
From:                                 Graham Middle <graham.middle@lm-associates.co.uk>
Sent:                                  17 April 2025 17:20:51 UTC+01:00
To:                                      "Anna Tidey" <anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk>
Cc:                                      "Andrew Clarke" <Andrew.Clarke@midsussex.gov.uk>; "Steve Ashdown" 
<Steve.Ashdown@midsussex.gov.uk>; "Steven King" <Steven.King@midsussex.gov.uk>; 
"rjfierlden1@btinternet.com" <rjfierlden1@btinternet.com>
Subject:                             RE: EOT request for DM/24/2999 - 1A Lodgelands, Ardingly
Attachments:                   RE: Request for further EOT -DM/24/2999 - 1A Lodgelands Ardingly Haywards 
Heath West Sussex RH17 6SD

Dear Anna, 
Thank you for your recent correspondence regarding the above application. While we continue to value 
your engagement with our client throughout what has become a lengthy process, we must formally 
express our concern regarding the significant delays in determining this application, as well as the latest 
comments received. We consider these comments to be factually inaccurate, procedurally 
unreasonable, and inconsistent with the established planning history of the site. 
Additionally, we have made several proactive attempts to engage in constructive dialogue with you by 
both telephone and email, none of which have received a response. This lack of communication is 
regrettable and highlights shortcomings in the Council’s approach, particularly given its duty to deal with 
planning applications in a positive, timely, and proactive manner in line with national and local 
guidance. 
Length of time for determination 
We note the council have now taken 16 weeks and three extensions of time to determine our client 
application. Which given the case officers advised reasons for recommending a refusal, the application 
could have been determined within the 8 week statutory period which it has not.  
Procedural Background and 5-Year Housing Land Supply 
As you will be aware, Mid Sussex District Council remains unable to demonstrate a five-year housing 
land supply. The most recent published figure, as per the Council’s Annual Monitoring Report, confirms 
a persistent shortfall against identified housing need. In such circumstances, the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF) requires that planning permission should be granted unless any adverse impacts of 
doing so would significantly and demonstrably outweigh the benefits when assessed against the policies 
in the Framework as a whole. 
This requirement is a material consideration in this case and must weigh heavily in favour of granting 
consent. Furthermore, the direction of national planning policy, including the new Government’s stated 
commitment to deliver 1.5 million new homes within the current Parliament, reinforces the urgent need 
for local planning authorities to positively and proactively facilitate sustainable residential 
development. 
Site Planning History and Precedent 
It is important to reiterate that the principle of residential development on this site has already been 
accepted through the approval of application DM/22/1334. While we acknowledge this consent is not 
yet implemented, it remains a material consideration and establishes a clear and reasonable baseline 
against which any new proposal should be assessed. 
The current application follows this established principle, retaining a comparable footprint, layout, and 
relationship to neighbouring dwellings. The proposed ridge height, although modestly increased, 
remains well within the prevailing height context of surrounding properties, which to the north, west 
and south are all two-storey dwellings. It is therefore wholly inaccurate to suggest the proposals would 
be out of character with the surrounding pattern of development or unduly dominant in this setting. 



Neighbouring Amenity Impact 
We strongly refute the officer’s suggestion that the proposed dwellings would give rise to material harm 
to neighbouring amenity. As the Planning Inspector in the appeal for application DM/18/4704 made 
clear, the only issue of concern related to site coverage and its effect on the character and appearance 
of the area. No concerns regarding overlooking, overshadowing, or loss of amenity were raised by either 
the Council or the Inspector at that time, despite the previous proposals being of comparable scale and 
siting to the current application. 
The proposed dwellings do not introduce any new overlooking, and are only marginally closer to the 
neighbouring dwellings in college road, the footprint is also in line with that of the previously approved 
dwelling, and due to orientation will not result in a material loss of daylight, sunlight, or privacy. 
Moreover, the most affected neighbouring property, 67 College Road, previously benefitted from a 
restrictive covenant on this land, which has been voluntarily removed by the neighbour following 
constructive discussions with our client, a clear indication that the immediate neighbour does not share 
the Council’s purported concerns for loss of amenity. 
Policy Context and Consistency 
The Council’s Mid Sussex District Plan (2014–2031) and the NPPF both support the principle of 
sustainable development and making the most efficient use of land within existing settlements. 

• District Plan Policy DP6 (Settlement Hierarchy) promotes new housing within towns and villages 
with suitable services and infrastructure, of which this site is one. 

• Policy DP26 (Character and Design) seeks to ensure that new development is well designed and 
respects the character of the area, which this scheme demonstrably does, given its consistency 
with surrounding two-storey properties and the established approval on site. 

• Policy DP28 (Accessibility) supports new development that makes efficient use of land within 
built-up areas, a principle aligned with the NPPF which encourages decisions to support 
developments that make optimal use of each site. 

The current proposal fully accords with these policy objectives. 
Appeal Prospects and Application for Costs 
In view of the above, should the Council proceed to refuse the application on grounds of harm to future 
neighbours /  amenities, a matter which has not previously been substantiated by either the Council or 
the Planning Inspectorate in earlier decisions, our client would have no alternative but to appeal. You 
will note that the planning act legislation states that only current issues / situations can be considered 
when determining an application and you should not be applying any decision on potential future 
scenarios. Furthermore, given the unreasonable nature of introducing wholly new objections at this late 
stage in the determination period and the demonstrable absence of evidential justification for such a 
reason for refusal, our client would be minded to submit a formal costs application under the provisions 
of the Planning Practice Guidance. 
The failure to determine the application within the agreed timescales, coupled with the raising of 
unfounded objections that conflict with established decisions and material considerations, is highly likely 
to constitute unreasonable behaviour resulting in wasted expense for our client. 
The Planning Inspector for application DM/18/4704 was entirely clear that the only issue of concern 
related to site coverage and its effect on the character and appearance of the area. The Inspector made 
no reference whatsoever to harm to the amenity of neighbouring properties. 
The subsequent approval under DM/22/1334 addressed those site coverage concerns through an 
increase in amenity space provision, which MSDC accepted as overcoming the earlier reason for refusal. 
The current application continues to respect that principle. 
Conclusion 



In light of the Council’s acknowledged housing land supply deficit, national policy requirements under 
the NPPF, the site’s planning history, the absence of harm in amenity terms, and the site’s wholly 
sustainable location, we respectfully submit that the officer’s suggested reason for refusal is without 
merit and would not withstand scrutiny at appeal. 
We therefore urge the Council to determine this application without further delay and to issue a 
favourable decision consistent with its own policies and national guidance. 
Finally prior to a formal decision being issued I would like an opportunity to discuss this matter with 
Andrew Clark with whom I have left a voicemail for him to call me, following such discussions I will need 
to revert and take instructions from my client as to whether they wish to withdraw the application or 
proceed and appeal any adverse decision. Accordingly we reluctantly issue our agreement to a further 
EOT until 24th April 2025 
We trust this clarifies our position and look forward to your response. 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Graham Middle 
Principal  
BA (Hons). Dip Arch. RIBA. CIOB. CIH. 
 
L.M. Associates Ltd 
Tel: 01444 484711 
 
www.lm-associates.co.uk  
 
 

    
 
From: Anna Tidey [mailto:anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk] 
Sent: 17 April 2025 12:02
To: Graham Middle
Cc: Steve Ashdown; Steven King
Subject: EOT request for DM/24/2999 - 1A Lodgelands, Ardingly 
 
Dear Graham 
I have spoken to your client Mr Fielden earlier this morning. 
I have advised him that I am working on the report for this application today, and that I 
am minded to recommend the application is Refused. Obviously I want to ensure that I 
fully explain the reasons for this decision in my Delegated report.  I am sorry, but due 
to various workload pressures I know that I will not be able to complete the report 
today. I have now scheduled to continue to work on the recommendation next 
week, after the Easter break. 
  
As you know the current EOT date runs to tomorrow, 18th April 2025, which is a Bank 
Holiday. I am therefore writing to request a further short Extension of Time, to take 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.lm-associates.co.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Canna.tidey%40midsussex.gov.uk%7Ccc67d8e78b2e40fb2a5e08dd7dcbdbbd%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C638805036713670850%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=BjFG%2FFdimVuQbWJaSibk8nmk1nUN%2Bzb3G6CXx3ChZs4%3D&reserved=0


this matter clear of the Easter break, to 24th April 2025. I hope that you can agree 
to this timescale by return email. 
  
I have copied Steve Ashdown and Steve King into this reply, for their information. 
Regards 
Anna  
 
 
---------------------------------------------- 
Submit your planning application online. 
http://www.planningportal.gov.uk   
---------------------------------------------- 
Anna Tidey BA(Hons) MPhil MRTPI 
Planning Officer 
Development Management 
 
Tel: +44 (0)1444 477342 
anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk      http://www.midsussex.gov.uk   
 
 

 
Working together for a Better Mid Sussex. 
 
  - SAVE A TREE Only print this email if absolutely necessary. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom 
of Information Act 2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from 
disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third 
party making a request for information about the subject matter of this email. This email and any 
attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to be seen and used by 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.planningportal.gov.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Canna.tidey%40midsussex.gov.uk%7Ccc67d8e78b2e40fb2a5e08dd7dcbdbbd%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C638805036713693224%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=EVu4HehvbbZtYsBFkdvFgrKSV8pztYecH8rvKLZVVzo%3D&reserved=0
mailto:anna.hilditch@midsussex.gov.uk
https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.midsussex.gov.uk%2F&data=05%7C02%7Canna.tidey%40midsussex.gov.uk%7Ccc67d8e78b2e40fb2a5e08dd7dcbdbbd%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C638805036713706314%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=XjvbVCAVu717TWNz8wVoiHTaSU6faILr78wFt3d7hQg%3D&reserved=0


the named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying, 
alteration or forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received 
this email in error please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 
166 and remove this email and its attachments from your system. The views expressed within 
this email and any attachments are not necessarily the views or policies of Mid Sussex District 
Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting software viruses, but we 
advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this email and any attachments. 
Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of 
any kind suffered in connection with this email and any attachments, or which may result from 
reliance on the contents of this email and any attachments.  



Dear Anna,


Thank you for your response. I am aware of your recent discussions with our client, Mr Fielden, and we appreciate your continued engagement in progressing this application.


It is clear that we are now faced with two realistic options to move the application forward:


			To appeal on grounds of non-determination; or


			To agree a further extension of time.





While Mr Fielden is understandably frustrated with the delay, he is reluctant to pursue an appeal due to the significant time it would take—potentially 12 months. He is, therefore, willing to agree to a further extension of time. However, an extension to 11 April seems unlikely to result in a resolution within that period, and we are concerned that we may simply be in the same position again next week. To avoid repeated short extensions and to allow sufficient time to complete your report and issue a formal decision, we would suggest a revised extension until 18 April.


With regard to your further comments on the proposed development, I would like to clarify and respond to the issues raised:


1. Planning History and Appeal Decision


It is acknowledged that earlier applications for the site were refused on the following grounds:


			Insufficient private amenity space;


			Impact on the openness of the surrounding area; and


			Proximity to the Ashdown Forest, which has since been addressed by a Section 106 agreement to mitigate recreational pressure.





In particular, application DM/18/4704 was refused on the basis that:


"The proposed development would in principle be harmful to the character and appearance of the area, as a result of the building site coverage and consequently modest amount of garden space available to future occupiers."
(Andy Watt, MSDC Decision Notice)


This decision did not cite any harm to the amenity of neighbouring properties, and the concern was clearly limited to the character and appearance of the development itself, particularly in relation to site coverage and the quantity of amenity space provided.


This position was further clarified by the Planning Inspector in the subsequent appeal decision, who stated:


"The main issue in these appeals is the effect on the character and appearance of the area, with particular regard to site coverage."


The Inspector went on to conclude that the proposals would appear somewhat cramped in relation to the surrounding semi-rural character. However, at no point were there any concerns raised regarding the impact on neighbouring properties at 65 and 67 College Road, which are now being presented as a new point of concern.


2. Subsequent Approval – DM/22/1334


Following this, the new owners of 63 College Road submitted a revised scheme (DM/22/1334), addressing the earlier concerns by donating a portion of their rear garden to the application site. This substantially increased the level of private amenity space, and the revised application was subsequently approved by MSDC. This clearly confirms that the principle of development on the site is now established and accepted.


The current proposal remains consistent with that approval in both footprint and approach to addressing the previous issues. The design evolution has been entirely responsive to the earlier decisions and the Inspector's conclusions.


3. Proposed Building Height and Neighbouring Impact


The proposed ridge height under the current scheme is not considerably higher than that of the previously approved chalet bungalow and the current proposal would have no significantly greater impact on neighbouring properties in terms of massing or overshadowing. It is therefore unclear how any new objection on these grounds could be sustained, especially in light of the Inspector's silence on the matter in the previous appeal.


In summary, the current application is a logical and policy-compliant evolution of the site’s planning history. All previous reasons for refusal have been addressed through design amendments and site layout improvements, which were accepted under application DM/22/1334. The Planning Inspector's decision forms a material consideration and made no reference to harm to neighbouring properties, which now appears to be the focus of your concern. As such, we respectfully suggest this issue has limited relevance in determining the current proposal.


Kind regards


Adrian Middle


 


L.M. Associates Ltd


Tel: 01444 484711


 


www.lm-associates.co.uk 



 


From: Anna Tidey [mailto:anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk] 
Sent: 04 April 2025 08:10
To: Adrian Middle; Graham Middle
Subject: RE: Request for further EOT -DM/24/2999 - 1A Lodgelands Ardingly Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6SD 




 


Dear Adrian


Thank you for your email. I apologise for my delay in responding to you.


 


I have spoken to your client this week regarding the outstanding Drainage comments. I have explained that I cannot take this application to a decision until I have these comments to include in my report. I am aware that the Drainage Engineers are coping with a heavy workload currently, and I have been chasing a response from them. I will continue to do this to enable a decision to progress as soon as possible.


 


I also raised my concerns regarding the current application with your client. We have discussed the position and height of the proposed buildings on the plot relative to the form and layout of the adjacent dwellings. The pegged out positions of the proposed dwellings on the land was particularly helpful to illustrate this relationship. Having reviewed the planning history for the site I have highlighted that I will need to give careful consideration to the former decisions/Appeal decisions for this site to maintain a consistency of decisions.


 


The agreed Extension of time (EOT) for the Decision Target date to 28.03.2025 has now passed. Unfortunately as I am still awaiting the Drainage comments I have to request a further EOT.


 


Please can I request this now runs to 11.04.2025 to allow for the receipt of the awaited Drainage comments.


 


I look forward to hearing from you on this matter.


 


Thank you.


Regards


Anna


 


 


----------------------------------------------


Submit your planning application online.


 


----------------------------------------------


Submit your planning application online.


http://www.planningportal.gov.uk  


----------------------------------------------


Anna Tidey BA(Hons) MPhil MRTPI


Planning Officer


Development Management


 


Tel: +44 (0)1444 477342


anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk      http://www.midsussex.gov.uk  
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Working together for a Better Mid Sussex.


 


P  - SAVE A TREE Only print this email if absolutely necessary.


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 



 


From: Adrian Middle <info@lm-associates.co.uk> 
Sent: 27 March 2025 11:02
To: Anna Tidey <anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk>
Cc: rjfielden1@btinternet.com; 'graham.middle' <graham.middle@lm-associates.co.uk>
Subject: RE: Request for further EOT -DM/24/2999 - 1A Lodgelands Ardingly Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6SD 




 


Hi Anna, 


 


Graham is currently on annual leave until he 7th April, however I have spoken with my client and he has confirmed the extension of time is acceptable as proposed. However Mr Fielden has requested that should a response not be forthcoming from the drainage consultee can this element not just be made conditional? 


 


Mr Fielden has also asked what the likely outcome is going to be, i.e. could you advise your current views prior to a decision being made as it will give Mr Fielden an opportunity to address any concerns you may have. 


 


Kind regards 


 


Adrian Middle


 


L.M. Associates Ltd


Tel: 01444 484711


 


www.lm-associates.co.uk 



 


From: Anna Tidey [mailto:anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk] 
Sent: 27 March 2025 09:08
To: Graham Middle
Subject: Request for further EOT -DM/24/2999 - 1A Lodgelands Ardingly Haywards Heath West Sussex RH17 6SD 




 


Dear Graham


I have been reviewing this application again, ahead of finalising my recommendation.  I confirm that I have yet to receive a Drainage response to the additional information that you provided on  21.01.2025, which was sent to the Drainage Engineers on 22.01.2025,  (other than an acknowledgement of its receipt on 22.01.2025). 


 


I did request that this matter is given their urgent attention last week.


 


I am aware that you have agreed Extension of time (EOT) for the Decision Target date to 28.03.2025. Unfortunately I shall have to request a further short EOT to 04.04.2025 to allow for the receipt of the awaited Drainage comments.


 


I look forward to hearing from you on this matter.


 


Thank you.


Regards


Anna


 


 


----------------------------------------------


Submit your planning application online.


http://www.planningportal.gov.uk  


----------------------------------------------


Anna Tidey BA(Hons) MPhil MRTPI


Planning Officer


Development Management


 


Tel: +44 (0)1444 477342


anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk      http://www.midsussex.gov.uk  
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Working together for a Better Mid Sussex.


 


P  - SAVE A TREE Only print this email if absolutely necessary.


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 



 


The information contained in this email may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000. Unless the information contained in this email is legally exempt from disclosure, we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this email to a third party making a request for information about the subject matter of this email. This email and any attachments may contain confidential information and is intended only to be seen and used by the named addressees. If you are not the named addressee, any use, disclosure, copying, alteration or forwarding of this email and its attachments is unauthorised. If you have received this email in error please notify the sender immediately by email or by calling +44 (0) 1444 458 166 and remove this email and its attachments from your system. The views expressed within this email and any attachments are not necessarily the views or policies of Mid Sussex District Council. We have taken precautions to minimise the risk of transmitting software viruses, but we advise you to carry out your own virus checks before accessing this email and any attachments. Except where required by law, we shall not be responsible for any damage, loss or liability of any kind suffered in connection with this email and any attachments, or which may result from reliance on the contents of this email and any attachments. 
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