
To: All Councillors, North Lanarkshire Council 
 

Full meeting of North Lanarkshire Council: Thursday 18 December 2014. 
 
I respectfully write to you today (16 December), on behalf of Cumbernauld Environmental Society, to request that you 
consider voting in favour of agenda items eight and nine at the forthcoming meeting of North Lanarkshire Council, this 
Thursday (18 December). 
 
As you will no doubt be aware, Councillors McGlinchey and O'Brien have tabled a motion which calls for the council to 
note its “…grave concerns regarding unconventional gas extraction and to this end supports a moratorium on the 
development of this technology throughout North Lanarkshire,” while Councillors Paddy Hogg and Baird have tabled a 
similar motion which calls for a “…a precautionary principle” to be adopted, alongside calls for “…a moratorium to be 
declared until it is established beyond reasonable doubt that coal bed methane extraction and 'fracking' are deemed 'safe' 
by independent scientific experts." 
 
Both I and the committee of Cumbernauld Environmental Society would urge you to back both of these motions, and to 
put your support behind the various community activists, groups, organisations and campaigners who are campaigning 
and fighting against the unnecessary and potentially dangerous process of hydraulic fracturing.  
 
As I’m sure you will be aware, the process of hydraulic fracturing involves the use of approximately 632 chemicals – over 
half of which are not tested. These chemicals – known as ‘carcinogens’ – include the potentially harmful concoction of 
benzene, acetaldehyde, formaldehyde, naphthalene, methanol, ammonium chloride, arsenic, lead, mercury and radium. 
Should any of these compounds find their way into the water supply, the results could be disastrous. 
 
A recent letter from the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection to a resident of the district demonstrates 
this point, and confirmed that: “chlorides, barium, calcium, hardness, iron, magnesium, manganese, strontium, and total 
dissolved solids” were present in the local water supply, as a result of underground gas extraction. I and the Society’s 
committee understand that the exact nature of operations in Scotland is wholly different to the situation in America – but 
the dangers are the same here as they are across the Atlantic Ocean.  
 
Most of what has been aforementioned is centred on concerns about what would be and is being sent ‘down’, 
underground; however, the chemicals which return can be as equally hazardous. For instance, a recent study by 
academics at Princeton University found that twelve abandoned wells in Pennsylvania emitted an average of 0.27 kg (0.6 
lbs) of methane per day, between 2013 and 2014. They concluded that “abandoned wells can be 'super-emitters' of 
greenhouse gas”.  
 
The research from Princeton University is compounded by a further study from the University of Missouri, which 
concluded that endocrine-disrupting activities are indeed linked to birth defects and infertility. An older study from 
academics at the University of Colorado Denver further backs up the conclusions both of the Missouri and Princeton 
University studies, by concluding that: “a number of potentially toxic petroleum hydrocarbons in the air near the wells 
including benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene and xylene” were discovered.  
 
Again, I and the committee of Cumbernauld Environmental Society understand and accept that much of the above-cited 
research was conducted in the United States of America, with sites in the U.S. being the focus for much of the research. 
However, this further adds to our case: more research is needed. Why, if these potentially dangerous chemicals are 
involved, is the process going ahead at all – that is the key question here. 
 
We appreciate and understand also that the Scottish Environmental Protection Agency has taken lessons from various 
countries on this matter; and, that with legislation such as Water Environment (Controlled Activities) (Scotland) 
Regulations 2011; Pollution Prevention Control (PPC); the Control of Major Accident Hazards Regulations; and, 
Environmental Liability (Scotland) Regulations 2009; and, that with these different pieces of legislation, it might seem as if 
the correct protections are in place – but, in the opinion of Cumbernauld Environmental Society, they are not.  
 
The effects of fracking are not fully understood; the geology of Scotland is unique to every area, and so no universal plan 
or regulation is befitting; the health impacts are known about, researched, studied; and, in addition to the hazardous 
chemicals going down, there is a potentially deadly risk to people and the environment by the chemicals and gases 
coming back up through any borehole. Therefore, I ask – would you be happy to live next to site where fracking was due 
to take place? Would you be okay with your niece, nephew, son, daughter or grandchildren drinking their tap water if they 
lived near an unconventional gas extraction site?  
 
This process shouldn’t be used for short-term economic gain while the health impacts could be long lasting. Please do the 
right thing. I respectfully request that you consider voting in favour of the motions, in the names of Councillors McGlinchey 
and O'Brien; and, Councillor Hogg and Baird, this Thursday (18 December). 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
Bobby Johnstone, Chair of Cumbernauld Environmental Society. 


