15 East Park Road

Scalby
SCARBOROUGH
YO13 0PZ
Ms Amy Taylor
Planning Department
North Yorkshire Council
County Hall
Racecourse Lane
Northallerton
DL7 8AD
15 April 2025
Dear Ms Taylor

APPLICATION NY/2025/0030/ENV: EUROPA OIL AND GAS LIMITED

I am writing with my comments to object to the above application for the construction of a
temporary wellsite for the appraisal of gas, including drilling operation, proppant squeeze and
flow testing operation and site restoration.

I have reason to submit comments because 1 will be directly affected by the plans as I live in
Scalby only 2 miles by road — less as the crow flies — from the proposed site. I often work at
home and will be affected by the noise, disruption, road traffic and pollution which will be
caused by the planned works. My enjoyment of the surrounding area will also be directly
affected by these works. I am concerned that the works will cause disproportionate disruption
to nature and to views from the North Yorkshire Moors National Park and the Cleveland Way,
and will therefore harm the economic prospects for tourism in this area of the county where
there are limited opportunities for employment.

The applicant has not provided, and is unable to provide, sufficient reassurance that the
techniques to be used in the planned works will not cause contamination to the local water
supply or broader geological damage around the coastal geological faults, leading to earth
tremors and damage to home.

Anew gas field is not necessary in this location and will have a negative impact on the country’s
carbon emissions and therefore on climate change at a time when the UK is transitioning to
lower emission renewables. The fact that other UK gas sites have been closed due to their
downstream emissions does not create a gap to be filled by a new gas field; it provides
additional reasons why the current application should be refused.

The planned development will not benefit the people of North Yorkshire. The impacts are
therefore predictable and disproportionate. The local community’s interests should be upheld
by the elected representatives on the Council as local planning authority, and this unwanted
and unnecessary development should be refused.

The planning authority should ensure it commissions expert analysis of the documents
submitted by the applicant to root out any inaccuracies and potentially misleading statements;



the counterbalance to the expenses incurred for the application by the applicant with its own
agenda must involve both the local community’s views on the disruption which will be caused
and also professional scrutiny.

As a concerned and directly-affected local resident, I urge the planning authority to reject this
plan.

Yours sincerely

David Bates



