
Good afternoon Mr Rowley,

I am writing as a member of the Frack Free Isle of Wight community group.

I am hoping to offer relevant supporting information with regard to the reformation of the APPG on shale gas. I am 
particularly hoping that you will be able to form a separate APPG session, specifically focusing on 'non fracking' 
unconventional drilling and discussion, regarding the additional definition of 'unconventional drilling' to the 
method known as limestone stimulation, acid fracking or acidisation.

We are linked to the Weald Action Group, since our licences and operators at Horse Hill and Broadford Bridge are 
the same we and travel to share expertise on planning, technical issues, drilling, flaring, regulatory matters and 
impact assessment across the water so to speak.

Our island has a 200sq km licence for oil extraction held by UK Oil and Gas, solo Oil PLC and Doriemus PLC. 
(Map attached) There is one appraisal prospect in Arreton and several further unexplored prospects across the 
AONBs of the southern half of the island.The amount of oil in place for the total area has not been stated although 
currently Arreton is predicted to provide 6 days of supply of oil for the uk, being 10.7 million barrels. 

In correspondence and statements to their investors, UKOG  is labelling this region as conventional extraction.  The
definition of conventional drilling has always been associated, historically, as single vertical wells drilled into 
reservoirs of fuels which can be pumped to the surface without any further aggressive well stimulation. This, in 
fact, took place here on the island at different times up to the late 1970s. These wells were not considered to be 
economically viable at that time. 

So the situation here is complicated in that UKOG's CEO Stephen Sanderson stresses that drilling for the tight oil 
on the island would be conventional but would require multiple horizontal wells and include new and innovative 
acid stimulation to avoid needing to use fracking. I am guessing he hopes this helps to make the community feel 
less threatened. He is calling this style of extraction conventional because DECC guidance classifies limestones and
sandstones as conventional strata, when in fact it is now understood that some limestones and sandstones are only 
semi permeable. 

The targetted strata is purported to be the Portland which is mainly semi permeable limestone. We have studied the 
geology of the IOW with an experienced geologist who has used her own data in addition to the Geological data 
from the OGA Report in 2016, (please see attached), to confirm these findings. It is clear to us that the target could 
be, not just the semi permeable limestone regions containing tight oil but also the deeper shale Lias region.  
Therefore we are concerned that despite statements to the contrary, the temptation to adapt any planning 
permissions to move from one technique to another to maximise economic return is very real.

There is no specific regulatory policy regarding massive acidisation even though it is an aggressive type of 
stimulation using high concentrations and volumes of Hydrochloric acid and sometimes Hydrofluoric acid along 
with a variety of other chemicals to stimulate the flow of fuels by dissolving fissures in oil bearing limestones.

Additionally since currently only fracking is considered unconventional and there is no confirmation of acidisation 
or acid stimulation as an unconventional extraction method, there is a real danger of a definite regulatory loophole 
through which this type of operation can slip.  

Some examples;  since the major project leads are in AONBs, claimed conventional wells can be drilled from the 
surface for exploration and appraisal ; the chemical fluids mixed with brine and mineral contaminants brought to 
the surface can be re-used or injected into deep waste water wells without treatment, rather than shipped to a 
suitable facility for safe disposal. All this and more, even though we believe acidisation to be unconventional and as
damaging as fracking to the island's ecology, economy and inhabitants, both human and otherwise, but lacking 
relevant regulation.

The entire southern half of our island contains our major and minor extraction aquifers and surface sources of 
water, although we still have to import 30% from the mainland. Add to this the geological fragility of the area and 
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massive tourist and farming industry that supports our economy, we simply cannot ignore the very real possibility 
of severe negative impacts for the entire population.

We are also concerned with the new NPPF regulatory statement that all fossil fuel extraction other than fracking 
should be regarded as permitted development, thus fast tracking and cutting through normal planning processes, 
removing local planning authority decision making and community consultation, similarly with fracking considered
as nationally significant infrastructure.

Most significantly the pursuance of new fossil fuel exploration and extraction wells across almost 60% of the UK 
goes against our internationally agreed accord to keep 70 % of existing resources underground in order to prevent 
cataclysmic climate change.

I hope that this information will prove helpful and that you will be able to discuss our concerns within the APPG.  I 
am sure this represents the views of our membership and supporters

Thank you for taking the time to read this email


