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Technical Summary 

In terms of community scale renewable generation there are several clear options for Mylor Bridge.  

Solar PV offers a good match with the summer time demand from additional visitors to the area and a 

connection into the marina would work well. As would the installation of solar PV to the boat yard at 

Flushing. There is additional roof space at the Mylor marina on which further solar PV could be mounted 

(there is already solar PV on some of the buildings but additional capacity could be added), however at 

present a lack of financial viability means community development is not possible.  

However, the parish lacks large roof spaces on which to economically install community scale systems. The 

most viable practical approach is to ground mount systems and connect into one of the larger daytime 

energy users, such as the marina and boat yard. The capacity of system would be determined by what the 

grid operator would allow.  

There are several small scale potential micro hydropower schemes but complex land ownership combined 

with other factors such as lack of a suitable grid connection complicates development and reduces their 

viability. The majority of the schemes are too small for community scale development and would better 

suit private development, particularly as they are not near any community buildings. If they were nearer to 

community buildings it would allow them to be solely powered from the renewable electricity generated. 

Thus adding value by “safeguarding” the community building.  

Onshore wind is a technology that has potential to generate energy within the parish. A community scale 

turbine could provide a significant proportion of the communities energy demand. However, wind has 

visual impact and current government policy is geared towards discouraging onshore wind development. 

The most suitable location would be on the headland near to the marina/boat yards which would also 

provide an ideal grid connection point.  

If policy changes in the future and the community is in favour of a scheme that is community owned for 

community benefit, then onshore wind would provide a scale of generation that was able to provide 

significant income for the community.  

The parish is not suited to the development of community scale biomass heating networks. With the 

removal of renewable energy subsidies and higher fuel prices biomass is not as financially attractive as it 

was. Biomass systems can have a negative impact on air quality and if installed in the village could 

contribute to a reduction in air quality already impacted by traffic and wood burning stoves.  

Heat pump systems offer a locally cleaner alternative to biomass heating systems but are generally not 

suited to retro fitting to older buildings. They suit installation in modern energy efficient buildings and 

work well when developed in conjunction with renewable energy technologies that generate in the winter 

months (wind/hydro).  

Tidal energy offers a reliable source of potential generation for the community. The technology is not 

commonplace but as energy prices increase and easily forecasted sources of generation are sought then 

technologies such as tidal will become more attractive. Issues to be overcome include cost, grid connection 

and navigation.  

Pumped storage is another method of generating energy at times when renewable sources are struggling. 

At times of excess generation from renewable technologies, water is pumped to a high point and then 

released at times of high energy demand and/or low renewable generation. There is some limited 

potential for this technology in the parish.   



Mylor Bridge RCEF Stage 1 Appendix 1 

Energy efficiency is always more cost effective than employing renewable energy. The easiest retro fit 

applications to consider are lighting. LEDs should replace any incandescent or halogen lighting, especially in 

buildings such as the school which will use lighting for much of the time. The school has already switched 

to fluorescent lighting and as these units fail they should be replaced with LED lighting to reduce energy 

demand.  

Other areas in community buildings that can be cost effective to address, and sometimes attract grant 

funded, are loft insulation, secondary glazing and draft strips around doors. Electric car charging points 

would also provide a good match for technology such as solar PV and/or wind.  

In short the conventional technology options for community development are solar PV and onshore wind. 

Less run of the mill technologies for future consideration include tidal energy and pumped storage. 

Combined these technology would provide a way of low carbon method of generating and storing energy 

for the community that could be community owned, for community benefit. However, at present a lack of 

government support means that the only financially viable technology is onshore wind and but a turbine is 

unlikely to obtain full community support or planning consent.  

Mylor Bridge Hydro Power 

The study investigated the potential for hydropower in the parish. The aim was to identify a viable scheme 

that could be connected into an existing commercial energy consumer via private wire connection. Thus 

being able to offset imported electricity at full market rate.  

When the study was undertaken there was subsidy available for renewable generation (Feed in Tariff) but 

during the study this was removed by the current government. This has greatly affected the viability of 

small scale hydropower.  

The main criteria for small scale hydropower are a good flow and/or hydraulic head (vertical drop of a 

watercourse). Other criteria required are a grid connection near to the generator, a site with access and 

topography that will allow development, and a simple wayleave. If any of these criteria are not met then it 

is difficult to develop a scheme economically.  

There are also environmental considerations when developing hydropower and these are usually 

determined by the Environment Agency as part of the licencing procedure. Planning permission is also 

required for facets of a scheme that have visual impact (generator house and any modifications to 

weirs/abstraction points).  

A combination of desk top assessments followed up with site visits to undertake the necessary 

measurements were used to assess the most suitable sites for hydropower development in the parish.  

Carclew 

Carclew has a historic hydropower system in the form of a water wheel used to pump water. It is clearly 

marked on the 1878 Ordinance Survey map  (figure 1) and was clearly used for some time as the existing 

wheel is manufactured in Devon in  1923 (figure 3).  The wheel has not been used in some time and it is 

not in serviceable condition. It could be restored but it has no real purpose, apart from the (assumed) 

original function of providing water for fountains.  
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Figure 1 1878 OS map of Carclew clearly showing the water wheel 

 

Figure 2 Redundant water wheel 
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Figure 3 W Visick & Sons Devon 1923 

The historic water wheel would not be the most suitable way of realising the hydro power potential of the 

Carclew site.  A modern turbine located a point J shown in Figure 4 below, would use the water available 

more efficiently.  

 

Figure 4 potential inlet and turbine locations 



Mylor Bridge RCEF Stage 1 Appendix 1 

 

Figure 5  Hydraulic head over the distance required 

An 800 metre pipe run would be required to capture 49 metres of hydraulic head.   This would allow 

around 6.5kW of electricity to be generated. An estimated annual production of 34 MWh worth over 

£6000 to the average domestic consumer. This however is not a site of suitable scale for community 

development as the costs of development and revenue generation are not sufficient to enable community 

finance and governance to be used.   

 

Figure 6 Carclew land ownership title polygons 

Potential to develop the Carclew site is further complicated by the way the land is divided between 

different titles.  Wayleave required across a number of titles significantly complicates the development of 

the site (Figure 6).  
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Mylor Brook  

The Mylor Brook runs next to the village and is ideally situated for providing power to community buildings 

the heart of the community. Any generator would be located near to local demand for power.  

Historically the brook has been used for hydropower as can be seen in the 1887 OS map below. It appears 

that what is now the public car park used to form part of a leat that fed a mill on Mill Quay. There is some 

historical evidence that there was a separate tidal mill at one point also.  

 

Figure 7 1887 OS map of Mylor Bridge 

 

Figure 8 potential inlet and outlet of the hydro scheme 
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Figure 9 Fall over distance of Mylor brook 

Figures 8 and 9 show the potential inlet/outlet and available head of a hydropower scheme on the Mylor 

Brook.  There is around 14 metres of available hydraulic head between points G and H in figure 8.   

The total power available from the Mylor brook is insufficient for a community energy scheme as there is 

not enough head to provide the scale of economy required. The route for development could be grant 

funding (should grants become available in place of the redundant FiT scheme). At this time a lack of value 

for the energy generated means the scheme is not financially viable.  

Enys  

There is potential for further hydropower development on the Mylor Brook within the grounds of the Enys 

estate, indeed there are indications that a historical hydropower system was installed there.  However, 

given the location far from the village and potential installation size, the scheme is unsuitable for 

development as a community energy project. The distances to connect to the grid or a private wire 

connection are too far to make a scheme viable.  
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Figure 10 Enys OS map 

Flushing  

There was some interest from the community and stakeholders as to whether the stream to the east of 

Flushing was suitable for hydropower.  This stream is to the east of Little Falmouth in figure 11.  

 

Figure 11 Flushing OS map 

The site was investigated, however despite the significant fall on the stream, there was insufficient flow to 

make the scheme viable for professional development.   
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Solar Photovoltaic 

A reliable and conventional technology that could be utilised more widely in the parish is solar PV. The 

technology utilises silicon based panel technology to generate electricity from sunlight. The technology is 

now tried and tested although the sector has been hit hard by drastic changes to the financial mechanisms 

that were developed to support roll out of the technology.  

For community schemes to utilise solar PV the site requires high daytime demand for energy, a suitable 

roof/ground space and ownership and/or governance that can accommodate a system that will be 

generating energy for over 20 years.  

Solar PV is cheaper to install on a building where the roof provides the supporting structure for the solar 

PV, rather than a ground mounted system where the supporting structure has to be built.  Therefore, any 

large building with a suitably orientated roof is desirable for solar PV, even more so if it has a high daytime 

electrical demand.  

 

Figure 12 Flushing boat yard roof suitable for solar PV 

In Flushing, there is a large boat yard with a suitable roof.  It has over 500m2 of roof space. The building has 

a modern three phase grid connection and appears to have high daytime electrical demand.  
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Figure 13 Flushing boat yard roof 

The boat yard roof would require a structural survey to ensure that the roof is capable of supporting the 

extra weight of solar panels. The trees to the south of the roof would require some maintenance to 

prevent the shading as seen in the photo above. This however, was taken early in the morning, the mid-

morning sun would be higher in the sky and thus the shading less, pronounced.  

There are other smaller roof spaces around the marina and boat yard but they do not provide the size that 

would enable a community scale system.  

Ground mounted Solar PV for Mylor marina and boat yards 

The agricultural land surrounding Mylor marina could be used as the location of a solar PV array to provide 

power to the marina and boat yard.  The red line on the map below shows the arc approximately 200 

metres from a grid connection point.  Ideally an array would be within around 300 metres of the grid 

connection, therefore a lot of land is available within the suitable area. 
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Figure 14 Bing Maps image of Mylor marina 

Demand from visitors will increase demand during the holiday periods, especially summer. This is when 

solar PV generates the most energy.  

In summary to develop a solar PV scheme of community scale would require ground mounting as there is 

little in the way of large roof spaces in the area other than a few roof spaces at the boat yards. A large 

expanse of roof which would be practicable, to install a community scale solar PV system on, is not 

available.  

The only way of installing community scale system would be to ground mount a system and connect it via 

private wire into a large user of energy during the day time hours of the lighter months such as the marina. 

An enquiry would need to be made to the grid operator to ensure there was sufficient grid capacity to 

accommodate additional solar generation.  

Due to the lack of policy support for community scale renewable energy technology it would be difficult to 

develop a ground mounted scheme. Ground mount systems are also not permitted development (as are 

roof mount systems) and therefore would require planning consent. At this time the lack of financial 

viability and support for community schemes means that solar PV is not a viable option for the Mylor.  
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Wind power in Mylor Parish  

Where there is good wind resource available wind generation is still the most cost effective renewable 

energy technology currently available. It can offset demand throughout the year but is a good match for 

the higher energy demand in the UK winter as there tends to be stronger winds during these months.  

The issues with wind generation are that is has a visual impact that can divide communities and the current 

government is vehemently opposed to onshore wind and has configured the planning system so that it is 

extremely difficult to obtain planning permission – even for a community turbine. This report outlines the 

most suitable locations for a community scale turbine (500 kW+) but it is not a viable proposition to 

develop a community scheme unless there is a change in energy policy or government (or both!).  

The ideal scenario for a community turbine is to connect into a high energy user via a private wire 

connection. There is little in the way of high energy users in the parish other than the marina & boat yard. 

This offers the best opportunity for private connection.   

The average wind speed near the village is too low for a commercial wind turbine, however the average 

wind speed on the headland is not.  

The NOABL wind speed database gave the following results for the 1km grid squares around Mylor. 

 

Figure 15 Average wind speed at 25 metres above ground level 
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Figure 16 Average wind speed at 45 m above ground level 

A wind speed of seven metres per second is normally considered by developers as the minimum wind 

speed for a good return on investment. As Figure 16 above shows clearly that there is only one km grid 

square that would be considered a good location for a wind turbine, it also happens to be well away from 

the village but close to the large electrical demands of Mylor Marina and boat yards. This would be the 

most suitable private wire grid connection for offsetting local demand.  

A common community turbine installation is the 500 kW size as it received an attractive FiT. There are 

many of this size of turbine dotted around the south west. A common variant is the EWT 500 seen below.  
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Figure 17 EWT 500 turbine 

This size of turbine could be mounted on a tower of 40-50 metres and would have a tip height of around 

65-75 metres.  

This size of turbine would cost in the region of £800k to £1.2m (not including planning and grid 

connection). Installed in the higher average wind speed areas above a turbine of this size would generate 

over 2 million kWh at 7 m/s. If a value of 7.5 pence a kWh is obtained by selling to a green energy provider 

then this is potential revenue of some £150,000 per annum. Even without renewable energy subsidies at 

high wind speeds onshore wind can be a viable community proposition and will be more attractive as 

energy prices rise in the medium term. .  

There are smaller, cheaper turbines than the 500 kW size and larger more expensive variants. The size of 

turbine chosen for a community development project would depend on what the community thought was 

acceptable in terms of visual impact.  

The main hurdle to community development of onshore wind at this time is local opposition and a 

planning system/government policy geared towards discouraging development. The former can be 

mitigated to an extent by a project that fully engages local people and where any financial benefits are 

truly shared throughout the community. Local ownership is the route for this. The latter cannot be 

overcome at this time and unless there is a change in policy towards decentralised energy onshore wind is 

not a viable community opportunity.  

For an example of how effective onshore wind can be in the area an excellent case study are the wind 

turbines at Mullacott Cross in North Devon. These turbines are in an excellent location for wind resource 

and are connected into buildings with very high energy demand (chillers and freezer units). The majority of 

the energy generated is used onsite which is very efficient and cost effective. These turbines would have 

had a financial and energy payback of only a few years and a lifetime, with maintenance, of 20 years +.  
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Mylor Bridge Tidal Hydro Power  

The UK benefits from some of the highest tidal ranges in the world and Southern Cornwall has an average 

tidal range for the UK.  

 

Figure 18 Map of spring tidal range around the UK 

 

 

Figure 19 Mylor Creek possible tidal barrage location (red) 
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There is a site near Mylor Bridge that appears to be suitable for small scale tidal power.  This site has been 

investigated in some detail. 

Tidal lagoon hydro power is dependent on extracting energy from the changes in water level caused by the 

tides.  Power can be generated from both the incoming and outgoing tides.  However, a lagoon is required 

to harness the potential energy.  Harnessing tidal power isn’t a low cost option, it requires civil 

infrastructure, environmental assessments, planning and grid connection consents. The length of barrage 

required to form a lagoon is a significant factor in these costs.    

In the map above the potential barrage is marked in red. At the location shown the barrage required is 

around 100m long. There is a rocky outcrop to the south of the navigable channel which reduces the 

volume of material required, normally concrete, to from an effective barrage.  

The nearest tidal range recording station to Mylor Bridge is Newlyn which is around 36km away.  The Mylor 

Bridge site is far less exposed than Newlyn so the tidal range experienced is expected to be less. For the 

calculations, the tidal range has been assumed to be less than Newlyn to err on the side of caution.   It goes 

without saying that if the council decides to investigate the possibilities of tidal barrage further, installing a 

tide and flow gauge on site should form an initial vital part any further work.  

 

Figure 20 Recorded tidal range for Newlyn 

Historically tidal energy schemes have relied on impounding the water behind a barrage with hydro electric 

generators built in to it.   This is a tried and tested technology that has worked for more than 100 years. 

Indeed, Mylor boasts an historic tidal mill. However, it does have some drawbacks and there are new 

innovative technologies that hope to challenge the status quo.  One such technology is VerdErg’s Linear 

SMEC (Spectral Marine Energy Converter.  Which uses the venturi effect to increase the velocity of the 

water across a turbine. In theory, it’s a good way to increase the energy capture from low head sites like 

tidal lagoons, without creating a full barrage.  
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Figure 21 Linear SMEC 

Mylor Creek Tidal Hydro Power 

 

Figure 22 Google image of the potential tidal lagoon at Mylor (low tide) 

Figure 22 above shows the potential tidal lagoon at Mylor Bridge.  It has a surface area of 210,500 square 

metres and is nearly 1.5km in length.  
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The downstream (Eastern) end of the lagoon is defined by the shortest point across the mouth of the 

creek.  This would be the best place to install a barrage with a navigation lock for small craft.   

 

Figure 23 Mylor Creek nearing low tide  

The least risk option for developing a tidal lagoon hydropower scheme for Mylor at the present time would 

rely on a tried and tested design proven over the last century and found to be reliable, robust and cost 

effective. This would be a cheaper option.  

A reinforced concrete 100 metre barrage forming a causeway across the mouth of the creek could be built 

easily with existing technology and does not present much of an engineering challenge.  The barrage could 

house several bi-directional Kaplan turbines1 with a bevel gear drive to allow the generators to be 

mounted above the water level, this design is around 100 years old, but by using modern engineering 

techniques the system would be more efficient and require less maintenance than its predecessors.  

Figure 24 shows a uni-directional Kaplan turbine, with adjustable green guide vanes before the turbine 

blade. A bi-directional Kaplan turbine would have a second set of guide vanes on the other side of the 

turbine.  

                                                           
1  The number and size of the turbines should reflect the range of flows at each state of the tide.  Allowing a single turbine to 

operate efficiently at times of lowest flow, and all turbines to operate together at times of maximum flow.  There may be some 

degree of redundancy for break downs and servicing.   
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Figure 24  Conventional Kaplan Turbine with Bevel Gear Drive 

The area appears to be very popular for mooring small craft in the summer months. These small craft can 

be left high and dry at low tide without problems.  A decision would have to be made whether to install a 

navigation lock to allow this area to be retained for small craft moorings. If maintaining navigation isn’t 

necessary and thus a lock is not required, this greatly simplifies the scheme and reduced the costs.  

However, with a barrage, lock and some dredging moorings could be built that utilise the barrage to 

maintain a minimum water level in the lagoon, thus enable highly desirable deep water moorings / marina. 

The conflict of interest with power generation isn’t as great as may initially be suspected because , 

maintaining  a water level suitable for small craft, with fairly shallow draft, doesn’t represent a great deal 

of lost potential energy.  Utilising the differential head (height difference between the lagoon and the 

estuary) down to the last metre isn’t essential, to enable reasonable power production.   
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Power potential for a Combe Martin tidal hydropower scheme 

To calculate the potential energy from the scheme it is necessary to estimate the volume of water in the 

lagoon.  In order to do this some assumptions must be made. 

The average tidal range at Mylor is 4.6m (R) 

The density of the water is 1020kg/m3 (ρ) 

The total surface area of the lagoon is 210,500m2. The average surface area of the lagoon (A) is 128,776m2 

Acceleration due to gravity g=9.81 m/s2 

The time in which the water body is moving due to the tide =t.  For this study, we have used t =20 hours 

per day = 72,000 seconds 

 

The volume of the tidal prism is calculated by multiplying the surface area with the height of the mean tidal 

range, therefore to calculate the mass of water m=ρAR 

m= 604,217 tonnes of water in the lagoon (604,216,992kg). 

 

The ultimate potential energy in the lagoon (PE) = m g h =ρ A R g h 

Where h= centre of gravity of the water body	=
�

�
 

Therefore PE= ρ A R2 g 

                                2    

PE = 1020 x 128,776 x 4.62 x 9.81 

                              2 

 

PE= 13,632,947,990 Watts  

 

The flow rate (Q) = A R 

                                   2 t 

 

Q= 128,776  x 4.6    = 4.12 m3/s 

      2 x 72,000 

 

Power= g Q h/ 

P= 9.81 x 4.12 x 2.3 = 92.9 kW (average power output) 

92.9 kW x 20 hours per day x 365 days per year = 678,604 kWh per year.2 

 

                                                           
2 Under reasonably good operating efficiencies  
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678,604 / 0.21km2 = 3,231,451 kWh/km2      3 

This is a significant amount of energy generation. However, there are currently two main obstacles to the 

scheme. It would have significant capital costs and necessary consents from planners4 and the EA might 

not be forthcoming.  

However grid connection should be straight forward via a private wire agreement with a high energy 

consumer nearby (the marina and boat yard and/or village). Further work is required to identify the best 

possible point to connect to the grid, however the centre of the village is nearby so the area benefits from 

a relatively robust grid connection which should be support embedded generation of 93kW. The marina 

itself would draw this much power in the day time in summer, further investigation would be required to 

identify the demand during the night in winter.  

A major positive for a tidal scheme such as this is the power generation is reliable and easily forecasted. 

Solar and wind are intermittent and not easily forecasted. Therefore, as the grid becomes increasingly 

decentralised and storage becomes more important, reliable and regular generation schemes such as tidal 

will become more valued. Interest in the Swansea tidal schemes and continued interest in a Severn barrage 

come from this desire for regular and reliable sources of energy generation.  

It is hard to estimate the cost of the tidal barrage system accurately without a geological survey involving 

excavation, beyond the scope of this project.  An approximate cost for a barrage with the necessary 

generation equipment is around £1.2m, a navigation lock for small craft would add an additional £0.3m.5  

 

 

 

 

  

                                                           
3 Note - The far bigger Rance tidal power station operating in France since 1966, has a tidal lagoon of 22.5km2 and generates 

500,000,000 kWh per year = 22,222,222 kWh/km2  . 
4 Technically you’d need permission from the crown also.  
5 It is expected that these costs will increase rapidly over the next few years.  
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Pumped storage near Mylor 

Renewable energy from sun, wind and water are naturally intermittent which is often given as a criticism 

of the technology.  There has been a lot of interest in battery storage in recent years, which at a domestic 

scale, is inherently dangerous and if grid connected is far from cost affective. There is however a cost-

effective alternative, all be it a larger scale.  

In 1890 Lynton and Lynmouth benefitted from 112kW hydropower station providing electricity to around 

400 consumers. However due to the hydrology of the river that supplied the motive force for the turbine, 

there tended to be periods without water flow for the demand and without enough demand for the water 

flow. The hydropower station was located at the bottom of a cliff, so the logical conclusion was to build a 

large tank (870m3) at the top of the cliff (235m) and at times of low demand pump water up in to the tank 

to be released at times of peak demand.  

This system was probably the world’s first pumped storage system and it operated efficiently and cost 

effectively until the infamous flood of 1950, which destroyed much of the infrastructure.  

Pumped storage is still a viable technology today, indeed the need for it is greater than ever.  Due to under 

investment in the grid infrastructure there are now limits in the south west on the amount of energy that 

renewables can provide to the grid, and also limits on the amount of demand larger consumers can place 

upon the grid.  The push for smart meters is the first step to tiered energy pricing based on demand, time 

of day and the amount of available renewable energy.  The adoption of a pumped storage solution locally 

would allow a greater proportion of the energy consumed locally to come from local renewable energy.  

Ideally pumped storage system would use fresh water as it is more ecologically sound to produce a 

freshwater reservoir of intermittent varying depth, than a salt water one.  Also, fresh water is less 

corrosive to the equipment required to control the flow and generate power.  

The cliffs around Mylor are not nearly as precipitous as those that made the Lymouth pumped storage 

system a success 129 years ago.  However, there is still potential for a pumped storage system.    Areas like 

Restronguet Barton at 73 metres above sea level have the potential to produce useful power and the 

Trefusis estate has areas over 70 metres above sea leave.  Conveniently each site is around 1km from the 

proposed tidal scheme. The Trefusis estate also offers wind power potential 

The potential hydropower scheme at Carclew detailed above has lakes that are around 50 metres above 

the estuary level. Although the hydraulic head isn’t great it is viable and it could form part of a pumped 

storage system.   

Any new renewable energy installation in Mylor should consider the development of a pumped storage 

system.  At the moment, there is insufficient local excess renewable energy capacity to make a scheme 

viable, without utilising heavily subsided nuclear energy bought off peak under an economy 7 type tariff.   

Whilst this may be financially viable, environmentally it’s less helpful than using renewable energy.   

Electric cars 

Electric cars are a good way of reducing local pollution and many people are keen to adopt the technology. 

However, as already mentioned the UK electricity grid infrastructure has suffered from years of under 

investment and it could not cope with as little as 10% of private cars in the SW being switched from petrol 

and diesel over to electricity.  

Intriguingly electric cars are being seen as part of the solution to this under investment, grid operators are 

keen to use the power from electric car’s battery packs to meet peaks in grid demand, mimicking the 

pumped storage systems already discussed.  How well car owners will be compensated for supporting the 
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grid in this manner is unclear. However, it is well known that using batteries to support the grid function is 

inefficient.  

The underinvestment in the grid infrastructure means that new renewable energy schemes are likely to 

have their production artificially capped.  This negatively effects the return on investment and also utilises 

infrastructure inefficiently and squanders resources.   A possible work around for these artificial caps, is to 

provide electric car charging points powered form the renewable energy. Effectively by-passing the grid 

and its imitations.  

In and around Mylor this could mean siting electric car charging points with solar PV and/or wind. Solar PV 

would be a good match during the summer months when visitor numbers are higher – and if the UK does 

switch increasingly to electric cars then more of these visitors will need to charge their vehicles.  

Renewable heating 

The parish lacks individual high heat users which would suit the application of renewable heating 

technology such as biomass or CHP. Installation of biomass on a more significant scale could have an 

impact on local air quality.  

Heat pumps can be considered for more modern buildings with low levels of heat loss. The community 

should not be taken in by claims from companies offering heat pumps as a means of heating older 

buildings in a cost effective way. In an inefficient building heat pumps will be more expensive to run than 

conventional oil and gas systems. Where they can deliver is in modern buildings where they provide low 

grade space heating. They do not work well when required to heat inefficient buildings or provide 

significant hot water demand.  

 


