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Executive summary 

 
1a - Please provide a short summary of the background to the project 

This feasibility study was commissioned by Mylor Parish Council (CMPC) and funded by a Stage 1 Rural 

Community Energy Fund (RCEF) grant, administered by WRAP. The aim of the study was to assess the 

Parish of Mylor for potential community scale renewable energy projects – specifically roof mounted solar 

PV and hydropower. However, during the project the support mechanisms for community renewable 

energy projects were removed. Therefore, the report now provides a broad-brush assessment of the 

renewable energy options available to the parish should community energy projects become a more viable 

proposition in the future. 

 
The report includes technical, practical and financial analysis of the identified schemes and clear advice on 

development of the most viable. It considers options outside of the initial remit on order to enable the 

council and community to have information on which to make future decisions on renewable energy. For 

community energy to become viable again the true cost of energy needs to be reflected in the market price 

and/or financial support mechanisms reintroduced for small scale renewable generation. 

 

1ai - Who is the community involved? 

The community organisation responsible for this RCEF funded study is Mylor Parish Council. The wider 

community is Mylor Parish, including the two villages of Mylor Bridge and Flushing. The feasibility study 

engaged directly with local land and business owners and community representatives relevant to the 

study. 

 
1aii - What legal structure have they chosen to form? 

There has been no specific legal structure chosen at present. With the removal of financial subsidy and 

support mechanisms for small scale community renewable energy the schemes detailed in this report and 

the technical appendix are not viable enough to warrant community development at this time. 

 
1aiii - Who are the key players involved? 

Mylor Parish Council – The parish council who commissioned the feasibility with WRAP RCEF Stage 1 

funding. 

Mylor Bridge Primary School 

Enys Estate 

Mylor marina and boat yards 

Carclew Estate 

Trefusis Estate 

 
1aiv - What technology options have been explored? 

Hydropower 

Solar PV – ground and roof mount 

Tidal Power 

Onshore wind 

Renewable heat 

Pumped Energy Storage 

 
Initially the project set out to consider conventional hydropower in and around the parish. In light of the 

recent changes to renewable energy subsidies and government renewable energy policy it was decided to 
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deliver to deliver the conventional hydropower report as planned but to also widen the scope to cover 

other technologies and feed in to the local area plan. This will hopefully enable the PC to make informed 

decisions regarding energy policy in the future. 

 
b. Please provide a short summary of your findings 

The most technically viable conventional technologies are onshore wind and ground/roof mounted solar 

PV. At this time only onshore wind offers a viable financial development option. The visible impact of 

onshore wind mean that it is very unlikely to be developed in the short term. 

 
Although the current government does not support renewable energy including onshore wind 

development, at sufficient scale it remains the most cost effective renewable energy technology if good 

average wind speeds are available. With the exposed coastal aspect available in some parts of the parish 

onshore wind should be considered if the regulatory regime changes and community development 

becomes a more viable proposition. The best wind locations are in the AONB and under current planning 

guidelines this makes development very unlikely. However, there are wind development opportunities 

near to the parish and co-development with other community groups is another option. 

 
Another technology that also offers a simple and cost effective solution for community development, 

should government policy change, is roof and ground mounted solar. The marina and boat yard offer a 

suitable grid connection point and daytime energy demand. 

 
Any new development should consider solar PV (and/or solar hot water if hot water demand is high) as 

integrating in to new build is the most cost effective way of installing the systems. Linking to electric 

vehicle charging points can increase daytime energy demand, which is something solar PV is ideal for. It is 

highly likely that the use of electric vehicles will increase in the coming years and connecting charging 

points to solar PV is an effective way of offsetting energy demand. 

 
Energy efficiency should be a priority in any new development. It is always more cost effective to reduce 

demand than offset with renewable energy. In new build development insulation, LED lighting and passive 

solar design are all key aspects in delivering low carbon buildings. 

 
There are several small scale hydropower schemes that are technically feasible but are not suitable for 

development due to complicated wayleave, remote location and lack of scale. 

 
Other, more ‘blue sky’ options for future consideration include tidal power and pumped storage. These 

options offer a way of providing reliable generation and energy storage that will be required if renewable 

generation increases in scale. 

 

1bi - Is the technology suited to the location and proposed installation? 

 
Hydropower - The local topography is characterised by steep flashy watercourses. This suits high head 

hydropower systems. Sadly the water courses in in the parish are too small for community development 

as a hydropower project. There is a good opportunity at Carclew for a small high head hydro power 

scheme which could power a number of houses, but the site is far from any community use for the power. 

There are further opportunities at Enys but again they are more suited to a private developer and they 

could only feed in to private premises. 
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The Mylor brook has hydropower potential, is close to the community and could feed a number of 

community buildings including a school. However there is modest head and flow and without any subsidy 

the figures just don’t stack up. 

 
Tidal - The parish has opportunity for tidal power development. There is a grid connection point at the 

marina and boat yards. Considerations to overcome are environmental impacts and the continued 

navigation of small vessels to and from the marina and boat yard. 

 
PV - The opportunities for roof mounted solar PV are limited. There are a very few roofs capable of taking 

the minimum size PV array that makes community projects viable (50kW). There is a lack of large roof 

spaces available on or near high daytime energy users. There is some roof space available at the boat 

yards, though mounting solar PV on businesses can be an issue for community schemes as the technology 

requires a 20 year roof lease. 

 
If the government view on ground mounded systems changes then the most suitable solar PV schemes for 

the parish would be ground mounted arrays connected into the marina and boat yard. This site has high 

daytime demand during the lighter, brighter months when solar PV is generating. 

 
There are several small businesses and community buildings in the village which could install solar PV but 

the systems would be small (<4 kWp) and would not be suitable for community development. Typically, 

community installations require far larger arrays to be economically viable. During this project that 

minimum size has risen from around 50kW in excess of 100kW due to the reduction and subsequent 

removal of the feed in tariff. 

 
Wind - The higher coastal aspects on the headland provides a suitable site for an onshore wind turbine. 

This area is exposed to higher average wind speeds at the hub height of a medium sized turbine on a 45m 

tower. Onshore wind is the most financially viable community scale technology at present. 

 
Pumped storage - Pumped storage is also a viable technical option. It would allow for storage of excess 

renewable generation. In the short to medium term development costs would be high, however the 

technology increases the viability of other RE schemes and mitigates the effects of under investment in the 

National Grid. 

 
There are energy efficiency gains to be made in the community by making the simple switch to LED lighting 

where possible. The school was visited during the project and the current fluorescent strip lights can be 

replaced with LED technology as the older units fail. Switching lighting to more efficient technology is an 

easy and cost effective gain in buildings with high demand for it. 

 
1bii - Is there adequate community support for the project? 

The parish council commissioned the survey. Viability for a specific community project would depend to a 

large extent on national financial and policy support. This will require a change in government energy 

policy as the FiT is currently due to end in March 2019. The incentives for community finance development 

have been removed by the current government. If a project can demonstrate financial viability then the 

community is more likely to support its development. 

 

1biii - Is the project likely to secure the planning and permitting required? 

The conventional hydropower projects would require planning permission as well as licencing from the 

Environment Agency and grid connection consent from the DNO. 
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A tidal energy project would require planning permission, Marine Management Authority consent and also 

a detailed Environmental Impact Assessment to determine any effects on local ecology/hydrology and grid 

connection consent from the DNO and perhaps the Crown Estate. Other stakeholders would include the 

AONB and Environment Agency. 

 
Roof mounted solar PV would be permitted development as long as it met the required planning criteria. 

Any ground mount system would require planning permission and at this point in time would be unlikely to 

obtain consent. 

 
An onshore wind turbine would need to be in an area identified in the neighbourhood plan as suitable for 

onshore wind. Outside of this process a turbine will not gain planning permission. Even if identified in the 

neighbourhood plan an onshore wind turbine is at the moment unlikely to obtain planning permission. 

 
Pumped storage has little precedent in the UK and would likely be subject to planning and in depth 

environmental consents. 

 
Biomass and Heat Pumps can require planning permission in some instances, in others they are permitted 

development. 

 
c – Case study information 

The most technically viable renewable technologies for the parish are onshore wind and roof/ground 

mounted solar PV. The technologies (roof mounted solar excluded) are unlikely to obtain planning consent 

in the context of current planning policy. 

 
Onshore wind offers the only viable financial development option at this point in time. A lack of 

government support and ability to obtain an export value for electricity means that other options are not 

viable. The energy from a turbine could be sold to a green energy provider such as Good Energy or Bristol 

Energy through a Power Purchase Agreement (PPA). 

 
A roof/ground mounted solar PV system could be located at or near to the marina and boat yards, 

offsetting the high daytime demand from this site during the holiday months. However, current energy 

prices and lack of government support mean systems are much less viable than they were. Currently there 

is no scope for community development. 

 
Tidal energy is a technically viable energy solution but would require significant capital investment. The 

high capital costs and environmental consents required mean the technology is not currently viable. As 

energy prices rise and more reliable sources of generation are sought then tidal energy may become more 

viable. 

 
The most viable hydropower scheme is Carclew Estate. Although only a small stream the site has a high 

head and a good private wire grid connection. The scheme suffers from complicated wayleave and the 

Carclew Estate themselves do not appear to be interested in a potential scheme. 

 
The parish has some topography suitable for pumped storage. The technology is not commonplace in the 

UK but as energy storage becomes more of a priority for energy supply then sites such as those around 

Mylor can be considered. 
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2.0 Community engagement 

2a - How much support is there for the proposed installation within the community? 

The most viable technology option at present is the one with the highest visual impact, onshore wind. This 

technology is currently the most practically and financially viable and therefore the community would need 

to make a decision on what was acceptable from a visual impact perspective. Community ownership and 

development would offer the most likely way to achieve full community support. 

2b - How many members of the community have indicated that they would invest in, purchase energy 

from or otherwise support the proposed installation? 

There are currently no viable community energy projects and therefore no option to invest. 

2c - What methods of community engagement have been undertaken? Please attach minutes of 

community meetings, surveys, petitions etc. 

The engagement undertaken during the project was direct contact with landowners and sites in and 

around the parish. Site visits were undertaken, data gathered and potential projects assessed. During the 

project the financial incentives for community energy development were removed and therefore the focus 

of the consultants was on providing a clear picture of the most viable options for renewable development 

in and around the parish. This was done so that should the energy policy for the UK change then the 

community is well placed to develop a beneficial scheme. 

2d - Have there been any strong objections raised, either by members of the community or those outside 

of it? 

There have been no strong objections. However, onshore wind and ground mounted solar might be 

contentious within the local community. The visual impact from a turbine could polarise opinion in the 

local community. Tidal energy also has the potential to provoke stronger views if the environmental or 

visual impacts are strong. 

The technologies that are less likely to generate strong opinions are unfortunately also less viable 

propositions for community scale development in the parish at this time. 
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2e - Have you identified the key stakeholders within the community (for example Local Authority, building 

owners etc.)? If so, please list them here. 

Mylor Parish Council. 

Wester Power Distribution – grid connection 

Environment Agency – abstraction licence 

Cornwall Council – planning authority 

Natural England – environmental regulation 

Marine Management Organisation – relevant to tidal schemes. 

AONB - stakeholder 

Crown Estate - stakeholder 

2f - How have you engaged with local stakeholders and what support do you have? 

Direct engagement with site owners and stakeholders as the project required. Due to community 

development not being a viable proposition at this time no wider engagement community development 

events were undertaken. 

3.0 Community benefits 

3a - What are the identified benefits to the community? 

Each of the technologies outlined in this report and technical appendix would have different community 

benefits. 

Roof/ground mounted solar PV would have minimal permitting requirements and also low ongoing 

maintenance burden. It would be relatively easy to forecast generation and return on investment and 

could be developed quite easily as a community project if it could be made to work financially. At this point 

in time the technology is not financially viable. 

Onshore wind would provide the best return on investment but could be the most contentious technology. 

It could deliver the greatest benefit in terms of generating revenue for the community, reducing carbon 

emissions and energy usage (if a suitable private wire connection was identified). The visual impact would 

be contentious and any approach would need to be carefully managed to ensure that all community views 

were considered. 

The hydropower sites are all relatively small, with steep flashy catchments. The sites, Carclew and Enys, are 

both too small to be viable as community projects, they would be best as private development undertaken 

by those that would benefit from the power generated. There is no community use for the power near 

those locations. The main river through the village could provide power to the school, but the watercourse 

has insufficient head and flow to provide practicable community hydropower development opportunities. 

Tidal power has significant community benefit potential. A scheme would provide reliable and easily 

forecasted generation for at least 20-30 years. If the high capital costs and environmental concerns could 

be overcome then a tidal project would provide an opportunity for community development and benefit. 

Visual impacts could be mitigated and a system would be of sufficient size to generate significant income 

for the community. Pumped storage has similar benefits. 



10 

 

 

 
 

3b - How many people will benefit? 

The parish has a population of just over 2500. The benefit of a community scheme need not be limited to 

the parish as any community investment would likely require involvement from the wider community. 

3c - Will any jobs be created within the community as a result of this project? 

If a larger scheme, such as onshore wind or tidal generation, were developed then it would require 

administrative support to manage maintenance and finance. This could be done as part of the Parish 

Council team and would help to secure a long term administration post. A tidal scheme with an integral 

navigation lock would likely require an operator. Although these roles are often filled by volunteers. 
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4.0 Technology 

4a – What is the preferred energy generating technology of the community? 

In the development phase of the project, the technology most focused on was conventional hydropower. 

Unfortunately, the best hydropower schemes in the parish are on private land with complicated wayleave. 

The roof mounted solar PV opportunities are small scale with no opportunity for community development. 

If a community scheme is to be developed at present it would need to be onshore wind. Unless the 

financial and policy support for small scale renewable energy technology changes this is the only 

technology that will provide a viable return on investment. However, onshore wind is unlikely to progress 

due to the visual impact. 

4b – What investigations have been carried out into the suitability of the technology to the proposed 

location? 

Full site assessments were undertaken for all technologies covered in this report and the technical 

summary Appendix 1. 

4c – How feasible is it to export the energy to the national grid or to local users? 

Where possible a private wire connection into a high local energy user such as the marina and boat yards is 

the desired option. This directly reduces the energy consumption of local sites and offers an opportunity 

for Power Purchase Agreements between the community and local business. 

A larger generator such as a 500 kW wind turbine will generate excess energy that does require export. 

This will require negotiation and consents from the grid operator and a direct connection into the grid. 

4d - What is the cost of a grid connection? 

As there is no viable community scheme at this time a cost for grid connection was not sought as part of 

this study. 

4e – Have any alternative technologies to the preferred option been considered? 

Yes as covered above and in the technical summary, Appendix 1. 

4f – What limitations to the technology have been identified (e.g. potentially limited times of operation, 

seasonality of operation, seasonality of energy requirements, etc.)? 

Lack of government support for Renewable Energy combined with governmental hostility towards it. 

The main limitations to most viable technology option covered in the report, onshore wind, is current 

planning guidelines and renewable energy policy. 

The main limitations to renewable development in the parish are a lack of high energy users and grid 

infrastructure and a lack of large roof space suitable for solar PV. 
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5.0 Financial projections 

5a – What is the estimated development cost of the installation? 

There are several technologies covered in Appendix 1. The costs for each technology vary greatly. 

A community scale wind turbine would cost in the region of £1 to 2 million depending on size (500 kW or 

larger is ideal to provide economy of scale) 

A large ground mounted solar PV array of 100 kW would cost roughly £115,000 (dependant on cable runs 

and private wire connection). 

A tidal scheme would cost £1 to 2 million. Pumped storage would also have a significant cost as it is not a 

conventional technology and much of the design and permitting work would be novel and therefore costly. 

The financial breakdowns below are a general guide and specific sites may vary. A PPA of 7.5 pence per 

kWh has been used. This is perhaps on the low side and as energy prices rise in the medium term a higher 

PPA is likely to be achieved. 

Table 1 – 500 kW Ground mounted solar PV 
 

500 kW system 

cost £ 

Value of offset 

energy £ p/a 

Manage 

ment 

costs £ 

p/a 

Total savings 

£ p/a 

Simple 

Annualised ROI 

%* 

Simple payback 

- years 

525,000 39,375 250 39,125 2 13.4 

*based on 20 year investment 

A system of this size would require ground mounting which does add cost. However, it allows for a larger 

system that can be incorporated into the landscape and orientated in an optimal way. 

At this time, and with a lack of government support, a community scale solar PV system is not a viable 

proposition. The Table above clearly demonstrates this. 

The financial summary for ground mounted solar is based on a price of 7.5 pence a kWh for the electricity 

generated, as sold to a green energy provider or local user. As energy prices rise the potential for a higher 

Power Purchase Agreement unit cost increases. 

There is no FiT or export tariff from April 2019. However, there have been indications that new policy for 

renewable generation will be developed by DEFRA in the medium term. Any export tariff or renewable 

subsidy will improve the financial viability. 

Table 2 – 500 kW wind turbine on 45m tower @ 7.5 m/s 
 

100 kW 

system cost £ 

Value of offset 

energy £ p/a 

Manage 

ment 

costs £ 

p/a 

Total savings 

£ p/a 

Simple Annualised 

ROI % * 

Simple payback 

- years 

1,200,000 150,500 2000 148,000 4.6 8.1 

*Based on 20 year investment 
 

The energy generated from a turbine could be sold to a green energy provider through a Power Purchase 

Agreement. This would obtain a price of around 7.5 pence a kWh at this point in time. As can be seen from 
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Table 2 above the return on investment from a turbine is still workable despite a lack of financial support 

for renewable technology. It offers the most viable opportunity for community development of renewable 

technology at this time. 

Table 3 Tidal barrage 
 

System type System cost £ Value of 

offset energy 

£ p/a 

Management 

costs £ p/a 

Total 

savings 

£ p/a 

Simple 

Annualised 

ROI % * 

Simple 

payback - 

years 

With Lock 1,500,000 50,895 15,000 35,895 -3.6 42 

Without lock 1,200,000 50,895 15,000 35,895 -2.5 33 

* based on 20 year investment 
 

The examples above have the ROI calculated over 20 years for the sake of comparison with the other 

technologies presented in this document. Large infrastructure projects such as a tidal barrage which are 

expected to operate for 50 or more years before major refurbishment, typically the rate of return would be 

calculated over 40 or more years. 

Clearly a tidal system would have added value; amenity, landscape and mooring marina to name just a few, 

rather than just the straight return on investment. Grant funding could be forthcoming for such an exciting 

project. 

The high capital costs of tidal energy make the commercial case far from compelling. This type of scheme 

would require grant funding in order for development to make sense. As energy prices rise and the 

requirement for reliable generation increases this kind of scheme will become more attractive. 

This section clearly demonstrates that onshore wind is the most financially viable renewable generation 

technology at this time. 

5b – What sources of funding have been explored? 

At this moment in time there is no funding support for community scale renewable technology. The 

financial summary above is based on a Power Purchase Agreement, 7.5 pence a kWh, with a green energy 

provider. There is no export tariff or renewable energy generation tariff available at this time and no grant 

support for renewable technology. 

5c – Has any research been carried out into the possibility of community share issue? 

The only viable option for community development at this time is onshore wind. However, it is unlikely 

that a turbine would obtain planning permission unless there was total community support and the site for 

installation was designated in the neighbourhood plan. Therefore, no community share issue has been 

researched as part of this study. 

5d – What is the potential income from FITS, non-domestic RHI, selling energy etc? 

No renewable energy subsidies are available. The only option for generating value from generation would 

be a Power Purchase Agreement with a green energy provider. 

5e – What is the potential income from the community, customers etc? 

The only potential income available is from a Power Purchase Agreement with a third party. 

5f – What are the likely running costs of the installation over its lifetime? 

The running costs are highlighted in the financial tables above. 
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6.0 Planning and permitting 

6a - Have discussions taken place with the relevant planning authority? 

The only economically viable option at this time in onshore wind. For a turbine to stand any chance of 

obtaining planning permission it would need to be part of the neighbourhood plan. Current planning 

guidelines are geared towards discouraging development of onshore wind and unless there is a change in 

government and/or planning guidelines a turbine is unlikely to gain consent. 

6b – Have discussions been held with the Environment Agency? 

Not at this time. The hydropower schemes investigated are not currently viable. 

6c – What is the initial view on the likelihood of achieving planning? 

With sufficient whole community support it is possible to get planning for on shore wind turbines. 

However, the best site in the parish is within the AONB and therefore would not obtain planning 

permission within 

6d – Have any precedents been set? 

Sustainable South Brent (Dartmoor) raised funds via community share issue for a community wind of 

similar size, they did a lot of community engagement and didn’t receive single objection at planning. The 

turbine is located on the fringe of the National Park and was subject to visual/ecological/noise impact 

assessments. 

There are many medium and large size turbines in S Cornwall. The 500 kW size turbine has been very 

popular as it obtained a favourable FiT tariff. This size of turbine still offers a good balance of size, 

efficiency and return on investment. 

6e – Does the community organisation understand the legal requirements, e.g., Environmental Permitting 

Regulations, Duty of Care, etc? 

The permitting requirements for a turbine consist of obtaining planning permission and consents from the 

grid operator. An environmental impact assessment would form part of the planning process. 

Other technologies explored as part of this report, namely tidal power and pumped storage, would require 

extensive environmental and visual impact assessments. 

6f – What permits will be required? 

A turbine would require planning and grid connection consents. 

Ground mount solar would require planning permission and grid connection consents. 

Tidal power and pumped storage would require planning permission, grid connection consent and be 

subject to extensive environmental assessments. A large number of stakeholders would need to be 

involved in the development process including the EA, MMO and Cornwall CC. 

Hydropower would require planning consent and Environment Agency licencing. 

6g – Will an Environmental Impact Assessment be required? 

A wind turbine would require an EIA to assess ecological, noise and visual impacts. Tidal power, pumped 

storage and run of river hydropower schemes would all require an EIA. Solar PV would not require an EIA. 
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7.0 Site 

 
7a – Has a suitable site been identified? 

The best potential sites are highlighted clearly in Appendix 1. 

 
7b – Is the site available to purchase or lease? 

Much of the land is privately owned and there would require a lease agreement with the landowner. 

7c – Has the site been tested for suitability to the proposed technology? 

Yes, please see Appendix 1. 

7d – Are there any restrictions on the sites usage? 

The restrictions would be as a result of planning guidelines, grid connection and environmental criteria. 

7e – Are there any neighbouring landowners who could object to use of the site? 

The most viable technology, onshore wind, is likely to generate strong views within the local community 

and there would undoubtedly be some opposition. This could be mitigated by true community 

development and ownership. 

 
7f - Is it currently possible to export electricity and/or heat from the site to the community/grid? If not, 

what is required to ensure the feasibility of this in the future (e.g., heat distribution networks, National 

Grid connection, heat boosters, etc)? 

A community scale wind turbine would export significant energy to the grid. Tidal power and pumped 

storage would also export a proportion of generation to the grid even if connected via private wire to a 

local energy user. At the scale of technology proposed the local grid infrastructure would not require 

significant upgrading but there would be a cost involved in obtaining the correct connection consent from 

the DNO. 

 
7g - Who will be responsible for management of the site/installation on a day to day basis? 

No specific site has been identified as suitable for development at this time. If a community scheme was 

developed then it would make sense for the administration of the scheme to be managed by the Parish 

Council and to be incorporated into the role of the clerk. Income from the scheme could be used to 

support this time input and thus help secure the role long term. 

 

8.0 Operation and Governance 

8a - What legal entity (e.g. CIC/IPS etc.) will be used to manage the delivery of the project, raise finance 

and oversee the ongoing delivery of the facility once built? 

At this time the most suitable entity for development of a community energy scheme is a Community 

Benefit Society (CBS). This could be set up as separate to the Parish Council as run by key local community 

members. 

8b- Is this legal entity suited to your chosen method of raising finance and distributing income? 

A CBS would be the most suitable vehicle for raising finance and distributing income. The government has 

removed many of the support mechanisms for community energy schemes to be developed. Therefore at 

this time it is not easy to develop a scheme, especially in light of the fact all financial subsidy has been 

removed. 
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8c - Identify the key people responsible for managing the delivery of the project, raising finance and 

overseeing the ongoing delivery of the facility once built. 

Without a scheme that is ready to be developed in the short term there is little point identifying key 

people. The key stakeholders would be the Parish Council and the community vehicle set up to develop the 

scheme. 

8d - What suitable experience do these key people have? 

N/A 

8e - What succession plans are in place to ensure the project/facility remains actively managed over its 

lifetime? 

N/A 

9.0 Scheduling 

There are no schemes ready to be developed in the short term. Without significant changes to the policy 

for small scale renewable generation it is not possible to move forward with a scheme at this time. 

10.0 Conclusion 

The current policy and regulatory frameworks do not support the development of small scale renewable 

energy generation. All financial support has been removed, planning guidelines actively discourage 

technologies such as wind and ground mounted solar and many of the key financial and governance 

support that was in place to help develop community owned schemes has been removed. 

From a technical perspective there are several types of renewable energy technology that are viable in and 

around Mylor Parish. These are: 

Roof/ground mount solar connected into the marina and boat yards nearby and at Flushing. 

Community scale wind turbine in an exposed location on the headland or in a nearby parish. 

Tidal power – not a conventional technology but the area has the resource required to make it work. 

Pumped Storage – there are suitable locations for this simple energy storage solution. 

However, without the financial and regulatory framework to enable development there are no viable 

options for community development at this time. 

Onshore wind provides the most economical way to develop a community scheme but it would need 

complete local support and a change in planning policy. If a turbine was wholly community owned and 

generated significant revenue for local good causes then it may stand a chance of developing enough 

support. But without a change in planning guidelines it is very unlikely that the planning authority would 

look on a scheme positively, especially within the AONB. Partnering with another parish that has exposed 

areas of high average wind speeds in a less sensitive area may be a viable option. 

Other keys areas to consider for the parish are the energy efficiency of new builds and renewable 

integration and electric vehicle charging points. Any new developments should be specified to as high a 

level as possible with low levels of heat loss and energy efficient lighting. Key technology that could easily 

be integrated into new building includes solar PV (2-4 kW for domestic), solar hot water for sites with high 

hot water demand (holiday accommodation), heat pumps for buildings with low levels of heat loss and 

electric vehicle charging points for new community developments at key locations. 
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Electric vehicle charging provides a good match with solar PV developments as the renewable generation 

can offset the daytime demand from the charge points. Charging the vehicles from locally generated 

renewable energy is a financially and environmentally sound way of helping to develop the technology. 


