
Sites beyond 40 up to 56 dw
ellings

Site 21 - Land behind W
ell Cottages (? ha) 

Site
N

ature and 
topography of 
the site

R
elationship to 

the village(s) and 
local services

Landscape 
setting and 
im

pact

Ecological 
im

pact
H

eritage 
im

pact
Access 
D

rainage 
Services

N
ear existing 

settlem
ents

%
URZ

Q¿HOG�
site

L.Bray

1 dw
elling 

(20/26) 

This is a sloping 
site, tucked 
aw

ay behind 
W

ell C
ottages 

alongside a fairly 
steep track. It 
is bounded by 
hedges and 
som

e m
ature 

trees.

The site is rem
ote 

and very poorly 
located in relation 
to local services.

Although set in 
the countryside 
the site is largely 
hidden from

 
view

 by W
ell 

C
ottages and 

the surrounding 
trees.

N
o designated 

constraints, but 
its rural location 
m

eans that the 
site has som

e 
ecological value. 
M

ost of the site 
lies w

ithin the 
South H

am
s 

6$&
�*
+
%�EXႇHU�

zone. 

D
evelopm

ent of 
the site w

ould 
have no adverse 
heritage im

pact 
providing the 
design of any 
developm

ent 
took careful 
account of 
the adjacent 
cottages.

Access to the 
site w

ould be 
via a fairly 
steep unm

ade 
track w

hich 
is a C

ounty 
Byw

ay. N
o 

safe pedestrian 
access.

 

L.Bray 26 
(20/26) 

3
5

2
2

2
3

Team
 

Scores 25 
(18/26)

3
4

2
2

2
3

4
5

Suitability
Availability

Viability
O

verall perform
ance

 L.Bray
The site has been put forw

ard for consideration for tw
o 

dw
ellings. H

ow
ever, even a single dw

elling w
ould be 

unsustainable in this rem
ote location.

U
nderstood to 

be available
Viability unlikely 
to be an issue

6LJQL¿FDQW�FRQVWUDLQWV��5
HP

RWHQHVV�P
DNHV�WKH�

site less suitable

1
RWHV��7KHUH�DUH�VLP

LODULWLHV�KHUH�WR�6LWH����EXW�WKH�JURXS�UHJDUG�WKLV�VLWH�DV�EHLQJ�P
RUH�UHP

RWH�DQG�LW�GLG�QRW�VFRUH�VR�Z
HOO�LQ�HLWKHU�5

HODWLRQVKLS�WR�9LOODJH�	�
Services or N

ear to Existing Settlem
ent 



Sites beyond 40 up to 56 dw
ellings

Site 29 - H
illcroft Field and barn area

Site
N

ature and 
topography of 
the site

R
elationship to 

the village(s) and 
local services

Landscape 
setting and 
im

pact

Ecological 
im

pact
H

eritage 
im

pact
Access 
D

rainage 
Services

N
ear existing 

settlem
ents

%
URZ

Q¿HOG�
site

L.Bray  

6 dw
ellings 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Team
 

Scores 

Suitability
Availability

Viability
O

verall perform
ance

 L.Bray
U

nderstood to 
be available

Viability unlikely 
to be an issue

N
otes: 



Sites beyond 40 up to 56 dw
ellings

Site 2 - Land behind Live & Let Live pub, W
oolston G

reen (0.8 ha)  
This is also SH

ELA
A

 site SH
_50_12_16

Site
N

ature and 
topography of 
the site

R
elationship to 

the village(s) and 
local services

Landscape 
setting and 
im

pact

Ecological 
im

pact
H

eritage 
im

pact
Access 
D

rainage 
Services

N
ear existing 

settlem
ents

%
URZ

Q¿HOG�
site

L.Bray 

1 dw
elling 

(8/26)

The site slopes 
dow

n to the 
east, bounded 
by hedges to 
its northern 
and southern 
boundaries. 
There are no 
VLJQL¿FDQW�
physical 
obstructions to 
its developm

ent.

Located at the 
edge of the village, 
this site is w

ithin 
w

alking distance of 
the school, church, 
village hall and 
pub.

Tucked aw
ay 

alongside the 
lane to Beara, 
developm

ent of 
the site w

ould 
partially close 
the gap betw

een 
Beara and 
W

oolston G
reen.

Part of South 
H

am
s G

reater 
H

orseshoe Bats 
(G

H
B) SAC

 
EXႇHU�]RQH��

D
evelopm

ent of 
the site w

ould 
have m

inim
al 

heritage im
pact 

providing the 
design of any 
developm

ent 
took careful 
account of the 
village.

Access from
 the 

adjacent lane 
w

ould involve 
the loss of som

e 
hedgerow, and 
the junction w

ith 
the village street 
has very poor 
visibility w

ith 
little scope for 
im

provem
ent. 

There are 
no drainage 
problem

s 
LGHQWL¿HG�

L.Bray 22 
(8/26)

2
1

3
4

2
4

Team
 

Scores 20 
(9/26)

2
1

2
3

2
4

1
5

Suitability
Availability

Viability
O

verall perform
ance

 L.Bray
The site is w

ell located im
m

ediately adjacent to 
the village, but its developm

ent could result in the 
coalescence of Beara and W

oolston G
reen. Access is 

highly problem
atic and developm

ent m
ay have adverse 

LP
SDFWV�RQ�WKH�6$&

�EXႇHU�]RQH���5
HFRUGHG�DV�KDYLQJ�

³VLJQL¿FDQW�FRQVWUDLQWV´�LQ�6+
'
&
�6+

(/$
$���

U
nderstood to 

be available
Viability unlikely 
to be an issue

6LJQL¿FDQW�FRQVWUDLQWV��3RRU�DFFHVV�DQG�YLVLELOLW\�
and the risk of coalesence m

ake the site less 
suitable

N
otes: O

verdevelopm
ent of Landscove? Although this site ranked fairly highly, as there are 14 houses planned for developm

ent opposite, the group w
ould 

TXHVWLRQ�LI�WKDW�UHQGHUHG�6LWH���XQDFFHSWDEOH����GZ
HOOLQJ�RQO\�OHDYLQJ�D�YLDEOH�¿HOG�DUHD�LQ�ODQG�UHP

DLQLQJ�



Sites beyond 40 up to 56 dw
ellings

Site 16 - N
ew

 Lane, O
pp Playing Field Staverton (? ha)

Site
N

ature and 
topography of 
the site

R
elationship to 

the village(s) and 
local services

Landscape 
setting and 
im

pact

Ecological 
im

pact
H

eritage 
im

pact
Access D

rainage 
Services

N
ear existing 

settlem
ents

%
URZ

Q¿HOG�
site

L.Bray 

4 dw
ellings 

(20/26)

7KLV�¿HOG�VORSHV�
dow

n tow
ards 

the south, 
sandw

iched 
betw

een the 
m

ain road to 
its south and 
a sm

all lane 
to the north. 
It is bounded 
by hedges on 
all sides and 
contains som

e 
trees, including 
a belt of trees at 
LWV�Z

HVWHUQ�ÀDQN�

The site lies about 
500m

 w
est of the 

core of Staverton 
village.

The site is 
contained w

ithin 
the broad setting 
of the distended 
village form

, 
lying opposite 
WKH�SOD\LQJ�¿HOG�
and pavilion.

The site lies 
w

ithin the South 
H

am
s SAC

 G
H

B 
EXႇHU�]RQH�

D
evelopm

ent 
of the site 
w

ould be 
likely to have 
little or no 
heritage 
im

pact.

Access to the site is 
problem

atic. It is a 
little elevated above 
the m

ain road and 
to create access 
there w

ould entail 
VLJQL¿FDQW�ORVV�RI�
hedgebank. Access 
from

 the sm
aller lane 

to the north of the 
site, w

hilst easier 
to create, requires 
use of the very poor 
junction of that lane 
w

ith the m
ain road. 

N
either solution 

is satisfactory. N
o 

know
n drainage 

problem
s.

L.Bray 26 
(20/26)

2
3

2
4

2
5

Team
 

Scores 25 
(18/26)

2
3

2
3

2
5

3
5

Suitability
Availability

Viability
O

verall perform
ance

 L.Bray
Although this site perform

s reasonably w
ell in som

e 
respects, its location in the SAC

 and the access 
GLႈ

FXOWLHV�LW�IDFHV�P
DNH�LW�LOO�VXLWHG�IRU�GHYHORSP

HQW�

U
nderstood to 

be available
Viability 
unlikely to be 
an issue

6LJQL¿FDQW�FRQVWUDLQWV�3RRU�DFFHVV��WKH�6$&
�DQG�

unsafe pedestrian accessibility m
ake the site less 

suitable

N
otes: Fairly consistent assessm

ent. 



Sites beyond 40 up to 56 dw
ellings

Site 24 - Field opposite W
eston Cottages (? ha)

Site
N

ature and 
topography of 
the site

R
elationship to 

the village(s) and 
local services

Landscape 
setting and 
im

pact

Ecological 
im

pact
H

eritage 
im

pact
Access 
D

rainage 
Services

N
ear existing 

settlem
ents

%
URZ

Q¿HOG�
site

L.Bray  

2 dw
elling 

(22/26) 

This is a sloping 
¿HOG�HOHYDWHG�
above the A384. 
Bounded by 
hedges w

ith 
m

ature trees 
to its northern 
boundary.

The site is rem
ote 

and very poorly 
located in relation 
to local services.

The site is open 
to public view

 
and m

akes 
D�VLJQL¿FDQW�
contribution 
to the local 
landscape.

The site 
im

m
ediately 

adjoins (and its 
w

esternm
ost 

part is w
ithin) 

the South H
am

s 
6$&

�*
+
%�EXႇHU�

zone.

D
evelopm

ent of 
the site w

ould 
have no adverse 
heritage im

pact 
providing the 
design of any 
developm

ent 
took careful 
account 
of nearby 
properties.

Access could 
be gained at the 
site’s eastern 
corner from

 the 
adjoining m

inor 
road, although 
there are no 
pedestrian 
footw

ays along 
the A384. 
There are no 
know

n drainage 
problem

s.
L.Bray 28 
(22/26)

3
5

4
3

2
3

Team
 

Scores 25 
(18/26)

3
5

4
1  

(Eastern 
corner)

2
2

3
5

Suitability
Availability

Viability
O

verall perform
ance

 L.Bray
The site is rem

ote and open to public view
 in the open 

FRXQWU\VLGH��5
HVLGHQWV�Z

RXOG�EH�KHDYLO\�GHSHQGHQW�RQ�
the private car and pedestrian access w

ould be unsafe. 
The site is therefore ill suited for developm

ent.

U
nderstood to 

be available
Viability unlikely 
to be an issue

6LJQL¿FDQW�FRQVWUDLQWV��5
HP

RWHQHVV�DQG�XQVDIH�
pedestrian accessibility m

ake the site less 
suitable

N
otes: Eastern corner only suitable for 2 dw

ellings. 

7KLV�VLWH�LV�ORZ
�LQ�WKH�UDQN�RUGHU��DOWKRXJK�WKHUH�LV�D�OLWWOH�VHWWOHP

HQW�WKHUH��WKH�JURXS�JDYH�LW�D���IRU�5
HODWLRQVKLS�WR�9LOODJH��



Sites beyond 40 up to 56 dw
ellings

Site 7 - Field beside W
estpark Cottages, Staverton (0.40 ha)

Site
N

ature and 
topography of 
the site

R
elationship to 

the village(s) and 
local services

Landscape 
setting and 
im

pact

Ecological 
im

pact
H

eritage 
im

pact
Access 
D

rainage 
Services

N
ear existing 

settlem
ents

%
URZ

Q¿HOG�
site

L.Bray 

2 dw
ellings 

(15/26) 

7KLV�¿HOG�ULVHV�
gently to the 
north of the 
narrow

 lane at 
LWV�VRXWK�ÀDQN��
It is bounded 
by hedges and 
trees on m

ost 
sides.

The site lies 
about 500m

 w
est 

of the core of 
Staverton village 
but pedestrian 
provision is poor.

The site lies at 
the edge of the 
developed area.

Im
m

ediately 
adjoins the 
South H

am
s 

G
H

B SAC
. 

D
evelopm

ent of 
the site w

ould 
be likely to 
have little or no 
heritage im

pact.

Access to 
the site is 
problem

atic. 
It w

ould have 
to be via the 
sm

all lane to the 
south, requiring 
use of the very 
poor junction of 
that lane w

ith 
the m

ain road. 
There are no 
know

n drainage 
problem

s.
L.Bray 25 
(15/26)

2
3

2
3

2
5

Team
 

Scores 24 
(17/26)

2
3

2
2

2
5

3
5

Suitability
Availability

Viability
O

verall perform
ance

 L.Bray
The site has been the subject of applications for housing 
w

hich have been refused and dism
issed on appeal. 

Although it perform
s fairly w

ell in several respects, 
DFFHVV�GLႈ

FXOWLHV�P
DNH�LW�LOO�VXLWHG�IRU�GHYHORSP

HQW�

U
nderstood to 

be available
Viability unlikely 
to be an issue

6LJQL¿FDQW�FRQVWUDLQWV��3RRU�DFFHVV�DQG�XQVDIH�
pedestrian accessibility m

ake the site less 
suitable

N
otes: 


