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OBJECTION 

Dear Sir/Madam  

I wish to object in the strongest possible terms to the Europa Oil and Gas planning application 
reference NY/2025/0030/ENV.  

As a resident of Scarborough North Side, a walker, a nature lover and environmentalist I am appalled 
at the proposals which I firmly believe will have a huge detrimental impact both in the short and 
long term on our local environment, wildlife, communities and businesses. The reasons for my 
objection include but are not limited to the very real threats of: 

Numerous forms of pollution: 

 Noise – from drilling, other onsite working and additional traffic. This area is a peaceful quiet 
area enjoyed by locals and visitors alike who benefit from its calmness and sounds of nature 
which will be ruined. Residents’ daily homelife and sleep will be affected. The amazing 
variety and abundance of Wildlife will be scared away.  

 Light – from 24 hour works, ruining the natural dark skies of the coastal environment, 
disturbing people and important populations of nocturnal birds and animals such as owls 
and bats. 

 Traffic pollution – from the number of HGV’s visiting the site, in the form of both general 
traffic pollution and the potential for pollution from toxic chemicals carried by vehicles on 
such small country roads. 
Many of these are lined with houses very close to the roadside with little to no front gardens 
and on very narrow pavements at various points with HGV’s containing toxic chemicals 
passing within feet. 

 Water pollution risk – Drilling through natural underwater supplies is far too big a gamble to 
take. Coastal communities already run the gauntlet of water companies polluting our rivers 
and seas, we do not deserve the added risk of contamination of this too. I have read multiple 
environmental reports and not one has been able to confirm this will not happen. If there is 
even the slightest risk, which there most definitely is, this plan should not even be given 
consideration. 

 Chemical pollution risk – from proppants and other chemicals involved in the proposed 
processes both arriving on and leaving the site, and to water sources and land.  

Direct impact on residents and local communities 

 Jobs – Scarborough relies heavily on several types of employment:  mainly care work, NHS 
roles and jobs associated with hospitality. If this plan goes ahead and as a result there are 
further drilling works, this will absolutely deter visitors, cutting off a huge sector of the jobs 
market. Since Scarborough has lost a lot of its traditional visitor attractions, shops and 
amenities our visitor population are increasingly those who love walking, cycling, outdoor 
pursuits and all that our beautiful coastline and countryside offers. Particularly our heritage 
coastal routes. Who would want to come to an area where drilling operations will be visible 
from quite literally miles around and from a very large number of coastal and even the more 
inland beauty spots surrounding Scarborough, Burniston and Cloughton. 

 House prices – It goes without saying that purchasing  a property in an area which faces the 
prospect of the kinds of pollution mentioned above, heavy traffic, polluting industry, ugly 
industrial sites, possible seismic activity and vibration etc. etc. will most definitely be less 
attractive than purchasing one in the environment we currently enjoy.  



 Health, wellbeing and quality of life  – Potential risks to health from the site itself, water 
contamination, noise and sleep disturbance weighs heavily on physical and mental health 
and wellbeing. Also those close to the site will have their right to enjoyment of their 
properties’ outdoor spaces compromised by noise, light pollution, smells and dust.  

 Mental health – Stress and worry for immediate neighbours in relation to disturbance and 
the risk to their properties, safety and lifestyle. Similarly for those living above the HUGE 
proposed areas of activity in Cloughton, Burniston, Scalby and Newby.  
 It is widely documented and acknowledged that walking or spending time in natural 
environments surrounded by wildlife, peace and quiet, hearing only the animals and birds 
around, is a great benefit for those struggling with mental health problems or stress. And it 
doesn’t cost our overstretched NHS a penny! Many local walking and cycling routes including 
the cinder track and the Cleveland Way pass very close to the proposed site with the 
machinery and works clearly audible and visible to users of those routes.  

 Travel disruption and road safety – It is widely known that the proposed roads to and from 
the site are already prone to congestion particularly at busy times of day and seasons of the 
year. The A64/ seamer road/ Scalby road are main work and school commutes with 
congestion and protracted commute times a regular occurrence. The road into Burniston has 
the same issues. They are also both well used and essential  vehicle and walking routes to 
multiple schools including primary schools. They also have multiple housing complexes for 
the older aged or vulnerable close to them.  The additional heavy goods vehicles pose a real 
additional danger to some of our most vulnerable groups locally.  

 Safety Concerns - Risk of incidents and accidents resulting directly or indirectly from 
activities on site or from vehicles to and from the site. Also – Scarborough has one hospital 
with most major specialist services outsourced to York and Middlesboro hospitals. With the 
main routes to both also being those proposed for use by the additional daily heavy goods 
traffic from this site this will mean emergency vehicles trying to get seriously ill patients to 
either of those hospitals from Scarborough could face even longer journeys and potentially 
result in poorer outcomes or survival in some cases.  

Impact on local economy and businesses 

 Tourism industry! –With the loss and closure of numerous visitor attractions over recent 
years, as mentioned earlier Scarborough and the surrounding villages rely increasingly on 
the draw of our heritage coast, beautiful  countryside, vastly diverse wildlife including 
marine life and the spectacular unspoilt views. It absolutely cannot be disputed that such 
industrial development could have anything but a hugely negative effect on the local 
tourism industry – the mainstay of our local area and economy. Post-covid, North Yorkshire 
Council themselves acknowledged that recovery of the tourism industry of Scarborough and 
it’s surrounding villages  would involve a heavy reliance on promoting the natural beauty 
and associated outdoor activities Scarborough and those villages have to offer. It is 
inconceivable that the plans of Europa Oil and Gas could be allowed to destroy our greatest 
asset to make money for private business while destroying our local economy. There will be 
no local jobs created (we would not want them if there were!) There will be no cheaper 
energy as a result of these works – either locally or for the UK. It is widely stated that as this 
is a private venture, any oil or gas will be sold to the highest bidder with an 80% + likelihood 
that will be abroad.  



 Local Businesses – The numerous bed and breakfast, campsite, holiday cottage and hotel 
operators will suffer directly. Alongside them the restaurants, public houses, cafes and 
others which rely on the tourist economy… the list goes on.  

 Decline in income of the local population – If the local population suffers financially from a 
downturn in the value of their homes, businesses and a availability of jobs then the local 
economy suffers directly as a result of their reduced disposable income. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
This will be long term, dreadful and irreversible if the plans of Europa Oil and Gas are 
allowed to come to fruition for the following reasons. 

 Serious threat to our fragile cliffs and coastline. I live directly in this area and walk every 
day within site of the proposed site along the paths through the surrounding fields and along 
the Cleveland Way. I along with many locals am aware how even prolonged heavy rainfalls 
keep those fields water logged for weeks and months on end, with patches bare of crops in 
really bad years, and great gouges of land crumbling from the cliffs. I cannot believe that 
injecting tons and gallons of water and proppants into land so very close to the cliffs, and the 
resulting vibrations and potential seismic activity could not do anything but exacerbate any 
and all of those issues. It really was like a terrible joke in extremely poor taste when we first 
heard of plans to drill in that area. It is totally inconceivable and seems like utter lunacy that 
anyone would seriously consider this.  

 Severe detriment to local wildlife and biodiversity. Vibrations from seismic testing, 
pollution from gas flares and machinery, potential pollution of ground and surface water ( 
the risk for which environmental agencies agree there is not enough knowledge to rule out) 
will disturb and harm birds and animals. We have numerous species of small mammals, 
birds, insects, as well as deer, foxes and hares in the direct area. Being so close to the cliffs 
and coast I worry that any seismic activity could be a disturbance to the local seal and 
dolphin populations, the latter of which are now seen very regularly along the Yorkshire 
coastline attracting more and more visitors and interest. 

 Air pollution  - Fumes from machinery, HGV’s, gases and other pollutants entering the 
atmosphere and ruining the air quality. This is unacceptable under any circumstances and 
particularly in this area so close to local housing, schools and popular walking and cycling 
routes.  

 Potential water contamination – Despite the claims of Europa Oil and Gas it is widely 
acknowledged by scientific and environmental organisations that there are significant gaps 
in knowledge as to the risk of contamination to water aquifers, ground and surface water. 
This is quite simply a gamble with such a valuable and necessary commodity which no 
business or governing body should be allowed or prepared to take.  

 Vast residential areas impacted by risk of property damage – The proposed area which 
these plans affect is huge – much of Cloughton, Burniston, Scalby and Newby, risking the 
integrity of the land, risking earth tremors, subsidence and property damage. I noted that in 
their own literature Europa Oil and Gas could not guarantee that such occurrences are not 
possible – just that they are ‘unlikely’ then justified this by stating they are ‘fully insured’. I 
doubt that will be of ANY comfort or reassurance to anyone whose beloved home is 
damaged or destroyed by the activities of a group of businesspeople making a fortune at 
their expense. And do we know how readily Europa Oil and Gas, and their lawyers and 
insurers would acknowledge culpability and settle such claims without lengthy dispute?  



 Observations from Environment Agency report ‘Potential environmental impacts from 
techniques to enhance rock permeability – Chief Scientist’s Group research report 
November 2022 
States that: 
‘The main risk to the environment from reservoir permeability enhancing techniques arises 
from the chemicals used being released to groundwater. This could be through existing 
fractures, fractures created as part of the permeability enhancement operation, surface leaks 
or spills or through failures in well integrity’ -t also then states how the risk can be to some 
degree mitigated however this includes a lot of ‘if’s and but’s’ around on-site practices AND 
very thorough complete knowledge of geological data, existing fracture networks, and many 
other variables.  
This risk is not acceptable.  

 This is fracking in all but name. The same Environment Agency report as mentioned above 
also states in section 13. Low volume hydraulic fracking : ‘There is no consistent definition for 
low volume hydraulic fracturing, which can lead to confusion as to whether a permeability 
enhancing operation is hydraulic fracturing’ (Fracking) Indicating there are inconsistencies 
and a lack of understanding even within the industry.  The result is also the same: Rock is 
subjected to very high pressures until it cracks and causes fractures allowing the passage of 
oil and gas. Fracking is a shortening of the word fracturing. The outcome is the same. I do 
not share the opinion of Will Holland who rather arrogantly stated recently that comparing 
Proppant Squeeze techniques to fracking was like comparing a cat and a tiger as the same.  

 Fossil Fuels are known to cause climate change. The Fossil fuel age should be in the past 
not the future - On the Climate Change Committee website  ‘News’ section , there is an 
article dated 26th February 2025  entitled ‘End the Fossil Fuel Age for a Secure and 
Prosperous Future’ the CCC (the country’s climate advisors) state:  
“The CCC present a new pathway to decarbonise the UK. The CCC sets out how to achieve this 
by 2050 and what decisions need to be made in the coming years to ensure success. We 
model that we must 
reduce emissions by 87% (compared to 1990 levels) by 2040” the article goes on to note the 
crucial elements of decarbonising the grid and replacing fossil fuelled cars and heating 
systems with electric alternatives. The proposed plans of Europa Oil and Gas directly go 
against the findings of the Climate Change Committee and its proposed pathway to success.  

 We should embrace more environmentally friendly developments in energy production 
such as wind power and developments in wave and tidal energy. This is particularly 
relevant to the UK coastlines. We should NOT be compromising our landscapes with 
outdated and heavily polluting fossil fuel industries.  

 
 
The level of local outrage, distress and concern at the proposals of Europa Oil and Gas cannot be 
overstated. People of all ages and backgrounds are equally in disbelief and shock that these plans 
are under any serious consideration. I urge the Council to reject the plans.  
 
Yours sincerely  
Karen Robinson  
 
 
 

 


