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19/03/2025

Planning Reference NY/2025/0030/ENV

Dear Amy,

I am writing to OBJECT to the above proposed development. Having considered fully the
information on the application I have the following objections.

1. The information from Europa Oil and Gas is vague and contradictory at times. It is
unlikely it will be exploratory drilling as messaging from the applicant refers to ‘retention
of equipment’. I believe there could be many more years of drilling for fossil fuel if this
application is approved. This is totally unacceptable in the current climate crisis. Please
note that planning authorities should take into account downstream (scope 3) emissions
from hydrocarbons that may be produced. Green energy should be prioritised over fossil
fuel extraction. C3S said February 2025 was the third hottest February with Global
temperatures 1.59C hotter than pre industrial levels. Drilling for fossil fuels should not be
approved. Fossil fuels are not the future for our children and grandchildren.

2. I believe there are significant risks from the hydraulic fracturing process to the health
of people living near drilling sites from air, noise, light, chemical and water pollution. Gas
flaring poses risks to health from toxic fumes and methane and HGVs and associated
vehicles’ emissions are harmful. Risks associated with chemicals used in this industry can
never be full mitigated and hazardous pollutants are known to cause cancer and non-cancer
illnesses and breathing issues.

3. None of the access roads to the proposed site are sufficient to carry the proposed number
of lorries and other associated vehicles. These roads are already very busy daily and
extremely busy at peak times causing congestion and pollution. The extra traffic generated
is harmful to pedestrians and motorists. There is risk to health from air pollution,
particularly to young children and also risks of collisions to pedestrians. The routes pass
several schools, the hospital, supermarkets, local businesses, holiday cottages, caravan and
touring sites and some densely populated residential areas. The risk to people accessing
these either on foot or by car should not be underestimated in terms of traffic management,
neither should the risk of harm from toxic materials being transported in lorries. Apart
from Saturdays in Phase 1 and Phase 4 all vehicle movements are proposed at 07:00 to
19:00 This is an unacceptable burden on locals and visitors. The area near the hospital
junction and Graham School is extremely busy with cars and pedestrians, mainly
schoolchildren and hospital workers, during school start and close times as is the area
around Scalby School. There are over 800 children at Gladstone Road School and this
increase HGV load will impact not only their road safety but will increase their risk from
air pollution. Also of concern is the following route.‘The proposed HGV routeing from the
Site to the north along the A165 and onto the A171 and A170 is also considered to be the
most appropriate route for HGVs to minimise impacts on nearby properties.’

This road is already overused by huge lorries carrying goods. There are many pinch points



and dangerous turns on/off the main road in Cloughton and Burniston and parked cars
along both High Streets in the villages.

The Coastal Road is heavily used by locals and tourists and there have been serious
accidents on this route. HGVs and additional traffic poses greater risks. The Cinder Track
crosses the main road at the traffic lights very close to the site entrance. It is heavily used,
particularly in the tourist season.

4. The site is within the 3.5km visual sensitivity zone surrounding the North Yorkshire
Moors  National Park. No amount of screening will be sufficient hide the light pollution
and diminish the noise pollution. Drilling operations in Phase 2 and 3 are proposed 24
hours a day, 7 days a week. This is 24 weeks of noise. This is wholly unacceptable to
residents’ or tourists’ wellbeing. In Cloughton, we can hear the music from the Open air
Theatre. Sound carries long distances. This application will mean incessant and terrible
noise leading to lack of sleep, poor mental health, stress and anxiety. Lighting for the area
1s unacceptable and out of place in our rural, mainly dark skies location. This will spoil
the area visually from all directions; particularly the views south to the castle and north to
The Cleveland Way. The Cloughton - ES Main Text Volume 1 lists an alarming array of
lighting to which I object and also to this not being specfcied exactly. For such a
development it isn’t acceptable to list lighting and add the caveat of ‘Broadly, lighting will
consist of a combination of the following (or similar):

It will contribute to sleep disturbance for local residents.

5.The area is one of natural beauty, close to the Heritage Coast and the Cleveland Way. As
a keen walker and cyclist I enjoy using the Cleveland Way and The Cinder Track and feel
that this development is far too industrial for this area. People such as myself enjoy the
beautiful countryside around Scarborough and it should not be allowed to be turned into a
gas field. Local businesses, such as The Barn at Flatts Farm wedding venue would be
impacted detrimentally by noxious smells, gas flaring and noise as would local residents.
Many cyclists also use the proposed routes for HGVs and this is an additional risk.

6. I am concerned about the negative effect on wildlife in the area. I see many types of
birds and wildlife in the area such as bats, swallows, house martins, owls, swifts, wrens,
hares, moths, butterflies, foxes, deer, birds of prey and migratory birds. These are all at
risk from being harmed or driven away by noise, light or ground/water pollution.

7. The proposal is only 360m from a National Cycle Way. This is an asset to tourists and
residents and also used by horse riders, dog walkers and walkers. It is a well used and
important amenity in the area. The Heritage coastal path can be accessed from several
points on the Cinder Track and the area is a big draw for tourists. This proposed
development is a materially detrimental to the enjoyment of these amenities.Seaside towns
are declining and Scarborough needs tourists to help keep businesses viable out of season
for locals too.

8. I understand that hydraulic fracturing can lead to seismic activity and I am extremely
concerned about damage to my property and harm to wildlife. I am also concerned that the
hydraulic fracturing will cause damage to the cliffs and create further landslips to already
eroding features. I understand that the area lies on a fault and this could be highly
sensitive to drilling and lead to seismic activity.



9. I feel that there should be specific and exact statements throughout the proposal. I am
concerned about statements such as

‘The selected drilling rig for drilling operation (Consortium Drilling Rig) determined the
design and layout of the wellsite during the drilling phase (shown on drawing numbers
ZG-EOG-CLTN-PA-07 and 08). The height of the rig is 38m. However, any specific rig is
dependent upon availability.’

Will everything else used be dependent on availabilty? Details matter, particularly for such
a sensitive and industrial application in this rural area.

Europa Oil and Gas have patronised local residents with the mantra that ‘no-one’s going to
notice’ due to the ‘small volume’ of the scheme. (The Scarborough News 7 March 2025)

10. The access to the site is from a narrow road which is heavily used by locals and even
more widely used during tourist season. It is almost directly opposite a popular local
garden centre and poses issues with traffic management and road safety. The road has
already been the scene of serious accidents. The HGVs using and turning into the site
would pose a risk to road users.

11. The site is an overdevelopment of what is an essentially rural area. ‘Within the wellsite
area, an indicative level of equipment required for security and welfare is considered to be
as follows: « 6 x 12ft sleeper units; * 1 x 12ft toilet block; * 1 x 211t office; * 2 x 21ft
canteens; * 1 x fuel tank; ¢ 1 x generator; and ¢ water bowsers (if required).’

The noise from generators, drilling rigs and associated equipment would be intolerable.

12. There will likely be a detrimental effect on local businesses and tourism. I don’t want
to live in a gas field and I don’t think visitors will want to visit the area if this application
was permitted.

Developments such as this should not be allowed. Gas production and consumption should
be reduced to protect the planet for future generations. We all have a duty to play our part
in decreasing our reliance on fossil fuels and increasing green energy alternatives.

I hope our representatives in all areas of government at whatever level reject fossil fuel
extraction.

Regards,

J Dodd

5 Granary Way
Cloughton
YOI130FE





