
Concerns  – From the public  after the Community Engagement Meeting in Dec 2019 

ENVIRONMENT 
 

I am concerned that the environmental impacts of this development have been under evaluated 
and that, even in the short term, let alone the long term, will create air, land and ecological 
contamination of my neighbourhood  

 The River Yar is in close proximity to this site and I am concerned that this is at risk of 
contamination from site spill, particularly during heavy rainy periods 

 The hedgerows around this area are a popular nesting and sheltering site for a variety of species of 
birds and insects and I am concerned that these will be cut back or removed for site access. 

 There is an AONB in close proximity to the site and a popular hiking route that is used by locals and 
tourists and who will be exposed to activity, fumes and  noise from the site 

 I am concerned that the surrounding soil and ditches beyond the site boundary will be polluted 
from overflow of chemicals, oil waste and other strata pollutants from the site in the event of 
accident,  spill or flooding – particularly given the levels of rain flooding experienced this year . The 
amount of runoff from the bank below the St Gorges site was prolific right  down to the main road. 

 This will disturb local wildlife and I am not confident that UKOG has fully consulted with the 
appropriate local agencies and wildlife groups.  

 Stripping the soil away over  2 hectares  and creating an industrial site in this area will cause 
damage without consideration to the creatures that enrich and enhance the land. You can't 
replace that with topsoil after the event and hope to have the same ecological balance as UKOG 
claims. 

 This will disturb local wildlife and the damage will never really be known or understood. 

 This area has a lot of surface water, including the River Yar which will subjected to multiple forms 
of air pollution from the site. 

 The site will be visible from the ridge of the AONB and will destroy what is, or should be, a 
landscape delight. 

 Light pollution 24hours per day from the site will disturb all wildlife in the region and ruin the dark 
sky potential of the area despite UKOGs statement that they will ensure all lights are down shaded 

 I am completely fed up with the constant demand from people who want to erode and ruin our 
peaceful enjoyment  of green environment and spaces for financial gain and nothing more . We 
need to keep our green spaces and not destroy them piecemeal. 

 How can we be part of the Biosphere initiative if we permit our green and quiet spaces to become 
industrial worksites that produce nothing to balance or enhance our locality?  

 Our quiet and wildlife rich views across the area will be completely annihilated by this 
development .  It is unthinkable that we should sit quietly and allow this to happen without any 
consideration to the residents of this area. 

 This is not a temporary development by any stretch of the imagination and the site could never be 
returned to its original ecological state and be visually unobtrusive during the development.  Who 
does UKOG think they dealing with here? 

 According to evidence from  global industry organisation Schlumberger,  6% of wells will leak 
immediately and all wells will leak eventually. Chemicals, oil, saline, radioactive materials  and 
other contaminants are left in these wells after decommissioning and will to leak into the strata. 
This will be our legacy for future generations on the Island. It is shameful. 

 I was told at the  UKOG meeting that that an Environmental Impact Assessment is not necessary 
although  no-one has  met with local IOW Ecology, Environment and Archaeology Study Groups 
including Natural England and the CPRE to review their  detailed records and data on ecological 
and historic areas of specific scientific interest and habitat protection.  I cannot believe that they 
have decided this and I hope that the planning authority will insist that an EIA  is undertaken and 
thoroughly analysed. 

 What percentage of environmental risk factor will the planning committee consider to be “non- 
significant  and acceptable?”   
 



TRAFFIC& ROADS 
 

Access to the site will be very dangerous as the roadway is very narrow, visibililty poor  and the 
size and nature of the HGV and other flatbed vehicles needed to transport the site vehicles are 
huge.  

 HGV vehicle trips between 5 and 15 per day are forecast by UKOG for a period of between 80 and 
90 weeks just for exploration of Arreton Well and yet this has been quoted as far less than 
probable. However records from activities and Horse Hill and Broadford Bridge sites show that 
these do not include other vans, trucks and work vehicles as well as site transport vehicles which 
increase traffic and congestion in an already congested area. 

 The proposed routes to sites for HGV and other large industrial machinery bearing vehicles  will 
produce nightmarish scenarios for traffic congestion and traffic jams on the main arterial roads 
from ports to the general area to service both sites. 

 Having driven the proposed route to the site just above Roud it is laughable to consider how a 
fleet of industrial vehicles,  over extended periods of time cannot have a huge impact on road 
surfaces, accident increases, hedgerows  and road blocks. These roads are totally unsuitable for 
this constant stream of traffic. The repair to roads and underlying infrastructure will be 
astronomical...and who will pay? 

 How will emergency service vehicles be able to access and serve the local residents competently if 
there is such an increase of daily traffic over such a long period? 

GEOLOGY Stephen Sanderson , CEO of UKOG constantly compares the IOW strata and oil finds  to Horse Hill 
in the Weald, stating that their activity there can be replicated due to similar geology. But our 
Geology is Wessex Strata and is the tail end of the famous Wytch farm find, not Weald strata, and 
this does not bring confidence to the table. They did frack some of the Wytch farm wells. 

 I am concerned about the possibility of earthquakes as the island’s geology is very fragile. UKOG 
states in its booklet  that there will be no earthquakes through drilling  as the Newdigate Swarm, 
close to Horse Hill. They say the The British Geological Survey confirms this - unsurprising since  
the last time financial figures were produced,  the BGS’s annual report showed 29% of the 
organisation’s funds came from companies involved in oil and gas industry, including Chevron, 

ConocoPhillips, Exxon, BG Group and Schlumberger. 
Can we expect this to be an independent opinion? 

 It has still not been fully proven that the recent spate of earthquakes in the Newdigate area has 
not  been caused by the drilling activities at Horse Hill. I am aware that Stuart Haszeldine, 
Professor of Carbon Capture and Storage at the University of Edinburgh has investigated 
independently probable links between drilling in the Weald and the swarm of seismic events at 
Newdigate. So I am not convinced that drilling here - like at Horse Hill will not cause earthquakes in 
our already fractured geology.  

 There is too much uncertainty about the stability of the geology on the Island, with frequent small 
movements causing landslips and leading to unstable coastal  falls. How can we consider even 
further risks by the possibility of multiple wells being drilled on the island? 

 I am not convinced that UKOG's statement about conventional drilling is bona fide. I have 
researched some of their other site activity and this has not been without criticism at both agency 
level and community level.  How will you know that what they are doing underground is what they 
say they are doing?  

ECONOMIC UKOG is a newcomer as extraction operators for oil and gas and their record of activity, problems 
and success  in various sites on the Weald is not good. I am not confident that this company has 
the technical or financial capability to conduct this exploration safely and without risk to the 
economic limitations of the company or the Island (2018 end of Year statement revealed deficit of 
over £16 million) 

 Planning Officers should demand a substantial warranty bond ADVANCE PAYMENT from UKOG for 
the punctual and full restoration of sites and not allow two years delay of restoration as happened 
at their site in Markwells Wood. 
 

https://frack-off.org.uk/government-advisors-sponsored-by-fracking-industry/
https://frack-off.org.uk/government-advisors-sponsored-by-fracking-industry/


 I have seen a good deal of evidence reported in the press, their RNS statements and presentations 
for their investors  that UKOG will not observe the regulatory scheme, will underestimate the 
levels of activity  and impacts of their well sites and will seek to avoid responsibility to restore the 
land and water they pollute to its natural state. Regardless of what they said in their flash 
pamphlet. 

 I am concerned that, due to inadequate funding,   the IWC planning and enforcement authority, 
will struggle to deal with appropriate and efficient monitoring of oil and gas extraction on the 
island and the enforcement of any mitigation suggestions by UKOG in its planning application. 
Who will check them when they are self regulating? 

 UKOG is having very little success at its Horse Hill and Broadford Bridge sites and produced only 
minimal amounts of oil last year, despite its claims that they are working to find viable and 
economic reserves of oil and managing to extract them for the good of the home grown supply to 
the UK.   

 UKOG share prices have fluctuated like a roller coaster ride over the past two years and they are 
only interested in boosting their share prices in order to pay salaries and keep  investors happy  
and their 8 subsidiary companies afloat. Where is BP? Conoco? Shell? Not interested!  In the 
meantime they will put up the charade of prospecting with all the harm that will do to our green 
spaces  and  environment and people living within shouting distance of their sites. They should not 
be permitted to do this - they have no social licence! 

 There has been no convincing case made for the existence of more easily recoverable 
hydrocarbons on the island since the 1980s and the most recent BGS survey insists that there is 
very little evidence of economic  quantities of oil here.  This is a charade for UKOG investors. 

 How many oil wells will these guys want to drill? They are already planning to drill another 4 wells 
at Horse Hill and a waste water disposal well,  because their rate of oil flow is very low. We will 
end up with multiple well sites and wells as Stephen Sanderson has been captured on video saying 
" wells have to be drilled back to back in a kind of industrial process " 
It won't be just one hole in the ground. 

 I have no confidence in a company that stays afloat by issuing enough shares for less than a penny 
a share for everyone on the globe to own one! 

 UKOG  is seeking “permission creep”  by claiming that it will only be an exploration well over 3 
years, when in reality they are hoping to be able to go to full production and expand well sites and 
wells over a 25 year period of the licence. How can they possibly claim that this will be a 
temporary activity and therefore attempt to minimise the obvious cumulative environmental 
impact of the industry on our island? 

 I read an independent report that at Leith Hill, on the mainland, house prices plummeted by 30% 
for properties in close proximity to the well pad site - and that was before planning permission was 
actually submitted.  The value of my property is at stake here !  

 It was very obvious from my discussion at the UKOG Public Meeting in December  that  their claims 
about their firm environmental protection concerns were very much secondary to their perceived 
need to ship more oil off the island for important items such as rulers for schools and headsets and 
containers for yoghurt! It was embarrassing really  

 I am not sure that the promise of a 6% payout to IOW  communities from profits will amount to 
much when UKOG currently functions on  a deficit of £14 million and told us they will need to use 
their profit from Horse Hill (not happening) to start at Arreton. 

 Property Agencies have a section in their documentation regarding the proximity of properties to 
within 4km of oil and gas sites. I am concerned that having a well pad so close to my property will 
have a detrimental  impact on my property value. At the Leith Hill Site - Surrey  properties in the 
surrounding area dropped in value by 30% just from the threat of planning permission being 
submitted. 
 
 



AIR QUALITY & 
CO 2 

I am really worried about the closeness  of the Arreton drill site to the Biodigester Plant.  UKOG say 
they will flare the gas from the well. Is this a good idea as there is also often a smell of venting gas 
from the digester plant? 

 I read recently a report that Hydrogen Sulphide release is a by product of oil and gas drilling. Levels 
of the gas have been recorded from Horse Hill in Surrey. This is a very toxic gas and could be 
carried from the site by the usual south westerly wind direction to residences and farms. 

 UKOG’s  Environmental  Impact Screening Document for Arreton  says that they will be flaring the 
gas from the exploration site drilling and that they expect the site will produce  greenhouse gas 
emissions from 10,000 to 15,000 tons of CO2  equivalent  just for this phase. They don’t say that 
this includes the emissions from the 5,880 HGV journeys planned  for the 86 week period and the 
increased emissions from other vehicles accessing the  site and the inevitable traffic jams . How 
have they assessed this?  Where are the figures? 

 UKOG’s  Environmental  Impact Screening Document for Arreton  says that the EA states current 
levels of background pollution 1 km  radius from the Arreton area site are very low therefore they 
did not do any base line monitoring for their report! Surely IWC should ensure that this is 
independently assessed prior  to the developing the site so that the baseline is recorded and levels 
of increased pollution can be monitored against it. 

 Will the IWC planning officers discuss this application with the landowners and Eastern Yar farmers 
whose livelihoods depend on the  production of crops and livestock around the site given that this 
is an industrial process in the midst of their land?   

 It has been agreed  by the UK and majority of informed  nations that we have enough fossil fuels to 
transition to renewable if we act now.  We also know we cannot meet our decarbonisation targets 
by 2030 if we burn more than 30% of what already exists in known fossil fuel resources globally 
and that we should not be permitting new exploration of oil and gas. This is as clear as glass!! The 
planning committee should  reject planning permission on this basis alone. 

 I don’t care if UKOG says it is not Fracking.  It is what is happening on the surface that concerns 
me. We should not be turning our valuable and valued green spaces over to a polluting  industry to 
play with to produce minimal quantities of fossil fuels that are having  to be phased out by nation’s 
governments  to prevent rapid global climate and environmental degradation.  We have to make a 
stand and say NO! 

 If Horse Hill is anything to go by – and UKOG said at its meeting that it was, then this will not just 
be one hole in the ground pumping pollution into the air and into the soil. It will be many well pads 
and many wells to produce a meagre supply of oil for plastics and fuel.  The cumulative effect will 
be disastrous for IOW and it will take permitting just one well pad to start that process of disaster 
– So please object! 

Write to the clerk or chair of your local Parish or Town Council 

Write to your Ward Councillor 

Key Planning Officers  (Not the planning committee) 

Chris Mills Chris.Mills@IOW.gov.uk   

Oliver Boulter    Oliver.Boulter@IOW.gov.UK  

Russell Chick Russell.Chick@IOW.gov.uk  

Chris Quirk (Chair of the Planning Committee)   Chris.Quirk@IOW.GOV.UK 

Bob Seely        bob.seely.mp@parliament.uk 

PLEASE BE POLITE – These officials  are doing their best under tremendous financial and government  

pressure.  They are more likely to respond if you ask nicely!!! 
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