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Appeal site & surroundings 

1.1 The appeal site is a two storey semi-detached family dwelling located on the 

northern side of Harvey Road in Uxbridge. The site is not subject to any 

specific planning constraints in the London Borough of Hillingdon adopted 

policies map. 

1.2 The immediately surrounding area is predominantly residential in character. 

An aerial photograph of the layout of the surrounding area is shown in 

appendix 1. 

Appeal Site History 

2.1 24232/APP/2021/637 - Conversion of roofspace to habitable use to include a 

hip to gable roof enlargement, rear dormer roof extension, juliette balcony and 

2 x front rooflights (Application for a Certificate of Lawful Development for a 

Proposed Development). Granted 08.04.21 

2.2 24232/APP/2021/641 - Single storey rear extension and addition of side 

window. Refused 08.04.21 and is the subject of this appeal. 

Grounds of Appeal 

3.1 The Local Planning Authority has cited one main reason for refusing the 

original planning application:- 

“The proposed single storey extension, by virtue of its size, scale, height, bulk, 

depth and proximity, would be detrimental to the amenities of the adjoining 

occupier at 36 Harvey Road by reason of over-dominance, overshadowing, 

visual intrusion, loss of light and loss of outlook. Therefore the proposal would 

be contrary to Policies DMHB11 and DMHD 1 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: 

Part Two - Development Management Policies (2020).” 

3.2 The Local Planning Authority has raised no further concerns with the 

proposed development and as such is acceptable in all other respects. 

Therefore, the only issue to consider as part of this appeal, given the reason 

for refusal, is whether or not the side extension would detrimentally impact the 

residential amenities of the neighbouring property at 36 Harvey Road. 

3.3 Policy DMHB11 of the Hillingdon Local Plan sets out that development 

proposals should not adversely impact on the amenity, daylight and sunlight 

of adjacent properties and open space. In addition, policy DMHD1 states that 

single storey rear extensions on terraced or semi-detached houses with a plot 

width of 5 metres or less should not exceed 3.3 metres in depth or 3.6 metres 

where the plot width is 5 metres or more. Furthermore this policy requires that 



 

 

flat roofed single storey extensions should not exceed 3.0 metres in height 

and any pitched or sloping roofs should not exceed 3.4 metres in height, 

measured from ground level. 

 

3.4 In this case the plot width of the appeal site exceeds 5 metres and as such by 

virtue of the Council’s policy DMHD1, an extension with the depth of 3.6 

metres would be considered acceptable. The proposed extension in this case 

has a depth of 4 metres. However the neighbour at 36 Harvey Road as shown 

on the plans, has a rear bay window which projects approximately 0.5 metres 

adjacent to the shared boundary line. The proposed extension would project 

approximately 3.5 metres beyond this neighbours rear facing window. 

 

3.5 In relation to the rear projection of the rear extension, it is not considered that 

the Council in determining the original planning application adequately 

considered this fact. A copy of the officers report refusing the application is 

shown in appendix 2. Within this report the officer states:- 

 

 “No.36 has a window/door serving habitable room within the ground floor 

elevation close to the side common boundary. The proposal would extend 

considerably beyond this window, some 4m and at this depth it is considered 

that it would be detrimental to the residential amenity of the adjoining 

property, in terms of over-dominance, overshadowing , loss of light and 

outlook.” 

 

3.6 It is quite clear that the officer determining the application did not appreciate 

that the rear facing window of the neighbour protruded some 0.5 metres from 

its rear elevation as the proposed extension would clearly not protrude this 

window by 4metres. In reality it would only protrude this window by 3.5 metres 

which would be within the acceptable limits set by policy DMHD1. It therefore 

follows that it is unlikely that the extension would cause harm to this 

neighbour by virtue of  over-dominance, overshadowing, loss of light and 

outlook. 

 

3.7 The height of the proposed extension would be 3.3m which is 30cm over the 

requirement of policy DMHD1, however such a small increase over and above 

this limit is not considered to give rise to any significant issue of over-

dominance, overshadowing, loss of light or outlook in respect of the 

neighbours amenity levels given that the overall depth of the extension taken 

from the neighbours window would be within the prescribed limits of the same 

policy. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 Conclusions 

 

4.1 As set out above whilst the proposed extension would be marginally higher than 

required by policy DMHD1, if a realistic approach is taken to considering the 

further requirements of this policy in terms of the extensions depth when 

assessing its impact on the neighbour at 36 Harvey Road, the reasonable 

conclusion would be reached that the extension would not adversely impact 

upon the residential amenity levels of this neighbouring property in compliance 

with the requirements of policy DMHB11. 

 

4.2 The Inspector is therefore respectfully requested to allow this appeal and grant 

planning permission for the development. The appellant would have no 

objection to the imposition of a condition restricting the insertion of windows into 

the side elevation of the proposed extension to ensure that the privacy of the 

application site and neighbouring properties is preserved in the future.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



APPENDIX 1 



APPENDIX 2
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