
Dear Nathan and planning department, 

Please see below my objection  

I would be grateful if the file attached to this email could be accessible to the files tab 
containing the class E conditions  

 

Thanks,  

Michael  

 

OBJECTION TO PLANNING APPLICATION HGY/2026/1143 
 
I strongly object to this application and respectfully request that the Council refuse permission. 
 
This proposal conflicts directly with the original planning permission granted under Ref: 
HGY/42068 dated 29 January 1991. The conditions attached to that permission were specifically 
imposed to prevent intensification of use, protect neighbouring residents from disturbance, and 
reduce traffic impacts on surrounding roads. 
 
The original decision notice clearly stated: 
 
“No detriment to the amenity of the neighbourhood shall be caused by noise or other 
disturbance that is unreasonable as a result of the use of the premises hereby authorised.” 
 
In addition, Condition 5 imposed a strict operational restriction: 
 
“That the total number of people employed and working on the premises shall at all times be 
strictly limited to 8 persons and that there shall be no increase in staff working on the premises 
without the prior permission in writing of the Local Planning Authority.” 
 
The Council’s stated reason for imposing this restriction was: 
 
“To ensure that the proposal does not prejudice the enjoyment of neighbouring occupiers of 
their properties or the free flow and general safety of traffic on the neighbouring highway by 
reason of the intensification of the use of the site.” 
 
The current proposal clearly exceeds the intensity of use originally permitted. The applicant’s 
own documents state that the nursery would operate with 13 staff members alongside up to 35 
children. This significantly exceeds the operational limitations originally imposed on the site. 
 
Importantly, the conflict is not limited to the proposed playground or external alterations. The 
nursery use itself fundamentally conflicts with the active 1991 planning conditions. While 
nurseries and offices may now both fall within Class E, changes to the Use Classes Order do not 
automatically override site-specific planning conditions that remain legally attached to the 
property. 
 



The original conditions were imposed specifically to prevent the type of intensified operation 
now being proposed, including increased traffic, noise, disturbance, and activity levels affecting 
neighbouring residential properties. 
 
I am also extremely concerned that works have already commenced on site before planning 
permission has been granted. The gravel driveway has reportedly already been removed, and 
excavation works for new boundary structures appear to have started while this application 
remains under consideration. This creates the impression that the applicant is proceeding with 
development regardless of the outcome of the planning process. 
 
The proposal would intensify the use of a constrained boundary site within a residential area, 
generate additional traffic and disturbance, and undermine the original safeguards imposed by 
the Council to protect local residents. 
 
For these reasons, I respectfully request that Haringey Council refuse application 
HGY/2026/1143 and investigate the unauthorised works currently taking place on site. 
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