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Dear Mr Clark 

I am writing to you in your capacity as the Secretary of State for Business, Energy and Industrial 

Strategy. 

Your Department is currently running a consultation processes relating to fracking “to determine 

which criteria would be appropriate to trigger inclusion of major shale gas production projects in the 

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects scheme”. 

I am very concerned and worried about this proposal. 

If fracking applications were included as “Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects” then they 

would go directly to the Planning Inspector to be decided at a national level, rather than going to 

Local Planning Authorities as at present. My view is that Local Authorities are far better placed to 

judge the needs and requirements of local communities and to assess the impact that drilling and 

fracking would have on the local area. This is a principle which is enshrined in the Government’s own 

Localism Act of 2011. These new proposals would bring about an erosion of the democratic rights of 

people and communities to have a voice in the proceedings and to have a say about what happens in 

– and happens to – their community and in their lives. Furthermore, this proposal seems to be 

“putting the cart before the horse”: surely, the first question to be asked has to be whether fracking 

should be included in the NSIP scheme at all, before asking what criteria would be appropriate to 

trigger its inclusion. 

If fracking were to take place it would not be run by the Government. It would be carried out by 

numerous disparate private companies operating entirely independently of each other and whose 

primary interest would be to make a profit; in fact, in the case of INEOS, their primary interest is to 

obtain shale gas for their own use so that they can extract methane to fuel their factories and 

ethane as a base material for making plastics. The “national interest” is fairly low down INEOS’ list of 

priorities. I find it difficult to see how all this could justifiably be described as a “national project”. It 

most certainly is not a national project in the sense that HS2, Hinckley Point C or the Third Heathrow 

Runway are. Additionally, because the fracking companies would be working independently of each 

other there would be no real “infrastructure” in the accepted sense of the word: there would be 

wells and drillpads springing up all over the place with little or no link-up between them. 

I am also extremely concerned that acceptance of fracking into the NSIP scheme would allow for the 

compulsory purchase of land in order for drilling to be carried out, thus further diminishing people’s 

democratic rights to object. 



In light of the extensive opposition to fracking which has been expressed across the country 

(resulting in many action groups being formed) it is clear that there is no “social licence” for this 

industry. And yet the Government makes this new proposal which would appear to prioritise the 

wishes of the oil and gas industry over and above those of local residents and communities. If 

passed, it would mean that fracking would be forced onto communities who do not want it and who 

have repeatedly and persistently said so. It seems to me to be at best a skewing of the planning 

process in favour of the oil and gas industry, and at worst curtailing people’s democratic right to 

object to projects such as these and to have a say in what happens in and to their communities. 

In my view, this consultation should be considered together with that of the Department for 

Housing, Communities and Local Government, that shale gas exploration development be 

considered as “Permitted Development”; indeed, it would appear that the Government may also 

view them in that light since both were published on the 19th of July and the closing time for both is 

identical at 11:45pm on 25 October 2018. 

Both of these proposals, if accepted, would result in local County Councils (and in particular their 

Planning Departments) losing key decision-making powers and surrendering them to a national 

Government body. I am asking that, as the Secretary of State responsible, you reconsider these 

proposals which would result in the sidelining of Local Authorities and communities in the process of 

making planning decisions. 

Yours, 

 


