposed requiring for details of the sustainable 
disposal of surface water to be submitted to the local planning authority for 

written approval.  A condition is also imposed requiring that details relating to 
on-site parking, cycle storage, access and turning space are approved prior to 

occupation.  In this connection conditions are added which require for the 
provision of appropriate visibility splays at the access point and that the 
vehicular access to the highway is properly surfaced.      

27. Given the size of the site I am satisfied that the final layout arrived at would 
not hold any significant implications for the living conditions of neighbouring 

occupiers.  However, to enable the Council to have control over any roof 
extensions that might give rise to overlooking I have imposed a condition 

removing permitted development rights in this particular regard. 

Timothy C King 

INSPECTOR 
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SCHEDULE OF CONDITIONS  

1)  The development hereby permitted shall be begun either before the expiration 
of 3 years from the date of this permission, or before the expiration of 2 years 

from the date of the approval of the last of the reserved matters to be 
approved. 

2)  Application for approval of the reserved matters shall be made to the local 

planning authority before the expiration of 3 years from the date of this outline 
permission. 

3)  Approval of the details of layout, scale, appearance and landscaping of the site 
(hereinafter called ‘the reserved matters’) shall be obtained from the local 
planning authority before any development is begun.  

4)  The development hereby approved shall be carried out in accordance with the 
following plans: Drawings Nos 352/E00, 352/P02 and 352/P04. 

5)  No development shall take place until samples of the external materials to be 
used for the construction of the dwelling hereby permitted have been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  The 

development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved details.  

6) No development shall take place until details of both hard and soft landscape 

works, including hard-surfacing materials and boundary treatments, have been 
submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  Details 
of soft landscape works shall include planting plans; written specifications 

(including cultivation and other operations associated with plant and grass 
establishment); schedule of plants, noting species, plant sizes and proposed 

numbers/densities where appropriate; and details of the existing trees to be 
retained, including their spread, girth and species.  Development shall be 
carried out in accordance with the approved details prior to first occupation of 

the dwelling, or in accordance with a programme agreed with the local 
planning authority.  

7)  No development shall take place until a full Arboricultural Method Statement 
(AMS) has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 
authority. The AMS shall include details of protective fencing (with reference to 

B.S. 5837:2012), implementation, supervision and monitoring of all temporary 
tree protection measures and any special construction works within any 

defined tree protection area.  The works shall be implemented in accordance 
with the approved details.   

8) No development shall take place until a construction management plan (CMP)   

has been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning authority.  
The CMP shall include details of hours of working and how demolition and 

construction traffic, vehicular access to the site, parking and manoeuvring, 
materials storage, wheel washing, and facilities for operatives, will be 

accommodated during the development.  The development shall be carried out 
in accordance with the approved CMP. 

9) The dwelling hereby permitted shall not be occupied until details of the parking, 

turning and access facilities have been submitted to and approved in writing, 
and fully implemented in accordance with the approved details.  The parking, 

turning and access facilities shall thereafter be retained as such. 
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10) No development shall take place until visibility splays of 2.4 metres by 43 

metres have been provided at the access.  The visibility splays shall be kept 
free of all obstructions to visibility above a height of 0.6 metres above 

carriageway level.  

11) No development shall take place until details of the surfacing arrangements 
for the vehicular access to the highway have been submitted to and approved 

in writing by the local planning authority.  Such details shall ensure that 
bonded material is used across the entire width of the access for a distance of 

3 metres measured back from the carriageway edge.  The surfacing 
arrangements shall thereafter be constructed in accordance with the approved 
details.  

12) No development shall take place until full details of cycle storage facilities 
have been submitted to and approved in writing by the local planning 

authority.  Development shall be carried out in accordance with these details. 

13) No development shall take place until details of both existing and proposed 
floor levels of the dwelling in relation to nearby datum points have been 

submitted and approved in writing by the Local planning Authority. The 
development shall be carried out in accordance with the approved levels. 

14) Prior to the commencement of the development hereby permitted, surface 
water drainage details shall be submitted for approval in writing by the Local 
Planning Authority. Such details shall include an assessment of the potential 

for the disposal of surface water by means of a sustainable drainage system in 
accordance with the principles set out in the National Planning Policy 

Framework.  The approved drainage scheme shall be implemented prior to the 
first occupation of the development. 

15) Notwithstanding the provisions of Article 3 of the Town and Country Planning 

(General Permitted Development) Order 2015 (as amended) (or any order 
revoking, re-enacting or modifying that Order), no dormer windows which 

would otherwise be permitted by Schedule 2, Part 1, Class B of that Order 
shall be constructed in the roof of the dwelling hereby permitted, without 
planning permission being granted by the Local Planning Authority. 
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Item (3) Application Number: 19/00806/HOUSE Page 1 of 3

WESTERN AREA PLANNING COMMITTEE
ON 12TH JUNE 2019

UPDATE REPORT
Item 
No: (3) Application 

No: 19/00806/HOUSE Page No. 63 - 71

Site: 24 Donnington Square, Newbury RG14 1PJ

Planning Officer 
Presenting:

Derek Carnegie

Member Presenting:  N/A

Parish Representative 
speaking:

N/A

Objector(s) speaking: Charlotte Hawkins
David Peacock

Supporter(s) speaking: N/A

Applicant/Agent speaking: Gareth Davies
Matt Taylor (Hungerford Design)

Ward Member(s): Councillor Lynne Doherty
Councillor Steve Masters 

Update Information:

1. Comments from the Newbury Society

Following production of the Committee Agenda the following comments were received from the Newbury 
Society:
“The Newbury Society objects to the proposals in their current form.

Donnington Square is a Conservation Area, designated in May 1971.  The fact that West Berkshire 
Council and its predecessors have failed to produce a formal appraisal for this CA over the last 48 years 
should not favour developments which may cause it harm.  This failure is in spite of the town council and 
residents researching the Square in some detail, and producing a report submitted to West Berkshire 
Council more than 10 years ago which could have been the basis for a formal appraisal (Donnington 
Square Conservation Area Report, Newbury Town Council, 2008).  Donnington Square is significant 
enough to be included in the Pevsner volume on Berkshire (2010 p. 406).  
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In spite of this being a Conservation Area, this application does not include a Heritage Statement.  The 
design and access statement is minimal, and simply does not address heritage impact.  The main issue 
here is the effect of the application on the character of the conservation area.  Donnington Square is a 
mid-C19th development of large houses, punctuated by gaps between the houses.  This punctuation is an 
essential part of the character of the area, providing a rhythm to the crescent, and a further erosion will 
damage its character.

The main concerns therefore are the size of the current three-storey extension proposed, and its design.  
We consider it to be inappropriately wide, and inappropriately high; filling in a significant part of the gap to 
the neighbouring property.  The effect is detrimental to the conservation area.  

The 3-storey extension to the adjoining no. 25 was approved in August 2007 under application 
07/01106/HOUSE, and we consider that this should be used as an appropriate guide to the maximum 
width of an acceptable extension at no. 24.  This would also help in re-imposing the symmetry of the pair 
of buildings, thereby making a more sympathetic contribution to the Conservation Area.  The massing at 
no. 25 reflected the relationship to the adjacent building; for this application the relationship with no. 23 is 
even more sensitive, bearing in mind the relative height of the two buildings. 

We have no objection to the principle of an extension.  We do feel that in agreeing the acceptable size for 
an extension, the views of the occupants of no. 23, the neighbouring property most affected, should be 
given serious weight.
 
As a footnote, we have problems with the way this application is described in the planning and 
consultation process.  To describe this as an application to “Replace existing garden room and store...” is 
not an appropriate way to begin listing a proposal for a substantial 3-storey extension.”

Officers have considered the above comments but are not of the view that they raise any additional 
matters that have not already been addressed in the case officer’s report and the amended plans.

2. Comments regarding shadow diagram

Since production of the Committee Agenda the following comments have been received in respect of the 
shadow diagram supporting the application and the impact of the :

“Further to the submission of the shadow diagram by the applicants’ agents, we wanted to make a couple 
of comments on their content. We understand that these comments may not make it into the report but 
hope that our views will be taken into consideration and passed to the Committee as we are the nearest 
affected neighbours.

1) The layout of our property in the shadow diagram plan is incorrect. We have a conservatory to the right 
hand side of the main building which is missing and is shown as a blank wall. In fact, a conservatory is 
deemed to be a habitable room in planning terms and as such the effect of overshadowing is a material 
consideration in this case. The shadow diagram confirms that there will be overshadowing for an extended 
period around 10am on 21st March (winter equinox)as a direct result of the proposed extension.

2) The effect of the extended overshadowing on our son’s bedroom will occur between 8.00 and 9.00 in 
the morning. Unfortunately as the diagram only shows shadowing in two hour sections thereby ignoring 
the possible extended shadowing on a habitable room.
Thanks for any help you can give in passing this to the Committee.”
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Item (3) Application Number: 19/00806/HOUSE Page 3 of 3

Officers have considered these comments, but note that although concerns are raised in respect of 
overshadowing of the neighbouring conservatory, this overshadowing would be limited in its extent to a 
degree that officers consider would not have an unacceptable level of impact on the amenity of the 
neighbouring occupant, being restricted to two hours for a small part of the year (late March), and partial 
rather than significant loss of light. Loss of light to a bedroom on this side of the neighbouring dwelling 
would also be of a similarly limited extent, and not such as to render a significant and detrimental impact 
on the occupant of the dwelling, particularly in light of the considerable separation between the proposed 
extensions and neighbouring dwelling (approximately 8.5 metres at the closest point between the two and 
approximately 13 metres from the neighbouring conservatory) which has already been taken into account 
by the case officer in the report. Therefore officers are not of the view that the proposed works would 
generate overshadowing of the neighbouring dwelling such as might merit a reason for refusal of the 
application.

DC
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Item (4) Western Area Planning Committee Page 1 of 1

WESTERN AREA PLANNING COMMITTEE
ON 12TH JUNE 2019

UPDATE REPORT
Item 
No: (4) Application 

No: 19/00108/FULD Page No. 73-92

Site: Land to the North of 4 and South of 8 Edgecombe Lane, Newbury

Planning Officer 
Presenting:

Gemma Kirk

Member Presenting:  N/A

Parish Representative 
speaking:

N/A

Objector(s) speaking: Simon Middleton

Supporter(s) speaking: N/A

Applicant/Agent speaking: Gary Marshall 
Kate Cooper

Ward Member(s): Councillor Jeff Beck
Councillor Jeff Cant

Update Information:

This application is withdrawn from the committee; the application has been returned as invalid.
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Item (5) Application Number: 18/03398/HOUSE Page 1 of 1

WESTERN AREA PLANNING COMMITTEE
ON 12TH JUNE 2019

UPDATE REPORT
Item 
No: (5) Application 

No: 18/03398/HOUSE Page No. 93-103

Site: Winterley House, Kintbury

Planning Officer 
Presenting:

Derek Carnegie

Member Presenting:  N/A

Parish Representative 
speaking:

N/A

Objector(s) speaking: N/A

Supporter(s) speaking: N/A

Applicant/Agent speaking: Markus McNally
Frank Dowling

Ward Member(s): Councillor Dennis Benneyworth
Councillor James Cole
Councillor Claire Rowles

Update information: 

No update information other than the planning appeal on the site was dismissed recently.
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