


DL7 8AD

 

Re: Planning Ref. No: NY/2025/0030/ENV

Europa Oil and Gas application for appraisal drilling at Burniston Mill Site

 

Dear Amy,

 

I am writing in connection with the above Planning Application made by Europa Oil and
Gas for the construction, drilling and testing of this site to extract gas through a proppant
squeeze process.

 

Having read though the application documentation and in particular the Environmental
statement I can see that the repeated conclusion is that risks are minimal due to the ‘short
term nature’ of the project. While the documentation talks of this as a short-term
exploration the intent on the part of Europa is that if it proves viable, they will be
extracting gas here for the next 20 years and they will need an unknown number of
additional wells to do this. For this reason, it is important to consider the wider
implications of this application and the eventual industrialisation of our home. I believe
this is also backed up by recent legal opinions that said permission should not have been
granted as the long-term impact of using the fossil fuels had not been documented by the
company and so had not been considered in the decision. I also want to say that my
objections are for this initial application as well as considering their longer term intent.

 

Having considered this fully, I wish to object for the following reasons:

 

1. Net Zero Targets

Our government recognises the need to protect the environment by getting to Net Zero.
By creating more gas fields you are working against that target and actively encouraging
the country to not meet that target. What we should be doing is investing heavily in
Renewables and green energy technologies. Many of the oil and gas companies have
looked at what is happening in the world and are feeling emboldened to abandon much
of their commitment to research and development of renewable energy and increase their
gas and oil targets. I completely agree with the governments targets of Net Zero and we
want our children and grandchildren to have a world worthy of inheriting and so I object
to this application.

 

2. Climate Change

The world is seeing now the impact that man is having on the environment from its



reliance on fossil fuels. The oil and gas companies simply care about their shareholder
profits today and not the consequences for the planet. Though the environment impact
study Europa has commissioned indicate this will only release a small amount of
greenhouse gases into the atmosphere it says nothing about the size of the impact from
drilling here for a further 20 years.  Recent court cases have found that these emissions
should be considered before granting permissions. We care about our planet and our
home, so I object to this application because it will further increase our emissions and
contribute to damaging climate change.

 

3. Impact on Local Environment

We live in a beautiful place, we have the heritage coastline, national park, fantastic
scenery and walking. The cliffs that the proposed site are only a few hundred metres
from are fragile, I am concerned the drilling and associated vibrations will further
weaken the cliff edge and lead to collapse of parts of the cliffs. There is also a risk of
contamination of the water table from the chemical fluids they intend to put down them.
The application documentation recognises this is a risk but states that mitigation
techniques will minimise the risk. This is not a guarantee, its best efforts… If it happens
it’s too late to ask the question about how it happened. As there is still a risk it should
not be allowed, hence I object to this application.

 

A Previous application for wind turbines in this same location was rejected by planning
because of its visual impact on the local area. This is taken from the appeal against the
decision

 

“I consider that the harm I have identified to the character and appearance of the area
represents a compelling objection to the proposal. I note that the Framework provides
that renewable energy development should be permitted if its impacts are, or can be
made, acceptable. However, in this case the proposal would not maintain the character
of the undeveloped coast, or protect and enhance its distinctive landscape.”

 

The wind turbines would have not been as high as the propose drilling rig, The turbines
did not have the associated enclosure and buildings that Europa are proposing.  From
higher ground the proposed development would be very visible and so will have a high
impact. Again they talk about this being short duration of the project, but they want to
leave items in place for the anticipated application to fully exploit the gas and so if this is
allowed it will impact the local environment for a very long time, hence I object to this
application.

 

Contaminated fluids will need to be disposed of using HGV’s. We have all seen HGV’s
leaking fluids and dirt onto the roads even though they are meant to have taken
precautions to stop this. The contaminated fluids and dirt to be disposed of will be toxic
and possibly lightly radioactive. The preferred routes go past a number of school routes
where you see lots of children walking to and from school. Though the application
documents state the mitigation they will use to prevent fluid discharge on the roads, as



we have seen with other HGV’s the risk is still there and so for the safety of our children
and villagers I object to this application.

4. Concern at the risk of Seismic Activity

Though we recognise that this does not meet the definition of ‘Fracking’ covered by the
current moratorium. It is still a form of Hydraulic Fracturing of the target sandstone
where they drill deep then push fluids at high pressure to fracture and leave fissures open
to allow gas to flow more freely. Europa have said there is no risk of seismic activity, but
at the drop-in meeting their representative we spoke to declined to guarantee there was
no risk. Documentation I have read from other sites have concluded that there is no
science that can say categorically what is a safe pressure to pump fluids into a site to
guarantee there is no risk of some seismic activity. We must also consider the local
geology into which drilling will occur. Past studies have shown fault lines in the areas
where drilling will take place. We do not know exactly where these fault lines will be
impacted and this greatly increases the risk of seismic activity. So they cannot guarantee
there will be no issue and as there is a risk of ‘tremors’.  I object to this application  for
the safety of the communities they intend to drill under.

 

5. Impact on Traffic and Transport Routes

Our roads are very busy at the best of times, their preferred route has HGV and larger
vehicles turning at an extremely tight and small roundabout at the Jolly Sailors Pub in
Burniston. For some of these vehicles they are planning it will prove difficult to turn
without holding back other traffic at the junction possible causing tail backs and
increased risk of accidents. The turn into the site is also very tight at occurs in a national
speed limit area. This Again will increase the risk of accidents when slow HGVS are
manoeuvring into and out of the site.

 

6. Impact on Local Tourism Economy

Scarborough, Whitby and the villages in the area impacted by Europa’s plans rely on the
tourist industry. The potential impact on that industry and hence the livelihoods of our
families are put at risk. Who would want to visit a place where its strapline has become
“The largest on-shore gas field in the UK”. We have lots of visitors who use the
Cleveland way and cinder track who then visit the local businesses in our area that would
be put off by seeing drill rigs and the associated industry that would be needed. So for
the sake of our families livelihood I object to this application.

 

Europa made claims that it will create jobs and be a net positive on our local economy.
But the vast majority of jobs coming in the area will be taken up by their own specialist
workers from out of this area. The local workforce do not have the necessary skill and
experience base other than jobs like security for the sites. With the potential of negative
impact on the tourist the overall impact is negative on our local economy. There are no
benefits to the local communities only negatives, so I object to this application.

 

7. We do not need the gas for energy security






