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Sent: 09 April 2025 17:24
To: Planning Control
Cc: Pamela Hudson; 'Steve at Frack Free United Frack Free United'
Subject: Objection to planning application: NY/2025/0030/ENV 

PLEASE REGISTER MY OBJECTION TO PLANNING APPLICATION NY/2025/0030/ENV 
 
Pamela Hudson 
Old Wells 
Terrington 
York 
YO60 6PP 

 
 

 
My objections are as follows:- 
 

A. Europa Oils plan to drill for gas in Burniston near Scarborough reflects a first step in a planned long-
term development over 20 years and possibly more of the largest onshore gas field in the UK. This 
would include further sites where wells would be drilled north of the Burniston site - past Cloughton, 
towards Ravenscar.  

B. The survey map shows the planned survey areas that form part of the overall development plan. The 
survey area covers 16 sq. km and stretches from the Cleveland Way to Cumboots Brow in the National 
Park, and from Cloughton to Scalby. 

C. The nature of the drilling, i.e. it goes down and then sideways, means that the proppant squeezing (aka 
as fracking) will spread under land and properties well beyond Burniston. A map of where the pipes will 
go shows lines of pipework extending west in diagonal lines towards Scalby. 

D. Drilling would need to pass through the natural underground water supply. Any leakage would be likely 
to contaminate the underground water supply which the area relies on heavily. This has happened in 
countless fracking sites notably in the US and is a real danger.  

E. The site planned for the drilling rig is an area of outstanding natural beauty (a National Landscape) 
which means it has been ‘designated as an exceptional landscape whose distinctive character and 
natural beauty are precious enough to be safeguarded in the national interest’. In addition, it is next to 
a national park and near the Heritage coastline. Siting a large gas field in an area would run counter to 
all the safeguards for a unique and beautiful landscape. The rig and surrounding site will be visible for 
miles. 

F. The process of injection of sand and water (proppant squeezing) to fracture the rocks below the 
surface and release gas will create vibrations which might cause earth tremors, subsidence, or 
damage to the nearby cliƯs which are fragile. ‘Hydraulic fracking’ – which uses the same techniques 
has caused seismic shocks in sites both in the UK and in other countries where it has taken place. The 
site planned is area is above the Peak fault line. Europa plan to drill and fracture the rock for miles 
underneath the area which could easily compromise the entire area. 

G. In addition to the damage below the surface there is a real risk of large-scale pollution to the land, local 
housing, schools, walking routes (The Cleveland Way is amongst many walking paths in the area) this 
would include pollution of the air from the heavy machinery. HGV lorries, the fumes involved in the 
process, noise pollution from the drilling and lorries required to move the materials on and oƯ the site. 
The flaring from the rigs and the 24/7 floodlighting will produce light pollution all of which would 
combine not only to adversely aƯect the people living and working in the area but the diverse wildlife 
and bird populations in particular the nocturnal birds and animals in the area - such as owls and bats 
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H. The traƯic pollution from the daily large numbers of HGVs carrying toxic chemicals , sand and polluted 
water (estimated to be in their 1000s for the testing stage alone) will be immense and dangerous on the 
small local roads.  

I. The siting of this planned area would aƯect not only the value of local properties which will reduce in 
value but would have a huge adverse eƯect on tourism which is the area’s biggest economy. 

J. The process of proppant squeezing produces large amounts of chemically polluted water. That water 
has been found in places like to US to be impossible to clean resulting in the need for many thousands 
of gallons of water being disposed of by draining it into old coal mines. IT is nor susceptible to disposal 
into the sea given the very toxic nature of the chemicals in the water. This is very serious environmental 
pollution – possibly locally or more probably through the country. Any proposal which does not deal 
with how this risk of pollution can be mitigated successfully should, be denied permission on this 
factor alone.  

K. The proposal to exploit gas has wider implications for the planet as a whole in light of the increase in 
emissions from both the exploitation of the gas pockets and its use which in turn aƯect climate 
change. It is not in line with government targets for emissions. 

I would invite the planning committee to refuse this application.  

Pamela Hudson 




