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Comments There are many reasons that this activity should not be allowed. 1.The risk to our water supplies is a
great concern here. There is proven evidence that flow testing has and does cause seismic activity. The
issue here is not the seismic activity, but that shifts in faulted geology can compromise the integrity of
the well. If the well casing is damaged or deformed by seismic activity, oil and drill fluids and naturally
occurring heavy metals to pollute the aquifer. The problem here is that this pollution will be a
permanent long-term problem that cannot be undone. The deformation of the well-casing at Preese
Hall as a consequence of seismic activity is well documented. The Balcombe aquifer is the source of the
river Ouse, and the main source of water for the Arlington, Ardingly and Barcombe Reservoir. These
reservoirs serve many homes, but the risk of groundwater contamination presents a long-term
problem for the River Ouse as an ecosystem. 2. Flow testing is a very water hungry process; to allow
this flow testing to go ahead also increases the possibility of flow testing at other sites. East sussex is
already critically short of water. Situated below London, with cities and towns all along the coastline,
and locally with Crawley and other large towns; demand for water is outstripping supply. The
Barcombe Aquifer is known to run dry through the summer months, all this demand places huge
pressures on the river system. Flow testing can use several million litres of water, we have too many
demands on our rivers and aquifers to give this kind of industry the go ahead. 3. Risk of contamination
of the natural environment and our water supplies, can be raised again because the flowback from the
well testing needs to be stored and managed . Just one flow test can yield several million litres of toxic
flowback fluids. The fluid is mostly water, but hydrochloric acid, lubricants such as polyacrylamide, and
anti-clogging biocides also have to be added. Both polyacrylamide and biocides contain toxins that are
hazardous. In concentration these materials require special handling. Up to 80% of the fluid pumped
underground may return to the surface. This flowback contains the lubricants and biocides which were
used initially but also the flowback is contaminated with other material dissolved from underground,
including salts and heavy metals and naturally occurring radioactive materials. This flowback is
potentially hazardous to both people and the ecosystem. Practical considerations such as storage and
transportation of millions of litres of toxic waste, and whether it can be recycled or treated. The
horizontal sections of the well are easily within 500 metres of the aquifer, and the vertical well casing
passes through the aquifer. The geology of this area is heavily faulted. It is well known that fault lines
will act as conduits along which fluids can be pushed towards the surface, thereby linking the
horizontal well to the aquifer. Spillage and accidents at the surface are very likely. 3.To allow this kind
of explorative activity is a step in the wrong direction. Fossil fuels need to stay in the ground. Solar and
Wind are now very effective forms of energy production. 4. Fundamentally, what kind of world do we
want to leave for future generations, what kind of difficulties are we storing up for them. Please do not
allow this application to go ahead.
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