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Scotland’s Future?
The Scottish Government’s Strategic Objectives and its Programme for
Government envisages a future which is low carbon, non-polluting
and sustainable. Local communities are to be empowered, and the
wealth created in our country shared fairly.
It is hard to see how Unconventional Oil and Gas (UOG) fits in this
future.
Ambitious programmes to reduce carbon emissions have been
implemented by the Scottish Government, both on its own and
together with Scotland’s public and private sectors. Indeed, in 2016,
Scotland surpassed its carbon emission reduction targets six years
early1. UOG exploration and production would be a new source of
carbon emissions would have to be accounted for and accommodated
with cuts to emissions or other additional measures elsewhere on
Scotland’s balance sheet.
A report attempting to quantify potential greenhouse gas emissions
that could be caused by UOG exploration in Scotland was
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commissioned at the behest of this inquiry. The work, which was
carried out by the UK Government’s Committee for Climate Change,
concluded that there were “considerable uncertainties” surrounding
both the eventual size of the future industry and the volume of
emissions it would generate. They reasoned that if Scotland and its
Government wanted to meet its emissions targets, emissions from the
UOG industry would have to be offset by reductions in other sectors.
Fossil fuel targets would have to be rigorously adhered to, and
depending on the UOG industry’s eventual size and emissions volume,
cuts could be required in other sectors of the Scottish economy.
We would ask where these additional emission reductions would
come from. What effect on the wider economy, and society, would
this have, especially if the industry is larger or more damaging than
anticipated? Who would bear the costs?
The “growing low carbon economy” that the Scottish Governments
National Plans, Policies and Strategies is predicated on growth “that
can be achieved whilst reducing emissions and which respects the
quality of environment, place and life”, and that “increases solidarity
– reducing inequalities between our regions”2. This is not what the
UOG industry offers.

2

The Scottish Government. A Plan for Scotland: The Government’s Programme for Scotland 2016-17. 2016.

4

Since the oil and gas reserves these processes seek to access lie
beneath the most densely populated part of our country, limiting
exploration to remote areas is not an option.
The health impact assessment of UOG in Scotland commissioned by
the Scottish Government3 concluded that there was sufficient
evidence that airborne and waterborne hazards would occur, and that
these could pose a threat to workers. Existing epidemiological studies
of the health effects of UOG exploration on nearby residents are few
and far between, and inadequacies were identified in the regulatory
framework intended to protect human health. Even with the best
mitigation measures, allowing UOG exploration would be gambling
with the health of communities in Central Scotland. Is this really
compatible with respecting the quality of the environment, place and
life?
The decline of the hydrocarbon-intensive heavy industries of
yesteryear has left a legacy of deprivation and inequality in Central
Scotland. Deprived areas are clustered around former industrial sites,
many of which sit above the hydrocarbon deposits that UOG
prospectors want to target. These communities are already exposed
to the pollution left behind by these industries, and there is evidence
that it is one of the factors contributing to poor health outcomes in
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these areas4. Adding to this burden of pollution flies in the face of any
commitment to social solidarity and reducing regional inequality.

The False Promises of UOG
The argument that makes allowing UOG most attractive is that it will
provide large numbers of high quality jobs, jobs that will be
sustainable over the long term, jobs that will be available in locales
where well-paid work is rare. Yet these promises contradict the reality
of UOG exploration, and the experiences of communities the world
over that have allowed it, including the local community of Airth.
Sustainability

UOG is only economically viable if prices for these commodities are
high. Targeting hydrocarbon deposits which are spread over large
areas and cannot migrate very far or fast is expensive. Production per
well is relatively low, declining quickly even when aided by fracking. In
the USAs shale fields, declines of 50-70% in the first year are not
uncommon5. To be economical, large numbers of wells and laterals
need to be drilled covering a wide area, and there is a constant need
for new wells have to be brought online to maintain production6.
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The geology of UOG deposits and the rock surrounding them is critical
to the economic viability of their extraction. A deposit that contains
commercially viable volumes of hydrocarbons could be rendered
unextractable if the properties of the rock above it prevent wells being
drilled or kept open, for example. In practice, operators fund
exploration activity to identify “sweet spots” where the overlying and
underlying geology are favourable for development7. Compared with
other areas where UOG has been developed, the geology of Central
Scotland is complex, and the work needed to estimate the full
potential of its UOG reserves has not been undertaken.
To inform its public consultation, the Scottish Government
commissioned a report on the potential economic impact of UOG 8
from KPMG, a large professional services firm which has an oil and gas
network specialising in providing audit, tax and advisory services to all
sectors of the oil and gas industry.
They estimated that the exploration activity needed to identify what
reserves are available in Central Scotland and assess their potential
productivity would cost around £240 million.
Wholesale hydrocarbon prices are volatile and hard to predict.
According to KPMG’s assessment, the costs of extracting UOG would
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be around 45p per therm under their low or central production
scenarios. They thought this cost could be reduced to 35p per therm
under a high production scenario, but this could only happen if the gas
reserves and geology present were found to be ideal, well productivity
and investment high, and the planning process short. As it stands, the
planning process would take 3-5 years, allowing time for community
engagement and environmental monitoring. KPMGs high production
scenario estimates are dependent on it being reduced to 2 years.
The UOG industry estimated they would, at its peak, represent at most
only 0.3% of Scottish GDP. This would fall to 0.1% under a low
production scenario%9.
KPMG observed that, “a low gas price environment for an extended
period of time would mean that development of the UOG resources
would be unattractive”10. Future Scottish, European and global energy
price trends are very uncertain. Over the last 10 years, wholesale gas
prices have spent significant periods of time below the 45p and the
35p per therm thresholds, as shown in the graph below. The average
of the Department for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy’s
projected gas prices in their low price scenario for 2016-2040 is only
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43p per therm11, illustrating just how financially risky and potentially
unprofitable UOG exploitation in Scotland would be.
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Jobs

The reality is, that since oil and gas prices fluctuate unpredictably, jobs
created in the industry appear and disappear as the industry follows
price-related cycles of booms and depressions. This undermines the
sustainability of the jobs it creates, and has serious social, economic
and environmental consequences for communities that are
economically dependent on the extraction of these resources.
Famously, the “Boomtowns” of the American Mid-West saw jobs and
money pour in during the oil drilling boom-bust cycle of the 1970s and
1980s, but were left high and dry when the industry withdrew. Local
incomes were ultimately left lower than they were in areas where oil
was never found13. These experiences are being repeated today in
Pennsylvania14, North Dakota15, Texas16, and other territories where
UOG has been allowed to proliferate.
Even if the UOG industry did not displace other local industrial sectors
such as manufacturing, as conventional oil production did in the
American Mid-West, the unpredictability of the industry poses a
threat to the economic security of the communities it seeks to enter.
The skillsets needed to enter non-menial roles in the oil and gas
industry are highly specialised. People taking the time and money to
13
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obtain the requisite qualifications risk finding themselves out of work
with few options in other sectors, especially if they left education
early. Locals who invest in businesses specialised towards servicing
the industry risk being left similarly bereft.
Satisfactory answers about the number of jobs that would be created,
their permanence or their location have not been forthcoming from
the energy companies wishing to develop UOG in Scotland.
INEOS told a community meeting in Cumbernauld that 6400 jobs could
be created in the Scottish economy, only to immediately admit they
got this figure by taking 10% of the total that the Institute of Directors
had estimated could be created by UOG in the UK as a whole.
In contrast, the KPMG report commissioned by the Scottish
Government gives an estimate of between 470 and 3100 jobs, with an
estimate of 1400 jobs in their central scenario. However, this would
only be at the industry’s peak17. It did not indicate how many of these
jobs are temporary, whether they’d be available to the local
community or what this figure might fall to once the peak passed.
For a glimpse of the future offered to communities in Scotland by
UOG, we would urge the Scottish Government to consider the
evidence gathered during the Public Local Inquiry into a planning
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application made by Dart Energy, a company that wanted to drill for
coal bed methane near Airth, Falkirk.
A peak of 12 jobs would have been created for 3-4 months during its
drilling phase. As well as being temporary, these jobs would require
highly specialist skillsets and equipment. The likelihood is that they
would be tendered out to specialist contractors who already have the
appropriate experience and drilling equipment, and who already
follow this work from gasfield to gasfield around the world. Dart
energy admitted in their website (now defunct), that after drilling, the
operation would switch to an unmanned production phase requiring
the support of a small number of low-skilled positions such as security
and transport personnel18.
Looking forwards as the industry matures, the future for its workforce
looks bleak. High production costs and uncertain prices mean
companies are under enormous pressure to find savings any way they
can, including reducing their labour overheads. Improvements in
project management, such as better demand planning within projects
to utilise labour more efficiently19 and the automation of processes
like monitoring and plant operation20 are being used successfully to
reduce the need for personnel.
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The rates skilled personnel are paid are another area where energy
companies hope to make savings. The companies who tender for UOG
drilling contracts have invested heavily in machinery and personnel to
provide a service specific to the UOG industry for which no other
market exists, so exploration companies are taking full advantage of
the current slowdown in UOG exploration to squeeze them as hard as
they can21.
The Uncounted Costs of UOG
In its consideration of the potential of UOG development, we urge the
Scottish Government to consider the regulatory, environmental, social
and economic costs that were excluded from the Economic Impact
Assessment. Although KPMG has excluded them since they are hard
to financially quantify, they are the very costs that society is supposed
to bear on the UOG industry’s behalf. At the very best, KPMG
estimates that UOG could contribute 0.3% to Scotland’s GDP. At what
cost to the public purse? At what cost to our existing industries? And
at what social cost?
The Health Impact Assessment of UOG exploration commissioned
from Health Protection Scotland by the Scottish Government
concluded that there is a high potential for it to adversely impact the
environment22. If it were to go ahead, they reasoned, it would need
21

Pg 18, US Energy Information Administration. Trends in U.S. Oil and Natural Gas Upstream Costs. Report,
2016.
22
Health Protection Scotland. A Health Impact Assessment of Unconventional Oil and Gas in Scotland. Volume
1, Report. Health Protection Scotland, 2016 [Report].

14

tight environmental regulation with a precautionary approach, and
intensive monitoring on a well-by-well basis. The responsibility for this
would lie with SEPA, and ultimately the public purse.
A regulatory gap exists around private water supplies23. These might
not be widely used to provide drinking water in central Scotland, but
they are used for irrigation. Would UOG-related groundwater
abstraction depressurise private water supplies in Scotland as it has in
drier climates? We don’t know.
What about groundwater contamination and gas migration? We urge
the

Scottish

Government

to

consider

the

geological

and

hydrogeological evidence collected during the Public Inquiry into Dart
Energy’s proposals for Coal Bed Methane extraction near Falkirk24.
Extensive faulting and abandoned mine workings, which are abundant
throughout central Scotland, were identified during the inquiry as
potential pathways for gas migration. Furthermore, nearby mine
workings could have been dewatered, causing them to release
methane and create an additional gas migration hazard25.
What happens if the costs of decommissioning and remediating sites
is passed on to communities and the state when firms go bankrupt, as

23

Pg 43 Health Protection Scotland. A Health Impact Assessment of Unconventional Oil and Gas in Scotland.
Volume 1, Report. Health Protection Scotland, 2016 [Report].
24
Available at http://www.dpea.scotland.gov.uk/CaseDetails.aspx?id=94326
25
The Scottish Government, Planning and Environmental Appeals Division. Case PPA-240-2032. Email from
Falkirk Council: Oral Closing Submissions. Last Accessed 25/05/2017

15

has happened across the US26? The polluter can’t pay if the polluter
no longer legally exists.
What impact might there be on the value of people’s homes and the
cost, or even availability, of insurance? Financial institutions are
increasingly unwilling to shoulder risks to their investments or
reputations from environmental hazards. Property value, mortgage
availability and property insurance are all at risk.27
How much money would homeowners and landowners in Central
Scotland lose from the value of their property of UOG exploration goes
ahead? Right now, there are already people in the Falkirk constituency
seeking help from their MP because their house sales have fallen
through after buyers found out that proposed drill sites were nearby.
House values in areas licenced for exploration in the North East of
England were found to fall by 2.7-4.1% when the community learned
that fracking had commenced28. The UK Governments own figures
suggest property prices could fall by up to 7% within a mile of an
extraction site29.
In KPMG’s economic impact assessment, the central estimate of the
Gross Value that UOG could potentially add to Scotland’s economy is
£1.2 billion. At most, if allowed to proceed with minimal time for
26
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planning and authorisation, with massive investment and the very
best geological good fortune, they estimated that the figure could be
as high as £4.6 billion, but under its least favourable scenario this
dropped to £0.1 billion.
Meanwhile, by the Scottish Government’s own estimates, Scotland’s
natural environment is worth more than £20 Billion per annum and
supports more than 60,000 jobs30. The perception in the minds of
consumers and investors that this is a beautiful, clean, sustainable
country is vital to key industries and their supply chains.
The Scottish Planning Framework specifies that the precautionary
principle should be applied “where the impacts of a proposed
development on nationally or internationally significant landscape or
natural heritage resources are uncertain but there is sound evidence
indicating that significant irreversible damage could occur”31. As
Health Scotland identified in their health impact assessment, there is
a high potential for environmental harm if UOG exploration and
production were to go ahead. What impact could this have on
Scotland’s workforce and economy if the existing, profitable industries
that depend on Scotland’s natural environment had their integrity
compromised?
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The Scottish food and drink sector is our largest export sector. It added
£3.8 billion Gross Value to the Scottish economy in 201432. It
employed 34,000 people, and was forecast to create around another
14,000 positions over the next five years33.
This sectors biggest single industry by far is whisky and spirits. The
Scottish Government estimated that £1.8 billion Gross Value was
added to the Scottish economy in 2014 by the production of spirits
alone, and the Scottish Whisky Association estimates that the whisky
industry as a whole directly generated £3.3bn GVA in the same year34.
Malting barley is grown across Scotland for spirit production, and is
especially important for whisky35. There is a strong consumer
preference that this product be Scottish36. What happens if
agricultural land or the water used to irrigate it is contaminated?
Whisky may be conceptualised as a rural product, but some of the
biggest distilleries are located in central Scotland. These include
Cameronbridge in Leven, Fife, which produces 100 million litres of
spirits a year. The 60 hectare bottling facility next door in Banbeath
produces around 1400 different products37. All this, and the fate of the
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other large grain distilleries and associated facilities scattered across
central Scotland depends on the quality of Scotland’s water.
The Scottish tourism sector is prioritised as a growth sector in the
Scottish Government’s 2015 economic strategy. It contributed £3.7
billion GVA in 2014, and it’s not solely the preserve of areas remote
from those where UOG is proposed. Edinburgh and Glasgow were the
local authority areas responsible for the largest individual shares of
tourisms 2014 GVA, contributing 15.8% and 15.7% respectively38.
Unconventional Oil and Gas extraction is not an industry that is likely
to live up to its economic promises. It is an industry which is vulnerable
to cycles of boom and bust, which would bring few jobs and little
benefit to local communities, and which poses a grave risk to
Scotland’s natural environment and the industries dependent on it.
Society would bear an as yet unquantifiable burden of regulatory,
environmental and social costs for very little gain.

Challenges to Risk Management via Regulation
Proponents of UOG exploration and development argue that
regulation can be used successfully to prevent it causing
environmental harm. The evidence from elsewhere in the world does
not support this argument, and the regulatory agencies in Scotland
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and the rest of the UK lack both the resources and the tools they
would need to do this.
The kind of precautionary approach to the regulation of the UOG
industry advocated in the Health Impact Assessment commissioned by
the Scottish Government, with its monitoring regime and well-by-well
approach, would be an expensive proposition39,40. The danger is that,
rather than place another financial burden on their industry,
companies will work to co-opt the political and legal frameworks
intended to ensure it is carried out safely to prioritise development
interests, and prevent community objections from interfering with
these interests.
Between October 2013 and March 2015, oil and gas firms had 143
meetings with government ministers, and at least 30 different
lobbying firms were employed to press for industry interests41. This
flurry of lobbying and the election of a majority Conservative
government in 2015 coincided with a sharp turn in the UKs energy
policy away from renewables and towards gas and nuclear sources.
Similarly, the boom in UOG exploration in the USA was preceded by a
$70 000 000 lobbying campaign to exempt fracking from the
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provisions of the Clean Water Act of 1972, the Safe Drinking Water Act
of 1974 and the Clean Air Act of 197042.
International networks of companies, trade associations and lobbyists
have been established by the industry to target officials and
influencers at regional, national and international levels43,44,45. Funds
and benefits in kind are channelled to sympathetic parties and
officials. In the UK in 2016, £130,000 worth was given to members of
an All Party Parliamentary Group on Unconventional Oil and Gas by
companies with an interest in developing UOG in the UK. These
companies and their lobbyists then received privileged access to
MPs46.
Strategic and deliberate actions on the part of both industry and
government in the US and Australia have been used to lock local
communities out of the licencing and planning processes. Local
communities, whose resources are miniscule compared to industry,
find themselves misrepresented and ignored47, a pattern which is
repeating itself as UOG gains political acceptance in the UK.
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The focus of the UKs’ UOG planning and licencing policies has shifted
from protecting communities from seismic events to enabling
development. Powers have been transferred from local to central
government, and the power of communities to object to UOG
exploration and production has been curtailed48.
Community groups participating in the stakeholder workshops held to
inform the Scottish Government’s UOG health impact assessment
were concerned that that the licencing and planning process is already
skewed in favour of business interests. They were concerned that
communities have very limited means of recourse via the planning
appeals process, and that they lack a process of engagement with
SEPA, the Health and Safety Executive and other key agencies49.
In Falkirk district, the wishes of communities have already been
treated with disregard by the UOG industry.
Dart Energy held a series of public outreach events in 2012 to try to
obtain the backing of the local community for its coal bed methane
project. Under questioning from their audiences, they admitted that
the company planned to drill five times the number of wells they had
planning permission for, and that they could compulsory purchase
orders to acquire land regardless of its owners’ wishes50. Indeed it
48
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later emerged that the farmer whose land was bought for the project
had been forced to sell it with the threat of a compulsory purchase
order51.
INEOS made similar admissions about their proposed shale gas
developments in the district at public outreach events in 2014. They
admitted that no guarantees could be given that wells would not leak;
admitted that SEPA lack the resources to police the industry
effectively; admitted that wells could be as close as 400m to homes
and businesses rather than the 2km recommended by the Scottish
Government. To add insult to injury, they admitted that the revenue
pledged to communities could go to people living up to 60km from the
well sites52.
The precautionary principle and prevention rather than mitigation of
environmental harm have been identified by EU law and by academics
in the US and UK as key for the protection of environmental and
human health if UOG goes ahead. Yet it is highly likely that regulatory
agencies in the UK will lack the staffing and resources to gather the
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scientific evidence needed to create an effective regulatory regime, or
the resources needed to implement, monitor and enforce it53.
The vast majority of the research carried out into the environmental
impact of the UOG industry is funded by the industry itself, which also
controls much of the field site access and technical information that
researchers need54. This gives the industry considerable scope to
manipulate the evidence available about its environmental impacts.
The large scientific uncertainties and failures of consensus in the field
allows industry considerable scope to influence research outcomes,
even without adding bias to the research itself. Questions put to
researchers can be slanted in the industry’s favour, and by selectively
commissioning research into topics likely to produce evidence they
can use to support their case, companies can ensure that those likely
to hinder them remain under-researched and are therefore underrepresented in the big picture available to policy makers55.
To enable their research, researchers have to make assumptions to
account for uncertainties and consensus failures. These assumptions,
however, can be slanted in favour of UOG, so whilst the work itself
could be perfectly unbiased, the framing under which it would be
carried out would not be. For example, assuming the presence of
53
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favourable geology, that the industry will be profitable, or that
employment in other industries will not be impacted by the industry
might be justifiable, and even necessary, to keep a project within its
scope, but they would have a profound effect on its outcome56.
The regulatory system proposed in Scotland has no legal requirement
for the monitoring of baseline environmental conditions at or near
sites prior to the start of UOG exploration57. There is therefore no
context in which to judge the impacts of UOG-related activities.
SEPA is to be responsible for overseeing the environmental aspects of
UOG, but its role is essentially limited to being a statutory consultee
during the planning phase and granting environmental authorisations.
Companies are to be trusted to conduct their own monitoring, before,
during and after UOG exploration and extraction without direct
oversight from SEPA58.
Even if it had the power to police the industry, it is doubtful whether
SEPA would have the resources to do so. No extra funding has been
offered to it to enable it to take on its existing roles in the planning
and authorisation phases, indeed it has faced budget cuts in recent
years and stands to lose a great deal of EU funding59.
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Health impact assessments (HIAs) are a cornerstone of the planning
and authorisation process. They are used as a means of safeguarding
human and environmental health, but have inherent democratic and
technical deficits that are open to exploitation by industry.
Their high cost limits the ability of Communities and individuals to
submit their own, or challenge what’s been submitted by industry.
Depending on the risk analysis and cost-benefit analysis techniques
used, benefits can be inflated and risks and costs left only partly
quantified. There is no agreement between practitioners, regulators
and academics as to how data is to be validated. There is no agreed
standard for the incorporation or exclusion of variables. Both can be
cherry-picked with impunity, and superficial, flawed studies included.
Community engagement can be minimised and wellbeing issues
ignored60.
Post-decommissioning site remediation and monitoring is another
issue where the Scottish regulatory system fails. It may be legally
required, but who would be responsible for sites left behind by a
company that has gone bankrupt? The polluter can’t pay if the polluter
no longer exists.
The UK Government has refused to implement measures that would
require companies to provide financial security when applying for
60
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UOG related environmental authorisations61. The report on site
decommissioning produced for the Scottish government gave six
possible options, but four of these require the company to still be in
existence and solvent.
The two remaining options are extremely unattractive. One,
depositing money into an escrow account, would be the most costly
to industry and require an accurate estimation of the size of the
liability. Since the money only attracts interest, inflation could easily
erode the value of the deposit. The other, a mutual fund, requires an
accurate calculation of the size of each liability, the value of the fund
to keep pace with inflation, and that industry can be persuaded to
provide the large up-front contributions and fund management fees
required 62 .

The Reality of UOG

The Scottish Government has committed itself to building a lowcarbon, non-polluting low-inequality social democracy. This is not
compatible with allowing UOG exploration or development.
If the industry were to reach any great size, emission reductions
committed to under agreements to tackle climate change would
either have to be abandoned or offset with reductions elsewhere in
61
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the Scottish economy. The Scottish Governments’ HIA into UOG
exploration and production concluded there is sufficient evidence that
water and airborne pollution hazards would be generated, but
insufficient evidence to quantify what risks these might pose to the
health of nearby communities, even if exposure mitigation measures
are used.
Does an environmentally and equality conscious government gamble
with the health of its citizens? Would this be a just way to treat people
living in areas left polluted and impoverished by the industries of the
past?
Great economic gains are promised by those who wish to promote this
industry. It will bring tax revenues. Jobs. Lots of jobs. Good quality well
paid jobs which could transform communities, especially those in our
former coal fields. This does not bear scrutiny.
According to the estimates submitted to the Scottish Government in
its economic impact assessment, at its peak, represent 0.3% of
Scottish GDP. This represents a scenario where authorisation is fast,
oil and gas is as abundant as possible and its extraction is problem
free. A 0.1% share of GDP is considered more likely, adding 0.1-1.2
Billion Gross Value to the Scottish economy.
Yet this figure was calculated without consideration of monetary
environmental and social costs, costs to other industries, effects on
house prices or insurance availability or the costs of regulating the
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industry. It also assumes that production will be large enough and gas
prices high and stable enough for UOG extraction to be economically
feasible, despite the volatility of these markets in reality.
The industries threatened by the environmental damage that the
exploitation of UOG could cause include established, profitable
industries that dwarf the potential of UOG economically and in terms
of employment numbers. The Scottish food and drink industry adds
£3.8 billion gross value, tourism 3.7 billion. 34 000 people are
employed in the food and drink industry and it is projected that
another 14 000 could be created by 2020. In contrast, the Economic
Impact Assessment presented to the Scottish Government estimated
that the UOG industry was capable of providing at most 3100 jobs at
its peak, with estimates of 470-1400 being considered more likely.
This peak would not last long. Many of these jobs created by this
industry, including the well paid drilling and scientific support
positons, would only be present during the initial period of exploration
and well installation. They require specialist expertise and skill sets
which may not be available in Scotland, let alone in the communities
near the well sites. The jobs left behind during the production phase
are mostly low paid service jobs in sectors like security and transport.
Are these jobs worth risking the health of Scotland’s people and
environment? Are they worth endangering the integrity of
established, profitable industries?
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The vast uncertainties surrounding the impacts of the UOG industry
on health, the environment and the economy mean that if it were to
go ahead, it would need to be heavily regulated. Indeed the findings
of the reports and studies that have suggested it could be carried out
safely are predicated on the presence of an effective regulatory
system and the use of best practice by industry.
The likelihood that this would happen is remote. The UOG industry
itself is under huge pressure to keep its costs down. It conducts vast,
well-funded and highly organised lobbying efforts to prioritise
development, silence communities and reduce its legislative burden
everywhere it operates, including the UK and Scotland.
The regulatory system we have in place has an environmental
protection agency which faces great uncertainty regarding its funding,
and is limited to being a statutory consultee and authorisation body.
The industry is allowed to conduct its own monitoring without any
policing whatsoever. There’s no context with which to view their
findings since baseline environmental or epidemiological data are not
collected. The health and environmental impact assessments the
regulatory process relies on are open to abuse. Communities and
individuals are already finding themselves excluded from the planning
and authorisation process, and are already seeing negative effects on
the value of their homes and land.
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UOG exploration and production in Scotland would be a risky and
potentially pointless endeavour which has the capacity to leave a
tremendous legacy of harm to our health, environment, economy and
democracy. On this basis we think it would be deeply unwise to allow
it to proceed, and ask that the Scottish Government replace its
moratorium with a full ban.
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