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Cross-examine? Yes 
 
I am speaking today because of my experience of this appellant, and also the 
relevance of geology in the planning context for the determination of an 
application 17 miles south of here. 
 
I will illustrate why there is a public concern about this appellant, which 
causes high levels of stress, and the attendant social harm that this creates. 
 
Our experience is relevant to show why the community here is pleased that 
geology evidence will be heard in this inquiry. 
 
FrackFreeDudleston was formed in 2014 to oppose a planning application for 
a test drill at Dudleston, which like I said, is located 17 miles south of here.  
The applicant was Dart Energy, who, in the course of our campaign, was 
bought by Island Gas, hereafter referred to as IGas. 
 
As part of our carefully considered response to our local planning 
application, we explained why we considered the geology of the area to be 
unsuitable for unconventional gas extraction.  We believed that the sample of 
rock that the test drill proposed to obtain, would indeed contain gas.  
However, we also had evidence showing that the geology of the area was 
such that it was unsafe to attempt to extract the gas. 
 
The applicant responded to our submission in the form of a public letter 
published on the local authority’s planning portal.  The letter derided the 
expertise of the group and dismissed our conclusions on the basis of an 
argument that could at best, be described as feeble. 
 
Alongside their request for planning permission, the applicant sought and 
obtained permits from the relevant regulatory bodies.  Despite having the 
geological and many other issues pointed out to them, the Environment 
Agency still issued their permit and were unwilling, or unable, to respond to 
comments raised by us during their consultation. 
 
When the application went to appeal it was initially agreed by PINS to be 
heard through written representations because that was the will of both the 



appellant and the MPA.  At our request the Planning Inspectorate upgraded 
the appeal to a full inquiry.  After complaints from the appellant it was 
downgraded to a hearing.  Once the inspector examined the evidence, the 
inspector decided to re-upgrade the appeal to a public inquiry.[1] 

 
Part way through the process of preparing our case, IGas withdrew the 
appeal.  As the Rule 6 party, we applied for costs, which in turn led to IGas 
having to defend their reason for withdrawing.  The sole reason given was 
that the geology was unsuitable, but with no apology to the local campaign 
group who had been saying that all along.  Since then IGas have also 
relinquished the local PEDL licence. 
 
Notwithstanding the MPPG requirement that exploratory hydrocarbon 
applications be determined without reference to potential future production 
phases, we maintained that there is an overarching minerals planning 
obligation to ensure that the proposal has the prospect of being a viable 
proposition.   
 
Paragraph 048 of the MPPG stipulates that where “there is reliable evidence 
of the likelihood of either financial or technical failure” that permission should 
either be refused, or granted with a financial guarantee. 
 
We are immensely grateful for the fact that the right planning outcome was 
reached on the application in our area and the rural character of the region 
has been preserved.  It was frustrating however, that it took so much time, 
effort and money from the community to reach a conclusion that should have 
been considered as part of the original planning application. 

																																																								
1 APP/L3245/W/15/3002435: Land North West of Brooklands Farm, Dudleston, 
SY12 9JG 


