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Decisions from 9 December 2015 to 22 December 2015 

Springfield Farm

PINs No. PPA-290-2031

Decision and date Allowed 8/12/15

Location Springfield Farm, Springfield Road, Penicuik, Midlothian, EH26 8PR

Inspector David Liddell

Appellant Springfield Energy Ltd

LPA Midlothian Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for two turbines with an overall tip height of 35.5m. The main issues were the landscape and visual 
impacts and impacts on residential amenity. The Reporter considered that although the proposed turbines 
would be locally prominent features, they would accord with the ordered nature of the Moorland Fringes. 
Additionally, the Reporter found that the scenic qualities and integrity of the AGLV would not be affected. The 
Reporter considered in detail the effect on the views of the Pentlands, but held that the modest size of the 
proposed turbines, together with the distance from the hills would result in the impact being negligible. With 
regards to residential amenity the closest properties would be 800m from the proposed turbines. Given the 
distances involved and the scale of the proposed turbines the Reporter found that there was no significant 
adverse effect. The Reporter held that there were no material considerations that justified refusal of planning 
permission.

Muircleugh Farmhouse

PINs No. PPA-140-2054

Decision and date Dismissed 8/12/15

Location Land west of Muircleugh Farmhouse, Lauder, TD2 6RG

Inspector Michael J P Cunliffe

Appellant Airvolution Energy Ltd

LPA Scottish Border Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for seven wind turbine with a blade tip height of 110m. The main issues were the landscape and 
visual effects and impacts on residential amenity. The Reporter noted that whilst the proposed turbines could 
be absorbed by the scale of the open moorland landscape, they would be locally dominant (extending to 5km 
of the appeal site). The Reporter also found that the proposed turbines would be highly visible from Lauder 
Common at approx. 1km from the nearest turbine, detracting to a major degree from the enjoyment of the 
Common. Additionally, it was held that the proposed turbines would have a strong adverse impact on views 
from the Southern Uplands Way, eroding the quality of the walk. In terms of residential amenity the Reporter 
was satisfied that the proposal met ETSU and noted that as the closest properties were over 1.2km away visual 
impact would not detract from amenity to a serious degree. Overall, it was held that the benefits were not 
sufficient to outweigh the harms.



Castle Farm

PINs No. APP/G6935/A/15/3070024

Decision and date Dismissed 9/12/15

Location Castle Farm, Bishton, Newport, NP18 2DZ

Inspector Hywel Wyn Jones

Appellant Mr Martin Webber

LPA Newport City Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single turbine with a blade tip height of 77m. The main issues were the effects on the character 
and appearance of the surrounding area and on designated heritage assets. The Inspector noted that although 
the proposed turbine would be screened in some views, its elevated position would accentuate its presence as 
a locally dominant feature in the landscape. Additionally, the Inspector found that the proposed turbine would 
severely affect the enjoyment of public rights of way. With regards to the effect on designated heritage assets 
the Inspector also considered that there would be harm to the setting of a number of assets. In conclusion it 
was held that the benefits of the proposal were not sufficient to outweigh the harms.

Lumby

PINs No. APP/N2739/A/14/2221816

Decision and date Dismissed 9/12/15

Location Land to the south west of Lumby, North Yorkshire, LS25 5LD

Inspector Zoe Hill

Appellant Mr Walker

LPA Selby District Council

Procedure Written Representations – Call In

Summary of decision Proposal for a single wind turbine with a blade tip height of 87m. The main issues were the effect on the 
openness of the Green Belt, the character and appearance of the landscape, residential amenity and heritage 
assets. The Inspector noted that the proposal would result in a moderate loss of openness to the Green Belt. 
The Inspector considered that the proposed turbine would be a dominating feature that would detract from the 
gently rolling landscape character. With regards to residential amenity, the Inspector found that there would 
be harm in terms of visual amenity from a number of properties, but that this would not be so unpleasant as 
to render the properties uninhabitable. In terms of heritage assets, the Inspector held that the proposal would 
have a considerably harmful effect on the setting of Steeton Hall, the Gatehouse and SAM and recommended 
that the appeal should not succeed for this reason alone. Additionally, it was noted that the proposal would not 
meet the transition provisions of the WMS. The Inspector found that the benefits could not outweigh the harms 
and recommended that the appeal be dismissed. The Secretary of State agreed with this recommendation.



Field House Farm

PINs No. APP/E2001/W/14/3001102

Decision and date Allowed 10/12/15

Location Land north-west of Field House Farm, Lambwath Lane, New Ellerby, Hull, HU11 5AN

Inspector Andrew Hammond

Appellant Ashley Perry

LPA East Riding of Yorkshire

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single wind turbine with a blade tip height of 45m as a replacement for two 18m turbines. The 
main issue was the effect on the local landscape and character of the area. The Inspector noted that long 
distance views of the proposed turbine would be moderated by intervening landscape or built features such 
as electricity transmission towers and lines, telecommunication infrastructure and agricultural buildings. The 
Inspector noted that there was potential for the Grade I Burton Constable Hall and Grade II* registered Park and 
Garden to be affected and that this should be considered in the planning balance. The Inspector considered that 
the concerns of the small proportion of the local community had been addressed and the proposal therefore 
could be seen as having the backing of the local community with regards to the WMS. The Inspector held that 
the benefits of the proposal were capable of outweighing the harms.

Southfield

PINs No. APP/E2340/A/15/3009712

Decision and date Dismissed 10/12/15

Location Land adjacent to Back Lane, Southfield, Burnley, BB10 3RG

Inspector S R G Baird

Appellant DC21 Group

LPA Pendle Borough Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single turbine with a blade tip height of 47m. The main issue was the cumulative effect on 
the character and appearance of the area. The most relevant schemes that were considered in terms of 
cumulative effects were two turbines at Catlow Fold Farm 850m from the proposed turbine and a single turbine 
at Doughty Farm 400m from the proposed turbine. The Inspector noted that the proposed turbine would be 
a tall, engineered structure which would be out of scale with the area and would detract from the character 
and appearance of the area. Additionally, the Inspector held that the proposal did not meet the transitional 
arrangements of the WMS as it did not have the backing of the local community. The Inspector concluded that 
the benefits of the proposal did not outweigh the conflict with the development plan and dismissed the appeal.



Polshea Farm

PINs No. APP/D0840/A/14/2226683

Decision and date Dismissed 10/12/2015

Location Polshea Farm, St. Tudy, Bodmin, Cornwall, PL30 3PA

Inspector Neil Pope

Appellant C P Button Limited

LPA Cornwall Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single turbine. The main issues were the effect on (1) the character and amenity of the 
surrounding area (including an area of outstanding natural beauty); (2) the setting of various designated 
heritage assets; and (3) having consideration for the June 2015 WMS (and its transitional provisions). The 
Inspector gave considerable weight to the less than substantial harm to a scheduled monument, despite the 
proposed turbine being limited to 25 years and reversible. The Inspector also noted that the matter was finely 
balance, and that the tipping point was the WMS, to which he attached greater weight rather than to the 
presumption in favour of sustainable development. As a result, the Inspector dismissed the appeal.

Site to the North of Upper Kinneil Bungalow

PINs No. PPA-240-2040

Decision and date Dismissed 14/12/2015

Location Site to the north of Upper Kinneil Bungalow, Linlithgow

Inspector David Liddell

Appellant Kinneil Power LLP

LPA Falkirk Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single turbine, with a maximum blade height of 87m. The main issues included: (1) the impact on 
cultural heritage; (2) landscape and visual impacts; (3) the green belt; (4) residential amenity; (5) aviation safety; 
and (6) impacts on telecommunications networks. The Reporter acknowledged the local economic benefits, 
the personal benefit of farm diversification, and the support for renewable energy in the applicable policies. 
However, the Reporter was unable to reconcile such benefits with the impact on the cultural heritage and 
landscape. Overall, the Inspector concluded that such impact could not align with the development plan and 
dismissed the appeal.



Land North of Honey Pot Lane

PINs No. APP/E2530/A/14/2215578

Decision and date Allowed 14/12/2015

Location Land north of Honey Pot Lane, Colsterworth

Inspector Paul Griffiths

Appellant D2M Solutions Limited

LPA South Kesteven Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single turbine with a maximum blade tip height of 67m. The main issues focussed on: (1) the 
impact on the setting of designated heritage assets; (2) the visual impact on the living conditions of nearby 
occupiers; and (3) noise, in relation to the operation of radar at nearby RAF Wittering. The Inspector, in carrying 
out the planning balance noted the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside should be recognised, 
against the need to support the transition into a low carbon future. He cited that applications should be 
approved if impacts are, or can be made, acceptable. In conclusion, the Inspector granted the appeal as he was 
of the view that the impacts were or could be made acceptable.

Lucerne Farm

PINs No. APP/N2739/W/15/3028991

Decision and date Dismissed 14/12/2015

Location Lucerne Farm, Rudgate, Newton Kyme, Tadcaster, LS24 9LZ

Inspector Susan Heywood

Appellant Mr Geoff Robinson

LPA Selby District Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single turbine with a blade tip height of 35m. The main issues were: (1) the appropriateness of 
development in the Green Belt; (2) the effect of the development on the openness of the Green Belt and the 
purposes of including land within it; (3) the impact of the development on the appearance of the landscape; 
(4) whether the development would preserve the setting of nearby heritage assets; and (5) if inappropriate, 
whether the harm by reason of inappropriateness is outweighed by other considerations, so as to justify the 
special circumstances for such development. The Inspector did determine that the harm caused to the setting of 
heritage assets was only minor in nature. However, the scheme had failed to gain the support of local residents 
and as a result failed to meet the transitional provisions of the WMS. As a result, the Inspector dismissed the 
appeal.



Site to the North of Rothmaise

PINs No. PPA-110-2276

Decision and date Dismissed 17/12/2015

Location Site to the north of Rothmaise, Rothienorman, Inverurie

Inspector Christopher Warren

Appellant WPD Rothmaise Limited

LPA Aberdeenshire Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision

Proposal for two turbines with a maximum blade tip height of 99.5m. The main issues for this proposal were: 
(1) the effect upon landscape character and visual amenity; (2) the cumulative landscape and visual impact; and 
(3) residential amenity considerations. The local policy supports development in the countryside where it meets 
community needs and recognises the area’s character. However, the proposed site is located within a landscape 
character area. As a result, the Reporter’s view was the excessive height and scale of the wind turbines relative 
to the landscape in such location would create a localised but unacceptably adverse impact on the landscape 
and visual amenity. Therefore, the Inspector dismissed the appeal.

Churchtown Farm

PINs No. APP/D0840/W/15/3103858

Decision and date Dismissed 22/12/2015

Location Churchtown Farm, Warbstow, Launceston, Cornwall, PL15 8UP

Inspector Simon Hand

Appellant Mr Francis Vosper

LPA Cornwall Council

Procedure Written Representations

Summary of decision Proposal for a single wind turbine with a maximum blade tip height of 48.8m. The main issue was the impact 
on the setting of a Grade II listed building and, less pertinently, on a scheduled monument. The Inspector noted 
that, despite three turbines already operating within 800m of the proposed site, the addition of one more 
would not be unacceptable from a landscape perspective. That said, the Reporter placed greater weight on the 
desirability of preserving the setting of listed buildings. The Reporter dismissed the appeal on the basis that the 
addition of another turbine so close to a listed building would be seriously harmful to the preservation of it.
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