


determine whether the proposal would result in an unacceptable loss of daylight to neighbouring 

habitable accommodation. 

Overbearing impact and enclosure 

In addition to the loss of light, I am concerned that the scale and massing of the extension would 

create an overbearing relationship with my property. 

A 3-metre-high structure extending 6 metres along the shared boundary would significantly 

increase the sense of enclosure when viewed from both the conservatory and rear garden, reducing 

outlook and adversely affecting the residential amenity currently enjoyed by the adjoining property. 

Character and pattern of development 

I also ask the Council to consider whether the proposal respects the established character and 

pattern of development along Lyndhurst Road. 

From my observations, rear extensions of this depth and scale are not characteristic of this section 

of the terrace. The proposal appears substantially deeper than neighbouring development and 

would not reflect the prevailing rear building line. In my view, the proposal fails to respond 

appropriately to its surrounding context and is therefore inconsistent with the design objectives of 

London Plan Policy D4 and Haringey Policy DM1. 

Conclusion 

For the reasons set out above, I respectfully request that the Council refuses planning permission 

on the grounds that the proposal would: 

• result in an unacceptable loss of daylight and sunlight to the adjoining property;

• create an overbearing form of development resulting in increased enclosure and loss of

outlook;

• adversely affect the residential amenity of neighbouring occupiers; and

• fail to respect the established character and pattern of development within this part of

Lyndhurst Road, contrary to Haringey Development Management Policy DM1 and London

Plan Policy D4.

I trust these matters will be given full consideration when determining the application. 

Yours faithfully, 

1

Marie Govinden 


