
From:                                 planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk <planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk>
Sent:                                  16 March 2026 14:55:47 UTC+00:00
To:                                      "Tracie Axford" <tracie.axford@midsussex.gov.uk>
Subject:                             Mid Sussex DC - Online Register - Comments for Planning Application 
DM/26/0590

Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

Comments were submitted at 16/03/2026 2:55 PM.

Application Summary
Address: 66 Janes Lane Burgess Hill West Sussex RH15 0QR 

Proposal: Proposed brick wall to property boundary facing the road with 
Masonry piers, lighting and 2no. iron gates. 

Case Officer: Tracie Axford 

Click for further information

Customer Details
Address: 2 Appletree Close Burgess Hill

Comments Details
Commenter Type: Neighbour or general public

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for comment:

Comments: I wish to object to the proposed 2-metre boundary wall and the 
installation of tall iron gates at the neighbouring property. The 
scale and height of the gates appear excessive and are not in 
keeping with the character of the surrounding area, where 
boundary treatments are generally lower and more visually 
unobtrusive.

The proposed design would introduce a dominant and overly 
imposing feature that disrupts the established street scene. It 
would negatively affect the visual amenity of the neighbourhood 
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and set an undesirable precedent for similarly disproportionate 
structures.

I respectfully request that the planning authority consider whether 
a more modest and sympathetic boundary treatment would be 
more appropriate for this location.

Kind regards 

 


