
APPENDIX 3 

Asset of Community Value Assessment – South Lakeland District Council 

 

Nominate By: Blawith & Suberthwaite Parish Council 

Number of Nominations: 1 

Date of Submission: 8 August 2019 

Address of Nomination: Little Fell, Water Yeat, LA12 8DJ 

Date of DED: 12 September 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 directly opposite 
the Village Hall, in the centre of the 
hamlet of Water Yeat. 

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 land is unregistered and 
currently overgrown. There is no 
evidence in the nomination of the 
current use of the asset. Members 
of the community are looking at a 
project to gently manage the land to 
encourage wildlife and support the 
natural habitat. 

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

 

 

The land is currently overgrown and 
unused. 

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

 

 

No evidence to describe current/ 
past use of the asset. 

 

 YES NO Further Comments 

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

 

 

 No evidence to describe current/ 
past use of the asset. 

What is the current level of use of the 
asset and who uses it? 

  The land is currently overgrown and 
unused. 

Is it used by particular communities of 
interest or need? 
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What do communities gain from their 
use of the asset and what would be the 
impact if it were lost? 

  The community gains pleasure from 
the natural wild environment and to 
lose it would lose this shared 
pleasure. There would also be a loss 
to the greater ecological habitat. 

 

 YES NO Further Comments 

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

  There is no evidence provided in the 
nomination to suggest that the 
current use of the asset supports 
the following criteria.  

Does the use of the asset do the  
following: 
 

 Reduce isolation  

 

 

 Address the needs of 
disadvantage members of the 
community 

 

   

 Reach vulnerable people 
 

 

 

 

 Support community cohesion 
and involvement 

 

   

 Enable communities to be self 
supporting 

 

 

 

 Increase access to positive 
activities 

   

 

4.) Does the community feel strongly that the 
asset should be retained as a community asset? 

 There is no evidence of this provided in the 
nomination, other than the testimony of the 
applicant. 

 

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)? 

The community plan to run a project to 
enhance and preserve the asset for the future. 
It aims to encourage wildlife and to support the 
natural habitat already present. 
 
The nomination does not provide evidence for: 

 The funding for the project 

 The timescale for the project 

 The likelihood of the project being 
delivered as described.  
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Due to this, it is difficult to assess whether the 
project is realistically achievable at present, or 
in the next five years. 
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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? 

  The land is currently overgrown. The 
community are looking at ideas to 
manage the land, encourage wildlife 
and support the natural habitat. 
This is subject to the willingness and 
ability of the community to obtain 
suitable and appropriate funding 
and to administer said project to 
manage the land. 

 

Recommendation and reasons for: 

 
Recommendation: Exclude the nomination from being listed on the asset register. 
 
Reasons: 
Legislation – This states that ‘the listing of assets that might have a community value in the future 
but have not been used for this purpose for a long time’ must be excluded from being listed. 
Therefore, the proposed future project to manage the land cannot be seen as evidence in support 
of adding the asset to the register. There is also no evidence that the project will take place or has 
the appropriate funding, support from the community or timescales in place.   
 
Evidence – The nomination does not provide enough evidence that the plot of land is currently 
used for the benefit of the community, nor is there enough evidence to suggest when or how the 
proposed project is realistically deliverable. 
 

 

 


