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ENVIRONMENT  & HEALTH 
The River Yar is in close proximity to this site and I am concerned that there is a risk of contamination from site 
spill, particularly during heavy rainy periods and the flooding experienced over the past two years. The water 
drainage system planned in this application does not take account of spills from collisions with HGV tankers 
carrying pollutants on the entry track to the site or on the road itself. 

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.  

The public footpath crosses  the planned access road to the main entrance to the site. Even though there are 
gateways planned there will always be the possibility of danger to the public due to vehicles and industrial plant. 

Stripping the soil away over  2 .5 hectares  and creating an industrial site in this area will cause damage without 
consideration to the creatures that enrich and enhance the existing land. You can't replace that with topsoil after 
the event and hope to have the same ecological balance as this company  claims. 

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

Light pollution 24hours per day from the site will disturb all wildlife in the area around the site and on the AONB. 
Down lighting will not be enough to prevent impacts on the dark sky potential of the area despite the company  
statement that they will ensure all lights are down shaded 

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 or bring lasting employment?  

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 this company think they 
are fooling here? 

According to evidence from  global industry organisation Schlumberger,  due to human error and ultimately 
degradation of the well structures - 6% of wells will leak immediately and all wells will leak eventually in the years 
following decommission.  Chemicals, oil, saline, radioactive strata materials and other contaminants are left in 
these wells after abandonment and will to leak into the strata.  

What percentage of environmental risk factor will the planning committee consider to be “non- significant and 
acceptable?”  Whatever the impacts these will be additional to the current impacts of other industrial installations 
in the area so it is an obvious increased cumulative risk. 

TRAFFIC  
Access to the site will be very dangerous as the roadway is very narrow, visibility 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’s traffic plan for a period of between 80 and 90 
weeks just for exploration of Arreton Well. But what about all the other vehicles that will want access?  Figures 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. 

Having driven the proposed routes to the site from Ryde, Fishbourne and Yarmouth and it is laughable to consider 
how a perpetual fleet of industrial vehicles,  over extended periods of time cannot have a huge impact on road 
surfaces, accident increases and road blocks. These roads are totally unsuitable with some areas difficult enough 
to manoeuvre for this constant stream of traffic.  The repair to roads and underlying infrastructure will be 
astronomical...and who will pay? 

GEOLOGY 
The company  constantly says the IOW strata and oil finds  are like  Horse Hill in the Weald and that their activity 
there will be the same here.  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.  

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. 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. 
  



Sheet A  Please use these as a factual guide.  Don’t just cut and paste but write in your own style 

How will the council know that what they are doing underground is what they say they are doing? Who is going to 
monitor this because the oil and gas industry is self regulating?  It should be part of any permission granted that 
local enforcement officers should be given regular access to the site and their activity data. 

There is no recent BGS recorded data of seismic activity levels on the island and no active monitoring station, it 
should  be requested as a condition of this application being accepted,  that the company should pay for BGS 
monitoring station to be set up for monitoring of the area around Arreton the radial parameters of the island’s 
major fault lines and identified slippage areas. 
ECONOMY, SUSTAINABILITY AND VIABILITY 

I have seen a good deal of evidence reported in the press, RNS statements and presentations for their investors  
that the company  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. 

Onshore oil and gas operators and the Government  NPPF strategy for planners state that priority should be given 
for planning applications that will provide  viable and economic reserves of onshore indigenous fossil fuels.  This 
application is only to recover 3.7 million barrels of oil which is currently 2.5 days supply for the UK  and would 
probably take 10 years to recover  if at all. That is not viable or economically sound.  

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 the rate of oil flow is very low. We will end up with multiple well sites and as 
this has been captured on video " multiple 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 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 !  

I am not sure that the promise of a 6% payout to IOW  communities from profits before tax and business rates  
should be taken into consideration during this application process . It is doubtful that this would materialise. 

Property Agencies have a section in their documentation regarding the proximity of properties to within a 4km 
range 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 if oil wells are within this distance.  

AIR POLLUTION AND EMISSIONS 
I am really worried about the closeness  of the Arreton drill site to the Biodigester Plant.  The company says they 
will flare the gas from the well.  Is this a good idea as there is also often a smell of venting and flaring  gas from the 
digester plant? 

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 exploration 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? 

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?   

Why are we allowing new wells to be drilled? We should be following the plan to reduce UK  emissions and 
reliance on burning  fossil fuels. The IWC has declared a climate emergency. The planning committee should  reject 
planning permission on this basis alone. 

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 nations’ governments  to prevent 
rapid global climate change and environmental degradation by plastic pollution.  We have to make a stand and say 
NO! 

127  million barrels of oil are available and the company will want them all. This not just one exploration well . It 
will not just be one hole in the ground pumping pollution into the air. It will require many well pads and many 
wells across the island in the various prospects and many wells to economically produce it. 

 


