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Sent: 19 April 2025 13:19
To: Planning Control
Subject: Ref planning application NY/2025/0030/ENV

Categories:

Dear Amy Taylor 
 
I would like to object to the planning application from Europa Oil and Gas (NY/2025/0030/ENV) for the 
following reasons. 
 

1) The proposed site is in one of the most beautiful places in the whole of the UK. The area is unspoilt and 
has a huge ecosystem. On a recent trip there I saw deer, hares, evidence of badgers, pheasants and 
heard noisy birdsong. There are lots of rare and endangered birds (documented in other objections) on 
the site and surrounding area. The site is less than 1 km from the SSSI along the Heritage Coast and the 
famous Cleveland Way. Looking in the opposite direction you can also see the beautiful North 
Yorkshire Moors National Park not far away. The actual site is a small pocket of privately owned land 
surrounded on three sides by Duchy land that is being farmed. The farmers have tended their farm, 
building nature corridors, ponds, trees and shrubs for the birds and animals. The ponds contain all 
kinds of invertebrates including great crested newts. There is a large population of bats and most years 
(including this year) a barn owl can be heard. There have been 3 large landslips on the coast last winter 
alone as the cliƯs are extremely unstable at Cayton Bay, Rocks Lane Beach (about 750m from the site 
and in the SSSI area), and Robin Hoods Bay.  
What damage will be done to the wildlife and the farm? Consider the devastating eƯect this will have 
on the visual characteristics of the land. What will fracking do to the unstable cliƯs? What of the 
migrating birds?  

2) The proposed site lies on the edge (200m from the nearest house) of the lovely village of Burniston. To 
even consider putting a 14m flare and a 38m drilling rig this close to residents is complete madness 
and so wrong. The flare will be releasing toxic gases including Benzene and Methane into the air which 
will aƯect the villagers air quality. This region is already one of the worst regions in the UK in terms of 
health. There will be 24/7 lighting in an area where there is a very low level of light, there will be at times 
24/7 drilling and other noise going on in an area where there is only a very low level traƯic noise during 
the day. There will be dust from the drilling, the vehicles, the works, and the machinery where currently 
the air is pure and clean. One of the main incomes for the villagers and the surrounding area is the 
tourism. There are 3 caravan sites in and around Burniston. There are 2 pubs. The tourists come for the 
views, the wildlife, the walks along the cinder track and the Cleveland Way, the National Park and the 
beautiful coast. The tourism industry will be devastated. There will be a high number of extra HGVs and 
other vehicles coming through the village from and to Scalby, the Coastal Road, and the A171 up to 
Whitby. Although the roads through the village are A roads, the pavements are very narrow and are only 
was wide as a pushchair in places. The road is also narrow and the traƯic has to stop if there are any 
cars parked. The villagers are already worried about the way large vehicles drive past very close to 
pedestrians and vulnerable people. Sometimes the trucks overhang the pavement so you are not even 
safe walking on them. Little children and dogs etc are at the level of the exhaust pipes. There will be no 
benefit to the village at all apart from (as Europa said) perhaps an uptick in meals and b&b stays for a 
short while during construction. This is never going to counter the permanent loss of the tourists. So in 
summary, the villagers will lose their way of life. They will have chemical pollution, heavy vehicles, 
dust, noise and light, the loss of their beautiful landscape and surroundings, health issues and loss of 
income. This is already aƯecting many people’s metal health and it has not even started yet. And lets 
face it – Europa Oil has said publicly they are confident the gas is of very high quality and they intend to 
drill on this site for a further 20-25 years. There is nothing but misery for the villagers, all for the profit of 
shareholders. 
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3) This is fracking. Fracking is known not to be safe. It is not fracking as in the definition of fracking in the 
moratorium but it is ‘hydraulic fracturing’ which is fracking. In fact Europa has accidentally used the 
word fracking itself several times in its own publicity. Fracking causes seismic activity, pollution of the 
water table, emission of toxic gases and fumes, noise and dust, dangerous disposal of poisonous 
material coming from the frack. The moratorium was created to protect the public against such 
horrors. The moratorium would have included this type of fracking except for the heavy lobbying to the 
Conservatives at the time, The oil and gas companies are trying to use this loophole in the law to their 
advantage. Please don’t let them do so. 

4) We should not be drilling for hydrocarbons at all. We should be investing in our already very successful 
renewable energy industries. Climate Change is real and we need to do all we can to protect our future 
generations. This gas well is estimated to provide only 0.4% of the Uks gas requirements over 10 years 
(half that if it takes 20 years to extract) at a time when gas demand is reducing year on year. There is a 
new housing development in the village which does not have boilers or use gas. The amount of 
pollution, climate destroying gasses, misery to the village and destruction of the surrounding 
countryside and ecosystem does not justify it. Burning hydrocarbons is known to be destroying the 
planet, there are targets for the UK, and for North Yorkshire Council to reduce the use of climate 
destroying gasses. Why would we allow this to take place then? 

5) Europa have contradicted themselves and changed their story many times. Do they want to leave 
equipment there after the exploratory phase or leave it as they found it? They have said both. There are 
errors in the distances to various points in their application. They seem to have very little local 
knowledge (for example they said there is no landfill site nearby when there is, there is lots of screening 
around the proposed site when there is hardly any, no-one will notice the 38m drill rig or 14m flare 
stack when it is obvious they will be seen for miles). They seem to take a very gung ho attitude to the 
whole thing. Looking at the various statutory consultation comments, not enough thought has gone 
into the risks and mitigations to risks were sometimes not even considered. Not enough care has been 
taken to protect the wildlife, environment, water, cliƯs, villagers way of life, livelihood, and enjoyment 
of their surroundings – in fact there is a general denial anything will be aƯected or anything diƯerent will 
be noticed. The unstable cliƯs have not even been mentioned. Also the base noise levels were 
estimated from 2 detectors on Coastal Road – the worst place for noise. Europa appealed against NYC 
requiring an independent EIA and won, they then proceeded to produce their own EIA. Some of the 
‘independent’ reports Europa have submitted have disclaimers saying ‘Based on what we have been 
told by Europa’. This means they are not independent as they are starting from a position set by Europa 
and does not encourage trust. Have they got enough money to put everything back how they found it? 
Can we have a bond to make sure? Are they so focussed on profit they have forgotten their obligations? 
Will we be forever worried they will carry on with this attitude throughout? This is a very dangerous and 
disruptive proposal and the least we should expect is robust and thorough investigations and plans. At 
the moment this is missing. 

For this reasons above I very strongly object and I sincerely hope you take my views into consideration. 
Yours Faithfully 
Clare Topham 
 
Please redact my email address and address. 

 
 




