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ref Planning application HGV /2026 /0317 80 Florence Road 'N4 4DP 

I have made comments online about'this application. these are the same 
comments in letter form. 

r� r , 
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PROPOSED:GROUNDrFLOOR EXTENSION AT 80 FLORENCKROAD N4 , , 

Ref. �<;i)'/,2,qi�/0317 

Having examined the proposal I woµJ� make·the·following comments:-
• ~ 

1. As joint owner'of the adjoining. property,N o. 78, I object to the proposed
developm·ent on the following grouncls:-

- This is overdevelopment, particularly as No.BO has a larger single storey
extensio�-than th� original sfngle storey SfuJlery exte1,1sions thes�Lhpuses had 
when built, laqi guessiq.g it-��s b"4ilt fn.�e \9�0's. 'f-here-is.th�refp,r� � l�,rger 
footprint for installing a kitchen/diner.-Was this even.considered.or is it just an 
unthinkiµg following of �h� fa�µion for sid_e .extensions?. 

- There will be unacceptable'loss of light to my kitchen and ground tioor rear
room.





(refHGY/2026/0317 80 Florence Road cont) 

- I do not understand the comment in the planning application about raising the
patio level (how do you "gently raise"?) to the level of the existing french
windows (5. Accessibility). The plan of the proposed layout shows a utility room
in this area which is entered from the kitchen, so I do not see how this fits. The
existing ceiling height in the ground floor back addition is too low to allow any
significant raising of the floor level so assume it is proposed to raise the ceiling
height just over the new side extension which will add yet more to the height of
the structure at my boundary and be out of keeping with the original structure of
the house and is unacceptable. The door to the garden at the rear of the
proposed extension would be at ground level at the existing floor level in the
extension.

-I would expect the garden wall to be rebuilt as existing, reusing bricks as far as
possible, any additional bricks to be London Stocks.

-I feel poorly served by the inadequate quality of the plans provided, and reserve
the right to make further objections if unsatisfactory features not clear on the
plans become evident

yours faithfully 

John Lingford 


