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N/A

Miss M J Jones

Interested Party / Person

Interested Party/Person Correspondence

I ask that the appeal be rejected and stand alongside Wrexham County Bourough Planning committee
in their rejection of the original planning application to drill a test borehole.

I submit the following to support the request for the appeal to be rejected.

1) In Dart energy's own letter in the second paragraph they state 'drilling one appraisal
borehole per licence site - they have already carried out test borehole for this licence site. 
there is no requirement for them to do another.

2) GP Energy have failed to give the tennant sufficient notice of the appeal submission which is
understood to be 21 days.  the appeal was received on 6th May 2014 and the tennant informed on
the 7th, this is not 21days notice.

3) In the new round of licencing that is curently up on offer, national parks will have some
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special measures to protect them - if the industry is so safe why would this be necessary.

4) refering to the grounds for appeal point 5:- this state that the exploration is temporary.
although the test is temporary, the borehole will remain in perpetuity, be it plugged.  this
makes it permanent.  and therefore environmental sustainability would be a consideration.  I
draw attention to the research and published infomation by Cornell University engineer Anthony
Ingraffea, 'In 2012 Ingraffea and colleagues read through 16,017 inspection reports filed over
the last four years. What they found was a significant and steady rate of methane leaks at the
wellbore or what is known in industry jargon as "bubbling in the cellar."

In 2010, 111 of 1,609 wells drilled and fracked failed and leaked. That's a 6.9 per cent rate
of failure. In 2012, 67 out of 1,014 wells leaked -- a seven per cent rate of failure.

"We looked at violations and not comments," adds Ingraffea. Quite often inspectors would note
that a well was leaking like a sieve but that violation was pending. As a consequence the
seven per cent figure represents a dramatic underestimate of methane leaks, says Ingraffea.
this test site will leak if granted.  maybe not in our lifetime, but it will fail at some
point in the future .
The appellant appears to be calling into question the competency of the council to make a
decision, siting ‘a clear misunderstanding of the technology’ At the descision meeting it was
apparent that the councillors clearly understood the technology and process and they reached
the conclusion to refuse permission.  It is not for the appellant to case dispersion on the
council.

Point 2 of the appeal grounds - it is irrelevant that the Head of Community, Wellbeing and
Development recommended to grant the application.  One opinion does not count, it is a
democratic process where each vote carries the same weight.  The vote to reject was 17 to 2.
Point 7 – the use is industrial, it is to assess if the CBM is present in sufficient quantity
to be commercially viable, heavy goods and equipment need to be used – definition of
industrial in Oxford English dictionary is  - relating to or characterised by industry – gas
and oil exploration  is an industry and therefore the drilling of the test borehole should be
considered industrial use.

Point 16 – the gas may be released due to the geology of the area and the unstable nature of
the sub strata, mining was abandoned following the Gresford Mining Disaster in the area of the
explosion and collapse, due in part to the ‘pockets of gas’ that were being discovered at the
time of the explosion.
The council are not inferring that the drilling will extract gas, but as described at the
decision meeting the release of pocketed gas associated with the geology of the area.

The test bore drilling operation will penetrate the Kinnerton Formation, a major aquifer, with
the risk of polluting the groundwater and local water supply. Once the aquifer is breached,
pollution could be an on-going problem. This risk is likely to be even greater if geological
faults are present, and the applicant's confidence that they are not does not stand up to
scrutiny, as a comprehensive examination of the area's geology does not appear to have been
undertaken and there are in fact faults in the vicinity.

Point 17 - states
‘Upon completion, the borehole will be plugged and abandoned in accordance with the
requirements of various regulatory bodies, including DECC and HSE. There is therefore no risk
of subsidence or gas release associated with this development. ‘
How can the appellant make such unsubstantiated claims when it is well documented that
eventually all boreholes capped, plugged or otherwise sealed will leak within 50 yrs. Ref –
figure 1

In the study carried out on 3,533 wells in pensylvania, from 2008 to 2011, blowouts- 0.9%,
cement and casing - 8.7%, site restoration – 35%, minor landspills – 20.6% surface water
contamination 30.2%, gas migration – 0.5%

In the UK onshore -143 wells  were in use in the uk between 2,000 and 2013. There are 9
reports of failure, that is 11% failure rate.

I urge the inspector to reject the appeal,

Please advise me of the result of this Appeal 


