OIL EXPLORATION WORKING GROUP
(Established by Balcombe Parish Council)

NOTES Meeting No 3 of 2014
 held at Bramble Hall, Bramble Hill, Balcombe
 on Wednesday 26 February 2014 commencing at 8.00 p.m.
	No
	
	ACTION

	1.
	Attendees
Rosemary Robertson – Parish Clerk (RR)

Botts Bottomley (KB)
Alison Stevenson (AS)

Katherine Daniel (KD)

Rodney Saunders (RS)

Peter Huxley (PH)
Mostyn Field (MF)

	

	2.
	Apologies 
Robin Williamson (RW)  Carol Jarvest (CJ)


	

	3.
	Notes 12 Feb agreed

	

	4.
	Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference for the Group post ballot were agreed and will be ratified at the Extraordinary Meeting of BPC on Sat 8 March at 11.00 am.

To undertake such investigations as the Group deems appropriate in connection with any proposed hydrocarbon (oil or gas) exploration or extraction activities at Lower Stumble and/or elsewhere within the Parish.

To monitor such activities and report on same to the Parish Council.

To communicate to the residents of Balcombe such matters as the Parish Council may determine.

To make recommendations to the Parish Council on actions that it might take in respect of applications for planning permission or permits to explore for or extract oil or gas from sites within the parish in accordance with the results of the February 2014 consultative ballot.

To facilitate such actions as the Parish Council shall authorise.


	

	5.
	Update on the Consultative Ballot
It was agreed that there was no need to interpret the results they stood for themselves. 

KB had clarified that the poll did close at noon on 20 Feb (despite a typo on results letter)

Andrew Edmondson (Balcombe Village Website) has asked for a breakdown of the results – KB had asked ERS.
	KB


	6.
	Review of the current planning application by Cuadrilla for flow testing at Lower Stumble 
PROGRESS UPDATE

KB had put together an early draft of the submission document (the response to the invitation to comment).    In this were listed Main Points of Objection (summary pages with detail in Appendices), and Points of Accuracy and Conflicting - information which should be highlighted.

The document contained recommendations and challenges but also requests that conditions be put in place if permission is granted.
KB to circulate the edited report to all at the end of the weekend and OEWG members to scrutinise asap for comments to be made before the next meeting on Thurs 6 March.    RR to warn all Councillors to expect the final document by email on Thursday evening for perusal before the Extraordinary Meeting on Sat 8 March

	   KB
    RR

	7.
	Moving Forward/Actions
a) Extraordinary BPC meeting 8 March to ratify OEWG terms of reference and response to WSCC (AGENDA to read 1. Ratification of the amended terms of reference of the Oil Exploration Working Group (print in full).  2.  The adoption of the OEWG’s report on the application to flow test the well at Lower Stumble as Balcombe Parish Council’s formal response to the invitation to comment.
b) Pulling together a draft response to WSCC and circulating same for comment
	KB
RR
     KB

	8.
	Other Business
(a) Insurance – no further work had been done

(b) PR and Press – Another week of  Media Silence was agreed
(c) RR to post notes from the OEWG meetings on the website 
(d) KD gave apologies for 8 March
	RR


	 9.
	FFBRA INPUT (Laurie Dunne, Rosalind Merrick, Alan Rew, Rob Greer)
Laurie Dunne (LD) thanked the OEWG for inviting FFBRA to share information.  KB indicated that the OEWG had already had input on Air Dispersion and Noise issues from the group.   LD said that he saw little hope in getting the application rejected but their strategy was to make it difficult.    The air dispersion document did not contain flare emissions modelling for sulphur dioxide, polyaromatic hydrocarbons or particulate matter.   Their estimations of these pollutants were well over the national air quality objective thresholds.   There was no accurate knowledge about how much flaring would take place and a Southampton geologist had warned about sulphur compounds.   LD also said that the EA had waved emission limits in Balcombe which was a cause for concern and should be investigated.  LD will update his document on emissions and will help KB to summarise key points, they will also want to see conditions put into the permission if given.
Robert Greer (RG) expressed concern that Cuadrilla had not taken due care with the noise issues – they had not completed a background assessment and had ignored the noise of the flare.  The WSCC acoustics consultant had also highlighted this.  There had been no site visit and the report does not take account of wind, land topology, foliage etc.   120 – 160 decibels (jet engine noise) was a possibility so Cuadrilla should properly model the range and produce an activity noise assessment.  RG will update his report and help KB with a short précis statement for the document.  KB thanked RG for his input.
Traffic concerns were discussed – The National Planning Policy Framework gave guidance on transport issues – Cuadrilla had said that traffic would be insignificant had the guidelines been applied appropriately?   Possible hazards for motorists and pedestrians should be part of the transport assessment.   There should be restrictions on the removal of hazardous waste (10 mph limit etc).   Nuclear waste may need to be escorted. RG considers that a full transport assessment is required

as a result of these issues.

KB and AS to review.
Alan Rew (AR) commented that the 60% response rate to the poll was "splendid," and the results from the three questions "interesting." He said that the 60% response was high by any local government standards. The results make it clear that Cuadrilla does not have a social licence to proceed with its testing.   KB informed him that the ballot results would be included in the submission to WSCC.   AR asked that BPC distance themselves from Cuadrilla’s statement which appeared to “spin” the results, BPC were unaware of such a statement and had already stated that their policy not to comment on the results.
KB reiterated the aims of the OEWG to report back to BPC with the list of objections but also to look at ways of protecting the village if permission is given to try to make sure that impact is reduced.

It was agreed that the current application was of poor quality.

Rosalind Merrick (RM) added that there seemed to be blind faith in regulation and KB agreed that any activity on your doorstep needed bespoke regulation.   The different agencies involved meant that there were gaps in responsibility.   RG was worried that the “streamlining” referred to by government actually meant short cuts with an attempt to remove due process.
RM also said that FFBRA had received a letter from WSCC which had failed to provide the assurance that they have the resources available to police this activity which would leave Cuadrilla self-regulating against any conditions imposed.


	LD 

KB

RG

KB

KB

AS

	10.
	Next Meetings:

· Thurs 6th March Bramble Hall 8.00 pm

· Sat 8 March Extraordinary BPC Meeting to formally adopt response to WSCC




