
 
 

SCREENING OPINION 
 
THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2017 
 
Screening Opinion reference: BA/26a 
 
Applicant:  Angus Energy 
 
Contact:  Nick Mace  
 
Date Received: 06 February 2026   
 
Site:   Lower Stumble Exploration Site, London Road, Balcombe RH17 6JH 
 
Proposal: Exploration and appraisal comprising the flow testing and monitoring of 
the existing hydrocarbon lateral borehole along with site security fencing, the 
provision of an enclosed testing flare, and site restoration.  
 
In the Autumn of 2018 Angus Energy carried out a 7 day well test at the Lower 
Stumble exploration site at Balcombe.  Due to leftover drilling fluids in the well, 
sustained oil flows were not achieved. 
 
Angus Energy are preparing a planning application for a four-phase development 
which seeks to remove the drilling fluids (phase 1).  If the well shows oil following 
the removal of drilling fluids, then future phases will be operated (phases 2 and 3). 
If oil is not present, Angus Energy would likely cease the operation and the wellbore 
plugged and site restored (phase 4).  
 
The phase 1 pumping operation is anticipated to take up to 1 month and will require 
the following equipment to be used on site. All equipment will be bunded.  
 

• Surge tanks;  
• Low pressure separator;  
• Associated pipe work & manifold;  
• Oil & waste storage tanks;  
• LRP–Linear Rod Pump; and  
• Vapour Recovery Tank (as per EA Specifications).  

 
Should phase 1 be successful, Angus energy would move to phase 2, upgrading 
the site with a pad wide impermeable membrane installed by a civil engineering 
contractor.  It is anticipated that equipment used for this operation would include 
bulldozers, excavators and associated supporting equipment.  The works would 
take approximately 8 weeks to complete, weather permitting, with working hours 
for this phase being Monday to Friday 07:00hrs to 19:00hrs and Saturday 08:00hrs 
to 13:00hrs. 
  
Phase 3 would be the extended well test (EWT).  The EWT would last approximately 
12-14 months in duration. To support the EWT, a number of contingency options 
are available which include using nitrogen to lift the well fluids, acid wash to clean 
the borehole or the use of a plug to isolate sections of the formation which are 
producing water rather than hydrocarbons.  The operations will be 24/7.   
 
The EWT operation would use similar equipment and plant to that allowed under 
temporary planning permission WSCC/040/17/BA.  This includes an enclosed flare 
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drilling fluids, upgrade of the site with a pad wide impermeable membrane, an 
Extended Well Test (EWT), and subsequent plugging of the well and restoration of 
the site.  

The site has previously been used for hydrocarbon exploration, with the most 
recent application approved on appeal for the same development 
(APP/P3800/W/21/3282246). 

The site is within the High Weald National Landscape (formerly Areas of 
Outstanding Natural Beauty), defined in Schedule 2 to the EIA Regulations as a 
‘sensitive area’. The site is adjacent to an ancient woodland. The site is not subject 
to any other ecological, landscape, historic or other constraints, and is not within 
an area identified as being at risk of flooding, or in a groundwater source protection 
zone.  

Because the proposed operations are in a ‘sensitive area’ as defined within 
Schedule 2 of the EIA Regulations, and it exceeds the threshold of 0.5ha set out in 
column 2 to Schedule 2, consideration must be given to the need for EIA.  

Guidance for determining whether a proposal is EIA development is provided in 
National Planning Practice Guidance: Environmental Impact Assessment to aid local 
planning authorities to determine whether a project is likely to have significant 
environmental effects. This includes ‘Annex: indicative screening thresholds’ which 
states are “indicative only and are intended to help determine whether significant 
effects are likely”.  

For part 2(e) – surface installations for the extraction of oil/gas, the indicative 
criteria and threshold are the “development of a site of 10 hectares or more or 
where production is expected to be more than 100,000 tonnes of petroleum per 
year.” Neither of these factors apply in this case, because the development 
proposed is not for hydrocarbon production.  

The ‘key issues to consider’ are identified as the “scale of development, emissions 
to air, discharges to water, the risk of accident and the arrangements for 
transporting the fuel.”  In this case, the development site is small in scale, as is 
the physical development and no further drilling, or is hydraulic fracturing 
proposed.  The site is well-screened, is an existing and historic hydrocarbon well 
site, and located between a road and the railway corridor, so although it is in the 
High Weald National Landscape, the potential for impact on the landscape 
designation is not considered significant.  Emissions to air are likely to be limited 
in nature and scale (and for a temporary period), which would also be controlled 
through the Environmental Permitting regime, and the risk of accident control by 
the HSE. The site would be impermeably sealed and bunded, minimising the 
potential for impacts on surface and groundwater, matters which would also be 
regulated through the Environmental Permitting and HSE regimes.  Should oil begin 
to flow, crude oil would require exporting from site.  Although there would be some 
increase in vehicle movements on the local highways over the operational period, 
it is not considered that this would result in significant environmental impact.  

Previous approved applications concluded that the development would not result in 
significant impact on people or the environment, the findings of which were subject 
to appeals and judgements in court. Given the similarities between this proposal 
and those previously approved, these conclusions are of relevance when 
considering whether EIA is necessary.  

In this case, taking into account the temporary period over which the operations 
would take place, the small scale of physical development, and the controls in place 
through the planning and Environmental Permitting regimes, and through HSE, and 
taking into account the criterial in Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulations, it is 
considered that the proposal does not have the potential for significant 
environmental impact within the meaning of the EIA Regulations.  
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Screening Opinion 
 
In the opinion of the County Planning Authority the development would not 
require an Environmental Impact Assessment. 
 
Approved by: Rupy Sandhu (County Planning Team Manager) 
 

 
   
On behalf of the Head of Planning Services 
Date:   13 March 2026 
 
Case Officer: Chris Bartlett (Principal Planner)  
 




