
 

 

To Chancellor of the Exchequer, Rt Hon George Osborne, MP 

 

Dear Mr Osborne, 

Re: Proposals to categorise fracking applications at Nationally Strategic Infrastructure Projects 

We are deeply concerned by the proposals (in a letter addressed to you from Rt Hon Members 

Amber Rudd, Greg Clark and Liz Truss) to categorise fracking applications as Nationally Strategic 

Infrastructure Projects, which will prevent local authorities and their elected members from making 

final decisions on developing fracking schemes in their boundaries. 

These proposals appear to have been developed on the basis that local communities and their 

elected representatives are unable to make informed and rational decisions about the 

appropriateness of fracking in their local areas.  This is a deeply undemocratic starting point which 

suggests a complete disregard of the interests of local communities.  We would like to understand 

how removing decision-making on fracking from local authorities supports the government's agenda 

for greater devolution of power to local communities. 

In the 2015 Queen's speech, the government proposed to declassify onshore wind farms as 

Nationally Strategic Infrastructure Projects.  Could the Minister clarify why apparently the opposite 

policy is being proposed for renewable wind farms than that now being proposed for fracking?  This 

appears to represent an unfair and contradictory approach that will not move the country towards 

the renewable energy economy that we so desperately need. 

Evidence is mounting that expansion of the shale gas industry in the UK cannot proceed if the UK is 

to meet its international targets agreed at the Conference of the Parties in Paris in December 2015. 

It has become widely accepted (e.g. the IEA’s World Energy Outlook 2012) that only a fraction of 

currently-identified fossil fuel reserves can be exploited if global temperature rise is to be kept under 

the 2° limit agreed in Paris.  In January 2015, research by the University College London further 

confirmed this finding. Research by the Tyndall Centre found that UK shale gas development is 

“quantitatively and unambiguously incompatible” with remaining below 2° C of warming.  

The evidence that shale gas is a low-carbon fuel source is questionable given the potential for 

methane emissions during extraction.  However, even if this argument can be supported, it ignores 

the evidence that additional exploitation of fossil fuels, even if they are low carbon, will still 

undermine our international commitments.   

What is needed is a wholesale shift to renewable energy, with investment in subsidies, skills-

building, research and development to realise the full potential of renewable energy to meet the 

majority of the UK’s energy demand. Such investment would create a package of sustainable jobs 

and economic opportunities which would outperform fracking in every respect. 



In addition to our concerns regarding the capacity of fracking to tackle climate change, we also have 

ongoing concerns regarding environmental contamination at fracking sites which have yet to be 

allayed by independent assessment of safety and risk. 

According to a 2013 report from the National Academy of Sciences in the US, a study of wells in 

Pennsylvania found that methane concentrations in drinking water were six times higher for homes 

within 1km of fracking wells.  The report of the Environmental Protection Agency, while lacking 

sufficient data to decisively assess systemic impacts on drinking water resources, did nevertheless 

recognise that fracking has the potential to contaminate drinking water. 

Studies conducted on fracking by the Environment Protection Agency in the US also indicate that 

fracking can cause earth tremors. In the UK, a study commissioned by Cuadrilla found that fracking 

was the likely cause of an earth tremor in Lancashire in 2011. These tremors represent a potentially 

dangerous yet largely unknown impact on the local environment and neighbouring communities. 

According to the precautionary principle enshrined in EU legislation, the burden of proof lies on the 

fracking industry to evidence that there is no risk of environmental contamination, prior to 

exploitation taking place.  The lack of conclusive data to prove the safety of fracking, set against local 

studies demonstrating contamination, indicates that evidence is currently not on the side of the 

fracking industry.   

The arguments above undermine the case for fracking and we hope you will reconsider the strategy 

currently being proposed.  Expanding this industry runs counter to the government's environmental 

commitments and the long-term sustainability of national energy policy.  Fracking will only provide a 

few decades of energy but could come at a colossally high price.  

We believe that the objectives set out by the Rt Hon Members in their letter are extremely short-

sighted and ignore public opinion. Renewable energies offer a more sustainable, reliable investment 

which would allow the government to achieve international commitments and develop a resilient 

industry which would provide jobs and meet the nation’s energy needs. 

As representatives of constituents in Brighton and Hove and the South-East, we urge you to 

reconsider these specific proposals to remove decision-making from local communities, and to 

revise the overall strategy to expand the fracking industry. It is vital for our national environment 

and global climate that you take urgent steps to reduce the country's dependence on fossil fuels. 

Yours sincerely 

                             

Caroline Lucas MP           Keith Taylor MEP   Councillor Phelim Mac Cafferty 

Brighton Pavilion                       South East   Convenor of the Green Group 

        Brighton & Hove City Council 

 


