
 

 

Response by Europa Oil and Gas to “Response from Burniston Parish 

Council”, received 13th November 2025 

Section 3 – Mining Waste Facility 

The planning application drawing “Potential Area of Hydrocarbon” (ref ZG-EOG-CLTN-PA-18) 

shows the borehole zone of deviation to the south west of the wellsite. Paragraph 115 of the 

Minerals Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) states that a distinction should be made in the 

location plan between those areas where surface works are proposed, shown with a red line, 

and the areas where only underground operations are proposed to take place, shown as a 

dotted red line. The area identified below ground includes the likely extent of any lateral 

boreholes. 

Paragraph 100 of the PPG states that the appraisal phase of hydrocarbon extraction can 

take several forms which include longer-term flow tests, and that much will depend on the 

size and complexity of the hydrocarbon reservoir involved. 

Section 4 – Seismological Testing 

Europa Oil and Gas (EOG) has always stated that seismological data will be gathered once 

planning permission has been granted. The responsible bodies for monitoring seismic risks 

are the Environment Agency and the North Sea Transition Authority. 

Section 6 – Procedural Issues  & “Permission Creep” 

Hydraulic Fracturing – Proppant Squeeze discrepancies 

The planning application does not detail the number of proppant squeeze stages but rather 

gives an outline of the proppant squeeze operation. The planning application takes into 

account a precautionary potential total volume of materials to be used in the operation at 

1200m3. For the purposes of seeking an environmental permit from the Environment Agency, 

EOG has taken the same precautionary case approach by stating that up to four proppant 

squeeze stages may be required. For the same reasons, EOG has stated in the permit 

application that the total volume of gelled liquid will not exceed 1200m3.  

The current expectation is that two proppant squeeze operations, lasting between 3 and 5 

hours, may be sufficient to enable flow testing to be undertaken in which case the volumes 

of fluid used will be less than that applied for in the permit as will therefore the associated 

HGVs, noise and air quality impacts. 

For the avoidance of doubt if it is necessary to carry out four stages, there will be no 

additional HGV numbers than is given in Table 4-3 of the Planning Statement and in Table 5 

of the Transport Assessment. 

The proppant squeeze operation will not exceed one week and the actual proppant squeeze 

stage(s) will take place during the daytime. The noise and vibration assessment concluded 

that the predicted noise impact would be marginally in the ‘adverse’ impact category for the 

short duration of the proppant squeeze operation at Flatts Farm. However, the level of noise 

from the site would match the level of continuous road traffic noise from the A165. Overall, 

the noise generated is deemed to be low. 

 



 

 

Cold Venting – Inconsistency between the Planning and the Environment Permit 

Application 

The intention as stated in the Planning Application is that all produced gas will be burnt at 

the flare. The implication is that all the gas is flammable. 

The Odour Management Plan addresses a “short period of time” (10-15 minute interval) in 

the testing phase of the operation where the produced gas is potentially still mingling with 

inert gas introduced into the wellbore in order to cleanout water and drill fluids introduced 

into the wellbore. At this point as stated in the Odour Management  Plan ignition will not 

occur and there may be some minutes of “flame-out” that result in venting a de minimis 

amount of gas.   

Production and disposal of oil – Inconsistency between the Planning and the Environment 

Permit Application 

Both the Waste Management Plan and the Odour Management Plan state very clearly the 

expected fluids are “dry natural gas accumulations within the target formations…” 

While dry gas is the expected fluid, both the Plans by their nature need to account of all 

possible contingencies. In this instance the Plans acknowledge that “Oils and/or gas 

condensate may also be flowed to a stock tank onsite for storage where it will remain 

pending collection by an Environment Agency licensed waste carrier and transported 

offsite to an oil refinery.”  

The Odour Plan re-iterates again “For clarity, it is anticipated that well bore fluids from the 

Cloughton-2 Well will be dry natural gas and therefore the potential for crude oil, 

condensate and formation water is limited.”  

For the avoidance of doubt the expected fluid based on the results of the Cloughton#1 well 

is natural gas as detailed in the planning application. 

Delineation of ‘the site’ 

The text on page 19 of the Planning Statement should state: ‘A HDPE impermeable 

membrane will be installed across the wellsite under a CQA plan.’ 

Section 7 – Europa Oil and Gas proposal compared with the Minerals and Waste Joint Plan 

Policy D06 – Landscape 

BPC has misquoted the reference in the Environmental Statement. ‘The drill is expected to 

be 30m tall and will be highly visible from the surrounding’ and ‘it could have a significant 

impact in terms of scenic value’ are from the conclusions of the Screening Opinion issued by 

NYC, reproduced in Appendix 2.1 of the Environmental Statement. 


