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Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

Comments were submitted at 05/06/2026 2:08 PM.

Application Summary

Address: Garage And Store Rear Of Old Stone House Old Stone Link Ship 
Street East Grinstead West Sussex RH19 4EE 

Proposal: Removal of existing garage building to be replaced with a two 
storey residential dwelling. 

Case Officer: Hamish Evans 

Click for further information

Customer Details
Address: 9-10 Old Stone Link Ship Street East Grinstead

Comments Details
Commenter Type: Business or other organisation

Stance: Customer objects to the Planning Application

Reasons for comment:

Comments: Cowan Architects Ltd which is a neighbour to the application site 
and uses the access driveway to access our 8 parking spaces and 
our offices. We have occupied 9-10 Old Stone Link for over 40 
years and intend to remain there indefinitely. The 8 parking 
spaces we have in the courtyard behind Old Stone Link that are 
subject to the remainder of a 999 lease.

We have not received notification of the planning application 
submitted, but the proposal has been brought to our attention.

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpa.midsussex.gov.uk%2Fonline-applications%2FcentralDistribution.do%3FcaseType%3DApplication%26keyVal%3DTBDF3NKT04L00&data=05%7C02%7Chamish.evans%40midsussex.gov.uk%7C2283a0a6dde4434b34ac08dec303a33a%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C639162617563491467%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=zRTNdK8MSYPaoi7HDd3mT6C4%2Ff77Fv73eD9ihxhzP4Q%3D&reserved=0


As you will probably have seen during your site visit, the access to 
the courtyard parking for Old Stone Link is narrow. The proposals 
seek permission to build on the boundary which would leave zero 
space for construction access or scaffolding etc. Access would be 
required 24/7 throughout the construction as the courtyard is used 
both commercially by 8 local businesses and for the residents of 5 
flats above Old Stone Link. 

Building to the boundary would impeded access during 
construction and yet there have been no discussions on how the 
proposals would be built to minimise impact on the business and 
residents that require 24/7 access to Old Stone Link. I understand 
that no discussions have been held with the owner of the access 
and courtyard parking either, Mortehoe Properties Ltd.

The positioning of the proposals may also have an impact on 
visibility splays for the vehicles leaving the courtyard parking 
behind Old Stone Link. There are 21 designated parking spaces in 
the courtyard with multiple vehicle movements for most spaces 
every day of the week. I would estimate approximately 100 vehicle 
movements a day; 50 entries + 50 exits. Visibility at present is 
good in both directions. The proposals would impede visibility 
when looking south (left) along Ship Street.

Furthermore, you will have seen during your visit that there are 
commercial and domestic bins stored adjacent to the application 
site. This is the only space available to store them and they have 
been kept there for many years. The bins can also be seen on 
pages 3, 4 and 5 of the Design and Access Statement. Our 
concerns are that the proposals show the "North Side" 
incorporates a deep vertical window in the location where the bins 
are stored. As there is nowhere else to relocate the bins, it could 
give rise to tensions in the future or a situation where the 
developer or future occupier raises objections to their presence. 

This is not an objection to the principal of development on the site, 
rather the detail and lack of consideration for access and the long-
term use and impact in the context of it's neighbours.

Kind regards 

 


