
From:                                 planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk <planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk>
Sent:                                  04 August 2025 17:21:46 UTC+01:00
To:                                      "Anna Tidey" <anna.tidey@midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject:                             Mid Sussex DC - Online Register - Comments for Planning Application 
DM/25/1869

Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided 
below.

Comments were submitted at 04/08/2025 5:21 PM.

Application Summary
Address: 50 Hurst Road Hassocks West Sussex BN6 9NL 

Proposal:

Two three-storey rear extensions, a single storey rear extension, 
two hip to gable enlargements, a rear dormer, a single storey side 
extension, solar panels within south, east and west facing roof 
slopes, new timber front gates, render to walls and replacement 
window and doors frames. 

Case Officer: Anna Tidey 

Click for further information

Customer Details
Address: 21 college lane Hurstpierpoint

Comments Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour or general public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for comment:

Comments: I have no objection to the house extensions but work seems to be 
progressing at pace on a front wall. This is already at head height 
and is completely out of keeping with the surroundings both in 
terms of colour and the sheer size of it. There has been no 
attempt to design it stylishly. It wouldn't look out of place in post 
war Berlin.

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpa.midsussex.gov.uk%2Fonline-applications%2FcentralDistribution.do%3FcaseType%3DApplication%26keyVal%3DSZT005KT04L00&data=05%7C02%7Canna.tidey%40midsussex.gov.uk%7Cd56776a3b8d24cfa139608ddd37308e0%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C638899213213547462%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Bu1yK6Kc6ybe9hJk0NO1BYno4iqvAaOgMWbbTxj%2Ffg0%3D&reserved=0


There is a reason why permitted work is limited to 1m high. If left 
as is, this would set a dangerous precedent.

Kind regards 

 


