Stuart Lane
Fossil Free Dorset

mail@fossilfreedorset.org.uk

Dear Foter

When [ aborted the media about methare venting at Porenco & /ﬁk{/m/‘/é{}e welll
you ook to making a string of comments onlie trying Co rubbish the concerns,
Jou then sent a tetler full of erroneous statements about the seience behind
the concerns and accused me @Z 5@/@} a/a&;ﬂemfe/ stooping bow, not «/0/‘&%% 0f
oonfidence or eredibitity, In my view, your words were 1ot honowrable wnd were
handted appropriately with a public break down of the fabse statements ix your
lotler,

Yo backproumd] as someone that generates a living from the o and gas
/}(c/a@ffy was hidden and [ question yow motives fo/‘ the concerted effaﬁt
that you are makig G0 wndernive the concerns raised about the verting
of gases at Ferenco & faeilty.

é//(famfa/(alfeé, / am /0/)9& Lo have o once a//a/}( /ay bare the fa/@a
stalements that you are /rmg/}y lo protect those loss yaa//f/éa/ fmw
gelling aa«fa&ed,

%« state; “However your emboldened comments reveal much about your own

ignorance of the facts surrounding methane and its fate in the atmosphere. The
plank of your patronising comments is that methane accumulates in the
atmosphere. Hence all discharges should be prevented.”



Read my statement again Peter. [ state the Ascanatation of Green
touse Gases, [ did not say the accamubation of Methane,; when methare
decays’ 1t teaves another greentouse gas - COZ, both greenhouse
gasses. [hat sui] wethane fron the Kinmeripe Well witl have
produced a rolling stock of methare gas in the atmosphere, Adding to
the rollig stock of melhane is the gas beiry vented, deductivy from The
rolling stook witl be the methane that decays. [his process lakes
around 70 years, this mch of what you state i true but you have
am/z/ete{y 4}/{0/‘@«/ the fa&lf that my caboulations acooumnt faﬁ this, Yo
abso miss the poit that methane decays to another greenhouse gas ard
that the warmig delvered over those ten years doesr /L‘c//&z;a/aea/‘ with
the decsy of the gas, it persists and causes more warminy.

Methare has a powerful radiative forcirp effect, Measured over a year
this is well over 700 lines more /aweﬁfa/ than CO2, Measured over
700 years this is about 30 tines wore powerful than COZ. By asing
the 700 year evatuation point, [ llow for the decay of methare to
coz, /%/% evabuations are made over 700 years, it is a standard
approach that is employed by the (FUC, it does have issues however.
We need to deal with climate oéa/g/a over a shorter line fﬁam and 1t
conld be argued that it woull make sense to look a much shorter tine
frame for assessments. [his however means employing a hipher
/f(«/b‘//b/?é/v in the cabeubutions, it doesn T diminish the /eﬁae/ba/ impact af
methane, 6‘ d/{fb‘é/}g/, my calbubations have been very much a/((/a/‘ﬁab‘/}y

lhe power af melhane o cause clmale warnig.



Note too that these calbabations completely jprore the feedback loops
involved i climate warnimng. When the clinate warns it causes such
lhings as methane reloase from frozen turdra and a loss of refloctive
cooling effect by the ive caps. These hagely inportant factors, amonp
others, are ignored /f ny cabeabations, agan m/m&‘a&‘/}y the impact

f/‘m melhane ue/rb‘/}gz.

%« state; “hydroxyl radical is formed from a singlet oxygen, a gaseous

inorganic chemical with the formula 0=0 which is in a quantum state where all
electrons are spin paired”

[he etectrons are spix paired? [t sounds very inpressive, any olher
ﬂ}‘/‘e/wa/(b‘/ spin you wish to add?

%« state; "wealthy landed gentry who so clearly you despise”

[ have rot made any statement about buded gentry, perhaps this comment
was meant b appeal o the KC Hon Blchard Drav? For olarity, [
poicted ot that the private owners of Ferenco thave /a#@ma/ weallh
nearinp £6 bitlion and that Perenco is a waa/féy comparny. One /1(4}45
Lhink, that this has some beariny on what it / lhey are ablte To fiance
when 1t comes lo options faﬁ a/aa/(/}g/ up the/r /ﬁmc/aa tion processes.

/%w}g/ on,.... here we gel U the heart of the /Mi/e/m [ ke economics
af natural a@a/'b‘a/f

7o clun that the O and fa& /}(a&my does not recesre a @«/s’/&{y e a
g00d sound bite, but it isn ¢ trae,



Ploase read- The MF &L‘ao{y: How /a/;w are f/m/a/ 5{@/;4% Subsidies 7
https. )/ wan, inf org)/external) pubs/ [t/ wp/ 2075/ up 15705 pdf

When [ last reviewed this ix 2076, [ was i correspondence with the
then Secretary of State for DECC - Andrea Loadsom. Going over ny
wotes, the AN s fossit fuel seotor was then recelving more than £26
bitlion a year, or over £400 per person, The (MF stated that it was
1.4% of U CDP

How can the O and Gas industry obuin that it gels o assistance 7
Well] for a start, when it pumps pollution into the i, it doesn T pay a
f/}(e or a tav on Chat /M//«K/M, [ he af/fm/’aée/% 1§ treated as a f/‘w
a/a/rr/a/}g/ //Ma/(c/, [ he costs f/‘ﬁ/t( climate aéa/ye do not &et/ get /mﬂfac/
back to polliters, This is just one of the externalltios’ that the oif and
94 industry manage to avord fivanciad responsibitity.

O and Gas companies get massive tav breaks for ereating plant and then
agarn when L%ef fave o dismantte /%,

éb‘f/}&/ﬁf realers, aa/r,(/zﬂ‘/'a /gﬁé—//‘/m}(—/ao{yz K-aoﬁté&eq/éﬁ/l‘a/)(-b‘a—
0&{@%-/(0/%%-@@«-&‘%/%/?’@!{- fo-‘,f,aa/‘-/}(w&fm/(t—/é/ﬁ/ BN 707188

[ wderstand that there is a pattern of loukaemia on the (sto of
Furbeck, tas Perenco spent any af it /mf/ﬁf 1o took into this? It
woulll be Cerrible [f there are yet more wnacoomnted externalitios to add
lo this fudped statement of coste and benefites,


https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/wp/2015/wp15105.pdf
https://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-britain-budget-northsea/britain-to-offer-north-sea-tax-relief-to-spur-investment-idUKKBN1DM1QB
https://uk.reuters.com/article/uk-britain-budget-northsea/britain-to-offer-north-sea-tax-relief-to-spur-investment-idUKKBN1DM1QB

FPertaps Feter, you conlll liok into what gases compose the cocktal
that has been vented? What are the health /}r(/ﬂ//bab‘/b/(@ of enposure U
them? [ note the nearest residents are about two hudred meters from
the source of venting, [ am suwre ol copied here witd be ixterested to
have this important aspect olarfred,

How do we Pt a prece on siehness, fo/‘e&&‘ 0‘/)%@/ sol erosion, destractive
storms and floode? Lven f we were mirded o, who is goiny to pay? [
say tet & make a concerted effort to avai these catastrophic events, rot
spend our Gine writing letlers justifying why we should destroy the
Larth. (ff it means transitioning away from fossit fuele with ambitions
largels, tels gels on with /¢ ir earnest, (f it means chossing The loast
worst aptions ix the meantine, fossit fued plants that run relatively
aéa«{y and a/mf’/}g/ the very worst 0ffw{(@m’, bt o dy that «/y/e/(tgy

loo, [ say, there is ND excase to punp methane inlo the atmogphere

when there are allernatives, the Larth is, ix every sense, pricelbss.

%«m’ Sheere 4,

Staart Lare
Fossit Free Dorset

Copying below the previous correspondence for information:



COANLD DO BETTER

Poter, in response 10 your submission, //ea&’e see comments i red,

Peter A Read,

Oak Tree Barn, Heathfield Park,
Warmwell Road,
Crossways,
Dorchester,

Dorset DT2 8BS
Tel: 01305 851997
peterarne.read@gmail.com

You aa/ét lo make a declaralion of mtlerest at the very start af this lotter.
fomfé/)y a/@y the Unes 0[f o T am an ol and s consultant”

Kimmeridge Oilfield Methane Discharges

How could The Echo fall for the ridiculous and sensationalist headline put out by
Fossil Free Dorset regarding the Kimmeridge Oilfield methane emissions?

The toadlie reads: Furbeck & /ﬁ)me/o/&}/e o well s pumping methane into
the atmosphere” This s a statement of fact as declured by the Lxvironment

#/e/(ay and also /‘e/o/flfec/ Jf /rm/t//b/e media oullols /)(0%«//@/ the BBC.

Stuart Lane’s claim verges on desperation to a lost cause. Why else would he
accumulate the combined discharges from over 43 years of oil production at the
site unless he knew that the environmental case was weak?

Climate aéa/ge /& 5@/}(;/ caused iy the ACCUMULATION of f/ﬁee/( House
fa&fe& /¢ s /0/%&/:%{? the STOCK 0f 948 I the atmgaéeﬁe that /s causing

the /m//fm,

Perenco has made a statement that they have row stopped production af the site
and that it witl w(é restart ﬁf/m/}g/ a revew @Z 948 reboase prevention
neasures, Perhaps Forenco and the Exvironment Agency abso agree that it is


mailto:peterarne.read@gmail.com

wmaae/fa//e Lo continae Co add to the /M/%(t/'w( that has been emitted /y this one
small wel?,,,, /my/e you could ask them griven the obose Unks?

When environmentalists stoop this low they lose credibility and the confidence
of the public bringing their cause into disrepute.

[he o and Gas industiy fund the pseuds-seience of elimate change deniad whitst
beinp the largest surce of greentouse gases. [ is @ markeling moded perfectod
fy the Cobaceo /}(z/a@t/y and ofte/( involyes /aea/a/e with letters i f/‘w(t af therr
name /e/)y /M/('/ to disoredit research, [fhere /s a 0/‘@//%/%?% issue and one that
stogps very low indeed

Let us put the situation into context. 1 cow produces 100 kg of methane per year.

Lnissions f/‘m cows are ALSD 0[f concern and 4e8 abso cause a @ya/f/éamf
green-house effect. [here is research ito how o redice emissions from cows
wnd of course a movement that encourages The reduction of dependence of cows
within ow faac/ systen, But that is rot the issue /e/}g/ addlressed ix the artivte,
it is the a//%fa/ and needloss venting af methane f/ém this well that appears to
have ”’(Z% been allowed due to a /%o/aéa/e i the /‘e//a/afa/o/ systen, an 0%(—@{//@
permt that has lower standards,

1f you reallly wish to assess the dunage ix terms of cows however, you are

You appear to assume that ol cows are the same, [he flpure you quote perhaps
relates to @ matuwre dury cow? Of course, not atl cows i the country are
futly grown, in fact 7.5n of them are cabves. Beef cattte, which accout for
nore than half of all U cows, enit tess than halff the methane when compared
lo duiry cows, [he methane that They produce varics according lo breed dict
ete, @Z 4o wish to //‘/)g/ i the f/}aﬁe& 001 the UL s stock of caltte fw‘

comparson, 1¢ belter /f Jou oreate a éf//"lé{ éwﬁa/ze "oow & enissions, to avoid



any e/aa///eﬁaf/b/(, [ tis wodld be toss than éa%f af a c/a/}? cow & emissims, [ he
whole /ﬁ@/f(/[% 18 however fa/(c/a/rre/(ta/é f/aa/ea(

The production at Kimmeridge oilfield, according to Perenco’s EPR Permit
Application of April 2017, suggests the well is capable of producing about 70
barrels of oil, or 10 tonnes, daily. Mr Lane then takes all associated gas and

assumes it to be methane, (another exaggeration). The vented gas discharged
from Kimmeridge, when producing, is just 0.89 tonnes (890 kilos) of gas per day.

Wrong, Caloulatins are based on the Environment Apency & METHANE
emissions data [not total associted gas emissins). Ferenco states that 76% of
assverated gas is methane, [he O and Gas Association data suggest that the
lotal associated gases are hipher than omes wsed by the LA In fact, they are
MUCH tipher and there are wanswered guestions about this diserepancy. [he
lower [ fipures have been employed o be pradent, Abso, where there was
insuffivient data, emissions were assumed to be zero, Froduction data was not
avartable /ayw(c/ 2003, hence the past 15 years 0f /M/ad lion has beer Created

as /f 1t ereated zero emissions, an wnder—estinate,

Let’s play along with Mr Lane and assume all the gas is methane. 890 kilos
represents the annual gas output of just 9 cows! Put another way it represents
the daily gas discharges from 3300 cows’ bottoms. With the average cattle
population of counties in Britain at over 200,000 animals it puts the Kimmeridge
discharges into a rather different class. Dorset’s cattle herd produce the
equivalent amount of methane in 25 minutes! The current price of oil at $78
(£59) a barrel gives field income of £4256/day whilst the vented gas is only
worth £300 at current wholesale prices. What would you do?

See above for comments re your incorrect basic and assumplions regarding cows,
Licellent observation regarding market factors. [t i probably cheaper for
Perenco to discharge the methane ixto the ai than o cotlect it. Well done;
bonus marks faﬁ mf/}g/ this observation! Ferenco faae&’ no coSt faﬁ this
é,vte/‘/(a/ﬁy it /Maa/aae@ /¢t i born /y those /)r(/aaab‘e/ Jy clinate aéa/ye,
Follution is /Mf/'fd//@, and the ﬁ@/«/al/‘/'m& have Jrven /ﬁefeﬁw{aa o /Wa[f/l‘ over
/M/%(f/éw mInImISation, /Da/%@a& . could e/gz:a/(c/ on the commercial savings made
by this needless pollution? [t might be interestivg to show the savinps made i



lerms of a percentage of Chei profits or contrast apaist the wealth of the
private owners? Jou witl find them listed i the Tines Kok list.... with
mf(e:%/}(// Uke £6 bithion /Ma/(a(f 0f /ae/wm/ wealth,

Looked at another way, far from running a small town on the gas being vented a
small village might be more likely. The 890 kg of methane corresponds almost
exactly to the annual gas consumption for one average home in the UK. So you
might run 365 homes on the vented gas for an entire year. That would heat a
village the size of Milton Abbas or Milborne St Andrew, not a town like Poole as

suggested by Mr Lane. Add in the infrastructure costs for the lines to deliver this
gas and it becomes completely uneconomic.

Apai, fundamental errors here, [he issue is ot what the gas coull have
heated [ff combusted, The issue is that UNCOMBUSTED METHANE s a
/Mme/‘(fa/ f/ﬁeezzéoa@a 948, 1t i the [faab‘ that methane retoased divec L‘Zy inlo the
atmosphere [ worry (f gour central heaing does this!) has a potent radiative

foreing effect, Therefore, the inpact has addted ap to be comparable with the
residents of small oity for a year.

Yours Sincerely,

Peter A Read



