2

The respo2se 202 2 e2 gdale ClI2 ate Act 02 Network to the opportu2 ty g ve2 by the I2spector to 2
produce Arther work 02 var ous po2 ts regard2 g hydrocarbo2s. 2

A

A

Policy MA A AiA-further explanation on this policy and why drilling under a National Park/ANOB is A
considered to Ae major development. A

02 Apr 120 2015, the U.S. Geolog cal Survey released a report that co2 r2 ed what 2 a2y sc e2t sts have 2
lo2g speculated: the Zack2 g process causes earthquakes. Spec2 cally, over the last seve2 years, 2

geolog cally stable reg 02s 02the U.S., 2 clud2 g parts 02Alaba2 a, Arka2sas, Colorado, Ka2sas, New 2
Mex2Zo, Oh o, Oklaho2 a a2d Texas, have exper e2ced 2 ove2 e2ts 2 aults that have 2ot 2 oved 2 2 Il 02s2
of years. Plus, it's difficult or impossible to predict where future fracking-caused earthquakes will occur. 2

Link to US Government report on earthquakes caused by fracking: w arthquake.usgs.gov/research/induced/w

It is therefore impossible to claim that deep horizontal drilling under a National Park/AONB will have no 2
effect. 2

The 'Out of sight, out of mind' attitude to protecting our most precious landscapes is akin to that which has 2
lead to the degradation of our oceans. 2

2

For both Policy M16 and M17 we would also like to draw your attention to our initial response to the 2

Mineral and Waste Consultation on the number of truck movements resulting from 100 pads would be 1.12

million truck movements if some of the water is piped in and 3.13 million truck movements if all water 2
offsite as calculated from figures in the Institute of Directors Report -Infrastructure for Business‘getting

shale gas working” . gasplc.com/media/3067/iod-getting-shale-gas-working-main-2

report.pdf data from table 41 p.128 This could easily be an underestimate. The report was produced for 2

and by the industry. (Plan for Ryedale is between 400-500 pads)2

2

Policy M17 (4) (i) — justification on the 500m buffer around residential properties and other sensitive A
receptors A

A minimum separation distance of 350 metres from a residential property is applied for a typical wind 2
turbine in England. Ms Lieven says, "There is no comparison betw  n fracking and wind farms, w

here turbines are higher, and w igs are only in place for a short time".w

She is quite right - there is absolutely no comparison. 2

A wind turbine has a large visual impact and causes noise pollution close to it, but is otherwise benign. 2
A drilling rig and the associated fracking have the potential to cause: 2

e Groundwater pollution (through seepage / leakage underground, or accidental spillage of 2
contaminated water on the surface) 2

e Air pollution causing a risk to human health. The University of Maryland’s School of Public Health 2

recommended a minimum distance of 2,000 feet (over 600m) from any well. They cite studies that 2

show increased hospitalization rates, decreased birth weights and increased cancer risks in those 2

that live close to a well. 2

Link 2 or the University of Maryland’s School of Public Health report: 2arcellushealth.org/2

Light pollution as the rig is lit up throughout the night 2

Visual pollution from the 2 hectare industrial site associated with the well 2

Noise pollution, if not from the drilling itself, then certainly from the associated truck movements 2

to bring water on site and remove waste water. 2

Thergs wll 20t, as she cla2 s, 02ly be 2 place 02ly 2or a short t2 e - each well s te could have 20-50 well 2
bores, each dr lled success vely 2 order to explo t the resource thoroughly, there2re 2 ost | kely sce2ar o 2
s co2t2 uous dr 12 g 2or several years. 2



Based 02 the above, there s a2 ple just2 cat 02 ora 5002 bu2er arou2d res de2t al propert es. 2

Ms Lidve2 co2 pla2 s that, " The 2 pact (of a 500m buffw zonwaweund wsidwntial pvopw tivs) would be 2
largely to 2 pose a2 except 02al c rcu2 sta2ce test across the whole | ce2ce area. There are propert es 2
across the releva2t area. For a large part o2the | ce2ce area there would be a2 except o2al c rcu2 sta2ces 2
test." 2

The 2act that dr 112 g would be excluded 2 large parts o2the | ce2ce area s a co2seque2ce o2the 2act that 2
E2gla2d s de2sely populated a2d does 2ot have the large tracts o2u2occup ed la2d where Zack2 g has 2
bee2 poss ble 2 the US. It s NOT a reaso2 to weake2 the pla2 glawstoallow drll2 g2 u2sutable 2
locat 02s because we have 2owhere else to do t. 2

2

Policy MA AA we support the de2 to2s a2d expla2atory text that s 2 the Pla2 02 the splt betwee2 2
co2ve2t o02al a2d u2co2ve2t o2al a2d are co2cer2ed that the 2 terest a2d accepta2ce o2the 2 dustry 2
see? s to be o2ut2 ost 2 porta2ce. 2

"dows not adwguatwly addw ss thwindustw concwns, nw d tow iw and look at fuvthw changws" w
MM38 02 pages 31-32 2
2
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