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1 Introduction

1.1 This hearing Statement has been prepared by John Long Planning Ltd, on behalf of Otley Properties/estate
of RW Key, the Landowners/promoters/developers of Allocation SEE1: West of Mill Lane, Seething. The
Statement provides information and responses to the Inspector’s Matters, Issues and Questions For
examination published 10 October 2025. Generative Artificial Intelligence (Al) has not been used in the

preparation of this Statement, although editing, grammar and spell-checking tools have been used.
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2 Response to Inspector’s Issues

Matter C: Allocations & Settlement Limits — Cluster 33 Seething & Mundham 32c New
Settlement west of Mill Lane, Seething

Question:

a) Are the settlement limits proposed suitable and justified given their policy function?

2.1 The Landowners/Owners of the proposed allocation site (ref: SEE1) consider that the proposed settlement
limit extension to incorporate existing development along Mill Lane to the south of the proposed allocation
site (Ref: SEE1) is suitable and justified given the policy function. The properties to be included are clearly
part of the village and the inclusion of the properties within the settlement limit (development boundary),
will enable the future enhancement/extension and potential redevelopment of properties to be
appropriately and logically considered in accordance with South Norfolk Development Plan Policy DM1.3
The Sustainable location of new development; Policy DM 3.4 Residential Extensions, conversion within
Settlements and Policy DM 3.5 Replacement dwellings and additional dwellings on sub-divided plots within

development boundaries (and other policies).

2.2 It is assumed that following the development of the proposed allocation site (ref: SEE1), these new

properties will be deemed to be within the settlement boundary.

b) Where changes to settlement limits are proposed, are these:

(i) Justified by development on the ground? or

(ii) Where potentially allowing further development, that development would be in a
suitable location relative to services and facilities, would not harm the character

and appearance of the area and would not have any other adverse planning effect?

2.3  The Landowners/Owners of the proposed allocation site (ref: SEE1) consider the proposed settlement limit
extension incorporates existing development and ancillary land (garden land, driveways etc.) and is
therefore justified. Any new development is likely to be restricted to extensions and/or redevelopment
opportunities, which can be considered to be in a suitable location relative to services and facilities and if

carefully designed would not harm the area’s character and appearance.




[ 4
Matter C: Allocations & Settlement Limits — Cluster 33 Seething & Mundham J’p.

32c New Settlement Limit west of Mill Lane, Seething

c) Should any other settlement limits be included in the plan to reflect other hamlets or
existing areas of development in the cluster?

2.4 Logically, the development at Seething Old Hall Park at the north western part of the village and intervening
development on Brooke Road, including Church Farm and the school should also be included in the
settlement limit. These properties are equally well related to the villages service and facilities and any
opportunities for new development would (with careful design) not harm the character and appearance of
the area and would not have any other adverse planning effect that could not be controlled/mitigated by

other policies in the Development Plan.

3 Conclusion

3.1 In conclusion, the extension of the settlement limit along Mill Lane (and presumably the incorporation of
proposed allocation SEE1 once built) is justified by development on the ground, and any (albeit limited)
opportunities for development would not harm the character and appearance of the area and would not

have any other adverse planning effect.
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