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Dear Tim and Iain,  

Thanks for your email and my apologies for the delay in coming back to you. 

With regard to fracking, while I do understand that many people are concerned about shale gas extraction, I see no 

reason to be against it in principle. The determining factor is whether extraction can be undertaken safely and the 

Government has always been very clear that it would only contemplate the development of shale gas in the UK if 

sufficient safeguards could be put in place. I believe the regulatory system to be robust and I’m reassured that the 

Government introduced further measures during the passage of the Infrastructure Bill to address some of the 

concerns that have been raised.   

For example, during the planning process local authorities are required to ensure that fracking won’t have adverse 

impacts on the environment. Mandatory Environmental Impact Assessments will be carried out and where 

environmental effects which can’t be mitigated are identified, planning permission can be refused. Each site will be 

inspected by the Health and Safety Executive during the exploration phase and reviewed by an independent examiner 

throughout its lifecycle. The Environment Agency will require operators to undertake a minimum of three months 

baseline monitoring of methane in groundwater before fracking can begin and won’t permit extraction where there is 

risk of groundwater pollution. Planning guidance ensures that major developments won’t take place in National Parks, 

the Broads, Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty and World Heritage Sites except in exceptional circumstances. The 

cumulative impacts of development will be assessed and taken into account during the planning process. The 

Environmental Agency will require operators to provide full disclosure of the chemicals they use as part of their 

application for an environmental permit and has the power to restrict and forbid the use of substances which could 

pose an environmental risk. It will publish information about these chemicals. There are also regulations governing the 

operators’ restoration and aftercare on their sites. The Government is currently considering introducing a 

requirement that water companies are statutory consultees in respect of planning applications. It has also introduced 

requirements that operators must publish a notice in the local paper as well as at the site in the parish or ward in 

which their site is located to ensure that residents are aware of are aware of applications in their area. Operators have 

committed to providing a minimum of £100,000 per well site, as well as 1% of revenue, to local communities to be 

spent on community benefit schemes and local priorities.           

You also object to the clauses relating to the trespass laws. The Government’s proposals were designed to ensure that 

the cost of extraction isn’t inflated by landowners charging for drilling and piping and so whilst strictly speaking they 

would allow digging ‘under your house’, this would be at a depth of close to a kilometre. Providing that this can be 

done safely - and this means learning from what happened near Blackpool - I don’t oppose it.  

As far as road investment is concerned, the focus of the Government’s programme is on widening and improving 

existing roads, rather than building new ones and the 1300 new lane miles will be on motorways and trunk roads 

which suffer from congestion. For this reason, I don’t accept that it will create more demand for car use. The idea is to 

fix long-standing problems so that people can use the roads more efficiently. I think that what the Government is 

trying to do is to find a balance between meeting the needs of individuals and businesses which rely on the road 

network and encouraging people to undertake shorter journeys on foot and by bike when possible.  

The Government recognises this, which is why spending on cycling since 2010 has more than doubled compared to 

the previous four years and is now at around £374 million for the years up to 2015. As part of a campaign to 

encourage more walking and cycling, the Government amended the Infrastructure Bill to introduce a cycling and 



walking investment strategy with dedicated funding. It’s also investing in accelerating the eight Cycling Ambition 

Cities’ development of cycle networks which will increase protections for cyclists at junctions and traffic hotspots. It 

has also committed to improving the conditions for cyclists and walkers using Britain's busiest roads, including cycle-

proofing all new roads. The Department for Transport's Local Sustainable Transport Fund (LSTF) continues to provide 

funding, £600 million thus far, to help transport authorities encourage people to travel in ways which are both 

economically and environmentally sustainable. LTSF projects include infrastructure improvements for cycling and 

walking; in fact, 94 out of the 96 projects contain a cycling element; 59 contain an element promoting walking to 

schools; and just under 50 per cent of projects feature elements of car sharing and car club schemes. One scheme 

which I’ve been happy to promote in my constituency is the Crowlees Hoppa, a walk-to-school scheme in Mirfield.   

I do accept that this is something on which we need to move with the utmost care and clearly this new technology will 

need to be watched closely, but when balanced against the UK’s energy needs, I do think that it’s something we have 

to explore.  

Kind regards,  

Simon 

  

 


