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Sent: 11 March 2025 09:56
To: Planning Control
Subject: NY/2025/0030/ENV

Dear Planning Team, 

Re: NY/2025/0030/ENV 
Case Officer: Amy Taylor 
My details: Dr Rumina Onac,  

1 - mental health 
I work as a GP in York, and regularly recommend patients visit the coast as we are encouraging time in 
nature and 'blue prescribing' i.e. the mental health benefits of being near water. The drilling proposed is 
likely to reduce air quality and cause significant noise disturbance; both are likely to render the area 
unrecommendable for the purposes of recreation and relaxation. 
2 - NetZero targets 
This project goes against the local NetZero goal 'promote climate actions that also protect and restore 
nature and biodiversity' (see Humber and N Yorkshire ICB Green Plan), as well as against the national 
legally binding NetZero 2050 target to reduce emissions, and is knowingly in contravention of measures to 
encourage wildlife and biodiversity in the area. There is also the government's 'North Sea clean energy 
future' which promises to not issue new oil and gas exploratory licenses (see Department for Energy 
Security & Net Zero). 
I have a duty of care as a doctor, to my patients, to object to any proposal that is harmful to their health, 
and therefore to recommend that they also object to this proposal, and write to their MP and the 
Secretary of State for the Environment. 
3 - loss of tourism - loss of the attractive 'sea air' 
I also worry about the likely loss of income (and consequent mental health problems) from reduced 
tourism to North Yorkshire as we get visitors here in York who are staying in nearby coastal villages which 
will be unattractive with the flares and drilling equipment and the air pollution; anyone with asthma or 
COPD would be ill-advised to visit somewhere like that as polluted air is a known trigger for respiratory 
disease, and was famously recorded on a death certificate for a child in 2013 (E. K-D, Courts and Tribunals 
Judiciary April 2021). 

Please reply to reassure how you are mitigating against the above points, and to confirm how the 
proposals meet our local and national NetZero targets. Why is this same money not being invested in a 
just transition away from fossil fuels, towards renewables? 
Why is this money not being invested in schools, or to boost the local economy; the NE coastal town of 
Scarborough is well-known to have areas of severe deprivation. 
You will be aware of how hard everyone in environmentalism is already working to try to meet these 
targets, so what adjustments in other areas will be necessary to counter (I don't mean offsetting; that is 
not a solution) and how are they going to be resourced? 

I tried to use the online planning portal form but it has failed 3 times so far, which is very off-putting for 
anyone wanting to write with a comment. Please can you ensure this is fixed so that the public are given 
the right to be involved in this issue? 

Many thanks, 






