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New comments have been received for application NY/2025/0030/ENV from Mrs Kim Hunter.

Comments:
Re: Planning Ref. No: NY/2025/0030/ENV
Europa Oil and Gas application for appraisal drilling at Burniston Mill Site
I strongly object to the Application made by Europa Oil & Gas to drill for gas via proppant squeeze (hydraulic fracturing).
As others have alluded, there are inconsistencies and discrepancies in the description of the development and the submitted documents such that the planning committee cannot be clear on the details of the proposed operation, and which suggest councillors should not take protests that the application is only for test drilling at face value.
Discrepancies include, but are not limited to: the intent to retain equipment for a production phase of their plan. This intent is reflected both in Europa's conversations with shareholders (they have produced various numbers, including that they hope to yield 192 billion cubic feet of gas from the site over the 20 years, making Burniston the biggest UK onshore gas field). The planning documents themselves are also contradictory on the subject of long-term production. While Chapter 4 of the
Planning Statement mentions decommissioning the well following testing, Section 2.4.3 of the Environmental Statement Volume 1 makes it clear the decommissioning stage would only follow if "long-term" production were not commercially viable.
The application should therefore not be appraised as an exploratory operation, but as the first phase of the company's large-scale extraction plan.
This brings the Finch v Surrey County Council (2024) judgment into relevance. It stated that the downstream effects of burning the gas produced should be considered on climate change grounds when considering the application. (The U.S. Energy Information Administration calculates CO2 emissions at around 120.85 million pounds of CO2 per billion cubic feet of produced gas, plus methane, which has a significantly higher global warming potential over shorter timeframes.)
Among the other obfuscations and contradictions are the volumes of fluid planned (see this article for detail https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fimsva91-ctp.trendmicro.com%2Fwis%2Fclicktime%2Fv1%2Fquery%3Furl%3Dhttps%253a%252f%252fdrillordrop.com%252f2024%252f09%252f27%252fburniston-drilling-meeting-key-points-and-reaction%252f%26umid%3DEAA91565-32FB-4D06-84CB-
C2DF2645A472%26auth%3Dde41389fcd07b045c2bf0b8b6a6bb2cde097bfb7-
09794957903c6c4e6453392f57f6354212e2fa0c&data=05%7C02%7CPlanning.Control%40northyorks.gov.uk%7Cef205fe4848f4911fed908dd7dc765e3%7Cad3d9c73983044a1b487e1055441c70e%7C0%7C0%7C638805017556129315%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJFbXB0eU1hcGkiOnRydWUsIlYiOiIwLjAuMDAwMCIsIlAiOiJXaW4zMiIsIkFOIjoiTWFpbCIsIldUIjoyfQ%3D%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CW3cutxONHfzZ4Ghv0J6cs4r5fcxborVMcospHW3zXI%3D&reserved=0),
outlined in relation to Europa's Wressle site and to Preston New Road. Note the likelihood of volumes exceding PNR, which caused earth trremors and led to a reinstroduction of the fracking moratorium.
I object on local grounds as well. Again, others have mentioned lorry movements, and the risks that brings, the risk of earth tremors (and damage to cliffs along the Scarborough Fault belt), the potential for ground water pollution, flaring, noise and light pollution, and the impact these collectively will have on human and animal health.
To sum up, this is madness.
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