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Objection to Planning application - NY/2025/0030/ENV 

Dear Amy Taylor – Case Officer 

I would like to object to the above planning application on the following 
grounds:- 

1. Whilst I understand that Europa Oil & Gas (Holdings) plc have undertaken
leafleting via Royal Mail to 767 properties - 22 business and 745 residential as 
per “Statement of Community Involvement” these are all in the immediate 
vicinity of the drilling rig. No consideration has been given to those whose 
properties stand above the proposed “Potential Area of Hydrocarbon” these 
areas according to Europa’s data includes Scalby and Newby both densely 
populated areas. If this application was granted and successful then clearly the 
company will want to expand its operation. I feel it is incumbent on the company 
and the council for that matter to fully engage with those that will be effected in 
future.  This not just a problem for Burniston it is a potential problem for a 
significant part of Scarborough. 

2. I object strongly to the biased wording of the three questions asked in the
feedback form discussed in the “Statement of Community Involvement”. The 
deliberate structure of the three questions through over simplification of narrow 
responses means they are worthless. The respondent can answer gas or nothing 
likewise import gas or generate own gas.  No mention of possible alternatives 
renewables or sustainable options consequently why would people respond to 
loaded questions? Academics would be appalled if undergraduates presented 
such biased questions in their dissertations. The statement in bold “Much of the 
feedback from the online platform has come from much further afield and is 
largely not from local people.”, this implies that these opinions are less valid. 
This means that the responses of people living in the area are diminished despite 
being more closely connected to the situation. The feedback highlights two 
positive comments about the proposal as evidence of support, despite those 
comments being vastly outnumbered by concerns; this approach creates an 
impression of balanced feedback when the majority appears opposed. Cleary a 
skewed question feedback form discourages response which in turn is used to 
suggest the apathy of locals which is far from the truth.  



3. The existing industrial units in the immediate vicinity of the proposed site 
appear to fall within use classes B1 (Offices/Research and Development/Light 
Industry) & B8 (Storage and Distribution). The installation of a wellhead/drilling 
rig in this area is wholly inappropriate. We should not be allowing heavy industry 
to encroach in such a manner. 

4. Whilst the Europa proposals try to mitigate the visual impact of the 
proposed site through the building of ‘bunds’ etc. they may hide the facility to 
some extent from low level viewing but the visual impact from the coastal path 
and the surrounding higher ground towards Cumboots Brow will undoubtedly be 
a blot on the landscape. Recent investment in the upgrading of the ‘cinder track’ 
so that more people can enjoy the landscape seems at odds with a 38 metre 
high drilling rig, the track is a mere 400 metres away! At night the site will be 
visible to people from the North Bay as the gas flare burns 24/7 as a reminder 
as to how to ruin a landscape. 

5. The local community will not benefit from this proposal, the small number 
full time and part time staff will inevitably mean specialised workers from 
outside of the area being employed. We have seen the promises made nearby at 
Woodsmith Mine Whitby where irreparable damage has been done to the 
location in the unedifying scrabble for jobs and minerals only for a couple of 
years later redundancies to take place.  

6. Let us be clear the only people to benefit from granting the planning 
applications will be the shareholders of Europa Oil & Gas (Holdings) plc. The 
environment will suffer. The company purports to be enhancing the supply of 
gas to the UK market however it is not obligated to sell to the UK. Its obligations 
are to its shareholders so they will sell to the highest bidder which in many cases 
will not be in the UK.  

7. The number of properties up for sale in Burniston appears to have 
increased dramatically since the planning application was muted.  Granting of 
permission for the new development in Burniston seems at odds with granting 
the Europa planning permission. Surely we will see the suppression of house 
prices in the area as a result for years to come.  

8. Not only will house prices be depressed those insuring their properties 
may see premiums increase as they may be obliged to declare that mining 
activities are taking place underneath their homes. What impact will this have on 
the properties owned by North Yorkshire Council; certainly when buyers come to 
have searches done on their proposed property purchases they may be in for a 
nasty surprise? 

9. The loophole left by government when it instigated a moratorium on 
hydraulic fracking is being exploited by Europa and it’s so called “Proppant 
Squeeze” which to all intents and purposes is fracking. We can all now see the 
results of climate change and granting this application to circumnavigate the 
legislation is wrong, we should be considering the “downstream” effect of 
producing additional gas as the courts have already ruled. 






