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1 Summary  
Historic Environment Projects, Cornwall Council, were approached by Chloe Bines of Mi-

Grid Ltd on 15 August 2012 with a request to provide costs for the provision of an 

archaeological assessment of proposed wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton, Ludgvan 

and Tregethas, St. Erth as part of a proposed planning application. A cost schedule for 

this work was approved on 17 August 2012. 

The proposal is for three 50Kw wind turbines with maximum blade tip heights of 36m to 

be sited on farmland at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas Farm in Ludgvan and St. Erth 

parishes respectively at SW 53641 33729, SW 53871 33523 and SW 53932 33507. The 

sites chosen for the wind turbines lie on the north western and north eastern slopes of 

a low hill just to the east of Whitecross near Ludgvan in an area of farmland which has 

been in continuous use since at least the medieval period. 

The assessment consisted of a desk-based assessment, viewshed analysis out to 10Km 

from the site, and a walkover survey. 

Despite the open nature of the surrounding landscape, the relatively low-lying locations 

chosen for the wind turbines tend to greatly reduce their visual impacts, and it was 

concluded that very few impacts were likely to result on the settings of designated or 

undesignated sites within the viewshed of the site except for a small group in its 

immediate vicinity, these including Listed Buildings at Tregethas Farm and Frythens 

Farm. The general absence of impacts is due to a number of factors, including the 

natures and conditions of the monuments concerned, topographical considerations, and 

distances from the site of the proposed wind turbine. Impacts on the HLC of the 

landscape surrounding the proposed wind turbine can be expected. 

A report summarising the results of the assessment and its conclusions was prepared 

for the client. 
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Fig 2. The locations proposed for the wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton and 

Tregethas. 

Fig 1. The locations of Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. 
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2 Introduction 

2.1 Project background 

Historic Environment Projects, Cornwall Council, were approached by Chloe Bines of Mi-

Grid Ltd on 15 August 2012 with a request to provide costs for the provision of an 

archaeological assessment of proposed wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton, Ludgvan 

and Tregethas, St. Erth as part of a proposed planning application. A cost schedule for 

this work was approved on 17 August 2012. 

The proposal is for three 50Kw wind turbines with maximum blade tip heights of 36m to 

be sited on farmland at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas Farm in Ludgvan and St. Erth 

parishes respectively at SW 53641 33729, SW 53871 33523 and SW 53932 33507 

(Figs 1 and 2). The sites chosen for the wind turbines lie on the north western and 

north eastern slopes of a low hill just to the east of Whitecross near Ludgvan in an area 

of farmland which has been in continuous use since at least the medieval period. 

The assessment was to consist of a desk-based assessment, viewshed analysis out to 

10Km from the site, and a walkover survey. 

An initial planning assessment (number PA12/01493/Preapp) was being progressed 

under a Planning Performance Agreement (PPA) for a single 500Kw turbine at 

Rosevidney Barton. The Cornwall Council development Officer (Adam Carlyon) 

considered that a planning application would be worth pursuing for a wind turbine at 

this site, though drew the applicant’s attention to the comments made by the Historic 

Environment Planning Advice Officer (Phil Markham), and the potential for cumulative 

impacts given that there is an existing operational twin turbine development at 

Tregethas and an application had been approved for two turbines at Trewinnard Manor 

nearby. The proposed 500Kw wind turbine at Rosevidney appears to have been 

withdrawn and a smaller 50Kw turbine has been substituted, this being proposed in 

conjunction with a pair of wind turbines at Tregethas for which a negative screening 

option (EIA not required) was mentioned by Adam Carlyon.  

A model brief prepared Mr Phil Markham, Historic Environment Planning Advice Officer, 

Cornwall Council was used to guide this archaeological assessment, in conjunction with 

the advice on assessing the impacts of such developments on the settings of 

designated sites provided by English Heritage in 2012. 

The walkover survey and viewshed check were undertaken on the 30th August 2012. 

2.2 Aims and objectives 

The principal aim of the study is to gain a better understanding of the impacts which 

would result from the construction of three wind turbines on land between Rosevidney 

Barton and Tregethas Farm near Ludgvan.  

The overall project aims are to: 

 Draw together historical and archaeological information about the development site 

and its surroundings, including relevant information held within the Cornwall 

Historic Environment Record. 

 Review and analyse historic map evidence for the site.  

 Follow the approach outlined in Section 3 of the English Heritage guidance on 

setting. 

 Identify the construction, use and ‘end of life’ impacts of the current proposals on 

the significance of the setting of these assets and on the proposal site. 

 

The site specific project aims are to: 

 Produce a report containing the desk based assessment and survey in interpreted 

form. 
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 Inform whether an archaeological evaluation or further archaeological recording of 

any potential buried remains or other mitigation is recommended. 

 

The objective of the project is to produce a report setting out the likely range of 

impacts (both direct and on settings) of the development on heritage assets within the 

site or the surrounding locality, as defined above. 

2.3 Methods 

2.3.1 Desk–based assessment 

As part of the desk-based assessment (DBA), historical databases and archives were 

consulted in order to obtain information about the history of the site and its 

surroundings, and the structures and features recorded within the site boundaries. The 

main sources consulted were as follows: 

 Published sources available in the Cornwall and Scilly HER. 

 Historic maps including  

- Joel Gascoyne’s map of Cornwall (1699) 

- Norden’s Map of Cornwall (1728) 

- Thomas Martyn’s map of Cornwall (1748),  

- OS 1 inch survey (circa 1810) 

- Ludgvan and St. Erth Tithe Maps (circa 1840),  

- 1st and 2nd Editions of the OS 25 inch maps (circa 1880 and circa 1907). 

 Modern maps. 

 National Mapping Programme transcripts from aerial photographs. 

 Other aerial photographs in the Cornwall and Scilly HER. 

 Historic Landscape Characterisation mapping. 

 Cornwall and Scilly Historic Buildings, Sites and Monuments Record (HBSMR). 

 Information held as GIS themes as part of the Cornwall and Scilly HER. 

The historical and landscape context of the site was also considered during this stage of 

the assessment in order to establish the nature of the heritage assets which are located 

within the area surrounding the proposed wind turbines. 

2.3.2 Viewshed analysis 

An assessment of the impacts of the proposals was made from the surrounding area 

using the guidelines and methodological approaches set out in English Heritage’s recent 

consultation draft guidance on the setting of heritage assets. This was based on GIS-

based viewshed mapping produced using a model of theoretical inter-visibility between 

the wind turbines proposed for the site and significant heritage assets within the 

surrounding landscape; the viewshed (ZTV or Zone of Theoretical Visibility) was 

generated using ArcGIS software. The methodology employs a Digital Terrain Model 

(DTM), which ignores potentially temporary surface features such as buildings, 

woodland, vegetation, etc. to provide a surface model of potential intervisibility 

between the proposed wind turbine and key heritage assets within the surrounding 

landscape. A viewshed was generated for a three ‘observer point’s based on the 

locations of the proposed wind turbines. 

When performing a viewshed analysis, several variables are used to limit or adjust the 

calculation including offset values, limitations on horizontal and vertical viewing angles 

(azimuth) and distance parameters (radius) for each observer point. For the proposed 

wind turbine at Trelaske, the viewshed was based on an ‘overall observer elevation 
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value’ made up of the ‘elevation value’ or height above sea level of the ground at the 

observer viewpoint, with added to this an additional offset of 36m to represent the 

maximum height of the turbine blades. This viewshed was checked on the ground, 

given that vegetation and other factors may substantially block views to and from key 

sites, whilst significant heritage assets within the theoretical viewshed were visited 

(where access was possible) and the landscape within which they sit considered to 

determine intervisibility with the proposed development site and the natures of their 

settings, both locally and at a distance. This informed the likely scales and types of any 

visual impacts which might affect their settings, as required by English Heritage (2011). 

A viewshed radius of either 10Km or 5Km was used to determine potential impacts on 

designated heritage assets and a radius of 1Km for undesignated heritage assets (see 

Figs 17 to 25). High level designated heritage sites within the 10Km and 15Km radius 

zone of the ZTV were identified but not assessed for impact. These are listed in tables 

contained in this report. 

Sites identified through intersection of the ZTV modelling with GIS layers containing 

designated and undesignated heritage assets produced data sub-sets which were 

further filtered according to their intersection with ZTV zones representing 1Km, 5Km 

10m and 15Km radii from the site, as required by model HEPAO briefs and English 

Heritage guidance. 

The site types within these data sets were then analysed to determine their likely 

sensitivity to impacts on settings. Those site types which had no setting (documented 

sites) were excluded from further analysis, as were those which by their nature have 

very localised settings (for example, milestones, wayside crosses and fingerposts) 

except where in very close proximity to the application site. The resultant site lists were 

further filtered by close examination of the ZTV data and a 2005 vertical aerial 

photograph GIS layer to remove from the lists those sites where mature vegetation or 

proximal buildings would almost certainly block intervisibility and where intrusion into 

key views was unlikely. Designated sites with limited settings (most Grade II Listed 

Buildings) and those with local settings such as associated urban development which 

were more than 2Km from the application site tended to be excluded from assessment 

at this stage unless specific reasons were identified for their retention. 

The resultant site list consisted of a mixture of designated landscapes with substantial 

intervisibility with the proposal site, particularly where these included planned views in 

the direction of the proposal site, Scheduled Monuments whose original settings were 

intended to include large areas of the landscape (for example prominent hilltop barrows 

or hillforts), or which were designed to function as part of intervisible elements of 

larger groups with landscape settings (for instance barrow cemeteries), other high 

grade designated historic structures which were intended when built to be highly 

prominent within the landscape (predominantly church towers and spires), areas of 

landscape within the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site containing aspects of its OUV 

which are potentially vulnerable to developments such as wind turbines, and 

upstanding undesignated sites in close proximity to the development site. This filtered 

group of sites was assessed to determine impact (see below). 

2.3.3 Fieldwork 

In order to check the validity of the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) indicated by the 

viewshed analysis, and thus the potential impacts on key heritage assets within the 

ZTV, site visits were made to both the sites proposed for the wind turbines, and to the 

selected key locations within the surrounding landscape. A visual check and 

photographic record were made of intervisibility (or the lack of it) between the 

proposed development sites and heritage assets indicated by the ZTV mapping as being 

likely to be within the viewshed and whose settings were assessed as vulnerable to 

impacts from the development where public access was available. Where this was not 

the case, the nearest possible vantage point from which views including both the 

heritage asset and the development proposal sites was utilised, preferably one in which 
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the proposed development sites formed the backdrop to a view of the designated 

heritage site. 

A walkover survey of the site proposed for the wind turbines and for their cabling was 

also undertaken to examine the site for upstanding archaeology and to record the 

nature of the boundary types which might be impacted upon during the development. A 

list of sites visited is contained within Section 9 of this report. 

2.3.4 Post-fieldwork 

On completion of the project and following review with the HE Project Manager the 

results of the study were collated as an archive in accordance with: Management of 

Research Projects in the Historic Environment (MoRPHE) English Heritage 2006. The 

site archive will initially be stored at ReStore, with the eventual aim of deposition at 

Cornwall Record Office. 

An archive report (this report) has been produced and supplied to the Client. This 

report will be lodged with the Cornwall and Scilly Historic Environment Record (HER) 

and made available for public consultation once a planning application for the site has 

been made. A copy of the report will be supplied to the National Monuments Record 

(NMR) in Swindon, to the Courtney Library of the Royal Cornwall Museum and to the 

Cornish Studies Library. All digital records will be filed on the Cornwall Council network. 

An English Heritage/ADS online access to the index of archaeological investigations 

(OASIS) record has been made covering this assessment project. 

 

3 Location and setting 
The sites proposed for the wind turbines are at SW 53641 33729 just to the east of 

Rosevidney Barton in the parish of Ludgvan and at SW 53871 33523 and SW 53932 

33507 just to the south west of Tregethas Farm a short distance to the east. The 

turbines are proposed to be sites at the north western and north eastern slopes of a 

low hill at heights of approximately 42m OD, 40m OD and 37m OD (Figs 2 and 15). 

These sites have open views to the flanks of the Penwith Moors to the north west, to 

the rising ground above St. Erth to the north east and down towards Mounts Bay to the 

south. Views from the site tend to be constrained by the orientation of the former river 

valley within which the turbines are to be sited and are most open to the south west, 

down towards Marazion Marsh and the central parts of Mounts Bay. 

The development area is characterised in the Cornwall and Scilly Historic Environment 

Record (HER) as ‘Anciently Enclosed Land – farmland medieval’, that is land which has 

been continuously farmed since at least the medieval period, if not longer (Fig 12). 

The parent bedrock underlying the application site consist of interbedded upper 

Devonian slates, mudstones and sandstones, whilst the soils are recorded as Trusham 

loams over hard rock. No superficial (drift) deposits are recorded by the British 

Geological Survey. The agricultural classification of this land is Grade 2. 

 

4 Project extent 
The archaeological assessment was focussed on those heritage assets (whether 

designated or not) which might be physically impacted upon by activities associated 

with the erection of the wind turbines, including cable trenching, siting of temporary 

compounds, cranes or other equipment and with any associated semi-permanent 

infrastructure.  

The assessment also takes into account and quantifies impacts on the settings of 

heritage assets (both designated and undesignated) within the viewshed of the 

proposed turbine site in line with Policy HE6 in PPS5, sections 16(2) and 66(1) of the 

Planning (Listed Buildings and Conservations Areas) Act 1990 Chapter 9, and English 
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Heritage guidance relating to the setting of historic assets (2011) and on wind energy 

and the historic environment (2005), namely: 

 Non-designated heritage assets – 1Km radius. 

 Grade II Listed Buildings, World Heritage Site Areas and Conservation Areas – 

5Km radius. 

 Scheduled Monuments, Grade I and II* Listed Buildings, Registered Battlefields 

and Registered Parks and Gardens – 10Km radius (these also being noted out to 

15Km). 

 

5 Designations 

5.1 International 

The 5Km radius ZTV intersects the Hayle and Tregonning Areas of the Cornish Mining 

World Heritage Site (Fig 20). 

5.2 National 

No national designations apply to the site proposed for the development. 

The 10Km radius viewshed zone includes 40 potentially intervisible Scheduled 

Monuments (Fig 23). 

The 10Km radius viewshed intersects four Registered Parks and Gardens (Fig 22). 

The 10Km radius viewshed includes eight Grade I Listed Buildings and 24 Grade II* 

Listed Buildings (Fig 24). 

The 5Km radius viewshed mapping indicates that there could be intervisibility between 

the proposed wind turbines and seven Conservation Areas, two Areas of the Cornish 

Mining World Heritage Site (see Figs 19 and 20) and parts of the Cornwall AONB (Fig 

21). 

Within the 5Km radius viewshed, the wind turbine would be theoretically intervisible to 

some degree with 284 Grade II Listed Buildings (or groups of Grade II Listed Buildings) 

(see Fig 18). 

5.3 Regional/county 

No regional or county designations relate to the sites proposed for the wind turbines. 

5.4 Local 

No local designations apply to the site proposed for the development. 

5.5 Rights of Way 

No rights of way traverse the sites proposed for the wind turbine, nor the remainder of 

the area across which the cabling will be undergrounded, though a public footpath 

(103/20/2, silver) runs just to the east of the eastern site at Tregethas (Fig 16). This 

area is not registered as open access land under the CROW Act 2005. 

 

6 Results of desk-based assessment 
The site lies near the centre of a broad, shallow valley running south westward between 

the Penwith moors and the elevated uplands to the east to meet the sea at Mounts Bay. 

Now a minor river and debouching into Marazion Marshes at its south western end, this 

watercourse is known as the Red River, probably reflecting its colour when mines 

upstream were discharging their tailings into it. This watercourse, with the Hayle River 
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which debouches into the Hayle Estuary on the north coast, effectively forms the 

eastern boundary of the geographical area of West Penwith. They have probably long 

formed an important boundary to land travel from east and west, the traditional 

crossing point across the Red River almost certainly having been in the area just to the 

north of Rosevidney; the equivalent crossing point on the Hayle River would have been 

at St. Erth. West Penwith may well have been a petty kingdom in late prehistory and 

during the early medieval period, and certainly retained its cultural distinctiveness until 

very recently, being one of the areas in which Cornish continued to be spoken when it 

had long since died out in most of the rest of Cornwall. The ‘Giant’s Grave’ – a linear 

earthwork, part of which survives at Varfell near Crowlas, may well originally have been 

a far more extensive earthwork defining the boundary of West Penwith. The Cornwall 

and Scilly Historic Environment record (HER) notes a number of findspots of early 

prehistoric tools not far inland from Mounts Bay, whilst during the Bronze Age, both of 

the Red River valley slopes sited barrows which may have functioned as much as 

territorial markers as funerary monuments. No traces of the associated lowland 

settlements have been recorded in this area, though it would be safe to assume that 

this sheltered valley, with its rich soils and ready access to the resources offered by the 

nearby sea and moors would be one of the preferred areas for settlement.  

As well as barriers to movement by land, these two streams would have provided 

excellent routes inland from the coast during prehistory, and it is not unsurprising that 

one of the most important early trading ports in Cornwall was sited at Marazion. This 

would have provided access from the eastern end of the Penwith Moors down to the 

sea, and the settlement at its mouth may well have been the ‘Ictis’ mentioned by 

Strabo as the principal tin trading place in Cornwall in late prehistory. A prehistoric 

‘blowing house’ where tin was smelted into ingots has been found near the shore at 

Marazion. 

The presence of a large number of ‘rounds’ (defended late prehistoric to Roman period 

farmsteads) flanking the stream is evidence for a dense settlement pattern during this 

period, probably reflecting the high quality of the soils – these being in places former 

alluvium, but probably also a mixed economy based on agricultures, mining, fishing and 

coastal trade. One such enclosure has been detected from aerial photographs 350m to 

the north north east of the site proposed for the Rosevidney wind turbine. It can be 

assumed that, during this period, the landscape would have been settled and farmed, 

the higher or more exposed areas being left as open downland – an important resource 

for summer and rough grazing, as areas for the gathering of fuel (in the form of gorse) 

or animal bedding (heather, moorland grasses and bracken), and for the siting of 

ceremonial and funerary activities. 

These late prehistoric settlements were, in turn, succeeded by early medieval 

farmsteads such as Tregethas (first recorded in 1306 as ‘Tregrethes’), Tregillowe (first 

recorded as ‘Tregillyou’ in 1284), Trewinnard (first recorded as ‘Trewannarde’ in 1284 

and having a licensed chapel by 1372), Frythens (first recorded as ‘Breghtyn’ in 1306, 

the name in Cornish referring to the ‘speckled fort’). Rosevidney was first recorded in 

1280 as ‘Roseunnymoer’. Rose is the Cornish ‘Ros’ (hill spur) whilst more is the Cornish 

‘meur’ (big). This indicates that the estate of Rosevidney had already been split into 

‘big’ and ‘little’ Rosevidney, ‘Rosevjne vian’ (‘Little Rosevine) being referred to in 1525. 

With almost no exceptions, the whole of the surrounding landscape was laid out to 

fields, the orientations of whose boundaries underpin those of the present field 

systems. Cropmarks showing on aerial photographs have revealed some of the now-

removed medieval boundaries, as well as traces of ridge and furrow cultivation (Fig 

14), and many of the lanes and routeways in this area were probably first laid out 

during this period. The parish boundary between Ludgvan and St. Erth (which divides 

the two fields proposed for the wind turbines) follows the rend of the topography on 

this low spur between the Red River and the Hayle River, though deviates just to the 

south of Tregethas farm to include part of Tregillowe Farm within Ludgvan parish. 
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The Domesday Book (1086) does not mention either Rosevidney Barton or Tregethas, 

though this land, in the Manor of Connerton, may well have been part of the estate of 

Truthwall just over 1.5Km to the south. This (as ‘Treiwal’ or ‘Trevthal’) was held by St. 

Michael’s Church, and was formerly held by Brichtmer. As well as pasture, cattle and 

sheep were mentioned. However, it seems that the Count of Mortain had expropriated a 

substantial part of the estate from the Church, the description suggesting that this was 

by far the best and most productive land. This part of the estate was tenanted by 

Blohin. 

The first mapping depicting this area dates to the 17th century, when Joel Gascoyne 

produced his map of Cornwall (Fig 3). Gascoyne depicted the surrounding landscape as 

containing a number of churchtowns and farmsteads, including Rosevidney and 

Tregethas. Tracks and roadways traversed this landscape, linking these farms with 

market centres and churchtowns, as well as with each other. 

John Norden’s map dating to 1728 (Fig 4) depicting the Hundred of ‘Penwithe’, showed 

the landscape just in from Mount’s Bay as containing not only the churches at ‘Hillary’ 

and ‘Ludgian’, but also the settlements of Goldsithney and Market Jew (Marazion), the 

latter being at the time one of the larger groups of houses in the area. Tin mines were 

marked just to the north. 

Thomas Martyn’s map (Fig 5) drawn up a few decades later showed some more detail 

of this landscape, and also depicted Rosevidney and Tregethas. 

The 1st Edition of the Ordnance Survey 1” to a mile mapping (Fig 6), dating to the first 

decade of the 19th century, showed a relatively dense network of roads and lanes 

linking Rosevidney, Little Rosevidney, Tregethas, Tregillio, Trewinnard and other local 

farms within what is clearly a mature and long-settled farming landscape. 

The fields proposed for the three wind turbines fall into two ecclesiastical parishes – 

Ludgvan to the west and St. Erth to the east. The circa 1840 Ludgvan Tithe Map (Fig 7) 

shows that the present arrangement of fields was in place by this date, the 

apportionment indicating that enclosure 2233 at Great Rosevidney was at the time 

owned by John Richards Esq. and Henry Trevenen and occupied by William Nicolas. The 

field, named Higher Gue or Gean, extended to eight acres, two poles and six perches 

and was recorded as being in arable cultivation. Higher Gue or Gean was one of three 

fields with this name (Middle and Lower Gue being nearby), suggesting that these 

represent the subdivisions of a formerly larger medieval field, whose place name may 

derive from the Cornish koew, ‘home field’. The field at Tregethas in the parish of St. 

Erth (Fig 8) was named Park an Brake, eleven acres, three poles and twelve perches in 

extent. This was owned by the trustees of John Ellis and occupied by Henry Laity. It is 

assumed to have been in arable in 1840, though this was not recorded in the 

apportionment. 

No changes were recorded to these fields during the late 19th century (Fig 9) or in the 

first decade of the 20th century (Fig 10). No boundary loss is recorded on the 2005 

Cornwall County Council aerial photograph (Fig 11) when the field at Rosevidney Barton 

was in a crop (possibly brassicas) and that at Tregethas was in pasture. 

 

7 Results of site walkover 
A site walkover was undertaken on 30th August 2012. The weather was variable, 

ranging from moderate cloud cover in the first part of the morning to nearly clear skies 

with some high cumulus cloud for the rest of the day. Once the earlier cloud cover had 

cleared away, clear visibility was possible out to in excess of 15Km from some of the 

viewpoints such as Trencrom Hill and Castle Gate. 

The western site proposed for this group of wind turbines was in un-harvested spring 

barley at the time of survey. This slopes gently to the west and is bounded to the 

north, west and south by modern wire fences on concrete posts which have become 
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overgrown with vegetation to 1.2m high (Fig 26). The eastern hedgeline forms the 

boundary between the parishes of Ludgvan and St. Erth, and is a Cornish hedge 1.2m 

high planted with hazel and blackthorn, which is currently maintained at an average of 

3.0m high. No archaeological features were detected within the field. The field has a 

south westerly aspect, with open views towards Trencrom and Castle an Dinas. To the 

north west, Knill’s Monument above Carbis Bay could be seen on the skyline, whilst to 

the south west and south, glimpses of Ludgvan Church, Mounts Bay and Penzance 

could be seen. 

The eastern site proposed for the wind turbine pair at Tregethas had been recently cut 

for silage (Fig 32). This field was enclosed within a 1.0m high Cornish hedge topped 

with neatly-clipped blackthorn, holly and ash to 2.0m high. This vegetation tended to 

close in views from ground level, except to the south east across the nearby valley, and 

the spire of St. Hilary was visible on the skyline. The summits of Godolphin and 

Tregonning Hills could be seen in the far distance (Fig 34), as could glimpses of 

Godrevy Towans (Fig 35). Again, no archaeological monuments or earthworks were 

recorded within this field. 

The landscape centred on Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas consists of a broad, 

shallow valley between gently-rising ground to the east and the high ground of the 

Penwith Moors to the west. Views tend to be orientated north-east where they are cut 

off by rising ground and south-west towards Mounts Bay. Although there are a large 

number of nearby settlements, mature tree vegetation tends to block these out, though 

settlements on rising ground to the south west are more readily visible, though at 

distances in excess of 2Km. Most views are, therefore, very local, or of relatively 

distant elements of the landscape. 

 

8 Results of viewshed analysis 
See Figs 17 to 25. 

Given the locations of the sites and the heights of the turbine towers, the viewshed 

analysis suggests that the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) will be fairly far-reaching. 

In line with the requirements of English Heritage guidance, the ZTV has been mapped 

to a distance of 15Km from the site, but the ZTV suggests that its visibility is unlikely to 

extend to any great degree in this zone. The visibility of the turbines will diminish with 

distance, and will, at many local sites, be blocked by intervening buildings within 

settlements or farmsteads or by mature groups of trees (albeit on a temporary basis, 

should such trees subsequently be felled). 

8.1 I km radius ZTV 

See Fig 17. 

Given the nature of the local topography and the elevations of the proposed wind 

turbines, the ZTV suggests that the turbine masts or blades will be visible from 

approximately 90% of this zone, which extends to Rosevidney, Tregilliowe, Frythens 

and Trewinnard farms. In practice, it is likely that vegetation will block views of them 

from most habitations. 

8.2 1Km to 5Km radius ZTV 

See Figures 18 to 20. 

The wind turbines will be visible from nearly all of the 1Km to 2Km radius zone and to 

around 55% of the 1Km to 5Km zone. The zone includes areas at Hayle to the north 

east, Nancledra and the north western Penwith Moors to the north west, the outskirts of 

Penzance to the south west and Rosudgeon to the south east. The mapping suggests 

that within the landscapes around St. Erth to the north west and St. Hilary to the south 

east, intervisibility will be more or less ubiquitous in this zone.  
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This zone contains a number of potentially intervisible hilltop-sited Scheduled sites, 

these including Trencrom hilltop enclosure (DCO1268) to the north west and Castle an 

Dinas (DCO1288) to the west. 

The zone contains no Registered Parks and Gardens. Parts of six Conservation Areas 

(Hale, Lelant, St. Erth, St. Hilary, Goldsithney and Ludgvan) fall within this zone and 

are likely to be partly intervisible with it (Fig 19). The zone also includes a number of 

Grade II Listed farmsteads (Fig 18).  

8.3 5Km to 10Km radius ZTV 

See Figures 21 to 24. 

The wind turbines will potentially be visible from around 15% of this zone, the likely 

intervisible areas covering Penzance, Newlyn and Mousehole to the south west, an area 

of high ground around Cripplesease to the north west, areas of Copperhouse and 

Connor Downs to the north east and areas around Praze an Beeble, and to the west of 

Godolphin and Tregonning Hills to the south east. Within this zone, although there will 

be some degree of intervisibility with the wind turbine, a pronounced fall-off in the 

visual prominence will occur. 

The zone contains a substantial number of Scheduled monuments, only a small number 

being likely to be intervisible with the wind turbines (Fig 23), as well as a very large 

number of Listed Buildings in Hayle, Lelant, Penzance, Newlyn and Mousehole (Fig 24). 

This zone includes two Registered Parks and Gardens at Godolphin (Grade II*, DCO33) 

to the south east and Trengwainton (Grade II*, DCO23) to the west south west (Fig 

22). At Godolphin, this will consist solely of the western side of Godolphin Hill, trees 

screening the core of the park, the gardens and the house from the wind turbines. At 

Trengwainton, whilst there will be intervisibility with the eastern park of the Park, again 

tree plantings will screen the core part of the Park and the Gardens. 

8.4 10Km to 15Km radius ZTV 

In accordance with English Heritage requirements, the ZTV was mapped out to 15Km 

from the site. High level designated sites within the 10Km to 15Km zone of the ZTV 

have been listed in this report (see also Fig 25), though do not need to be assessed. 

The ZTV mapping suggests that around 7.5% of the land surface within this zone will 

experience intervisibility with the wind turbines, these including small areas of high 

ground around Sancreed to the south west, Navas Point and parts of North Cliffs to the 

north east, and a fairly broad band of land running south from the southern edges of 

Camborne to Nancegollan to the east. The mapping suggests that almost no 

intervisibility with the site will occur beyond 14Km to 15Km from the site. For many of 

the sites within this outer zone, intervisibility will be confined to the upper parts of the 

turbine blades. 

This zone includes a further 21 potentially intervisible Scheduled Monuments and three 

Grade II* Listed Buildings. 

The ZTV was mapped out to 15Km from the sites at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. 

It seems unlikely that there will more than very limited potential for intervisibility 

beyond this zone, and where it occurs, very considerable visual attenuation will occur at 

such distances, and the likelihood of blocking by trees, hedge vegetation and buildings 

will be very high. Impacts on the settings of designated areas, monuments and 

buildings at these distances are very unlikely to occur. 
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8.5 Scheduled Monuments within the 10Km radius ZTV 

See Figure 23. 

There are 119 Scheduled Monuments within 10Km of the site proposed for the wind 

turbine at Trelaske, of which 40 individual monuments (or elements of these) would 

potentially be intervisible with it (some of these being in groups), as follows. 

 

In summary, the potentially intervisible Scheduled Monuments within the 10Km ZTV 

consist of four hillforts (although Trencrom is included within this group, it should more 

accurately be described as an Early Neolithic tor enclosure), five rounds, one ‘portal 

dolmen’ (Sperris Quoit is actually a simple chambered tomb), one standing stone, one 

DCO947 CHURCHYARD CROSS IN PHILLACK CHURCHYARD 156537.48 38412.83

DCO860 CHURCHYARD CROSS-HEAD IN WALL OF PAUL CHURCHYARD 146428.41 27071.68

DCO959 WAYSIDE CROSS 70M SOUTH OF ST UNY'S CHURCH, LELANT 154826.18 37651.75

DCO861 WAYSIDE CROSS IN LUDGVAN CHURCHYARD 150542.21 33028.64

DCO806 ST ERTH CHURCHTOWN CROSS 155071.02 35130.76

DCO1288 CASTLE AN DINAS 148484.45 35003.83

DCO1589 RECTANGULAR CAMP SW OF TREVARNON ROUND 149648.35 34787.39

DCO773 BRUNNION CROSS, AT BRUNNION CARN 150372.88 36005.46

DCO760 MEDIEVAL WAYSIDE CROSS AT PAUL 146536.14 27036.52

DCO957 CHURCHYARD CROSS 25M SOUTH OF ST UNY'S CHURCH, LELANT 154824.67 37695.13

DCO948 AN EARLY CHRISTIAN MEMORIAL STONE AND A WAYSIDE CROSS 

IN PHILLACK CHURCHYARD, SOUTH EAST OF THE CHURCH

156574.28 38429.83

DCO1322 RECTANGULAR CAMP SW OF TREVARNON ROUND 158411.31 39835.43

DCO1541 PORTAL DOLMEN CALLED SPERRIS QUOIT 147099.83 38253.48

DCO1139 ENCLOSURES EAST OF GURLYN 157276.19 32405.60

DCO989 WAYSIDE CROSS IN LELANT LANE 154171.52 37888.35

DCO756 MEDIEVAL WAYSIDE CROSS AT WHITECROSS, NEAR CROWLAS 152488.00 34394.48

DCO961 WAYSIDE CROSS 40M WEST OF ST UNY'S CHURCH, LELANT 154785.05 37721.43

DCO1272 BEERSHEEBA LONGSTONE 152516.56 37128.61

DCO1237 CROSS AT TREASSOWE 149726.30 33696.49

DCO1268 TRENCROM CASTLE 151784.45 36207.87

DCO949 WAYSIDE CROSS-HEAD IN PHILLACK CHURCHYARD, 156525.24 38409.66

DCO1303 MEXICO CROSS, PHILLACK 156236.62 38407.54

DCO1184 TREVARNON ROUND, GWITHIAN 158735.23 40165.54

DCO1414 LESINGEY ROUND 145345.69 30361.87

DCO1026 CHURCHYARD CROSS AND WAYSIDE CROSS IN ST ERTH'S 

CHURCHYARD

154974.72 35091.15

DCO958 WAYSIDE CROSS 2M SOUTH OF ST UNY'S CHURCH, LELANT 154809.74 37724.11

DCO960 WAYSIDE CROSS 65M WEST OF ST UNY'S CHURCH, LELANT 154755.03 37725.69

DCO863 WAYSIDE CROSS IN LUDGVAN CHURCHYARD 150509.35 33026.18

DCO1415 LESCUDJACK CASTLE 147540.87 31031.21

DCO1026 CHURCHYARD CROSS AND WAYSIDE CROSS IN ST ERTH'S 

CHURCHYARD

154990.81 35016.23

DCO977 EARLY CHRISTIAN MEMORIAL STONE AND CROSS SLAB IN ST 

HILARY'S CHURCHYARD

155041.13 31278.48

DCO978 TWO WAYSIDE CROSSES IN ST HILARY'S CHURCHYARD 155044.41 31284.10

DCO1186 TERGENDER CROSS, CROWLAS 152126.54 33747.28

DCO1529 TWO ROUND BARROWS ON TRENDRINE HILL 147879.25 38752.15

DCO1590 CIRCULAR ENCLOSURES 385M NE OF HIGHER TRENOWIN 149716.67 34812.86

DCO862 WAYSIDE CROSS IN LUDGVAN CHURCHYARD 150535.62 33025.34

DCO1586 GODREVY TOWANS COMPLEX OF PREHISTORIC SITES 158871.40 42345.07

DCO1145 TREGURTHA DOWNS MINE COMPLEX 153779.77 31104.75

DCO1153 CASTLE PENCAIRE HILLFORT, TWO ROUNDS AND A FIELD SYSTEM 160155.19 30096.56

DCO14902 FOUR CROSSES ON ST. MICHAEL'S MOUNT 151475.20 29853.03
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barrow group, one prehistoric complex (Godrevy), twenty-four crosses and one mine. 

The large majority of these potentially intervisible Scheduled Monuments consist of 

wayside crosses or churchyard crosses, whose settings are very local. None are close to 

the sites proposed for the wind turbines, and, in line with English Heritage guidance, no 

assessment on impacts on their settings therefore needs to be made. Both Sperris 

Quoit and Beersheba Longstone are at distances from the proposed wind turbines that 

no impacts on their settings are likely, as also is the case with the prehistoric complex 

at Godrevy and the barrow pair. Tregurtha Downs Mine has a relatively local setting 

which is characterised by a group of semi-mature trees which tend to block almost all 

views out from the site. 

Given their elevated locations and wide-ranging views, it is inevitable that views from 

both Trencrom and Castle an Dinas will include the proposed wind turbines (Figs 40 and 

41). However, the turbines will be relatively distant from these sites, will form minor 

elements of the panoramic views available from both monuments, will be backgrounded 

by visually complex agricultural landscapes and will not skyline. 

Views from the summit of St. Michael’s Mount are panoramic and wide-ranging, but the 

wind turbines, set against the background of the landscape to the north east of Long 

Rock and Marazion across the eastern part of Mount’s Bay will be barely visible as 

landscape features (Fig 46), and there are no locations within the local landscape from 

which The Mount and the wind turbines will fall into the same view.  

In summary, although there is likely to be some degree of intervisibility between these 

sites and the proposed wind turbines, in most cases views of them will tend to be 

distant, in some cases partial and in others locally blocked by nearby vegetation or 

structures. There are few locations within the landscape from which views of these 

designated sites will include the wind turbine as significant, far less dominant, 

elements. Negative impacts on the settings of Scheduled Monuments are therefore 

unlikely. 

8.6 Registered Parks and Gardens and Registered Battlefields 

within the 10Km radius ZTV 

See Figure 22. 

Small parts of the Grade II* Godolphin Park (DCO33), the Grade II* Trengwainton Park 

and Gardens (DCO23), the Grade II* St. Michael’s Mount and the Grade II Gardens at 

The Downs (St. Michael’s Convent, Hayle) are likely to be intervisible to some degree 

with the wind turbines within this zone. Given the distances between these sites and 

the proposed wind turbines and the very limited areas of these designated areas within 

the ZTV, no significant impacts on their settings are likely. 

There are no Registered battlefields within 10Km of the sites proposed for the wind 

turbines at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. 

8.7 Grade 1 and II* Listed Buildings within the 10Km radius ZTV 

See Figure 24. 

There are 2614 Listed Buildings of all grades within 10Km of the proposed wind 

turbines at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. Of these 641 intersect with the ZTV and 

of these the following eight are Listed at Grade I: 

 DCO12196 – Market Building. 

 DCO12847 – Church of St. Paul de Leon. 

 DCO11298 – Church of St. Uny Lelant. 

 DCO11527 – St. Michael’s Mount. 

 DCO12345 – Church of St. Michael. 
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 DCO12673 – Church of St. Erth. 

 DCO12319 – Church of St. Hilary. 

 DCO6222 – Church of St. Germoe. 

Listed structures within Penzance are sufficiently far from the proposed turbine sites for 

no impacts to occur on their settings, whilst the churches at St. Erth, Uny Lelant, 

Germoe and St. Hilary will be wholly or almost wholly masked by mature trees or 

topography. St. Michael’s Mount is discussed above (Sections 8.5 and 8.6). 

The following 24 buildings (or groups of buildings) are Listed at Grade II*: 

 DCO12670 – Trelissick Manor, farmhouse, cottage, walls, summerhouse, gate 

piers and gates. 

 DCO12182 – Church of St. Mary. 

 DCO12341 – The French Gun Battery (NW corner). 

 DCO11334 – Hogus House. 

 DCO12701 – Glanmor House. 

 DCO11065 – Roscadghill House. 

 DCO11402 – Terrace walls north of The Downs. 

 DCO12060 – Church of St. Phillack. 

 DCO11084 – Old harbour walls and piers. 

 DCO11045 – The Vicarage. 

 DCO12086 – Tredrea Manor, walls and railings. 

 DCO11050 – West Penwith RDC Office and railings. 

 DCO11328 – Church of St. Paul. 

 DCO11044 – Methodist Chapel and railings. 

 DCO12854 – Trinity Methodist Chapel. 

 DCO12819 – Rosehill Manor. 

 DCO11024 – South Pier. 

 DCO12078 – The Downs (St. Michael’s Hospital). 

 DCO12188 – No detail. 

 DCO12134 – Harbour piers and walls. 

 DCO12079 – Terrace walls near The Downs. 

 DCO11843 – Stone cross in St. Uny’s churchyard. 

 DCO11249 – Stone cross in St. Uny’s churchyard. 

 DCO11250 – Stone cross in St. Uny’s churchyard. 

Again, Listed Buildings in Penzance, Newlyn and Mousehole have relatively local 

settings and are at a sufficient distance from the wind turbines for no impacts on their 

settings to occur. Listed structures in and around Hayle also have distinctly local 

settings, are at a considerable distance from Rosevidney and Tregethas and 

intervisibility will be either wholly or considerably blocked by topography and trees. 
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8.8 Areas of the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site within the 
5Km radius ZTV 

See Figure 20. 

Two Areas of the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site lie within 5Km of the site at 

Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas and fall within its TZV, these being A2 - the Port of 

Hayle (DCO1746) and A3i - Tregonning-Gwinear (DCO1758). 

Given the very oblique angle at which any intervisibility between the Port of Hayle and 

the proposed wind turbines might occur and the distance between Hayle and Ludgvan, 

it is considered unlikely that there would be any impacts on the setting of this Area of 

the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site. 

Those intervisible parts of the Tregonning-Gwinear Area of the World Heritage Site 

within 5Km of the site proposed for the wind turbines consist of a block of landscape 

between Goldsithney, Relubbus and Perran Downs, which is mostly agricultural in 

character, though dotted with shaft burrows and also possessing a pair of chimneys and 

an adapted engine house at Tregurtha Downs. A further small block of landscape is to 

the south of Halamanning and another stretches from Gurlyn north eastwards towards 

Fraddam and Townshend. Again, this is principally agricultural in character, and does 

not contain any sensitive receptors. To the south east, and nearly 5Km away, a further 

intersected section of the Cornish Mining WHS within the 5Km zone includes the lower 

slopes of Godolphin Hill, with, just outside the 5Km boundary, West Godolphin engine 

house. Given the distance between this part of the WHS and site proposed for the wind 

turbines, it is very unlikely that any negative impacts will be experienced, though the 

wind turbines will form part of the background of views of West Godolphin engine house 

from Godolphin Hill (see Fig 44). 

8.9 Conservation Areas within the 5Km radius ZTV 

See Figure 19. 

Seven Conservation Areas are sited within 5Km of the sites at Rosevidney Barton and 

Tregethas proposed for the wind turbines, parts of which fall within their ZTV, these 

being Hayle (DCO181), Lelant (DCO65), St. Erth (DCO74), St. Hilary (DCO75), 

Goldsithney (DCO66), St. Michael’s Mount (DCO1772, summit only) and Ludgvan 

(DCO68). 

Given its form and location, St. Michael’s Mount is particularly sensitive to impacts on 

its setting, but in this instance intervisibility will be confined to the turbine tips, and will 

only occur at the very summit of the Mount from the Castle, where distance and the flat 

angle of view across Mounts Bay effectively reduce impacts to neutral. In the cases of 

Hayle and Ludgvan, the settings of these Conservation Areas consist almost wholly of 

the adjacent Hayle Estuary and the nearby Towans. The proposed turbines 3.5Km to 

the south near Ludgvan are unlikely to impact on these, and with the exception of 

distant views from the higher ground of the Penwith Moors, there are unlikely to be any 

vistas of either Lelant or Hayle within which the wind turbines would be significant 

elements. 

The settlement of Goldsithney very much looks in on itself, but is also orientated along 

the former major routeway which extends south westwards to Marazion and north 

eastwards towards Camborne. St. Erth, set in a valley bottom, is another settlement 

whose views tend to be focus inward and whose historic core was the routeway 

crossing point on the Hayle River. The proximity of the proposed wind turbines to the 

south could potentially result in some impacts on its setting, though views including 

both the settlement and the wind turbines are likely to be rare, and views of the 

turbines from the settlement are unlikely. 

Ludgvan and St. Hilary, by contrast, have expansive settings consisting of the 

agricultural landscapes that surround them and within which their church tower and 

spire (respectively) have, for a long time, been important orientating features, and as a 
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result they may be vulnerable to impacts on settings. In the case of St. Hilary, 

however, the wooded nature of the surrounding countryside greatly limits any 

intervisibility, whilst the relatively low-level site selected for the proposed wind turbines 

effectively eliminates competition between the church spire and the wind turbines as 

skyline features. Ludgvan Conservation Area is again focussed around its church tower. 

The character of the settlement is linear, aligned down the hill towards Crowlas in the 

general direction of the proposed wind turbines, but the elevated site occupied by 

Ludgvan will again result in the views of the wind turbines from this location having a 

diverse agricultural background, which will considerably limit any visual impact on 

setting.  

8.10 Grade II Listed Buildings within the 5Km radius ZTV 

See Figure 18. 

Within the 5Km zone, 314 Listed Buildings of all grades are intersected by the ZTV. Of 

these, five are Listed at Grade I and 25 at Grade II* (see above, Section 8.7), leaving 

284 Grade II Listed Buildings (or groups of buildings) which would potentially be 

intervisible with the proposed wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. 

These consist of: 

 88 farmhouses, farm buildings, barns and minor manor houses.  
 115 town houses, cottages and associated features (walls, railings etc).  
 1 lodge house.  
 1 stile.  
 6 public houses or inns.  
 3 quays or quay walls.  
 2 carpenters’ shops or blacksmiths’ shops.  
 8 milestones.  
 2 no description.  
 1 mine.  
 3 engine houses or chimneys.  
 5 railway stations or elements of railway stations.  
 12 churchyard walls, lych gates, etc. 

 41 headstones or chest tombs. 

 11 crosses. 

 2 War Memorials. 

 2 village halls.  
 2 shops.  
 6 bridges.  
 2 elements of tin smelting works.  
 4 elements of road systems (mostly Hayle Causeway).  
 1 ‘pinnacle on shaft’  

Note – some Listed Buildings have multiple entries in the GIS to distinguish separate 

elements, though have single List numbers. 

Impacts on the settings of many of these feature types are very unlikely unless they 

are in very close proximity to the proposed wind turbines. These include guideposts, 

milestones, stiles, churchyard walls, lych gates, etc., headstones or chest tombs, 

crosses, War Memorials, bridges, shops, and the ‘pinnacle on shaft’. 

Grade II Listed Buildings within the settlements of Hayle and Lelant are likely to have 

no or only very limited intervisibility with the proposed wind turbines, and as such, do 

not require assessments of impact. The same applies to the majority of Listed Buildings 

within Penzance, Newlyn, Mousehole and Paul, whose settings are essentially their 

urban envelopes and their locations adjacent to Mounts Bay. Like Hayle and Lelant, 

these settlements are a considerable distance from the sites proposed for the wind 

turbines. St. Hilary and St. Erth, are also sufficiently far away from the sites proposed 

for the wind turbines for this development to be unlikely to have any significant impacts 
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on the settings of Grade II Listed Building within their envelopes. As a result, impacts 

on potentially sensitive Grade II Listed Buildings have been evaluated within an area 

extending out to approximately 2Km from the proposal site (though this has been 

varied according to local topography, taking in the openness and general orientation of 

views).  

Some negative impacts on the settings of the neighbouring Listed farmhouses at 

Tredrea Manor, Rosevidney, Treveneague, Frythens (Fig 34) and Trevarthian are likely, 

which the impacts may well be significant at Tregethas (Figs 37 to 38), given its close 

proximity to the pair of wind turbines, which are proposed to be sited less than 160m 

away from the house and which would appear within views of its frontage and 

associated agricultural buildings.  

Listed Buildings (all Grade II) within 1Km of the proposed Rosevidney and Tregethas 

wind turbine sites where some degree of impact might be expected consist of: 

 DCO11362 – Barn north east of Rosevidney Farm. 

 DCO12464 – Rosevidney Farmhouse. 

 DCO12700 – Rosevidney Manor (Fig 29). 

 DCO12300 – Barns and raised pavement west of Tregethas. 

 DCO12694 – Tregethas farmhouse, front garden wall and earth closets (Figs 37 

to 38). 

 DCO12112 – Farm buildings to the west of Trewinnard Manor farmhouse. 

 DCO11368 – Frythens farmhouse and adjoining outbuildings (Fig 34). 

Given their distances from the site of the proposed wind turbine, the local topography 

and vegetation and the site types (and hence their sensitivities), no impacts on the 

settings of the remaining sites are likely. 

8.11 Undesignated sites within the 1Km ZTV 

See Figure 17. 

The ZTV mapping suggests that nearly all of the landscape within a 1km radius of the 

Trelaske site will be intervisible with all or part of the proposed wind turbine. Within this 

zone, the Cornwall and Scilly Historic Environment Record (HER) records 28 sites, and 

of these, the ZTV mapping indicates that 22 sites will be intervisible with the wind 

turbines to some degree or other, as follows: 

Prehistoric 

 MCO51106 – Tredrea barrow, 716m north. 

 MCO51103 – Rosevidney mounds, 442m north north east. 

 MCO84416 – Rosevidney round, 379m north north east. 

 MCO716 – Neolithic findspot, 440m north east. 

 MCO8850 – Trewinnard round (place name), 656m north east. 

 MCO51099 – Trevessa field boundary, 940m east. 

 MCO8300 – Park an Camps round (place name), 735m south west. 

Undated 

MCO21790 – Rosevidney Barton enclosure, 310m west south west. 

Medieval 

 MCO27120 – Polgrean trackway, 787m north. 

 MCO17283 – Tregethas settlement, 152m north east. 



Rosevidney, Ludgvan and Tregethas, St. Erth: archaeological assessment of proposed wind turbines 

 

 18 

 MCO14469 – Frythens settlement, 664m east south east. 

 MCO51098 – Tregethas field system, 365m south east. 

 MCO17293 – Tregilliowe settlement, 660m south west. 

 MCO16658 – Rosevidney settlement, 546m west. 

 MCO6157 – Trevorrow cross, 851m west. 

Post-medieval/modern 

 MCO28722 – Rosevidney gravel pit, 571m north. 

 MCO49236 – Polgrean boundary stone, 714m north. 

 MCO28721 – Tredrea gravel pit, 850m north north east. 

 MCO51092 – North Treveneague extractive pits, 669m south. 

 MCO9284 – Rosevidney blacksmith’s shop, 745m south west. 

 MCO55338 – Rosevidney railway bridge, 776m west. 

 MCO55339 – Gitchell railway bridge, 776m west. 

 MCO56648 – Polgrean C20th signpost, 716m north. 

Given the natures of the majority of these sites, the proposal for wind turbines at 

Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas would have no significant impact on their settings 

with the exceptions of those adjacent farmhouses which are designated as Listed 

Buildings (see above, Section 8.10). 

8.12 Designated sites within the 10Km to 15Km zone 

See Figure 25. 

Current English Heritage guidance states that high grade designated structures, sites 

and areas within this zone should be listed, but do not need to be assessed for impact 

at this stage.  

Registered Parks and Gardens 

 None not already identified within Section 8.6 (above). 

Registered Battlefields 

 None. 

Scheduled Monuments 

Twenty one Scheduled monuments are found within three areas of the extended 

viewshed to the north east, east and west of Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas, as 

follows: 

North east 

 DCO1587 – Godrevy Head complex. 

 DCO1141 – Linear earthwork west of Godrevy. 

 DCO1585 – Crane Godrevy round. 

 DCO1127 – Round east of Gwealavellan. 

East (very limited intervisibility) 

 DCO1723 – Hangman’s Barrow. 

 DCO1724 – Crowan Beacon cairns. 

 DCO1146 – Nancegollan engine house. 
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West 

 DCO1700 – Hut cluster at Chirgwidden Vean. 

 DCO1462 – Three barrows on Hewes Common. 

 DCO1163 – Field system on Boswens Common. 

 DCO1321 – Botrea Barrows. 

 DCO1291 – Hut circles north of Botrea. 

 DCO106 – Chapel south west of Bosence. 

 DCO1720 – Hut circle south west of Trevarthen. 

 DCO1573 – Round east of Caer Bran. 

 DCO1728 – Caer Bran. 

 DCO1248 – Goldherring. 

 DCO1124 – Boscawen Ûn stone circle and standing stones. 

 DCO1616 – Stone cross base west of Santry Farm. 

 DCO1612 – Castallack Roundago. 

 DCO1614 – Faughan Round. 

Grade I Listed Buildings 

 None 

Grade II* Listed Buildings 

 DCO6692 – Church of St. Crewen. 

 DCO12134 – Piers and walls. 

 DCO11554 – Church of St. Credan. 

 

9 Field verification of ZTV 
The viewshed mapping and potential impacts were, wherever possible (given 

constraints on public access) ground checked from a number of locations, including 

sites at, adjacent to or overlooking Rosevidney Barton and Farm, Tregethas Farm, 

Ludgvan Churchtown, Castle Gate, Cripplesease, Trencrom Hill summit, St. Erth 

Churchtown and settlement, Penberthy Crofts, Relubbus, Rocky Lane on the north side 

of Godolphin Hill, St. Hilary Churchtown, Tregurtha Downs, St. Michael’s Mount summit, 

Battery Rocks at Penzance, and Newlyn Green (see Figs 26-48). 

At each accessible designated heritage site the potential visibility (and proportional 

visibility) of the proposed wind turbines was considered. Views out from the site 

towards key heritage assets were checked from the application site itself. Though true 

levels of intervisibility were impossible to determine from ground level given that the 

turbines have not yet been constructed and views were only available from ground 

level, the general degree of openness of the views out from the site could be assessed. 

Existing wind turbines close to the Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas sites allowed the 

likely impacts of the proposed turbine on the settings of key heritage sites to be 

assessed. 

Where possible, photographs were taken from key locations within the surrounding 

landscape and from the locations at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas back to these 

sites. Whilst views from the higher surrounding ground allowed the locations of the 

proposed wind turbines to be readily determined within the landscape, even from 

considerable distances away, in the lower lying ground field hedges, woods and other 

tree plantings blocked views back towards the site in rural areas; within settlements, 
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groups of buildings and mature garden trees and shrubs also blocked many views back 

to the site. The visibility cut-off imposed by the local topography suggested by the 

viewshed mapping was confirmed. 

Field verification tended to confirm the viewshed mapping, the viewshed terminating 

along the high ground from Knill’s Monument above Carbis Bay westwards through 

Lelant Downs and Trencrom Hill to Castle an Dinas and the edges of the high ground 

above Newmill round to Paul and the coastline near Mousehole. To the east, views were 

generally blocked (from ground level) by the low hills near St. Erth, whilst to the south 

east, the summits of Godolphin Hill and Tregonning Hill could be seen, though not the 

lower parts of these hills. The castle on St. Michael’s Mount was visible just above the 

summit of the hill immediately to the north of Marazion, though the Mount itself was 

not intervisible from ground level. 

The wind turbines already erected at Tregethas and Rosevidney Farm near the locations 

of the sites proposed for the new wind turbines confirmed that almost all views from 

more distant, hilltop-sited key heritage sites would include the turbines against a 

background of agricultural land, rather than as skyline features, radically reducing their 

visibility. From Castle Gate and Trencrom summit, which have far-ranging panoramic 

views over much of West Cornwall, the existing turbines at Tregethas and Rosevidney 

did not form intrusive elements of the views, though a relatively newly-erected 

medium-sized wind turbine located at Curcurrian between these two sites did. From 

Penzance and Newlyn, the existing turbines were just visible across Mounts Bay using 

low power binoculars, though could not be distinguished with the naked eye given the 

flat angle of view and distance between the turbines and the viewer. A similar situation 

was found from the upper viewing terrace on the Castle at St. Michael’s Mount, the 

existing turbines being almost invisible within the view. The turbines were visible in the 

mid-distance from the north western slopes of Godolphin Hill, but the wind turbine at 

Curcurrian, on the lower western slopes of Trencrom Hill, though one and a half times 

further away, was a far more visible element within the landscape. 

 

10 Cumulative impacts 
Recent English Heritage guidance requires assessments of renewables applications to 

take account of cumulative impacts, as well as those relating to specific proposals.  

There are already some existing individual and pairs of wind turbines in the surrounding 

landscape, in particular the existing pair (27m to tip) in the next field to the north west 

at Tregethas and a slightly larger single turbine to the north of Long Lane at 

Rosevidney Farm. If constructed, the three new wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton 

and Tregethas would form a coherent linear group with these existing three given their 

proximity, similar heights and similar locational topography. 

There are, at present, very few existing medium-sized wind turbines in West Penwith 

and no large scale ones. A single medium-sized turbine (40m to tip) has been 

constructed near Penwith College at Heamoor on the northern outskirts of Penzance 

and is a locally highly-visible landscape feature. A more recently-constructed medium-

sized (around 46m to tip) wind turbine at Curcurrian between Castle Gate and 

Trencrom is visible from much of the local landscape given its elevated location. From 

Trencrom and Castle Gate, a single medium sized (46m to tip) wind turbine can be 

seen adjacent to the road running up the rising ground between Loggan’s Moor and 

Connor Downs, a further half dozen can just be made out in the far distance at the 

limits naked eye resolution (at White Alice, Carnebone, Roskrow and Treculliacks 

around Porkellis), and the six large (107m to tip) turbines at Goonhilly Downs cap the 

distant skyline, though are barely visible without binoculars from the viewpoints visited. 

High voltage power lines cross the Red River Valley between Crowlas and Truthwall 

before heading to the east. These can be locally visually intrusive, but within the 

surrounding landscape tend only to be seen occasionally. There are very few visible 
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mobile phone masts, television repeater masts, microwave towers, large agricultural 

silos or large-scale modern agricultural sheds within this landscape. The presence of 

the small number which exist tend to be disguised by the large number of groups and 

lines of mature trees and the hedge vegetation which characterise this landscape. 

 

11 Synthesis 
Neither the desk-based assessment nor the walkover survey indicated the presence of 

any significant upstanding archaeology which might be directly impacted upon by the 

proposed wind turbines and cabling at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. 

Impacts on both designated and undesignated heritage assets within the local 

landscape resulting from the construction of wind turbines on land at Rosevidney 

Barton and Tregethas will vary with their distance from the turbine sites, their state of 

preservation, their nature, and the effects of reduced or blocked intervisibility due to 

local topography, vegetation (including hedge plantings), the presence of other 

buildings or the proximity of already-existing wind turbines or other visually dominant 

modern structures or features. In some cases, even where intervisibility will be present, 

the prevailing local topography will result in the Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas wind 

turbines being visible against a background of trees, small areas of woodland and 

vegetated hedgelines. Rarely will they be skylining or visually dominant features, even 

from quite close to their sites. 

There will be moderate negative impact within the immediately local landscape out to 

one to two kilometres from the site. The most sensitive sites are those Listed local 

farmhouses and farm complexes, in particular Tregethas Farmhouse and its associated 

designated agricultural buildings.  

In the wider landscape, although the wind turbines are to be sited on a low hillock in an 

open valley base with potentially relatively far-ranging views across the landscape up to 

the eastern sections of the West Penwith Moors and across Mounts Bay to the west, 

they are unlikely to have an impact on the settings of designated heritage assets, other 

than on those sited up to 1Km from their sites. There will be some impacts on the 

Historic Landscape Character of this landscape, which has, to date, by and large not 

been modified by highly visible modern features, though this will be to a certain extent 

reduced by the visual clustering effect with the three already-operational wind turbines 

of broadly similar size within the immediately-surrounding landscape. 

 

12 Policies and guidance 
The following section brings together policies and guidance (or extracts from these) 

used in the development of the assessment and its methodology. 

12.1 National Planning Policy Framework 2012 

The following paragraphs within the above document frame planing policy relating to 

the Historic Environment and are germane to this assessment: 

 

128 In determining applications, local planning authorities should require an 

applicant to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected, including any 

contribution made by their setting. The level of detail should be proportionate to the 

assets’ importance and no more than is sufficient to understand the potential impact of 

the proposal on their significance. As a minimum the relevant historic environment 

record should have been consulted and the heritage assets assessed using appropriate 

expertise where necessary. Where a site on which development is proposed includes or 

has the potential to include heritage assets with archaeological interest, local planning 

authorities should require developers to submit an appropriate desk-based assessment 

and, where necessary, a field evaluation. 
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129. Local planning authorities should identify and assess the particular significance of 

any heritage asset that may be affected by a proposal (including by development 

affecting the setting of a heritage asset) taking account of the available evidence and 

any necessary expertise. They should take this assessment into account when 

considering the impact of a proposal on a heritage asset, to avoid or minimise conflict 

between the heritage asset’s conservation and any aspect of the proposal. 

 

132.When considering the impact of a proposed development on the significance 

of a designated heritage asset, great weight should be given to the asset’s 

conservation. The more important the asset, the greater the weight should be. 

Significance can be harmed or lost through alteration or destruction of the heritage 

asset or development within its setting. As heritage assets are irreplaceable, any harm 

or loss should require clear and convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a 

grade II listed building, park or garden should be exceptional. Substantial harm to or 

loss of designated heritage assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled 

monuments, protected wreck sites, battlefields, grade I and II* listed buildings, grade I 

and II* registered parks and gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly 

exceptional. 

 

133. Where a proposed development will lead to substantial harm to or total loss of 

significance of a designated heritage asset, local planning authorities should refuse 

consent, unless it can be demonstrated that the substantial harm or loss is necessary to 

achieve substantial public benefits that outweigh that harm or loss, or all of the 

following apply: 

 the nature of the heritage asset prevents all reasonable uses of the site; and 

  no viable use of the heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term 

through appropriate marketing that will enable its conservation; and 

 conservation by grant-funding or some form of charitable or public ownership is 

demonstrably not possible; and 

 the harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the site back into use. 

 

134. Where a development proposal will lead to less than substantial harm to the 

significance of a designated heritage asset, this harm should be weighed against the 

public benefits of the proposal, including securing its optimum viable use. 

 

135. The effect of an application on the significance of a non-designated heritage asset 

should be taken into account in determining the application. In weighing applications 

that affect directly or indirectly non designated heritage assets, a balanced judgement 

will be required having regard to the scale of any harm or loss and the significance of 

the heritage asset. 

 

139. Non-designated heritage assets of archaeological interest that are demonstrably 

of equivalent significance to scheduled monuments, should be considered subject to the 

policies for designated heritage assets. 

12.2 PPS5 English Heritage guidance 

The English Heritage and DCMS (Department for Culture, Media and Sport) document 

‘PPS5 Planning for the Historic Environment: Historic Environment Planning Practice 

Guide’ provides current guidance on PPS5 (and its successor the NPPF) and its 

application. 

This refers to the need, for decision-making in response to an application for change 

that affects the historic environment, of providing and assessing, at a level appropriate 

to the relative importance of the asset affected, information on the asset and its extent, 

on its setting, and on the significance of both of these aspects. Section 5, 54 states that 

‘Heritage assets may be affected by direct physical change or by change in their 
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setting. Being able to properly assess the nature, extent and importance of the 

significance of a heritage asset and the contribution of its setting is very important….’   

Section 5 on Policies HE6 to HE 12, 58, notes among appropriate actions (in point 5) 

‘Seek[ing] advice on the best means of assessing the nature and extent of any 

archaeological interest e.g. geophysical survey, physical appraisal of visible structures 

and/or trial trenching for buried remains.’ 

The section on Policy HE10 defines setting as follows:  

‘113. Setting is the surroundings in which an asset is experienced. All heritage assets 

have a setting, irrespective of the form in which they survive and whether they are 

designated or not. Elements of a setting may make a positive or negative contribution 

to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability to appreciate that significance, or 

may be neutral.’ 

‘114. The extent and importance of setting is often expressed by reference to visual 

considerations. Although views of or from an asset will play an important part, the way 

in which we experience an asset in its setting is also influenced by other environmental 

factors such as noise, dust and vibration; by spatial associations; and, by our 

understanding of the historic relationship between places. For example, buildings that 

are in close proximity but not visible from each other may have a historic or aesthetic 

connection that amplifies the experience of the significance of each. They would be 

considered to be within one another’s setting.’ 

12.3 Former Cornwall Structure Plan 

The following policies in the Cornwall Structure Plan relate to the historic environment 

are currently used to guide responses to applications. 

12.3.1 Policy 1 

‘Development should be compatible with: 

The conservation and enhancement of Cornwall’s character and distinctiveness; 

The prudent use of resources and the conservation of natural and historic assets; 

A reduction in the need to travel, whilst optimising the choice of modes, particularly 

opportunities for walking, cycling and the use of public transport; 

Through developing the principles of Policy 1 it is intended to integrate environmental 

values with land use and transport policies, achieving patterns of development that 

reflect strong environmental protection and stewardship of resources.’ 

12.3.2 Policy 2 

‘Throughout Cornwall, development must respect local character and: 

 Retain important elements of the local landscape, including natural and semi-

natural habitats, hedges, trees, and other natural and historic features that add to 

its distinctiveness; 

 Contribute to the regeneration, restoration, enhancement or conservation of the 

area; 

 Positively relate to townscape and landscape character through siting, design, use 

of local materials and landscaping. 

 The conservation and enhancement of sites, areas, or interests, of recognised 

international or national importance for their landscape, nature conservation, 

archaeological or historic importance, including the proposed World Heritage Site, 

should be given priority in the consideration of development proposals.’ 
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12.4 Former Penwith Local Plan 

Although now part of Cornwall Council, Penwith District policies listed in its local plan 

continue to be relevant. Policies concerning the historic environment are listed below. 

Local Plan Objectives 1. To ensure that development does not have an adverse effect 

on landscape, nature, conservation, historic, archaeological and geological values; 

Local Plan Objectives 15. To provide a framework that supports initiatives for the 

management and enhancement of the countryside in terms of its landscape, nature 

conservation, historic, archaeological and geological values; 

General Development Guidance 

Policy GD-1: Development should be integrated with its surroundings in terms of 

scale, siting and design and be in keeping with the character of the District. 

Policy CC-1: Development will not be permitted where it would significantly harm the 

landscape character, amenity, nature conservation, archaeological, historic or 

geological values of the coast and countryside of Penwith. 

Policy CC-15: Proposals for development which would damage Scheduled Ancient 

Monuments and other nationally important archaeological remains, or their setting, will 

not be permitted.  

Policy CC-16: Proposals for development within areas of great historic value and those 

affecting archaeological remains of County importance  will not be permitted where it 

would harm:- 

(i) The historic character of the landscape; or 

(ii) The value, character or setting of the remains. 

Where development is permitted which would affect remains of county importance 

conditions will be imposed, or a planning obligation sought, to secure further site 

investigations and archaeological recording 

Policy CC-17: Proposals for development which would adversely affect Historic Parks 

and Gardens, or their setting, will not be permitted. 

Policy TV-6: Proposals for development which would affect a Conservation Area must 

not conflict with the objective to preserve or enhance the character or appearance of 

the area in terms of scale, siting, design and materials. Developments which would 

have an adverse effect on the character, appearance or architectural and historic 

importance of a Conservation Area will not be permitted. 

12.5 Hedgerow Regulations  

Under the current, 1997 Hedgerow Regulations, owners wishing to remove all or part of 

a hedgerow considered to be historically important must notify the Local Planning 

Authority (LPA). Criteria determining importance include whether the hedge marks a 

pre-1850 boundary, and whether it incorporates an archaeological feature. The LPA 

may issue a hedgerow retention notice prohibiting removal. 

 

13 Likely impacts of the proposed development 

13.1 Types and scale of impact 

Two general types of archaeological impact associated with wind turbine developments 

have been identified as follows. 
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13.1.1 Types of impact, construction phase 

Construction of the wind turbines could have direct, physical impacts on the buried 

archaeology of the site through the construction of the turbine foundations, through the 

undergrounding of cables, and through the provision of any works compound, together 

with any permanent or temporary vehicle access ways into and within the site. Such 

impacts would be permanent and irreversible. 

13.1.2 Types of impact, operational phase 

These wind turbines might be expected to have a visual impact on the settings of some 

key heritage assets within their viewshed during the operational phase, given their 

heights (36 metres), the topography of the site and the open nature of the local 

landscape. Such factors also make it likely that the development would have an impact 

on Historic Landscape Character. These impacts would be temporary and reversible 

should the turbines subsequently be dismantled and not re-powered or replaced. 

13.1.3 Scale and duration of impact 

The impacts of the wind turbines on the historic environment may include positive as 

well as adverse effects. For the purposes of assessment these are evaluated on a 

seven-point scale: 

positive/substantial 

positive/moderate 

positive/minor 

neutral 

negative/minor 

negative/moderate 

negative/ substantial 

Negative/unknown is used where an adverse impact is predicted but where, at the 

present state of knowledge, its degree cannot be evaluated satisfactorily. 

The assessment also distinguishes where possible between permanent and 

temporary effects, or between those that are reversible or irreversible, as 

appropriate, in the application of the scale of impacts. 

13.1.4 Potential and residual impacts 

Potential adverse impacts may be capable of mitigation through archaeological 

recording or other interventions. In the assessments forming Section 13.2, where 

appropriate, both ‘potential’ and ‘residual’ impacts are given; that is, expected impacts 

‘before’ and ‘after’ such work, principally in relation to the development phase. A 

proposed mitigation strategy is outlined below in Section 14.  

13.2 Assessment of impact 

Overall, the impacts of the proposed wind turbines on the archaeological resource are 

assessed as having a potential scored as negative/minor to negative/moderate, 

principally dependant on proximity to the proposed turbine sites and intervisibility with 

them. In the case of Tregethas farmhouse and associated designated buildings the 

impact is assessed as potentially slightly more significant than negative/moderate. 

Impacts on the settings of designated heritage sites within 10Km of the proposed 

turbine site have been assessed as neutral to negative/minor overall. There is also 

some potential for impacts on sub-surface archaeology within the development sites, 

given the documentary and aerial photographic evidence relating to these sites and 

cropmark features already recorded within their immediately surrounding landscape. 
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The assessments supporting this general statement are outlined in the following sub-

sections. To comply with current policies and guidance (Section 12) these provide 

assessments of impact in terms of different aspects of the archaeological resource - its 

individual sites, the settings of sites, Historic Landscape Character, and field 

boundaries. There are inevitably areas of overlap between these categories of impact; 

the assessment is adjusted accordingly to avoid ‘double counting’ of impacts. 

13.2.1 Impacts on archaeological sites within the development area 

Ground disturbance associated with the installation of foundations for the wind 

turbines, cabling or ancillary works during the construction phase could result in 

permanent, irreversible loss of below ground remains of archaeological sites within the 

development area, or of elements of these. The works, if deeper than current ground 

levels, might affect undetected buried cut features.  

Scales of impact will vary with the degree of significance of individual sites, and with 

the proportion of the whole site which would be affected. On the basis of the NMP plot, 

in particular the presence of a late prehistoric defended enclosure not far to the north 

and the likely pre-Norman origins of both Rosevidney and Tregethas, there is the 

potential for impacts on potentially significant sub-surface archaeology to take place. 

13.2.2 Impacts on the settings of surrounding key heritage assets 

The proposed wind turbines are considered likely to have an impact on the setting of 

key surrounding heritage assets, this being summarised as negative/moderate (in 

one case – Tregethas Farm) to negative/minor in the case of a few other sites (in 

particular Frythens Farm, but to a slightly lesser degree, Rosevidney Barton), and 

temporary/reversible overall should the wind turbines be dismantled in the future 

and not be replaced: 

 There are a number of Scheduled and high grade Listed sites located within 5Km 

of the sites proposed for the wind turbines which would have been intended, 

when constructed, to be highly visible focal points within the local landscape. 

These include Trencrom Hilltop enclosure and Castle an Dinas Hillfort, Rogers’ 

Tower and the Priory/Castle on St. Michael’s Mount, together with the church 

spire at St. Hilary and the church tower at Ludgvan. There will be substantial 

intervisibility between some of these sites and the proposed wind turbines, in 

particular, Castle an Dinas and Trencrom Hill. 

 However, because of the particular topographical locations proposed for the wind 

turbines and the process of enclosure within the surrounding countryside during 

the medieval period, the character and appearance of the landscape within which 

most local prehistoric monuments now sit has changed considerably from those 

within which they were originally designed to be seen and understood.  

 From Castle an Dinas and Trencrom Hill, the wind turbines will be visible, though 

not visually intrusive within views of the landscapes surrounding these 

monuments.  

 Other Scheduled Monuments within the 10Km viewshed are either types which 

have only limited settings or are at distances from the proposed wind turbine 

where their settings are unlikely to be impacted upon. 

 Further similarly-scaled wind turbines are already in existence a short distance 

away from the sites at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas with which the 

additional proposed wind turbines will effectively form a small cluster. A single 

wind turbine which already been constructed to the north west on the slopes of 

Castle an Dinas is a visually intrusive feature within views of Trencrom Hill from 

the local landscape, especially from the east and south.  

 During the operational phase the wind turbine is unlikely to impact to any 

significant degree on the settings of the majority of the Listed Buildings within its 
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viewshed, given the relatively large distances between the wind turbine and 

these designated structures and constraints on intervisibility. The only likely 

exceptions to this would be the Grade II Listed farmhouse and associated barns 

and other features at Tregethas and those at Frythens (and also at Rosevidney 

Barton, though to a lesser degree).  

 There are no Registered Battlefields within the 10Km radius viewshed of the 

proposed wind turbines. 

 There are unlikely to be any impacts on the settings of intervisible Conservation 

Areas within the 5Km radius viewshed of the proposed wind turbines. 

 Any impacts on heritage assets within the landscape surrounding the proposed 

wind turbine would be temporary and reversible should the wind turbines be 

dismantled in the future. 

13.2.3 Designated heritage assets within the 10Km radius viewshed 

Preliminary filtering of the potential for the likelihood of impacts on these sites is 

discussed above (Section 8). Only those for which it was considered that some level of 

impact might occur are listed below and assessments of impact made. 

Scheduled Monuments (SM) – see Figure 23. 

Identifier Site NGR Impact 
DCO1268 Trencrom Hillfort SW 51749 36150 Neutral 

DCO1288 Castle an Dinas SW 48447 35033 Neutral 

     

Despite the ready intervisibility between these sites and the propose wind turbines, the 

effects of distance and the background of agricultural land behind the wind turbines will 

greatly reduce any intrusive effects resulting from the construction of the wind turbines 

in views from these sites. There are unlikely to be any views from within the 

surrounding landscape from which views of either Trencrom of Castle an Dinas would 

be visually compromised by the construction of these wind turbines, and the impacts on 

their settings are therefore assessed as neutral. 

 Grade 1 Listed Buildings - see Figure 24. 

Identifier Site NGR Impact 
DCO12319 Church of St. Hilary SW 55046 31297 Neutral 

DCO11328 Ludgvan Church S 50520 33034 Neutral 

 

Whilst there may be some intervisibility between the upper parts of the proposed 

turbines and the church spire at St. Hilary, no appreciation of this will occur at ground 

level where there will be blocking of views between the two through intervening 

buildings and vegetation. However, the wind turbine is likely to intrude to a minor 

degree into views of this structure from the north west, but the turbines will only form 

a minor element within these views. In relation to Ludgvan Church, whilst there will be 

intervisibility between the turbines and the Church, there are unlikely to be any 

locations within the landscape where the turbines and the Church would be included 

within the same view. Impacts on the settings of these two Listed Buildings are 

therefore assessed as neutral. 

 Grade II* Listed Buildings 

No Grade II* Listed Buildings were considered likely to experience negative impacts on 

their settings from the construction of the proposed wind turbines. 
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13.2.4 Designated heritage assets within the 5Km radius viewshed. 

Grade II Listed Buildings – see Figure 18. 

Identifier Site NGR Impact 

DCO12464 Rosevidney farmhouse SW 53130 34126 Neutral  

DCO11362 Barn near Rosevidney 
farmhouse 

SW 53153 34134 Neutral 

DCO12700 Rosevidney Manor SW 53122 33730 Negative minor 

DCO12694 Tregethas Farmhouse, front 
garden walls, earth closets 
and rear courtyard 

SW 54076 33588 Negative moderate 
verging on negative 
significant 

DCO12320 Barns and raised platforms 
west of Tregethas 
Farmhouse 

SW 54051 33598 Negative moderate 

DCO11368 Frythens Farmhouse and 
outbuildings 

SW 54545 53234 Negative moderate to 
negative minor 

DCO12112 Farm buildings adjacent to 
Trewinnard Manor 

SW 54553 34003 Neutral 

 

Given the topography of the area within which these designated structures are sited, 

and the locally often quite abundant tree cover and high, vegetated hedges, 

intervisibility with the wind turbines is likely to be very limited in most cases. The 

setting of Rosevidney Manor is, to certain extent, already partially compromised by 

closely-set modern agricultural sheds and barns. In the case of Tregethas farmhouse ad 

its adjoining barns, however, the close proximity of the proposed eastern pair of wind 

turbines to the house will ensure that they will appear in views of the frontage of the 

house from its approach lane. This will be ameliorated to some degree by existing 

mature tree planting, which will partially block out the wind turbines from some angles, 

whilst the presence of large, modern agricultural sheds to a degree already 

compromises the setting of the Listed complex. As a result a moderate to significant 

degree of negative impact on the setting of this group is likely. Frythens Farm will have 

more or less full intervisibility with the Tregethas wind turbines across the adjoining 

valley. 

Cornish Mining World Heritage Site 

Intervisibility with the Hayle Area of the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site is unlikely 

to occur, and the only views which would include both the turbines and this 

internationally designated site are from the summits of Trencrom Hill and Castle an 

Dinas, when substantial visual separation will occur. 

Views from Godolphin Hill to the south east will include the wind turbines as a backdrop 

to views of West Godolphin engine house (see Figs 43 and 44), but given their distance 

from this site the wind turbines will from minor elements of the landscape views. Other 

nearby areas within the Tregonning-Gwinear Area of the World Heritage Site do not 

contain sensitive receptors, and the impacts on these designated landscapes are 

assessed as neutral. 

Conservation Areas 

Of the seven Conservation Areas which fall within the 5Km ZTV, none are considered as 

lying close enough to the site proposed for the wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton and 

Tregethas for there to be any likelihood of negative impacts on their settings. 

13.2.5 Undesignated heritage assets within the 1Km radius viewshed 

See Figure 17. 

Identifier Site NGR Impact 

MCO446 Rosevidney Round SW 53845 34042 Negative/minor 

MCO21790 Rosevidney cropmark 
enclosure 

SW 53372 33611 Negative/minor. 
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Two cropmark rounds of late Iron Age/Romano-British date are sited close to the fields 

proposed for the wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. Although cropmark 

sites can be thought of as having only very limited settings, in this case these are 

considered to extend to the areas of the landscape to be occupied by the turbines, and 

thus some limited impacts on their settings are likely to occur. 

13.2.6 Impacts on Historic Landscape Character 

A wind turbine installation erected at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas can be 

predicted to have some degree of negative impact on the historic character of the 

landscape. The expected effect on HLC has been assessed as negative/moderate. 

Factors contributing to this assessment are as follows; 

 Some visual impact throughout the operational phase would occur, affecting the 

integrity of this area as former farmland of medieval origin through the 

introduction of further highly visible modern feature into this agricultural 

landscape.  

 The land-take for the proposed development is small in comparison with the area 

of the HLC Units of medieval farmland within the surrounding landscape. 

 There would be no impacts in terms of physical loss during the construction 

phase of features which form the visible components of this type of HLC. 

 Any impacts on the legibility of HLC would be temporary and reversible should 

the wind turbines be dismantled in the future. 

 

14 Mitigation Strategy 
A range of means to mitigate the potential impacts identified in this assessment may be 

considered by the Historic Environment Planning Advice Officer, who may choose to 

recommend one or more of the following. 

14.1 Archaeological recording 

In a case where the finalised site design would seem likely to result in unavoidable 

impacts on below-ground or above ground features, a brief for work to mitigate these 

impacts would be prepared by Cornwall Council’s Historic Environment Advice Officer 

(Central), setting out its scope. A Written Scheme of Investigation (WSI) to meet the 

brief would need to be prepared and agreed to establish and direct a programme of 

mitigating archaeological work. 

Archaeological recording in the form of the recording of upstanding elements of the site 

which might be negatively impacted upon by the works, or a watching brief 

(observation by an archaeologist during mechanical ground reduction activities) can be 

required either where any significant features or areas of ground are to be disturbed 

(for instance for the foundations for the turbines or during cable trenching), in areas 

where significant features had been identified through the site walkover, or where the 

balance of probability suggested that sub-surface archaeology might survive. This 

approach provides for preservation by record of upstanding or buried archaeological 

features or artefacts and reduces any impacts on the archaeology of the sites to 

negative/minor. Any resultant impacts would be reduced to permanent and 

irreversible. 

In the instance of the sites at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas Farm, there is a 

possibility of at-present unrecorded below ground remains being directly impacted upon 

by the proposal to construct wind turbines at these locations. The Historic Environment 

Planning Advice Officer may require an evaluation of these sites through geophysical 

survey and possibly through subsequent trenching to determine the likely impacts and 
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significance of any below ground remains so revealed before a recommendation for the 

granting of planning permission could be made. 
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Fig 3. The project area and its surroundings, shown on Joel Gascoyne’s 1699 

Map of Cornwall. The project area is circled in red. Both Rosevidney and 

Tregethas are named. 

Fig 4. The proposed turbine sites and their surroundings, as 

shown on John Norden’s 1724 Map of Cornwall. The project area 

is circled in red. 



Rosevidney, Ludgvan and Tregethas, St. Erth: archaeological assessment of proposed wind turbines 

 

 32 

Fig 6. The project area and its surroundings as shown on the circa 1809 1st 

Edition OS mapping. The turbine project areas are slightly offset because of the 

differing projections used by the 19th century OS surveyors and modern 

mapping. 

Fig 5. The proposed turbine sites and their surroundings, as 

shown on Martyn’s 1748 Map of Cornwall. The project area is 

circled in red. 
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Fig 7. The project areas as shown on the circa 1840 Ludgvan Tithe Map. The 

proposed turbines are indicated by black dots. 

Fig 8. The project areas as shown on the circa 1840 St. Erth Tithe Map. The 

proposed turbines are indicated by black dots. 
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Fig 9. The project area as shown on the circa 1877 1st Edition OS 25” to the mile 

mapping. 

Fig 10. The project area as shown on the circa 1908 OS 25” to the mile 

mapping. 
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Fig 11. The project areas as shown on a 2005 CCC aerial photograph. 

Fig 12. Historic Landscape Character mapping showing how this area of 
countryside is entirely derived from medieval farmland (green). 
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Fig 13. Sites recorded in the Cornwall and Scilly Historic Environment Record in 

the immediate vicinity of the proposed turbine sites. MCO17283 relates to the 
medieval settlement of Tregethas. 

Fig 14. Archaeological sites recorded from aerial photographs by the NMP team 

include a prehistoric enclosure (top centre), ridge and furrow cultivation (lower 

right centre) and medieval and other field boundaries. 
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Fig 15. OS contour data for the area immediately surrounding the proposed 
wind turbines shows their sites located on the flanks of a low hill. 

Fig 16. Public Rights of Way (blue) adjacent to the eastern project area. 
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Fig 18. Mapping showing the ZTV within a 5Km radius of the site proposed for 
the wind turbines, showing potentially intervisible Listed Buildings (all grades). 

Fig 17. Mapping showing the ZTV within a 1Km radius of the site proposed for 

the wind turbines, showing potentially intervisible sites recorded in the HER. 
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Fig 19. Mapping showing Conservation Areas (in blue) within the 5Km radius ZTV 
of the sites proposed for the wind turbines showing potential intervisibility. 

Fig 20. Mapping showing potentially intervisible areas of the Cornish Mining 

World Heritage Site within the 5Km radius ZTV of the sites proposed for the 

wind turbines. 
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Fig 21. Mapping showing potentially intervisible areas of the Cornwall AONB 

within a 10Km radius ZTV of the sites proposed for the wind turbines. 

 

Fig 22. Mapping showing Registered Parks and Gardens within 10Km of the sites 

proposed for the wind turbines. 
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Fig 23. Mapping showing potentially intervisible Scheduled Monuments within the 

10Km ZTV of the sites proposed for the wind turbines. 

 

Fig 24. Mapping showing potentially intervisible Listed Buildings (all grades) within 
the 10Km ZTV of the sites proposed for the wind turbines. 
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Fig 25. The 15Km ZTV for the proposed wind turbines at Rosevidney Barton and 

Tregethas, showing potential intervisibility with designated areas and sites. 

Fig 26. Looking east across the field at Rosevidney Barton towards the 27m to tip 
wind turbine pair in the adjoining field at Tregethas Farm. 
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Fig 27. Looking north west through the field entrance at Rosevidney Barton with the 
recently-installed medium sized wind turbine at Rosevidney Farm in the view.  

Fig 28. Looking south west from the field at Rosevidney Barton with the Castle on 
St. Michael’s Mount on the skyline (centre). 
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Fig 29. Looking west from the western field, showing Rosevidney Barton just 
downslope. 

Fig 30. Looking north from the western field with Trencrom (skyline centre) and 

the Rosevidney Farm wind turbine in the view. 
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Fig 31. Looking west from the western field with Ludgvan Churchtown just below 

the skyline (centre left) and the outskirts of Penzance in the far distance. The 

Heamoor wind turbine is just visible (skyline centre). 

Fig 32. Looking north north west across the field at Tregethas in the general 
direction of Hayle. 
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Fig 33. The already-installed 27m to tip wind turbine pair in the field between the 

sites proposed for the development at Rosevidney Barton and Tregethas. 

Fig 34. Looking east from the proposed turbine location at Tregethas to Frythens 

Farm, which will be fully intervisible with this turbine pair, and Godolphin Hill 

(skyline), which will have limited intervisibility with them. 
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Fig 35. Looking north from the field at Tregethas, with Godrevy Towns just visible in 
the far distance on the skyline (centre). 

Fig 36. Looking south east from the Tregethas site, with the spire on St. Hilary 
Church just visible on the skyline. 
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Fig 37. The Listed farmhouse and other buildings at Tregethas Farm. The proposed 

turbines would be visible behind and over the house from this cobbled yard. 

Fig 38. Looking past one of the barns at Tregethas up the farm track towards the 

proposed turbine site. The existing wind turbines can be made out in the distance. 
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Fig 39. Looking west north west down Ludgvan Hill towards the turbine sites, which 

would be just under 3Km away in the distance. 

Fig 40. Looking eastwards from the lay-by at Castle Gate. The existing turbine pair 

at Tregethas can be seen at centre. The Rosevidney Barton turbine would be in the 

barley field to their left and those at Tregethas would be just to their right, forming 

a tight cluster from this viewpoint. 
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Fig 41. Looking south eastwards from Trencrom Hill, the existing Rosevidney Barton 

wind turbine and those at Tregethas are in the view (centre), but are not visually 

dominant features. 

Fig 42. Taken from above Frythens and Tregethas Farms looking just north of east, 

the existing Tregethas wind turbines appear in the view, as does that at Curcurrian 
on the slopes of Trencrom Hill (skyline right). 
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Fig 43. Taken from Penberthy Crofts in the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site, this 

view looking north west shows how views of the proposed turbines, like those 

already at Tregethas, would be blocked by the conifer belt. 

Fig 44. Looking down the north western side of Godolphin Hill past West Godolphin 

engine house, the existing wind turbine at Rosevidney Farm (centre) and those at 
Tregethas (centre left) form minor elements of the view. 
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Fig 45. Looking north west from St. Hilary, the existing wind turbines at 

Rosevidney Farm and Tregethas give a good idea of the limited degree to which 

the proposed turbines would contribute to the view from this direction. 

Fig 46. Looking north north east from the summit of St. Michael’s Mount, the 

blades of the existing wind turbines at Tregethas are just visible above the skyline 

(centre right). 
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Fig 47. Looking north east from Battery Rocks, Penzance, the existing wind turbines 

at Tregethas are just visible with the naked eye (just below the skyline to the left of 

the marker post). 

Fig 48. Looking north from St. Michael’s Mount towards Trencrom Hill with the 

Curcurrian wind turbine 5km away just in front of it. The Rosevidney Barton and 
Tregethas wind turbines would be 4.5Km away, but set far lower down in the view. 


