
 

 

A-barth Onan Hag Oll!  Representing One and All 

REPORTS FOR SEPTEMBER 2015  
EXTRA ORDINARY MEETING 

 

AGENDA ITEM 3.2 

Application  Ref PA15/06838 | Proposed solar Photovoltaic (PV) farm. Land at Penstruthal Farm 

Lanner, Redruth Cornwall TR16 6ST  

Decision Required:  

Members are requested to consider the following report in order to reach an informed 

decision regarding the above planning application. 

Date of Site Inspection: 

22nd September 2015 

Councillors who undertook the site inspection: 

Councillor Blease 

REPORT: 

The application is for a 3 Mega Watt Solar Farm on an area of 7.5 hectares (18.6 acres). 

The site is not in the Parish of Stithians but is close to the boundary and a number of 

parishioners have raised concerns. 

The application has been substantially scaled back following various consultations with a 

view to minimising the visual impact. The scheme is now less than 50% of the size originally 

envisaged. 

The application is very comprehensive and well documented. If Councillors do not have time 

to read all documents I recommend that as a minimum they read the non-technical 

summary included as Appendix 1 to this report. 



Those with a little more time and energy might care to read the Planning Design and Access 

Statement included as Appendix 2 or indeed all the documents available on Cornwall 

Council’s website. 

Site Visit 

I met 2 representatives of the applicant at the site: Mr Raoul Tufnell and Ms Emma 

Brosnahan. I walked the site and observed the relevant fields and surrounding properties 

and considered the visual impact of the proposal. Having a good understanding of the site 

concerned, I then undertook a short car survey to try to establish visibility of the site from 

the surrounding roads.  

I observed 6 dwellings in the vicinity which I believe will have some partial views of the 

proposed solar farm. Most of these would only be from first floor windows and no property 

will be able to see the whole of the site from their property. 

Visibility from the PRoWs will depend on the observer’s position as some of the views are 

well screened by existing hedges at heights of up to 3.5 m. In other positions some fields 

will be very visible as existing hedgerows are only approximately 1.5 m high although the 

proposal includes planting suitable indigenous screening plants to mitigate this. 

Visibility from the road will, I believe, be limited to a short stretch from the site entrance to 

the tee junction (on the road from Burncoose) and again another short stretch from this tee 

junction turning right towards the field now devoted to allotments. By short stretch I would 

estimate 100 metres or so. I do not think the solar farm will be visible from the road running 

from Buller Hill to Penhalvean. 

I could not see Carn Brea from any position on the site and therefore believe that the site 

will not be visible from Carn Brea. A few properties on Carn Marth will have distant views of 

the site. 

I do not believe that anyone living in the villages of Lanner, Four Lanes, Carnkie or indeed 

Redruth will have any views of the site. 

The 2 fields to the south of the site will have panels sufficiently spaced to enable haylage to 

be produced. All other fields will be grazed by sheep to support existing agricultural use 

albeit at reduced productively levels. 

Community Benefit 

Unusually, I understand that Community Benefit will be offered to local residents in the form 

of a bond linked to the solar farm which will enable the bond holder to share in the returns 

generated by the project. Income payments are anticipated to be in the 5 to 7% range. 

More details on how this works can be found on the following link:- 

 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-32249236  

Public Comments 



At the time of writing there are 25 objectors and one supporter that have left comments on 

the CC Planning Website. 

The principal objections seem to be around loss of visual amenity for walkers, cyclists and 

horse riders, cumulative effect of solar farms in the area and additional traffic during the 

construction stage. 

These concerns are difficult to quantify until a project is built even with the best photo 

montages. To try to quantify these concerns based on our experience with Pencoose, I 

undertook 2 simple tests. 

Tests and results 

I took a stop watch on two of my favourite walks around the parish. I operated the stop 

watch at all times when I could see a solar farm or any part of a solar farm. 

Walk 1 – New Road to Tregolls on the road, across fields to Tretheague Mill, up the lane 

towards the dam, just before the dam up steps to the right over the high ground by the old 

quarry. Down the field through Carncrees Farm down the lane and then from the entrance 

to Carnsiddia Farm across the fields coming out at Crellow Hill and then back to New Road. 

Walk 2 – New Road to Vicarage Close, across the fields to Trembroath up the hill to Higher 

Trewithen and along the lane on the bridleway that dissects the Pencoose Solar Farm to 

Gilly woods, down through the woods to the back lane leading from Tubbon Hill to Pencoose 

Farm entrance and then across the fields to Seaureaugh Mill and then along the road to 

Stithians Church and back to New Road. 

Walk 1 took 62 minutes and the cumulative time that a solar farm was visible was 3 minutes 

and 2 seconds or 4.9% of the time. 

Walk 2 took 70 minutes and the cumulative time that a solar farm was visible was 3 minute 

21 seconds or 4.8% of the time. 

At no time during the walks did I see Edgecumbe or Roscrow solar farms or indeed any 

other solar farms.  

The proposed solar farm at Penstruthal, whilst much smaller, has a number of similarities to 

Pencoose in that it is on high rolling ground with a PRoW through the site. I therefore 

believe that the loss of visual amenity and cumulative effect relating to this application will 

be no worse than Pencoose which is minimal.  

I will be happy to replicate the results reported above with any willing member of the PC 

before the extra ordinary meeting at which this report will be considered. 

  

Matters of Concern: 



• Transport movements during construction. Extra measures may be required to 
ensure that lorry drivers do not follow sat navs and not come to the site by un-
agreed routes. 

• Loss of visual amenity to near neighbours. 
 
APPENDICES:   

1. Non-Technical Summary. 
2. Planning Design & Access Statement. 
3. Lanner PC’s Response to Cornwall Council including several objections. 
4. Objection from Mr & Mrs Crisp, West Carvanel Cottage. 

 
Cllr P.C. Blease 

September 23rd 2015 

Appendices 1, 2 & 4 have not been reproduced here as they are in a different format. 

They may be obtained by application to the Clerk. 

Appendix 3 to AGENDA ITEM 3.2 

Response from Lanner PC to Cornwall Council re Proposed Solar 

Farm at Penstruthal. PA15/06838 

 

1. Summary 

Lanner Parish Council is unable to support this application for a Solar Farm and RECOMMENDS 

REFUSAL by Cornwall Council. 

 

Specifically, we request that this application be decided by full committee versus under Officer’s 

delegated powers (although we understand that it will, indeed, be determined by Strategic Planning 

Committee). Further, we request that a decision is made only after a site visit by Committee 

Members for an appreciation of the impact of the proposal on the immediate and surrounding 

countryside. 

 

Lanner Parish Council would also request the opportunity to address the deciding committee directly 

on the issues. 

 

The reasons for this are given below. 

 

2. General Policy Matters 

2.1. The applicants make much in the Planning Design and Access Statement (PDA) of the National 

Planning Policy Framework’s (NPPF) stipulation that the NEED for renewable energy is not a matter 

for discussion in considering planning applications, only to address exactly that issue themselves. It is 

difficult to see the equity in such a position. Is it designed to detract from a marked shift in national 

policy outside of and since the publication of the NPPF? The government has, by statements and 

actions, critically reduced the importance of solar and on-shore renewables with the phased 

withdrawal of subsidy and Ministerial pronouncements that solar farms are “trashing the 



countryside” – and that from the Minister for the Environment in whose constituency this site sits. 

This shift in policy is a major factor with regard to the sustainability of the project and sustainability 

is the key test for permitting development. Bear in mind that we are not questioning the NEED for 

renewable energy per se, but a particular form of delivery. 

 

2.2. The NPPF also states that the planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and 

local environment by protecting and enhancing valued landscape. The site sits on the edge of the 

World Heritage Site close to the historic Tresavean Trail and mine workings. It is also between two 

important designated Areas of Great Landscape Value being Carnmenellis and Carn Marth from 

which it is visible and the development would seriously detract from those valued environs. The 

importance of this open landscape is embedded in the recent Refusal at Appeal for a wind turbine at 

nearby Lancarrow (APP/D0840/A/14/2217516 dated 02 December 2014) which said “Although this 

(an AGLV) is a local designation it nonetheless can be considered to be expressive of an area of 

valued landscape”. 

 

The despoliation of the open upland landscape needs additional careful consideration in respect of a 

potential accumulation of both solar and wind turbine features within the vista. This is a very narrow 

part of the peninsula with both coasts visible from nearby vantage points and the integrity of the 

open rural landscape can be destroyed, and is being destroyed, over a substantial area. 

 

2.3. The PDA suggests that the proposal accords with the NPPF’s aim to “support economic growth 

in rural areas”. We challenge such a statement. The construction process, including materials, will 

certainly create wealth but principally outside the local community if not the county. It will create 

relatively expensive energy to be fed into the National Grid and, again, will not help the local 

economy. Indeed, the document says “maintenance visits will be negligible” so it will not be 

generating local employment. Also, it is rather disingenuous to call this an agricultural 

diversification: it is a change of use of agricultural land to an industrial use. The term “agricultural 

diversification” was coined to encourage and promote a farmer’s reliance on a single commodity for 

his income, particularly applicable to dairy farmers, and thereby maintaining social structures and 

the family farm. This project has nothing to do with that. It is not even a project to support an 

established agricultural business by reducing energy costs. 

 

2.4. The PDA gives reference to a wide range of other sections within the NPPF as if to strengthen 

the argument for development here. In fact, these references tend to work the other way. 

Development should “add to the overall quality of the area, respond to local character and history 

and reflect the identity of local surroundings and materials”. The proposal fails to tick the box on all 

or any of these measures. Development should also avoid encouraging crime or the fear of crime: 

the theft of solar panels from ground installations has hit the headlines on several occasions this 

year and this site, with its variety of access and egress route, could make it a relatively soft target 

and cause anxiety to neighbouring properties. 

 

2.4. The Planning Practice Guidance makes it clear that the need for renewable energy does not 

automatically override environmental protection or the planning concerns of local communities. 

Protecting local amenity is an important consideration which should be given proper weight in 



planning decisions. In our opinion the adverse impacts of granting permission would significantly and 

demonstrably outweigh the benefits.  

 

3. Local Policy Matters and Consultation 

3.1. The emerging Cornwall Local Plan is having a rough ride at present under Examination in Public. 

Lanner Parish Council is an active participant in the written and oral Hearings now underway. It is 

suggested that this emerging Plan be given only the most minor weighting, if any, at present. 

 

3.2. We have also considered the Cornwall Renewable Energy Supplementary Planning Document 

(SPD). This document stresses the need to avoid top quality agricultural land (Grades 1 – 3a) of 

which this site is one. It also calls for a whole package of mitigation measures the effectiveness of 

which, although the applicant seeks to apply them, will always be frustrated by the nature and 

location of the site – which we discuss later. The SPD also seeks to promote and prioritise 

renewables schemes which “either meet the needs of local communities and/or are led by local 

communities.” This proposal is to feed all generated energy into the National Grid: it does not 

therefore meet the needs of the local community. It is also commercially led versus community led. 

The proposed offer of “solar bonds” has more to do with raising funds for a rolling development 

programme than engaging the community in any participatory role, we suggest. 

 

3.2. The Lanner Parish Plan was produced in 2010 following consultation with every household and 

business in the parish. It supports the principle of renewable energy and, particularly, “solar panels 

for heating”. By this, we mean panels provided to individual homes, commercial or community 

properties to generate energy for their own purposes. There is no inherent or implied favour 

towards solar farms. 

 

3.2. Since the lodging of this application local opinion has been hostile towards it both from within 

Lanner, from the adjoining parish of Stithians and elsewhere. Attached are some letters received and 

this meeting of council has been informed by    members of the public present. 

 

3.3. This would seem a useful point to mention the applicant’s consultation process. The applicant 

states that only 31 people attended the two consultation events which they held and of these only 9 

provided feedback forms. From such a low input, the resulting statistical claims and charts 

developed in the PDA seem extravagant. Notice of these consultation meetings was provided by the 

applicant through a third party. It is to be noted that people in the outlaying parts of the parish, 

particularly in the vicinity of the site, all state they received no notification of those consultations 

and many close to the site have received no direct contact from the applicant. 

 

3.4. The consultation events were attended by the parish council vice chairman and the clerk as 

observers rather than as representatives of Council. Council concluded that the apparent low level of 

interest was probably more to do with the absence of a firm plan submitted for planning permission 

than indifference to the concept. Several requests for a “pre-application” meeting by the applicant 

were rejected as premature and the applicant was informed an open discussion around a firm 

proposal, with members of the public present, would be preferred. 

 

4. Timing 



4.1. The PDA and other documents refer to a “formal Grid offer” being accepted by Western Power 

(the DNO). We have spoken to Western Power and have received confirmation that the phrase 

means that they have provided a cost at which they are prepared to connect the supply to the 

distribution network subject to planning, and any necessary easements and wayleaves. It does NOT 

mean that the National Grid will accept energy created from this installation. We have visited 

Western Power’s website from which this definition has been reinforced. 

 

4.2. It was reported in the Guardian on 10 May 2015 that the Grid is closed in Cornwall to 

renewables for at least 6 years as there is a lack of capacity by the DNO. The Design and Access 

Statement is dated only 11 days after that report: presumably it was written well before the 10
th

. In 

short, it appears that the application is at least premature since it is unlikely that the site can be 

operational before the expiry of any permission granted. 

 

4.3. It has been reported that larger operators are still seeking sites with a view to “mothballing” 

them until such time as the Grid is capable of receiving more energy from renewables. We do not 

regard this as good planning practice from the community’s point of view. 

 

4.4. The government has demonstrated that it does not wish to invest public money further in land-

based wind or in solar renewables, seemingly more interested in fracking and possibly geothermal: 

an attitude heightened by the marked fall in the price of carbon energy coupled with its marriage to 

austerity policies. This proposal seems to have been affected or influenced by the virtual closure of 

FITs after January 2016 to schemes over 5MW (recalling the concept 12 months ago was for a much 

larger site), the removal of pre-accreditation and the removal of access to the renewable obligation 

scheme for those under 5MW in April 2016. 

Should the rush to solar schemes by the industry to get on board with subsidy (which the PDA 

admits underpins economic sustainability) necessitate communities and planning authorities to join 

that rush and accept what would perhaps otherwise be questionable sites? 

 

 

5. The Application Form 

5.1. Because the property comprises fields unattached to a dwelling and there are more than one 

Penstruthal Farms in the area, it is desirable for its location to be accurately described. Is the Post 

Code correct? TR16 6ST relates more to the Wheal Buller area: 6SX seems more accurate. Is the Grid 

Reference correct? To our reading it should be 17060 03945. 

It would have been best if the OS numbers of the fields had been identified in the “Description” box 

on the form. These matters would be particularly important if permission was given in tying any 

conditions or even a s106 Agreement unambiguously to the right land. 

 

5.2. The form suggests no ROWs will be affected but Footpaths 10 and 12 will certainly be for the 

period of the works at least and Footpath 11 may be. The integrity of these footpaths would have to 

be present throughout the construction period and afterwards. The use of footpaths in Lanner is 

high and well valued by residents and visitors. Maintaining the standard of footpaths within the 

parish was one of the leading priorities expressed through the Parish Plan process with 92% of 

respondents saying that they used them. It was pointed out in the Parish Plan survey that the parish 

council (through precept) met two –thirds of the cost of upkeep. Notwithstanding that this duty 



actually rests with Cornwall Council, 80% of respondents wanted the Parish Council to continue with 

this expenditure. This fully illustrates the value of the footpath network to the community and by 

extension the established and familiar environment through which they weave. 

 

6. The Selection and Suitability of the Site 

6.1. There is no compulsion for this, or any other, developer to develop so the rationale behind the 

methodology of how the site was selected is not really of concern here. They have made their 

choice. What is of concern is how the principles of sustainability and suitability apply to this site. 

Having said that, two pertinent questions do emerge from the Alternative Site Assessment: 

 

6.1.1. The area is profoundly rich in brown field sites, namely waste ground from old mine workings 

with little or no economic or ecological value. Why were none of these front runners for the 

development? 

 

6.1.2. The Assessment starts from a base criterion of 7.8 ha to produce 2.89MW of energy. We 

cannot find information as to why this area is the minimum required for that level of production. All 

we can be sure of is that, coincidentally, the size of this site represents the cut-off point. However, 

just down the road (at Penhalurick Barton) an application has been submitted to produce 3.637MW 

on a site of 6.46ha. We note that six sites from the Long List were rejected on grounds of size 

ranging from 6.3 ha to as much as 7.9 ha. 

 

6.2. Addressing the overall suitability of the site, the access roads are narrow and tortuous. They are 

also being subject to increasing use at increasing speeds. This has arisen because of the advent of 

sat-nav which encourages the use of “short cuts” and the creation of “rat runs”. Of greater 

legitimacy, the proximity of extensive allotment gardens, boarding kennels and other commercial 

and quasi-commercial uses has added to traffic volume and frequency. The area is of regular and 

growing popularity for walkers, cyclists and horse riders for whom the construction process will be 

particularly disruptive and hazardous but the ongoing impact of the site will also create issues of 

safety and enjoyment of the countryside. Lanner Parish Council and its partners in the Mining 

Villages Regeneration Group and Community Network have been working hard over the past 15 

years to promote the area generally for recreation and tourism through several joint community 

funded projects. Permitting this development would damage the aims of those initiatives. 

 

6.3. To be clear, this application is in effect to change the use of land from agricultural to industrial. 

No one can foresee 30 years hence: it is a whole generation away. Certainly in most people’s 

understanding 30 years is not “temporary” and Planning Committee Members should avoid thinking 

that it is. This is not comparable in any way to a 3 or 5 year temporary permission for a caravan or 

mobile home. 

 

6.4. The applicant’s Agricultural Land and Soil Resources Survey establishes that the land is Grade 3a 

– among the “best and most versatile of soils” - and that it is ideal for its present purpose of grass 

growing for livestock. That it is not well suited to growing wheat or potatoes is neither here nor 

there. Livestock farming on the uplands with its associated small fields, stone hedges and reliance on 

environmentally sensitive management is the backbone of the Cornish landscape protecting and 

enhancing our heritage, biodiversity and the backdrop for our quality of life. It is also the core of our 



economy both in food production and in attracting tourists from across the world. Chipping away at 

this asset undermines our foundations. 

Most of Cornwall is, in fact, Grade 3 land and it is clear that these fields have been well managed and 

are productive and in the top banding of Grade 3. 

The last paragraph, the conclusion, of this Survey lets it down. It is hypothetical, subjective and says 

nothing about why renewable energy should take precedent over food production and the local 

environment. 

  

 6.5. The applicant stresses the view that farming can take place alongside solar arrays. There is 

practical evidence with sheep and poultry in this respect, both of which enjoy the security and shade 

of the panels. However, whilst there can be no doubt that this works in the short term there is 

insufficient evidence to be confident that it can continue over the medium to long term as the 

quality of the herbage and soil becomes affected by restricted sunlight, unpalatability, mineral 

leaching which cannot be replaced and poaching in patches. To illustrate the point, consider how 

tree canopies can affect grass growth and encourage weeds. The research has yet to be done on 

this. In addition, whilst the proposed 9ft high fencing of the site is well designed to keep humans 

out, it will need to be substantially redesigned to keep out foxes and badgers which would cause 

havoc to sheep and their lambs or free range hens and their eggs if farming activities are to be 

entertained. 

 

6.6. The proposed development would seriously disrupt and damage natural ecologies and 

environments during and after construction. The idea that this type of development will provide net 

benefits to biodiversity and natural ecologies is difficult to accept. Wildlife corridors and feeding 

routes will be disrupted for a lengthy period and during winter months. Moreover, there is a wealth 

of environmental resources in the area for education and recreation purposes with greater flexibility 

of access and wider opportunities. This scheme will change and damage the immediate and wider 

environment for a generation: it is discourteous to dress it up as something it isn’t. 

 

6.7. There is little that can be achieved by screening works without destroying or severely 

compromising the natural environment and ecology of the site and its place within the landscape. 

Similarly, the introduction of plantings which are not true to what is the natural biodiversity of the 

site will change the balance in species from the surrounding area. Of the intended 32 seeds within 

the proposed regrassing mitigation work only 11 are “native” and the mix is not one particularly 

suited to local acid soils. It is also notable that on Carn Marth on the opposite side of the valley work 

by University of Exeter has evidenced 109 different plant species indicating the true range of local 

biodiversity. The proposed development is what it is: an intrusion into the open countryside. When 

the PDA says “The arrays have a lake-like appearance” it means they’re blue, shiny and reflective and 

this will be their effect. 

 

6.8. Far too much of this Assessment and others presented are obviously “cut and paste” desktop 

“surveys” with little real regard for the site itself or its surroundings. The desktop work has a place in 

screening alternatives but is not specific evidence to be used for specific sites: its volume merely 

provides a distraction from what is real on the ground. The protected Southern Marsh Orchid has 

been identified on the site (a plant which is threatened by loss of habitat) and barn owls are 



regularly seen patrolling the area. Late winter disturbance of their hunting grounds could prove fatal 

to them. 

 

6.9. By no means least, the effect on the development upon neighbouring properties needs to be 

taken into account. The applicant quotes extensively from legal sources to establish that no one has 

a right to a view in planning. This is about so much more than “a view” however. There are residents 

living in the immediate vicinity who have been there for decades and have grown and aged within a 

valued and embracing environment. Now they are to be subject to three months or more complete 

disruption ending with the visual cross between an industrial estate and a prison compound for a 

neighbour. Their quality of life and the desirability of the area as a place to live will deteriorate. 

Members of the community living in the immediacy of this site require your support and protection. 

 

7. Construction Works 

7.1. There are various comments already made relating to the construction works but we would 

highlight some other particular points of concern. First of these is the traffic to and from the site. 

The route, apparently approved by Cornwall Highways, is particularly narrow from leaving the A393 

for a distance of about half a mile. The ability for two HGV vehicles to pass on most stretches of this 

road is highly questionable and the given frequency of visits, together with the use of the road by 

other vehicles including lorries and tractors, will prove very disruptive. The option is left open to any 

or all of the 40 site workers to travel to the site by other routes no less tortuous or potentially 

disruptive. This is also an area well used by horse riders, cyclists and walkers (with or without dogs) 

and these users will be certainly inconvenienced and, at times, potentially at risk. 

 

7.2. We understand that it is intended to lift and remove the top soil. It is feared that, given the 

proximity of bedrock to the surface, this will have an adverse effect on the agricultural land 

classification of the site. 

 

7.3. There will be three generators running all night for three months during the construction period. 

This will make life in the area, and beyond, intolerable. 

 

8. Decommissioning 

8.1. The Decommissioning Statement appears to give no detail on the restoration process for 

basements. 

 

8.2. 30 years is a long time in the commercial world. Will Belectric’s covenant to decommission be 

backed by a cash bond? Failing this, the community or the freeholder’s estate could be left having to 

pick up a substantial cost. We have seen remarkable collapses in previously Blue Chip concerns over 

the past 30 years. It is also noted that the company’s assets are to be pledged as security to private 

bond holders investing in future sites: careful structuring of the decommissioning guarantees is 

recommended to ensure sustainability (that is, future generations are not disadvantaged by present 

decisions). 

 

9. Other Issues 



 9.1. Without prejudice to council’s position a term of 30 years should run from the date on which 

planning permission is issued not from the site commissioning date. This is to ensure works are not 

protracted, the site not “mothballed” and to provide certainty. 

 

 

APPENDIX 

Letters Received from Objectors 

 

1. From Mr & Mrs J Bosher.   West Penhalurick, Lancarrow.  13 September 

We understand that the above (Penstruthal Solar Farm) is up for discussion at your next Parish 

Council meeting. 

 

We wish to object to the above. The development is in an AGLV and also within the "buffer zone" of 

two World Heritage Sites. 

 

It is detrimental to the enjoyment that users have when using the numerous Footpaths, Bridleways 

and Tramways etc. that are across or near to the site. 

 

It is in close proximity to several highways and properties. 

 

It will be highly visible from Carn Marth and Carn Brea in what at present is the unspoilt historic 

(Lanner) mining area and agricultural landscape (See your “Mining Villages - Lanner” leaflet) That 

should be protected from modern industrial development. 

 

Further degradation of the Cornish landscape that local people and visitors come to see and enjoy 

 

We feel this development should not be allowed and that Lanner parish council will support the local 

residents objection to this proposal and that it will eventually be refused. 

 
2. From Mr Adam Coles, 3 Rose Meadow, Stithians. TR3 7RL. 13 September. 

I am writing to express my objection to the above planning application, namely the proposed 

Photovoltaic Farm at Penstruthal Farm, Lanner, Redruth, Cornwall, TR16 6ST. While I strongly 

support the need for renewable energy, careful consideration must be given to ensuring the sight is 

suitable without undue effect on the local surrounding and residents. In this case I believe the 

following should be taken into consideration: 
 

1. The proposed development is immediately next to a World Heritage site. 

 

2. The solar farm will clearly be seen from surrounding high ground including Carn Marth and 

Carnmenellis. 

 



3. There are numerous Grade 2 listed buildings and structures, one of which is only meters away 

(Penstruthal powder house) from the proposed development. 

 

4. There are several footpaths that cross the proposal which will be severely impacted during 

development and on completion; their tranquil nature will be permanently altered. 

 

5. Local infrastructure and roads are narrow and not conducive to construction traffic. 

 

In my opinion this proposal should be rejected and another location sought. 

 

3. From Angie Crisp. West Carvannel Cottage, Penhalurick     10 September 

            

This is an interim notification that the residents of properties in the Lancarrow Penhalurick and 

Penstruthal area and the general public who use the footpaths and amenities of the area will be 

objecting to the above proposal. Detailed letters are being compiled and will be sent to the Parish 

Council and local Council outlining our objections to the industrialization on 'good grade' agricultural 

land in a popular and beautiful unspoilt setting only 0.5km from lanner.  

 

Briefly the main reasons why this development is unsuitable: 

 

1.) The proposed development is next to a World Heritage site (same status as Stonehenge!)  I 

believe that part of the solar farm and masts for cameras will be seen from Carn Brea. 

2.) The site is adjacent to an unspoilt AGLV (area of great landscape value) which encompasses 

Carnmenellis. 

3.) The solar farm will clearly be seen from Carn Marth. 

4.) The solar farm will be seen from Carnmenellis. 

5.) There are 7 Grade 11 listed buildings one of which is only meters away. 

6.) There is a scheduled monument within meters of the proposal. 

 

7.) The proposal is only 40m from a residential property and is on 'open fields' which rises in 

elevation hence why the panel’s height on the uneven topography is reported to rise to 2.7m. 

 Security cameras of 6.6m will be distinctive on such an area and will be seen from many miles away 

with the entire structures being seen clearly from the adjacent roads. 

The high elevation of the area in general natural means that it will be seen from a great distance. 

8.) The history of the area is unique.  Penstruthal Mine is an important part of the history of Lanner 

and is detailed in many mining journals and is a source for future generations.  Penstruthal is well 

known to have a medieval history and ancient mining techniques and cut outs still exist on this land 

and it surroundings. 

9.) The report submitted to the council suggests there are no badger setts and no bat roosts.  This is 

extremely unlikely. 

10.) Considering the vegetation and the fauna of the area the biodiversity already exists and will not 

benefit by a solar farm intrusion. 



11.) It is unclear whether infrared or other lighting is proposed on the solar farm.  The dark night sky 

of Penstruthal and its surrounding area is becoming rare.  There is no light pollution, take a look. 

12.) The area along the footpaths that criss cross the proposal are tranquil with no background 

noises apart from the rich cocktail of birds and insects. 

13.) Glint and glare reflection?? 

14.) The Parish has a Solar farm at Pencoose. 

 

 

4. From Glen Crisp, West Carvannel Cottage, Penhalurick. 

I live at West Carvannel Cottage, Penhalurick which is located in the parish of Lanner 50m from the 

parish of Stithians 

I strongly object to the proposal for another solar array in the immediate area. I am affected by loss 

of amenity and glare from the Pencoose array to the east, under threat from the proposed array at 

Penhalurick immediately to the south and now by the proposed “Redruth” array to the north east. 

I have lived and farmed West Carvannel for over 20 years, and farmed West Penhalurick before that, 

so I have an intimate knowledge and love of the area. 

Area Setting 

I live in a unique setting of the Carnmenellis Granite Plateau. The area was designated as an 

“Area of Great Landscape Value” (AGLV) by Cornwall Council. It is designated by Natural England as 

a Landscape Character Area. The area was listed on Natural England tranquillity map. Campaign for 

Rural England classifies Carnmenellis area as tranquil and low light pollution (tranquillity & dark sky 

maps). The area is noted for its upland setting with ancient field systems and a scattering of houses 

and small farms, many dating back to the medieval times and some older. The hills in the area have 

remains from Stone Age, Bronze Age and Iron Age, (Cornwall HER) on almost every hill. It is this 

upland setting with the remains of ancient field systems that contribute to the AGLV classification. 

The boundary of this designation is 200m from the site in a landscape of the same character. 

The area is highly valued as such by most of the area’s residents, many like ourselves live and farm 

here because of the setting and tranquillity and encouraging the rich diversity of wildlife found here. 

The tranquillity of the area is noted by visitors and holiday makers. 

Planning within the AGLV 

The AGLV status has influenced mine and my neighbour’s holdings with regards to planning. 

We had to be very careful in our design of an extension to our farmhouse because I live in an area 

designated as “Area of Great Landscape Value” and that is right in its protection. Our view is not just 

of the AGLV but of the surrounding area that looks in to it and has a big effect on the character. 

Cumulative Effect 

Although a view apparently cannot be protected under planning regulations, in the last 2 years our 

view from our house of the landscape now includes 5 wind turbines and Pencoose solar array, 2 

more arrays would close the circle around us. 

Driving away from our part of Carnmenellis AGLV the cumulative effect and unsightly sprawl of 

random wind turbine and sprawling solar farms is building, an observation not lost on our county’s 

holiday makers. In fact the view from Carn Marth looking north and east is covered in such features. 

This application site can be seen from both locally and from Carn Marth and Carn Brea. 

Application for Temporary consent 

Let’s put this in perspective, no renewable sites have been decommissioned, only extended and 

30 years is half a life time. If granted, I and many neighbours will not see a field there again. 



Light Pollution 

There is no light pollution in the area of the proposal and the construction lighting for 4 months is 

unacceptable impact 

Protection of wildlife 

The site is adjacent to known roosts in the surrounding shafts and the proposed construction lighting 

would be very detrimental to the colonies. (all bats in the UK are protected species), 

On our own land we note the presents of numerous bats and other resident protected species such 

as Cuckoo, skylark, Barn Owl, Peregrine Falcon and visiting Curlew flocks. With access to the land 

adjoining this proposal, skylarks cuckoos and barn owls have been often been observed. It is not 

proven that field of glass panels would be of benefit to the biodiversity already present in the 

surrounding area to this site 

Noise 

The application admits that there will be noise from the construction and from the plant during 

daylight operation. What has not been discussed is the wind whistle effect on the side/edge of the 

panels from the westerly winds in this exposed location 

Archaeology 

Penstruthal Mine area although not in the WHS is part of the mining heritage, a historic and well 

documented mine with workings as recorded from as early as medieval period. The adjoining rough 

street is reputed to have been a roman road to the tin mining area. The archaeology and history of 

the application site has yet to be fully investigated. 

Applicants Environmental Statement 

Although bulky, there are facts omitted and many contradictions. One omission is to fully assess in 

the EIA the 3 residential properties 100-150m to the south east together with incorrect identification 

of several properties. 

What is clear is that the site would be seen from the WHS, and 2 AGLVs, the foot paths that adjoin 

and cross the site. All of which is not in line with national and local policy. 

Policy also gives guidance to preserve good agricultural land, at a classification of 3a (tested on half 

of the applicant) this is clearly good agricultural land 

Screening 

The site is not level and the proposed tree screening will not be effective on a slopping exposed site, 

and the suggestion of full screening mitigation in 7 years’ time if the grow quickly clearly 

unacceptable. 

I believe the proposed solar array would have a significant overbearing impact and adverse effect on 

the amenity of these properties and businesses within the immediate area and have an 

accumulative effect contrary to planning policy. The direct impact to Carnmenellis AGLV 

Carnmarth AGLV, and the WHS is clearly against both national and local policy. 

I have enclosed partial reviews and my comments on 2 of the reports provided by the applicant 

I ask you to oppose this application for a Solar array on a poorly selected site. 

 

(Attached are two detailed appendices). 

 

5. From Mrs P Gould, Penair, Wheal Buller.  15 September. 

I have just heard about the proposal of a solar farm at Penstruthal Farm which backs onto my 

property. 



I would like to express an objection to this solar farm. The reasons why are that the prevailing wind 

will cause a whistling sound. I have first-hand experience of this as I have a close friend who lives 

adjacent to a solar farm and they suffer from constant noise made by the wind passing through 

them. I feel that lights during and after construction of this solar farm will be completely 

unreasonable and will take away my enjoyment of my property. 

I have lived at my property for 20 years. My enjoyment comes from the peace and tranquillity and 

the abundance of nature I observed from my property and over the land in the application. 

 

6. From Jill Harris, Tremenhere Cottage, Foundry, Stithians  12 September 

Whilst I am aware that Stithians Parish Council will be submitting their comments to you on an 

official basis, I nevertheless feel strongly that it is time the book on these so called 'advantageous to 

the community' projects was closed. 

There is no other reason for this current application, together with other recent attempts, than 

monetary gain for the applicant.  The benefits to the community come very far down the list of 

possible altruism and is remote enough to be dismissed by any right thinking person. 

We are witnessing an explosion of applications of the blight of these so called beneficial profit 

making enterprises.  The loss of amenity to the near neighbours who cannot remove themselves to a 

safe distance is becoming all too apparent. 

I respectfully request that you take note of my objection and lend your weight to calling a halt to 

these  applications and the entirely destructive effect they are having on our Parish. 

 

7. From W and P Kyte. The Cottage, West Penhalurick.  14 September 

We are writing to you to register our objection to the proposal  

• It is again a proposal for a solar farm very close to a World Heritage site and immediately 

adjacent to an AGLV (area of great landscape value). It will be in full visual from the high 

ground surrounding both Carn Marth and Carnmenellis. 
• Since this is an agricultural area, it is one step further towards the industrialisation of our 

countryside and will be completely out of character. 
• The bats, birds and other wild life in the area will be greatly disturbed. I note that several 

areas of hedgerow are to be demolished during the construction and although it is proposed 

to reinstate these afterwards, there will be much damage in the meantime. 
• The parish already has a solar farm at Pencoose less than a mile away. 
• It will be situated just 40 metres from a residential property. 
• Why is Cornwall allowing these installations to be dotted around so indiscriminately hen we 

depend on tourism for our livelihood?  Visitors come here to see the beautiful scenery not 

fields full of solar panels.  
  

The application should be refused. 

8. From Madeleine Macrae,  Southcott, Helston Road, Porkellis 

I would like to lodge my strong objection to the proposed Solar Farm in Lanner. This farm would be 

detrimental to the area and a blot on the landscape 



 

9. From Mr E S Mitchell, The Willows, Perranwell Station TR3 7NH. 14 September. 

I am writing to express my objection to the above planning application, i.e. the proposed solar farm 

at Penstruthal Farm, Lanner. 

 

I consider that this is not a suitable site for this project. This a unique, historic and unspoilt area 

which is also close to a World Heritage site. 

 

I know this area well, this development will be clearly seen from all the surrounding areas of high 

ground which are popular for walking, cycling and horse riding as well as being a tourist attraction. 

 

Surely another location could be found for this development to save spoiling this beautiful and 

historic area of Cornwall. 

 

10. From Mrs Mary Osborne.   13 September 

I am concerned about this application for the solar farm, due to the noise that these panels give out. 

Also the noise and the traffic that will increase whilst the panels are being put up. 

 

As I ride my horse along the bridleways at Penstruthal I am worried about the impact this will cause. 

Also public footpaths will be affected whilst the panels are being put up and the scenery will be 

ruined for all the walkers, cyclists, horse riders and for any business that relies on the tourist 

industry. Even those that use Carn Marth will have their views ruined by these panels, as they will 

give out a glare when the sun is out: if so, will this cause a problem to traffic as this road is use by 

the local community and visitor alike. 

 

The overall view will not look like part of the countryside but an industrial unit, not what overseas 

visitor who come to see where their ancestors came from would want to see. 

 

11. From Alan Pascoe, Penstruthal Farm, Lanner       14 September 

I have lived and farmed at Penstruthal Farm for 50 years. My house is immediately across the road 

from the solar proposal and I am the nearest residential property to the solar site. 

All my life I have worked hard with my farming business and now enjoy the surroundings on a daily 

basis. Due to poor health I cannot walk for so often only get to the end of my lane to look at the 

fields which if approved will be solar panels. 

Since hearing about this application I have felt very upset and it is affecting my health. I will lose the 

enjoyment of my property because it is so close. 

If this is passed I believe it will affect my wellbeing. 

 

12. From Doreen Pascoe, Penstruthal Farm, Lanner         14 September 

I have lived in the Penstruthal area for 70 years of my life. I am a farmer and I have worked the land 

all my life. I live in Penstruthal Farmhouse immediately across the road from this solar proposal (only 

40m away) and am the nearest residential property that is not tenanted. I have not been 

approached or given any details about the proposal and have had to find out all the details myself. 

I love it here. On my own farmland and on the adjoining land are at least four colonies of bats, 

cuckoos, and skylarks. The amount of birds and insects in the mine waste is unbelievable. 



The proposal of a solar array next to my property will permanently affect my wellbeing as well as my 

business. My two adjoining flats benefit from breath taking views of the farmland, the peace and 

tranquillity and the dark sky. I have to ensure that at my time of life I can assure an income from my 

property’s accommodation. 

I too need to secure an income but not in a way that affects others. 

Penstruthal mine is a famous mine and it has a lot of history. The farmyard has the old sheds that 

the miners used to change in. There are documents which talk of mine meetings in my house. 

I have looked at the “before and after” pictures and I have to say I would not recognise the place 

after the solar panels are in place. It will completely change its character. The fences look too tall. 

The hedges are very low because they are traditional granite walls. As for trees, they don’t grow tall 

and bend with the wind we have – taking many years to get to any height. We know: we have tried 

ourselves. 

The farmland is the same as ours. We successfully farmed and grew turnips, cauliflowers and wheat 

within meters of this proposal as well as a dairy and beef herd. 

I believe this will be a terrible mistake. The people of Lanner enjoy the sights and the footpaths that 

go through it just like I do. I see people every day walking their dogs then joining up with the 

tramway. 

I do not want to have this unspoilt land changed. Please say NO. 

 

13. From Karen Perkins, (email address only)     15 September 

I am writing to you with my objections to the Pensthrual Solar Farm. 
There are many reason my family and I object which include: 

It will be built next to a Word Heritage Site 
Lights, noise and Security Cameras on 6.6 masts 
Huge amounts of Cornish Hedgerows destroyed  

The size is huge.  I have been informed that it is equivalent to 10 football 
pitches 

It will be seen from the roadside for miles 
This area is a unique mining area  

As you can appreciate this will have a huge impact on the landscape and 
environment not to mention a detrimental affect on the local people. 

 

 

14. From Lisa Williams. Carn View Estate. Gwennap.            14 September 

I am writing to object to the proposed solar Farm at Penstruthal in Redruth. 
I personally think this is a disgrace that this proposed Solar Farm is even 

being considered, We already have a Solar Array at Pencoose which is less than 
a mile away and another proposed one at Penhalurick Barton. There should be 

restrictions on these developments which are so close together and are causing 
a cumulative effect. 
My parents have been residents of Penstruthal for over twenty years, and have 

found in this time, the area to be peaceful, tranquil and unspoilt, regularly 
walking their dogs through the many footpaths that criss-cross the proposed 

site, Also the area is very popular with Horse Riders as having ridden around 
the area myself for many years. 

I myself am a Resident of Carn View Estate in Gwennap and the proposed Solar 
Farm will be clearly visible from my house and much of the surrounding areas. 

 
The Reasons for my objections and of which you should take into careful 
consideration are;  



 
-The area is popular for Tourists, en route to places such as Stithians 

Reservoir. There is also a layby on the Stithians Road that is a very popular 
view point with spectacular views that would be spoilt by this development. 

There is at Churchill Kennels a Caravan site and recent accepted planning for 
holiday lets, this will be very unsightly for those coming to this area on 

their Holidays and will have a negative impact on their business and tourism 
as a whole. 

 
-Penstruthal has residential properties that are situated far too close to 

this proposal. 
 
-Currently the proposed area is being used for Agricultural purposes, with 

many cattle/ sheep/ Horses to be seen, and this is what are green countryside 
is for and should remain. 

 
-As I regularly walk around the area, I am aware of the many forms of wildlife 

to be seen such as Badgers (there must be a badger set nearby), foxes, 
Breeding pair of Buzzards which require open fields for their hunting and 

survival and also bats. To potentially ruin their habitat for financial gain 
is wholly unacceptable.  

 
-Considering the vegetation of the area, and visible wild orchids on the 
proposed site, the biodiversity already exists and will not benefit from this 

form of intrusion. 
 

-The proposed site is regularly flown over by Aircraft, primarily from 
Culdrose, which should raise concerns on Aircraft safety with the effect of 

the glint and the glare. 
 

-The area is good grade Agricultural land and gently sloping, due to being 
situated on high ground, It will be seen from Carn Marth, Carnmenellis, and 

numerous other locations. The visual impact of this proposed development will 
have a detrimental effect on the Cornish landscape. 
 

-The Council should encourage that Solar Panels are utilised on top of roofs, 
for example Supermarkets, Industrial Units, an area that is already 

industrialised and not encroach on the beauty of our Countryside! 
 

I would be grateful if you would consider my views and please do not let this 
Solar Farm go ahead, 

 

AGENDA ITEM 4.2 

PA15/02336 

Installation of 5MW ground mounted solar arrays with transformer stations; 

internal access track; biodiversity improvements; landscaping; fencing; security 

measures; access gate; and ancillary infrastructure. 

Land At Penhalurick Barton  Lancarrow   

Decision Required:  



Members are requested to consider the following report in order to reach an informed 

decision regarding the above planning application. 

Date of Site Inspection: 

September 23rd 2015  

Councillors who undertook the site inspection: 

Councillors R Nicholls, P Tisdale and V Kavanagh 

REPORT: 

Background: 

The application is a replacement for the original application considered in April.  On the 

advice of consultants the project has been scaled down and only 2 of the previously 

proposed fields will be used for the solar panels but the project will still need to utilize 7 of 

the original 8 fields for infrastructure, most of which will be ground level or below. The 

application is now for the construction of a 2.5MW ground mounted solar park, covering an 

area of 6.43 hectares of which 5.9 hectares will be covered by panels and the remainder for 

access track, cabling etc. 

The upper edge of the solar panels will have an overall height of 1.55 m and be at an angle 

of 15 not 25 degrees, which we were informed was to reduce glare. However it was unclear 

whether the 15° was to the ground or the horizontal and we have as yet no evidence as to 

the effectiveness of this in the reduction of glare.  The monitoring devices will not be on 

masts but will be mounted on the 2.4 m high deer fence.  

It is obvious that the applicant, on the advice of their consultants, has scaled down the 

application and in utilising the lowest fields has attempted to reduce the impact on local 

residents, many of whom cannot see the fields in question.  This cannot be said for the 

extended views and the solar panels would be seen, as confirmed by their consultants 

report, from the Stithians reservoir, Carn Brea, Carnmarth, Carnmenellis etc 

The importance of this open landscape was noted in the recent Refusal at Appeal for a wind 

turbine at nearby Lancarrow (APP/D0840/A/14/2217516 dated 02 December 2014).  

The fields intended for use as the solar farm are assessed as being Grade 4; however they 

are leased to a farmer and are currently in use for the growing of crops, currently sugar 

beet. 

The site is located approximately 1.65 km south east from the closest point of the village of 

Four Lanes and approximately 2.1km south west of the village of Lanner.  

Matters of Concern: 

The following matters are brought to the attention of Members: 

1. The site is highly visible from Carn Marth, a site of national and international AGLV 

importance 



2. The proximity of the site to Stithians reservoir of about 550 metres. A part of the site 

will be visible around and on the reservoir which is widely used by local residents and 

tourists.  

3. Use of grade 4 agricultural land for industrial type development. 

4. The cumulative impact of another solar farm around the valley. 

5. Parts of the Cornwall and West Devon Mining Landscape World Heritage Sites are also 

located nearby, 1 km to the southwest and 1.4 km to the northwest, 3 km northeast 

and 4 km to the east. 

6. County Wildlife Site at Stithians reservoir 160 metres away. 

7. Several wildlife surveys have been carried out but are limited as they are seasonal 

and do not necessarily reflect a yearlong impact 

8. Water run-off, the site is wholly within a Flood Zone. 

9. Highly visible from the south as far as A394, Stithians Reservoir and Tresevern, as 

well as the Carnmenellis WHS to the west which is on higher ground. 

10. There are a number of PRoWs surrounding the site from which it will be visible. 

11. Drainage. 

12. No survey of wintering birds. 

13. The position of the proposed new access road which, between two bend on the edge 

of Penhalvean, could cause problems on the narrow country lane. 

14. The applicant was also unaware of the recent permission granted for 5 dwellings on 

the adjacent Trevarthen site, which will directly overlook the site. 

Cllr V Kavanagh 

24th September 2015 

 

Appendices: 

1. Objection from J James 
2. Objection from H James 
3. Objection from Mrs & Mrs Crisp 

 
Appendices 1, 2 & 3 have not been reproduced here as they are in a different format. 

They may be obtained by application to the Clerk. 

 

 

 

 


