
NY/2025/0030/ENV 

Land East of the Mill Yard, Burniston Mill, Coastal Road, Burniston, 
Scarborough, YO13 0DB  
 
Planning applications:  for wellsite, gas exploration, proppant squeeze and 
restoration Environmental permit: n/a 
Operator: Europa Oil & Gas plc Licence: PEDL343  

 

Re: Formal Objection to Europa Oil and Gas Drilling Proposal 

I am writing to formally object to the proposed drilling project by Europa Oil 
and Gas along the North Yorkshire coastline, specifically in the vicinity of 
Burniston. After careful consideration of the environmental, economic, and 
social impacts of this proposal, I strongly believe that the project should not go 
ahead for the following reasons: 

1. A Long-Term Threat to Our Climate 

Europa’s plan to drill and extract gas over the next 20 years directly contradicts 
the UK’s commitment to reducing carbon emissions and combating climate 
change. This project would contribute significantly to global warming by 
releasing substantial amounts of CO₂, methane and toxic VOCs into the 
atmosphere, further exacerbating the climate crisis and human health.  

2. Energy Security Claims 

 There is no need for new onshore gas exploration to contribute to meeting 
national energy security and supply. The arguments are complex but the data 
and changing policy environment means that the Officer’s conclusion that 
“there is a need for the development to contribute to national energy security 
and supply” is far too simplistic and wrong.  

Key points:  

-In terms of energy security, the UK compares well with OECD countries for 
self- sufficiency in gas and diversity and political stability of oil imports.  



-The UK has been a net importer of gas since 2006 and while the overall trend 
in domestic gas production is indeed downwards, in recent years production 
has actually increased.  

- The UK's gas demand is projected to fall significantly by 2050, with forecasts 
indicating a potential fall of between approximately 56% and over 80% from 
2023/2024 levels, depending on the scenario and the pace of the transition to 
low-carbon technologies. The Climate Change Committee (CCC) central 
"Balanced Pathway" scenario envisages a roughly 70% reduction in fossil gas 
demand by 2050 
 

3. National energy policy is shifting. 
The removal of paragraph 209(a) from the NPPF means that Mineral Planning 
Authorities no longer need to specifically recognise the benefits of onshore oil 
and gas developments for energy security or in supporting the transition to a 
low carbon economy.  

The language contained within the 2020 Energy White Paper (EWP) marks a 
significant shift from the last EWP published in 2007, putting efforts to fight 
climate change and a decisive shift away from fossil fuels at its core. This is not 
adequately recognised in the OR which narrowly quotes from the EWP’s oil 
and gas chapter (paragraph 9.9 in the OR). This is misleading as the EWP 
largely focuses on the offshore oil and gas sector (and mentions the onshore 
sector only once). Indeed, it is the offshore oil and gas sector which is a 
significant contributor to the UK economy (with the onshore sector playing a 
very minor role).  

Contradiction of UK’s Net Zero Policy 

The UK's Climate Change Act (2008) established a legally binding commitment 
to achieve net-zero carbon emissions by 2050. This policy is central to the UK’s 
approach to energy, aiming to drastically reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
across all sectors of the economy, including energy production. 

The extraction and use of fossil fuels, including natural gas, is incompatible 
with this legally binding target. While natural gas is often considered a 
"transition fuel" due to its lower carbon intensity compared to coal or oil, 
continuing to extract and burn gas undermines efforts to decarbonize the 
energy sector. It delays the transition to renewable energy and locks the 
country into a future of fossil fuel dependency. 

https://www.theccc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/CCC-Insights-Briefing-3-The-UKs-Net-Zero-target.pdf


4. Increased Green House Gas Emissions 

Even though natural gas is considered cleaner than coal, its extraction and 
combustion still release significant amounts of carbon dioxide (CO₂) and 
methane, a potent greenhouse gas. Methane leakage during extraction and 
transportation, in particular, significantly contributes to global warming. The 
UK’s climate policy aims to reduce emissions to near zero by 2050, and 
continuing to extract fossil fuels would impede progress toward this goal. 

5. Misleading Claims – Fracking in Disguise 

Europa’s use of the term “proppant squeeze” to describe the drilling technique 
is misleading and an attempt to circumvent the legal restrictions on hydraulic 
fracturing. While presented as a less aggressive method, it still involves 
fracturing rock formations to extract gas. This is, in effect, fracking by another 
name, with all the associated risks to the environment and local communities. 

6. No Benefit to Local Residents 

Contrary to the claims made by Europa, the gas extracted from this site will not 
benefit local residents. The gas will be sold on the global market and 
potentially exported, meaning it will not contribute to lowering local energy 
prices. This proposal will financially benefit Europa and their shareholders, 
rather than the people of North Yorkshire. 

7. Irreversible Damage to the Landscape 

The area in question is a designated Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and is 
situated near a national park. The proposed construction of a 100-foot drilling 
rig would irreparably damage the landscape, which is valued for its natural 
beauty and tranquillity. This project would be an eyesore visible for miles and 
would permanently alter the character of the area.. 

8. Risk to Geological Stability 

The site lies above the Peak fault line, and the cliffs in the area are already 
fragile. Europa’s proposed drilling and rock fracturing techniques could cause 
tremors, subsidence, or even damage to the cliffs themselves. The safety of 
these geological features, which are crucial to both the local environment and 
the integrity of the coastline, is at significant risk. 



• Edgon has failed to offer an updated, high resolution GeoHazards 
Assessment.  

• Faults are complex and unpredictable in their hydrogeological behaviour 
and should be regarded as conduit for fluids unless proven otherwise.  

• If horizontal stimulation is carried out, any faults intersected may act as 
fast-track conduits to the surface for contaminated well stimulation 
water and released methane.  

9. Widespread Underground Impact 

The proposed drilling operation will extend well beyond Burniston, with 
horizontal drilling reaching under surrounding land and properties, including 
areas towards Scalby. This raises concerns for residents whose properties lie 
well outside the immediate vicinity of the rig, as they could still be affected by 
underground drilling and potential ground subsidence. 

10. Threat to Water Safety 

Drilling through natural aquifers risks contaminating the local water supply, 
which serves both residents and wildlife. Any contamination of underground 
water sources could have severe long-term consequences for the community’s 
access to clean water. 

"Just as oil was to the 20th century, water is fast becoming the defining 
resource of the 21st century. Unfortunately however, unlike oil, there is no 
replacement for water.” https://data.cdp.net/  

The core aspect of Groundwater protection as stated in EA guidelines for 
planners and developers is the risk-based approach. The aim is to avoid 
potentially polluting activities being located in the most sensitive locations for 
groundwater. Developers are expected to provide proper assessments and 
adequate information so that planners can make the appropriate decisions.  

Clean groundwater is precious, finite and essential for health, the environment 
and our infrastructure. The groundwater catchment is vulnerable and it is our 
duty to support, conserve and protect this fragile groundwater ecosystem 
and to promote catchment management approaches that will ensure its 
purity and longevity.  

11. HEALTH CONSEQUENCES  



Because of the paucity of specific environmental with regard to proppant 
squeeze, the EA has had little opportunity to monitor, track or regulate 
proppant squeeze well stimulation activities. The exception would be industry 
self- reported incidences (well failure, accidents, spillages, contamination). 
There has been little permitting of chemicals, well stimulation methods, data 
collection on water abstractions and hence little disclosure of chemicals, 
monitoring of produced fluids or scrutiny of the most contentious aspect of the 
process of underground injection.  

If there were to be a spillage, leak, accident or migration of well stimulation 
fluids during any aspect of the drilling or production of oil, or in transportation 
to and from the site, the aquifer may be contaminated and as such, human 
health could be severely impacted.  

There are a number of potential human health hazards associated with well- 
stimulation-enabled oil and gas development with regards to air quality, water 
quality, and environmental exposure pathways.  

If there are leakage and emission pathways then it is nearly impossible to 
assess the risk because of the large number of chemicals, incomplete 
knowledge about which chemicals are present, how long these compounds 
persist and what their environmental and human health impacts are.  

Researchers and the public need access to sufficient levels of information on all 
chemicals involved in well stimulation, to begin an assessment of the toxicity, 
environmental profiles, and human health hazards associated with proppant 
squeeze stimulation fluids.  

Chemicals in recovered fluids and produced water may be toxic, persistent, or 
bio-accumulative.  

12. Dangerous Increase in HGV Traffic 

The testing phase alone will require over 1,000 heavy goods vehicles (HGVs), 
which will travel daily on narrow rural roads like Scalby Road and through 
Burniston village. This will increase noise, dust, and air pollution, as well as 
pose a risk to local road safety. The use of these small country roads is not 
suitable for such heavy traffic. 

13. Air, Noise, and Light Pollution 



The operation will generate significant levels of air pollution from machinery, 
HGVs, and gas flares, deteriorating the air quality for nearby homes, schools, 
and recreational areas. Additionally, the noise from drilling and heavy vehicle 
traffic will disrupt the peace of the community, while the 24/7 floodlighting 
will negatively impact both the environment and the health of local residents. 

Conclusion 
 
An application to drill for gas in the UK, particularly in a sensitive area like 
North Yorkshire, is in direct opposition to the country’s current and future 
energy policies. It undermines the UK’s net-zero commitment, delays the 
transition to renewable energy, and risks future environmental damage.  
 
 In light of these points, such a proposal runs contrary to the national energy 
policy and the UK’s leadership in addressing climate change. 

Thank you for considering my objection. 

Yours sincerely, 

Emily Mott 
Broadreed Farm 
Rowlands Castle PO96DZ 
South East Climate Alliance 
Weald Action Group 
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