From: lanningregister@northyorks.gov.uk

To: Planning Control
Subject: New comments for application NY/2025/0030/ENV
Date: 22 March 2025 11:09:22

New comments have been received for application NY/2025/0030/ENV from Mrs Donna Peters.

Comments:

I am writing to formally object to the proposed development of a temporary wellsite for the appraisal of gas,
including drilling operations, proppant squeeze, flow testing, and subsequent site restoration at Land East of the
Mill Yard, Burniston Mill, Coastal Road, Burniston, Scarborough (YO13 0DB). This objection is based on a
range of environmental, health, economic, and social concerns that make this development wholly inappropriate
for the designated site and surrounding areas.

1. Environmental Concerns
a) Threat to Local Biodiversity

The proposed wellsite is situated in an area rich in biodiversity, supporting a variety of flora and fauna. The
drilling operations, proppant squeeze, and flow testing will inevitably disturb local wildlife, including protected
species that may inhabit the surrounding woodland, coastal areas, and watercourses. Increased noise, light
pollution, and vibrations from drilling activities pose a severe risk to birds, small mammals, and aquatic life.

b) Water Contamination and Risk to Public Health

Gas extraction operations pose significant risks of groundwater contamination. The chemicals used in drilling
and proppant squeeze could leach into the local aquifer, affecting private and public water supplies. Given that
many communities in the area rely on groundwater sources, any contamination could have serious and long-
lasting consequences for public health and agriculture.

¢) Risk of Air Pollution

The proposed development is expected to generate emissions from drilling activities, transport of materials, and
associated equipment. These emissions include methane, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), and nitrogen
oxides, all of which contribute to air pollution and climate change. The increased particulate matter in the air
can also exacerbate respiratory conditions, particularly for vulnerable residents such as children, the elderly, and
those with pre-existing conditions like asthma.

2. Noise, Light, and Traffic Impact
a) Noise Pollution

Drilling operations are inherently noisy, producing continuous vibrations and mechanical sounds that will be
disruptive to nearby residents, businesses, and wildlife. The level of noise pollution, particularly during
nighttime operations, will have a detrimental effect on the quality of life for those living and working in the
vicinity.

b) Light Pollution
The 24-hour nature of the drilling operation will require artificial lighting that will contribute to light pollution

in an otherwise relatively dark rural and coastal environment. This will negatively impact wildlife, particularly
nocturnal species, and reduce the visual appeal of the area for residents and visitors.

¢) Increased Traffic and Road Safety Issues

The proposal will result in a considerable increase in heavy vehicle traffic, including transport of drilling rigs,
equipment, and hazardous materials. The Coastal Road (A165) and surrounding routes are not designed to
handle such an influx of industrial vehicles, raising serious concerns regarding road safety, congestion, and
potential damage to infrastructure. Additionally, this increased traffic will pose risks to pedestrians, cyclists, and
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local businesses that rely on accessible and safe roadways.
3. Economic and Social Impact
a) Negative Effect on Tourism

Scarborough and the surrounding coastal areas, including Burniston, are well-known tourist destinations that
attract visitors due to their scenic landscapes and tranquil environments. The industrial nature of the proposed
wellsite, along with its associated pollution, noise, and visual intrusion, will significantly harm the tourism
sector, deterring visitors and leading to a decline in local business revenues.

b) Devaluation of Property

There is substantial evidence to suggest that properties in close proximity to industrial developments such as gas
wellsites suffer from reduced market value. Local homeowners will experience financial loss due to declining
property prices, and prospective buyers may be deterred from investing in the area due to concerns about long-
term environmental and health risks.

¢) Community Well-being and Mental Health

The stress and anxiety associated with living near an industrial gas wellsite cannot be overstated. Residents will
face continuous worry about potential health effects, increased traffic hazards, and environmental degradation.
Such stressors can significantly impact mental well-being, particularly in an area where people choose to live
for its peaceful and scenic surroundings.

4. Climate Change Considerations

The UK has committed to reducing its carbon footprint and transitioning away from fossil fuels in pursuit of
net-zero targets. Approving this wellsite contradicts these commitments by promoting further fossil fuel
extraction rather than investing in renewable and sustainable energy solutions. Allowing this development to
proceed would be a step backward in the fight against climate change and would undermine national and local
policies aimed at reducing carbon emissions.

5. Lack of Justification for the Project

There is no compelling public interest in approving this development. The UK government has consistently
highlighted the need for a shift toward renewable energy sources rather than continued reliance on fossil fuels.
Additionally, given the relatively short-term nature of the proposal, the economic benefits do not outweigh the
long-term harm to the local environment, public health, and community well-being.

6. Insufficient Community Consultation

There has been a significant lack of meaningful community engagement regarding this proposal. Many
residents and stakeholders were unaware of the planning application until recently, limiting their ability to
participate in the consultation process. A development of this scale and impact requires extensive public
consultation and full transparency to ensure that local voices are heard and considered.

Conclusion

In light of the significant environmental risks, adverse economic and social impacts, increased traffic and
pollution, and the broader implications for climate change, I strongly urge the planning authority to reject this
application. The proposed wellsite at Burniston Mill is entirely inappropriate for this location and conflicts with
both local and national sustainability goals. I respectfully request that my concerns, alongside those of other
residents and stakeholders, be taken into serious consideration when making a final decision on this application.

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. I would appreciate an acknowledgment of this objection
and look forward to your response.



