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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 This Statement of Case (SoC) has been prepared by Angus Energy Weald Basin No. 
3 Limited (‘the Appellant’) in support of a planning appeal made by the Appellant 
under The Town and Country Planning (Appeals) (Written Representations 
Procedure) (England) Regulations 2009 as amended by The Town and Country 
Planning (Appeals) (Written Representations Procedure and Advertisements) 
(England) (Amendment)  Regulations 2013.  

1.2 This appeal is submitted in response to the decision by the Minerals Planning 
Authority (MPA), West Sussex County Council (WSCC), to refuse planning 
permission (application ref WSCC/045/20) for the following: 

“Temporary permission for exploration and appraisal comprising the removal of 

drilling fluids and subsequent engineering works with an extended well test for 

hydrocarbons along with site security fencing and site restoration” 

1.3 The Site address is Lower Stumble Exploration Site, London Road, Balcombe, 
Haywards Heath.  The application was reported to the Planning Committee on 2nd 
March 2021, with the Planning Officer recommending that planning permission 
should be granted.  

1.4 The MPA’s Planning Committee refused planning permission for the following reason:  

“The proposed development would represent major development in the High Weald 
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, for which there are no exceptional 
circumstances, and which is not in the public interest. There are alternative sources 
of hydrocarbon supply, both indigenous and imported, to meet the national need, 
there would be minimal benefit to the local economy from the development, and there 
is scope for meeting the need in some other way, outside of nationally designated 
landscapes. It would therefore be contrary to Policies M7a and M13 of the West 
Sussex Joint Local Minerals Plan (2018) and paragraphs 170 and 172 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (2019).” 

1.5 The Appellant considers that there is no planning basis for refusal of the Approval 
Application for the reasons set out in this SoC.  Planning permission should therefore 
be granted and the appeal allowed. 
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2  BACKGROUND 

2.1 The Appellant, Angus Energy, is an independent onshore oil and gas development 
company focused on advancing its portfolio of licensed UK assets. Founded in 2009, 
Angus Energy is an Oil and Gas Authority (OGA) approved operator and a member 
of United Kingdom Onshore Oil and Gas (UKOOG) – the representative body for the 
UK onshore oil and gas industry. Further information can be read at Angus Energy 
at: https://www.angusenergy.co.uk/.   

2.2 The Applicant is currently an operator in three licences in the Weald Basin in the 
south of England: 

a) Brockham, near Dorking, in Production Licence (PL) 235; 

b) Lidsey oil f ield, near Bognor Regis, in Petroleum Exploration and Development 

Licence (PEDL) 241; and  

c) Balcombe wellsite, near Crawley (PEDL 244). 

2.3 Angus Energy also has an interest in PEDL 143, in Surrey.  

2.4 The Appellant holds a 25% stake in PEDL 244, which covers an area of 154km2 to 
the south east of Crawley and is shown on Figure 1, below.  The Appellant received 
OGA approval on 22nd May 2018 that allows the Appellant to operate the Balcombe 
site in partnership with Cuadrilla Balcombe Limited (56.25%) and Lucas Bolney 
Limited (18.75%). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.5 Angus Energy is a responsible operator, with an excellent track record with regard to 
health and safety and the protection of the environment.   

  

Figure 1: Petroleum Exploration and Development Licence (PEDL) 244 (shaded yellow) and 

Balcombe Wellsite (indicated with a black dot) (OGA, 2021).  

https://www.angusenergy.co.uk/


Balcombe Wellsite   Statement of Case 

5 
 

3 SITE AND SURROUNDINGS 

3.1 The Site comprises an area of hard-standing (previously used as a drilling platform) 
with an associated access road, and some encroaching ruderal vegetation. Two-
metre high security fencing currently surrounds the Site on all sides.  

3.2 The Site is located in a predominantly rural area, approximately 800m to the south of 
the village of Balcombe. It is bounded by the B2036 (London Road) to the west, an 
area of forestry storage to the north, and the existing access track to the south and 
east, which links to London Road.  Beyond this to the northeast lies the London to 
Brighton railway line, on an elevated bank.  Surrounding the Site is Lower Stumble 
Wood, Upper Beanham Wood and Lower Beanham Wood, all of which are 
designated Ancient and Semi-Natural Woodlands.   

3.3 The Site falls within the administrative boundaries of WSCC and Mid Sussex District 
Council (MSDC).  

3.4 The Site extends to 0.58 hectares (ha). The Site is shown on ‘Figure 1: Site Location 

Plan’ (Document 06a), submitted with the application, and Figure 2, below.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3.5 No Public Rights of Way (PRoW) cross the Site. The closest PRoWs to the Site are 
footpath BALCOMBE 13Ba-1, located approximately 320m north of the Site, and 
footpath BALCOMBE 17Ba-1, located approximately 450m west of the Site.  

3.6 The closest residential properties to the Site are: 

Figure 2: Balcombe Wellsite (solid red line boundary), London Road, Balcombe, West Sussex.  
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a) Properties at Kemp’s Farm, the nearest of which is located approximately 310m 

northwest of the Site; 

b) Bowder’s Cottage, located approximately 530m southeast of the Site;  

c) Properties adjacent to Hayward’s Heath Road, including Unitroy Cottages, 

located approximately 630m east of the Site; and  

d) Upper Pilstye Cottages and Pilstye Farm Cottage, located approximately 660m 

and 700m southwest of the Site respectively.  

3.7 The Balcombe estate Saw Mill is located approximately 500m east of the Site.  

Flood Risk and Water Resources 

3.8 The Environment Agency’s (EA’s) Flood Risk Map indicates that the Site is located 
entirely within Flood Zone 1 (lowest risk of flooding), which represents land assessed 
as having a ‘low risk’ of f luvial or tidal f looding, of less than 1 in 1,000 annual 
probability (<0.1%). 

3.9 The Site is situated within a Drinking Water Protected Area and a Drinking Water 
Safeguard Zone for surface water. It does not fall within a Drinking Water Safeguard 
Zones for groundwater, a Source Protection Zone or a Nitrate Vulnerable Zone.  The 
nearest groundwater source protection zone is 2.3km to the north-west of the Site. 

Geology 

3.10 The Site lies on Wadhurst Clay, around 47m in thickness.  This is classified as 
‘unproductive strata’ because it is identif ied as being unable to provide usable water 
supplies.  It is unlikely to have surface water and wetland dependent upon them.  The 
clay also acts as a natural barrier to the migration of either groundwater or gases 
between permeable strata. 

3.11 Below the clay lie the Ashdown Beds, 212m thick.  These comprise a ‘secondary 
aquifer’ formed of fine-grained silty sandstone and mudstone.  This contains naturally 
high levels of methane but this does not pose a risk to groundwater due to the natural 
geological strata.  Below the Ashdown Beds lies the Kimmeridge Clay and below this, 
the hydrocarbon-bearing Micrite Beds into which the lateral well extends. 

Ecology and Biodiversity 

3.12 Ardingly Reservoir Local Nature Reserve (LNR) is located approximately 1.1km 
northeast of the Site. There is one other LNR within 5km of the Site, that being Blunts 
and Paiges Wood LNR, located approximately 4.4km south of the Site. 

3.13 There are three Sites of Special Scientif ic Interest (SSSI) within 5km of the Site, the 
closest of which is Wakehurst & Chiddingly Woods SSSI, located approximately 
2.2km northeast of the Site.  

3.14 There are no National Nature Reserves, Special Areas of Conservation or Special 
Protection Areas within 5km of the Site. 
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3.15 The Site is adjacent to Lower Stumble Wood Ancient & Semi-Natural Woodland to 
the north and Lower Beanham Wood Ancient & Semi-Natural Woodland to the south. 
Upper Stumble Wood/ Upper Beanham Wood Ancient & Semi-Natural Woodland is 
located approximately 60m to the east of the Site, and Pilstye Wood Ancient & Semi-
Natural Woodland is located approximately 80m southwest of the wellsite and 20m 
west of the Site access track, beyond the B2036.   

Cultural Heritage  

3.16 There are nine listed buildings within 1km of the Site, the closest of which are Grade 
II Kemp’s Farmhouse and Grade II* Kemp’s House, located approximately 330m 
north of the Site.  

3.17 There is one Scheduled Monument within 5km of the Site, that being ‘Philpots Camp: 
a promontory fort and Mesolithic rock shelters 500m north west of Philpots Farm’, 
located approximately 4.7km to the northeast of the Site. 

3.18 There are five registered parks and gardens within 5km of the Site, the closest of 
which is Grade II* Borde Hill, located approximately 2km south of the Site.  

3.19 Balcombe Conservation Area, designated in 1984, is located approximately 680m 
northeast of the Site. 

3.20 There are no World Heritage Sites or registered battlefields within 5km of the Site.  

Landscape and Visual 

3.21 The Site is located within the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
(AONB).  The Site does not fall within the Metropolitan Green Belt.  

Air Quality and Noise 

3.22 The Site is not located within an Air Quality Management Area (AQMA), inferring that 
it is not located in an area where pollutant concentrations exceed the national mean 
air quality objectives. No Noise Important Areas (NIAs) are within 1km of the Site.  

Suitability of the Site for Exploration 

3.23 The Balcombe Discovery was first drilled in 1986 by Conoco.  Subsequently, 
Balcombe-2 and its associated side-track, Balcombe 2Z, were drilled in 2013 to a 
vertical depth of 670m and horizontally to a length of 522m through the Kimmeridge 
Micrite.  The Balcombe Discovery is considered to be the ‘sweet spot’ of the Weald 
Basin given the 568m thickness and highest maturity of the Kimmeridge layers.  Work 
undertaken by Angus Energy has established that the Kimmeridge micrite layers 
encountered at Balcombe can be regionally correlated across to both the Brockham 
oil f ield and Horse Hill in Surrey. 

3.24 The Balcombe 2Z side-track has opened up approximately 520m horizontal section 
through the upper Kimmeridge Micrite which is naturally fractured and offers an 
extensive zone through the reservoir to test. 
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3.25 Section 2.0 of the Planning Statement (Document 04) provides an assessment of 
the suitability of  the Site for further hydrocarbon development. Paragraph 120 of the 
Minerals Planning Practice Guidance (PPG) (2014) supports the Appellants view, 
stating:  

“When determining applications for subsequent phases, the fact that exploratory 
drilling has taken place on a particular site is likely to be material in determining the 
suitability of continuing to use that site only insofar as it establishes the presence of 
hydrocarbon resources.”  

3.26 Previous exploration activity, with flowrates of 1599.6 bbls/day (254 mᶟ/day), has 
provided the Appellant with confidence that the Balcombe 2Z well has the potential 
to be developed further into an appraisal well.  
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4 THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT 

4.1 The Application relates to an existing well at the Site, which was drilled in 2013 
pursuant to planning permission ref. WSCC/027/10/BA, granted by the MPA on 25th 
January 2010 (‘the 2010 Permission’) (Document 02), and with a subsequent flow 
test (planning permission ref. WSCC/040/17/BA) granted by the MPA on 10th January 
2018 (‘the 2018 Permission’) (Document 03). The 2018 Permission is explained 
further in Section 5 of this SoC.  

4.2 Planning application ref. WSCC/045/20 was validated by WSCC on 26 th August 2020 
and is the subject of this appeal (‘the 2020 application’).  The 2020 application was 
supported by a Planning Statement (Document 04) and other supporting documents 
(Documents 05 & 06). The Planning Statement contains relevant information that to 
avoid repetition is not repeated in this SoC, but attention is directed to relevant 
paragraphs of the Planning Statement (Document 04).  

4.3 In summary, the Appellant is seeking permission for: 

“Temporary permission for exploration and appraisal comprising the removal of 
drilling fluids and subsequent engineering works with an extended well test for 
hydrocarbons along with site security fencing and site restoration at Lower Stumble 
Exploration Site, off London Road, Balcombe, Haywards Heath RH17 6JH .” 

4.4 The proposed development would be completed within a 30-month period. 

4.5 The proposed work would focus upon the Balcombe 2Z well and would take place in 
a phased approach. Phase 1, pumping operation, is anticipated to take up to 4 weeks. 
Assuming this is successful, Angus Energy would then move on to Phase 2, the civil 
engineering works to upgrade the pad containment. Once construction and 
installation of the pad membrane is complete, Phase 3 would commence with an 
Extended Well Test (“EWT”), for 12 months, depending on results. The final phase, 
Phase 4, plugging and restoration of the Site, will be carried out on completion of the 
operation if future site production is not anticipated. 

4.6 In terms of the surface plant and equipment for the proposed operations, this will be 
similar equipment to that approved under the 2018 permission, ref. 
WSCC/040/17/BA. 

4.7 If the EWT confirms that there are hydrocarbon reserves which could be commercially 
extracted, a separate planning application will be prepared for a future production 
phase.   

4.8 For the avoidance of doubt, the proposed development would not include hydraulic 

fracturing. 

4.9 For further detail regarding the proposed development, refer to the Planning 
Statement (Document 04, Section 4.0).  
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5 PLANNING HISTORY 

5.1 The planning history of the Site dates back to 1986, with oil and gas exploration drilled 
and tested by multiple operators. The full planning history is outlined in Table 1 of the 
Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 1.6) and is replicated in Table 5.1, 
below. 

Table 5.1: Balcombe Wellsite Planning History Summary.   

Minerals Planning 
Authority (MPA) 
Reference 

Validation 
Date 

Development Description Outcome 
and 
Decision 
Date 

WSCC/045/20 26/08/2020 Temporary permission for exploration 

and appraisal comprising the removal of 

drilling fluids and subsequent engineering 

works with an extended well test for 

hydrocarbons along with site security 

fencing and site restoration 

Refused – 
10/03/2021 

WSCC/071/19 08/10/2019 Remove drilling fluids and carry out an 

extended well test. This proposal is a 

two-stage activity: 1) Pumping out 

previously used drilling fluids to  ascertain 

any oil flow (up to 4 weeks), 2) Should  oil 

be seen to flow, an extended well test 

would be carried out over a period of 3 

years. 

Withdrawn 
– 
30/04/2020 

WSCC/040/17/BA 27/10/2017 Temporary permission for exploration 

and appraisal comprising the flow testing 
and monitoring of the existing 

hydrocarbon lateral borehole along with 

site security fencing, the provision of an 

enclosed testing flare and site 

restoration. 

Granted – 
26/01/2018 

WSCC/005/14/BA 21/01/2014 Temporary permission for exploration 

and appraisal comprising the flow testing 

and monitoring of the existing 

hydrocarbon lateral borehole along with 

site security fencing, the provision of an 
enclosed testing flare and site 

restoration. 

Granted – 
02/05/2014 

WSCC/063/13/BA 17/07/2013 Amendment of condition 3 of 

WSCC/027/10/BA to vary the type of 

flare used during the testing process. 

Withdrawn 
– 
02/09/2013 

WSCC/061/13/BA 11/07/2013 Amendment of condition 2 of 

WSCC/027/10/BA to allow additional time 

to complete the drilling and testing 

programme and restore the site. 

Withdrawn 
– 
02/09/2013 

WSCC/027/10/BA 25/01/2010 To upgrade existing stoned platform and 

drill an exploratory borehole for oil and 

gas exploration. 

Granted – 
23/04/2010 

BA/38/87 1987 Retention of existing borehole site for 
forestry products storage and 

improvements to existing access. 

Granted 

BA/10/86 1986 Construction of hard standing in  

association with exploratory drilling 

exercise. 

Granted 

Summary of Key Planning Decisions 

5.2 An existing hardstanding pad was constructed in 1986 in connection with a planning 
permission to undertake an exploratory drilling exercise (ref. BA/10/86). An 
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exploratory borehole was drilled by Conoco and is referred to as Balcombe 1. This 
borehole has since been plugged with cement and abandoned.  

5.3 In 1987, planning permission was granted for the retention of the borehole site for 
forestry storage in connection to wider activities on the Balcombe Estate  (ref. 
BA/38/87). The Site continued to be used as forestry storage for the Balcombe Estate 
up until July 2013, when the Balcombe 2Z exploration borehole was drilled under a 
planning permission that was granted under delegated powers on 23rd April 2010 (ref. 
WSCC/027/10/BA).  

5.4 There were no objections to the 2010 planning application (ref. WSCC/027/10/BA) 
from any statutory consultees, including Balcombe Parish Council, or from any third 
parties (see Delegated Officer’s report – Document 30).  The report considered the 
suitability of the location.  It concluded that “the proposed location represents the best 
viable option in terms of vehicle access, impacts upon the visual character of the area 
and minimisation of potential impacts upon residential amenity. 

5.5 Cuadrilla completed the drilling of the Balcombe 2Z borehole in September 2013 and 
no further activity occurred on the Site after drilling was completed. Planning 
permission was granted in May 2014 (ref. WSCC/005/14/BA) to flow test the 
Balcombe 2Z borehole and undertake pressure monitoring, but this work was never 
undertaken, and the planning permission expired in May 2017.  

5.6 Planning application ref . WSCC/040/17/BA was granted by the MPA on 26th January 
2018 for the temporary permission for exploration and appraisal comprising the flow 
testing and monitoring of the existing hydrocarbon lateral borehole along with site 
security fencing, the provision of an enclosed testing flare and site restoration.   

5.7 The 2018 permission was time limited in that condition 2 required: 

“The Stage 1 Activities (mobilisation, flow-test, pressure monitoring) hereby approved 

shall be completed and cease within a period of six months from the date of 

commencement of development.” 

5.8 The MPA’s officer report dated 9th January 2018 (Document 07) which led to the 
granting of the planning permission stated:  

“In relation to JMLP Policy M13, the proposed development is considered to accord 

with the requirements for major developments in the AONB in that there are 

‘exceptional circumstances’ and it would be in the public interest.” 

5.9 The January 2018 report to Planning Committee noted that there were no statutory 
consultee objections other than from Balcombe Parish Council.  However, it attracted 
2,739 objections from third parties and 11 representations in support.  Objections 
were received from other public bodies including Friends of the Earth, Sussex Wildlife 
Trust, the Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE), Sussex Countryside Trust, 
Ardingly Parish Council and Worth Parish Council. 

5.10 The Appellant commenced the flow test on 24th September 2018 with the primary 
objective to establish that hydrocarbons can be produced from the Kimmeridge 
Micritic limestones at the Balcombe 2Z well and measure hydrocarbon productivity. 
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5.11 The operations included three sub-stages, as described in the Planning Statement 
(Document 04, Section 4.0). This involved setting the Site up, preparing the 
borehole for the flow testing, undertaking the flow testing (up to 7 days) and pressure 
monitoring over a period of 60 days. 

5.12 Sub-stage 1 stated that the operations involved the mobilisation of plant/equipment 
on the Site, cleaning up the lateral wellbore utilising diluted hydrochloric acid, at a 
[10%] concentration through coiled tubing inserted into the well, a nitrogen lift to 
initiate the flow of hydrocarbons from the well, and the installation of the pump 
jack/beam pump. A crane up to 40m in height will be required to support the coiled 
tubing, and a work over rig will be needed to help set up the pump jack/beam pump.  

5.13 Sub-stage 2, the flow testing operations will be undertaken over approximately 
fourteen days and will require a pump jack/beam pump to be installed to pump fluid 
from the borehole to storage tanks on the Site. An enclosed flare with a maximum 
height of 13.7m will be located on the Site and will be used to burn off any associated 
gas produced during the well f low test period. 

5.14 Sub Stage-3, once the flow testing has been completed the pump jack/beam pump 
will be removed and the pressure gauges will be installed in the borehole. This is 
estimated to take 2- 3 days to complete. The borehole will then be shut in and secured 
for a period of up to 60 days. During this time, the gauges will record pressure in the 
wellbore but there will be no activity on the Site. 

5.15 The Appellant issued notice to MPA 2nd October 2018, to notify that the flow testing 
had been completed (Document 09). 

5.16 The Appellant issued a Regulatory News Service (RNS) statement to the London 
stock exchange that the test utilised Nitrogen and coiled tubing to clean and prime 
the well which when removed allowed a natural f low at 853 barrels oil per day (bopd) 
equivalent, not including 22.5% water. A second flow period was undertaken with the 
well f lowing naturally at 1,587 bopd equivalent, not including 6.6% water  (Document 
10).  Previous exploration activity, with flowrates of 1599.6 bbls/day (254 m3/day) per 
day, has provided the Appellant confidence that the Balcombe 2Z well has the 
potential to be developed further into an appraisal well. 

5.17 On 8th October 2019 the Appellant submitted an application, ref. WSCC/071/19 
(Document 11), to the MPA for planning permission to remove drilling fluids and carry 
out an EWT. The application sought approval for a two-stage activity:  

1. Pumping out previously used drilling fluids to ascertain any oil f low (up to four 
weeks); and  

2. Should oil be seen to flow, an EWT would be carried out over a period of three 
years.  

5.18 On 17th March 2020, the MPA published its report to go to the meeting of the Planning 
Committee to be held on 24th March.  The report recommended refusal of the planning 
application for one reason, set out in Appendix 1 of the report (Document 12) and 
reproduced here: 

“The proposed development would represent major development in the High Weald 
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, for which there are no exceptional 
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circumstances, and which is not in the public interest. There are alternative sources 
of hydrocarbon supply, both indigenous and imported, to meet the national need, 
there would be minimal benefit to the local economy from the development, and there 
is scope for meeting the need in some other way, outside of nationally designated 
landscapes. It would therefore be contrary to Policies M7a and M13 of the West 
Sussex Joint Local Minerals Plan (2018) and paragraphs 170 and 172 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (2019).” 

5.19 The Appellant withdrew the application with the intention to submit a new application 
addressing the recommendation for refusal set out in the Planning Committee report.  
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6 HISTORY OF PLANNING APPLICATION REF. WSCC/045/20 

6.1 Following the decision to withdraw the application WSCC/071/19 and address the 
recommendation for refusal, the Appellant submitted a new application (ref. 
WSCC/045/20). 

6.2 The Appellant new information included a socio-economic report (Document 05k), 
an enhanced need case assessment, recent material decisions (Document 04, 
Section 8.3) and a review of the potential to develop the operation elsewhere.  

6.3 A revised operation timeline was changed which reduced the duration of the EWT 
from up to three years, to a period of up to 12 months.  

6.4 The application detailed a more informative development description which required 
four phases, with a temporary duration of up to 30 months (Document 04, Section 
4.0).  

6.5 As a point of clarif ication in the planning officer’s 2021 report (Document 13, Section 
4.25, page 24) which outlined differences between the applications, both application 
ref. WSCC/071/19 and application ref. WSCC/045/20 require the installation of a 
membrane in response to an objection from the EA, which was subsequently 
withdrawn 18th February 2020 (Document 14).  

6.6 The Appellant determined that the Application (ref. WSCC/045/20) did not require an 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), due to the characteristics and short-term 
nature of the development. The MPA planning officer screened the Application in 
accordance with the Town and Country Planning (EIA) Regulations 2017 and agreed, 
noting that, in approving previous applications, it was considered that the 
development would not result in significant impact on people or the environment. 
Given the similarities between this proposal and those previously approved, these 
conclusions are relevant when considering whether EIA is necessary, even when 
taking into account the increased period of time (Document 15). 

6.7 The MPA published its committee report for the meeting of  2nd March 2021.  It 
recommended that permission be granted subject to 14 conditions, set out in 
Appendix 1 (Document 13, Section 10).  

6.8 The Application was considered by the Planning Committee on 2nd March 2021. The 
planning officer’s report was presented. However, the Committee voted to refuse the 
application on the basis that the application was contrary to policies M7a and M13 of 
the West Sussex Joint Local Minerals Plan (2018) and paragraphs 170 and 172 of 
the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2019).   

6.9 In the Decision Notice dated 10th March 2021 (Document 01), the MPA gave a single 
reason for refusal, as follows: 

“The proposed development would represent major development in the High Weald 

Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, for which there are no exceptional 

circumstances, and which is not in the public interest. There are alternative sources 

of hydrocarbon supply, both indigenous and imported, to meet the national need, 

there would be minimal benefit to the local economy from the development, and there 

is scope for meeting the need in some other way, outside of nationally designated 
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landscapes. It would therefore be contrary to Policies M7a and M13 of the West 

Sussex Joint Local Minerals Plan (2018) and paragraphs 170 and 172 of the National 

Planning Policy Framework (2019).” 
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7 PLANNING POLICY AND MATERIAL CONSIDERATIONS 

Relevant Planning Policy 

7.1 The relevant development plan documents comprise the:  

a) West Sussex Joint Minerals Local Plan (JMLP) (2018) (Document 16); 

b) Mid Sussex District Plan (2014) (Document 17); and 

c) Balcombe Parish Neighbourhood Plan (2016–2031) (2016) (Document 18).  

West Sussex Joint Minerals Local Plan (2018) 

7.2 The planning policies considered to be most relevant to the application, listed in 
Section 6.0 of the MPA planning officer's report (Document 13), are policies M7a 
and M13 of the JMLP, which are reproduced below. 
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7.3 Paragraph (c) of policy M13 informs the exceptional circumstances and what is in the 
public interest.  

7.4 Section 8.3 of the Planning Statement (Document 04) demonstrates how the 
proposed development has been informed by and is in accordance with the 
development plan, NPPF and National Planning Practice Guidance (NPPG), 
specifically JMLP policies M7a and M13. 

Mid Sussex District Plan (2014) 

7.5 Policy DP12 (Protection and Enhancement of Countryside) of the Mid Sussex District 
Plan (2014) (Document 17) states that “the countryside will be protected in 
recognition of its intrinsic character and beauty. Development will be permitted in the 
countryside, defined as the area outside of built- up area boundaries on the Policies 
Map, provided it maintains or where possible enhances the quality of the rural and 
landscape character of the District, and:  

a) it is necessary for the purposes of agriculture;  

b) or it is supported by a specific policy reference either elsewhere in the Plan,  

c) a Development Plan Document or relevant Neighbourhood Plan”. 

Policy DP16 (High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty) of the Mid Sussex 
District Plan (2014) (Document 17) states that development within the AONB will 
only be permitted where it conserves or enhances natural beauty and has regard to 
the High Weald AONB Management Plan, in particular, landscape features, the 
interaction of people with nature, land management, character and local 
distinctiveness, settlement pattern, sense of place and setting of the AONB, and the 
conservation of wildlife and cultural heritage.   

7.6 Section 8.9 of the Planning Statement (Document 04) demonstrates how the 
proposed development has been informed by and is in accordance with Mid Sussex 
District Plan policies DP12 and DP16. 

Balcombe Parish Neighbourhood Plan (2016–2031) (2016) 

7.7 The Balcombe Parish Neighbourhood Plan (Document 18), made in September 
2016, forms part of the development plan.  Whilst neighbourhood plans do not contain 
policy on minerals development, including oil and gas, they may contain policies 
relevant to the identif ication of sensitive receptors. Policy 1 (Built Up Area Boundary) 
states that development proposals outside the Built Up Area Boundary will be 
required to confirm to development plan policies in respect of the control of 
development in the countryside.  The wellsite falls outside the proposed built up area 
boundary. 

Relevant Energy Policy 

NPS ES-1 (2011) 

7.8 National energy policy, most succinctly set out in Overarching National Policy 
Statement (NPS) for Energy (EN-1) (NPS EN-1) (Document 22), states that “the UK 
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economy is reliant on fossil fuels and they are likely to play a significant role for some 
time to come” (para 2.2.5).  Paragraph 2.2.20 states that it is critical that the UK 
continues to have secure and reliable supplies of energy as the UK makes the 
transition to a low carbon economy.   

7.9 The NPS EN-1 also states that “in the medium term, we face the challenges of 
reducing our energy demand … and maximising the economic production of our 
declining domestic oil and gas reserves” (para 2.2.21).  The UK faces two main 
security of supply challenges during our transition to a low carbon economy: the first 
of these is increasing reliance on imports of oil and gas as North Sea reserves decline 
in a world where energy demand is rising and oil and gas production and supply is 
increasingly politicised. 

Annual Energy Statement (2013)  

7.10 The Annual Energy Statement (AES) (Document 23), published in October 2013, 
notes that energy policy is underpinned by two key factors: the need to reduce carbon 
emissions and to ensure energy security (paragraph 1.1).  While renewable energy 
must form an increasing part of the national energy picture, oil and gas will remain 
key elements of the energy system for years to come (paragraph 3.69).   The then 
Government’s priorities in delivering the UK’s energy policies are :  

a) helping households and businesses take control of their energy bills and keep 
their costs down; 

b) unlocking investment in the UK’s infrastructure that will support economic growth;  
and 

c) playing a leading role in efforts to secure international action to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions and tackle climate change. 

Climate Change Committee (CCC) Net Zero (2019) and Sixth Carbon Budget 

7.11 The Climate Change Act (2008) provided for the establishment and operation of the 
Climate Change Committee (CCC), which advises the UK government on setting and 
meeting carbon budgets and preparing for climate change.  The Act, as amended in 
2019, commits the UK to a 100% reduction in the emission of greenhouse gases as 
against 1990 levels by 2050 (known as ‘net zero’). Emission reductions will be 
delivered through a system of five year carbon budgets that set a trajectory to 2050.   

7.12 The CCC’s ‘Net Zero Report: the UK’s Contribution to Stopping Global Warming’ 
(Document 25), published in May 2019, recommended a new emissions target for 
the UK of net-zero greenhouse gases by 2050, which will also deliver on the 
commitment made by the UK Government in signing the Paris Agreement.  Even with 
Net Zero 2050, the CCC has forecast that the UK will still require 140 Terawatt hours 
(TWh) of oil per annum – equivalent to 82 million barrels of oil equivalent in 2050.  Of 
this total, the UK is expected to be dependent on just 10% from overseas, with the 
vast majority produced within the UK Continental Shelf (UKCS) and onshore.  The 
Net Zero Report (2019) continues to endorse current Government policy that the UK 
needs a secure long-term supply of oil to meet our net zero targets. 
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7.13 The Sixth Carbon Budget (Document 26), published by the CCC in December 2020 
and accepted by the Government in April 2021, was legislated for by the Carbon 
Budget Order 2021 and became law in July 2021.  

7.14 Under the Infrastructure Act 2015, the CCC is required to provide advice to the 
Secretary of State (SoS) for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (BEIS) 
regarding compatibility of onshore petroleum with UK carbon budgets. The CCC’s 
latest advice 3 (letter dated March 2021) (Document 20) provides facts and 
information to help inform decision making for the Fuel Supply sector, specifically for 
the onshore hydrocarbon sector. Despite the advice being shale gas focused, the 
information provided is relevant to the proposed West Newton development.  

7.15 National demand for oil consumption is forecast to decline from 1.6 million barrels per 
day as of 2020 to nearly 350,000 barrels per day in 2050. This statistic is inclusive of 
feedstock oil demand which was omitted from the CCC’s Sixth Carbon Budget 
assumptions. Under the Balanced Net Zero Pathway, UK oil demand is forecast to 
be more than 60 million barrels of oil in the year 2050, or approximately 200 
TWh/year, (refer to Figure 1 Oil demand under the Sixth Carbon Budget scenarios to 
2050) (Document 26). The UK production (supply) forecast is forecast to be 10.3 
million barrels of oil equivalent per year in 2050 (Document 21).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3: Oil Demand under the Sixth Carbon Budget Scenarios to 2050 (Source: CCC Letter 31st 

March 2021) 
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Material Considerations. 

National Planning Policy Framework (July 2021) 

7.16 The NPPF was partially revised in July 2021.  No substantive changes have been 
made to the most relevant sections of the NPPF. 

Chapter 15: Conserving and Enhancing the Natural Environment 

7.17 Paragraph 174 states that decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural 
and local environment by: 

a) protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of biodiversity or geological 

value and soils; 

b) recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider 

benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services – including the economic 

and other benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of trees 

and woodland; 

c) maintaining the character of the undeveloped coast, while improving public 

access to it where appropriate; 

d) minimising impacts on and providing net gains for biodiversity, including by 

establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and 

future pressures; 

e) preventing new and existing development from contributing to, being put at 

unacceptable risk from, or being adversely affected by, unacceptable levels of 

soil, air, water or noise pollution or land instability.  Development should , 

wherever possible, help to improve local environmental conditions such as air 

and water quality, taking into account relevant information such as river basin 

management plans; and 

f) remediating and mitigating despoiled, degraded, derelict, contaminated and 

unstable land, where appropriate. 

7.18 Paragraph 176 states that great weight should be given to conserving and enhancing 
landscape and scenic beauty in AONBs which have the highest status of protection 
in relation these issues.  It adds that the scale and extent of development within these 
designated areas should be limited. 

7.19 Paragraph 177 states that permission for major development within AONBs should 
be refused other than in exceptional circumstances, and where it can be 
demonstrated that the development is in the public interest.   It goes on to say that 
consideration of such applications should include an assessment of : 

a) the need for the development, including in terms of any national considerations, 

and the impact of permitting it, or refusing it, upon the local economy; 

b) the cost of, and scope for, developing outside the designated area, or meeting 

the need for it in some other way; and 

c) any detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape and recreational 

opportunities, and the extent to which they could be moderated.  
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Chapter 17: Facilitating the Sustainable Use of Minerals  

7.20 Paragraph 209 states that it is essential that there is a sufficient supply of minerals to 
provide the infrastructure, buildings, energy, and goods that the country needs.  Since 
minerals are a finite natural resource, and can only be worked where they are found, 
best use needs to be made of them to secure their long-term conservation. 

7.21 When determining planning applications, great weight should be given to the benefits 
of mineral extraction, including to the economy (para 211).  The Glossary defines 
minerals resources of local and national importance as “minerals which are 
necessary to meet society’s needs, including … oil and gas…” 

Minerals Planning Practice Guidance (October 2014) 

7.22 The exploratory phase of hydrocarbon extraction seeks to establish whether 
hydrocarbons are present.  Paragraph 99 of the Minerals PPG states that the 
appraisal phase takes place following exploration, when the existence of oil or gas 
has been proved but the operator needs further information about the extent of the 
deposit or its production characteristics to establish whether it can be economically 
exploited.  Paragraph 100 adds that the appraisal phase can take several forms 
including longer-term flow tests or the drilling of further wells.  Much will depend on 
the size and complexity of the hydrocarbon reservoir. 

7.23 Paragraph 102 states that any additional sites for appraisal will be selected by the 
operator, taking account of what they have learnt or discovered through previous 
phases.  In doing so, operators should take into account their ability to access the 
resource whilst seeking to minimise or avoid any adverse environmental and amenity 
issues. 

7.24 Paragraph 104 confirms that the exploratory or appraisal phases of hydrocarbon 
extraction can only take place where the Department of Energy and Climate Change 
(DECC, now the OGA) have issued a licence under the Petroleum Act 1998. 

7.25 Paragraph 120 makes clear that MPAs should not take account of hypothetical future 
activities for which consent has not been sought when considering planning 
applications for earlier phases of hydrocarbon extraction. It goes on to state that 
“when determining applications for subsequent phases, the fact that exploratory 
drilling has taken place on a particular site is likely to be material in determining the 
suitability of continuing to use that site only insofar as it establishes the presence of 
hydrocarbon resources”.  

7.26 Paragraph 124 states that MPAs should take account of government energy policy 
when determining planning applications.  This makes clear that energy supplies 
should come from a variety of sources.  This includes onshore oil and gas, as set out 
in the AES of October 2013 (Document 23). 

Natural Environment Planning Practice Guidance (July 2019)  

7.27 Paragraph 41 of the Natural Environment PPG refers to the NPPF, reiterating that 
the scale and extent of development in AONBs should be limited, in view of the 
importance of conserving and enhancing their landscapes and scenic beauty.   All 
development in AONBs will need to be located and designed in a way that reflects 
their status as landscapes of the highest quality. 
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Emerging Energy Policy 

The Energy White Paper (December 2020) 

7.28 The Planning Officer’s March 2021 Report states: 

“An up-to-date picture of the Government’s energy policy is provided by Energy White 
Paper: ‘Powering our Net Zero Future’ (December 2020), which sets out the 
Government’s policies and commitments regarding UK energy strategies whilst 
striving for net-zero emissions by 2050. The White Paper is clear that “The UK’s 
domestic oil and gas industry has a critical role in maintaining the country’s energy 
security and is a major contributor to our economy...  

…The Energy White Paper is the latest and most up-to-date guidance and is a key 
material consideration. Therefore, it is concluded that although there are alternative 
sources of supply, both indigenous and imported, there is a clear need for onshore 
oil and gas development to contribute to national energy security. ” (Document 13, 
Section 9.9, page 36). 
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8 THE APPELLANT’S CASE  

8.1 The MPA refused the application on the grounds that there are no exceptional 
circumstances, and that it is not in the public interest, so that the application is 
contrary to:  

a) policies M7a and M13 of the West Sussex JMLP (2018); and  

b) paragraphs 170 and 172 of the NPPF (2019). 

8.2 This reason for refusal was drawn from the MPA planning officer’s recommendation 
in the 2020 March Report (Document 12). It is clear from the 2021 March Report that 
the MPA planning officer considered the changes to the application from the previous 
application ref. WSCC/071/19, as well as changes in national energy policy and 
additional supporting information provided by the Appellant. The MPA planning officer 
concluded that on balance the development accorded with the development plan 
policies, including M7a and M13.  

8.3 The Appellant submits that the reason for refusal cannot be justif ied as it is not 
supported by:  

a) the assessment set out in the Planning Statement;  

b) the Planning Officer’s March Report; or  

c) other planning policy and other relevant considerations relating to M7a and M13.  

8.4 The Appellant responds to each reason for refusal below. 

8.5 There are six key issues : 

a) whether there are exceptional reasons to justify the development and, if so, is it 
in the public interest; 

b) whether there is a need for the development, in terms of national considerations; 

c) whether it is practicable to either undertake the development outside the AONB 
or meet the need in another way; 

d) the impact of permitting or refusing it upon the local economy;  

e) whether there are likely to be any detrimental effects on the environment, the 
landscape and on opportunities for recreation; and 

f) the weight to be attached to the Head of Planning Services committee report. 

8.6 The Appellant agrees with the MPA that the application is for major development 
within the AONB.  Footnote 60 of the NPPF states that whether a proposal is ‘major 
development’ is a matter for the decision maker, taking account of its nature, scale 
and setting, and whether it could have a significant adverse impact on the purposes 
for which the area has been designated or defined. 
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a) Whether there are Exceptional Reasons to Justify the Development, and if 
so, Whether the Development is in the Public Interest  

8.7 The Appellant considers that there are exceptional circumstances to justify the 
development in the AONB.  Firstly, paragraph 211 of the NPPF states that great 
weight should be given to the benefits of mineral extraction, including to the economy.  
This statement applies to all minerals, including oil and gas, except for coal.  Mineral 
extraction comprises exploration, appraisal and production.  The Appellant considers 
that the MPA has failed to give great weight to the benefits of the proposed 
development in refusing the application. 

8.8 The proposed development accords with NPS EN-1 (Document 22), which remains 
current Government policy whilst it is under review.  The UK’s continued reliance 
upon oil to meet transport demands means that the need for the appraisal of potential 
oil reserves remains valid.  

8.9 The proposed development also accords with the most recent Government 
publication on future energy policy, the Energy White Paper, published in December 
2020 (Document 19).  The application will test and appraise the reserve at Balcombe 
which could lead to future oil production. It therefore helps, albeit in a small way, to 
potentially maintain the country’s energy security and contribute to the economy.” 

8.10 National energy policy, therefore, is aimed at reducing demand by end users and in 
that way, reducing consumption.  It is no part of national policy to attempt to reduce 
emissions by restricting the appraisal and production of hydrocarbons in the UK.  

b) Whether there is a Need for the Development 

8.11 The Planning Statement submitted with the 2020 application set out the need for the 
development in Section 5.0 (Document 04).  The section on oil consumption in the 
Planning Statement drew upon the annual Digest of United Kingdom Energy 
Statistics (DUKES) published in July 2019 (Document 27).  DUKES 2021 was 
published by the Department for BEIS on 29th July 2021. It found that oil formed one-
third of total energy demand in 2020 compared to nearly half in 2019.   Demand for 
petroleum products reached a record low last year, down 23% compared to 2019.  
Most oil demand is typically for transport fuels which were heavily impacted as 
movement was restricted. 

8.12 Net imports of petroleum products halved in 2020 as the UK imported less fuel to 
meet the reduced demand.  The UK became a net exporter of primary oils, by 0.5 
million tonnes, for the first time since 2004. 
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Figure 4: Supply and demand for petroleum products, 1998 – 2020, reproduced from the Digest of 

United Kingdom Energy Statistics (DUKES) report 2021, published by the Department for Business, 

Energy and Industrial Strategy (BEIS) on 29 July 2021.  

8.13 This table shows that demand in 2020 fell to 52 million tonnes of oil, which comprised 
48 million tonnes from UK production and just 3.9 million tonnes from net imports.  
The reduction in demand for oil products therefore had a beneficial result in the 
balance of payments as imports fell by nearly 70%.  The demand for oil products, 
particularly for road and air travel, is likely to rise in the short to medium term as 
COVID-19 restrictions are lifted.  Whether demand will return to pre-pandemic levels 
is unclear.  However, the data for 2020 shows that the UK has the capacity to meet 
demand as levels fall.  The vast majority will continue to be produced from the UKCS.  
However, UK onshore oil production is likely to continue to help meet domestic 
demand with significantly lower production costs. 

8.14 As the forecast demand for oil falls towards 2050, the UK is expected to be more 
reliant on UK production with net imports significantly reducing, as occurred in 2020.  
This is important for two reasons: from a balance of payments perspective, there will 
be more tax revenue, both locally and nationally; and from a security of supply with a 
reduced reliance upon   imported oil supplies.  The need to maximise UK oil 
production remains Government energy policy.  The Energy White Paper, published 
in December 2020 (Document 19), does not place restrictions on future oil 
production as the country transitions to a net zero emissions economy.  It is therefore 
in the national interest for oil to continue to be appraised in anticipation of future 
production if commercially viable.  

8.15 The UK has a declining hydrocarbon production figure since 1990. However, the 
Energy Security Strategy (2012) (Document 28) states that the Government seeks 
to maximise economic production of the UK oil and gas reserves to provide reliable 
energy supplies which are not exposed to international energy supply risks. This is 
supported by the CCC which has placed emphasis on avoiding driving industry 
overseas, stating that:  

“The design of the policy framework to reduce UK industry emissions must ensure it 
does not drive industry overseas, which would not help to reduce global emissions, 
and be damaging to the UK economy.” (Document 04, Section 8.2.6).  

8.16 It is considered that the proposed development will support the 2014 AES’ 
(Document 24) three main aims by appraising and, thereby, enabling the potential 
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production of indigenous oil reserves which, in turn, will help to maintain a security of 
supply and contribute towards the UK’s transition to a low carbon economy. Providing 
indigenous oil and gas reserves. 

8.17 The Planning Officers reports draws a similar conclusion:  

“The NPPF gives ‘great weight’ to the benefits of mineral extraction, including to the 
economy and highlights that minerals can only be worked where they are found. PPG: 
Minerals notes that energy supplies should come from a variety of sources and that 
oil and gas will continue to form part of the national energy supply. The latest national 
energy policy indicates that the oil and gas industry has a critical role in maintaining 
the country’s energy security and economy. On balance, therefore, it is concluded 
that there is a need for the development to contribute to national energy security and 
supply” (Document 13, Section 9.11, page 36). 

8.18 The Appellant submits that, the reliance on imports as an alternative source is 
inconsistent with national energy policy and should be given little to no weight when 
assessing alternative sources.  Domestic alternative sources are declining and have 
been since 1990 making the UK a net importer since 2004. Therefore, the domestic 
supply gap will be strengthened by the proposed development contributing to the 
security of supply and towards the UK’s transition to a low carbon economy.  

c) Whether it is Practicable to Either Undertake the Development Outside of 
the AONB, or Meet the Need in Another Way. 

8.19 In their reason for refusal, WSCC has stated that:  

“there are alternative sources of hydrocarbon supply, both indigenous and imported, 
to meet the national need…there is scope for meeting the need in some other way, 
outside of nationally designated landscapes.”  

8.20 Firstly, the MPA has failed to undertake a proper assessment of the actual proposal 
before them at the Balcombe wellsite.  By referring to the alternative sources as both 
indigenous and imported, it presupposes that the oil production from potential reserve 
at Balcombe can be extracted from anywhere else, as long as it is outside nationally 
designated landscapes. 

8.21 The MPA is in effect, introducing a new restriction to any form of hydrocarbon 
extraction (that is, exploration, appraisal or production) in a National Park, an AONB 
or the Broads. In justifying its reason for refusing planning permission, it is going 
beyond national planning guidance set out in paragraph 177 of the NPPF and in the 
Minerals PPG.  The MPA is also going beyond both the guidance in the NPPF and 
policies M7a and M13 of the West Sussex JMLP, which require exceptional 
circumstances to be demonstrated.  By stating that the need can be met elsewhere, 
the MPA is applying a blanket refusal in allowing any form of hydrocarbon production 
in the High Weald AONB.  As long as there continues to be oil production either from 
the North Sea or from overseas which can be imported, the MPA is stating that oil 
development within the AONB will never be permitted. 

8.22 The Appellant accepts that there are alternative sources of oil, both globally and 
nationally. However, national energy policy does not purport to establish a hierarchy 
of supply or state a preference for imports from overseas. In fact, the proposed 
development would support the security of supply, consistent with national energy 
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policy. A policy of reliance on imports would be contradictory to national energy 
policy.     

8.23 Secondly, the MPA has failed to give any proper consideration to an assessment of 
the cost of and scope for developing outside the designated area in respect of the 
Site for which planning permission is sought.   

8.24 Paragraph 177 (b) of the NPPF states that “consideration of applications should 
include an assessment of the cost of, and scope for, developing outside the protected 
area or meeting the need for it in some other way.”  The inference from the guidance 
is that the MPA will undertake such an assessment, rather than the applicant.  The 
reason for refusal gives no indication how this assessment has been undertaken to 
come to the MPA’s decision.  There is no explanation of what the alternative sources 
of hydrocarbon supply are to meet the national need. 

8.25 The Appellant did consider alternative development locations outside of the AONB. 
However, as concluded in the planning officers report and the Planning Statement, 
the Balcombe wellsite represents the best environmental option. By using the existing 
Site, the Appellant can make use of existing, site-specific geological data, and utilise 
the borehole drilled in 2013. This is the ‘best option’ for establishing whether the 
reserves are viable to exploit when compared to the other option of identifying a new 
site and establishing an operational footprint. This approach is consistent and 
material as outlined in Minerals PPG, paragraph 120.   

8.26 Thirdly, Angus Energy and its partners have invested approximately £5.2 million to 
date at the Balcombe wellsite, including construction, undertaking the drilling of the 
borehole, flow testing and technical analysis of the results.  These results have 
confirmed the presence of oil in the Kimmeridge Micrite formation.  Having invested 
considerable capital sums in the initial exploration and testing phases, the Appellant 
considers that there is a justif iable technical case to move to an EWT as part of the 
appraisal phase. 

8.27 If the well was decommissioned (plugged and abandoned) and the Site restored now, 
the potential reserves in place would be unlikely to ever be recovered.  A significant 
level of investment has already been made in the Site.  The proposed EWT would be 
of modest duration and would establish whether viable commercial quantities of oil 
are in place. 

8.28 The MPA has failed to give sufficient weight to the Energy White Paper: Powering 
our Net Zero Future (December 2020) (Document 19).  It remains the latest and most 
up to date guidance in respect of the Government’s energy policy.  The Appellant 
considers that it is an important material consideration along with the CCC forecast 
for hydrocarbons, as outlined in Section 7 of this SoC. 

8.29 Chapter 6 (Oil and Gas) states “The UK’s domestic oil and gas industry has a critical 
role in maintaining the country’s energy security and is a major contributor to our 
economy” (Document 19). 

8.30 The Government is clear – delivering our net zero target by 2050 means transforming 
the oil and gas sector in the UK.  The onshore sector has been severely affected by 
COVID-19 and the Government has supported the oil and gas sector to bounce back.  
However, a return to ‘business as usual’ is no longer an option.  Government support 
is in the context of delivering our net zero target.  The sector is continuing to come 
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under significant pressure from investors and the public to reduce emissions and 
support the wider decarbonisation of the economy. The Appellant is committed 
towards the net zero energy transition and welcomes the challenge. The Appellants 
skills as drillers have prompted the start of exploration of geothermal power as our 
means of contributing to the nations efforts in transitioning away from carbon 
intensive energy production.  

8.31 The Energy White Paper (2020) (Document 19) acknowledges that many oil and gas 
companies are responding to the challenge.  Angus Energy is one of those.  In order 
to invest in tomorrow’s technology to source, develop and bring to market reliable 
and renewable energy, it is critical that Angus Energy seeks to maximise the reserves 
within their licence areas whilst minimising any environmental effects.  The 
Government is continuing to push for a high level of ambition amongst oil and gas 
companies, transitioning their operations into emerging energy technologies.   
However, the transition to deep geothermal is a pioneering technology and it will 
demand considerable upfront investment.  Without ongoing revenues from careful 
husbandry of existing oil and gas fields, the Appellant will not be able to pursue these 
projects.   

d) The Impact of Permitting the Development or Refusing it Upon the Local 
Economy 

8.32 A socio-economic report (Document 05k) was carried out by the Appellant to 
address Policy M13 I sub paragraph “(i) the impact of permitting or refusing the 
development upon the local economy”.  

8.33 The Appellant has estimated that £815,000 could be invested into the local economy 
with civil engineering contracts, accommodation, consultancy services, transport and 
logistics, security and welfare including waste management and fuel supply if the 
development were approved.  

8.34 The socio-economic report (Document 05k) highlights several local considerations, 
including: 

a) facilitating economic growth in the area by enabling an existing business to 

expand and adapt; 

b) supporting the development of a previously developed site which is safeguarded 

for oil and gas exploration,  

c) appraisal and production within Local Planning Policy; 

d) supporting a strong and diverse rural economy; 

e) reducing the over-reliance on the London economy to provide employment 

opportunities for the C2C area and the Gatwick Diamond; 

f) contributing to the resilience and flexibility of the local economy, ensuring it 

maintains its competitiveness; 

g) allowing local people to gain access to work which provides a wage above the 

current average salary; 

h) bridging the gap between lower wages and high house prices in the Mid 

Sussex, by providing opportunities for people to live and work in the District; and 
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i) contributing to an economy which will continue to be significantly impacted by 

the COVID-19 pandemic. 

8.35 The Appellant submits that, in assessing the national need, the recent Energy White 
Paper (2020) (Document 19) confirms the importance of domestic hydrocarbons into 
the future and the continued need case. The proposed development has the potential 
to inwardly invest and provide economic benefits to the local economy of which great 
weight should be applied.  

8.36 For further detail regarding the local economic benefits of the proposed development, 
refer to the socio-economic report (Document 05k, Section 6.0) accompanying the 
application.  

e) Whether There are Likely to be any Detrimental Effects on the 
Environment, the Landscape and on Opportunities for Recreation 

8.37 The Appellant has submitted several technical documents with the planning 
application to show that that there will be no unacceptable environmental effects 
arising from the proposed development, including a Noise Management Plan 
(Document 05a), Traffic Report (Document 05b), Air Quality Assessment 
(Document 05c), Hydrogeological Risk Assessment (Document 05e), Flood Risk 
Assessment (FRA) (Document 05f), Landscape and Visual Appraisal (LVA) 
(Document 05g), Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) (Document 05h), Bat 
Activity Report (Document 05i) and Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA) 
(Document 05j). In its reason for refusal, the MPA has not referred to a particular 
environmental impact that could arise from the proposed development.  Instead, the 
MPA has stated that the proposed development does not comply with Policies M7a 
and M13 and the JMLP and paragraphs 170 and 172 of the NPPF.   

8.38 Policy M7a (iii) lists those impacts which any proposal for exploration and appraisal 
for oil and gas will need to considered.  These are noise, dust, visual intrusion, 
transport, lighting, natural, historic and built environment, local community, air quality 
and the water environment.  These are considered in Section 9, below. 

f) Weight to be attached to the Planning Committee Report 2 March 2021 

8.39 In the March 2021 committee report, the Head of Planning Services states: 

“In summary, in relation to the assessment required under Policies M7(a) and M13(c), 
it is considered that there is a national need for the development and there would be 
a benefit to the local economy. Although there are alternative sources of local and 
national supply, the operator is constrained by the extent of the PEDL area. 
Furthermore, the cost of developing a new well outside the AONB, which may not be 
successful, weighs in favour of the continued use of the existing well site. Although 
there are some adverse impacts, these could be satisfactorily mitigated through 
planning conditions. Taking all these factors into account, the overall assessment is 
that there are exceptional circumstances, and the development is in the public 
interest.” (Document 13, Section 9.30, page 39). 

8.40 Paragraph 10.9, (Document 13), states that, on balance, in light of the socio-
economic report (Document 05k), the shorter duration of the proposed operations 
compared to the earlier application and changes in national energy policy, the revised 



Balcombe Wellsite   Statement of Case 

31 
 

application accords with policies in the development plan, in particular, policies M7 
and M13 of the JMLP.   

8.41 The officer’s recommendation was clear and unequivocal.  It was based upon a 
thorough examination of the proposed development and its effects in the light of 
relevant policy and the available evidence.  The advice from statutory consultees, 
notably the EA, the Highways Authority, Natural England and the High Weald AONB 
Officer, was that the application and the supporting material had either addressed 
any concerns identified in the previous application of 2018, or could be addressed by 
planning conditions to secure the necessary protective and mitigation measures.  

8.42 However, the Planning Committee refused the application on the grounds of : 

“[T]he proposed development would represent major development in the High Weald 
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, for which there are no exceptional 
circumstances, and which is not in the public interest.” (Document 01).  

8.43 The Planning Committee report states:  

“There are alternative sources of hydrocarbon supply, both indigenous and imported, 

to meet the national need, there would be minimal benefit to the local economy from 

the development, and there is scope for meeting the need in some other way, outside 

of nationally designated landscapes.” (Document 01). 

8.44 The reason for refusal was generalised and not supported by any objective analysis.  
Local Planning Authorities (LPAs) should properly exercise their development 
management responsibilities.  The Council has relied on a single reason for refusal 
which does not stand up to scrutiny. 

8.45 The reason for refusal regarding the need for the development (Policy M13 C (i)) is 
not supported by the planning officer’s report and the assessment of the exceptional 
circumstances and public interest outlined in the Appellant’s Planning Statement 
(Document 04, Section 8). The Appellant disagrees that the Application is contrary 
to JMLP policies M7a and M13.  

8.46 The need for the development is quite clear with the UK a net importer of 
hydrocarbons since 2004. Furthermore, the Planning Statement outlines recent 
decisions, where planning permission was granted for several oil and gas 
developments in sensitive locations, including AONBs (Document 04, Section 8.3). 
It should also be noted that in 2018 planning permission was granted by the Planning 
Committee for the temporary testing of the well. This decision is highlighted in the 
Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 7.6). 

8.47 Paragraph 205 of the NPPF states that when determining planning applications, great 
weight should be given to the benefits of mineral extraction, including to the economy.  

8.48 The reasons for refusal relating to paragraphs 170 and 172 of the NPPF (2019) are 
not supported by the planning officer’s report or the assessment in the Planning 
Statement.   

8.49 As previously stated, the reason for refusal was not on the grounds of landscape or 
visual impact. Paragraph 170 of the NPPF states that “great weight should be given 
to conserving and enhancing landscape and scenic beauty in National Parks, the 
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Broads and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty.” The Appellant submits that the 
restoration and aftercare of the Site to a high-quality standard would take place in 
accordance with Policy M24 and paragraph 170 providing a source of local landscape 
enhancement (Document 04, Section 8.3).   
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9 CONSULTATION RESPONSES AND REPRESENTATIONS 

9.1 Consultation responses were received from the following statutory consultees: 

a) The High Weald AONB Unit/ High Weald Joint Advisory Committee (JAC) 

(Comments – No Objection); 

b) Balcombe Parish Council (Objection); 

c) Sussex Police (Crime Prevention) (Comments – No Objection); 

d) Southern Water (Comments – No Objection); 

e) WSCC Highways (Comments – No Objection);  

f) Network Rail (Comments – No Objection); 

g) Natural England (Comments – No Objection);  

h) Mid Sussex District Council (Comments – No Objection); 

i) The Environment Agency (Comments – No Objection); 

j) WSCC Ecology (Comments – No Objection); and 

k) WSCC Drainage (Comments – No Objection).   

9.2 Balcombe Parish Council were the only statutory consultee to object to the proposed 
development, raising concerns relating to: 

a) The cost-effectiveness of the development;  

b) The lack of need for the development;  

c) The lack of economic benefits;  

d) The duration of the development; 

e) The use of acidisation;  

f) Site security/ the risk of protests and the associated costs;  

g) The potential for impacts on the landscape, traffic and transport (including 

highway safety), amenity and public health, the water environment, air quality 

and nature conservation/ ecology; 

h) Safety and emergency procedures;  

i) The lack of community engagement; 

j) The development not being in the public interest; and  

k) The development being contrary to Policies M7a, M7b, M13 and M17 and 

Objective 13 of the West Sussex JMLP (2018) and paragraphs 170 and 172 of 

the NPPF (2019). 

9.3 The High Weald AONB Unit/ High Weald JAC also highlights that it is “not clear from 
the application material submitted how the proposal complies with the above policies 
(NPFF paragraph 172 and West Sussex JMLP Policies M7a and M13) and what 
exceptional circumstances justify this major hydrocarbon development in the High 
Weald AONB.”  
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9.4 Additionally, a total of 839 representations were made in relation to the proposed 
development, four of which were representations were made in support of the 
proposed development. A summary of the issues raised in the 835 objections is 
provided in Table 9.1, below. A log of all of the representations is included at 
Appendix A.  

Table 9.1: Summary of Representations 

Topic/ Area of Concern No. of Representations 
Which Raise the Issue/ 
Area of Concern 

Water Pollution/ Water Management/ Hydrology/ 
Hydrogeology 

431 

Traf f ic and Transport/ Road Safety/ HGV Movements 359 
Climate Change/ Sustainability 327 
Impacts upon Human Health/ Health and Safety 330 
Air Quality/ Air Pollution and Dust 325 
Impacts upon the AONB 320 
Not Appropriate for the Area 207 
The Development Not Being in the Public Interest 155 
Fracking 123 
Broadly, Adverse Environmental Effects (if Specifics Not 
Mentioned) 

115 

Impacts upon Ecology/ Wildlife/ Biodiversity/ Habitats 106 
Impacts Relating to Seismicity and/or Ground Stability 85 
Noise and Vibration 83 
Conf lict with National Policy/ Targets e.g. the NPPF  63 
No Need for the Proposed Development 63 
Setting a Precedent for Future Works/ Industrialisation on 
the Site and in the Wider Area  

50 

Impacts on Wellbeing/ Overall Quality of Life of Local 
Residents  

45 

Conf lict with Local Policy/ Targets 37 
Emergency Procedure/ Risk of Accidents e.g. Spillages  33 
Economic Viability/ Financial Security of Angus Energy/ 
Future of  the Oil and Gas Industry  

32 

Timescale of the Proposed Development/ the Proposed 
Development Not Being ‘Temporary’  

32 

Lighting Effects 16 
Waste Generation and Management 15 
Landscape and Visual Effects 15 
Restoration and Aftercare 11 
Odour 9 
Harm to Local Economy/ Amenity e.g. Impacts upon 
Housing Prices 

7 

Impacts upon Peace and Tranquillity  6 
Harm to Enjoyment of the Area 6 
Proximity to the London to Brighton Railway Line 5 
Lack of Public Consultation/ Engagement  2 
Impact on Soils 2 
Land Use (Inappropriate or Other Land Uses Preferred)  2 
Impact on the Historic Environment/ Assets 1 
Site Security/ Protestors  1 
Timing of the Application (Covid-19/ lockdown) 1 

9.5 The areas of concern most frequently highlighted were water pollution/ water 
management/ hydrology/ hydrogeology (particularly, concern regarding the possibility 
of groundwater pollution, and the perceived risk to Ardingly Reservoir), traffic and 
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transport (in particular the number of Heavy Goods Vehicles (HGVs) travelling past 
Balcombe Primary School), and climate change/ sustainability. Impacts upon human 
health/ health and safety concerns (for example relating to road safety, or relating to 
air quality), air quality/ dust and impacts upon the AONB followed closely behind.  

9.6 Each of the topics/ concerns brought up by statutory consultees and members of the 
public is addressed in the sections below. The following sections should be read in 
conjunction with the Planning Statement (Document 04) and the technical 
assessments accompanying the application (Documents 05a-l).  

Environmental Effects 

Water Pollution/ Water Management/ Hydrology/ Hydrogeology 

9.7 A Hydrogeological Risk Assessment (Document 05e) and a Flood Risk Assessment 
(FRA)  (Document 05f) were submitted alongside the application.  

9.8 The FRA concluded that given the location of the Site within Flood Zone 1 and the 
absence of significant  external overland flow routes through the Site, no further 
mitigation measures to control runoff from outside the Site are required. No significant 
effects relating to flood risk are predicted. 

9.9 The Hydrogeological Risk Assessment concluded that there is a very low likelihood 
of groundwater impact from the development, and that this will be monitored and 
managed, with the full engagement of the EA during all phases. Effects upon Ardingly 
Reservoir were scoped out of the hydrogeological risk assessment, as the Site is not 
hydraulically linked to it, and is separated from it by significantly higher ground which 
forms the watershed. The watercourses surrounding the Site are monitored in 
compliance with EA permits.  

9.10 The main risks to groundwater are as a result of the failure of the well casing, leaking 
of chemicals and hydrocarbons and through migration of liquid from the borehole.  All 
of these matters are addressed through regulation by the EA and the Health and 
Safety Executive (HSE).  Neither consultee has raised concerns about the proposal. 

9.11 The EA has reviewed the Hydrogeological Risk Assessment and has raised no 
objection to the proposed development as submitted, stating that it is satisfied with 
the fundamental findings and recommendations of the report. 

9.12 For further detail, refer to the Hydrogeological Risk Assessment (Document 05e) and 
a FRA (Document 05f) accompanying the application, or the Planning Statement 
(Document 04, Section 8.10) which summarises them.  

Traffic and Transport/ Road Safety/ HGV Movements 

9.13 No changes are proposed to the existing Site access, which was subject to a Site 
Safety Audit as part of previous planning applications, or to the route to Site from the 
M23 motorway.  

9.14 A Technical Note was prepared to accompany the application, assessing the potential 
traffic and transport effects of the proposed development. The assessment states 
that in all stages of work, HGV movements are the same as or less than previously 
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consented and therefore it is considered that the existing site access and route could 
accommodate the proposed development without any further improvements. It is also 
expected that the level of traffic generated by the proposed development would be 
likely to have a negligible impact on the local highway network. 

9.15 In terms of light vehicles, it is estimated that up to 22 car/van movements may be 
generated by the activities at the peak with a typical value of 16 movements during 
site mobilisation and just 8 movements during the Extended Well Testing stage. 
Given the distribution of these movements to north and south directions from the site 
access, it is likely to result in a negligible effect on the local highway network.  

9.16 The assessment concludes that the local highway network has sufficient capacity to 
accommodate the level of temporary traffic during the operational period, and that the 
proposed mitigation measures, comprising good practice preparation of a Traffic 
Management Plan (TMP), should be sufficient to  overcome any concerns raised over 
increased HGV and non-HGV movements generated during the  proposed 
operations. No significant adverse effects are expected.  

9.17 Furthermore, in their consultation response, WSCC Highways raise no objection to 
the proposed development, highlighting that the proposed access, routeing and trip 
generation is largely the same as accepted and approved under permission ref. 
WSCC/040/17/BA.  

9.18 WSCC Highways acknowledge the  local concern regarding routing through 
Balcombe and recommend that an updated Traffic/Construction Management Plan 
is secured via condition in order to restrict the timings of HGV movements (for 
example, outside of school drop off and pick up times). In line with this, the Traffic 
Management Plan prepared for the Site outlines measures to ensure that HGVs avoid 
travelling past Balcombe Church of England Primary School (a) 30 minutes before 
and 15 minutes after the start of the school day; and (b) 15 minutes before and 30 
minutes after the end of the school day on any school day.  

9.19 For further detail, refer to the Traffic and Transport Technical Note (Document 05b) 
accompanying the application, or the Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 
8.6) which summarises it.  

Climate Change/ Sustainability 

9.20 Decision making of applications for appraisal and production should only consider the 
potential impacts greenhouse gases, rather than any consequential impacts arising 
from the ultimate use of the oil and gas that potentially could be extracted. This was 
confirmed in the High Court in December 2020 following the handing down of the 
judgment in R (Sarah Finch) vs Surrey CC (2020 EWHC 3566) (Document 29). The 
impact of the Proposed Development upon climate change should be considered in 
respect of both the local setting and the wider national impact.  

9.21 With regard to the local setting, the FRA (Document 5f) accompanying the 
application takes account of the impact of climate change in respect of increased 
rainfall and the potential for increased flooding events.  It does not predict any 
significant adverse effects relating to the flood risk; the existing surface and water 
quality control features ensure that any effects on flood risk, hydrology and  drainage 
are considered to be minor to negligible.  The impermeable membrane to be installed 
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will be designed to accommodate a 1 in 100 year rainfall event, plus a 30% allowance 
for an increase in rainfall resulting from climate change.  

9.22 With regard to the national setting, the CCC’s ‘Net Zero Report: the UK’s Contribution 
to Stopping Global Warming’ (2019) (Document 25) recommended a new emissions 
target for the UK of net-zero greenhouse gases by 2050.  Even with Net Zero 2050, 
the CCC has forecast that the UK will still require 140 TWh of oil per annum – 
equivalent to 82 million barrels of oil equivalent in 2050.  Of this total, the UK is 
expected to be dependent on just 10% from overseas, with the vast majority produced 
within the UKCS and onshore.  The Net Zero Report (2019) (Document 25) 
continues to endorse current Government policy that the UK needs a secure long-
term supply of oil to meet our net zero targets. 

9.23 Further information regarding climate change, Net Zero and efforts by the Appellant 
to respond to the challenge of reducing emissions and decarbonising, is provided  in 
Section 7 (Planning Policy and Material Considerations) and Section 8 (The 
Appellant’s Case), above.   

Air Quality/ Air Pollution and Dust  

9.24 An Air Quality Assessment (Document 05c) was submitted with the application, 
which found that: 

a) Based upon 2017 Environmental Protection UK/ Institute of Air Quality 
Management (EPUKIAQM) guidance, the impact of operational phase traffic upon 
local air quality is considered to be negligible; 

b) The main potential air quality impact once the proposed development is 
operational is considered to be emissions from the two flares and two generator 
engines. Although only two emission sources (one flare and one generator) would 
be operational at any one time, a combination of operational scenarios (with two 
flares and two generators) were assessed, for a conservative, worst-case 
scenario assessment. A realistic scenario where one flare and one generator 
would be in operation was also assessed and presented in the report.  

c) The proposed development would have a negligible impact on local air quality in 
terms of all pollutants assessed. The proposed development was also assessed 
as having a minimal impact at nearby sites designated for their ecological 
importance, with regards to nitrogen and acid deposition, and ambient annual 
mean NOx concentrations when the flow testing and flaring operational period is 
taken into account. 

9.25 As such, no significant effects relating to air quality are predicted, upon either human 
or ecological receptors. For further detail, refer to the Air Quality Assessment 
(Document 05c) accompanying the application or the Planning Statement 
(Document 04, Section 8.7) which summarises it.  

Not Appropriate Development for the AONB 

9.26 The Appellant considers that there are exceptional circumstances to justify the 
development in the AONB.  This is addressed at Section 8 (The Appellant’s Case), 
above.   
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Impacts upon Ecology/ Wildlife/ Biodiversity/ Habitats 

9.27 A PEA, (Document 05h), Bat Activity Report (Document 05i) and HRA (Document 
05j) were submitted alongside the application.   

9.28 The PEA and bat activity report suggest that  the potential impact of the proposed 
development upon habitats and species would be minimal, subject to the 
implementation of the controls and mitigation measures outlined in the two 
documents, such as the lighting strategy and bat monitoring scheme.  

9.29 There is one statutory designated site of nature conservation importance within 10km 
of the Site – Ashdown Forest Special Area of Conservation (SAC)/ Special Protection 
Area (SPA)/ Natura 2000 site. The HRA assessed potential affects upon it. The HRA 
concluded that there are no habitats present within or close to the works footprint 
which could support qualifying features of the SAC/ SPA. As none of the habitats or 
species listed as primary qualifying features will be affected by the proposed 
development and general construction measures have been, and will continue to be, 
implemented to prevent pollution and general ecological impacts, it was concluded 
that the proposed development will not results in any likely significant effects on 
Ashdown Forest SAC/SPA.  

9.30 Natural England confirm in their consultation response to the application that the 
proposed development will not have significant adverse impacts on statutorily 
protected nature conservation sites. WSCC Ecology also confirm that they have no 
objection to the proposed works, subject to the imposition of suitably worded 
conditions relating to the implementation of a lighting strategy and a bat monitoring 
scheme (should the development occur between April and October).   

9.31 For further detail, refer to the PEA (Document 05h), Bat Activity Report (Document 
05i) and HRA (Document 05j) accompanying the application, or the Planning 
Statement (Document 04, Section 8.5) which summarises them.  

Impacts Relating to Seismicity and/or Ground Stability 

9.32 The operation does not involve hydraulic fracturing or any extraction technique which 
could impact ground stability or result in seismicity.  

Noise and Vibration Effects 

9.33 A Noise Assessment and Management Plan (Document 05a) was submitted with the 
application, which concluded that (based on worst case assumptions), no significant 
noise effects are predicted as a result of the proposed development.  

9.34 Due to the minor (not significant) predicted exceedance in noise levels at Kemps 
Farm (R1) during the night-time period, a continuous noise monitoring regime may 
not be required at  the boundary of the residence. However, if complaints are received 
at this receptor  during any night time operation, then continuous noise monitoring 
should be undertaken.  

9.35 In the event that exceedances are identif ied, and complaints are raised, appropriate  
mitigation measures will be installed to reduce noise levels to within the specified  
limit. Where safe and practical works will be stopped immediately following a verified  
complaint and exceedance and will not be commenced until adequate noise control 
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measures are developed and installed. Furthermore, noise measurements will be 
undertaken once additional mitigation is in place, in order to check the effectiveness 
of those mitigation measures and the compliance with the noise limit.   

9.36 For further detail, refer to the Noise Assessment (Document 05a) accompanying the 
application, or the Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 8.4) which 
summarises it.  

Lighting Effects 

9.37 During the flow testing operations, the Site will be operational over 24 hours and may 
require some minor night time lighting of the working areas; however, minimal human 
activity is expected during this time so lighting requirements are likely to be very 
temporary and brief .  

9.38 To minimise the potential lighting effects (and impacts on bats) during these periods 
of 24 hour working all, operational areas of the drilling platform will be lit with task-
based lighting towers, which will be inward facing to avoid light spill to areas outside 
of the works footprint, therefore minimising the potential for negative impacts to bats. 
Lighting cowls would be utilised to further reduce light spillage to areas outside of the 
works footprint.  

9.39 It is anticipated that during phases 2 and 4 no or very minor night-time lighting will be 
required during the bat active season, as Angus Energy plan to work between the 
hours of  07:00 and 19:00. 

9.40 WSCC Ecology requested a condition be attached for the preparation and submission 
of a lighting strategy.  Development shall not begin until the lighting strategy, 
assessed by a suitably-qualif ied ecologist, has been submitted to and approved in 
writing by the MPA. This is acceptable to the Appellant. 

Landscape and Visual Effects and Impacts upon the AONB  

9.41 A LVA (Document 05g) was submitted alongside the application, to assess the 
potential landscape and visual effects of the proposed development.  

9.42 The consideration of landscape effects focused on the effects experienced on the 
High Weald AONB and the local landscape character area High Weald LCA with 
ancient woodland. The landscape sensitivity is considered medium as a result of 
combining the high  landscape value of the High Weald AONB and LCA with the low 
susceptibility to change due to the proposed development utilising an existing drill rig 
pad. The proposed  development would affect a very small geographical area that is 
well contained, due to  the surrounding woodland cover and there would be no loss 
of existing vegetation or  landscape features of interest.   

9.43 The LVA concluded that with regard to landscape effects, the direct effect on the 
landscape character and AONB would be locally minor adverse (not significant), 
reducing within the wider area, beyond 0.5km, to negligible.  Landscape effects 
experienced as a result of the proposed development would therefore not be 
prominent.   

9.44 The consideration of visual effects focused on the effects experienced at four 
representative viewpoints within a 1 km study area. The low number of receptors is  
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a result of the wooded and enclosed nature of the location, with all viewpoints less 
than  0.5km from the Site boundary. The Site is well screened by existing, intervening 
woodland and hedgerow vegetation. For the majority of the works, the flare is likely 
to be the only tall vertical element of the proposed development that would be visible.  

9.45 Effects upon one local receptor on London Road (Viewpoint 1) were assessed as 
minor adverse (not significant), with all other effects (at viewpoints 2, 3 and 4) 
assessed as negligible for the majority of the works, rising to minor adverse should 
the coil tubing unit (CTU) and mobile crane be deployed. It is therefore considered 
that overall visual effects experienced as a result of the proposed development would 
not be prominent (no significant effects). 

9.46 Therefore, no significant landscape or visual effects are predicted as a result of the 
proposed development, including those upon the AONB. For further detail, refer to 
the LVA (Document 05g) accompanying the application, or the Planning Statement 
(Document 04, Section 8.9) which summarises it.  

Odour 

9.47 As stated in the Air Quality Assessment accompanying the application (Document 
05c), the borehole is already located at the application Site and there will be no 
significant  construction works. Odour and dust associated with this type of 
development are typically  minimal and given that the closest residential receptor is 
over 300m away from the Site, emissions are considered to be insignificant. As such, 
assessment of odour (and dust) were scoped out of the Air Quality Assessment and 
no effects relating to odour are anticipated. 

Impact on Soils 

9.48 As stated in the Hydrogeological Risk Assessment (Document 05e) accompanying 
the application, shallow soils are classified by the EA as having a low sensitivity to 
surface contamination.  

9.49 The presence of an impermeable membrane and perimeter bund beneath the area 
of the active well site and the implementation of liquid management plans on site will 
also significantly reduces the likelihood of impacting shallow soils. The integrity of the 
impermeable membrane is to be checked following construction through 
implementation of a quality assurance process and so any impact of shallow soils is 
likely to be extremely limited in aerial and vertical extent and easily characterised and 
managed during the Site decommissioning.   

9.50 Other mitigation measures, such as the proposed basal liner and perimeter bund, are 
designed to significantly reduce the potential impact on site soils (as well as 
underlying groundwater resources). Hazardous substances will be stored, used and 
produced on site and the proposed mitigation is designed to prevent these chemicals 
from entering the ground.   

9.51 Additionally, soil samples were taken at the Site prior to any development works 
taking place. The  purpose of this baseline sampling was to determine the soil quality 
prior to the proposed  works. Upon completion of all site works, including 
decommissioning and the removal of  the basal protector layer, additional soil 
samples will be collected to confirm the nature of  the soil quality. The results from 
the chemical analysis will be assessed against current  standards that are appropriate 
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to the proposed end use of the Site and the results will be provided to the EA as soon 
as practicable after the assessment. The following analysis is envisaged, and it will 
be presented to the EA for approval before the sampling commences:  metals, pH, 
total petroleum hydrocarbons.  

9.52 As such, no significant effects upon soils are predicted.  

Impact on the Historic Environment/ Assets 

9.53 As stated above, there are nine listed buildings within 1km of the Site, the closest of 
which are Grade II Kemp’s Farmhouse and Grade II* Kemp’s House, located 
approximately 330m north of the Site. There is one Scheduled Monument within 5km 
of the Site, that being Philpots Camp, located approximately 4.7km to the northeast 
of the Site. There are five registered parks and gardens within 5km of the Site, the 
closest of which is Grade II* Borde Hill, located approximately 2km south of the Site.  
There are no World Heritage Sites or registered battlefields within 5km of the Site. 
No adverse effects are anticipated upon any of these cultural heritage assets or their 
settings, by virtue of their remoteness from the proposed development and the 
existing intervening vegetation in place – refer to ‘Landscape and Visual Effects and 
Impacts upon the AONB’, above, or the LVA submitted with the application 
(Document 05g), for further detail regarding the potential landscape visual effects of 
the proposed development.  

9.54 Balcombe Conservation Area, designated in 1984, is located approximately 680m 
northeast of the Site. No significant effects are predicted upon the Conservation Area, 
again by virtue of its remoteness from the Site and the presence of the intervening 
woodland. 

Impacts upon Human Health/ Health and Safety, and Impacts on Wellbeing/ Overall 
Quality of Life of Local Residents 

Site Operations 

9.55 With regard to health and safety on-site, Angus Energy shall ensure that the facilities 
required for the programme of work are sufficient and suitable, adequately ventilated 
and lit and kept in a clean and orderly condition. Angus Energy shall fully comply with 
the legal obligations as outlined under the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) 
Regulation 1992 and associated primary and secondary legislation. 

Road Safety Related Human Health Effects 

9.56 With regard to road safety, the Committee Report (dated 24th March 2020) for the 
previous application, permission ref. WSCC/071/19, concluded that, “the increase in 
HGV traffic would not be significant in highways terms, and would not result in an 
unacceptable impact on highway safety, or a severe impact on  the road network. 
WSCC Highways Officers raise no objection to the proposal,  concluding that the 
increase in vehicle movements is not sufficient to materially  impact on the operation 
of the highway network in safety or capacity terms, subject  to the imposition of a 
condition requiring the submission and approval of a Traffic  Management Plan.”  

9.57 Notwithstanding this, for the present application, an updated Technical Note 
assessing traffic and transport impacts was prepared (Document 05b), which 
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reviews the impacts of  the new phases and concludes a consistent response to the 
Committee Report.   

9.58 Although there is no discernible effect on the traffic flow as a result of the proposed 
operations, a TMP has been developed (Appendix 1 to the Technical Note  
(Document 05b)), which includes information regarding mitigation measures, such 
as traffic management schemes (e.g. restrictions on timings, associated signage etc.) 
and measures to ensure that HGVs avoid travelling past Balcombe Church of 
England Primary School (a) 30 minutes before and 15 minutes after the start of the 
school day; and (b) 15 minutes before and 30 minutes after the end of the school day 
on any school day. For further detail, refer to the Traffic and Transport Technical Note 
and TMP accompanying the application.  

9.59 The assessment concludes that:  

a) the proposed operations will have a  negligible effect on the local road network 
and no greater than that previously approved for flow testing  operations; 

b) the local highway network has sufficient capacity to accommodate the level of 
temporary traffic during the operational period; and  

c) the proposed mitigation measures, comprising good practice preparation of a 
TMP, should be sufficient to overcome any concerns raised over increased HGV 
and non-HGV movements generated during the proposed operations. 

9.60 As such, it is not considered that the proposed development will incur significant 
human health effects with respect to road safety.  

Air Quality Related Human Health Effects 

9.61 With regard to the risk of human health implications which may arise from air pollution, 
the Air Quality Assessment (Document 05c) submitted with the application 
concluded that no significant effects relating to air quality are predicted, upon either 
human or ecological receptors. The Air Quality Assessment included assessment of 
both emissions from traffic/ HGVs, and emissions from on-site equipment, including 
the flares and generators. The assessment presented both a worst-case scenario 
(with both flares and both generators running at the same time) and a more realistic 
scenario (with just one flare and one generator running at any one time, which is likely 
to be the case).  No significant effects were predicted under either scenario, with 
negligible impacts on local air quality in terms of all pollutants assessed. Therefore, 
no health effects are expected relating to air quality.  

Water Related Human Health Effects 

9.62 With regard to the risk of human health implications which may arise from water 
pollution, the Hydrogeological Risk Assessment (Document 05e) submitted with the 
application concluded that there is a very low likelihood of groundwater impact from 
the development, and that this will be monitored and managed, with the full 
engagement of the EA during all phases. As stated above, no adverse effects upon 
Ardingly Reservoir are anticipated; it is not hydraulically linked to the Site. Therefore, 
no health effects are expected relating to the pollution of surface water or 
groundwater resources.  
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Impacts upon Wellbeing/ Overall Quality of Life/ Stress 

9.63 Perceived impacts upon wellbeing, quality of life and stress can only be a material 
planning consideration where is a real and actual risk of an event occurring.  None of 
the regulators, notably the EA and HSE have raised such a risk.  MPAs and decision-
makers can rely upon the advice of the regulators in determining planning 
applications.  Therefore, the Appellant considers that this not a material consideration 
in the determination of this appeal. 

The Development Not Being in the Public Interest 

9.64 The Appellant considers that the development is in the public interest. This is 

addressed at Section 8 (The Appellant’s Case), above.   

No Need for the Proposed Development/ Concern Regarding the Future of the Oil 
and Gas Industry 

9.65 This is addressed at Section 8 (The Appellant’s Case), above, and Section 5 (Need 
for Development) of the submitted Planning Statement (Document 04).  

Fracking 

9.66 All operations at Balcombe will be undertaken using conventional methods of oil 
extraction. The acidisation of wells, which is regulated by the EA, involves the delivery 
of acid wash below the formation fracture gradient; hence, there will be no hydraulic 
fracturing or “fracking”. Acidisation is used in the water well industry to clean up wells 
before the production of water, or in this case hydrocarbons.  

Conflict with Local and National Policy/ Targets   

9.67 Balcombe Parish Council, the High Weald JAC, and a number of public 
representations (see Table 9.1, above) raise the concern that the proposed 
development does not comply with local or national planning policy (specifically NPFF 
paragraphs 170 and 172 and West Sussex JMLP policies M7a and M13) or targets 
such as Net Zero by 2050.  

9.68 Compliance with the NPPF and West Sussex JMLP policies is addressed at Section 
8 (The Appellant’s Case), above.   

9.69 With regard to the target of Net Zero by 2050 – refer to Section 7 (Planning Policy 
and Material Considerations) and Section 8 (The Appellant’s Case), above.  

Setting a Precedent for Future Works/ Industrialisation on the Site and in the Wider 
Area  

9.70 The potential for future planning applications relating to the Site or in the wider area, 
by the applicant or otherwise, is not a material consideration and as such is not 
considered further.  
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Emergency Procedure/ Risk of Accidents e.g. Spillages, Fires   

9.71 The Appellant operates an integrated health, safety and environmental management 
system which will be in place throughout the operational activity. Implementation is 
achieved through documentation, competency of staff and contractors, using best 
available techniques and an active programme of monitoring and review.  

9.72 Operators are required by the Borehole Sites and Operations Regulations (BSOR) 
(1995) to risk assess and document mitigation measures, including the risks from a 
fire and spillages a part of the site safety document. The HSE are the lead authority 
of the BSOR (1995). Operators are required to notify the HSE 21 days in advance of 
operations.  

9.73 Should any emergency occur, the well would be instantly shut in at the wellhead. The 
adoption of normal emergency procedures applicable to oilf ield operations ensure  
compliance with the UK onshore environmental and safety control regime. Site 
specific emergency response procedures are in place and communicated to the 
emergency services prior to the commencement of any work. 

Financial Viability of the Proposal/ Financial Security of Angus Energy 

9.74 This is not a planning matter and as such is not considered further.  

Timescale of the Proposed Development/ the Proposed Development Not Being 
Temporary 

9.75 The development is temporary in nature – the total duration of the project will last up 
to 30 months; however, surface operations during this period will be confined to a 
much shorter duration of approximately 18 months.  The additional 12 months is to 
source available equipment and personnel to bring to the Site, as well as allow for 
contingencies such as inclement weather. 

9.76 This application is not for production. If the EWT confirms that there are hydrocarbon 
reserves which could be commercially  extracted, a separate planning application will 
be prepared for a future production phase.  

Waste Generation and Management 

9.77 Waste generation and management measures employed on-site are outlined in the 
Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 4.6), and are summarised below.  

Liquid Waste – Brine and Oil  

9.78 During Phase 1 of the proposed development, the main fluid produced will be brine 
and this will be stored in the on-site tanks. During Phase 3, the main fluid produced  
would be oil which would also be stored in the on-site tanks. During all operations, 
tanks will be emptied by an approved waste removal company and trucked to a 
similarly approved facility. At the end of the operation the tanks will then be 
professionally cleaned and returned  to the contractor. The very same pressurised 
tank that was used during the initial Autumn  2018 well test will also be installed for 
vapour recovery in compliance with our obligations as  outlined in the wellsite EPR 
permit under The Environmental Permitting (England & Wales)  Regulations 2016.  
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Domestic Waste 

9.79 The domestic sewage waste from toilets, sinks, basins, washing machine, tumble 
dryer and shower unit shall be stored in self -contained tanks and these shall be 
emptied and disposed of using a registered and approved waste contractor. The 
vacuum tanker shall be called upon on an as-and-when required basis to ensure the 
portaloos and welfare cabins are kept in good working order for the requirement of 
the project. The waste contractor’s operational team are fully trained professionals, 
who conform to industry codes of best practice.  

9.80 The waste contractor shall transport and dispose the waste to a licensed sewage 
treatment facility. Every transfer of waste between Angus Energy and the waste 
contractor shall be covered by a Waste Transfer Note (WTN) as specified under the 
Waste (England and Wales) Regulations 2001 and subsequent amendments in 2012 
and 2014. Angus Energy shall make these WTN available to any internal or external 
interested party and these records shall be kept and maintained by Angus Energy for 
at least two years. 

9.81 As such, it is not considered that adverse effects relating to waste management or 
disposal are likely to occur.  

Restoration and Aftercare 

9.82 The Site restoration plan incorporates landscape enhancement (deciduous woodland 
planting) sympathetic to the AONB and its objectives. It is estimated that plugging 
and abandonment and Site restoration will take approximately 1- 2 months to 
complete, with an ongoing aftercare scheme. For further information, refer to 
submitted Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 4.5), LVA (Document 05g) 
and Restoration Planting Plan (Document 06e) accompanying the application.  

9.83 A financial guarantee to cover restoration and aftercare costs is only justif ied in 
exceptional cases such as where a novel approach or technique is applied.  An EWT 
is standard practice in onshore oil and gas extraction and does not justify the need 
for any form of financial bond or guarantee. 

Harm to Local Economy/ Amenity e.g. Impacts upon Housing Prices 

9.84 The proposed development will not harm the local economy; rather, it will incur 
significant economic benefits. The Appellant has estimated that £815,000 could be 
invested into the local economy with civil engineering contracts, accommodation, 
consultancy services, transport and logistics, security and welfare including waste 
management and fuel supply if the development were approved, as well as incurring 
other indirect economic benefits. This is addressed in further detail at Section 8 (The 
Appellant’s Case), above, and the socio-economic report accompanying the 
application (Document 05k).  

9.85 With regard to the potential for impacts upon local amenity/ housing prices – this is 
not a material consideration and as such is not considered further.  

Impacts upon Peace and Tranquillity and Harm to Enjoyment of the Area 

9.86 Peace and tranquillity are not quantif iable, not least because the subjective 
impression of tranquillity does not relate directly to the absolute sound level. 
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Birdsong, leaves rustling and other sounds produced by a light  breeze all contribute 
positively to the feeling of tranquillity even though the sound level is thereby increased 
from a subjective silence.  

9.87 Notwithstanding this, as stated above and in the Noise Assessment (Document 05a) 
and Planning Statement (Document 04, Section 8.4) which accompany the 
application, no significant noise effects are expected as a result of the proposed 
development. Similarly, no significant adverse effects are predicted relating to odour 
(which was scoped out of the Air Quality Assessment (Document 05c)) or the 
landscape and visual environment (as per the LVA submitted with the application 
(Document 05g)).  

9.88 It is therefore not anticipated that the proposed development would adversely affect 
the peace or tranquillity of the area surrounding the Site, nor the enjoyment of the 
area as a result.  

Proximity to the London to Brighton Railway Line 

9.89 Network Rail were consulted on the application and have confirmed that they have 
no objection to the proposed development, asking only that the applicant makes 
Network Rail’s Asset Protection team aware of the operations by contacting them 
prior to starting works, in case there is any interface with railway operations.  

Lack of Public Consultation/ Engagement  

9.90 Angus Energy engaged with the Community Liaison Group (CLG) via a written letter 
to update members regarding the withdrawal of application WSCC/071/19, and 
submission of a new application which considers the reasons for recommending 
refusal, as per Committee Report WSCC/071/19, 24 th March 2020.  

9.91 The letter provided an outline of the proposed development and a link to view the 
application via West Sussex County Council’s website (see Appendix 2 of the 
Planning Statement (Document 04) to view a copy of the CLG letter). Angus Energy 
has continued to engage in dialogue with the CLG during the application process and 
will continue to do so in a transparent and open manner.    

9.92 Given the situation with Covid-19 at the time of the application, in line with the 
government’s advice on social distancing, an in-person CLG meeting was not 
possible. However, in its place, an online CLG meeting was held on 7th October 2020, 
which took the form of a presentation on the application to highlight differences, as 
well as a pre-submitted Q&A section. 

9.93 Angus continues to maintain a Balcombe Residents Frequently Asked Questions site 
on its own corporate website and maintains a dedicated email account for questions 
by residents. 

Land Use (Inappropriate or Other Land Uses Preferred)  

9.94 The Site is an existing wellsite, comprising an area of hard-standing (previously used 
as a drilling platform) with an associated access road. The Site is surrounded by 
woodland on all sides. It is considered that the continued utilisation of the wellsite is 
an appropriate land use; wellsite operations are well established, with the planning 
history of the Site dating back to 1986, with oil and gas exploration drilled and tested 
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by multiple operators. It is not considered that alternative land uses would be more 
appropriate.  

Site Security/ Protestors  

9.95 To prevent unauthorised access to the Site, two-metre high security fencing currently 
surrounds it on all sides. 

9.96 Activities at the Site have historically been the subject of protests and in the event of  
protestors being present, liaison will be undertaken with the West Sussex Police to  
ensure the safety of pedestrians in the vicinity of the Site. Any protestor activity will 
be monitored by specialist personnel and at all times liaison will be maintained by the 
security personnel with the West Sussex Police. 

Timing of the Application (Covid-19/ Lockdown) 

9.97 As stated above, given the situation with Covid-19 at the time of the application, in 
line with the government’s advice on social distancing, an in-person CLG meeting 
was not possible. However, in its place, an online CLG meeting was held, which took 
the form of a presentation on the application to highlight differences, as well as a pre-
submitted Q&A section.  

9.98 As such, it is not considered that the timing of the application prejudiced the ability of 
residents to make representations.  
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10 PLANNING BALANCE AND CONCLUSIONS 

10.1 Section 9.0 of the Planning Statement (Document 04) summarises the planning 
balance for the proposed development (including exceptional circumstances and the 
need for the development, which are also addressed in Sections 2, 5 and 8 of the 
Planning Statement). The principal conclusion of the assessment relating to these 
policies is as follows:   

“On balance, it can be concluded that the proposed temporary development is 
acceptable when it is considered against the development plan and any relevant 
material considerations.” 

10.2 The Appellant agrees with the Head of Planning Services report (Document 13) 
which concluded that, on balance, there are exceptional circumstances, and that it is 
in the public interest for the application to be permitted, following an assessment of 
accordance with Policies M7a and M13 of the JMLP. The officer’s report states: 

“On balance, in light of the above assessment and taking account of the changes to 
the proposed development (in particular the shorter duration of the operations 
proposed compared with the previous application), the additional information 
submitted by the applicant, and changes to national energy policy, the revised 
application is considered to accord with the policies in the development plan (in 
particular, Policies M7 and M13 of the JMLP) and, therefore, it is acceptable .” 

10.3 The Appellant submits that there is therefore no reasonable planning basis for refusal. 
This is consistent with the planning officer’s recommendation in his report (Document 
13). 

10.4 In summary:  

a) the principle of the development of testing the well for a temporary period has 
been accepted by the 2018 permission; 

b) the site selection represents the best environmental option and is safeguarded; 

c) adverse impacts can be managed and mitigated by condition; 

d) energy Policy states that domestic oil and gas industry has a critical role in 
maintaining the country’s energy security and is a major contributor to our 
economy; 

e) minerals are given great weight with the extraction of hydrocarbons seen as 
central to the UK energy policy in the immediate and long-term future; and    

f) potential for local inward investment with direct and indirect spend on contracts 
up to a potential £815,000.  

10.5 On balance, therefore, the planning appeal should be allowed.  The Appellant 
considers that the planning benefits of granting planning permission and material 
considerations far outweigh the disbenefits.  Consequently, the Appellant considers 
that the planning balance is strongly in favour of granting planning permission.  
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11 PLANNING CONDITIONS 

11.1 Should the Application be granted on appeal, the Appellant proposes that the draft 
conditions set out in the Head of Planning Services committee report are applied, 
subject to the following amendments to draft conditions 2 and 3. These conditions as 
set out in the 2021 report are replicated below, with an explanation of the changes 
sought in each case. 

Draft Condition 2: 

Time Limitations.  

The Extended Well Test (Phase 3) hereby approved shall be completed and cease 

within a period of twelve months from the date of commencement of development.  

Reason: To ensure that the impacts are limited to the timeframe considered in 

granting the planning permission. 

11.2 A revised version of draft condition 2 above is sought to clarify the duration of the 
EWT. We believe that this was the intention of the draft condition, reflecting 
operational needs as set out in Section 1 (paragraph 1.1.7), Section 4.0 and Appendix 
1 of the Planning Statement (Document 04). The following revised wording is 
proposed for the purpose of such clarif ication (revised text in red bold): 

Draft Condition 2 – Revised Wording: 

Time Limitations.  

The Extended Well Test (Phase 3) hereby approved shall be completed and cease 

within a period of twelve months from the date of phase 3 notification of Works 

(EWT). 

Reason: To ensure that the impacts are limited to the timeframe considered in 

granting the planning permission. 

11.3 A revised version of draft condition 3 is sought to clarify and make the condition 
consistent with the phases rather than stages of development. We believe that this 
was the intention of the draft condition, reflecting operational needs as set out in 
Section 4.4 and Appendix 1 of  the Planning Statement (Document 04).  

Draft Condition 3: 

Notification of Works  

Prior written notification of the date of commencement of each phase of works 

(removal of fluids, pad membrane works and the extended well test) hereby approved 

shall be sent to the Minerals Planning Authority not less than seven days and no more 

than 14 days before commencement of each Stage 1 Activity.  

Reason: To inform the Minerals Planning Authority of potential disruptive periods in 

the interests of amenity. 

11.4 The following revised wording is proposed for the purpose of such clarif ication 
(revised text in red bold): 

Draft Condition 3 – Revised Wording: 

Notification of Works.  
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Prior written notification of the date of commencement of each phase of works 

(removal of fluids, pad membrane works and the extended well test) hereby approved 

shall be sent to the Minerals Planning Authority not less than seven days and no more 

than 14 days before commencement of each phased activity.  

Reason: To inform the Minerals Planning Authority of potential disruptive periods in 

the interests of amenity. 
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12 SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS 

12.1 The documents submitted with this appeal in support of this SoC are provided in 
Table 12.1, below.  

Table 12.1: Supporting Documents (Document Title, Document Number and Author).  

Document Title Document 
Number 

Author  

Decision Notice WSCC/045/20 (2021) 01 West Sussex County 
Council (WSCC) 

Decision Notice WSCC/027/10/BA (2010) 02 WSCC 
Decision Notice WSCC/040/17/BA (2018) 03 WSCC 
Planning Statement submitted with planning 
application ref. WSCC/045/20, August 2020 

04 Angus Energy 

Supporting Planning Application Documents 
(submitted with planning application ref. 
WSCC/045/20), August 2020:  

• 05a: Noise Assessment/ Management Plan 

• 05b: Traf fic and Transport Report/ Technical 
Note  

• 05c: Air Quality Assessment 

• 05d: Design Philosophy Statement 

• 05e: Hydrogeological Risk Assessment 

• 05f : Hydrology, Flood Risk and Drainage 
Assessment 

• 05g: Landscape and Visual Appraisal 

• 05h: Preliminary Ecological Appraisal 
• 05i: Bat Activity Report 

• 05j: Habitat Regulations Assessment 

• 05k:Socio-economic Report  
• 05l: CO2 Calculations 

• 05m: Application Form  

• 05n: Checklist 
• 05o: Covering Letter  

05a-l Angus Energy 

Site Drawings (submitted with planning application 
ref . WSCC/045/20)  

• 06a: Figure 1: Site Location Plan 
• 06b: Figure 2: Existing Site Plan  
• 06c: HSF-BALCOME-SL-01: Proposed Site 

Plan – Well Testing 
• 06d: HSF-BALCOME-SL-02: Proposed Site 

Plan – Pumping Operation 
• 06e: RSK (M)/32414/04/04: Restoration 

Planting Plan 

06a-e Angus Energy 

Planning Permission ref. WSCC/040/17/BA 
Committee Report 

07 WSCC 

Planning Statement October 2017 (submitted with 
planning permission ref. WSCC/040/17/BA)  

08 Cuadrilla Resources 

Email Angus Energy to WSCC 09 Angus Energy  
Regulatory News Service (RNS) Statement 10 Angus Energy  
Planning Statement September 2019 (submitted with 
planning application ref. WSCC/071/19)  

11 Angus Energy 

Planning Officers March 2020 Report (24/03/2020) 12 WSCC 
Planning Officers March 2021 Report (2/03/2021) 13 WSCC 
Environment Agency (EA) Consultation Response 
18th February 2020 

14 EA 
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EIA Screening Opinion July 2020 15 WSCC 
West Sussex Joint Minerals Local Plan (JMLP) 
(2018) 

16 WSCC 

Mid Sussex District Plan (2014) 17 Mid Sussex District Council 
(MSDC) 

Balcombe Parish Neighbourhood Plan (2016) 18 Balcombe Parish Council 
Energy White Paper: Powering our Net Zero Future 
(2020) 

19 Department of Business, 
Energy and Industrial 
Strategy (BEIS) 

CCC Letter to Rt Hon Kwasi Kwarteng MP (March 
2021) 
 

20 Climate Change 
Committee 

Oil and Gas Production and expenditure projections 
Feb 2021) (https://www.ogauthority.co.uk/data-
centre/data-downloads-and-publications/production-
projections/)  
 

21 Oil & Gas Authority (OGA) 

National Policy Statement (NPS) EN-1 (2011) 22 Department of Energy and 
Climate Change (DECC) 

Annual Energy Statement (2013) 23 DECC 
Annual Energy Statement (2014) 24 DECC 
Net Zero Report: the UK’s Contribution to Stopping 
Global Warming (2019) 

25 Climate Change 
Committee 

Sixth Carbon Budget Report (2020) 26 Climate Change 
Committee 

Digest of United Kingdom Energy Statistics (DUKES) 
Report (2019) 

27 Department for BEIS 

Energy Security Strategy (2012) 28 DECC 
R (Sarah Finch) vs Surrey County Council (SCC) 
(2020 EWHC 3566) 

29 High Court of England and 
Wales (EWHC) 

2010 Planning Permission ref. WSCC/027/10/BA 
Delegated Officer’s Report 

30 WSCC 

 

https://www.ogauthority.co.uk/data-centre/data-downloads-and-publications/production-projections/
https://www.ogauthority.co.uk/data-centre/data-downloads-and-publications/production-projections/
https://www.ogauthority.co.uk/data-centre/data-downloads-and-publications/production-projections/
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Appendix A Planning Application ref. WSCC/045/20 

Consultation Responses – Log of All Representations  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Planning application ref. WSCC/045/20 - Appeal
Representations (All)

Air Quality 
and Dust

Landscape and 
Visual Impact

Effects on 
AONB

Climate Change/ 
Unsustainable

Ecology/ 
Biodiversity/ 
Wildlife/ 
Habitats

Traffic/ 
Transport/ 
HGVs

Water 
Pollution/ 
Hydrology/ 
Hydrogeology

Human Health/ 
health and 
safety

Economic 
Viability/ the 
future of oil and 
gas

Restoration & 
Aftercare Fracking

Not in the public 
interest/ little 
benefit to locals

Seismicity/ 
Ground 
Instability

Impacts on 
Wellbeing/ 
Overall Quality 
of Life

Sets 
precedent 
for further 
work

Conflict with 
Local Policy/ 
WSCC Targets

Conflict with 
National 
Policy/ 
Targets

Noise & 
Vibration Odour 

Emergency 
Procedures/ 
Risk of 
Accidents

Peace and 
Tranquillity Lighting

Broadly - adverse 
environmental 
effects (if specifics 
not mentioned)

Lack of 
Consultation 

Harm to local 
economy e.g. 
housing prices

Harm to 
enjoyment of 
the area

Waste 
Management 

Not appropriate 
for the area No Need

Proximity to 
trainline

Timescale of 
the 
development

Impact on the 
Historic 
Environment/ 
Assets Soils Security

Timing of the 
application 
(Covid-19) Land Use

1 Jennifer Howells Not Given 26/09/2020

A long letter - concerns relating to air pollution (hydraulic acidization, 
traffic emissions, ozone smog, dust and health effects upon site 
employees), GHG emissions, the economic viability of the proposal 
and the wider oil and gas industry and the ability to restore the site 
as planned. Y N N Y N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

2
Andrew & Paula 
Bennett 26/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I strongly object as a Balcombe resident to the proposed application 
regarding oil exploration at Lower Stumble.  Commercial production 
will ruin an area of outstanding natural beauty for ever. Potentially 
pollute the water course, give of harmful gases through flaring of gas 
and cause extensive traffic movements of HGV’s on rural roads. This 
is irresponsible and wrong due to these factors please stop this 
application." Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

3 Dr Annie Etuk 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

A long letter - not in the national interest, climate change,  risk to 
groundwater quality, risk of seismic activity, air pollution from the 
flare and HGVs, impacts on the AONB, effects upon wildlife, impact 
upon quality of life.  Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

4 Antony Penrose 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

A long letter - not in the national interest and not appropriate for the 
area (the AONB), climate change, fracking, pollution of aquifers, 
pollution, not in the interest of local people, risk to Ardingly 
reservoir, first step to industrialisation of thr Weald, "stimulation by 
acid means acid fracturing", flare poses an air pollution risk to local 
people, HGV traffic on B road past the village school  Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

5 Unknown Unknown 28/09/2020
Objection is only a photograph of Ardingley Reservoir - "Ardingly 
reservoir from the south shore 10th September 2020" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

6 Beth Martin 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

Letter mentions HGV traffic (close to school), flaring and air quality 
issues, risk to water and geology, seismic risk, not temprorary ("each 
time an oil company works at this site it sets a precedent for more 
work to follow"), climate change Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

7 Brian Curry 26/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I would be be pleased if you would register my objection to the 
above application made by Angus Energy. The reasons being, 
Increase in HGV traffic, flaring, risk to water and  geology, and 
seismic risk. If the application is permitted the impact of these will 
not be fleeting." Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

8 Bridget Hamilton 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I am writing to object to any future oil exploration in Balcombe. It is 
not in the public interest to explore for oil and contradicts the 
Government's declaration of a climate emergency. Balcombe Parish 
Council has said NO since 2015, and in March 2020 West Sussex 
County Council planners said NO. There is no benefit in drilling for oil 
in West Sussex, instead the focus should be on renewables and a 
green recovery." N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

9

Anonymous 
(Description 'C C 
Objection 26-09-
2020') 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concerns regarding climate change, conflict with local policy (climate 
change strategy), conflict with Net Zero 2050 targets, seismicity, 
effects realating to ground stability, air quality and water quality, not 
in the public interest Y N N Y N N Y N N N N Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

10 Catherine Nixon 26/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I wish to register my objection to ANGUS Energy’s plans for drilling 
at Balcombe. I am concerned about the ground water quality being 
affected ref Tapajos Hydrology Report 2019 aswell as how this could 
affect the geology and local flora and fauna in such an area." N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

11 Celia Valentin 25/09/2020 07/10/2020

"My objection to his application is that the London Road which 
passes the primary school in Balcombe is not suitable for large HGV's 
as it is quite narrow. There is also the problem of these heavy 
vehicles doing damage to the tarmac causing pot holes - who will pay 
for these repairs? I expect it will be our taxes and not Angus Energy. 
Lastly there seems to no benefit for the village, only disruption." N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

12 Cleo Loakimidi 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

3 page letter. Concerns are: length of the operation, the number of 
flares, clarity of the application documentation, safety of operations, 
HGV movements, no need for the development, development out of 
place in the AONB,  incompatible with net zero and national policy, 
only a very small contribution to energy security, damage to the 
countryside, harm to protected and sensitive species, air quality, 
climate change, acid stimulation being a technique similar to 
fracking, noise from the Site, odours, groundwater pollution, no 
emergency shutdown system present in Phase 1, risk of a fire and 
issues with stormwater, sets precedent for more work in future, no 
benefit to locals Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

13 Alethea Mifsud 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I am very upset by the lack of concern from the fracking company 
with regards to the public opposition and care about out water 
supply. I strongly object to any fracking in Balcombe that may go 
ahead and was heavily opposed last time." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

14 Chris Atkins 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"Not appropriate for an area of outstanding natural beauty Not in the 
public interest Risk to groundwater Risk to Ardingly reservoir which is 
nearby First step to industrialisation of the Weald Stimulation by acid 
means acid fracturing 14 metre flare is an air pollution risk to local 
people HGV traffic on a B road past the village school Uncapped 
abandoned Wells leak methane, adding to global heating." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

15 Chris Saunders 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"This application is not in the public interest in any way. It will entail 
a destructive and damaging process to the environment, directly and 
negatively affecting in a variety of ways those in the immediate 
vicinity, and indirectly the public at large. Investment should 
concentrate on the development of renewable energy, and not on 
new sources of fossil fuel. Please reject this application." N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

16 Guy Gladstone 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"We are in a climate emergency. From now on all further fossil fuel 
exploration and drilling involves a cynical and contemptuous 
disregard for human and planetary wellbeing. Cuadrilla and its 
shareholders disgrace themselves if they proceed with this venture." N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

17 John Scates 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"This work is quite unsuited to our AONB and if allowed to go ahead 
will, should it be successful, lead to the despoilation of this and other 
sites in the High Weald area in our beautiful County". N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

18 Mary Andrews 21/09/2020 21/09/2020
"I strongly disagree with any future tracking..it has terrible 
consequences on the future of our clean water supply." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

19 Daniel Butcher 28/09/2020 06/10/2020

"I do not want flow testing in Balcombe because we may end up 
being able to hear it from our house. We have also considered 
moving house because of the smell of the lorries going past the 
village and and the school. If there is any drilling then some of the 
clean water in Balcombe with slight traces of oil and chemicals which 
in the long term could be very bad to humans and animals. I really do 
not want Angus Energy in Balcombe because Balcombe is a lovely 
place. Please do not destroy the beautiful calmness of Balcombe. 
Angus please go drill somewhere else not so close to people living in 
homes. Flow-testing will pollute the atmosphere and in the long-
term melt more icebergs. If this happens polar bears may become 
extinct. Please do not destroy my future, you may have grown up 
with no climate
problems but we children would like that priviledge as well so please 
don't destroy our future." N N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

20 Daniel Hardiker 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concerns regarding development in the AONB, not in the public 
interest, no need (alternative sources of hydrocarbon supply 
available), minimal benefit to local econonomy, contrary to local and 
national policy, climate change, air and water pollution, HGV traffic 
near primary school, noise, site lighting, harm to ecology inc. bats, 
not temporary and sets a precedent for future work/ applications Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

21 Debra Mallard 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

"Hi, I am a Balcombe resident and i object to the application for 
further work at Lower Stumble by Angus Energy.  It is not suitable for 
this area.  Nor anywhere in my opinion.  It is potentially polluting to 
air and water; the very fact that they are removing fluids is 
ominous..is the well being checked for integrity?  As well as this 
there is the known pollution from HGV's which are not suitable 
vehicles to be going through the village and past the school.  Please 
do not permit this toxic industry to continue in this area.  We do not 
want it here or anywhere especially in this day and age when we 
should be investing in clean energy." Y N Y Y N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
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22

Dr Jill Sutcliffe 
(Chair of Keep 
Kirdford and 
Wisborough Green 
(KKWG)) on behalf 24/09/2020 25/09/2020

7 page letter. Concerns include use and handling of HCl, odour, 
climate change, conflict with national policy, public support (lack of - 
though references fracking in relation to this), lack of economic 
benefits, public health and environmental impacts including  air 
pollution Y N N Y N N N Y N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

23 Ebony Nixon 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I wish to register my objection to ANGUS Energy’s plans for drilling 
at Balcombe. I am concerned about the ground water quality being 
affected ref Tapajos
Hydrology Report 2019 aswell as how this could affect the geology 
and local flora and fauna in such an area." N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

24 Emma Dennett 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I am writing in objection to exploring for Oil in Balcombe (reference: 
WSCC/045/20). We absolutely need as much oil as possible to stay in 
the ground in order to reduce the chances of climate catastrophe.  I 
am objecting in behalf of myself and my 4 year old daughter who 
hates cars and how smelly they are." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

25 Harriet Embleton 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I strongly object to any planning permission being granted to 
explore for gas in this area. I am shocked and appalled that in this 
day and age, it is even being considered." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

26 Helen Savage 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

15 page letter. Concerns are: climate change, conflict with local 
policy, doesn't align with circular economy, conflict with national 
policy, not in the public interest, no significant contribution to energy 
security, HGV movements and traffic congestion, impact on peaceful 
character and distinctiveness of the village, lack of local economic 
benefits, there are alternatives elsewhere, detrimental impact to 
children's learning and health, traffic impacts, pollution on road, air 
pollution, air pollution, risks to geology and hyrdrology, seismicity, 
impacts on human health, odour, distinctiveness and quiet nature of 
the AONB, unconventional geology, not temporary development, risk 
to water and hydrology, lack of consultation with the community. Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N Y Y Y Y N Y N N Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N

27 Joan Owen 26/09/2020 01/10/2020

Concerns regarding industrialisation of the area, HGV numbers, 
environmental effects - air pollution, noise pollution, effects upon 
ecology. Sets precedent for future work. Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

28 John Butcher 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concern regarding: conflict with local and national policy including 
the West Sussex Joint Minerals Local Plan, climate change, not in the 
public interest, not in line with Net Zero, would not deliver security of 
supply, environmental effects (local and global), not sustainable 
development, harms residents economically (decline in house 
prices), application doesn't include provision of a bond  to cover 
restoration and environmental damage in case of a disaster, risks to 
human health, air pollution, risks to hydrogeology, critique of hydro 
assessment, HGV movements, and lack of Traffic Impact 
Assessment. Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N Y N Y N N N Y Y N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N

29 Katherine Press 03/10/2020 07/10/2020

Concern regarding industrialisation of the AONB, effects upon 
biodiversity, the local economy, climate change, traffic and air 
quality, and contrary to national policy/ net zero.  Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

30

Balcombe Primary 
School Governing 
Body Not Given 18/09/2020

Concern (and request for additional information) regarding safety 
risks to children and staff due to increased traffic movements. Also 
concern regarding hazardous waste and safety measures relating to 
waste, and pollution/ environmental issues - particularly air 
pollution.  Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

31 Linda Short 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concerns regarding future of oil and gas/ decline in oil price, not in 
public interest, not appropriate development within the AONB, risks 
to hydrology and hydrogeology, HGV numbers (near primary school), 
potential for accidents/ spillages on roads N N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

32 Marie Holmström 18/09/2020 24/09/2020

Concern regarding effects upon ecology/ ecosystems, not 
appropriate for the AONB, visual impact, harm to enjoyment of the 
AONB, noise and light pollution, HGVs, air pollution, disposal of foul 
sewage, contamination of groundwater and surface water, 
seismicity, better (sustainable) alternatives available. Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N

33 Michael Allen 25/09/2020 07/10/2020

"Hello, I would like to register my opposition to fracking in Sussex. 
The drilling company seems intent on going ahead with this despite 
so much opposition from local people, their representatives and 
from impartial scientists. Support for this careless disregard for the 
environment and residents within it comes from those who have a 
vested interest in fracking far from where they live." N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

34

Martha Contreras 
(objection title 'No 
Drilling in 
Balcombe') Unknown 27/09/2020

"Fossil fuels, which they are drilling from the ground, contribute to 
climate change which makes the ice-caps melt. It also makes the air 
quality worse. The drilling would cause air pollution so you would 
cough more and more people will spread illnesses because we are 
coughing in each others faces. Because the drilling sight needs lots of 
equipment, when we are goin to and back from school there will be 
lorries going back and forth to the sight so it will be way more 
dangerous to cross the road. IN CONCLUSION NO DRILLING IN 
BALCOMBE!" Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

35 Noel Bannister 28/09/2020 07/10/2020 "Fossil fuels are history !!" N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

36

Unknown - title of 
objection is "Noise 
Manangement Plan 
2020 (1).pdf ( kb)" Unknown 13/09/2020

"Noise management. The noise is unacceptable from the site." - 
uploaded with the noise management plan N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

37 A Chadwick 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"Prospecting for fossil fuels, like oil, by fracking and acidisation is 
already an anachronism. In the US, frackers are bankrupt, 
abandoning wells to leak methane into the air and toxins to leach 
into the land. A catastrophe from beginning to end. For many 
crucially good reasons, Balcombe PC have said NO, WSCC say NO, 
Flares, geological instability; toxic pollution of groundwater and 
water supplies; constant massive HGV traffic wrecking rural lanes, 
while endangering people and wildlife; air pollution; 24/7 flares; 
decimation of house and land value. Do we trust Angus or any other 
fossil fuel prospector to maintain environmental checks and security? 
Both Cuadrilla and UKOG have lied and ignored the responsibilities 
they signed up to without concern for local residents, whose homes 
and country have been irretrievably ruined by this foul and filthy 
industry. Absolutely NO, not in my county, not in the UK." Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N

38 Ada 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"We should not be exploring for new oil and gas deposits with the 
view of putting them into production. Certainly not from 
unconventional rocks, which are the target here. This development 
will only bring HGV traffic, noise, carcinogenic pollution, potential 
pollution of groundwater and stress to the entire community." N N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

39 Adam 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "Not suitable to the area" N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

40 Adrianne Sale 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 "I oppose this application on the grounds of environmental factors" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

41 Adrien Vick 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"Whilst I do not live in the immediate area I grew up near Balcombe 
and so know it well. It is truly heartbreaking to hear of proposals 
such as this in what is an AONB. The very nature of these proposals 
goes against one of the core principles of the NPPF, which seeks to 
deliver sustainable development. Evidently what is proposed here is 
not a sustainable form of energy production. As a society we need to 
be rapidly decarbonising our economy, this technology is not the 
future. I therefore object to the proposals." N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

42 Alan Barber-Bacon 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I am seriously concerned about fracking, in general. I used to believe 
that Fracking would only be a problem for you if you lived within a 
few hundred meters of the drill site due to noise, disruption etc. 
However, it is now clear that fracking Carrie's with in huge risks to 
the infrastructure and services to households in the whole district - in 
particular the risk of contamination of household drinking water. It is 
completely irresponsible to carry on test drilling until we have found 
a way of making it as safe as drilling in the North Sea." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

43 Alan Warburton 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object to the planning application in the strongest possible terms. 
This is because of the destructive effect the action will have on health 
from flaring, water quality, noise, vibration, road traffic danger to 
life, and the environment. The action would also further climate 
change due to fossil fuel extraction." Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

44 Alex Marshall 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"Not compatible with an AONB and also the risk of groundwater 
pollution, and increased HGV traffic on unsuitable roads." N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

45 Alex Sandys 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I am objecting to the proposal to carry out extended well testing on 
the grounds that this is not suitable in an area of outstanding natural 
beauty and I am concerned about risks from contamination." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

46
Alexander Dunstan-
Lee 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object for many reasons as summarised below: - not a suitable 
activity in an area of outstanding natural beauty. - risk of pollution to 
Ardingly reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going pass the school (which my daughter attends). - 
risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

47 Ali Leigh 13/09/2020 13/09/2020 Objection - no comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
48 Alice Daultrey 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 Objection - no comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



49 Alice Greer 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Angus's previous application was withdrawn after the Planning 
Officer recommended refusal. Whilst Angus have now applied for a 
shorter period (one year and six months) instead of three years the 
same concerns remain: - Not suitable in an AONB. - Risk of pollution 
to nearby reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going past the school - Inaccurate traffic assessment 
proposed by Angus under counting the increased traffic levels - Risk 
of groundwater contamination - Insufficient infrastructure to 
accommodate the industrialisation of a rural area." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

50 Alissa Berdyaeva 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 "Risk of groundwater contamination" N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

51 Allan Bowell 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"It should not be necessary to say that we need more sustainable 
energy sources that protect the environment and it is certainly not 
suitable in an AONB. The very idea being considered here is an 
indication that the interests of businesses and money making is 
being put before the health and welfare of people. You have a 
responsibility to local people to protect their health and their 
environment for now and for future generations. Please do not 
approve this application." N N Y N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

52 Alma Green 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. RIsk of groundwater contamination Increased Traffic 
in Village. Increased traffic and risk to local school." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

53 Amanda Acland 18/09/2020 18/09/2020
Concerns regarding climate change, and the development not being 
in the public interest N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

54 Amanda Boosey 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"It will pollute the water table and consequently flow into nearby 
reservoir. Fracking is bad for the environment on many levels 
including heavy lorries on country roads." N N N N N Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

55 Amanda Saunders 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

Concern regarding HGV traffic close to the school, flaring and air 
quality, risks to water and hydrogeology, seismicity, the 
development not being temporary (sets precedent for future work), 
and climate change (renewable alternatives available). Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

56 Amber Langrry 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"Fracking is damaging to the environment and to the eco system and 
has caused serious problems to people's water supply in the past. I 
will not accept this when we could be investing in green 
technologies." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

57 Amy Packham 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

58
Anastasia 
Macnaghten 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"Risk to water and geology: An independent hydrology report found 
that the oil well was not sound in all sections which 'increases the 
risk to groundwater quality'. Angus' 'understanding of risk to 
groundwater systems () is wholly inadequate' (Tapajos Hydrology 
report 2019). Climate change: WSCC will be going against efforts to 
meet climate change. Given climate concerns this work is outdated. 
Energy can be produced in less destructive renewable ways." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

59 Andrea Mazzocca 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

60 Andrew Bates 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"There is a risk with this that the groundwater will become 
contaminated." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

61 Andrew Leadbetter 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Both ends of the world ,wild fires,heatwaves,floods,all because of 
fossil fules.Somebody must aggree thats enough,and ban 
fracking,coal gas,etc.A massive investment of renewable energy is 
long overdue 50 years in fact .please do the right thing .say no.thank 
you..we have family living in balcombe and worried about health of 
my grandchildren .thank you." N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

62 Andrew Platt 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Serious unmitigated rIsk of pollution to 
nearby drinking water reservoir which is non-reversible and would 
affect public health. Additional impact on air quality and health from 
flaring and increased HGVs going pass the school." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

63 Andrew Press 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Honestly can't believe I am having to object to oil being drilled 
for/fracked in 2020!!! Anywhere is shocking given climate change 
and all the viable alternatives but in Sussex AONB. It is ridiculous that 
it is even being considered. Build a wind farm, stick a solar panel on 
every new build home or roof repair. Unbelievable." N N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

64 Andy 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"This should not be allowed to disrupt and pollute the water supply. 
There is a reservoir nearby which should be protected. This is also an 
area of natural beauty with precious woodlands, this should be 
protected from invasion by heavy industry in both the immediate 
vicinity and surrounding areas." N N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

65 Andy Andrews 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I object to this planning application because of what has been 
proven about the risks of fracking to the environment and the 
biodiversity of plant and wetlands in the local area." N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

66 Andy Couves 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

67 Andy Fruin 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGVs, flaring and air quality, risks to water and 
hydrogeology, seismicity, the development not being temporary, 
setting a precedent for more work in future, and climate change. Y N N Y N Y Y N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

68 Andy White 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"Have you actually lost your mind? The world is currently facing the 
existential threat of runaway climate change, contributing to 
unprecedented levels of species and habitat loss, and increasingly 
erratic weather at the very least. Back in May 2019, the UK 
Parliament declared a climate change emergency. If we don't take 
action, our children may live in a world of floods, droughts, conflict 
and food scarcity. They may never know many of the animals and 
plants that we currently take for granted. They will look back on us 
and the decisions we took. To open the doors to new fossil fuel 
exploration ANYWHERE, knowing what we know, is tantamount to 
governmental and ecological incompetence. To even entertain this as 
an option seems bazaar beyond comprehension. You may dismiss 
this message because it does not pertain to "planning issues". But it 
actually does. Our decisions here are part of the planning of our 
children's future." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

69 Angela Brown 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"I object to drilling at Balcombe, it is outdated technoldgy, we need 
renewabls, we do not want to risk polluting water and destroy more 
wildlife. The impact of such an inapropriate activity on the lives of 
local people is unaceptable, and climate emergency makes suh 
activity domething which should be recognised as obsolete." N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

70 Angela Cowan 19/09/2020 19/09/2020
"Not suitable in an area of natural beauty and great risk of 
contaminating groundwater and nearby reservoir." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

71 Ann Link 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I object to the activity described above which is directed towards 
finding and extracting oil and related fossil fuels. There is already far 
more fossil fuel available than we can afford to burn without causing 
runaway climate change. It is very urgent to act now to avoid the 
worst climate change, so this activity must not be alllowed to go 
ahead. Also, the people of Balcombe have done their best to power 
the village with renewable energy, and are mostly opposed to further 
drilling. If this were in the national interest, it might be imposed 
against their will, but it is against the national interest, as the country 
will be badly affected by climate change. Anything to make climate 
change worse is not in the national interest." N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

72 Ann Martin 15/09/2020 15/09/2020
"Risk of pollution to environment and humans especially being so 
close to villages and schools" N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

73 Ann Pearce 25/09/2020 07/10/2020

"Fracking is not a solution to our energy needs. With the threat of 
climate change we need to move away from fossil fuels. Fracking is 
neither needed or desirable." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

74 Anna 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir" N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
75 Anna 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 O bjection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

76 Anna Contreras 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"How will we achieve Net Zero emissions by 2050 if we drill for oil all 
over the countryside and flare the gas? The Balcombe site will pollute 
the air, the water, will be noisy and smelly. It has no place in an 
AONB." Y N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

77 Anna Greer 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Angus's previous application was withdrawn after the Planning 
Officer recommended refusal. Whilst Angus have now applied for a 
shorter period (one year and six months) instead of three years the 
same concerns remain: - Not suitable in an AONB. - Risk of pollution 
to nearby reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going past the school - Inaccurate traffic assessment 
proposed by Angus under counting the increased traffic levels - Risk 
of groundwater contamination - Insufficient infrastructure to 
accommodate the industrialisation of a rural area." Same as Alice 
Greer (ID 49). Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

78 Anna Johnson 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"In the face of mass extinction of species and the current destruction 
of human habitation and life around the world due to climate change 
which is proven to be caused by carbon emissions it is criminal to drill 
for oil. This is a local as well as global issue and will have an 
increasing impact on the people of West Sussex. It is also not in the 
public interest to have a major development in an area of 
outstanding natural beauty." N N Y Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

79 Anna Lewington 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I object absolutely to this application: it is totally unacceptable for 
many reasons. This beautiful rural village, in an area of outstanding 
natural beauty, is entirely unsuitable for this kind of industrial activity 
and the daily intrusion and disturbance it will cause, not to mention 
air and potential ground water pollution simply cannot be justified. 
We are in the midst of a climate emergency and all such operations 
are now outdated and should be scrapped." Y N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

80 Anna Reggiani 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

Concerns regarding impacts on the AONB, climate change, not in the 
public interest, impacts on wildlife, air quality effects, increased HGV 
movements and pollution from vehicles, surface and groundwater 
pollution, climate change impacts, sets precedent for future work. Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



81 Anna Scott-Gall 18/09/2020 18/09/2020
" Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby  reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health." Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

82 Anne Holmes 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Huge lorries going through centre of village passing school Pollution 
of air from flare Pollution of Ardingly reservoir Noise pollution Air 
pollution Polluting area of outstanding natural beauty" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

83 Anne Visscher 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concerns regarding human health, air pollution, water pollution 
(surface and groundwater), climate change, not suitable 
development for the AONB, increased HGV numbers, safety risks Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

84 Anne Whitehead 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Objection because of the additional traffic and pollution especially 
outside the village school" N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

85
Annemarie 
O'Sullivan 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGVs/traffic, air quality, impacts on surface 
water hydrogeology, seismicity, the development not being 
temporary, setting a precedent for more work in future, and climate 
change. Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

86 Anthony Johnston 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This is not suitable in such an area due to risk of pollution, impact 
on health and air quality, impact on an area of outstanding natural 
beauty, possible water contamination, and increased HGV traffic" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

87 Anthony Kelleher 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Increase in HGVs is a risk for school. Air quality will reduce. Risk of 
pollution to local reservoir." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

88 Anthony Le Grys 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concerns regarding climate change, unsuitable for the AONB, risk of 
surface water and groundwater pollution, human health risk, air 
quality effects and HGV numbers.  Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

89 Anthony Slingsby 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

Concerns regarding fracking, general 'environmental effects', not 
suitable for the AONB, risk of surface and groundwater pollution, 
human health risks, air quality risks and HGV numbers. Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

90
Anthony 
Woodward 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

Concerns regarding the development not being in the public interest, 
not suitable in the AONB, in conflict with national planning policy and 
Net Zero, damage to rural character of the area, increased traffic, air 
pollution, health and safety issues (due to traffic and flaring), 
damage to roads, sets precedent for future work, fracking, risks to 
groundwater, climate change and biodiversity. Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

91 Antony Harrison 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I regularly walk in tge Balcombe Village area and surrounding areas, 
this area is not suited to any developement especially one that's 
likely to impact o. Local residents,this goes against green credentials 
and I hope wscc take this into account." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N

92 Aria Heaton 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I moved to Balcombe two years ago from London. I used to cough 
every night and the doctor said it was asthma. Mummy and Daddy 
said we should move house. Since I live in Balcombe I don't cough or 
need an inhaler any more. I don't want big lorries driving past my 
school and polluting the air. It is dangerous to cross the road to 
school already as the road and pavement is narrow and there is lots 
of parked cars. We don't have a lollipop lady at school every day and 
big lorries would make this worse. We moved to Balcombe because 
the air is clean and it is peaceful and protected from being made 
dirty. It is special and very beautiful. Mummy told me that clean air is 
very important for children's health. 
https://www.google.co.uk/amp/s/www.bbc.co.uk/news/amp/uk-
england-london-48132490 We don't want a well test." Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

93 Ash West 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"It is not in the public interest to have a major development in an 
area of outstanding natural beauty and the residual need for 
hydrocarbons can be met elsewhere." N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

94 Atlanta Cook 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"During the Climate Emergency and imminent Global Economic 
Depression, extreme oil and gas extraction not only flies in the face 
of the Paris Agreement to keep global warming at 1.5C, it is 
inefficient (with flow rates dropping dramatically in the first quarter) 
and unprofitable with a $250bn industry debt being recalled by 
banks. The fracking industry never actually makes any money - it just 
borrows more and more. Now that debt pile - $250bn in the last two 
years - is overbalancing the industry as - because of the low oil price- 
banks call in those debts see article 
(https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-banks-energy-assets-
exclusive-
idUSKCN21R3JI?fbclid=IwAR3Ds4egpUP_vBFAikSazZjTvDac63YdyPKv
6jOtcS3_7qcpSxvi5XGXNY0)" N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

95 Aubbrhea Seymour 15/09/2020 15/09/2020
"This is inappropriate in this area, and will increase traffic in a village 
setting with a school in the centre." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

96 Aurelie Elder 22/09/2020 22/09/2020
"Unwanted and inappropriate in an AONB. Climate crisis is more 
important than shareholder profit for goodness sake!" N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

97 Aurelie Elder 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"My objections to this application include the following: Not suitable 
in an AONB Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir Impact of flaring on 
air quality and health Increased HGVs going past the school Risk of 
groundwater contamination. Climate Change" Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

98 Barb 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Never been proved to be safe. We live in an area of outstanding 
beauty & it should be left alone." N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

99 Barbara Ellis 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"Not suitable in an area of natural beauty also risks pollution to 
nearby reservoir. I'm also concerned about the impact of flaring on 
air quality and health and the risk of groundwater contamination. 
Added to all that there will be the dangerous increase in HGV's going 
passed the a popular and well attended school." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

100 Barbara Fanning 11/09/2020 11/09/2020
"There would be a risk of pollution to the reservoir which is quite 
near, also a risk of groundwater contamination." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

101 Barbara Leech 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 "Wrong fuel, wrong location, wrong era." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

102 Barnaby Hewitt 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"We have a lot of elderly people and vulnerable. Myself included. 26 
year old with terminal cancer. I remember this from 10 years ago and 
was a nightmare. If this goes ahead it will be disaster for everyone 
including workers." N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

103 Barry Syder 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "Risk of groundwater contamination" N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

104 Bedson 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"I strongly object to this application. The flare will impact the air 
quality and this shouldn't be allowed in an AONB. Please reject the 
application." Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

105 Bee Gerlinger 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I strongly object to fracking applications in an Area of Outstanding 
Beauty. In this case, this operation would also dramatically increase 
the risk of pollution to a nearby reservoir. Flares have shown to 
negatively affect local people's health. The operation would require 
HGVs to go past the school. There is a risk of groundwater 
contamination. For more reading please see here: 
https://www.theatlantic.com/science/archive/2017/12/data-from-
11-million-infants-suggests-fracking-harms-human-health/548315/" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

106 Ben 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I strongly Object to this application due to the unsuitable nature of 
this kind of work in an AONB not just due to risk of pollution and 
environmental damage but also increased traffic through the village. 
We are living in a period of dramatic climate change and should not 
be industrialising our precious countryside to speculate for out of 
date fuel source which we have plenty of and know is hugely 
damaging. Please WSCC fulfil your duties. Reject this application and 
protect our beautiful countryside for our future generations." N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

107 Ben 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"The Arfingky reservoirs is a haven for wild life and birds. We have 
seen countless examples of oil drilling spool the natural habitat and I 
strongly oppose this step of drilling at the site. Please protect the 
environment and all assurances by the oil company won't be enough 
to protect the environment. Commercial exploration needs to stop 
and a scared relationship with the first is essential." N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

108 Ben Dunstan-Lee 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object for many reasons as summarised below: - not a suitable 
activity in an area of outstanding natural beauty. - risk of pollution to 
Ardingly reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going pass the school (which my sister attends). - 
risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

109 Ben Ferguson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Fracking is polluting. Locally it will contaminate the air and water. It 
makes climate change worse." Y N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

110 Ben Grove 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"I believe this development is potentially harmful to life, and the 
environment. The proximity of the primary school to the road which 
will take hundreds of heavy lorry journeys, is an unacceptable risk. 
There is strong evidence of negative effects on night wildlife from 
flaring and light pollution. There is no benefit to the local community, 
so why should it be allowed in an AOB?" N N Y N Y Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

111 Ben Grove 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I object to the above application for several reasons. The danger 
from increase in heavy traffic in close proximity to the school. The 
pollution produced by continual flaring is detrimental to the 
environment. The destructive search for fossil fuels should now be 
discouraged, as agreed by the C.C. There is no long term benefit to 
the local community." Y N N Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

112 Ben Somers 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Impact of flaring on air quality and health. 
Increased HGVs going through the village. Risk of groundwater 
contamination Risk of small earth quakes resulting in house 
damage." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

113 Ben Statton 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGV numbers, noise pollution, health and safety, 
climate change, seismicity, not in the public interest, conflict with 
national policy/ targets N N N Y N Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

114
Benjamin James 
Anderson 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"I really feel Balcombe where I used to live going to have so many 
problems with fracking and Drilling I remember the protest last time 
it will cause chaos and painful experience" N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

115 Bernadette Ogrady 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
Concerns regarding harm to wildlife, risk of groundwater pollution, 
seismicity, increased traffic, air pollution, health risks Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

116 Beryll Withers 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

Concerns regarding the development not being suitable for the 
AONB, risk of surface and groundwater pollution, air quality effects, 
health risks, increased HGV numbers, climate change Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

117 Bethanie 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "Too many lorries passing through school road." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
118 BMF Chamberlain 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

119 Bonnie Metherell 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
"We should not be investing in fossil fuel extraction. I strongly object 
to this." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



120 Brenda Evans 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I wish to object to the proposal that Angus oil have to remove 
drilling fluids and carry out extended well tests at Lower Stumble 
Balcombe. My reasons are as follows: There is a risk to groundwater 
quality. An independent hydrological report has found that the oil 
well is not sound in all sections. The flare that will be on there will 
affect air quality in the locality. The prevailing wind will blow 
pollution towards residents. The surroundings roads are not suitable 
for the increase in HGV traffic that will be created. We need to stop 
using fossil fuels because of climate change and this proposal does 
the opposite of what we need to do to protect the environment." Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

121 Bridget Carter 14/09/2020 14/09/2020
"I object given the risk of water contamination both to local ground 
water and the local reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

122 Bruce Selkirk 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Appalled at the continued return of such Fracking Companies. 
Destroying our countryside neighbourhood for profit and very little 
gain. The industry is already heavily subsidised and unsustainable! 
Personally I am worried about the injected pollutants in the water 
table and how it will adversely effect my business and family. When 
accidents happen who is accountable???" N N N Y N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N

123 Caitriona Jenkins 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concerns regarding the development not being suitable for the 
AONB, sets precedent for future work, not in the public interest, HGV 
numbers, health and safety risks, vibration from traffic, water 
contamination, risk of seismic activity N N Y N N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

124 Caitriona Vines 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"I have concerns around ground water pollution, inappropriate 
activity in an AONB, local pollution from increased vehicles and the 
potential negative effects on the affect on local people and wildlife 
However my main concern is climate change and this form of energy 
does not support a zero carbon future." Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

125 Camille Baker 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I just moved into this area because it was natural and away from 
the pollution of the city, I don't pollution and environmental damage 
to the area or water and potential for earthquakes. We know that 
the process of fracking is hugely damaging to the land - I'm originally 
form Canada and look at the mess there! This is a destructive and 
not very lucrative i.e. the outcome for effort/ cost versus benefit is 
extremely low for the overall destructive nature of it. Please stop this 
activity from happening in my neighbourhood and the UK as a 
whole!" N N N N N N Y N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

126 Carol Guest 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concerns regarding fracking, human health and safety, water 
pollution, air pollution, impacts on wildlife and the AONB, HGVs, 
seismicity. Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

127 Carol Jarvest 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object to this application primarily due to the pollutants that will 
be generated from the flare onsite, especially as we are 
predominately in the path of the west prevailing wind, up valley. 
Additionally the risk to polluting the aquifers has been reported on 
independently and Angus Energy's approach has been documented 
as wholly inadequate. We are on a series of fault lines in Balcombe, 
so seismic activity is also a significant cause for concern - I personally 
live only 700m from the site." Y N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

128 Caroline Alford 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

129 Caroline Lillywhite 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I object on the following grounds: 1. This application is not suitable 
in an AONB 2. The rIsk of pollution to groundwater and the nearby 
reservoir 3. The potential impact of flaring on air quality and health 
4. The increase in HGVs going past the local school 5. The overall 
impact on the environment and contribution to Climate Change 
Please reject this application. Thank you." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

130 Carolyn Robertson 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"We should not be exploring for more hydrocarbons but finding 
alternative, sustainable and renewable energy sources. The impact of 
burning hydrocarbons on global warming is the overriding reason to 
reject this application and to encourage and support other energy 
sources that do not damage the planet." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

131 Carolyn Rolph 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"This is not safe for our children at school. The lorries passing and the 
removal of toxic waste." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

132
Catherine 
Edminson 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

Concerns regarding climate change, unsuitable for the AONB, risk of 
surface water and groundwater pollution, human health risk, air 
quality effects and HGV numbers.  Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

133 Catherine Hemming 23/09/2020 23/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, HGVs, air pollution and  
groundwater pollution Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

134 Catherine Pymble 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "It is not suitable in an area of outstanding beauty." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

135
Catherine Rennie-
Nash 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"To allow fracking anywhere in this country, or the world for that 
matter, is irresponsible and immoral. If we are to have any hope of 
keeping global overheating to 1.5 degrees ALL fossil fuels must be 
left in the ground. The disruption and danger to a small village is 
untenable - huge lorries close to schools and homes, flaring causing 
pollution, pollution of water sources, likely seismic activity.... Please 
knock this dangerous project on the head once and for all and let's 
welcome instead companies that give us green initiatives." Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

136 Cathy Trainin 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I am objecting becouse of the possibility of pollutants passing into 
the local water system. Also the HGV driving in the local area will 
impact the local community to much. The negative impact of the 
whole of this process is too great." N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

137 Cathy Warren 26/09/2020 26/09/2020
"We should be avoiding fossil fuels, and this development will harm 
the environment." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

138 Catrina 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"Although I have several objections as a local person to this, I have 
one very big objection as a citizen of this planet. We need to invest in 
clean energy and stop immediately with any fossil fuels. This is a 
crisis and emergency actions are required with immediate effect. It is 
important we all play our part. Other objections as a local person is 
related to water pollution, especially to a nearby reservoir, air quality 
and earthquake risk. This is in an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
so let's keep it that way. Please." Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

139 Charles Daultrey 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on air quality 
and health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. RIsk of 
groundwater contamination." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

140 Charles Hirst 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I object to this application on the grounds that it is not in the 
interests of the local community and due to the potential health risks 
to local residents with the proximity of the village to the site." N N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

141 Charles Metcalfe 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

Concerns regarding risks to water, air quality, economic viability/ 
future of industry/ price of oil, location within the AONB, not in the 
public interest, alternative sources to meet energy demand available, 
risks to water quality, air quality, HGV movements, risks to wildlife. Y N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

142
Charles William 
Drake 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

Concerns regarding climate change, inappropriate for the AONB, not 
in the public interest, air pollution, water pollution, HGVs/ traffic 
impacts. Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

143 Charlie Charrington 13/09/2020 13/09/2020
"Environmental risks including air, land and groundwater pollution, 
especially an AONB." Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

144 Charlie Kininmonth 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I think this would create a significant pollution risk, would endanger 
the environment and bring no tangible benefit to the local 
community." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

145 Charlie Somers 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"This is not suitable in an area of natural beauty. There is a real risk 
of pollution to the nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on air quality 
and health of local residents and the nearby primary school. Risk of 
contamination to groundwater. Damage to roads from HGV's" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

146 Charlotte Faith 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Serious concerns with regards to air pollution and water 
contamination, not to mention the use of huge amounts of water, 
which is transported to the site at significant environmental cost. As 
well as earth tremor concerns,and carcinogenic chemicals escaping 
during drilling and contaminate groundwater." Y N N Y N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

147
Charlotte Graves-
Tamvakis 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGV numbers, health and safety, air pollution, 
noise pollution, effect upon overall quality of life, water pollution, 
impacts on the AONB. Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

148 Charlotte Haywood 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
149 Charlotte Myers 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

150 Charlotte Standish 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"There has already been objection to this - why try again! Too close 
to reservoir, increased HGV traffic through small village, possible 
pollution, AONB area." N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

151 Chloe Conquest 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGV movements near the school, air quality, 
risks to human health, risks to water and hydrogeology, seismicity, 
development not temporary, sets precedent for future work, not 
sustainable/ renewable. Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

152 Chloe Warburton 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 "I object to any further testing" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
153 Chris Austin 10/09/2020 10/09/2020 "Fracking not good for the environment nor local community." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

154 Chris Brooks 06/09/2020 06/09/2020
"Not suitable in an AONB, more HGVs going past the school, possible 
contamination of water supplies." N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

155 Chris Damski 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Seems inappropriate to have a fracking site in an historic village, it 
will impact safety (increased HGVs) let alone the noise pollution and 
known seismic disturbances." N N N N N Y N Y N N Y N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

156 Chris Edwards 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"Risk of groundwater contamination ending up in the Ouse/ RIsk of 
pollution to nearby reservoir. Area of outstanding natural beauty not - 
suitable for gas /oil industrialisation Impact of flaring on air quality 
and health on nearby village/ see also flare height in relation to 
village elevation Does not supported Govt stated green policy" Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

157 Chris Farthing 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

158 Chris Lee 10/09/2020 10/09/2020

"I strongly object to any oil exploration in Balcombe. We are at a 
critical stage in our world and we need Tom protect our environment 
not causing immeasurable damage to our future. This is short term 
gain for long term pain." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

159 Chris Masella 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

Concerns regarding air pollution, water pollution, noise, toxic waste 
disposal, HGVs and risk of accidents, impacts on wildlife, economic 
viability/ risk of bankruptcy, disruption to village life and division in 
the community. Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y N N Y N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N



160 Chris Neill 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"Approval for the application is not in the public interest and there is 
strong public opinion against it locally and nationally. Inustrialisation 
of the countryside in this way is not appropriate development. The 
national and international plans and legal obligations to combat 
climate change by reducing carbon emmissions override any 
perceived national economic advantage (which anyway is highly 
questionable) in extracting energy sources which cause carbon 
emmissions." N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

161 Chris Pepler 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I object on the strongest possible grounds against this application. 
the burden on those in the local surrounds will be huge in terms of 
large vehicle traffic and in terms of noise from the well site. The use 
of fracking chemicals has widely been shown to be unsafe in very 
situations and I do not believe there is a 100% guarantee that 
groundwater will be free from contamination in this area." N N N N N Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

162 Chris Taylor 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGVs, air quality, surface and groundwater 
pollution, seismicity, the development not being temporary, setting a 
precedent for future work, and climate change. Y N N Y N Y Y N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

163 Chris Thomas 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I do not believe this activity should be done in such a highly 
populated areas. There are serious environment impacts and it will 
leads to additional commercial traffic." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

164 Chris West 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Not appropriate fuel source in age of climate crisis. Roo much 
pollution. Increased traffic from HGVs especially in area where there 
is a school. How can Sussex meet its CO2 reduction target if 
promoting the extraction of fossil fuels?" N N N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

165
Christopher 
Andrews 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"Apart from the damage to the Environment there is no need of 
extra supplies of fossil fuels for the foreseeable future." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

166 Christopher Damski 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

167 Christopher Lowe 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fossil fuels should henceforth be left in the ground Environmental 
damage will result from extractI got fossil fuels This is particularly so 
if extraction is for many years It is the responsibility of the Minerals 
Authority to consider consequences of carbon pollution in an 
application to extract oil or gas, not to be left to the OGA or Dept of 
Energy There is a risk of contamination of nearby reservoir and the R 
Ouse in Sussex Action by authorities is urgent to cease carbon 
emissions and switch to environmentally friendly power and 
industrial products, as the major oil co's are now doing." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

168 CK Yoe 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"There are major environmental concerns, one is the presence of a 
flare. Because of the location in a depression, the flare will blow 
pollutants to the surrounding villages." Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

169 Claire 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This is detrimental to the environment, the community and more 
efficient and green energy should be sought rather than drilling for a 
short term solution." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

170 Claire Bellamy 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"This application MUST be rejected. This is an Area Of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty and must be treated as such. There is a risk of 
pollution to nearby reservoir, impact of flaring on air quality and 
health, increased HGVs going past the school and rIsk of 
groundwater contamination. Keep these greedy companies out of 
Sussex. They don't live here - we do and we shouldn't have to keep 
fighting this. Put a stop to this once and for all!!!!" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

171 Claire des Forges 14/09/2020 14/09/2020
"I do not want my drinking water contaminated. I do not want noise 
pollution from the site or traffic congestion." N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

172 Claire Hollywell 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. RIsk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

173 Claire Sweetnam 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Fracking is old technology- releasing dirty fuel with high carbon 
footprint. Hydraulic fracturing has been proven to impact on fragile 
water table. Location of fracking site require significant infrastructure 
to support movement of such fuels- which his not in place. This 
country has huge reserves of tidal wave & wind power for direct 
electricity generation. Completely at odds with government's stated 
climate change objectives to reduce carbon dioxide emissions." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

174 Cleo Loakimidi 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"Please see attached" - link doesn't work. File title: 'Cleo Ioakimidi 
Objection 27-09-2020.pdf' N

175 Cleo Loakimidi 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"Angus state that the restoration phase will enhance the local 
landscape and provide a positive contribution towards ecology in the 
area. They propose to plant trees for carbon sequestration. 
According to their calculations, around 430 tonnes of CO2 equivalent 
will be sequestered after 60 years. The flare, burning up to 5000 
m3/d of natural gas, will produce up to 10 tonnes of CO2 per day. It 
will take 490 years to sequester the CO2 produced by flaring for a 
year-long EWT!" N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

176 Clive Butcher 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I have family and grandchildren living and schooling in Balcombe 
and I object to the proposal for further drilling to be carried out. The 
proposal is inconsistent with the national drive towards renewable 
energy and will have specific adverse effects on Balcombe i.e. 
possible contamination of groundwater, air pollution from flaring 
and pollution from heavy lorries along London Road, passing very 
close to the primary school. I trust this planning request will be 
declined." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

177 Clive Spencer Bane 12/09/2020 12/09/2020

"I oppose the application on the following grounds: The site is 
unsuitable as there is a risk of groundwater contamination and of 
pollution to the nearby Ardingly reservoir. The use of flaring will have 
a detrimental impact on air quality and health for the local 
population. The use of HGVs on the B2036 will create noise and 
heighten the risk of road accidents going past the School." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

178 Cornelie Usborne 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I wish to express my opposition to renewed drilling, even if only 
investigative, for fracking in Balcombe. Fracking has proven to be 
very detrimental for the environment (drilling for underground gas 
when we should concentrate on carbon-neutral energy), for the 
immediate surrounding (noise and pollution from huge lorries), for 
air and water quality (pollution from lorries and hydraulic fracking 
disturbing the water level and quality). Both local authorities and 
WSCC have opposed the previous attempts to frack in this area, and 
so did local residents in Balcombe and further afield. Please respect 
their wishes." Y N N Y N Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

179

Campaign to 
Protect Rural 
England (CPRE) 
Sussex 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

14 Page report. Concerns include: not consistent with local mineral 
plan policy, harm to Balcombe residents health and wellbeing, visual 
impact and harm to landscape character, risk to water resources, 
noise and air pollution, GHG emissions and climate change 
implications, conflict with national policy/ targets, not appropriate 
development for the AONB, not in the public interest, no promise of 
BNG, inadequate restoration plans Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

180 D Baird 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Fracking in an AONB is environmentally damaging during and after 
site development." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

181 D Jones 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concerns regarding fracking, climate change and ecology, risk to 
groundwater, HGVs/traffic, industrialisation of the countryside, not 
consistent with national targets. N N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

182 D.Leadbetter 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This sort of industry should not be near homes. Sparks from the 
railway worry me greatly. This is an area of natural beauty. The rIsk 
to the nearby reservoir is to high. Impact of flaring to the area and 
wildlife will be terrible. Increased traffic in the village and near the 
school. Ground water contamination is a huge risk and not 
acceptable." N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N

183 Dan 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Dont drill here - this is an area of outstanding natural beauty. There 
is risk of ground water pollution and it will cause air pollution, not 
least in the location of nearby school. Frustrating that there is need 
to fight another bid to drill." Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

184 Daniel Waddell 16/09/2020 16/09/2020
Strongly worded. Concern regarding "environmental catastrophe" 
and contamination of drinking water N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

185 Daniela Provvedi 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Risk of groundwater contamination" N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

186 Danielle Kail 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest 
and not being appropriate for the area, impacts on the AONB, 
climate change impacts, industrialisation, precedence for future 
work, risk to groundwater and surface water, fracking, air pollution, 
health risks to local people and HGV movements past local school Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

187 Darren Bird 22/09/2020 22/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

188 David Calvert 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"This proposed development would adversely affect an Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty. In addition the consequences of 
fracking are not absolutely known and the previous history of small 
earth tremors and pollution of underground water systems in 
addition to the increase in heavy road traffic in a small
village which has a school within its boundaries leads one to suggest 
that this would not be a good idea. As oil is currently available 
elsewhere and in large supply throughout the globe due to the 
minimising of travel due to the Coronavirus pandemic there should 
be no need for this proposed development." N N Y N N Y Y N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

189 David Fennings 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 "I strong object due to all the glaringly obvious reasons" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

190 David Hurry 16/09/2020 16/09/2020
"Please register my objection to his application. I consider it to be 
utterly inappropriate." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

191 David Leech 06/09/2020 06/09/2020
"We should not be developing hydrocarbon extractions for ecological 
reasons and certainly not in the AONB" N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Unknown 



192 David Leeming 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. RIsk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. RIsk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

193 David Loveland 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"To whom it may concern, My wife and I object to this application as 
drilling for oil always damages the environment even if the oil 
company denies that this is the case. We should be concentrating on 
renewable energy and not searching for more fossil fuels. In addition, 
the countryside in this area is an oasis for wildlife and is already 
under considerable pressure. We strongly object to the approval of 
this application for our children and future generations to come. 
Thanks you. Fiona and David Loveland (And our son Felix!)" N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

194 David Miners 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"This should not be allowed in an ANOB because the site is situated 
in close proximity to the village of Balcombe, causing the strong 
possibility of air and water pollution, together with added traffic 
congestion, especially near the primary school and village residents. 
The HGVs carrying dangerous chemicals would be passing the school 
and church, which ccould bring about an additional health hazard 
should there be an accident." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

195 David Perrin 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

Concerns regarding impacts on the AONB, sets precedent for work 
elsewhere in the AONB, risk of surface water and groundwater 
pollution,  waste disposal, air quality, human health and  HGV 
movements. Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

196 David Young 22/09/2020 22/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

197 Dawn Casey 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"In an age where we face climate crisis and mass extinction of 
species, we need energy that is clean and renewable. Fracking is 
neither. Pollution from fracking poisons water and earth, which we 
rely on for safe food and drink. I object in the strongest terms to 
fracking and encourage green alternatives, such as solar and wind." N N N Y N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

198 Debbie James 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I object to this because of the impact flaring will have on air quality 
and our health, also because of the many HGV's that will be going 
past the school which is dangerous at drop off and pick up times, and 
also more pollution through the village." Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

199 Deborah Elliott 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"At a time of climate change it would be irresponsible of the Council 
to approve this, as a nation we are moving away from fossil fuels and 
public opinion upholds this. I am very concerned about the ground 
water contamination that this may cause in an AONB. I have 
experience of living near a fracking site (albeit by acidisation) the 
huge HGVs make it an unpleasant experience on the roads. They do 
not/cannot abide by the access regulations laid out in the planning 
application 100% of the time." N N Y Y N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

200 Dede Jolly 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGV traffic, health and safety, air quality, risk to 
surface water and groundwater, seismicity, the development not 
being temporary, setting a precedent for more work to follow, and 
climate change. Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

201
Derek R. Stewart 
Smith 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"The position of this site places the residents of Balcombe at a 
considerable from the burning of gases and ground water pollution. 
There is no proposal for permanent on site engineering supervision 
and leaves the drilling company completely free to do whatever suits 
their commercial interests. Just as much damage to the environment 
could be done whether the period of the test is carried out for one or 
three years." Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

202 Diana Pospisil 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
Concerns regarding HGVs, health and safety, accidents/ spillages, air 
pollution, noise and impact on mental health/ wellbeing. Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

203 Diana Wallace 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"This development is highly unsuitable in an AONB. There is a risk of 
pollution to the nearby reservoir. Flaring has a negative impact on air 
quality and health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. Risk of 
groundwater contamination Fracking causes global heating 
emissions and therefore jeopardises the UK's commitments to the 
Paris Agreement and zero carbon targets. This development has 
been forced onto the local community, causing stress and conflict., 
negatively affecting well being." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

204 Dianna Jones 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This application is totally unsuitable.To inject water is to risk 
disturbing the slippage in the ground. This may then cause 
underground movement..which in turn may damage the 
watercourses. The UK Gov; is committed to phasing out Fossil Fuel 
use..there is no need for this development..and it will be detrimental 
both for the local community and the AONB." N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

205 Dominic Perrin 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"It's now well known that fracking causes earthquakes and, 
particularly as Balcombe, and the nearby areas of Haywards Heath, 
Lindfield and Cuckfield, are very residential, it would be dangerous to 
proceed with fracking in Balcombe or anywhere near there. Further 
to this, there's absolutely no justification or need to proceed with 
such an expensive and economically imprecise energy development 
project such as fracking when other far more environmentally 
friendly and cost-effective alternatives exist." N N N Y N N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

206 Dougal Crowder 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"There is absolutely no need for fracking. Oil prices are at record lows 
and renewables are a far more cost effective solution. Why destroy 
the landscape in Balcombe for no good reason?" N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

207 Douglas Aarvold 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination Given the 
current environment surely we should be supporting sustainable 
energy growth." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

208 Douglas Wragg 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"1. Not suitable in an AONB. 2. Risk of groundwater contamination. 
3. Impact of flaring on air quality and health. 4. RIsk of pollution to 
nearby reservoir." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

209
Dr Alan William 
Rew 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concerns regarding public opposition/ not in public interest, not 
suitable for the AONB, risks to geology and water, air pollution, 
human health, HGV movements and seismicity. Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

210 Dr David Luke 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"This well test close to reservoirs in our neighbourhood is dangerous, 
potentially toxic and unnecessary. Our clean water and environment 
is essential to our wellbeing and that of wildlife. This is not a good 
plan and I will be actively protesting if it goes ahead." N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

211 Dr Dennis Chan 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. RIsk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. RIsk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

212 Dr Rosalind Merrick 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"It is not in the public interest to explore for oil and gas. The 
objection is both for local reasons and in view of the state of 
emergency regarding climate change. The proximity of the site to the 
village and residences is an issue, as is the unwarranted risk to 
nature and the environment. The beauty here - the undisturbed 
nature - is a resource for the whole county. The threat of significant 
increases in heavy traffic, flaring and pollution therefrom, and risk to 
water quality are not justified. This is not an industry which is 
acceptable in present times and in this delicate location." Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

213 Dr. Elizabeth Ford 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"This is madness. I object to this on so many levels. It is completely 
unsuitable to do this in the area. I have deep concerns about the 
environmental impact." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

214 Drs SA & B Rudd 20/09/2020 23/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest 
and not being appropriate for the area, impacts on the AONB, 
climate change impacts, industrialisation, precedence for future 
work, risk to groundwater and surface water, fracking, air pollution 
and HGV traffic Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

215 Duncan Smith 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs, air quality, risk to water resources, harm to 
wildlife and the AONB, landscape impacts, risk of accidents and 
spillages, not in the public interest, climate change. Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

216 Edward Pack 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
Concern regarding industrialisation of the AONB, climate change, 
health and safety, impacts on wildlife, not appropriate for the area. N N Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

217 Edward Randall 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"angus energy report on risk to ground water at the site is 
inadequate (tapajos hydrology report 2019) this is in an aonb site 
and there is a ground water link to ardingly reservoir." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

218 Edward Richardson 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"I strongly object to the continued exploration of fossil fuels. I am not 
satisfied that vital water supplies will be unaffected. There is 
potential to pollute the ground water and to adversely affect the 
nearby reservoir, so important for this area." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

219 Edwin Green 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "I am pollution from the flare and in the groundwater." Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

220 Elaine Corcut 16/09/2020 16/09/2020
"This is an Area of Outstanding Natural beauty with a reservoir close 
by. It will ruin the area for walkers etc." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N

221 Elaine Hextall 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Air quality due to flare Impact on an area of outstanding natural 
beauty. The risk to water quality due to proximity of reservoir The 
increase of HGV through country roads The risk due to close 
proximity to a main train line" Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N



222 Elaine Webster 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Going forward, it is completely unacceptable that exploration 
should even take place at Lower Stumble. If we are to strive for a 
greener, cleaner and environmentally sound way of life which is 
necessary to increase biodiversity and save what is left of a very 
damaged planet, then we have to take a stand against fossil fuels 
and find other sustainable solutions. I am asking you, the Council, to 
be brave and take a decisive step for this and future generations and 
say a resounding NO to this proposed exploration which is, lets face 
it, purely for financial gain. Time is running out." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

223 Eleanore Piper 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"Objection on the grounds of this site being in an AONB. The risk of 
groundwater pollution, the risk of air pollution and light pollution to 
the nearby village should be looked at over company profits." Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

224 Elena Dearden 14/09/2020 14/09/2020
"I object on the grounds of risk of groundwater contamination and 
impact of flaring on air quality and health" Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

225 Elin Davies 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"I strongly object to this proposal. Do NOT raise the threat of fracking 
in Balcombe again." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

226 Elisabeth Koelmans 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I'm sorry but not only is this NOT suitable in an AONB, rIsk of 
pollution to nearby reservoir, impact of flaring on air quality and 
health, increased HGVs going past the school and rIsk of 
groundwater contamination but as signatories of the Paris climate 
accord, we should invest in transitioning to renewable energy 
alternatives. #ExtremeEnergyExtraction is the last thing we need." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

227 Elizabeth Bubez 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I object due to the risk of environmental pollution and damage: in 
particular to groundwater, to the nearby Ardingly reservoir. The 
passage of heavy vehicles and machinery through a small village, in 
close proximity to homes and school is unacceptable. I also object on 
the basis of destruction to any wildlife habitats that would be 
incurred during such exploratory drilling and potential future 
developments. This is an area rich in wildlife and a treasured area of 
outstanding natural beauty." N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

228 Elizabeth Butcher 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"GO AWAY GO AWAY GO AWAY GO AWAY .I do not want you here 
because me and my friends can not hear our teachers over the noise 
of lorries. Oh yes and it contributes to global warming making ice 
caps melt meaning the polar bears will die. GO AWAY! get a different 
job. Children walking to school could get hit by one of your lorries 
and no one wants that to happen not even you! We can even smell 
the fumes of your lorries from the class. GO AWAY PLEASE JUST GO 
AWAY you useless lump. Just because you grew up with all of nature 
it still dose not mean YOU can destroy it because us kids have not. 
GO AWAY!" N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

229 Elizabeth Jessop 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"I object to this planning application. The proposed testing is not 
suitable within an AONB and there is a risk of pollution, including to 
the nearby reservoir which is a beautiful amenity for local people and 
habitat for wildlife. There is also a risk of groundwater 
contamination. I also object on the basis that there will be an 
increased number of HGVs going past the local primary school, 
including the outside playground." N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

230 Elizabeth Randall 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"I write to object to WSCC/045/20 My concern is the risk of 
accidental contamination of ground water and the proven link from 
the site with ardingly reservoir. The proliferation of new housing 
estates in mid sussex will mean that demand for potable water will 
only increase. We have already just had local water shortages in this 
hottest summer in recent times. If an accident occurred, would/could 
the polluter pay? Do Angus have enough insurance? Or would a 
disaster be left to local councils/taxpayers to clean up?" N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

231 Ella 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
"I object to this application due to increased pollution caused by the 
action of fracking." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

232 Ella Jarvest 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact on air quality and 
health. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

233 Ellen Forester 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"We should be concentrating on clean energy that is proven not to 
harm the environment. Local people have already demonstrated 
their concern and opposition to these proposals." N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

234 Ellie Norman 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

235 Emanuela Litchfield 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 "Contamination & pollution" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

236 Emily Anderson 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concerns regarding HGVs, health and safety, air quality, risks to 
surface water and hydrogeology, seismicity, the development not 
being temporary, setting a precedent for future work, and climate 
change. Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

237 Emily Bliszczak 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

238 Emily Crow 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"Hello, I'm sure this is just one if many thousands of rejections for 
something which I feel is a complete waste of money. I am objecting 
this planing application based on the following; firstly no one knows 
the environmental impact this may have on the local area, how will it 
affect the local wildlife? The forests? The watercourses of Balcombe? 
Secondly, the increased amount of traffic on an already busy road, 
can Balcombe really cope with anymore passing through cars? This 
also has links to the residents health. Thirdly, with Covid returning for 
a second wave, do we really want anyone outside the local area 
visiting Balcombe unless absolutely necessary? Thank you very much 
for taking the time to read my objection, I hope you might the 
obvious decision." N N N N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

239 Emily Jerrams 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
240 Emma Dearden 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

241 Emma Dixon 26/09/2020 26/09/2020
"This proposal is unsuitable for an AONB and poses the additional 
risk of groundwater contamination." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

242 Emma Dolan 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
243 Emma Draper 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

244 Emma Dunford 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk to children from increase of HGVs 
passing through village and in the bottleneck past the primary 
school." N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

245 Emma Dunstan-Lee 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object for many reasons as summarised below: - not a suitable 
activity in an area of outstanding natural beauty. - risk of pollution to 
Ardingly reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going pass the school (which I attend). - risk of 
groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

246 Emma Harris 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I seriously object to this application. Not suitable in an AONB. There 
is a risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on air 
quality and health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. Risk of 
groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

247 Emma Newnham 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

248 Emma Sutton 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fracking causes ground water contamination and is not in keeping 
with a green Britain in the future. Investment should be encouraged 
in green energy." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

249 Eric 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "Stop fracking please." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

250 Erika Adler 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

Concerns regarding the proposed development not being suitable for 
the AONB, not in the public interest, alternative sources of energy 
available, in conflict with local mineral plan policy and the NPPF, 
climate change, air pollution, water pollution, HGV traffic, health and 
safety, noise, lighting, disturbance to wildlife, the development not 
being temporary, and setting a precedence for further development Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N

251 Erin Wallace 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"More hgvs passing the school Risks to pollution Need to focus on 
renewable energy not extracting more resources from the planet. 
Come on people!" N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

252 Ethan Merrick 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "Not suitable in an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

253 Evan Wilkinson 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

Concerns regarding fracking, not being in the public interest, risk to 
water resources, seismicity, HGVs, light and noise pollution, impact 
on wildlife, not suitable for the AONB and climate change N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

254 Felicity Tanous 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concern regarding 'risky procedures', the development being 
inappropriate for the AONB, not in the public interest, HGVs, health 
and safety, air quality, water use, groundwater and surface water 
pollution, disturbance to wildlife, noise, climate change and conflict 
with national taregets Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

255 Felix Carmichael 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"As a resident of the south eastern side of Balcombe living on the top 
of the hill above the site and flare, I am concerned about impact of 
flaring on air quality and health. When the prevailing south 
westerly/westerly wind is blowing, the emissions from the flair are 
likely to be blown towards my house and those of our surrounding 
neighbours. I have asthmatic children and I'm concerned that the 
risks to their health and that of our elderly neighbours have not been 
fully explored." Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

256 Fenella Dougall 06/09/2020 06/09/2020
"Not suitable in an Area if outstanding Beauty. Increased HGV's on 
the road going passed the school is unacceptable." N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

257 Fran Aslin 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"In view of the special nature of the weald and the serious decline in 
natural habitat any development in this area should be exceptional. 
However in order toeet our Paris Climate change obligations at a 
time when there is a climate emergency, this development has to be 
reverted." N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

258 Frances Jones 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Last year the government finally agreed to start referring to our 
current problem as a climate emergency. Since then they have done 
next to nothing to try and reduce the impact of humans on the 
climate. If we continue to let oil extraction go ahead without 
challenging it then we continue to hurt the planet. We cannot 
prioritize oil extraction and financial reward over our planet. If we 
don't find alternative ways of fuel then we are most certainly headed 
for extinction." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

259 Francisco Bellera 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 "Impact of flaring on air quality and health" Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

260 Frank King 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"There is always a risk to this action, why take it when there is 
alternative energy sources at zero risk. One planet one chance." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



261 Frankie Young 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Please don't allow my school to be overrun with lorries and 
pollution. I like to breath clean air and don't want my village 
polluted." Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

262
Freddie 
Charrington 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

263 Frieda Boyd 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"Because of the proximity to and therefore the danger to the 
Ardingly reservoir. Our water supply." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

264
No Fracking in 
Balcombe Society 28/09/2020 28/09/2021

6 page letter. Concern regarding lack of benefit to locals, stress upon 
locals/ impacts on wellbeing, not in the public interest, climate 
change, not in line with national targets, no need, air pollution, HGV 
traffic, noise, health and safety, potential surface water and 
groundwater pollution, harm to wildlife, timescale of the proposed 
works, threat of fracking in future, concerns regarding acidisation, 
seismicity, toxic waste disposal, wider implications/ precedent, AE 
finances/ financial viability of the development, risk of accidents and 
responsibility for them, and the development not being appropriate 
for the AONB. Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N Y N N N N N N Y Y Y N Y N N N N N N

265 Gabrielle Marshall 27/09/2020 27/09/2022

"I strongly object to this application. Firstly on the grounds that it is 
potentially adding harmful chemicals into the environment which can 
enter our rivers and pollute the land, secondly it is potentially 
dangerous in destabilising the ground and causing damage to 
buildings and finally because it is untested over a period of time." N N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

266 Gail Lannin 24/09/2020 24/09/2023

"This activity is not suitable in an AONB. There is a risk of pollution of 
the nearby reservoir. Air quality and the environment could be 
negatively affected and the area would be affected by more heavy 
traffic." Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

267 Garth Collier 06/09/2020 06/09/2024

"Not suitable in an Area of Natural Beauty Risk of pollution to nearby 
reservoir. Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs 
going pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

268
Gemma Kate 
Hodgson 28/09/2020 28/09/2025 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

269 Gemma Lowe 27/09/2020 27/09/2026 "I don't want this to happen it is not the right move for Cuckfield" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

270 Gemma Macdonald 24/09/2020 24/09/2027

"General environmental concerns, use of excessive water at huge 
carbon cost via its transportation to the fracking site. In addition the 
risk of chemicals and heavy metal compounds leaching into the 
groundwater supply." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

271 Gemma Morgan 24/09/2020 24/09/2028

"I find it hard to believe that fracking is still being considered as a 
potential energy source with the current climate issues we have. 
Please turn your energies towards renewable sources of energy. You 
have a responsibility to our planet." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

272 Geoff Barnard 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Any further drilling for hydrocarbons in the UK is both unnecessary 
and in direct contradiction to our 2050 targets. It makes no sense 
and must be opposed." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

273 Geoff Paige 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I strongly object to Angus proposal to return to Balcombe. The 
traffic issue is a major concern especially as the HGVs have to pass 
directly by the primary school. The road is residential with and is not 
suitable for such large vehicles. The area is an AONB and should be 
protected as such. The risk to the aquifer is very high. Also the harm 
caused to the local environment and wildlife is unacceptable. They 
propose a flare which with the prevailing wind towards the village is 
a direct threat to health. There are multiple other reasons that this 
should not go ahead. Please stick to your decision NOT to allow it." Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

274 Geoff Shaw 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I must object to this abhorrent disregard for nature, the local 
community and the world in general. Whilst we have worked out a 
way to capture energy from the wind and sun it is madness than 
greedy profiteers still seek to mine for single-use crude oil to be 
burnt to propel people along in their old-fashioned cars and trucks, 
or to be made into plastic bottles. Stop this madness. The Lower 
Stumble site is near a reservoir too, do you think when the put very 
very toxic acid in the ground under incredibly high pressure that they 
even know where it might go? Elsewhere in the world there are these 
old wells decaying and abandoned and leaking gas and fluids into the 
enviroment. PUT A STOP TO THIS MADNESS NOW! The amount of 
people demonstrating against this dirty industry in 2013 should 
make i abundantly clear we DO NOT WANT THIS." N N N Y N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

275 Geoffrey Boxall 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"a) Pollution of water courses leading to the river Ouse and 
therefore, to our drinking water. Underground faults are known to 
exist and these will determine the route(s) taken by contaminated 
water. b) Noise from electricity generators and other plant. On 
previous occasions, noise was clearly audible at my house which (as 
with most of Balcombe) is less than 1/2 mile away. c) Noise and air 
pollution from flaring. My house is directly down wind from the site. 
My wife suffers from serious respiratory illnesses which will be 
exacerbated by the toxic fumes known to emanate from flaring 
and/or the release of methane. d) Heavy vehicle movements through 
Balcombe all passing the village school. e) The handling and disposal 
of dangerously contaminated liquids. See also item d). f) The 
transformation of Balcombe and the surrounding areas from a 
peaceful rural environment to one of noisy, polluted 
industrialisation." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N

276 George Fitzsimons 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I object on environmental grounds - fossil fuels should be a thing of 
the past, the activity will be polluting and generate heavy traffic, 
there are risks of water pollution and earthquakes. We do not want 
this activty ever, by any company and you should reject the 
application out of hand." N N N Y N Y Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

277 George Hibberd 17/09/2020 17/09/2020 Concerns regarding climate change, not in the public interest N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

278 Dr George Scott 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, future of the industry, not in line 
with national targets N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

279 Georgia Betts 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, national targets, human health, 
air pollution, HGV movements, industrialisation of the AONB, noise, 
disturbance to local people, harm to wildlife, no benefits to local 
people and not in the public interest, risk of groundwater 
contamination and risk of accidents Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

280 Georgia Rothman 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

281 Georgia Taylor 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest 
and not being appropriate for the area, impacts on the AONB, 
climate change impacts, industrialisation and setting precedence for 
future work N N Y Y N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

282 Georgia Goodgame 13/09/2020 13/09/2020
"Environmental risks including air, land and groundwater pollution, 
especially an AONB" Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

283 Gerard Houghton 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concerns regarding human health, climate change/ sustainability, 
conflict with national policy, risk to groundwater resources, 
seismicity, not suitable for the AONB, N N Y Y N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

284 Giles 15/09/2020 15/09/2020
"There are better ways of delivering energy needs than destroying 
and polluting our countryside." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

285 Gillian Maher 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, risk to groundwater, human 
health, risk to surface water, air quality, HGVs, not in the public 
interest Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

286 Gini Mags 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

287 Glen Park 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"We are in a climate emergency. All drilling for oil is contributing to 
global warming. It is polluting. It damages the environment. It is time 
to change to renewable energy solutions." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

288 Grace Robertson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"As someone who lives in Balcombe, I am highly concerned about 
this proposal. It could pollute the nearby reservoir or our 
groundwater sources." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

289 Grace Tobin 18/09/2020 18/09/2020 Concern regarding climate change and the future of the industry N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

290
Graeme de Lande 
Long 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest/ 
no benefit to locals, no need/ alternatives available, conflict with 
local mineral plan policy and the NPPF, climate change, air pollution, 
water pollution, HGVs, human health, noise, lighting, harm to 
wildlife, the development not being temporary and setting a 
precedent for future work Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N

291 Graham Avery 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I object to this application for the following reasons, Not suitable in 
an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on 
air quality and health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. Risk of 
groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

292 Graham Ewens 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Risk of contamination of water at reservoir close by. Also increased 
traffic in these unprecedented times." N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

293 Graham Pearce 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Quite apart from the disruption to local people, the contemplation 
of additional oil and gas reserves when we cannot even use present 
reserves without damaging our planet beyond repair seems 
ridiculous. It is about time that local decisions also took national and 
international factors into account." N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

294 Greg Suart 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This kind of activity flies in the face of all that this country is 
committed to achieving. This same investment should be put into 
green energies rather creating further damage to a precious and 
fragile environment." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

295
Gregory-George 
Collins 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Completely inappropriate in an AONB. Risk of groundwater 
contamination leading to contamination of local reservoir." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

296 H M Sharland 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"There s a risk that the local water supplies could be contaminated, 
and the local wide life suffered last time there was drilling there was 
no dawn chorus and it was three months after th drilling stopped 
before it resumed. I believe that this is also designated as an area of 
outstanding natural beauty so it seems totally inappropriate to have 
massive lorries continually driving along our roads with the 
accompanying noise and pollution." N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N



297 Hamish Fitzsimons 19/09/2020 19/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

298 Hammond Briggs 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I don't want this to be the first of many wells that would destroy 
beautiful countryside and could pollute water. We should support 
sustainability instead." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

299 Hannah Barker 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"The environmental risks and costs far outweigh any arguements 
that further unconventional drilling of fossil fuel in the ground is 
necessary. Keep it in the ground. The damage likely caused is 
monumental: both locally to water tables and earth plus the 
dragging up of new poisonous fossil fuel for the planet. We do not 
want nor need this." N N N Y N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

300 Hannah Baron 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Vastly inefficient, high risk of multiple types of pollution to the area, 
very disruptive to local habitats." N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

301 Hannah Hirst 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I don't think it is right to have more big lorries driving past my 
school when the classroom is below the road and it will make the 
road more dangerous to cross too. I'm worried that the site is so 
close to our lovely little village in an area of outstanding beauty." N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

302 Hannah Osmond 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

Concern regarding human health, air quality, risk to water supply, 
HGVs, risk of (road) accidents, harm to the AONB, harm to wildlife 
and surface water. Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

303 Harriet 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 "I completely object to this happening." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
304 Harry 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "Stop harming the enviroment." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

305 Hazel Watson 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I object to the fracking because if the negative impact it can have on 
the water and air quality of the fracked area and the number of 
natural resources needed to complete the process - 
https://www.niehs.nih.gov/health/topics/agents/fracking/index.cfm 
I also object based on the evidence that it causes seismic activity in 
the fracked area" Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

306 Heather Fitzsimons 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"As a nation we should no longer be using or developing fossil fuels. 
There is a risk of contaminating water supplies by fracking. This is a 
an AONB and should not be spoilt." N N Y Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

307 Heather Godfrey 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"We don't need more fossil fuel. It is against the Government's policy 
to limit climate change and achieve zero-carbon in a limited time 
scale. It is therefore not worth the damage to the local environment, 
the use of narrow roads by HGVS, the general noise and light 
pollution from the flares. It is sheer madness to allow any more 
leeway in this pointless project, especially as it isn't even earning the 
company any money!" N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

308
Heather Margaret 
McKenzie 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest, 
impacts on the AONB, no need/ alternatives availble, conflict with 
local minerals plan policy and the NPPF, HGV traffic, health and 
safety, noise and lighting impacts and disturbance to a quiet, rural 
location N N Y N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

309 Helen Argent 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding air pollution, surface water and groundwater 
pollution, fracking, air quality, human health, HGVs, impacts on the 
AONB/ nature Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

310 Helen Frost 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, HGVs, noise, waste 
production and disposal, surface water pollution, impacts on ecology 
and climate change N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

311 Helen Miners 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"This should not be allowed in an ANOB. There is a grave risk of 
polluting the air and water supply which, due to the proximity and 
position of Lower Stumble to Balcombe, could affect the quality and 
health of the residents. The increase in traffic and HGVs passing the 
village school, church and dwellings would add to the existing 
congestion and in the event of even a minor accident would increase 
the possibility of creating a severe health hazard and danger to those 
involved and those nearby should there be chemicals being 
transported." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

312 Helen Monteiro 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
313 Helen Russell 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 "No! Leave fossil carbon in the ground." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

314 Helen Savage 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

2nd Objection from Helen Savage. States: " Petition submission 2020 
Objection to application WSCC/045/20 Sep 2020 Location: Lower 
Stumble
Exploration Site, off London Road, Balcombe, RH17 6JH Proposal: 
Remove drilling fluids and carry out an extended well test. Petition by 
The No Fracking in Balcombe Society The number on this online 
petition are 4017 in addition to the 2556 we have on paper. This 
petition has continued to grow over the years - even since this time 
last year. Total is now 6573 saying - 'Cease the oil exploration 
activities of Cuadrilla in Balcombe' The name used for the operator 
has changed but the desire to stop flow-testing in Balcombe remains 
unchanged. Thank you for taking this into account when you consider 
if the application is 'in the public interest'. Here is the URL for the 
change.org petition: https://www.change.org/p/balcombe-drilling-
cease-the-oil-exploration-activities-of-cuadrilla-in-balcombe." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

315 Helen Symmons 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concern regarding surface water pollution, harm to ecology 
(including ancient woodland, SSSIs and protected species) and 
climate change N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

316 Henry Damski 20/09/2020 20/09/2020
"I'm don't feel safe with big trucks coming by my school and I have 
asthma and want to be well." Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

317 Henry Barker 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fracking risks polluting the air and nearby reservoir and is a blight 
on the local landscape. Likelihood of increased heavy traffic. Use of 
fossil fuels contributes to climate change and air pollution. For the 
sake of the environment and our future survival as a species fossil 
fuel extraction should be phased out, not promoted." Y N N Y N Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

318 Hester Dunstan-Lee 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object for many reasons as summarised below: - not a suitable 
activity in an area of outstanding natural beauty. - risk of pollution to 
Ardingly reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going pass the school (which my daughter attends). - 
risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

319 Hilary Robinson 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest/ 
no benefit to locals, no need/ alternatives available, conflict with 
local mineral plan policy and the NPPF, climate change, air pollution, 
water pollution, HGVs, noise, lighting, disturbance to wildlife, the 
development not being temporary and setting a precedent for 
further development Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N

320 Holly Kahya 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "I categorically object to fracking in Balcombe." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

321 Hugh Dunkerley 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest, 
impacts on the AONB, risk to surface water, air quality, human 
health, HGVs, climate change N N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

322 Ian Dickson 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"My objection to the recent 'fracking, application at Balcombe. Is 
based on the high likelihood of the local reservoir (Ardingly reservoir) 
and local water systems being polluted from the drilling and 
fracturing processes." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

323 Ian Balgarnie 06/09/2020 06/09/2020
"Heavy vehicles passing by the school are aN unnecessary dangerous 
hazard to school children." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

324 Ian Cheeseman 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"Please see the following references providing scientific evidence 
that continuing to extract fossil fuels is unsustainable: 
http://www.frackfreebolsover.org.uk/sir-david-
attenborough/https://www.theguardian.com/film/2020/sep/25/davi
d-attenborough-a-life-on-our-planet-review-climate-emergency-
documentary Regards Ian Cheeseman" N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

325 Ian Cunningham 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Pollution of the water, eyesore in an area of natural beauty, 
contributing to climate change." Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

326 Ian Garrard 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"This will cause untold damage to the environment and the harm the 
surrounding area. There is clear evidence that the company involved 
have an alleged history of not safely managing the waste product 
and causing damage to the waterways and ground which is harmful 
to both human and animal life. Fracking is a dead industry and only 
idiots would invest and support this industry in light of current 
evidence of its harm." N N N N Y N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

327 Ian Henshall 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"With global warming becoming an emergency any further fossil fuel 
extraction is verging on criminal. In this particulat location it would 
be objectionble in any case" N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

328 Ian O'Halloran 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I wish to object to the above proposal in the strongest terms. At a 
time when a climate emergency has been declared by the 
Government the idea of allowing this type of polluting and 
dangerous technology is madness and will not serve the local or 
national interests. Allowing Fracking on this site, in an area of 
outstanding natural beauty will not tackle the Governments 
commitment to reducing carbon emissions. The money wasted on 
these schemes would be far better spent on renewable energy." N N Y Y N N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

329 Ian Tremble 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"Please see attached letter submitted on behalf of Balcombe Primary 
School Governing Body" Attachment title: Letter to WSCC Re Angus 
Energy Planning App 17 Sept 2020.pdf. See ID 30, above.  Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

330 Ileana Botero 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I object concerned about Water Pollution, air pollution and investing 
in resources no longer adequate for the emergencies we are living at 
present which clearly define the way ahead." Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

331 Irene Soler 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"I object to this for several reasons, ie. not suitable in an AONB, rIsk 
of pollution to nearby reservoir, impact of flaring on air quality and 
health, increased HGVs going past the school and rIsk of 
groundwater contamination, climate change. At this stage and age 
choosing fracking is unacceptable." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

332 Isaac McHale 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"This kind of exploration is completely the wrong direction for Britain 
to preserve our remaining natural land and in mitigating climate 
change." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

333 Isobel Dixon 26/09/2020 26/09/2020
"I object because of the increased risk of pollution and poor air 
quality and also the environmental impact of flaring." Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



334 Isobel Parker 11/09/2020 11/09/2020

"It is against the public interest both locally (pollution, noise , traffic 
and the flare)and nationally as climate change is happening all 
around us and renewables are providing the answer. The site has 
been in use for about 7 years now and still nothing of use has been 
achieved. It is costing the taxpayer money to police this and will no 
doubt be the taxpayer paying for the clean up." Y N N Y N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N

335 Ivan Atanasov 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Nott suitable in an AONB" N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

336 J Buchanan 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"This is not - in any sense at all - sustainable development. All our 
efforts should be focused on reducing our dependence on fossil fuels, 
not perpetuating it. This application makes no sense in 
environmental terms. Any fossil fuels extracted from this site will be 
far more costly - in resource terms - than fuels from the lowest cost 
producers, it therefore makes no economic sense either. This 
application should be refused and the land returned to nature - how 
about short rotation coppice instead?" N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

337 J Clark 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB; Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir; 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health; Increased HGVs going 
pass the school; Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

338 J G Hudson 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"I object to fracking because of the damage to aquifers - we are short 
of water and the fracturing of geological layers can cause huge water 
loss." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

339 J Miles 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 "Risk of ground water contamination" N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

340 Jackie Butcher 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This technology is on the way out as we move towards greener 
energy. An area of outstanding natural beauty should not be 
threatened by outmoded processes delivering a poisonous product. 
The scar of any activity, however preliminary, will be there long after 
the fossil fuel has fallen out of used. The company is relying on 
objectors 'apathy' to sneak under the radar. Where on earth does 
this leave West Sussex council's commitment to planet earth?" N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

341 Jackie Emery 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

Concerns regarding air quality, noise, HGV movements, health and 
safety, no need/demand, climate change, risks to water resources, 
economic viability/ financial position of the applicant, restoration Y N N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

342 Jackie Lane 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I cannot believe this is even being contemplated... we are in a 
climate and ecological emergency. It should not be business as usual. 
When will the penny drop, we have to let go of this dependance on 
fossil fuels." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

343 Jacob Frerichs 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Lack of benefit to the local economy, against climate change 
commitments, potential air and water pollution, HGV traffic passing 
within 3 metres of Balcombe's primary school, noise, site lighting 
(which will disturb the five species of bats that inhabit the site and 
adjoining ancient woodland in this Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty) and not be temporary at all, as would set the precedent that 
would promote oil exploration throughout the Weald, this 
application should be refused again." Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

344 Jacob Frerichs 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I object to this because of : increase in HGV traffic on the B236 the 
flaring which will below pollutants over the village the risk to ground 
water quality better renewable energy can be produced with less 
destruction" Y N N Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

345 Jacqueline Bedson 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"This is in an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty and will cause 
untold damage. This should not be allowed to proceed in an area like 
this. The amount of traffic ie HGVs Will increase and will be passing 
perilously close to our primary school which again should not be 
allowed. A spill of toxic chemicals over the school does not bear 
thinking about The noise when Angus where here last was relentless 
even after they said they had taken measures to make it more quiet. 
So I object to this application and Please respect the views of the 
village and reject it too. thank you." N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

346 James Coveney 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, conflict with WSCC policy/ 
targets, conflict with national targets, seismicity, air pollution, water 
pollution, not in the public interest Y N N Y N N Y N N N N Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

347 James Dougall 13/09/2020 13/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
348 James Hodgson 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
349 James Manning 10/09/2020 10/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

350 James Pitt 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"I am very concerned about the impact of flaring on the health of 
local inhabitants. It is also clearly not suitable to conduct such 
activities in an AONB. There is also the risk of risk of groundwater 
contamination and pollution to the reservoir." Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

351 Jan Nichols 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"I object to this application because if the risks to ground water 
contamination and of pollution to the nearby reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

352 Jan W W White 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"Fracking has been conclusively shown to interfere with water tables 
and create seismic waves. There are less destructive ways to produce 
energy. There is no excuse for fracking in this day and age." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

353 Jane 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

354 Jane Barker 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Fracking is a bad idea. We've done enough damage to the planet." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

355 Jane Fitzpatrick 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, financial viability, impacts on the 
AONB, impacts on wildlife/ biodiversity, HGVs, noise, 
industrialisation, air quality, human health, not in public interest, 
harm to wellbeing and village life, risk to water resources and risk of 
accidents. Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

356 Jane Horrell 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"This is an AONB, my concern is that this activity will not be only on 
this site, but in the longer term industrial disruption and pollution 
will spread across the region, for no economic gain, cetainly not jobs. 
I am concerned about the increase in large HGVs, I have watched 
them turn into the side and they block both sides of the London 
Road, if you are travelling from Cuckfield you do not see them until 
you are part way round the near bend. Also the well known pollution 
hazards from the flare and prevailing wind, and the risk to 
groundwater quality which is poorly reported by Angus Energy. There 
is also concern about the seismic activity caused by oil and gas 
extraction, we already experience tremors in the region, and they are 
well documented as being caused by production in Fylde." Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

357
Jane Lindsay-
Stewart 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I strongly object to this application due to the increase of HGV traffic 
through our lovely village, with dangers associated, and potential 
pollution of waterways and air." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

358 Jane Lock 14/09/2020 14/09/2020
"I wish to object to the proposed well test. Fracking can endanger 
water quality by substances leaking into the water table." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

359 Jane Roderic-Evans 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, not in line with national targets, 
not in public interest, seismicity, health and safety, water pollution N N N Y N N Y Y N N N Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

360 Jane Thomson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This is NOT suitable for an area of outstanding natural beauty. The 
reservoir is really close by and I really want to object to Fracking in 
any way, shape or form." N N Y N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

361 Janet Wright 06/09/2020 06/09/2020
"We have a very real concerns about the air quality, water quality as 
we are the nearest house to the proposed extraction site." Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

362
Janet Cole-
Brooman 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"I know and love this area well around Bolcome. Any proposal to 
restart work on this site must be looked at in the light of current 
information and news ....the environment must come first. I request 
the council to use common sense and honesty ....you have all seen 
and watched the accelerating degradation of our country and planet 
...let Intelligent thinking prevail, .For the sake of everyone's future. It 
is your duty." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

363 Jasmin 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"We want clean energy. We want free energy. No more nuclear and 
NO fracking. We want respect given to people, the earth and all 
creatures who live on our beautiful planet. We want peace not profit 
to pave the way to a happier healthier future." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

364 Jason Varley 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"We do not need this in our district. Fracking is bad for the 
environment and the profits will to into the allready rich. It brings 
nothing to the local community." N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

365 Jean-Claude Bergot 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"This is entirely unsuitable in an AONB. Impact of flaring on air 
quality and health. Increased traffic including HGVs going past the 
primary school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

366 Jeddah Mali 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I strongly object to the proposed drilling in this rural area. There are 
no 'energy' benefits that outweigh the ecological, safety and health 
risks that drilling would pose. The noise pollution, as well as the 
considerable environmental pollution would be detrimental in the 
extreme. You have no mandate to decide that on behalf of local 
residents." N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

367 Jeff Thompson 10/09/2020 10/09/2020

"I have two objections to this application. Firstly, it is not an 
appropriate activity to be undertaken within the Balcombe parish as 
it is part of an Area of Outstanding National Beauty. Secondly, as a 
previous governor of Balcombe primary school, which has objected 
on the basis of hazardous material being transported past the 
school, I personally object on that same basis. The proposed 
transport route is within 20 feet of the front playground area for 
children and it is not appropriate to route this transport this close to 
the school." N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

368 Jen Aarvold 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Pollution, contamination, noise, increased traffic. All unsuitable for 
an area of outstanding natural beauty. Please don't proceed with 
this." N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

369 Jen Beaver 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concerns regarding climate change, unsuitable for the AONB, risk of 
surface water and groundwater pollution, human health risk, air 
quality effects and HGV numbers.  Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

370 Jen Broen 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"It's not suitable for a village like Balcombe to have works like this 
taking place. It's dangerous to all the school children (and there are 
many!) to have that number of HGVs on the road. Plus the risk of 
pollution into the groundwater so close to the reservoir is surely too 
much to contemplate?" N N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

371 Jen Green 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"May cause groundwater pollution and wholly unsuitable in an 
AONB" N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N



372 Jennie Tomlinson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fossil fuels should stay in the ground. We should be aiming at 
carbon-neutrality ASAP. Renewable energy is cheaper and cleaner 
than oil and gas. We have the technology for replacements, let's 
invest in them now. Build back better after the pandemic." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

373 Jennifer  28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

374 Jennifer Howells 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

2nd objection by Jennifer Howells. "I feel that testing the wells will 
lead to further applications later for drilling, please see attached 
letter." Attachment title: 'WSCC 26 Sep 2020.pdf'. See ID 1. Y N N Y N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

375
Jennifer Milarski-
Stermsek 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

376 Jennifer Perrin 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"I object to this application on the basis that the site at Lower 
Stumble is in an area of outstanding natural beauty making it 
inappropriate for oil drilling, particularly as it would no doubt lead to 
further applications for more wells resulting in the potential 
desecration of the Weald as we know it." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

377 Jenny Cain 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"We are facing mass extinctions due to climate change - drilling for 
oil will exacerbate an already terrifying situation. It should stay in the 
ground. *We need to invest in renewable energy, not more oil and 
fossil fuels. * Balcombe is an AONB - therefore the site is not 
appropriate. * Increased HGV traffic would be dangerous and 
polluting for the area. * It would not be in the public interest * 
Danger of polluting Ardingly reservoir" N N Y Y N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

378 Jenny Edge 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object to the fracking application in Balcombe due to the impact 
this would have on the look of the area. Also the damage that would 
be done to the local natural features, trees and fauna and flora in the 
area." N Y N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

379 Jenny Edwards 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I strongly object to this scheme. In light of the climate emergency 
we face every effort should be being made to decarbonise. Fracking, 
as well as adding to our carbon footprint, is expensive and hazardous 
to water and wildlife. Ardingly Reservoir is threatened by the 
proposed scheme. This when water supplies are already stressed by 
climate change and overdevelopment in the area.. The risk/reward 
ratio is completely skewed in favour of the developer. Please for 
common sense and compassion reject this scheme." N N N Y Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

380 Jenny Farmer 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"Apart from the contribution to catastrophic global climate change 
from fossil fuel extraction, there are significant concerns for local 
community- noise, water and air pollution, with disturbance to local 
human and nature populations alike . These are all well known and 
well established, and the Council's apparent disregard for the well 
being of the local community and wider global population is a 
disgraceful and outdated representation of the values it should serve 
to represent." Y N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

381 Jeremy McBurney 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"I can't see how this planning application is in the public interest. 
There is a great risk to groundwater with all this kind of extraction 
and no benefit whatsoever in terms of national energy security. The 
site is an area of outstanding natural beauty Which alone should 
prevent this kind of industrial activity. In my opinion the local 
planning authority is endangering peoples lives under article 2 of the 
human rights act Because the climate emergency is real and needs to 
be acted upon as such." N N Y Y N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

382 Jess Green 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"The harm from fossil fuels and to the local environment is too great 
to allow this to happen. The Council is committed to a low carbon 
future. This would be a travesty." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

383 Jessica Fry 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs, noise and air pollution, health and safety, 
harm to wildlife, water resources and the AONB, no benefit to locals/ 
not in the public interest. Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

384 Jessica O'Connor 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
Concern rgarding impacts on the AONB, HGVs, health and safety, air 
quality, surface water and groundwater pollution Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

385 Jill Shuker 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"I just cannot understand why we are supporting companies that are 
intent on continuing in business as usual with regard to oil drilling. 
The way forward is with sustainable energy, not taking more out of 
our dear precious planet. Our money would be much better used 
encouraging consumers to transfer to solar or wind. Please refuse 
this application." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

386 Jo Burbidge 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

387 Jo Cottell 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"I wish to object because of the risks of contamination of 
groundwater and pollution of Ardingly reservoir. I also object to the 
risks associated with flaring with the negative impact on air quality." Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

388 Jo Godden 23/09/2020 23/09/2020
"We do not need fracking or any kind of gas exploration in Sussex. It 
is dangerous and unnecessary. My family object wholeheartedly." N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

389 Joanna Fitzsimons 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"There will be increased HGV traffic pass the local school. potential 
for accidents and increased pollution, the last time the restrictions 
for timings were not adhered to. This is not in the public interest and 
the position of the village above the top of the the flaring increases 
health risks. Risk to the wildlife and the environment , seismic risk. 
Oil can be found elsewhere , a potential threat to Ardingly reservoir 
and local water supply." Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

390
Joanna Frost 
Maidment 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Based on the problems when we had the last lot of trials, the 
amount of heavy vehicles through the village and past the school was 
totally detrimental to the village." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

391 Joanna Holland 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs/traffic, air quality, human health, risk to 
water resources and hydrogeology, seismicity, the develipment not 
being temporary, no benefit to locals and setting a precedent for 
future work Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

392 Joanne James 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
393 Joanne Rigby 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

394 Joe Nixon 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

395 Joe Parker 18/09/2020 18/09/2020 "Does not follow the council commitment to climate change." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

396 Johanna Maljaars 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Impact of flaring on air quality and health. 
Increased HGVs going through the village. Risk of groundwater 
contamination Risk of small earth quakes resulting in house 
damage." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

397 Johanna Maljaars 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"This planning application will have detrimental effects to the 
infrastructure of the village, already busy road systems, will drive 
house prices down and fracking causes earth tremors which will 
affect structures (!!!) (just look at Netherlands fracking 
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/europe/groningen-
earthquake-today-netherlands-gas-extraction-fracking-
a8924846.html)" N N N N N Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N

398 John Alway 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest, 
impacts on the AONB, no need/ alternatives availble, risk to water 
resources and geology, seismicity, setting a precedent for further 
work to follow, climate change N N Y Y N N Y N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

399 John Butcher 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

2nd Objection from John Butcher (see ID 28 for first). Concern 
regarding: climate change, not in line with national targets or policy 
(NPPF), conflict with local mineral planning policy, not in the public 
interest, no need/ significant benefits for energy security, reduction 
in house prices, risk to water resources, harm to livestock, N N N Y N N Y N N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N

400 John Cannon 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"The environmental risks are too great to allow fracking in Balcombe. 
The risks for pollution, even earthquakes. The extra lorries etc will all 
be detrimental to the locale. There are local resevoirs and schools 
thta would be adversely affected. Developers who failed previously 
should realise that this is not a worthwhile venture." N N N N N Y Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

401
John Clandillon-
Baker 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, risk to groundwater, not in 
the public interest, HGVs, health and safety, noise, air quality, odour, 
seismicity, industrialisation of the area, climate change. Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

402 John D Bartlett 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"This can only lead to serious degradation of the area, an ANOB. 
Leachate from deep drilling such as this will poison the groundwater, 
which is relied upon to feed a local reservoir. Fracking itself has been 
fallen into such disrespect elsewhere in this country, I'm surprised 
any vested interest like this has the cheek to attempt to start it 
again." N N Y N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

403 John Greetham 18/09/2020 18/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

404 John Maher 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Such a test would endanger our precious water supply at a time 
when our local water supply was cut in Aug due to usage 
outstripping capacity. The flare from the well would pose a serious 
risk to health especially to those suffering from respiratory diseases. 
It would also contribute to climate change." Y N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

405 John McGiffin 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I object to this application on the basis that heavy industry of this 
type is not permitted in an AONB. I live close to the proposed site 
and there are numerous restrictions on us as home owners, why 
should it be any different for a business, especially one that could 
pollute the AONB." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

406 John Orbell 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"This should not even be considered in an Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty. Even so, there exists a risk of polluting and 
contaminating the countryside, the water and the air, impacting on 
the health of people and the environment, even when precautions 
are taken." Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

407 John Pilkington 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

Concerns regarding climate change, unsuitable for the AONB, risk of 
surface water and groundwater pollution, human health risk, air 
quality effects and HGV numbers.  Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N



408 John Randall 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"The increase in traffic of hgv s travelling through the forest and then 
past balcombe school on the main road is a major hazard. there are 
low hanging branches through the forest and low hanging powerlines 
throughout balcombe. two previous incidents involved these site 
lorries: 1. snagging a large tree branch on the way through the forest, 
2. having the fellow driver get out of the vehicle and walk in front to 
guide it under a low powerline 50 yards from balcombe school." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

409
John Richard 
Oughton 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

" There are many grounds for objecting to this application. However, 
I will limit my objections to those that relate to the specifics of this 
particular site: 1) This is a rural area set in a beautiful part of the 
Sussex Weald. It is totally unsuitable for an industrial process and 
potential scale development such as this. 2) Heavy vehicles and 
lorries causing pollution and endangering local adults and children 3) 
Escape of chemicals into watercourses 4) Air pollution caused by the 
testing process itself 5) Noise pollution." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

410 John Short 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"This activity risks groundwater pollution and should not be 
permitted. Climate change is being affected by the use of fossil fuels 
and their use must be abandoned, therefore, this propsal aimed at 
extracting fossil fuels should be refused." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

411 John Wood 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"There is a climate emergency! We should not be looking to extract 
any more damaging fossil fuels. I believe that the UK is committed to 
net zero carbon by 2040, this drilling is out of line with this 
commitment." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

412 Jon Potter 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
Concern regarding HGVs, health and safety, air quality and surface 
and groundwater pollution Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

413 Jon  Twigg 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 This is not environmentally sound. N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

414 Jonathan 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I strenuously object to this! Please consider our environment, our 
national responsibility to our planet. Invest the money in renewables 
or watch as life on earth is slowly strangled." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

415 Jonathan Heaton 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

Concerns regarding health and safety, HGVs, pollution from vehicles, 
not suitable for the AONB, climate change, fracking, not likely to 
create jobs or significant benefits for locals, alternative sources 
available/ no need N N Y Y N Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

416 Jonathan Millbanks 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

No need for the proposed development, concern regarding climate 
change, not in line with national targets, not suitable for the AONB, 
will not contribute to a low cabon, circular economy, health and 
safety, HGVs movements, loss of amenity to locals, AE finances, risks 
to groundwater, emergency plan/ procedure, impact of protests 
upon locals, not in the public interest N N Y Y N Y Y Y Y N N Y N Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

417 Jonathan Quearney 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I object to the digging for oil at Balcombe Well and any of its 
surrounding area. The damage to the natural habitat and impact that 
fossil fuels have on the climate are my main 2 objections. The 
repercussions of these actions have been proven to be only 
damaging to the earths climate. These facts are known to the fossil 
fuel industry, yet companies like Angus refuse to adapt their business 
models efficiently in order to no longer avoid going against the 
wishes of the people in the surrounding areas of East Sussex." N N N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

418 Jonathan Rees 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Utterly appalled this is being considered again after such a 
passionate outcry in 2013. Real risk to reservoir and watercourse, 
and clear negative impact on local quality of life. Totally out of place 
in an area of outstanding natural beauty." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

419 Jordan Lewis 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I think this is unacceptable in an AONB, it goes against the very 
principle. Also I see there will be a chance of flaring being necessary if 
successful, this will further increase local air pollution that has only 
just improved during this quiet period at the airport. If there is a fault 
with the process or any accidents when pumping then there is a good 
chance the local ground water will be contaminated and the local 
water table is not very deep. Would this no mean a risk of the local 
reservoir being contaminated too?? I don't think this is very well 
thought through. It seems reckless to go ahead with this so close to a 
large town." Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

420 Joseph Carr 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Fracking is bad for the environment. We should be focusing on zero 
carbon solutions." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

421 Josephine Damski 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

422
Joshua Cleary 
Mallard 19/09/2020 19/09/2020 "do not drill" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

423 Josie Darling 19/09/2020 19/09/2020 "Remove drilling fluids and carry out an extended well test" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

424 Judy Cunniffe 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"The last thing we need, at this moment in time, is any more 
exploration for fossil fuels, particularly by fracking. We need the 
development of clean green energy - put money into that!" N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

425 Judy Tidd 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fracking causes too much damage to the environment and people's 
health. Also we should be looking to getting our energy from 
renewable sources rather than continuing to use fossil fuels with all 
their associated problems." N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

426 Judy Wilkinson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I strongly object to this being carried out in an Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty. Not only is there a significant risk of polluting the 
nearby reservoir, but there is also a strong possibility of an adverse 
impact on air quality and health. There would be an increase in the 
number of HGVs passing the school There would be a risk of 
groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

427 Julia Fairweather 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

Concern regarding development in the AONB, climate change, HGVs, 
health and safety, air pollution, noise, water pollution, impacts on 
wellbeing of locals and the sense of community, not in the public 
interest Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

428 Julia Harding 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
429 Julia Jason 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

430 Julia Wilkinson 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"Fracking so close to residential areas is dangerous to the 
community. Fracking has been shown to be highly damaging to the 
environment. Permission for this type of oil exploration has been 
denied previously." N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

431 Julian Fitzsimons 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"Strongly object due to: risk of pollution and contamination of 
ground water and near reservoir, Air pollution from flaring and 
consequential risk to health of residents, heavy traffic past Balcombe 
primary school causing noise and air pollution. AONB should be 
protected from such polluting and industrial activity." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

432 Julian Ochyra 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"This is an area of outstanding beauty that should be preserved from 
any form of exploitation . It took billions of years to create and it 
mustn't be destroyed in just a few in the pursuit of outmoded energy 
sources." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

433 Julie Blackham 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"I absolutely object and the oil business do not need me to express 
every single reason why. We have family in Balcombe and have 
elderly residents in the home there. who are looking for a quiet end 
to their lives. I strongly object." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

434 Julie Louise Upton 19/09/2020 19/09/2020 "I object in the strongest terms to this unwarranted exploration." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
435 Juliette Harris 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

436 June Cowland 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 Risk of pollution of nearby reservoir and groundwater contamination N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

437 Justine Gillen 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Risk of groundwater contamination, pollution from the flare, noise, 
increased traffic. Not suitable activity in an area of outstanding 
natural beauty." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

438 K Bottomley 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Angus have not adequately engaged with our community. The tragic 
plan makes no sense and should direct tragic in a circular rout NOT in 
and out of Balcombe. Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution so 
close to Ardingly reservoir. Air pollution from flairing so close to 
homes. Extra heavy and other trade traffic through Balcombe village, 
right past the School. RIsk of groundwater and waterway 
contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

439 K Bottomley 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 Same as above N
440 K Hollis 20/09/2020 20/09/2020 "This is not suitable use in an ANOB." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

441 Karen Davis 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being suitable for the AONB 
or in the public interest, HGVs, health and safety, harm to wellbeing, 
air quality, risk to surface water and groundwater resources, 
seismicity, the development not being temporary, setting a 
precedent for future work, climate change and the development not 
being in line with national policy Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N

442 Karen Evans 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"I strongly object. The environmental risks associated are extemenly 
worrying - water pollution hazards, increased HGV fumes, air 
pollution. The village school is on the main road and will be affected." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

443 Karen Lee 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"This is a completely unsuitable site and something that has been 
rejected time and again by the local community. This is an AONB, a 
farming area (don't want the waterways to be polluted) and in a 
country with increasing building going on, yet another danger for our 
wildlife and environment." N N Y N Y N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

444 Karen Loraine 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"Risk of groundwater contamination, Increased HGVs going pass the 
school, impact of flaring on air quality and health." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

445 Karin Ramsay 20/09/2020 20/09/2020
"Fracking must be stopped. We must focus on developing renewable 
energy, or we are all going to die." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

446 Karin Schulte 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concerns regarding groundwater pollution, seismicity, air pollution, 
human health, AE financials, risks/insurance, no benefit to the local 
community Y N N N N N Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

447 Karoki Lewis 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Risk of groundwater 
contamination. And, most importantly, with all that we know about 
the climate and ecological crisis, we simply should not be trying to 
extract more fossil fuels!" Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N



448 Kate 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"Objections: Damage to the countryside HGV traffic pass the school 
Not in the public interest Oil can be found elsewhere increasing 
health risks to village Not temporary as would set the precedent that 
would promote oil exploration through the Weald Threat to the 
Ardingly Reservoir and the local water supply Seismic risk Minimal 
benefit to the local economy but maximum disturbance Would not 
be in line with West County Council's commitment on Climate 
Change." N N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N

449 Kate Christie 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, not in the public interest, not 
appropriate for the area, impacts on the AONB, risk to groundwater 
and surface water resources, fracking, air pollution, human health, 
HGVs Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

450 Kate Forester 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Too many environmental risks, without enough safeguards. 
Unacceptable, especially with the impact to the village & in an 
AONB." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

451 Kate Grover 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

452

Kate Meakin (on 
behalf of Energise 
South, Community 
Energy Co-op 
www.energisesout
h.coop) 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in line with national 
targets, fracking, not sustainable, harm to the AONB, impacts on 
hydrogeology and local water supply, timescale, air quality, human 
health, use of acidisation, no benefits to the local community, 
climate change, industrialisation of the landscape Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N

453 Kate Taylor-Smith 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, not appropriate for the area, not 
in the public interest, impacts on the AONB, risk to surface water and 
groundwater, fracking, air pollution, human health, HGVs Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

454 Katharine Finley 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Concerns and serious questions. Fracking on this site is: - Not 
suitable in an AONB; - there is high risk of pollution to nearby 
Ardingly reservoir. - risks negative Impact on air quality and health. - 
VERY likely to result in Increased HGVs going pass the school and 
through rural village with children and older people. - Risk of 
groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

455 Katharine Quinlan 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"In a time when the mass restoration of nature should be a priority 
for the well being of people and planet this application should not be 
considered. There is risk of contamination to the local reservoir and 
groundwater affecting water supplies and local biodiversity, there 
would be increased traffic and air pollution. We need to be focusing 
all efforts to restoring nature and renewable resources." Y N N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

456 Katherine Penhale 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
"I object to this fracking going ahead because of the risk of pollution 
to the nearby reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

457 Katherine Treherne 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"As the government has banned fracking, what is the point of this 
further testing? Even without the government's bann, I would object 
to further testing anyway. Climate Change, Environmetnal 
Degradation, Water Safety... need I say more? Thank you." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

458 Kathleen Sinclair 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"We need to invest in green energy, not this. This is disruptive, may 
poison ground water, disturb
wildlife, may cause tremors." N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

459

Kathryn Anne 
McWhirter 
Metcalfe 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest 
or appropriate for the area, impacts on the AONB, climate change, 
industrial presecence sets precedent for future work, no benefit to 
locals, viability of the proposal, fracking, air quality, human health, 
noise, disturbance to locals, HGVs, disturbance to wildlife, light 
pollution, harm to wellbeing of the community. Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y Y N Y Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

460 Kathryn Cartmell 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Not suitable in an Area if natural beauty . Risk of pollution to nearby 
reservoir. Plus the lower water levels. Impact of flaring on air quality 
and health the the village and surrounding area. Increased HGVs and 
traffic going pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

461 Kathryn McCarthy 15/09/2020 15/09/2020
"I object as we should be investing in green energy and building a 
green economy, not investing in polluting energy sources." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

462 Kathryn Metcalfe 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

463 Katie Archibald 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"HGV Traffic - significant increase in the number of HGVs close to the 
school and on London Road. Many of these are 6-axel vehicles. 
Flaring - Angus will have a flare on site and the prevailing winds will 
blow pollutants into the village. Risk to water and geology - and 
independent report found that the well was not secure in all sections 
which increases to risk to ground water. Seismic activity - there has 
been increased seismic activity associated with other wells. They will 
be here for years. This is not a temporary disruption in this AONB. 
This will have a significant detrimental effect on the surrounding 
countryside." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

464 Kay Densley 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"No testing should be allowed on this site. There is a risk of 
contamination of the water reservoir. Fracking has been shown to 
cause earthquakes and damage many miles from the original site. 
When you fracture underground rocks it is impossible to predict 
where the fractures will end and the long term effects of this process. 
Priority must be given to the natural environment and existing 
buildings and other structures. There is no case for pursuing fracking 
in the UK on any scale due to the multiple risks to the environment 
and potential earthquakes." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

465
Kayleigh Woods 
Harley 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I object to this development for the following reasons: Not 
appropriate for an area of outstanding natural beauty Not in the 
public interest Risk to groundwater Risk to Ardingly reservoir which is 
nearby First step to industrialisation of the Weald Stimulation by acid 
means acid fracturing 14 metre flare is an air pollution risk to local 
people HGV traffic on a B road past the village school Not compatible 
with the UK's declaration of a climate emergency." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

466 Keith Cormack 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Not suitable or pertinent for an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, 
and there is a risk of harmful pollution to the surroundings involved." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

467 Keith Exford 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being suitable for the AONB, 
air pollution, human health, surface water and groundwater 
pollution, HGVs, wllbeing of locals Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

468 Kelly Dibbert 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"There are so many alternatives to fossil fuels for energy on the 
market. Drilling for oil when we know 1000s of scientists have 
warned about catastrophic climate change die to man-made CO2 
emissions. You are putting in 100s of car/van charging points in West 
Sussex proving you are a forward thinking council, so please don't 
allow this. The chemicals used in this process are toxic." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

469 Kelvyn Guest 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"Damage to the environment, and to the local community. Clean 
energy not dirty." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

470 Kerry Davies 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

471 Kev Farrant 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I object to this on the grounds that the flaring particles could 
contaminate pastures. There will be a large increase in the amount of 
heavy vehicles moving through Balcombe and this process can 
contaminate the ground water." Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

472 Kevin Laue 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"Sussex should be moving away from fossil fuels, not towards them. 
This is fundamental for preventing mass extinctions, the climate 
catastrophe and so on. Any intelligent person knows this by now - 
there is no longer time for a head-in-the sand approach. A crazy 
pursuit of profit above all else is just that: crazy. I object in the 
strongest possible terms." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

473 Kevin West 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"I object strongly to any continued drilling or fracking for oil in the 
weald. Global warming is a serious issue, as is loss o habitat and 
species decline." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

474 Kim Myhre 13/09/2020 13/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
475 Kirsteen 12/09/2020 12/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

476 Kirsten Chick 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"I strongly object to this application for the following reasons: This is 
not suitable in an AONB Risk of
pollution to nearby reservoir Impact of flaring on air quality and 
health Increased HGVs going past the
school, increasing both noise and air pollution RIsk of groundwater 
contamination Climate Change
concerns - we should be turning away from fossil fuels rather than 
exploiting them further." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

477 L H Jones 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"This activity is not suitable to take place an AONB. I am deeply 
concerned about the rIsks of groundwater contamination and 
pollution to the nearby reservoir. I am also concerned about impact 
of flaring on air quality and health, and about the impact of HGV 
traffic in the area - not to mention the catastrophic impacts of 
Climate Change to which these activities will contribute." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

478 Laura Blake 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs, air quality, human health, risk to 
groundwater, no benefit to the local community or economy, climate 
change Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

479 Laura Oakley 23/09/2020 23/09/2020 "Clean energy now. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
480 Laura Parris 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

481 Laura Simmonds 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Fracking is a dangerous and destructive and unsafe and unstable. 
Not necessary and especially not in an AOB with so many people 
living nearby." N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

482 Laurence Clarke 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fracking causes ground water contamination and is not in keeping 
with a green Britain in the future. Investment should be encouraged 
in green energy." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

483 Lee Bouoton 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

484 Leigh Martin 19/09/2020 19/09/2020
"Risk to climate change. Polluting our environment. A dangerous 
practice. Not for me or my family thank you." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

485 Lena Contreras 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"The exploration site is bad for the environment and not suitable in 
an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

486 Leonara Van Assche 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

487
Lesley Medlock 
Rogers 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"This is not at all appropriate in an AONB with a risk of 
contamination to the reservoir as well as the impact on air quality 
and increase in heavy goods transport. I strongly object." Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

488 Lesley Metherell 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
Concern regarding environmental effects, investment in fossil fuels, 
water and air pollution Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



489 Liam Dixon 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I wish to object on the grounds that this development is unsuitable 
in an AONB and poses a risk of groundwater contamination and 
pollution of a nearby reservoir." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

490 Lidia Poczok 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"In an area of Outstanding Natural beauty it is a disgrace that it can 
be compromised by constant Traffic, noise and pollution for an 
agenda which is not set by our community and which we do not 
want.. When testing was allowed previously, the rumble of the large 
lorries moving down London Road could Be heard from our house. 
They also pass directly next to the village school where our youngest 
play and don't expect to have to dodge such heavy traffic on going to 
or from school or breathe in the fumes. This is not a case of "not in 
our backyard", I wouldn't wish this in anyone's backyard!" Y N Y N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

491 Linda Critton 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

492 Linda Murray 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"The proposed development is neither appropriate for the local area 
or in the public interest. The local villagers have voiced their 
objections on 3 occasions. I object on the grounds of: the risk to the 
ground water and the close by Ardingly reservoir the use of acid to 
support the fracking and the environmental impact of this approach 
the risk of air pollution to the local people due to the 14 metre flare 
the increase in heavy traffic past the local school thank you for 
considering my objections." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

493 Linda Slingsby 13/09/2020 13/09/2020
"I object because we have to use renewable energy for the future of 
the planet." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

494 Lisa Greer 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Angus's previous application was withdrawn after the Planning 
Officer recommended refusal. Whilst Angus have now applied for a 
shorter period (one year and six months) instead of three years the 
same concerns remain: - Not suitable in an AONB. - Risk of pollution 
to nearby reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going past the school - Inaccurate traffic assessment 
proposed by Angus under counting the increased traffic levels - Risk 
of groundwater contamination - Insufficient infrastructure to 
accommodate the industrialisation of a rural area." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

495 Liz Sleeper 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

Concerns regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest, 
no benefits to locals, HGVs, risks to water supply, accidents, human 
health, biodiversity impacts, climate change, wellbeing of local 
residents, conflict with local policy Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

496 Lizzie Dunstan-Lee 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object for many reasons as summarised below: - not a suitable 
activity in an area of outstanding natural beauty. - risk of pollution to 
Ardingly reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going pass the school (which my sister attends). - 
risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

497 Lizzy Mccann 07/09/2020 07/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to a nearby reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

498 Lizzy Mccann 13/09/2020 13/09/2020 "Noise and traffic problems with site use will be bad for local area." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

499 Lorna Hraboweckyj 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AOB. Risk to ground water contamination. Extra 
traffic to surrounding areas including HGV which villagers will have 
their right to peaceful use of their homes and amenities disrupted. A 
criminal environmental act, destroying natural biodiversity and 
ecological resources and protected species." N N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

500 Lorna Mackay 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This industrial company is unsuitable in a small village with small 
roads. It is near a school and the noise, air and water pollution would 
be extremely damaging to developing children. Fossil fuel energy is 
damaging to the environment, greener sources of energy should be 
used instead." Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

501 Lorraine Inglis 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest, 
alternative sources available/ no need, minimal benefit to the local 
economy, contrary to local and national policy and risks to surface 
water and groundwater. N N Y N N N Y N N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

502 Lottie Bridle 07/09/2020 07/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

503 Louisa Delpy 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"Object strongly to this happening due to climate change impacts, 
impact on our community and amount of HGVs driving past the local 
primary school." N N N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

504 Louise Carmichael 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"I am worried about the risk of groundwater contamination. Also, 
with the flare and the south Westerly/Westerly winds blowing the 
flare emmisions towards our homes and daughters with asthma. I 
have not seen proof this has been thoroughly explored. I therefore 
Object" Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

505
Lucilla de Lande 
Long 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concerns regarding human health, HGVs, water pollution, air 
pollution, seismic activity, climate change and not in line with local 
targets Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

506 Lucinda Mather 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

507 Lucy 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

508 Lucy Chettleburgh 20/09/2020 20/09/2020
"Not suitable in an aonb Increased traffic in a small village, in 
particular hgv's passing the school on London road." N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

509 Lucy Humble 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Serious concerns with regards to air pollution and water 
contamination, not to mention the use of huge amounts of water, 
which is transported to the site at significant environmental cost. As 
well as earth tremor concerns,and carcinogenic chemicals escaping 
during drilling and contaminate groundwater." Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

510 Lucy Rothman 13/09/2020 13/09/2020 "I object to the above." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

511 Luke Jessop 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I object to this as it is not suitable in an AONB. It presents a risk of 
pollution to the nearby reservoir. Negative impact of flaring on air 
quality and health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. Risk of 
groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

512 Lynda 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"1-There is no compelling reason for this exploration and/or 
development in this area. 2- We're supposed to be winding down 
reliance on fossil fuels, not finding more. 3-The government's very 
own inspector, Mrs Elizabeth Ord has concluded that no hydrocarbon 
exploitation should be undertaken within 500m of sensitive receptor 
('Drill or Drop' 7th November 2019). This follows North Yorkshire's 
Planning Dept's lead. There is suchlike within that radius, including 
wild animals and birds. One wouldn't want to contradict a 
government-appointed inspector." N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

513 Lyndon Hoare 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I object to the application from Angus Energy to carry out further 
testing for oil at Lower Stumble, Balcombe on the grounds that such 
industrial are activities are not suitable in an AONB, the impact of 
flaring on air quality and health to the residents of Balcombe village 
and the inevitable increase in HGVs on our roads and passing the 
school." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

514
Lyndsey 
Wintringham 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"We live, work and our children attend school in the area near this 
proposed site. There is a lot of wildlife and generally things are very 
peaceful. We do not want the increased traffic, Noise, potential for 
earth movement or any disregard for the local community. We join 
with other local people to strongly object to this." N N N N Y Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

515 Lynn Patry 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concern regarding environmental effects of fracking, human health, 
pollution of surface water and groundwater resources, should be 
investing in renewables, seismicity, minimal benefit to local 
economy, not in line with local policy/ commitments, climate change, 
HGVs, air pollution, not in the public interest, not temporary, sets 
precedent for future development Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N

516 Lynne Towner 07/09/2020 07/09/2020
"I do not think this is suitable in an Area of Outstanding Beauty with 
a Reservoir close by and the risk of contamination to groundwater." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

517 M Warburton 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not appropriate for the 
area, surface water pollution, HGVs, noise, risk of accidents, need for 
green energy instead, climate change Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

518 Mads Ryle 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, fracking, not appropriate for the 
area, impacts on the AONB, HGVs, risk to surface water and 
groundwater, air quality, human health and risk to biodiversity Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

519 Mairi Wilson 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "This would be extremely detrimental to the area." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N
520 Malcolm Kenward 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

521 Manolis Stalford 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"The Government has declared a climate emergency. Granting 
permission for decades of oil production with all the associated risks 
of pollution of the local environment, risks of earthquakes etc at 
ridiculous." N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

522 Manuelina 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I object to any more fracking testing at Balcombe. I fear that 
fracking is dangerous and may pollute our ground water, please stop 
this from happening." N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

523 Marcella Long 23/09/2020 23/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
524 Marco Piras 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

525 Marcus Adams 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"This is not an appropriate development in anAONB and so close to a 
National Park. It will lead to a significant increase in heavy traffic in 
an unsuitable rural environment. There are also significant 
environmental risks." N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

526 Margaret Organ 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"I strongly object as I do not want this beautiful place polluted and 
spoiled. It would be disastrous for the people living in this small 
village." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

527 Mariam 19/09/2020 19/09/2020 "Climate change. Irreparable damage to our environment." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



528 Mariana Southern 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I object to the pollution and the toxic fumes from the activity, as 
they can be carried by the wind into the village. Damage to wild life 
and trees. Traffic pollution - exhaust fumes and noise. The lorries will 
pass directly in front of our house and the village school. There is risk 
to children at school and when they walk around in the village. Extra 
traffic also damages the environment and nature around the village. 
A large part of Balcombe is a conservation area. A drilling site has no 
place so close to a small village. It will have huge impact to the 
community. This could also affect house prices and the appeal of the 
village for families and family life." Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N

529 Marie Boulton 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

530 Marion Malcher 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object to this application. The effects of climate breakdown are 
evident across the planet and Parliament has rightfully declared a 
climate emergency; the damage done by the extraction and use of 
fossil fuels is well documented and must cease - therefore this 
application is not in the public interest. Furthermore, conducting this 
ecocide in a designated area of outstanding natural beauty, risking 
the water supply through acid stimulation and causing air pollution 
by flaring, should be a criminal offence." Y N Y Y Y N Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

531 Mark Apsey 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not consistent with climate emergency and UK Government legal 
commitment to reach carbon neutral by 2050. Furthermore, 
localised pollution to waterways, additional traffic and pollution are 
unacceptable." N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

532 Mark Ashmole 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Permission should not be granted. Amongst many other reasons, 
the number of HGVs passing through the village would significantly 
increase. There is already an issue when larger vehicles pass the 
school section. As a pedestrian you already feel vulnerable due to 
inconsiderate parking, vehicles mounting the pavement to squeeze 
past etc. This situation will be considerably compounded with 
additional HGVs regularly using the route." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

533 Mark Candfield 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding fracking, impacts on the AONB, HGVs, air 
pollution, human health, risk to water resources, seismicity, impact 
on quality of life for local residents, climate change, not consistent 
with national targets Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

534 Mark Kingston 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

535 Mark LJ Rogers 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Totally inappropriate development in an AONB In addition the 
elevated risk of ground water and resevoir pollution is unacceptable. 
With the addition of elevated HGV traffic impact to the nearby 
community." N N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

536 Mark Southern 11/09/2020 11/09/2020

Concern regarding noise, HGVs, health and safety, air pollution, risk 
to water rsources, risk to wildlife, not appropriate for the area, harm 
to peace/ tranquility, no benefits to local community Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

537 Mark Wilson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "This is totally unessecary and environmentally dangerous." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

538 Martha Contreras  27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"No Drilling in Balcombe" - attachment titled 'NO DRILLING IN 
BALCOMBE.pdf' - see ID 34 N

539 Martin Baxter 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

540 Martin Chick 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"Pollution to nearby reservoir, impact of flaring on air quality and 
health, increased HGVs going past the school and risk of 
groundwater contamination. At a time when we should be investing 
in green energy in response to climate change climate change this is 
irresponsible" Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

541 Martin Knudsen 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

Concerns regarding the development not being in the public interest 
or appropriate for the local area, impacts on the AONB, climate 
change, industrial presence/ setting a precedent for future work, risk 
to surface water and groundwater, fracking, air pollution, human 
health and HGVs Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

542 Martin Leech 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 "I object for all of the reasons already given by others." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

543 Martyn Jessop 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"The risk to groundwater and the reservoir is unacceptable. Fracking 
in a AONB should not be encouraged. This is a n energy source that is 
being phased out in a very short timeframe, why are we risking so 
much for something we are told will soon be obsolete?" N N Y Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

544
Martyn and Hilary 
Walker 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding increased traffic/HGVs, the risk to groundwater 
and pollution from flaring Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

545 Mary Lewis 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"Fracking is an abomination of the earth's few remaining fragile 
resources. Climate change is real. Watch David Attenborough's latest 
documentary, Extinction: the Facts. Fracking has absolutely NO 
business on this planet. Leave nature alone. We will protest 
vigorously as we did before. Have you no shame?" N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

546 Mathew Wilson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I wish my Objection to this planning to be recorded. The continued 
efforts to push fracking on this area should be stopped. The side 
effects such a mini earth quakes and contamination of ground water 
are not worth it. On top of that the need to stop fossil fuel extraction 
is our greatest task to reduce CO2 levels and control temperature 
rises." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

547 Mathilde Blum 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Risk of groundwater contamination and negative impact of flaring 
on air quality and health" Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

548 Matt Hood 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"The world must move away from an oil-based economy to 
something more sustainable such as solar, wind, wave, and even 
nuclear. Doing anything else contributes to the impending climate 
disaster with minimum global warming of +2degC and all the known 
consequences. This change must be made at all levels, even what 
might be a small scale oil facility. I am also concerned about local 
environmental and ecological impacts, and Balcombe is somewhere I 
run and cycle through periodically." N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

549 Matthew Brewin 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"This is a danger to the local community! The pollutants the flare 
that would be lit would let off would travel up and over the village of 
balcombe. The amount of HGV lorries that would travel on London 
lane coming in and out of balcombe would cause so much traffic. 
Balcombe and the surrounding area have already shown they do not 
want this to happen once so why try to sneak through a new trial at 
this. Is shows that if it does go ahead that the council is not doing its 
part in helping with the climate emergency." Y N N Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

550 Matthew Cornish 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not only is fracking bad for our climate, it risks causing air, water 
and sound pollution. It uses toxic chemicals where regulation may 
not be adequate. An accident could mean that these chemicals leak 
into water supplies or cause pollution above ground. In fact, this has 
happened many times in the US. On top of all this, the impact on the 
British countryside would be enormous. Thousands of wells would be 
needed to produce just half of the UK's gas demand. This industrial 
operation would also require huge numbers of trucks delivering 
chemicals and taking away contaminated waste water. Fracking 
won't even bring down our energy bills because the way the energy 
market works means any gas from fracking will be sold to the highest 
bidder, which won't help reduce bills." Y N N Y N Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

551 Maureen Sparke 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "Water and atmosphere contamination." Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
552 Max Perry 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Impact of flaring on air quality and health." Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

553 Maxime Bergot 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

554 Meg Rew 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"My reasons for objecting are as follows: Balcombe is an area of 
outstanding natural beauty and the site is too close to residents; 
there is a school close to the site which would be impacted by the 
significant increase in HGVs; there is a seismic risk; it would 
contribute to environmental pollution. I could go on but will finally 
say that granting drilling permission would not be in in the public 
interest and the residual need for hydrocarbons can be met 
elsewhere." N N Y N N Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

555 Mel Ellis 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 "Risk of groundwater contamination and not suitable in an AONB." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

556 Melanie Landymore 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"I strongly object to the above application for further well test and 
removing drilling fluids. This is an area is of outstanding natural 
beauty and should not be subject to a threat to the local area of 
pollution and risk of groundwater contamination. The previous 
application was withdrawn and should remain so." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

557 Melissa Lezameta 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Fracking endangers the environment and human health." N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

558 Michael Catty 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, fracking, traffic/HGVs, air 
pollution, surface water and groundwater pollution, impacts on 
health and wellbeing of local residents, no need for the development 
and climate change/sustainability Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

559
Michael 
Chettleburgh 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Plenty of reasons including health of local people and area; 
unsightly for an AONB; additional heavy traffic through quiet village 
and especially past our small primary school." N Y Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

560 Michael Croker 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I believe that there is a significant risk from gas flaring on air quality 
and health. Additionally there is an unacceptable pollution risk to the 
nearby reservoir, not to mention groundwater contamination. 
Finally, the climate emergency requires us to 'leave it in the ground'!" Y N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

561 Michael Cuff 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"My objections are as follows:- The need for this site is inconsistent 
with the Climate Emergency declared by the UK & many County 
Councils. The disposal/discharge of waste fracked fluid is problematic 
- see Royal Society of Chemistry's analysis 
https://pubs.rsc.org/en/content/articlehtml/2018/ew/c7ew00474e 
There will be minimal benefit to the local community in terms of 
jobs. The site is within an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty." N N Y Y N N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N

See ID 34



562 Michael J Wyatt 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"This application has already been rejected twice. The new 
application is not different in any substantive way. Increased HGV 
traffic through this village is an unnecessary and dangerous intrusion 
on the lives of residents to say nothing of the environmental damage 
this exploitative process will cause." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

563 Michael John Balfe 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"The proposed development would represent major development in 
the High Weald Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, for which there 
are no exceptional circumstances, and which is not in the public 
interest. There are alternative sources of hydrocarbon supply, both 
indigenous and imported, to meet the national need, there would be 
minimal benefit to the local economy from the development, and 
there is scope for meeting the need in some other way, outside of 
nationally designated landscapes. It would therefore be contrary to 
Policies M7a and M13 of the West Sussex Joint Local Minerals Plan 
(2018) and paragraphs 170 and 172of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (2019)." N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

564 Michael Morland 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

Concern regarding fracking, sustainability, soil, air and water 
pollution, harm to wildlife and biodiversity, alternative sources of 
energy available/ no need Y N N Y Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N

565 Michael Morland 26/09/2020 26/09/2020
Concern regarding fracking, sustainability/ alternatives available/ no 
need for the proposed development, human health, security N N N Y N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N

566 Michael Smith 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to ground water and local reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

567 Michelle Fisher 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"We should not have this happening in our beautiful village, I am 
concerned about the water being contaminated, huge lorries etc 
driving in and I'm concerned about the air quality and our health. I 
totally object." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

568 Michelle Floyd 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"I object to he risk of water contamination in the area. Nothing is 
worth this risk." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

569 Michelle Lawson 21/09/2020 21/09/2020 "This will have a detrimental impact on local environment." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

570 Michelle Thornton 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I object to this Fracking in Balcombe. It is not a good decision to 
frack where people live causing noise and air pollution. In addition, 
the upset to the local community would be immense. It would cause 
major disruption not to mention that destruction to the beautiful 
fields and landscape. This must be prevented and action must be 
taken." Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

571 Molly Bray 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"It will potentially ruin an area of natural beauty and risk causing 
higher levels of pollution. Our council should be investing in 
sustainable energy, not fossil fuels." N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

572 Mr Chris Archibald 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Risk of contamination to local water supplies, water courses etc. 
Increase in traffic on local roads and associated nois pollution. Safety 
concerns of heavy vehicle movement so close to the local primary 
school. Inappropriate use of land in an AONB." N N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

573 Mr D Whittaker 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"Do we really need fossil fuels? And fracking? Particularly this close 
to Ashdown Forest? Is the environment not messed up enough? Has 
the climate not sufficiently changed to warrant a second thought on 
whether such a thing is really worth while?" N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

574 Mr Daniel C Turner 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"There's absolutely no good that can come from fracking under 
whatever name you give it." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

575 Mr J Bahnan 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fracking should not be permitted in our county or anywhere else for 
that matter. It risks the stability of our environment for the 
commercial gain of the large oil franchises. Please do not permit this 
activity on our soil." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

576 Mr James Kelsey 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"This application does not mitigate the concerns and risks expressed 
previously about this site: The site is clearly not appropriate for this 
purpose. The geology of the site does not permit safe testing or 
production. The location of the site has been proved to be unsuitable 
for flaring or venting hydrocarbons. The state of the well itself and 
the difficulty and delay experienced in previous tests suggests that 
this hydrocarbon well will not be economically viable and therefore 
of no use to the local or national economy. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment on this application." Y N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

577 Mr John Francis 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding waste management, pollution of groundwater, 
traffic/ HGVs, health and safety, air quality, seismicity and  climate 
change, not appropriate for the area Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N

578 Mr M Henson 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"I must object in the strongest possible terms against the renewed 
application at the lower stumble site. This been rejected several 
times on the grounds of environmental impact and traffic issues in 
our very small village. The last time that this company were allowed 
to operate here, we had to endure macho dry noise and smells that 
affected the entire village 24 hours a day. This is intolerable and 
must not be allowed to occur again. The council in their wisdom 
rejected the previous application and I must urge you to do so again 
and protect this beautiful area in the heart of Sussex. Thank you." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

579 Mr Martin 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"This is totally unsuitable given that it is an AONB, there is a risk of 
groundwater contamination. Balcombe is a small village, there will 
be the need for hundreds of HGVs to attend site, causing pollution 
and disruption to village life." N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

580 Mr Paul F J Bonham 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Disruption to the village 
community. Enough going on with the building of new houses (with 
no infrustructure). Increased HGVs (there are enough of them in a 
country village all ready). We are putting up with disruption from the 
round about near Penland road that cuts us from Haywards Heath. 
We just don't need it or want it or want any more protests (which 
there will be) or disruption to our Village." N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

581 Mrs Evalene Beale 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs, health and safety, air quality, surface water 
and groundwater pollution, seismicity, the development not being 
temporary, setting a precedent for more work in future, little gain for 
locals, and climate change Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

582 Mrs M A Kenward 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
Concern regarding HGVs, health and safety, air pollution, overall 
wellbeing of residents Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

583
Ms Rebeccah M 
Clews 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I object to this application. We are leaving living with the very real 
outcomes of climate change, enabling the oil industry to continue is 
tipping us towards the point where it becomes irreversible. I am 
specifically opposed to this application on the following grounds: 
unsuitability for a designated area of outstanding natural beauty and 
which is therefore protected by law: high risks of pollution to the 
nearby reservoir; high risk of negative impact on air quality and 
health due to flaring; HGVs going pass the school and putting the 
health of schoolchildren at risk; high risks of of groundwater 
contamination. You have a legal duty not to place our lives at risk by 
approving industrial applications which are dangerous to human 
health, therefore please reject this dangerous and irresponsible 
application." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

584
Ms Una-Jane 
Winfield 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs, health and safety, air quality, surface water 
and groundwater pollution, seismicity, the timescale of the 
development, setting a precedent for more work in future, no local 
benefits, climate change, not in line with local and national targets/ 
climate emergency, renewable alternatives more cost effective/ no 
need for the development Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N

585 N Bedson 10/09/2020 10/09/2020

"I object to this application. The risks are too great . Polluting the 
reservoir, the flare polluting the air quality. HGVs passing within 
metres of our Primary school. An accident doesn't bear thinking 
about. Plus the fact we are in an AONB. Please don't allow this 
application." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

586 Nancy Towers 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Too many risks to local residents in terms of air quality, water 
contamination, pollution from hgvs going through village and do 
close to the school, general quality of life. Not suitable in an aonb." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

587 Natalie Briggs 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Object because increased risk of seismic quakes and irreversible 
damage to underground water supplies far overshadows the 
economic benefits of this work." N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

588 Nathalie Harris 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object on grounds of safety as this sort of drilling and investigation 
hasn't been proved to be safe. I also object of grounds of 
environmental and wildlife preservation. This causes devastation to 
wildlife and the local countryside at a time where we really need to 
be stopping this and using safe, sustainable and environmentally and 
wildlife friendly solutions." N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

589
Neil Lindsay-
Stewart 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, air quality, human health, 
polution of surface water, HGVs/ traffic/ road safety Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

590 Neil Stevenson 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"The proposal is not in the public interest. It is inappropriate for an 
area of outstanding natural beauty and presents risks of 
contamination of groundwater supplies and to the nearby Ardingly 
reservoir." N N Y N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

591 Neil Turner 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"The whole process seems counter intuitive given where we find 
ourselves environmentally, as a planet. More locally, I have concerns 
about the possibility of pollution, effect on groundwater, seismic risk 
and possible effect on the nearby Ardingly reservoir. In terms of the 
village and surrounding area, I think this will increase traffic 
(especially HGV) traffic through the village, and I also beleive this will 
be damaging to the surrounding countryside. I appreciate that this is 
an exploratory operation at this stage, however I would assume if 
results are favourable then the plan would be to extract oil. I do not 
beleive this to be a safe process, or an efficient process in terms of 
water and energy required. I do not beleive this application to be in 
the public interest." N N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

592 Nicholas Alderton 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"Opening up a new source of fossil fuel is unnecessary and is 
hazardous to the local community. Renewable energy is fast taking 
over fossil fuels. No benefit to the local economy and very limited if 
any benefit to the national economy. It is not worth risking the safety 
and well being of the community. In addition, if the company goes 
broke who picks up the tab? Ans: WSCC." N N N Y N N N Y Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



593 Nicholas Barber 17/09/2020 17/09/2020 "I would like to register my opposition to the application." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
594 Nicholas Damski 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

595 Nicholas Goulden 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I wish to object [n the strongest terms to the above application. 
There is absolutely no requirement for more dril][ng operations. Oil 
must be left in the ground, if we are to win the fight against climate 
change. We have to put all our efforts into renewable energy." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

596 Nick Dearden 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Drilling for oil/gas in rural mid Sussex is unnecessary, dangerous and 
seriously unwanted. It is dangerous to the underground water 
aquifers in an area riven by geological faults both mapped and 
unmapped but from which Mid Sussex derives its water supplies. 
Investment in drilling is speculative and unnecessary. The investment 
in renewable supplies is much more important than wrecking the 
countryside in the greedy search for polluting fuel sources. The traffic 
that will be generated by the exporation and exploitation of the 
resource will pollute the surrounding quiet villages." N N N Y N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

597 Nick Owens 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, conflict with national targets, 
unsuitable for the AONB, risk of surface water pollution, air pollution, 
human health, HGVs, demand for oil falling and renewables 
preferable/ no need for the development. Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

598 Nick Raeside 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I object to this planning submission because even a small amount of 
this extraction could lead to air and water pollution. This country has 
commitments to reduce climate change so how can we allow this to 
happen? The high Weald area is an area of outstanding natural 
beauty with special wildlife that can be affected and the local 
population that simply don't want this to occur. There is nothing new 
in this application apart from reduced time. Please listen to the local 
community." Y N Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

599 Nick Warwick 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"This proposed activity is not suitable or acceptable in an AONB. 
There is the risk of pollution to a nearby reservoir. Today more than 
ever, the impact of flaring on air quality and health is crucial. There 
will be HGVs going past the school. Childrens' road safety is a 
paramount basis for objection. Ata time of urgent concern about the 
environment, the risk of groundwater contamination must be 
considered." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

600 Nick Williams 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs/ traffic, impacts on the AONB, not in the 
public interest, timing of the application (Covid-19), air quality, 
human health, surface water and groundwater pollution, proximity 
to the trainline, seismicity, climate change, impacts on habitats and 
wildlife Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N

601 Nicky Barber 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

602 Nicola Bergot 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Not suitable in an area of natural beauty and there will be increased 
HGVs going pass the school." N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

603 Nicola Fee 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"This practice should not be entertained. You should not risk the 
habitat of the local environment and eco-system through this 
practice and destructive noises this practice creates. Relating to the 
water table you should not jeoperdise our waters and waterways. 
You need to learn to live with nature not against it. This is wrong and 
you are going against the majority for people's vote for this, you are 
not listening." N N N N Y N Y N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

604 Nicola Peel 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"By carrying out an extended well test the objective is therefore to 
drill for more fossil fuels in the future. Under the government and 
councils duty of care to its citizens we must stop any further oil and 
gas drilling in a move towards a sustainable future." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

605 Nicola Quinn 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

606 Nigel Lewers 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Not appropriate in an AONB. Noise, pollution and danger of lorries 
passing through the village and past the primary school. Risk of 
pollution to local reservoir and streams. Focus should be on 
renewable energy, not fossil fuels." N N Y Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

607 Nik Nikoloff 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"We do not need more fossil fuels that extraction will cause 
environmental damage." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

608 Nile Nugnez 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest, 
not appropriate for the area (close to residents), HGVs, health and 
safety, air quality, risk to surface water and groundwater, seismicity, 
the development not being temporary and setting a precedent for 
further work, little benefit to locals, climate change, alternative 
energy sources available/ no need Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N

609 Norman Pasley 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"It's not appropriate to be extracting fossil fuels, when renewable 
energy is the right solution for the future. We must move to zero 
carbon to stop climate change." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

610 Oisin 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

611 Oliver Metcalfe 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"It's inappropriately sited in an official Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty and was turned down by the planners because of this. 
Emissions from the flare are likely to cause pollution in our village. 
My retired parents and their neighbours are under great stress 
because of this development and have been since 2012." Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

612 Owen McDonough 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"I object to this application as there is no need for this type of 
operation in an AONB." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

613 P Ashmole 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I Object strongly to this to this application. I live adjacent to the 
London Rd and will suffer problems of noise and access to the 
London Rd. with the many large HGV lorries that will be involved as 
with the previous tests on this site. It seems that these so called 
tests are only a precedent to possibly many years of oil production at 
this site in an area of ONB. Besides this major HGV problem on the 
London Rd. there are problems of air polution from the flaring as we 
are in the prevailing wind direction only a few hundred yards from 
the site. How can you support this application for oil testing and 
production. when their is an international surplus of oil, and the 
worsening problem of global warming caused largely by fossil fuels." Y N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

614 P Bennett 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 "Risk of groundwater contamination." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

615 P Gray 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"I object this application as it is not suitable in an area of outstanding 
natural beauty. It will also cause much more pollution (& noise!) 
from lorries and equipment working on site." N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

616 P J Lannin 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Fracking no longer a viable source of green energy. Danger to the 
environment." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

617 P R Homer 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest, 
alternative sources available/ no need, minimal benefit to the local 
economy and community, contrary to local and national policy, 
climate change, risk to surface water and groundwater, the timescale 
for the development, air quality, the use of acidisation, industrialising 
the landscape. Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N

618 Pamela Henderson 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"We cannot take the risk of not only ground contamination by the 
fluids used for this operation but also for the air quality in the area. 
People live very near to the site. This site is also in an area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and it should remain so. It is the wrong 
time to be doing such work or even thinking about it. Our 
concentration should be on green energy and eliminating pollution 
from our country NOT carrying out operations that will only lead to 
greater pollution. We need to put all our energies not into green, 
sustainable energy." Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

619 Pamela Lewets 13/09/2020 13/09/2020
"I am concerned with pollution/contamination to local reservoir 
/water table & the increased traffic (HGV's) in such a small village." N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

620 Pat Smith 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I wish to object on the following grounds: i) The Council has 
declared a climate emergency, as has the govt. Developing new oil-
sites is incompatible with this. ii) the proposal is for development in 
an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty. iii) does the oil company 
have sufficient resources to restore the site to its original condition? 
Thank you." N N Y Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

621 Patricia Ross 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"I object to this planning application because of the risks of pollution 
it poses to the surrounding environment; namely the Ardingly 
Reservoir from which my water supply comes; ground water 
contamination; the air quality from methane gases and flares as a by 
product of this process; the influx of HGVs to the area and the 
disruption and air pollution they will cause and not to be 
underestimated is that this is an AONB which should not be exposed 
to industrialisation. As a nation we
need to move away from the extraction and use of fossil fuels and 
instead concentrate on developing the renewable energy sector, as 
the local RePower Balcombe community energy group is 
demonstrating. Thank you for this opportunity to state my objections 
to this proposal. P. Ross" Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

622 Patrick 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

623 Patrick Bradfield 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I object on the grounds to drilling on these grounds; It will 
contribute to climate crisis It being a danger to the aquifers. 
Increased heavy traffic on minor roads Air and noise pollution 
Eyesore in area of natural beauty Harm to the environment 
Unsustainable and inappropriate land use It will change or destroy 
the character of the area It could cause permanent damage to the 
geology of the area and cause earth quakes and/or pollution of water 
resources permanently! This is total folly at a time when we are in 
serious need of scaling down our fossil fuel use and a complete 
waste of resources when we already have access to more sustainable 
energy production which needs more investment." Y Y Y Y N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N



624 Patrick Rusk 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I object to the application by Angus Energy to carry out further 
testing for oil in Balcombe. I am worried about potential water and 
air pollution. I do not want to breathe in toxic fumes from the flaring, 
but what will be my option apart from moving? The process is not 
cost-effective nor efficient and if carried out, will be to the detriment 
of the people who live in and around Balcombe, and to the detriment 
of the wildlife and the environment. The area is after all an Area of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty and we should be able to decide what 
happens in our village and not Angus Energy." Y N Y N Y N Y N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

625 Paul Fleetwood 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"This proposal has been repeatedly rejected by the local population 
and council. We are now much more conscious of the dangers of 
global warming which is caused by fossil fuels, and the danger of 
polluting ground water is acute." N N N Y N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

626 Paul Hollywell 06/09/2020 06/09/2020 "Drilling is not appropriate in an AONB." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N
627 Paul Marsh 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

628 Pauline Bailey 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"I thought the government had banned this type of drilling! I 
regularly walk round that beautiful area and it will be utterly spoilt. I 
used to live in Balcombe and I thought we'd got rid of all this. It is so 
wrong to allow drilling in an AONB. Cannot believe the potential risks 
with the limestone rocks etc and being so close to the London to 
Brighton railway line. The air pollution, ground pollution and lorries 
passing the local primary school are also huge concerns. We are 
trying to look after the environment not wreck it. I am fed up with 
the council wrecking Sussex with this plan and all the extra house 
building everywhere and necessary extra infrastructure causing huge 
extra traffic aswell. Look what's happened in Lancs and the 
Netherlands with all the drilling there- horrific!" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N

629 Pauline Evans 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 "Environmental concerns." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

630 Peggy Lorgis-Leech 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination For all of us." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

631 Penny Joseoph 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I believe that Fracking has no place in our localcallity nor in the 
wider world. It causes damage to the the earth structure and use of 
the oil only increases global warming. It's extraction and use is a 
backward step, when we urgently need to be making greener 
choices. Mining for oil is primitive behaviour. We must invest green 
energy for the sake of our future." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

632 Peter Bushell 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
633 Peter Claridge 20/09/2020 20/09/2020 "This is wrong for the area, I'm afraid of water contamination." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

634 Peter Desmond 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"The environmental impact of hydraulic fracturing is immense on 
land use and water consumption, air emissions, including methane 
emissions, brine and fracturing fluid leakage, water contamination, 
noise pollution, and health. Water and air pollution are the biggest 
risks to human health from hydraulic fracturing. I object to the 
proposed well test as we no longer need to the extraction of fossil 
fuels as renewable energy is cheaper and has much less impact on 
the environment." Y N N Y N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

635 Peter Underwood 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

Concerns regarding sustainability/ fossil fuel use, alternatives 
available for meeting demand/ no need, harm to the AONB, general 
environmental concerns, climate change, harm to wildlife N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

636
Peter Wemyss-
Gorman 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"This project should have been abandoned long ago, for all the 
reasons which have been submitted and rehearsed - and I thought 
accepted - countless times. As well as the local problems of 
groundwater contamination, seismic activity etc. the over-riding 
concern is that fracking would be a major contributor to global 
heating. Furthermore, to allow this project to go ahead would give 
the green light to the proliferation of hundreds of wells across our 
region." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

637 Peter Wheeler 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Our daughter and 6 year old grandson live in this village which is in 
an Area of Natural Beauty. Increased Lorries past the school and the 
risk of pollution to watercourses are the main concerns." N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

638 Phillip Metherell 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"We should not be seeking new sources of fossil fuels but should 
invest in renewables. I would object to this type of proposal 
wherever it was proposed but the fact that my grandchildren live in 
Balcombe adds extra weight to my objection. I volunteer at the 
primary school and the last thing it needs is heavy lorries thundering 
by. It should also be noted that pollution of the water table is highly 
likely." N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

639 Phillippa Newby 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"This is not suitable in an AONB or in fact anywhere when all focus 
and investment should be directed at renewable energy sources. Air, 
water and sound pollution." Y N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

640 Phillippa Sutcliffe 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Not suitable for an AONB and increase in pollution both to the air 
and potentially to nearby reservoir." Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

641 Phillipa Sen 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, South Downs National Park, 
Sites of Special Scientific Interest and Water Source Protection Areas 
should be afforded the same degree of protection from oil and gas 
developments of any kind including 'hydrofluoric/hydrochloric 
mixture acidisation, as well as fracking and well tests of any kind. 
Protected areas should be protected from developments & harmful 
activity. They should also be protected from exploration activities of 
any kind. Robust, continuous independent monitoring of air and 
water for a wide range of pollutants must take place before, during 
and after activities. Work must be immediately suspended where any 
contamination to water is found or if air emissions exceed National 
Air Quality Objectives." Y N Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

642 Piers Clifford 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"It is absurd to be even considering this application as the climate 
and ecological emergency worsens.
Following the rejection and level of public objection and resistance 
that will be mounted against this operation and as more people 
become aware of our dire situation the council will be faced with 
huge bills and a loss of trust from the poplulation. We will fight this 
proposal through the courts and beyond. Please direct all your 
resources into tackling the climate and ecological emergency and 
planning fir the extreme weathers coming our way. - floods, fires, 
crop failures and more and more refugees. The warnings are clear - 
be on the right side of history." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

643 Polina Messer 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

644 Polly Charlton 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I object strongly to fracking in general as we need to be promoting 
renewable energy. I also object on the grounds of this being an 
AONB." N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

645 Polly Eason 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"We are currently living in a climate crisis. We need to move away 
from oil and gas production to avert imminent catastrophe. The IPCC 
has made that totally clear. The potential contamination is a clear 
and huge risk. This is clear. Granting permission to further oil or gas 
exploration is suicidal. For the sake of the children and what they will 
endure if we do not level off the curve that is rocketing us towards 3- 
4% temperature rise, we must please move away from non 
renewable energy. Blood will be on the hands of those that do not 
act urgently to avert man made climate change." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

646 Poppy Lewis 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Please consider the local population and how this will impact on 
their lives. Both air and land will be at risk of polution. etc etc. It's 
destructive to both the environment and the community, and is the 
wrong direction to be taking with regards to producing energy." Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

647
Poppy Madaras 
Smith 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Objection due to the unsuitable nature of this kind of work in a 
place such as Balcombe not just due to risk of pollution and 
environmental damage but also increased traffic through the 
village." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

648
Professor Lawrence 
Dunne 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"This application should be rejected. By Angus' own admission at 
4.1.4 of their Planning Statement, the total duration they are asking 
for is 30 months. Even though they have tried to camouflage this by 
splitting it into phases, it represents an unprecedented amount of 
time for an extended well test and, in reality, is a poorly disguised 
attempt at production without the necessary scrutiny or permissions. 
Angus are proposing to have a new (second) flare on site (Air Quality 
Assessment, section 3.3.4). This flare does not appear in the site 
plan. The air emissions modelling needs to consider both flares and 
possibly operating together .The application should be rejected on 
those grounds alone. The acididisation proposed by Angus is well 
stimulation. The Environment Agency clearly stated in the 
Application Variation Decision document that " these methods 
[matrix acidization, acid squeezing and fracture acidization] are not 
proposed or permitted to take place at this site." The arguments 
made about cutting carbon and energy security are fallacious and our 
focus should be on the development of renewable energy. I strongly 
object to this application." Y N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

649 Prue Bertelsen 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I am objecting to granting permission to Angus Energy to carry out 
further testing at Lower Stumble, Balcombe. In my opinion it is an 
unsuitable site, being in a densely populated area and in an AONB. 
There is also a risk of polluting underground water supplies. The 
traffic generated and the effluent flame would also lower the air 
quality to the detriment of residents. Should this industry develop in 
this area, it would cause a tragic loss of peaceful and beautiful 
countryside for future generations . We have an obligation to them 
to preserve such countryside for them to enjoy." N N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N



650 R Lidbury 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I object to this application for the following reasons: - increased 
heavy traffic going through the village and proximity to the primary 
school - negative impact on an area designated as AONB. - the risk of 
noise and air pollution to the village - the increased risk of pollution 
to ground water and impact this would have on wildlife an vital water 
supply held in nearby reservoir." Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

651 R Sears 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

652 Rachael Maxwell 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "ANOB AREA" N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

653
Rachel Cecilia 
Metcalfe 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

Concerns regarding the development being inappropriate for the 
AONB, air quality, human health and stress/ harm to wellbeing of 
residents. Y N Y N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

654 Rachel Davies 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"Dear Sir, Madam- My objections to Application WSCC/045/20 are 
the impact of flaring on the quality of the air and our health. Also the 
risk of groundwater contamination. Thankyou. Kind regards, Rachel 
Davies." Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

655 Rachel Davies 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Dear Sir, Madam. The Flaring Site proposed is below the Village and 
winds will blow pollutants directly
towards residents. Also, efforts for WSCC to meet climate changes 
will be challenged. Energy can be
produced in better, renewable ways. Thank you. Kind regards, Rachel 
Davies." Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

656 Rachel Dinneen 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object to this application. I am very concerned about the number 
and size of HGVs which will be passing through the village very close 
to the primary school. In addition, the climate change emergency 
surely makes it clear that permitting new fossil fuel extraction in an 
AONB is simply not a sustainable decision to make." N N Y Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

657 Rachel Hall 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"As a mother of a young child who attends the local primary, I totally 
object to this application on the basis of the increases HGV traffic 
passing the school and the detrimental health effects that can cause. 
In addition as an area of outstanding beauty and a place for families I 
am deeply concerned about the impact to the environment especially 
the sites location being in such close proximity to the Ardingly 
Reservoir." N N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

658 Rachel Lovell 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
659 Rachel McKelvey 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "I write to voice my objection to this." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

660 Rachelle 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"I have spent much time in Balcombe, and my partner works locally. I 
object to Balcombe being considered for fracking (again) when 
previous proposals have been rejected and local residents have made 
clear this is something they oppose. I believe we should be exploring 
and investing in other sources of renewable energy and minimising 
those which are risky, disruptive to the landscape, and offer little or 
no benefit to the local economy." N N N Y N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

661 Raquel Salgado 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

"I object to this application on many grounds. We are living with 
existential environmental and climate catastrophe around the world 
because the oil industry is out of control and refusing to respond to 
various calls from various bodies for the industry to change their 
business model. You have a legal duty not to place our lives at risk by 
approving industrial applications which are dangerous to human 
health, therefore please reject this dangerous and irresponsible 
application." N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

662 Rasa 17/09/2020 17/09/2020 "Waste of good land for a commercial use. Must stop." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N

663 Rebecca Askew 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"I object on the grounds on pollution to the residents of Balcombe 
from the flaring and the inappropriately heavy vehicles on the small 
country roads and further afield given the potential for 
contamination of groundwater; and lack of utility as our society 
doesn't need any more sources of hydrocarbons as it should be 
striving to minimise carbon emissions." Y N N Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

664 Rebecca Cowlard 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I am a resident of Balcombe and I have major concerns about this 
proposal. I have concerns about the extra HGV traffic running past 
the school is not only a danger of running small children down but 
also the added pollution. I also worry about water contamination the 
the nearby reservoir and polluting our water. The air quality will 
definitely be affected and the village will suffer added pollution. How 
can this go ahead with no guarantees that all the above will happen. I 
have deep concerns for my childrens health and the local 
enviroment." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

665 Rebecca Darcy 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"We cannot continue to rape & pilage the ground beneath our feet 
for fossil fuels without severe environmental consequences. The oil 
companies in question are not fulfilling a need, there are other fuel 
options out there, but this is simply about wealth & shareholder 
greed. These people do not care about our green and pleasant land, 
nor the devastation this will cause to our rural communities - they 
only care about profiteering. Please, elts lead from the front - if 
councils consistently turn down these application the oil companies 
and governments will be forced to renewable alternatives." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

666 Rebekah Heaton 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

Concerns regarding harm to the AONB, conservation areas, 
designated sites for ecology (SPA and SAC), not appropriate for the 
area, setting a precedent for future work, HGVs, air quality and 
climate change Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

667 Reginald Baker 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"This is an area of natural beauty and should not put money over 
beauty." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

668 Repower Balcombe 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
"The proposed operations at the Lower Stumble site are severely 
damaging to efforts needed to tackle Climate Change." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

669 Not Given 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs/ traffic congestion, health and safety, risk to 
surface water and groundwater resources, air quality, fracking, risk of 
accidents/ maintenance/ monitoring of risks, seismicity Y N N N N Y Y Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

670 Richard Bates 20/09/2020 20/09/2020
"It seems the need for this source of energy is not so strong now. For 
instance New Build is reliant on electrical heating and cooking." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

671 Richard Brock 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"The potentially devastating risks to the local environment underline 
the inappropriateness of this application to this location; and given 
the global, national and local desperately urgent need to reduce 
carbon emissions, I think that this development is not justifiable in 
any context." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

672 Richard Contreras 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Angus are inept opportunists and their application is riddled with 
inacurracies, errors and misinformation. We should not allow their 
greed destroy the countryside and the quality of life of the residents 
of Balcombe." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

673 Richard Kail 22/09/2020 22/09/2020
Concerns regarding the lack of need for the development, climate 
change, risk of protests (Extinction Rebellion) N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

674 Richard Land-Smith 27/09/2020 27/09/2020
"There will be the risk of water pollution to the village & resovoir. 
Also more traffic. Also flaring pollution and seismic risks!" Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

675 Richard Lillywhite 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

676 Richard Nicholson 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"13th of September the BBC aired a documentary "Sir David 
Attenborough makes stark warning about species extinction" - 
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-54118769 -- 
Only an IDIOT would ignore such warnings. Any intelligent person 
will be deeply concerned about the destruction Humanity has 
inflicted. Fossil Fuel is a primary driver of Climate Breakdown and 
further development of fossils fuel is a CRIMINAL activity that should 
be prevent by all possible means. I strongly OBJECT to the 
development of Balcombe." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

677 Rick Evans 07/09/2020 07/09/2020
"Objection on the basis of [a] inappropriate for area of this status 
and [b] impact of traffic and pollution on nearby dwellings." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

678 Rita Brophy 18/09/2020 18/09/2020 "We do not want drilling for oil and destroying our habitat." N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

679 Rob Ettridge 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

680 Rob McIntyre 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"This activity is not appropriate in an ANOB and not appropriate in an 
area close to habitation. The consequent heavy vehicle movements 
through the village and especially past the primary school are not 
appropriate. We should be encouraging the development of green 
energy and discouraging any further investment in the extraction of 
fossil fuels to slow down global warming." N N Y Y N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

681
Robbie 
Gregorowski 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"Totally inappropriate in the context of a climate crisis driven by 
fossil fuels. More broadly in the context of the covid pandemic 
destroying local lives and businesses I'm certain WSCC will be keen to 
support green investment and a wider green growth strategy as the 
solution... What possible legitimate reason could they have for 
supporting a proposal such as this?!?" N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

682 Robert Burns 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Please do not allow any drilling or fracking activity in Sussex. This 
technology has been shown to carry an unacceptably high risk of 
significant harm to public health and infrastructure as wall as to the 
health of the environment. The risk benefit balance is against the 
continued extraction of fossil fuels and should opposed by the 
planning process as unsustainable development." N N N Y N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

683 Robert Duggan 20/09/2020 20/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, unsuitable for the AONB, risk to 
surface water and groundwater, air quality, human health and HGVs Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

684 Robert Greer 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding risk to surface water and groundwater, not 
suitable for the AONB, air quality, human health, HGVs/ traffic/ 
insufficient infrastructure Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N



685 Robert Hunter 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concerns regarding industrialisation of the area, no benefit for the 
local community and not in the public interest, HGVs/ road safety, air 
pollution, noise and vibration, human health and wellbeing, impacts 
of lighting, pollution of watercourses and impacts on wildlife/ 
ecology. Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

686 Robert John Smith 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"This application is not In the interests of the local community. And 
does not consider the risks associated with an industrial operation in 
an area close to urban environments." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

687 Robert Sandercock 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Against the climate commitments of the government. There is a risk 
to groundwater contamination and very close to a drinking water 
reservoir. Increased traffic right past a primary school. Gas flaring 
could be a fire hazard to the local heathland." N N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

688 Roberta Taylor 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concern regarding the development being unsuitable for the AONB, 
surface water and groundwater pollution, human health, air quality 
and HGVs/ traffic Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

689 Robin Johnson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Fracking is inappropriate given the current climate disaster. We 
should avoid using fossil fuels and certainly should not be 
investigating new sources. Also, there is ample evidence from the US 
and from the abandoned fracking exploration in the North of England 
that fracking can be dangerous and cause instability in the earth's 
structure. This proposal is Ill-judged and potentially dangerous to 
local inhabitants not to mention disastrous for the future of our 
planet." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

690 Robin Williamson 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"It is not in the interests of our village community to have the 
disruption caused by previous attemps to drill at the Lower Stumble 
site, and no evident benefit to general public interest to allow this 
application. Please turn it down." N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

691 Rodney D Savage 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

Concerns regarding health and safety, HGVs, air pollution, 
groundwater and surface water pollution, risk of 
accidents/leaks/spillages, risk to wildlife, noise impacts, 
industrialisation of a tranquil village in the countryside, seismicity, 
setting a precedent for further work/ applications, harm to character 
and distinctiveness of the area, climate change and not in line with 
national targets/ net zero Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N Y N Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

692 Roger Gardner 06/09/2020 06/09/2020
"There will be an unacceptable increase in HGV traffic and a risk of 
groundwater contamination." N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

693 Rosamund Howe 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I strongly object to the application on the grounds that at this time 
of climate emergency it is imperative that we reduce our dependency 
on fossil fuels and should certainly not be prospecting for new 
sources. In addition, the test would cause significant disruption to 
the lives of local residents in terms of noise, pollution and, notably, 
possible contamination of water." N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

694 Rose Duncan 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Impact of flaring on air quality and health." Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

695 Rosemary Conquest 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Given that there is meant to be a moratorium against fracking, and 
bearing in mind the need to curb use of fossil fuels in order to 
mitigate against climate change, agreement to this application would 
be a great mistake. Also this is a rural area quite unsuited for any 
industrial development." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

696 Rosemary Savage 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concern regarding air pollution, HGVs/ traffic impacts, health and 
safety, groundwater pollution, harm to character and distinctiveness 
of the AONB, not in the public interest, and climate change Y Y Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

697 Rosie Neill 22/09/2020 22/09/2020
"Fracking should be illegal. Our planet needs us now before it's too 
late!" N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

698 Rosie Nicchitta 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"The risk to local countryside, ecology, and villages is far too high for 
this to be conceivable. At a time when we must invest in renewable 
energies, pursuing fracking in an unspoiled area such as this is not 
only destructive, but regressive. This must not be allowed to happen. 
Protect our countryside, our wildlife and our climate." N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

699 Roy Bliss 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Several HGV vehicle movements a day through the village carrying a 
hazardous substance is completely unacceptable. The vehicles would 
pass the school that is below the level of the road. This means that 
any spillage resulting from an accident would flow down into the 
school. This would be catastrophic and if the spillage was ignited by 
the accident the results would be too awfull to contemplate." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

700 Roy Church 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
"Renewable energy is the way to go to save the planet, not more use 
albeit cheaper fossil fuels." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

701
Roy Sydney 
Ticehurst 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"Changing the timescale does not alter the principles that I listed to 
object the first time. Harming the environment and taking unknown 
risks is not in keeping with the needs of the countryside." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

702 Ryan Kearley 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Long objection. Concern regarding risk to surface water and 
groundwater, seismicity and resulting pollution if well integrity 
compromised, risk to ecosystems, water use in a water scarce region, 
handling of toxic waste, risk of spillages and accidents and climate 
change. N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

703 Sabina 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

704 Sacha McGann 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"I am adding my name and belief that this method of obtaining fuel 
is completely and utterly irresponsible, and an unsustainable short 
term solution to our future energy needs. There is nothing to be 
gained from allowing this to happen. To quote: "We do not inherit 
the earth from our ancestors, we borrow it from our children". N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

705 Sally May 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"I do not believe that this sproach is supplying energy is at all 
appropriate in an AONB nor is it consistent with climate change 
objectives on many levels." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

706 Sally Owens 23/09/2020 23/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, impacts on the AONB, risks to 
surface water and air quality Y N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

707 Sam Damski 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination Increased Traffic 
in Village. Increased traffic and risk to local school." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

708 Samantha Saunders 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"I object to the extended well test. Increased traffic, particularly past 
the primary school situated close to the road is a concern as is the 
risk of contamination to the water sources in and around Balcombe." N N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

709 Sandy Chen 26/09/2020 26/09/2020
Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, noise, HGVs/ traffic, health 
and safety and air pollution Y N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

710 Sara Reynolds 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not appropriate for the 
area, not in the public interest, need can be met elsewhere, impacts 
on wildlife, impacts on surface water and groundwater, air quality, 
human health, seismicity, HGVs/ traffic, risk of accidents, not a 
temporary development, step towards long term production, upset 
and disruption to local residents and climate change Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N Y Y N Y N N N N N N

711 Sarah 20/09/2020 20/09/2020 "This is totally unacceptable and must stop." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

712 Sarah Day 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

713 Sarah Hirst 19/09/2020 19/09/2020
Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, other suitable locations, 
HGVs/ access route/ traffic, air quality, not in the public interest Y N Y N N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

714 Sarah Louise Breach 18/09/2020 18/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, not in the public interest, not 
appropriate for the area, impacts on the AONB, industrial prsence/ 
set precedent for further work, risk to groundwater and surface 
water resources, fracking, air pollution, human health and HGVs/ 
traffic Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

715 Sarah Platt 25/09/2020 25/09/2020
"Not suitable in an AONB, Contamination of groundwater, reservoir, 
amongst other serious problematic issues." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

716 Sarah Rigg 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB, risk of pollution to nearby reservoir, 
impact of flaring on air quality and health, increased HGVs going past 
the school and risk of groundwater contamination. Climate Change." Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

717 Sarah Sawyer 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs/ traffic, not in the interest of local people, 
health and safety, air pollution, seismicity, risk to water resources, 
risk to wildlife, harm to mental and physical health of locals, sets 
precedent for further work and climate change Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

718 Sarah Worrall 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
Concern regarding health and safety, HGVs/traffic/road safety and air 
pollution Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

719 Sarajane Ferris 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs/ traffic, air pollution, human health, not 
temporary, setting precedent for future work, risk to water 
resources, seismicity, minimal benefit to local economy, not in line 
with WSCC's climate change commitments Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N Y Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

720 Sarita Premley 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"I remain concerned about the impact of flaring on air pollution, and 
the risk of pollution to the reservoir, and groundwater 
contamination. This is not an appropriate development for an 
AONB." Y N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

721 Scarlet Fitzpatrick 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 "I care about the natural landscape of Balcombe. Frack off!" N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

722 Sean Betts 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

723 Sharon Thompson 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 "Not suitable in an area of natural beauty!" N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

724 Sheila A Leadbetter 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

Concern regarding climate change, seismicity, HGVs, risk to surface 
water and groundwater, air quality, human health, not temporary, 
and setting a precedent for further work in future Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

725 Sheila Marshall 28/09/2020 28/09/2020
"This is polluting to both the social and natural environment in every 
sense." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

726 Shirin Alavi 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"We strongly object due to:- Risk of soil contamination. Not suitable 
in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on 
air quality and health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. Risk of 
groundwater contamination. Harm to ecology and environment." Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N

727 Shirin Alavi 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



728 Shirley Bliss 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"London Road in Balcombe is limited to two lanes with the primary 
school located near the northern end. The road is used for some 
valuable casual parking and when this takes place it is reduced to a 
single lane. The prospect of having several HGV movements per day 
causing traffic congestion, raising accident risk ,adding noise and air 
pollution is totally unexceptionable." Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

729 Shivani De Swardt 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, climate change, risk to 
groundwater and surface water, fracking, air pollution and human 
health Y N Y Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

730 Simon Brooks 18/09/2020 18/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, unsuitable for the AONB, risk to 
surface water and groundwater, air quality, human health and HGVs Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

731 Simon Jenkin 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

732 Simon Marino 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGV traffic. Risk 
of groundwater contamination. Destruction of surrounding ancient 
forest area." Y N Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

733 Simon Watson 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object for two main reasons. First, any activities towards extraction 
of fossil fuels are incongruent with our nation's stance that we are in 
a climate emergency, as use of fossil fuels directly contributes to 
global warming. Secondly, this particular method of fossil fuel 
extraction is strongly linked to seismic activity of unpredictable size, 
which has the potential to damage buildings and endanger lives." N N N Y N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

734 Sirius Smith 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

Concern regarding HGVs, health and safety, air quality, risk to surface 
water and groundwater, seismicity, not temporary, sets precedent 
for further work, and climate change. Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

735 SJ Ball 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

Concern regarding the development being inappropriate for the 
AONB, disturbance to residents and wildlife, little benefit to the local 
economy, noise, HGVs, health and safety, sets precedent for further 
work, harm to the landscape, climate change N Y N Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

736 Sonia White 28/09/2020 28/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

737 Sophie Broadbent 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I object wholeheartedly to all proposals for exploration of fossil fuels 
in Balcombe. Do you know we are in a climate and ecological 
emergency? I'm guessing you do but are choosing to ignore it. Our 
natural land needs to be left to try and recover from relentless 
Human stripping of resources for monetary gain of a few people 
Which has grown to catastrophic proportions throughout modern 
history. Keep the carbon in the ground and protect what little 
Untouched heart our planet has left. Stop raping the land now." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

738 Sten Bertelsen 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Madness to carve up countryside for fossil fuels . Both negatively 
impact global warming in opposite directions. The world is focused 
on green technology and innovation. So should the County Council in 
regards to this application." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

739 Stephanie Carn 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"I object to any further exploration for oil. In the light of the climate 
emergency declared any oil deposits should be left in the ground. 
Energy should be obtained from renewable sources . This is apart 
from the noise and nuisance to residents from an industrial 
installation." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

740 Stephanie Damski 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"I am objecting due to concerns about the proximity to the ardingly 
reservoir and contamination of the water. The HGV lorries are too 
large for industrial works passing the school and the outside 
playgrounds by the road side." N N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

741 Stephen Argent 09/09/2020 09/09/2020

"You will receive many other more articulate objections to this 
proposal. I will not repeat the arguments but simply add that the 
rape of our countryside at and below ground level will reap a sorry 
harvest." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

742 Stephen Cairns 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"I fully oppose this. There are proven risks associated with this. The 
village school will be affected by increase in heavy vehicles - 
pollution, noise, increased danger on the roads." N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

743 Stephen Eastty 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"We need to invest in renewable energy not eek out each and every 
last bit of fossil fuel. Fossil Fuels need, for the sake of the planet, it's 
atmosphere and global warming, to stay in the ground! Further 
objects due to the polluting of the environment, and potentially 
destabilising the geology of the local, and possibly regional, area." N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

744 Stephen Meakin 21/09/2020 21/09/2020
"Please No Fracking. This is an area of outstanding natural beauty. 
It's just not right!" N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

745 Steve Barker 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"The recent National Audit Office report found no evidence of all the 
supposed benefits that shale gas exploration would bring; no 
evidence that prices would be lowered, uncertainty as to whether it 
could viably produce gas in meaningful quantities, no plan for clean-
up if a fracking firm were to go bust, serial breeches of agreed limits 
on earth tremors, strains on local authorities in fracking areas, and 
plummeting public support. It's time to focus investment on green 
energy." N N N Y N N N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

746 Steve Brodrick 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest 
or appropriate for the area, climate change, health and safety, 
setting a precedent for further development, harm to the AONB, risk 
to surface water and groundwater, air pollution and HGVs/ traffic Y N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

747 Steve Delpy 20/09/2020 20/09/2020 "Unacceptable" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

748 Steve Harris 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

749 Steve Lovell 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

750 Steve Lucas 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

"This is not a suitable development in an area of natural beauty. One 
thing we have learned during the pandemic is the importance of 
nature and being out in the open for people's well-being. In a 
crowded corner of England we need to preserve and enhance our 
countryside rather than exploit it." N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N

751 Steve Tremmel 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on hydrology, seismicity, HGVs, health 
and safety, conflict with WSCC commitments, climate change, sets 
precedent for future work N N N Y N N Y Y N N N N Y N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

752 Steven Daultrey 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

Long objection. Concern regarding risk to groundwater, traffic and 
transport, air quality/ flaring, financial viability of AE, restoration and 
aftercare/ contingency plans, insurance/ risk of accidents/ disasters, 
seismicity, fracking, health and safety, oil prices/ no need/ 
sustainable options preferable, harm to the AONB and climate 
change. Y N Y Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

753 Steven Hamilton 22/09/2020 22/09/2020 "We do not want or need this !" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

754 Stuart Burbidge 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"Comments are the same as before, Flaring will cause air pollution, 
there is a risk of ground water pollution, especially at the pressures 
they use and the increase in traffic through Balcombe village to 
service the drilling." Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

755 Stuart Gregory 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"This has been going on for 10 years and has caused untold stress 
and damage to the residents of Balcombe Village. This type of 
industrial activity should not be allowed in an Area of Outstanding 
Natural Beauty. There is no economic justification for shale oil 
extraction at such low volume." N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

756 Su Snaith 22/09/2020 22/09/2020 "Objection Clean energy without side effects is needed." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

757 Sue Hollywell 07/09/2020 07/09/2020
"This area is a haven for wildlife. It should not be disturbed by 
drilling." N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

758 Sue Roberts 07/09/2020 07/09/2020
"I am extremely concerned about the effect of air and possibly water 
pollution on our village which is near to the site." Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

759 Sue Taylor 01/09/2020 01/09/2020

Concern regarding the development not being in the public interest, 
alternative sources available (i.e. no need) and impacts on the AONB 
(quoting Chris Bartlett) N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

760 Susan Jameson 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"I object in the strongest possible terms to any further exploration 
for fossil fuels. My specific concerns here are about the unsuitability 
of this site, dangers to wildlife and the local environment, air 
pollution from any flaring, local disturbance from heavy traffic and 
any discharges and/or spillages that that may occur during drilling 
and extraction. This is neither place nor the time to continue with 
any of this reckless,damaging and indeed outdated industry. 
Reneweables are steadily taking its place - and that way many 
aspects of our life here on this small planet can be preserved for us 
all. Thank you." Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

761 Susan Jessop 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"This will be enviromentally harmful . It is close to the reservoir and 
in an AONB." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

762 Susan Rogerson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"This is an area of ancient woodland and wildlife which must be 
preserved and protected." N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

763 Susan Zlaw 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"Fracking is an inappropriate, uneconomical and dangerous energy 
'solution' in a time of climate change. Balcombe is in an area of 
outstanding natural beauty, which would be harmed should this 
deeply unpopular license be approved." N N Y Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

764 Susanna Myhre 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"The risk of groundwater contamination and pollution and to nearby 
Ardingly Reservoir in an area of AONB are surely enough reasons let 
alone the impact on air quality of flaring and the HGVs hurtling past 
the village school." Y N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

765 Susannah Bertelsen 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. 
Impact of flaring on air quality and health. Increased HGVs going 
pass the school. Risk of groundwater contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

766 Susie Forman 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "Clean energy only please." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

767 Suzanne Denkl 08/09/2020 08/09/2020

"Not only am I concerned about the increase of HGVs going pass the 
school and through the village but also the risk of pollution to the 
nearby reservoir." N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

768 Sylvie 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

"I strongly object due to :-the lack of climate change 
commitments,HGV traffic passing within 3 m of Balcombe primary 
school,noise,site lighting which will disturb 5 species of bats that 
inhabit site/woodland in this Area of Outstanding Beauty" N N Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



769 Sylvie 26/09/2020 26/09/2020
"I strongly object-HGV traffic close to school and risk to groundwater 
quality." N N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

770 Tara Cornford 15/09/2020 15/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
771 Tarik Mecci 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

772 Terry Layphries 07/09/2020 07/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, HGVs/ traffic, waste 
management, risk of spills and leakages N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N

773 Tessa Craddock 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"There are many more sustainable forms of energy that are safe for 
people and the environment. Fracking causes a great deal of harm 
and the long term effects are still unknown. Reports of earthquakes 
are common in the areas of fracking and it is not scientifically right to 
pursue an energy source that is unsafe. I object this drilling and 
extended well test on the grounds of long term safety for the 
region." N N N Y N N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

774 Thomas Buck 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"I object on three points: heavy goods traffic; the downwind 
pollution risk; and concern for the environment. Environmental 
concerns particularly stand out. Frankly, in the year when BP have 
stated that peak oil usage is behind us, and the government has 
moved forward the date to ban the sale of internal combustion 
engines to 2030, it is asinine to explore new oil sites." Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

775 Thomas Delpy 20/09/2020 20/09/2020 "I object to Angus returning to my village" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

776
Thomas Dunstan-
Lee 17/09/2020 17/09/2020

"I object for many reasons as summarised below: - not a suitable 
activity in an area of outstanding natural beauty. - risk of pollution to 
Ardingly reservoir. - Impact of flaring on air quality and health. - 
Increased HGVs going pass the school (which my sister attends). - 
risk of groundwater contamination" Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

777 Thomas Jones 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

"I have environmental concerns about this. It sounds like a short-
sighted project and completely incompatible with our government's 
green targets (I certainly don't trust them to adhere to the terms of 
their own plan, but this is a clear violation)." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

778 Tim Beecher 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"Risk to water and geology: An independent hydrology report found 
that the oil well was not sound in all sections which 'increases the 
risk to groundwater quality'. Angus' 'understanding of risk to 
groundwater systems is wholly inadequate' (Tapajos Hydrology 
report 2019)." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

779
Tim Campbell-
Smith 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Firstly we are in the midst of a climate emergency and we must stop 
exploiting fossil fuels immediately and leave them all in the ground. 
Secondly we have a huge water resource at Ardingly reservoir very 
nearby and fracking risks contaminating this. It is madness." N N N Y N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

780 Tim Knott 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This site is not suitable for commercial operation in light of the 
volume and proximity of local population and environmental 
consequences and risks that would ensue. Testing here is therefore 
both unnecessary and disruptive. Furthermore this contradicts the 
government's agenda away from fossil fuels and is not wanted by 
local voters." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

781 Tim Squire 23/09/2020 23/09/2020

"I don't want to see any fossil fuel extraction in Sussex (or anywhere 
else for that matter). For the sake of the planet and the survival of 
the human race we need to not burning any more fossil fuels. Locally 
there is a risk to air quality and water quality from the operations. 
Increased vehicular movements are also a health risk and 
unsustainable environmentally." Y N N Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

782 Tina Harris-Ross 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"I wish to object to this application on the following grounds: 1) This 
is a climate emergency. We need to avoid further investments in 
fossil fuels at all costs 2) The site is in an area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty. It is entirely inappropriate to set up an industrial excavation 
site here 3) The public do not want this development. 4)There is a 
risk to groundwater and to Ardingly Reservoir nearby 5) It would 
mean HGV traffic on the local B road and past the village school." N N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

783

M Kenward (titled 
'Angus Planning 
application 
objection') 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

2nd objection by Mr Kenward. 2 page letter. Concern regarding the 
timeframe for the development, HGV movements/ traffic issues, 
health and safety, air quality, water pollution, harm to wildlife, harm 
to the AONB, not in the public interest, no need/ only small volumes 
of oil to be produced/ not of strategic importance, not in line with 
local or national commitments, climate change and proximity to the 
railway line Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N

784 Toby Kaan 14/09/2020 14/09/2020 "Not suitable in an AONB". N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N
785 Tom 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

786 Tom Broughton 16/09/2020 16/09/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest, 
alternative sources of supply to meet need, minimal benefit to the 
local community, conflict with local and national policy and targets N N Y N N N N N N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

787
Tom Dove-
Wallington 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"This is Not suitable in an AONB. And I'm also unhappy about the 
likely impact of flaring on air quality and health." Y N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

788 Tom Haywood 15/09/2020 15/09/2020

Concern regarding air quality, human health, low oil prices, climate 
change/ sustainability, not suitable for the AONB, risk of surface 
water and groundwater pollution, HGVs Y N Y Y N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

789 Tom Quirke 07/09/2020 07/09/2020

"This application should be rejected as the proposed site is within an 
area of outstanding natural beauty which will be damaged forever by 
this activity. Also the detrimental impact of flaring and HGV 
emissions on the nearby community are not to be underestimated." Y N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

790 Tom Rolph 24/09/2020 24/09/2020
"Bad for our AONB environment. Increased noise pollution. increased 
risk of unstable ground." N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

791 Tom Worrall 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"Well, here are 5 reasons to start Not suitable in an AONB. Risk of 
pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on air quality and 
health. Increased HGVs going pass the school. Risk of groundwater 
contamination." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

792 Tomas Dixon 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 "I object because of the risk of ground water contamination." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

793 Tony Baker 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This proposal should be refused because water courses risk being 
contaminated and it is inappropriate in an Area of Outstanding 
Beauty." N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

794 Tracy Barr 19/09/2020 19/09/2020
Concern regarding climate change, impacts on the AONB, 
undergound/ water contamination, HGVs, health and safety N N Y Y N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

795 Trish Maccourt 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

796 Trudy Hurdman 26/09/2020 26/09/2020

Concern regarding the application not being in the public interest, 
not in line with WSCC targets/ commitments, seismicity, not 
appropriate for the area (close to residential area), precedent for 
further work/ applications, sustainability/ renewable alternatives, 
harm to wildlife, risk to surface water, air quality, HGVs, human 
health Y N N Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

797 Valerie Turner 20/09/2020 20/09/2020

"Due to the climate exergency, Fossil fuels should no longer be 
extracted by any method, especially not by fracking, which can 
produce dangerous and unhealthy effects." N N N Y N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

798 Venetia Carter 19/09/2020 19/09/2020

"It is not in the public interest to invest in fossil fuel exploration and 
extraction as it is a well- understood cause of climate change, which 
carries the increasingly apparent risk of climate breakdown 
threatening lives and livelihoods globally. On a more local level, it 
would create extra traffic from HGVs with the concomitant issues 
around road safety and air and noise pollution." Y N N Y N Y N Y N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

799 Vicci Johnson 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"I really don't think this is suitable in an AONB. What is the risk of 
pollution to the nearby reservoir and groundwater from this 
exploration? How comprehensively has the risk of flaring on air 
quality and health been assessed ? I am concerned that there will be 
an increase in HGVs going past the school." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

800 Vicki Mole 25/09/2020 25/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
801 Vicky Koch 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

802 Victoria Dorman 13/09/2020 13/09/2020

"We should not be creating further air pollution, which the flares and 
the hgv vehicles will do. There is a primary school nearby that will be 
affected." Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

803 Vikki Hamilton 22/09/2020 22/09/2020
"This is a really bad for the environment & also the community huge 
lorries will disrupt the village. This can't happen!!" N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

804 Vikki Searls 13/09/2020 13/09/2020 "I strongly object to the application for fracking." N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

805 Violet Young 24/09/2020 24/09/2020

"This would create a prolonged industrial presence in a village 
located in a AONB, it will be sexist sting for the local school children 
and families. This is 2020, the government have made it's stance 
clear on this subject and I am disappointed it's even being 
considered. How can anyone consider pumping chemicals into the 
ground and risk contaminating the water and surroundings! As a 
nation we strive for green energy and this is a step on the wrong 
direction." N N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

806 Vivienne Barton 26/09/2020 26/09/2020 Objection - No comment N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

807 Vladimir Venkov 06/09/2020 06/09/2020

"Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir. Impact of flaring on air quality 
and health. Stop Angus Energy getting permission to carry out 
further testing for oil at Lower Stumble." Y N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

808 Vladimir Venkov 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"Please don't allow Angus to work in the area. There is very serious 
risk for environment pollution which will affect peoples health in a 
very negative way. We rely on your decision… Best regards Vladimir 
Venkov." N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

809 Wendy Farrant 21/09/2020 21/09/2020

"My objections are the risk of polluting the nearby reservoir, the 
impact if flaring on air quality and
health of residents, the increase of HGVs passing the school, the risk 
of groundwater contamination
and unsuitability for an AONB." Y N Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

810 Will Jones 13/09/2020 13/09/2020
"Concerns about the environmental impact of fracking, especially in 
an area of outstanding natural beauty." N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



811 Will Lightburn 25/09/2020 25/09/2020

"I stongly object to this. This kind of development is not what lower 
stumble needs, we do not need any more fossil fuels and certainly 
not from here where there would be disturbance to animals and 
people both from on site activities and heavy goods vehicle traffic 
too and from the site. Very dangerous gasses can be released from 
sites such as this and the village is just down wind of the site. Whilst 
some of us are decarbonising our lives in any way possible it is 
saddening to see that companies who are only interested in profit 
will risk health and safety in pursuit of wealth." Y N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

812 William Delpy 20/09/2020 20/09/2020 "I don't want Angus here we need to move away from fossil fuels." N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N
813 William Jessop 24/09/2020 24/09/2020 "Risk of pollution to nearby reservoir." N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

814 Zo Payne 14/09/2020 14/09/2020

"Risk of pollution Increase of HGV traffic Environmental changes to 
an area of outstanding natural beauty Rush of pollution to reservoir 
Rush of damaging ground movement that afffts travel infrastructures 
snd lical housing." N N Y N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

815 Paul Dinneen 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

1 page letter.  Concerns regarding HGVs/ traffic, health and safety, 
air quality, seismicity, the lack of economic benefits for local people 
and harm to wellbeing of local residents Y N N N N Y N Y N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

816 Phillippe Davies 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concern regarding the risk to groundwater quality, the development 
not being in the public interest, impacts on the AONB, and 
alternative sources of hydrocarbons available/ no need N N Y N N N Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

817 Rebecca McCray 26/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, not in the public interest, 
alternative sources of hydrocarbon supply to meet the national 
demand (i.e. no need), minimal benefit to the local economy, conflict 
with local and national planning policy, climate change, air pollution, 
water pollution, HGV traffic, health and safety, noise, lighting, 
impacts on wildlife, the development not being temporary and 
setting a precedent for further development in the Weald Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N N Y N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N

818 Eoin McPherson 27/09/2020 27/09/2020 "Support" N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y

819 Jeremey Lewis 28/09/2020 28/09/2020

"As far as I am concerned fracking is not needed and there is no 
reason for endangering the way of life of rural communities and the 
wildlife. Pollution is certain to be the result of the process." N N N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

820 Peter Cockburn 27/09/2020 27/09/2020

"It seems obvious to allow the company to complete their 
exploration which was agreed and has been carried out in a ,most 
satisfactory way. Without proper knowledge of what is there and 
what the prospects are any objections are unsound and are often 
based on speculation and lack of proven information. Any disruption 
to the village of Balcombe has hitherto not come from the 
companies working there but the protestors who in the main were 
nit from Sussex at all but came in for a fight because that is what 
they do. The Cost of some 4 million was quite ridiculous and the 
inconvenience was intolerable. Agriculture and commerce and the 
school itself were badly affected and by the protests and the 
argument that the company would cause problems is spurious and 
not founded on fact. Let them come do the flow testing and then we 
can talk about it. I am in favour of granting this application." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y

821 Rod Jago 22/09/2020 22/09/2020

"Previous drillings at Lower Stumble have caused no problems 
whatsoever (apart from attracting protesters) The prospect of "long 
term " operations, which might involve a nodding donkey & 
occasional tanker movements, are unlikely to be noticed by 
residents. A business wishing to invest & potentially contribute to 
local & national revenues should be welcomed as our country faces a 
serious economic downturn. Please APPROVE the application with 
sensible safeguards." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y

822 Stephen Moxom 27/08/2020 27/08/2020

"We as a country need home grown oil finds, so I support this 
application. As for the NIMBYs they can F off. If I can have a 
Multiplex Cinema with 1500 car parking spaces built at the end of my 
garden Im sure they can put up with a few lorries going pass each 
day." N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y

823 Susuan Clements 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

"I have only just found out about this proposal. I understand that this
 is a repeat attempt by Angus Energy to obtain permission to drill this 
site in spite of numerous objections by the local public. I am 
surprised that new fossil fuel projects are even being considered 
when the government has declared a climate emergency and is 
aiming to achieve net zero by 2050. We need to be focusing on 
renewable energy technology now. Although I am not a local 
resident, the climate emergency affects everyone and I would ask 
that the local people's strong objections be respected on this issue. N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

824 Susan Taylor 27/09/2020 07/10/2020

Concern regarding impacts on the AONB, inappropriate for the area, 
environmental impacts, HGVs/ traffic, risk to water resources/ 
hydrogeology, not in the public interest/ detriment to local people 
outweighs financial benefits, should be pursuing renewables rather 
than fossil fuels N N Y Y N Y Y N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N

825

Traffic Monitoring 
Group, No Fracking 
in Balcombe Society 
(NoFiBS). Submitted 
by Helen Savage. 28/09/2020 07/10/2020

19 page document, highlighting traffic and transport concerns. 
Suggest that the previous application significantly underestimated 
HGV movements; vehicles unsuited to the local road network; 
suggest requirement for a full TIA; application not in line with the 
JMLP, NPPF and delcared climate emergency, and, adverse effects 
upon children, risk of accidents and spillages, the development not 
being temporary/ timescale, air quality, disruption in the village/ 
harm to wellbeing Y N N N N Y N Y N N N N N Y N Y Y N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N

826 Sarah Harber 08/10/2020 08/10/2020
"I am writing to object to the above application on the grounds of 
increased traffic pollution." N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

827 Helen Savage 12/10/2020 12/10/2020

3rd objection. Further info. Concerns regarding compliance with the 
JLMP policy M7A - not in the public interest, not exceptional 
circumstances. Little difference to be made to national supply. No 
urgent need for oil. Climate emergency. N N N Y N N N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

828

Frack Free 
Balcombe Residents 
Association (FFBRA) 28/08/2020 03/11/2020

60 page document. Concerns include: not in the public interest and 
no benefit to the local community, not appropriate development for 
the AONB, alternative sources of hydrocarbon supply i.e no need, 
minimal benefit to the local economy, conflict with local and national 
planning policy, risks to surface water and groundwater, air pollution 
and health impacts, disturbance to the village, HGVs/traffic, harm to 
wildlife including protected species, lighting impacts, suggest the 
application is for production rather than testing, traffic hazards/ 
health and safety, waste management/ transport of contaminated 
water and chemicals, noise impacts,  odour, dust, AE finances, risk of 
accidents and accident management, restoration and 
decomissioning. 
Note most of this objection is the same as Malcolm Kenward's (ID 
No.837) which relates to traffic issues. The Tapajos hydrogeology 
report is also included. Y N Y N Y Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N N Y Y Y Y Y N Y N N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N

829 Ryan Kearley 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

2nd objection by Ryan Kearley. Very similar to previous. Concern 
regarding risk to surface water and groundwater, risk of 'toxic 
emissions', seismicity and resulting pollution if well integrity 
compromised, water use in a water scarce region, impacts on the 
AONB and nearest SSSI, conflict with local planning policy, and 
climate change. Y N Y Y Y N Y N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

830 Stephanie Carn 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

2nd objection by Stephanie Carn. Concerns regarding timescale, 
conflict with WSCC climate change strategy and the NPPF, traffic, 
noise, risk of groundwater pollution and not in the public interest. N N N N N Y Y N N N N Y N N N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N

831 Sue Taylor 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

2nd objection by Sue Taylor. 3 page letter. Concerns regarding 
stress/wellbeing of residents, not in the public interest, no need/ will 
not make a significant contribution to meeting demand/ alternative 
sources available, minimal socio-economic benefits to the local 
community N N N N N N N N N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

832

Wealden Action 
Group (Submitted 
by Ann Stewart, 
Emily Mott and Dr 
Jill Sutcliffe) 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

4 page letter. Concerns include: no national ened for the 
development, not in the public interest, not appropriate for the 
AONB, climate change, economic benefits not significant. N N Y Y N N N N N N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

833

Ann Stewart 
Petition/ Letter 
(signed by 15 
others) 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

3 page letter. Concerns are:  no need, climate change, application not 
materially different from the previous which was reccomended for 
refusal, socio-economic benefits not significant/ worth the disruption 
and harm caused locally, not in the public interest N N N Y N N N N Y N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N

834 Emily Mott 02/03/2021 04/03/2021

3 page letter. Concerns are: not in the public interest, 
'environmental, ecological and economic costs', climate change, 
conflict with local and national policy/ targets, waste management, 
no need for the development/ alternative ways to meet demand 
available, AE finances, AE 'history of non-compliance of planning 
permissions (Brockham, Surrey), N N N Y Y N N N Y N N Y N N N Y Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N Y N N N N N N N N

835 Helen Savage 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

4th objection by Helen Savage. 3 page letter. Concerns are: not in the 
public interest, need for oil can be met elsewhere, not appropriate 
for the AONB, conflict with local planning policy, financial viability/ 
minimal benefits of production from the site, conflict with the NPPF, 
impacts on surface water resources and hydrogeology, HGVs/ traffic 
impacts, air quality, human health, noise, odour, climate change Y N Y N N Y Y Y Y N N Y N N N Y Y Y Y N N N N N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

836 Lorraine Inglis 02/03/2021 04/03/2021

2nd objection by Lorraine Inglis. Concerns regarding impacts on the 
AONB, not in the public interest, conflict with planning policy, climate 
change, HGVs. N N Y Y N Y N N N N N Y N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N



837 Malcombe Kenward 02/03/2021 04/03/2021

3rd objection by Mr Kenward. 41 pages. Concerns include: traffic and 
transport issues, issues with planning documentation. Suggest WSCC 
Highways should hava objected based on incorrected interpretation 
of significant HGV movements and should have requested a full TA. 
See letter for further detail. N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

838

Michael Brown on 
behalf of CPRE 
Sussex 01/03/2021 04/03/2021

2 page letter. Concerns include: climate change, conflict with the 
NPPF, no need for the development, impacts on the AONB, 
landscape impacts, not appropriate for the area, harm to overall 
wellbeing of the community (relating to uncertainty), 'local 
environmental impacts' N Y Y Y N N N N N N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N Y N N N N Y Y N N N N N N N N

839 Mr John Butcher 28/02/2021 04/03/2021

3rd objection by John Butcher. Concern regarding climate change, 
misstated business rate benefits, overstated local economy benefits, 
conflict with the NPPF, harm to community/ wellbeing/ social 
cohesiveness, atmospheric pollution, not a significant amount of oil 
to be produced/ no need Y N N Y N N N N Y N N N N Y N N Y N N N N N N N N N N N Y N N N N N N N N


