From: planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk <planninginfo@midsussex.gov.uk>

Sent: 13 July 2026 20:32:32 UTC+01:00

To: "Caroline Grist" <caroline.grist@midsussex.gov.uk>

Subject: Mid Sussex DC - Online Register - Comments for Planning Application
DM/26/1265

Comments summary

Dear Sir/Madam,

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

below.

Comments were submitted at 13/07/2026 8:32 PM.

Application Summary

Address: 38 Savill Road Lindfield Haywards Heath West Sussex RH16 2NX
Retrospective application for the construction of a two storey front

Proposal: extension and porch canopy, part ground floor part two storey rear
extension, with associated alterations.

Case Officer: Caroline Grist

Click for further information

Customer Details

Address: 36 Savill Road Lindfield Haywards Heath

Comments Details

Commenter Type:

Neighbour or general public

Stance:

Customer made comments neither objecting to or supporting the
Planning Application

Reasons for comment:

Comments:

Initial observations:

The design and Access Statement says, "The palette of materials
that have been selected will match existing ones found on site.
See planning drawings for more information". How is this the case
when the cladding is black and the original brick has been
rendered?

The cladding is not timber, it appears to be composite.

The cladding is black and the front door is orange, this is not



https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fpa.midsussex.gov.uk%2Fonline-applications%2FcentralDistribution.do%3FcaseType%3DApplication%26keyVal%3DTFCGEIKT0D200&data=05%7C02%7Ccaroline.grist%40midsussex.gov.uk%7C2674f52d05e247b38c3608dee1158128%7C248de4f9d13548cca4c8babd7e9e8703%7C0%7C0%7C639195679662431656%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=MbdXtQ1cOX%2F13lCBEIdgRPu6JWIonmgDr%2BypYIPZdOU%3D&reserved=0

described in the plans.

The render is white/ off white, but the colour is not described in
the plans.

The drainpipe on the East elevation is not shown on the plans.
The relocated boiler flue is not marked on any of the plans.

The configuration of the windows on the south elevation plan do
not match the as-built photos.

The proposed South elevation does not appear to have been
accurately drawn. It is not the same height as the roof shown on
the proposed East and proposed West elevations. The as-built
photo has a larger expanse of cladding above the first floor
window.

The proposed East elevation shows cladding only on the
proposed scheme. It in fact wraps around part of the original
dwelling to form a large black rectangle on the east side.

Kind regards



