
APPENDIX 3 

Asset of Community Value Assessment – South Lakeland District Council 

 

Nominate By: Staveley with Ings Parish Council 

Number of Nominations: 1 

Date of Submission: 7th October 2019 

Address of Nomination: Big Meadow, Staveley 

Date of DED: 21th November 2019 

 

Section One - Eligible Criteria 

Eligible Criteria YES NO Further Comments 

Is the nominating body eligible to 
nominate? 

 

 The Parish Council is the nominating 
body. 

Does the nominating body have a 
connection to the nomination? 

 

 The plot of land is within the Parish 
of Staveley with Ings, situated in the 
village of Staveley. 

Is the nominated asset outside of one of 
the categories that cannot be assets of 
community value? 

 

 

 

 

Section Two – Determining Usage 

 YES NO Further Comments 

1.) Is there evidence of the use being 
described in the nomination? 

  The asset is a private tenanted 
farming field. The nomination states 
that the land is used for seasonal 
farming. There is no evidence to 
suggest that the community have 
access to the land. 

Is this the main, and non-ancillary, use 
of the land or premises? 

 

 The main non-ancillary use of the 
land would appear to be farming. If 
there is community access and 
enjoyment of views, this would 
appear to be a secondary and 
ancillary benefit of the present and 
recent use. 

Or has it been its use within the last 12 
months? 

  There is no evidence to suggest that 
the land has had another use in the 
past 12 months. 

 

 YES NO Further Comments 

2.) Does this use further the social well-
being and social interest of the 
community? 

  The primary use would appear to be 
tenant farming and there is no 
evidence to suggest this furthers the 
social wellbeing and interest of the 
community. 
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What is the current level of use of the 
asset and who uses it? 

  The application suggests that the 
current use of the land is seasonal 
farming by a tenanted farmer. There 
is no evidence regarding the 
intensity of the farming, or the 
frequency in which the community 
can access the land. 

Is it used by particular communities of 
interest or need? 

  There is reference to a wheelchair 
accessible path around the field, 
however there is no evidence as to 
whether the path is located within 
the field boundary or without it. 

What do communities gain from their 
use of the asset and what would be the 
impact if it were lost? 

  The nomination states that the 
community gain pleasure from 
walking around the asset, and 
enjoying the views across it. 
However there is no evidence 
provided to prove if this is gained 
within or without the field boundary 
or to indicate any other community 
use of the asset itself.  

 

 YES NO Further Comments 

3.) What is the nature of social well 
being and social interest which the 
asset particularly supports? 

   

Does the main, non-ancillary use of the asset do the  
following: 
 

 Reduce isolation  

 

 

 Address the needs of 
disadvantaged members of the 
community 

 

  There is reference to a wheelchair 
accessible path around the field, 
however there is no evidence as to 
whether the path is located within 
the field boundary or without it. 

 Reach vulnerable people 
 

 

 

 

 Support community cohesion 
and involvement 

 

   

 Enable communities to be self 
supporting 

 

 

 

 Increase access to positive 
activities 
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4.) Does the community feel strongly that the 
asset should be retained as a community asset? 

 The Parish Council believes that the objections 
to development over the years are evidence 
that the community want the field to be 
retained as a community asset. However, there 
is an argument that the objections to 
development could be evidence that the locals 
do not want the land to be developed, rather 
than specific evidence that they want it to 
become a community asset. 

 

5.) Could the asset realistically continue to be 
used for this or another qualifying community 
purpose (or could this be achieved within the 
next five years)? 

 There is no evidence to suggest that the asset 
currently is, or could continue to be, used for a 
qualifying community purpose. 
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Section Four - Non-ancillary use of the building or other land. 

Officers are asked to consider the following questions, where appropriate, in relation to non-

ancillary usage: 

 Yes No Comments 

Has the building/land legal requirement 
for this usage changed significantly that 
the asset is not fit for purpose? 

   

Could the asset be made fit for purpose 
practically and within reasonable 
resource requirements and within 
timescales? 

   

 

Recommendation and reasons for: 

 
Recommendation: Exclude the nomination from being listed on the asset register. 
 
Reasons: 
 
Legislation – According to the Localism Act, an asset can be listed as a community asset if its 
principle, non-ancillary, use furthers (or has recently furthered) the community’s social well-being 
or social interests and is likely to do so in the future.  The primary purpose of the asset appears to 
be farming and any social benefit derived appears to be ancillary. Therefore the requirements of 
the legislation would not, on the information at hand, appear to be met. 
 
Private Land – The asset is an area of private farming land. The nomination does not provide 
evidence that the asset is currently accessible to the community, or will be in the near future. 
 
Evidence – The main evidence provided in the nomination relates to the asset being designated as 
Green Space by the Lake District National Park Authority, comments about a feeling from the 
community against any development taking place on the land and the asset’s visual appeal to the 
community and visitors to the village. These factors do not appear to evidence a use which would 
satisfy the legislative requirements for listing the asset on the asset register. 
 

 

 


